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On August 31, 2023 at approximately 1648 hours, Ohio Bureau of Criminal Identification
and Investigation (BCl) Special Agent Ryan Scheiderer (SA Scheiderer) obtained a recorded
statement from Columbus Division of Police (CPD) Il [N s N
regarding the shooting incident involving officers from CPD, deputies from the Franklin County
Sheriff’s Office (FCSO), and Antwan Lindsey (Lindsey), that occurred on July 08, 2023 at 3110
E. Livingston Avenue, Columbus, Ohio (Franklin County). Lindsey was fatally shot by officers
during that incident. The contact with I [Jlilfook place at his attorney’s office and his

attorney, Kate Harshman, was present. Il illsioned a Criminal Investigation Notification

(CIN) form affirming his decision to provide a voluntary statement. Prior to meeting with
SA Scheiderer, NN [lnd his attorney prepared typed statement which I [
signed in front of SA Scheiderer affirming that would be his official statement regarding this
incident. That statement (Attachment #01) is attached to this report and available for review.
The following is a summation of the contact with Il JJilland additional details can be

found in the attached audio recording. (It should be noted that during the interview, Lindsey
was referred to as “suspect” by the officer and that verbiage may be used throughout the
summary when trying to quote the officer or document what an officer stated they heard or
thought regarding the incident.)

EXCERPTS FROM STATEMENT

“I do not remember initially seeing a gun when | came upon the suspect, but at some point
early in the altercation, | saw a black pistol at the suspect’s feet to his left (east). The gun was
outside of the steel fire door on our side (south side) of the wall. | do not believe that the gun
would have been visible to anyone on the other side of the door/wall. It appeared that the slide
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was drawn back, which indicated to me that there was either a malfunction or the suspect had
run out of ammunition. Though | saw the weapon, we always assume plus one. In other words,
the suspect can always have another weapon. The suspect was only partially visible on our side
of the door, and at times | could not see either of his hands. | could hear officers on the other
side of the building also giving commands, but it was difficult to make out what they were
saying to the suspect. | could not see them, | did not know how far back in the hallway they
were or if they were at the north entrance, or how many officers. Throughout this period of
time, Officer Cook repeatedly told the suspect to put his hands up. The suspect continued to
not comply.”

“Due to his repeated non-compliance, | decided that | was going to attempt to tase the suspect.
I had lethal back-up. At the time, | only remember Officer Cook and Officer Thomas being
with me on the landing, but both were armed and pointing their weapons at the suspect. We
were taking cover in the stairwell that headed up to the second floor and used it as a barrier. |
believed | was close enough to deploy the taser prongs and have them connect, And | believed |
had the time necessary to use the non-lethal force. | notified Officer Thomas and Officer Cook
that | was going nonlethal. | remember Officer Cook saying something like "go ahead". | yelled
"going taser, taser, taser, taser" loudly, as did Officer Cook. | deployed the taser. The prongs
appeared to connect on his left side. The taser made a loud popping sound, which was very
loud due to the height of the stairwell and the fact the stairwell was enclosed. Directly after
this, the suspect seemed to stiffen up and then, | immediately heard a volley of gun fire.”

“At the time | deployed my taser, the suspect had been continuously and repeatedly been
non-compliant with officers' directions for several minutes. | had the banister of the stairway
between the subject and | with what | believed was adequate distance between us. | was close
enough for the prongs of the taser to connect with the suspect. Officers Cook and Thomas
were backing me up with deadly force. At the time | used nonlethal force against the suspect, |
could see a gun on the ground. Though it was possible that the suspect could have had another
weapon, | believed that | had the time necessary to deploy my taser and | did. Considering
what | knew and what | saw at the time, | believed that it was the best course of action at the
moment.”

FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONS

SA Scheiderer asked a series of clarifying questions after receiving Il [ official
statement. The following is a summation of the information gained from those questions.

I G id not discharge a firearm during the incident, but did deploy a Taser on Lindsey.
B - plained that his understanding from the initial radio traffic it was a FCSO

detective that was being shot at and the suspects was a male/White wearing a black shirt and
tan pants. However, that was not an accurate description of Lindsey. INIIIN [JJillstated when
he arrived on scene, he encountered the involved-deputy near a sheriff’s office cruiser, but he
was not aware that deputy was the original involved detective. While responding to the scene,
B ) 2s not made aware of the deputy’s location or Lindsey’s. When he arrived on

scene, INIEEN ldid not observe anyone near the front entrance of the apartment building.
I < tated that prior to that incident, CPD encountered issues with their radios which
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caused officers to be called back to their substations until the radio issues were resolved.

When I [ilcntered the apartment building, he was not aware of Lindsey’s location.

I [ onfirmed he heard at least one (1) gunshot in the area prior to entering the

building. When IS Jl\irst observed Lindsey inside the apartment building, he was able

to observe Lindsey’s left hand, and there wasn’t a firearm present. The second time I
Il observed Lindsey, he observed a black pistol on the floor near Lindsey that appeared
to be in slide-lock (out of ammunition) or out of battery due to a malfunction. I [
never witnessed Lindsey discard the pistol, but believed it was associated with Lindsey. IR
Il stated that Lindsey never surrendered and was non-compliant the entire time. N
Il did not witness any behaviors from Lindsey consistent with him wanting to surrender,
but I il id witness Lindsey stick his middle finger up (“flipping the bird”) at officers.

I s tated had Lindsey clearly surrendered, he would have been taken into custody

without further incident. I [Jiiliconfirmed that he had experienced situations where

a subject was initially non-compliant, but then surrendered and taken into custody without
further incident.

Based on I il observations, when he and the other officers encountered Lindsey

on the south end of the apartment, he felt a Taser would de-escalate the situation. NI
Il stated that even though there was a firearm near Lindsey and his right hand wasn’t
visible, there was lethal coverage on Lindsey and deploying the Taser could have resolved the
situation. N [l 2d previously witnessed Tasers used against subjects that resulted in

them being taken into custody and situations resolved without deadly force being used. When
I [l ccided to deploy his Taser onto Lindsey, it was his intent to take Lindsey into

custody, not cause his death. INNEEE Jiilkc!arified had Lindsey surrendered and complied with

officer’s commands, he would have never deployed his Taser. When the gunfire occurred after
he deployed his Taser, INEEE [Jl}vas uncertain if the gunfire came from officers, Lindsey

or both. I Jillstated his actions were consistent with his training he received from CPD
and his experiences as an officer. NI ilildenied having any sustained disciplinary actions
concerning uses of force. INNEEE il didn’t have any additional information.

Attachments:

Attachment # 01: I I Statcment 8.31.2023
Attachment # 02: IS I /. dio Interview 8.31.2023

Attachment # 03: I I C/N 8.31.2023
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