SPENCER B . MERRIWEATHER III
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

State of North Carolina
General Court of Justice
Twenty-Sixth Prosecutorial District
Mecklenburg County

7 00 EAST TRADE STREET
CHARLOTTE, NC 28202
TELEPHONE: 704-686-0700
FAX: 704-686-0716

November 5, 2019

Chief Kerr Putney
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Police Department
601 East Trade Street, 3rd floor
Charlotte, NC 28202
Re: Delano Williams Death Investigation

Dear Chief Putney:
Pursuant to N.C.G.S. 7A-61, my office has reviewed the investigation surrounding the
shooting death of Delano Williams on August 2, 2019. The case was investigated under
complaint numbers 2019-0802-0328-00 and 2019-0802-0012-00. The purpose of this review was
to examine whether the conduct of CMPD Officer John Juhasz was unlawful when he shot and
killed the decedent.
A review of the evidence in this matter reveals CMPD officers responded to a domestic
violence call for service. It was determined that the domestic violence incident originated at 3127
Ernest Russell Court, the residence of the decedent and Keri Williams1, and moved next door to
3123 Ernest Russell Court, the residence of Mrs. Williams’ sister, R.D. The evidence establishes
that, following an argument, the decedent pointed a gun at Mrs. Williams and drug her to her
sister’s house next door, where he fired a shot into the floor and forced Mrs. Williams and R.D.
to sit on the couch. Two of Mrs. Williams’ children and one of R.D.’s children ran from 3123
Ernest Russell Court and called 9-1-1. Multiple officers responded to the area. Officer John
Juhasz, armed with a patrol rifle, took up a position behind the fence in the backyard of 3123
Ernest Russell Court where he had a view into the house through the rear sliding glass door.
Meanwhile, inside of 3123 Ernest Russell Court, the decedent shot R.D. through the left knee,
also penetrating her right thigh. After this shooting, Mrs. Williams and R.D. physically engaged
the decedent in an attempt to wrestle the gun away from him. During this altercation, R.D. was
1
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2019.

able to escape and exited the residence through the front door, where she encountered officers
and informed them that the decedent was going to kill her sister. Shortly after R.D. escaped,
Officer Juhasz observed the decedent raise his gun in the direction of the corner where Mrs.
Williams was sitting. Officer Juhasz fired his patrol rifle once through the sliding glass door,
hitting the decedent, who fell to the floor. The decedent continued to move, still attempting to
raise his gun, and Officer Juhasz fired two more times. Mrs. Williams then retrieved the gun
from the decedent, threw it into the backyard, and exited the residence through the shattered
sliding glass door. Other responding officers then made entry into the house, detained the
decedent, and began providing first aid. Three spent shell casings were located where Officer
Juhasz fired his weapon.
As you know, this letter specifically does not address issues relating to tactics, or whether
officers followed correct police procedures or CMPD Directives.
I personally responded to the scene of this incident and monitored the investigation along
with another senior Assistant District Attorney (ADA). I reviewed the investigative file as
provided by CMPD. Finally, consistent with the District Attorney’s Office Officer-Involved
Shooting Protocol, this case was presented to the District Attorney’s Officer-Involved Shooting
Review Team, which is comprised of the office’s most experienced prosecutors.

A.

The role of the District Attorney under North Carolina law

The District Attorney (DA) for the 26th Prosecutorial District is a state official and, as
such, does not answer to city or county governments within the prosecutorial district. The
District Attorney is the chief law enforcement official of the 26th Judicial District, the boundaries
of which are the same as the County of Mecklenburg. The District Attorney has no
administrative authority or control over the personnel of CMPD or other police agencies within
the jurisdiction. That authority and control resides with each city or county government.
Pursuant to North Carolina statute, one of the District Attorney’s obligations is to advise
law enforcement agencies within the prosecutorial district. The DA does not arrest people or
charge people with crimes. When the police charge a person with a crime, the DA decides
whether or not to prosecute the charged crime. Generally, the DA does not review police
decisions not to charge an individual with a crime. However, in officer-involved shooting cases,
the DA reviews the complete investigative file of the investigating agency. The DA then decides
whether he agrees or disagrees with the charging decision made by the police. If the DA
concludes that uncharged conduct should be prosecuted, the case will be submitted to a Grand
Jury.
If no criminal charges are filed, that does not mean the District Attorney’s Office believes
the matter was in all respects handled appropriately from an administrative or tactical viewpoint.
It is simply a determination that there is not a reasonable likelihood of proving criminal charges
beyond a reasonable doubt unanimously to a jury. This is the limit of the DA’s statutory
authority in these matters. The fact that a shooting may be controversial does not mean that
criminal prosecution is warranted. Even if the District Attorney believes a shooting was
avoidable or an officer did not follow expected procedures or norms, this does not necessarily

amount to a violation of criminal law. In these circumstances, remedies (if any are appropriate)
may be pursued by administrative or civil means. The District Attorney has no administrative or
civil authority in these matters. Those remedies are primarily in the purview of city and county
governments, police departments and private civil attorneys.

B.

Legal standards

The law recognizes an inherent right to use deadly force to protect oneself or others from
death or great bodily harm. This core legal principle is referred to as the right to “self-defense.”
A police officer does not lose the right to self-defense by virtue of becoming a police officer.
Officers are entitled to the same protections of the law as every other individual. An imminent
threat to the life of a police officer or others entitles the officer to respond in such a way as to
stop that threat.
Under North Carolina law, the burden of proof is on the State to prove beyond a
reasonable doubt that a defendant did not act in self-defense of himself or others. The Supreme
Court of North Carolina defined the law of self-defense in State v. Norris, 303 N.C. 526 (1981).
A killing is justified under North Carolina law if it appeared to a person that it was necessary to
kill in order to save himself or another from death or great bodily harm. The law requires that the
belief in the necessity to kill must be reasonable under the circumstances. Id. at 530.

C.

Use of deadly force by a law enforcement officer

The same legal standards apply to law enforcement officers and private citizens alike.
However, officers fulfilling their sworn duty to enforce the laws of this State are often placed in
situations in which they are required to confront rather than avoid potentially dangerous people
and situations.
The United States Supreme Court stated, “[t]he ‘reasonableness’ of a particular use of
force must be judged from the perspective of a reasonable officer on the scene, rather than with
the 20/20 vision of hindsight.” Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386, 396 (1989). The Court further
explained that “[t]he calculus of reasonableness must embody allowance for the fact that police
officers are often forced to make split-second judgments – in circumstances that are tense,
uncertain, and rapidly evolving – about the amount of force that is necessary in a particular
situation.” Id. at 396–97. A situation in which an officer is confronting an armed person with
uncertain motives is by definition dangerous, and such a circumstance will almost always be
tense, uncertain and rapidly evolving. In these circumstances, we are not deciding whether the
officer’s belief in the need to use deadly force was correct but only whether his belief in the
necessity of such force was reasonable.
In conducting a legal analysis, this office must take its guidance from the law, and a
decision must not be based upon public sentiment or outcry. The obligation of a District Attorney
is clear; he must simply apply the law to the known facts.

What the law demands is an evaluation of the reasonableness of the officer’s decision at
the moment he fired the shot. The Supreme Court of the United States has provided guidance on
what is objectively reasonable and how such an analysis should be conducted. That guidance
indicates that it is inappropriate to employ “the 20/20 vision of hindsight,” and an analysis must
make “allowance for the fact that police officers are often forced to make split-second
judgments.” See Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. at 396. The Court suggests that when reviewing
use of force cases, caution should be used to avoid analysis “more reflective of the ‘peace of a
judge’s chambers’ than of a dangerous and threatening situation on the street.” Elliot v. Leavitt,
99 F.3d. 640, 643 (4th Cir. 1996).

D.

The officer-involved shooting of Delano Williams
Prior call for service

Officers responded to 3127 Ernest Russell Court, the residence of Keri Williams and the
decedent, on the evening of August 1, 2019, after Mrs. Williams called to request assistance.
Mrs. Williams informed officers that she and the decedent had discussed getting a divorce, and
he left the residence with his belongings, but he had returned to the home. Mrs. Williams wanted
information on how to have the decedent removed from the home. The responding officers gave
Mrs. Williams resources that explained the process of obtaining a restraining order. Mrs.
Williams also informed officers that the decedent owned a gun, which had been kept in the attic,
but he had recently retrieved when he moved out. Mrs. Williams informed officers she would
obtain the restraining order and would stay next door with her sister that night.
Keri Williams
Mrs. Williams was interviewed by detectives at the Law Enforcement Center on August
2, 2019. Mrs. Williams informed officers that she lives next door to her twin sister, R.D., who
lives at 3123 Ernest Russell Court. Mrs. Williams stated she and the decedent have experienced
marital issues for the past three years and she informed him she wanted a divorce. She had
requested the decedent to leave the home, but he refused. She told detectives the decedent was
very jealous of the relationship she has with her twin sister.
Mrs. Williams recalled that, on the morning of August 1, 2019, the decedent told her he
would leave the home but that he needed his gun before he would leave and would not leave
without it. Mrs. Williams had hidden the gun three years ago after the decedent threatened her
and pointed the gun at her. Thinking the decedent would leave, Mrs. Williams had the gun
retrieved from the attic, and the gun was given to the decedent without bullets.
Mrs. Williams recounted that she called police earlier on August 1, 2019, when the
decedent would not leave the home. Officers responded to the residence and advised her that
they could not make the decedent leave and suggested Mrs. Williams seek a restraining order
from the magistrate. Mrs. Williams stated that she applied for a restraining order with the
magistrate. The order was granted, she said, and it was to be served on August 2, 2019. Mrs.
Williams stated that when she returned home after obtaining the restraining order, the decedent
had loaded the gun, but she did not know where he had obtained a magazine and ammunition.
She stated the decedent became very angry and started waving the gun around. She recalled that

the decedent grabbed her and dragged her next door to her sister’s residence. Inside her sister’s
residence, they continued to argue, and the decedent threatened to shoot her sister. The decedent
asked Mrs. Williams to beg him not to shoot her sister. Mrs. Williams stated that the decedent
then shot her sister in the leg for no reason. She recounted that, at some point during the
encounter, her sister lunged for the gun, and all three of them struggled over the gun. Her sister
managed to run out the front of the house while an officer was arriving on the scene. Mrs.
Williams stated that once her sister ran out of the house, the decedent was still armed with the
handgun. The decedent began to raise the gun in her direction, and she thought she was about to
be shot when she heard a gunshot and saw the decedent fall to the floor. Mrs. Williams recalled
that while the decedent laid on the floor, still armed with the gun in his hand, he continued to try
to raise his arm with the gun in her direction. She was able to grab the gun out of his hand and
threw the gun out the back sliding glass door and into the backyard. She then ran out of the rear
sliding glass door and into the backyard.
On August 15, 2019, Mrs. Williams authored a Viewpoint piece published in the
Charlotte Observer. Because it also contains factual statements regarding her recollection of
these events, a copy of that piece is included as an attachment to this report.
R.D. (Sister of Keri Williams)
On August 2, 2019, R.D. was interviewed by detectives at the hospital where she was
being treated for a gunshot wound to the left knee. R.D. informed detectives that she is the sister
of Keri Williams and resides at 3123 Ernest Russel Court. R.D. informed police that her sister
had been trying to peaceably separate from her husband. She stated that the decedent showed up
after work on August 1 around 6:30 p.m., and Mrs. Williams told the decedent he had to leave.
The decedent stated that he was not going to leave, and Mrs. Williams called the police and
spoke to them about her options. R.D. stated that her sister decided to go to the magistrate to get
an emergency restraining order because of the way the decedent had been behaving. R.D.
believed the decedent had threatened her sister in the past and that her sister had obtained at least
two other protective orders.
While Mrs. Williams went to request the restraining order, two of Mrs. Williams’
children and R.D.’s own child stayed with R.D. According to R.D., her sister called the decedent
to inform him that she had obtained a restraining order in hopes that the decedent would leave
the house without further police involvement. R.D. recalled that the plan was for her sister to
spend the night at R.D.’s residence, but she needed to return to her house to get some things first.
R.D. stated that Mrs. Williams took her 16-year-old son, A.W., with her to the house. When Mrs.
Williams and her son left for their home, R.D. went upstairs to her bedroom in her own home.
While there, she heard screaming and returned downstairs and opened the door to find A.W.
running toward her residence and telling her to call 9-1-1. R.D. stated she saw the decedent
dragging her sister toward her, and he fired a shot while in the front yard. R.D. told the three
children to leave the house and to call 9-1-1. R.D. said she started to call 9-1-1 herself, but the
decedent made her put the phone down and told her if she called the police, “we’re going to die.”
R.D. recounted that once in the house, the decedent fired the gun again to scare them and
then waived her and her sister over to the corner of the living room where they and the decedent
sat on opposing couches that the children had pushed close together. The decedent was directly
in front of her and her sister, and the two couches were so close together that their knees were

touching. R.D. stated that the decedent kept calling her “wicked,” told them he was going to kill
them and then himself, and that “we’re all going to die here and the police won’t even know
what happened.” R.D. stated that during this time, her sister called her youngest son because he
had a close relationship with the decedent. Mrs. Williams’ son begged the decedent for their
lives, but the decedent made her hang up. R.D. recalled that the decedent told her sister to “beg
me for your lives” and her sister got down on her knees and begged. The decedent told Mrs.
Williams that she was taking his kids away from him, so he was going to take away what was
most important to her, her sister. R.D. stated that the decedent shot her in the leg while trying to
make her confess to ruining his marriage.
R.D. informed police she received active shooter training through her employer and
believed she would die if she did not fight back, so once the decedent had temporarily lowered
the gun and was not looking at her, she reached out, grabbed the gun and put pressure on his
hand. R.D. stated that she screamed to her sister to help her, and they both jumped on the
decedent. During this struggle, R.D. broke free and her sister told her to run. R.D. ran out the
front door of the residence with her hands up, screaming for help and encountering police. R.D.
recalled that she told police the decedent was going to kill her sister and they “had to go now or
she’s dead.” R.D. then heard what she believed to be two shots.
Officer John Juhasz
Officer Juhasz was interviewed by detectives at the Law Enforcement Center on August
6, 2019. Officer Juhasz stated that he has been employed with CMPD since February 21, 2017,
and he was previously employed by NYPD.2 Officer Juhasz’s main weapon was a Smith &
Wesson M&P 40, and his secondary weapon was a Smith & Wesson M&P 15 rifle with a scope.3
On the night of this incident, Officer Juhasz was partnered with Officer Schwob, both of
whom are patrol rifle officers.4 Officer Juhasz stated he responded to a domestic violence call for
service at 3123 Ernest Russell Court. Officer Juhasz recalled that the call for service was from a
female who said her father was pointing a gun at her aunt. While in route, he was notified that
the 9-1-1 operator heard a gunshot in the background.5 Additionally, Officer Juhasz was aware
that officers had been dispatched to an address on Ernest Russell Court earlier that night for a
domestic violence-related call. After arriving on scene, Officer Juhasz recalled, he was
approached by a young, teenage male who stated that his father had approached his mother as
she returned from obtaining a protective order, pointed a gun at them, and ordered the kids out of
the house. Officer Juhasz recalled the teenager telling him that he heard his father order his
mother and her sister to sit down in the kitchen. The teenager also told Officer Juhasz he saw his
father fire the gun at the ground.6
Officer Juhasz said he spoke with Officer Potter, who is also a patrol rifle officer. Officer
Potter informed Officer Juhasz that he would cover the front of the house and asked Officer
Juhasz to cover the rear of the house.7 Officer Juhasz recounted that he took up a position at the
2
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back fence of the house. He reported that the interior lights were on in the residence and that he
had a clear view into the kitchen through the sliding glass door.8 Officer Juhasz recalled hearing
a woman screaming inside the residence. He relayed this information over the radio. He then saw
a male holding a black handgun come from the right corner of the kitchen across Officer
Juhasz’s field of view through the sliding glass door. Officer Juhasz reported that he provided a
description of the male over the radio, but before he could say anything about the male holding a
gun, he saw a female run from the same corner of the kitchen and across Officer Juhasz’s field of
view. She appeared to go toward the front of the house.9 Officer Juhasz recalled that the decedent
did not make any motion to stop her.10 Officer Juhasz stated that he notified other officers over
the radio that the female was coming out of the front of the house. Officer Juhasz reported that
he heard Sgt. Ottelin state over the radio that the female that came out of the residence with a
gunshot wound to her leg, and he also heard Sgt. Ottelin request an ambulance.11 Officer Juhasz
told detectives that the decedent started to pace back and forth a bit, headed in the direction that
the female had run, and then returned back into his field of view.12 The decedent still had the gun
in his hand.13 Officer Juhasz stated that the decedent moved to within a few feet of the corner
from which the female had run and was looking down at the corner.14 Officer Juhasz informed
detectives that although he could not see into that corner, it was clear the events were occurring
there because the first female had run from that location and the decedent focused his attention
back on that corner after the first female ran away.15
Officer Juhasz estimated he was positioned approximately 50 feet from the decedent.16
Officer Juhasz told detectives that, at the time he fired the first shot, the decedent was facing the
corner and the decedent’s hands were down at first, but he saw the gun start to rise up.17 The
decedent was holding the gun with a standard pistol grip and was starting to raise the gun to take
a shooting stance, Officer Juhasz said.18 Officer Juhasz stated he was concerned for the
remaining female’s safety and believed he had to take the shot when he did because he did not
know exactly how the female was positioned and did not know how far the decedent needed to
raise his gun to shoot her. When the decedent started to raise his gun, Officer Juhasz fired his
weapon.19
Officer Juhasz stated that he fired the first shot at the decedent’s center mass and then
assessed the situation. After a moment, the decedent fell to the ground. While on the ground, the
decedent was still in possession of the gun and was still moving.20 Officer Juhasz described the
movement as if the decedent were trying to get up.21 At this point, Officer Juhasz stated, he had a
8
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clear shot at the decedent’s legs, so he took two additional shots at which point the decedent
stopped moving, and Officer Juhasz believed the threat was over.22 He estimated one and a half
seconds passed between his first and second shots. The second and third shots were immediate.
He did not fire again after the third shot.23
Officer Juhasz stated it was apparent to him that the decedent was escalating his violence
quickly, and he feared for the safety of the female still inside the residence. Officer Juhasz stated
that he believed the decedent posed an imminent deadly threat to the remaining female inside the
home based on the initial call for service in which a female stated her father was pointing a gun
at everyone, the information from the son who stated that his father fired the gun at the ground
and had ordered the two females into the kitchen against their will, and the information from Sgt.
Ottelin that there was a female who had already been shot.24
Officer Juhasz reported that after the third shot, the remaining female ran over to the
decedent. She ran from the same corner whence the first female had escaped, bent down, and
threw a gun through the sliding glass door while stating, “This is his gun.”25 The female then ran
to the backyard of the house next door and collapsed from what appeared to be exhaustion or
relief.26 Other officers secured the house and began providing first aid to the decedent.27
Officer Juhasz stated that he viewed a portion of his body-worn camera footage
immediately after the incident, but the only thing that was visible on the footage during the
relevant timeframe was the fence.28
A round count conducted on the Smith &Wesson M&P 15 rifle used by Officer Juhasz
revealed one full magazine, 30 rounds and one magazine containing 27 rounds, which
corresponds with the three spent rifle casings collected at the scene.
A.W. (Son of the decedent and Keri Williams)
A.W. was interviewed by detectives at the Law Enforcement Center on August 2, 2019.
A.W. advised detectives that his mother and father had been arguing for past few days, that his
mother wanted a divorce and his father was going to leave the home. A.W. recalled that around 2
a.m. the night before the shooting, the decedent woke him up and made him go get the
decedent’s gun safe from the attic above the garage. A.W. described the gun as a black pistol. On
the morning of August 1, the decedent said he was leaving, and A.W. recalled that his mother
and father were still arguing. His mother called police, saying she wanted to get a restraining
order against his father. A.W. stated that his father then left the residence. Late that evening,
A.W. said, he was in the garage helping his mother pack a few things so she could sleep next
door at his aunt’s (R.D.) house. While they were packing, his father came into the garage and
pulled out a gun. A.W. said he stepped in front of his father and tried to calm him down. A.W.
recounted that his father put the gun in his face, told him to move and then pointed the gun at his
22
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mom. A.W. stated that he ran next door to his aunt’s house, and his father had his mother by the
arm walking behind him. A.W. recalled that the decedent entered R.D’s house with his mother.
The decedent and his mother were standing near the dining room, and his dad was pointing the
gun at his mother. A.W. stated that he and his siblings ran out of the back door of the residence.
A.W. recalled that as he was running out of the house, he looked back and saw his father fire a
shot into the floor. A.W. and his siblings jumped the fence in the backyard, called 9-1-1 and
knocked on neighbors’ doors for help.
M.W. (Daughter of the decedent and Keri Williams)
M.W. was interviewed by detectives at the Law Enforcement Center on August 2, 2019.
M.W. stated that her parents had been in an ongoing domestic dispute for a long time. Her
mother had wanted a divorce, and her father refused to leave. M.W. recounted that around 1 p.m.
on August 1, 2019, she was running an errand when her mother called and told her not to return
to the house. M.W. stated that her mother told her to go next door to her aunt’s house and stay
there. M.W. went to her aunt’s house with her brother, A.W., and her cousin, J.D. When she
noticed her mother outside their garage, M.W. walked out to ask her mother what was for dinner,
and her mother told her to go back inside. At that point, M.W. saw her father pointing a gun at
her mother. M.W. recalled that she ran out of the back of the house into the backyard with her
brother and J.D. She stated that she called 9-1-1 from her cellphone. M.W. observed her father
holding onto her mother and pulling her into her aunt’s house. She heard a gunshot while she
was in the backyard. M.W. stated that they went to a neighbor’s house to get more help.
J.D. (Nephew of the decedent and son of R.D)
J.D. was interviewed at the Law Enforcement Center on August 2, 2019. J.D. told
detectives that his aunt and uncle had domestic issues and a pending divorce, but he did not
know the specific details of their problems. J.D. informed detectives he was inside his home
when he noticed his cousin A.W. running and yelling for someone to call 9-1-1. J.D. then saw his
uncle, the decedent, coming toward the house with a gun pointed at his aunt, Keri Williams. J.D.
stated he was scared and ran out of the back of the house with his cousins, A.W. and M.W. He
recalled that he jumped the fence, paused and heard a gunshot from inside his house. J.D.
recounted that his cousins had continued running, so he got up and caught up with them. J.D.
stated that he heard either his aunt or his mom screaming, “Help, help!” A short time later, after
police arrived on scene, he heard four or five more shots.
Other responding patrol officers
While several other officers responded to the scene, no other officers were in a position to
witness the events inside the house or to see Officer Juhasz fire his weapon. Several officers
confirmed that a female with a gunshot wound ran out of the house and approached Sgt. Ottelin.
Sgt. Ottelin confirmed that the injured female who approached him yelled “Please go help my
sister, he’s going to kill her if he hasn’t already.” Shortly thereafter, the officers heard gunshots
coming from the back of the residence. They also confirmed that, quickly after those shots,
Officer Juhasz reported over the radio that the subject was down. Several officers recounted that
after the shots, they made entry into the residence through the front door, located the subject and
began administering first aid.

E.

Additional physical evidence

Investigators located a projectile impact mark on the floor of 3123 Earnest Russell Court,
corroborating the witnesses’ statements that the decedent fired a round into the floor once inside
the home. Investigators also located two spent shell casings inside the home corresponding to the
shot into the floor and the shot to R.D.’s knee.

F.

Video evidence

Footage was obtained from Officer Juhasz’s body-worn camera that shows his interaction
with the decedent’s son shortly after arriving on scene. The video shows A.W. telling Officer
Juhasz that his mother had just returned from getting a restraining order. A.W. informed Officer
Juhasz that the decedent came into the garage with his hand behind his back, and A.W. thought
he had a gun. A.W. told Officer Juhasz that the decedent pointed the gun at him, then his mother,
and A.W. ran next door. A.W. stated that the decedent took his mother next door and A.W. ran
out the back door and called 9-1-1. A.W. told Officer Juhasz that the decedent shot the gun at the
floor. He informed Officer Juhasz that he believed his father, his mother and his aunt were all in
the house and that his father had both of them sitting at the table. After Officer Juhasz took the
position at the fence, the fence blocks the camera, but it captured the audio of the shots, which
reveals approximately three seconds passed between the Officer Juhasz’s first and second shots,
followed by an immediate third shot. Although she cannot be seen, Mrs. Williams can be heard
saying “That’s his gun” as she was tossing the decedent’s weapon into the backyard.
Various body-worn camera recordings also capture R.D. exiting the home and telling Sgt.
Ottelin, “He’s probably already shot my sister, he’s going to kill her, he probably already has. He
shot me in my leg.”

F.

Autopsy report

The Mecklenburg County Medical Examiner’s Office performed an autopsy on Delano
Williams on August 2, 2019. According to the autopsy report, the decedent suffered two gunshot
wounds: one to the posterior right chest and one to the right buttock. The toxicology report
showed only the presence of caffeine and an antidepressant, paroxetine.
A copy of the Medical Examiner’s report is attached as an exhibit to this report.

G.

Conclusion

It is undisputed that Officer Juhasz fired his weapon three times, striking the decedent
twice. Therefore, the central issue in this review is whether or not Officer Juhasz was justified
under North Carolina law in using deadly force in the protection of another. A police officer – or
any other person – is justified in using deadly force if he in fact believed that he or another
person was in imminent danger of great bodily harm or death from the actions of the person who
was shot and if his belief was reasonable. The statements of the civilian witnesses, physical

evidence, and body-worn camera footage corroborate Officer Juhasz’s account of the events. The
armed decedent held two women against their will and fired a gun at least twice, with one shot
striking R.D. After R.D. escaped the home, the decedent raised the gun in the direction of Mrs.
Williams, and Officer Juhasz fired three times, killing the decedent, likely saving the life of Mrs.
Williams. Given the overwhelming evidence that Officer Juhasz was reasonable in his belief that
Mrs. Williams was facing an imminent threat of great bodily harm or death, I have concluded
Officer Juhasz was legally justified in firing his weapon in Mrs. Williams’ defense.
Consequently, I will not be seeking charges related to the death of Delano Williams.
If you have any questions, please contact me directly.

Sincerely,

Spencer B. Merriweather III
District Attorney

Exhibits:
The sliding glass door through which Officer Juhasz fired.
Also pictured is the final location of the decedent’s gun.
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The gun possessed by the decedent and tossed into the backyard by Mrs. Williams.
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Three spent shell casings were located where Officer Juhasz fired his weapon.
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