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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
 
 

 
CHRISTY CAMARA GOMES, 
 
 Petitioner, 
 
v. 
 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE, 
 
 Respondent. 

 
Case No. 
 
 
VERIFIED PETITION FOR 
DECLARATORY RELIEF AND FOR 
WRIT OF MANDATE TO ENFORCE 
THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC 
RECORDS ACT; EXHIBITS A-H 
 
 

 

Petitioner Christy Camara Gomes, a citizen and resident of California, petitions 

the Court, through this Verified Petition for Declaratory Relief and for Writ of Mandate 

to Enforce the California Public Records Act, to command Respondent California 

Department of Justice to comply with the California Public Records Act, Government 

Code section 6250, et seq., and the California Constitution, Article I, section 3(b) and to 

declare that Respondent has failed to do so. 

INTRODUCTION 

1. On March 2, 2020, 10-year-old Wyland Thomas Gomes was shot and 

killed by his own father, who then turned the gun on himself and committed suicide. 

Wyland’s father Victor Gomes purchased the gun used in the murder-suicide from a 

California-licensed firearms dealer. At the time Gomes purchased and took possession of 
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the murder weapon, he was a “prohibited possessor” who had been ordered by the 

Superior Court of Kings County not to possess firearms. He was permitted to buy one 

anyway, and he killed his child with it. 

2. Christy Camara Gomes is Wyland’s mother. She seeks to discover how 

her son’s murderer was able to purchase a firearm from a state-licensed firearms dealer 

during a period he was lawfully prohibited by a California court from purchasing a 

firearm. Toward that end, Ms. Camara Gomes propounded a record request on the 

Respondent Department of Justice, Bureau of Firearms. Respondent denied her request. 

3. The State of California has now failed Wyland twice: first by neglecting to 

prevent a prohibited possessor from buying the gun he used to kill Wyland; and now 

again by refusing to disclose records that will allow Wyland’s mother to discover the 

extent of the State’s failure and to petition her government to fix the law in her son’s 

memory. 

PARTIES 

4. Petitioner Christy Camara Gomes is a citizen and resident of the State of 

California and a “person” under Government Code Section 6252(c). She is the mother of 

a murdered child; a victim of crime pursuant to Article I, Section 28 of the California 

Constitution and Government Code Section 6254(f); and a “Member of the public” as 

defined by Government Code Section 6252(b). 

5. Respondent California Department of Justice is a “public agency” and 

“state agency” pursuant to Government Code Section 6252 subdivisions (d) and (f)(1). It 

is subject to the requirements of the Public Records Act and is the custodian of the 

records sought by Petitioner. Respondent’s Bureau of Firearms is responsible for 

conducting background checks on firearm transferee applicants before the firearm is 

transferred to the applicant by a licensed dealer. Respondent’s Bureau of Firearms is a 

department bureau and thus a “state agency” as that term is defined in Government Code 

Section 6252(f)(1). Respondent’s principal place of business is located in Sacramento 
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County, and it maintains an office at 455 Golden Gate Avenue in San Francisco, 

California. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Petitioner seeks a writ of mandate and declaratory relief on an actual 

controversy seeking to enforce Respondent’s compliance with the California Public 

Records Act. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Government Code Sections 6258 

and 6259; Code of Civil Procedure Sections 1060 and 1085; and Articles I, Section 3(b) 

and Article VI, Section 10 of the California Constitution. 

7. Venue is proper pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Sections 395 and 

401, and Government Code Section 6259(a). 

DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS UNDER CPRA 

8. The California Public Records Act, Government Code § 6250, et seq. 

(“CPRA”), was enacted for the explicit purpose of giving the public access to information 

in possession of public agencies. CBS, Inc. v. Block (1986) 42 Cal.3d 646, 651. 

According to Respondent itself, “[m]aximum disclosure of the conduct of governmental 

operations was to be promoted by the Act.” Id. at 651-652 (citing 53 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 

136, 143 (1970)). 

9. In enacting the CPRA, the California Legislature “[found] and declare[d] 

that access to information concerning the conduct of the people’s business is a 

fundamental and necessary right of every person in this state.” Gov. Code § 6250. Indeed, 

“[i]mplicit in the democratic process is the notion that government should be accountable 

for its actions[, and] [i]n order to verify accountability, individuals must have access to 

government files.” CBS, 42 Cal.3d at 651. “Such access permits checks against the 

arbitrary exercise of official power and secrecy in the political process.” Id. 

10. Under the CPRA, “every person has a right to inspect any public record,” 

unless that record is specifically exempted from disclosure. Gov. Code § 6253(a) and (b). 

Thus, “[e]xcept with respect to public records exempt from disclosure by express 
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provisions of law,” an agency “shall make the records promptly available.” Gov. Code § 

6253(b). 

11. “All public records are subject to disclosure unless the Legislature has 

expressly provided to the contrary.” Sierra Club v. Superior Court (2013) 57 Cal.4th 157, 

165-66. 

12. The CPRA requires agencies to “assist the member of the public to 

identify records and information that are responsive … to the purpose of the request, if 

stated.” Cal. Gov’t Code § 6253.1. Such assistance includes “[p]rovid[ing] suggestions 

for overcoming any practical basis for denying access to the records or information 

sought.” Id. 

13. Government Code Section 6254(k) exempts from mandatory disclosure 

“[r]ecords, the disclosure of which is exempted or prohibited pursuant to federal or state 

law.” However, “subdivision (k) is not an independent exemption[;] [i]t merely 

incorporates other prohibitions established by law.” CBS, 42 Cal.3d at 656. Section 

6254(k)’s exemption applies only when refusal to disclose is based on a “privilege[] [or] 

confidentiality protection[] defined elsewhere in the law.” Essick v. County of Sonoma 

(2022) 81 Cal.App.5th 941, 950. 

14. Section 6254(c) exempts from disclosure “[p]ersonnel, medical, or similar 

files, the disclosure of which would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 

privacy.” The privacy exemption is narrowly construed. Braun v. City of Taft (1984) 154 

Cal.App.3d 332, 342. Moreover, Section 6254(c) requires balancing the public’s interest 

in disclosure and the individual’s interest in personal privacy. Id. at 347. 

15. The CPRA sets forth a mandatory 10-day deadline in which the agency 

must respond to the request for records. Gov. Code § 6253(c). That deadline may be 

extended by a maximum of 14 days only under “unusual circumstances.” Id. 
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FACTS SUPPORTING THE PETITION 

A. The Court-Ordered Firearm Prohibition Against Gomes 

16. On or about October 22, 2016, Petitioner Ms. Camara Gomes served 

divorce papers on her estranged husband Victor Gomes at his home in Hanford, 

California. Upset from having been served, Gomes stated to a family friend, “Christy 

thinks that I want to hurt her[.] I do not want to hurt her[;] I would rather hurt myself and 

take Wyland with me so that Christy can feel guilty for the rest of her life.” 

17. The family friend who heard this statement called Ms. Camara Gomes, 

relayed Gomes’s statement, and told the Petitioner she feared for Wyland’s life. Ms. 

Camara Gomes rushed to Gomes’s house to pick up Wyland, who was staying with his 

father. When Ms. Camara Gomes arrived, she saw two loaded ammunition magazines 

under Gomes’s coffee table. After a brief argument and struggle for the boy, Ms. Camara 

Gomes left the property with her son Wyland. Later that day, Ms. Camara Gomes 

reported the incident to the Hanford Police Department. 

18. On October 24, 2016, Ms. Camara Gomes filed a Request for Domestic 

Violence Restraining Order based on Gomes’s threat to kill Wyland. 

19. On October 25, 2016, Kings County Superior Court Judge Donna Tarter 

signed the Temporary Restraining Order restraining Gomes from contacting Ms. Camara 

Gomes and Wyland. (See Exhibit A.) Among other things, the TRO prohibited Gomes 

from possessing firearms: “[y]ou cannot own, possess, have, buy or try to buy, receive or 

try to receive, or in any other way get guns, other firearms, or ammunition.” (See id. at 3.) 

The Order also granted Ms. Camara Gomes sole legal and physical custody of Wyland 

and removed Gomes’s visitation rights. 

20. The TRO set a further hearing date of November 17, 2016, at the 

conclusion of which the terms of the TRO were set to expire. 

21. On December 7, 2016, the Kings County Superior Court continued the 

restraining order hearing to December 9, 2016. At that time, the Court issued a Modified 
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Temporary Retraining Order that continued to prohibit Gomes from possessing a firearm. 

(See Exhibit B.) The terms of the Modified TRO were set to expire after the hearing on 

December 9, 2016. 

22. At the December 9, 2016 hearing, the Court concluded that the conditions 

of the Modified TRO were to “remain in full force and effect for 9 months.” (See Exhibit 

C.) It further ordered from the bench: “So, the CLETS order will remain in effect as first 

entered in the temporary order.” 

23. Thus, the terms of the December 9, 2016 order prohibiting Gomes from 

possessing, buying, or trying to buy a firearm remained in effect between December 9, 

2016 and September 9, 2017. 

B. Gomes Purchased The Murder Weapon While a Prohibited Person 

24. On May 18, 2017 Gomes purchased and took possession of a Glock model 

17 9mm pistol bearing serial number BEAU202 from Kings Gun Center in Hanford, 

California. (See Exhibit D.) 

25. Gomes took possession of the firearm while he was under an order of the 

Superior Court prohibiting him from possessing firearms. 

26. On information and belief, at the time it transferred the firearm to Gomes, 

the Kings Gun Center was a California licensed firearms dealer required by law to obtain 

approval from Respondent Department of Justice prior to transferring the firearm to 

Gomes. 

27. On information and belief, at the request of Kings Gun Center, 

Respondent Department of Justice performed a background check on Gomes on or about 

the date of the firearm transfer. Determining whether Respondent performed a 

background check, whether it approved the firearm transfer notwithstanding the firearm 

prohibition order, and whether the Superior Court inputted the prohibition order into the 

databases queried by Respondent during the background check, are some of the subjects 

of this Verified Petition. 
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28. On March 2, 2020, using the same Glock model 17 9mm pistol bearing 

serial number BEAU202 he purchased while he was a prohibited possessor, Victor 

Gomes shot and killed his 10-year old son Wyland and then killed himself. (See Exhibit 

E.) 

C. Ms. Camara Gomes’s Record Requests 

29. Between August 23 and August 26, 2021, Ms. Camara Gomes requested 

records from Respondent Department of Justice (see Exhibit F), the City of Hanford, the 

Hanford Police Department, the Kings County District Attorney’s Office, and the Kings 

County Sheriff Department. On September 27, 2021, Ms. Camara made a judicial 

administrative records request on the Superior Court for Kings County. Among other 

things, these requests sought records to assist Ms. Camara Gomes in discovering how 

Gomes was permitted to purchase a firearm from a California licensed firearms dealer 

during a period he was prohibited by a California court from possessing firearms. 

30. Ms. Camara Gomes’s August 23, 2021 letter to Respondent made the 

following requests under the Public Record Act (see Exhibit F): 

a. All records that reflect the date the Firearm was sold and/or transferred to 

Victor Gomes. This request includes, without limitation, all applications 

for firearms (e.g. Certificates of Eligibility forms, Personal Firearm 

Eligibility Check forms, and/or any other form submitted by Victor 

Gomes in anticipation of purchasing the Firearm), the Dealer Record of 

Sale, internal records created and maintained by your agency, 

communications with your agency, and/or any records submitted to your 

agency by the seller of the Firearm (hereafter “Request No. 1”). 

b. All records that reflect the name and address of the seller of the Firearm 

(hereafter “Request No. 2”). 
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c. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom a background check 

was performed by any state, local or federal agency prior to Victor 

Gomes’s purchase of the Firearm (hereafter “Request No. 3”). 

d. All records that reflect whether, and during what period of time, Victor 

Gomes was listed as a prohibited possessor in any database accessible by 

your agency (hereafter “Request No. 4”). 

e. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any background 

check was performed on Victor Gomes prior to him taking possession of 

the Firearm (hereafter “Request No. 5”). 

f. All records reflecting any results of any background check performed on 

Victor Gomes (hereafter “Request No. 6”). 

g. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any court order 

prohibiting Victor Gomes from possessing a firearm was entered into any 

database accessible by your agency (hereafter “Request No. 7”). 

h. All records reflecting the names and addresses of persons involved in, or 

witnesses other than confidential informants to, the Incident, the 

description of any property involved (including all records in your 

possession that relate in any way to the Firearm), all diagrams, statements 

of the parties involved in the incident, and the statements of all witnesses, 

other than confidential informants. See, Cal. Govt. Code § 6254 (hereafter 

“Request No. 8”). 

i. All records related to my public record request submitted through your 

website portal in approximately the first quarter of 2020, including a copy 

of my original request, your response to my request, and any internal 

communications related to my request (hereafter “Request No. 9”). 

31. Additionally, Ms. Camara Gomes’s request included the following 

expressly stated purposes: “the purposes of this request are to … determine whether, 
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when, and by whom a background check was performed on Victor Gomes prior to him 

taking possession of the Firearm; and determine whether, when, and by whom any court 

order prohibiting Victor Gomes from possessing a firearm was entered into any database 

accessible by your agency.” 

32. On September 3, 2021, Respondent Department of Justice exercised the 

statutory extension of time to respond to the request by 14 days – to September 17, 2021 

– citing the need to “consult with multiple components of the Department with 

substantial interest in the records requested.” (See Exhibit G.)  

33. On November 24, 2021 – more than two months after the deadline to 

respond has expired – the Department of Justice responded to Ms. Camara Gomes’s 

request. (See Exhibit H.) It disclosed records in response to Request No. 9, and it asserted 

it had no responsive records in response to Request No. 8. 

34. Respondent objected to and refused to disclose records pursuant to 

Requests Nos. 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6 because they “relate[] to a Dealer’s Record of Sale 

(DROS) transaction.” (See Exhibit H at 2.) Respondent asserted it is “prohibit[ed]” by 

Penal Code Sections 11105 and 11106 from disclosing the requested records because 

“California law limits with whom the Department can share” firearm sales and transfer 

data, which “prohibition” is “incorporated as an exemption in the Public Records Act.” 

(Id.) 

35. Respondent’s purported reliance on Penal Code Sections 11105 and 11106 

to withhold records is unlawful. Those sections contain no prohibition on the disclosure 

of records sufficient to establish a “privilege[] [or] confidentiality protection[]” that 

would justify reliance on Section 6254(k)’s exemption. Essick, 81 Cal.App.5th at 950. 

36. Additionally, Respondent’s reliance on Penal Code Sections 11105 and 

11106 to exempt from disclosure records that merely “relate” to a Dealer’s Record of 

Sale “transaction” is unlawful and unjustified. Respondent failed to search for or disclose 

records responsive to the requests that are not Dealer Records of Sale. 
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37. Respondent objected to and refused to disclose records pursuant to 

Requests No. 1 insofar as it “relate[s] to an individual’s Certificate of Eligibility or 

Personal Firearms Eligibility Check applications,” stating such disclosure “would 

constitute an invasion of personal privacy.” (See Exhibit H at 2.) 

38. In so concluding, Respondent violated the Public Records Act by failing to 

balance whatever unspecified privacy concerns it purportedly relied on, with the interests 

of the public in disclosing the requested records. 

39. The public’s interests in disclosing the requested records include, among 

other interests: (a) holding the government accountable for conducting a failed 

background check that resulted in the murder of a 10-year old citizen of California; (b) 

holding the government accountable for failing to properly input a court order containing 

a firearm prohibition into the databases consulted by Respondent while conducting 

background checks, resulting in the murder of a 10-year old citizen of California; and/or 

(c) the need to use the information requested to petition the government to make plainly 

needed legislative changes that will prevent the government from erroneously allowing 

prohibited persons access to firearms in the future. 

40. Each of the above-stated public’s interests individually, and all of them 

together, far outweigh any personal privacy interests of the deceased murderer, or 

whatever other unspecified privacy interest Respondent purportedly relied upon in 

withholding the requested records. 

41. Respondent’s letter provided no explanation for its refusal to disclose 

Gomes’s “applications for firearms,” “any other form submitted by Victor Gomes in 

anticipation of purchasing the Firearm,” “internal records created and maintained by your 

agency,” “communications with your agency,” or “records submitted to your agency by 

the seller of the Firearm.” 

42. Respondent made no effort to assist Ms. Camara Gomes in identifying 

responsive records or information, as it was required to do under Government Code 
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Section 6253.1. Nor did Respondent “[p]rovide suggestions for overcoming any practical 

basis for denying access to the records or information sought,” id., in light of Petitioner’s 

plainly stated purposes in requesting the records. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

Violation of the California Public Records Act and California Constitution 

43. Petitioner hereby re-alleges the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 

through 42 and incorporates them by reference herein. 

44. Petitioner’s requests each describe public records as defined by the CPRA. 

45. Respondent violated the CPRA by failing to timely respond to Petitioner’s 

request. 

46. Respondent violated the CPRA by failing to provide response to all 

categories of records requested. 

47. Respondent violated the CPRA by failing to produce responsive records to 

Petitioner’s requests. 

48. Respondent unlawfully relied on the exemptions in Government Code 

Sections 6254(c) and (k), neither of which apply nor justify withholding the records 

requested. 

49. An actual controversy exists as to whether the materials requested by 

Petitioner must be disclosed, and whether those records, or any part thereof, are exempt 

from disclosure. 

50. Petitioner has no plain, speedy, or adequate alternative remedy to obtain 

the records requested other than this Verified Petition. Petitioner is entitled to institute 

proceedings for a writ of mandate to enforce her rights and the public’s rights to obtain 

records responsive to Petitioner’s requests. 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

Declaratory and Injunctive Relief 

51. Petitioner hereby re-alleges the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 

through 50 and incorporates them by reference herein. 

52. The CPRA and California Constitution require disclosure of the public 

records Petitioner has requested. 

53. Respondent bears the burden of demonstrating “on the facts of the 

particular case the public interest served by not disclosing the record clearly outweighs 

the public interest served by disclosing the record.” Government Code Section 6255(a). 

Respondent has failed to perform any balancing in the withholding of requested records, 

and it has failed to carry its burden of demonstrating the applicability of any exemption 

under the CPRA. 

54. Petitioner seeks a judicial determination that the records sought are 

“public records” as defined by Government Code Section 6253(e), are subject to 

disclosure under Government Code Section 6253 (a) and (b) and Article I, Section 3(b) of 

the California Constitution, and that Respondent violated the CPRA by failing to 

promptly make the requested records available to Petitioner and the public. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Wherefore, Petitioner Christy Camara Gomes prays for writ relief and judgment 

as follows: 

(a) For a declaration that the withheld materials are public records as defined by 

Government Code section 6252, subdivision (e) in that they contain 

information relating to the conduct of the people’s business, prepared, owned, 

used or retained by Respondent and are subject to disclosure under the CPRA 

and Article 1, section 3(b) of the California Constitution, and further that 

Respondents violated the Public Records Act by both failing to promptly 
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make the materials available to Petitioners and the public, and by excessive 

delay; 

(b) That the Court order Respondent to search for and produce all records 

requested within 10 days; 

(c) Alternatively, if the Court does not immediately order production of the 

records requested; that it order Respondent to show cause why the records 

should not be released, to prepare a log of any withheld records, and thereafter 

order the requested records be disclosed to Petitioner. 

(d) Alternatively, if the Court does not immediately order production of the 

records requested, that it conduct an in camera review of the records 

requested and thereafter order them to be disclosed to Petitioner. 

(e) For an award of attorneys’ fees and costs to Petitioner pursuant to 

Government Code Section 6259(d) and/or Civil Code Section 1021.5; and 

(f) Any other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.  

 

DATED: October 19, 2022   ALIOTO LEGAL 

 
      By:  

Joseph M. Alioto Jr. 
 
Counsel for Petitioner 
CHRISTY CAMARA GOMES 
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VERIFICATION 

 I, CHRISTY CAMARA GOMES, declare as follows: 

1. I am the mother of Wyland Thomas Gomes, who was shot and killed on 

March 2, 2020 by his father and my former husband Victor Gomes. I authorized the 

requests for records in this case, have reviewed the responses to my requests by the 

Respondent, and I am competent to verify this petition. 

2. I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR DECLARATORY 

RELIEF AND WRIT OF MANDATE TO ENFORCE THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC 

RECORDS ACT. It is true based on my own knowledge, except as to matters stated on 

information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe them to be true. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this 13th day of October 2022 in San Luis Obispo, California. 

 
 
 
        

CHRISTY CAMARA GOMES 
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One Sansome St., San Francisco, CA 94104 / www.aliotolegal.com / O (415) 398-3800 C (415) 
377-8117  

Attorney General's Office 
Public Records Coordinator 
P.O. Box 944255 
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550 
 
 
August 23, 2021 
 
 

Re: Crime Victim’s Public Record Request 
 
Dear Public Records Coordinator: 

 I represent Christy Camara Gomes, the mother of 10-year-old Wyland Gomes. Wyland 
was shot and killed in Hanford, California on March 2, 2020 by his father, Victor Gomes, who 
then took his own life with the same firearm immediately after killing his son (hereafter “the 
Incident”). I am writing to request records under the California Public Records Act (“CPRA”), 
Cal. Govt. Code §§ 6250, et seq. 

The firearm used in the Incident is a Glock, model 17 9mm handgun (serial number 
BEAU202) (hereafter "the Firearm"). The CPRA requires your agency to “assist the member of 
the public to identify records and information that are responsive … to the purpose of the 
request, if stated.” Cal. Govt Code § 6253.1. Pursuant to that statute, the purposes of this request 
are to: (1) determine the date the Firearm was sold to Victor Gomes; (2) identify the name and 
address of the seller of the Firearm; (3) determine whether, when, and by whom a background 
check was performed on Victor Gomes prior to him taking possession of the Firearm; and (4) 
determine whether, when, and by whom any court order prohibiting Victor Gomes from 
possessing a firearm was entered into any database accessible by your agency. The CPRA 
requires your agency to “[p]rovide suggestions for overcoming any practical basis for denying 
access to the records or information sought.” Id. 

With those purposes in mind, I am requesting the following information: 

1. All records that reflect the date the Firearm was sold and/or transferred to Victor 
Gomes. This request includes, without limitation, all applications for firearms (e.g 
Certificates of Eligibility forms, Personal Firearm Eligibility Check forms, and/or 
any other form submitted by Victor Gomes in anticipation of purchasing the 
Firearm), the Dealer Record of Sale, internal records created and maintained by 



Public Records Coordinator 
California Department of Justice 

Page 2 of 3 
August 23, 2021 

 

 
One Sansome St., San Francisco, CA 94104 / www.aliotolegal.com / O (415) 398-3800 C (415) 
377-8117  

your agency, communications with your agency, and/or any records submitted to 
your agency by the seller of the Firearm. 

2. All records that reflect the name and address of the seller of the Firearm. 
3. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom a background check was 

performed by any state, local or federal agency prior to Victor Gomes’s purchase 
of the Firearm. 

4. All records that reflect whether, and during what period of time, Victor Gomes 
was listed as a prohibited possessor in any database accessible by your agency. 

5. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any background check was 
performed on Victor Gomes prior to him taking possession of the Firearm. 

6. All records reflecting any results of any background check performed on Victor 
Gomes. 

7. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any court order prohibiting 
Victor Gomes from possessing a firearm was entered into any database accessible 
by your agency. 

8. All records reflecting the names and addresses of persons involved in, or 
witnesses other than confidential informants to, the Incident, the description of 
any property involved (including all records in your possession that relate in any 
way to the Firearm), all diagrams, statements of the parties involved in the 
incident, and the statements of all witnesses, other than confidential informants. 
See, Cal. Govt. Code § 6254. 

9. All records related to my public record request submitted through your website 
portal in approximately the first quarter of 2020, including a copy of my original 
request, your response to my request, and any internal communications related to 
my request. 

For purposes of Cal. Govt Code § 6254, Ms. Camara Gomes is the mother of a murdered 
child. She is therefore a victim, as that term is defined by the California Constitution, Article I, 
Section 28(e). I am Ms. Camara Gomes’s authorized representative. There is no investigation 
pending because the perpetrator of the Incident committed suicide at the crime scene. Therefore, 
for purposes of Cal. Govt Code § 6254, there is no basis to withhold the requested information. 

If you decline to produce any responsive record, please “promptly notify [me] of the 
determination and the reasons therefor.” Cal. Govt Code § 6253(c). Please sufficiently describe 
each document withheld and specifically “justify withholding any record by demonstrating that 
the record in question is exempt under express provisions [of the CPRA] or that on the facts of 
the particular case the public interest served by not disclosing the record clearly outweighs the 
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public interest served by disclosure of the record.” Cal. Govt Code § 6255. Please set forth the 
basis for withholding each responsive record in writing, as required by law. Id. 

I originally requested records from the Firearms Bureau on February 4, 2021. I received a 
written response denying my request from a DOJ representative on June 10, 2021. In its 
response, your agency contended that the Dealer Record of Sale (“DROS”) was not subject to 
disclosure pursuant to Penal Code sections 11105 and 11106. However, those sections do not 
justify withholding the records requested. First, your agency did not analyze or apply the broadly 
written CPRA to my February 2021 request. Second, Penal Code sections 11105 and 11106 list 
officials to whom DOJ must provide the DROS, but those code sections say nothing about 
prohibiting the disclosure of the DROS (much less other records that could meet the purposes of 
my request outlined above) to crime victims under the CPRA. Third, the purposes of my CPRA 
request are outlined here and were similarly outlined in my February 2021 request. Your agency 
is required to “assist” me in identifying records that are responsive to the purposes of my request. 
Cal. Govt Code § 6253.1. Even if the Dealer Record of Sale form itself were withheld, your 
agency has other responsive records that could meet the purposes of my request, including 
internal records, firearm applications, and internal communications, any one of which could 
indicate the date of the transfer of the Firearm, the identity of the seller of the Firearm, and 
whether, when and by whom Victor Gomes’s firearm prohibition was accurately inputted into 
databases accessible to your agency for purposes of conducting background checks. Fourth, the 
Attorney General has issued an opinion and the California Supreme Court has held, that the 
information contained within an application to carry a concealed weapon must be disclosed 
under the CPRA. CBS, Inc. v. Block (1986) 42 Cal.3d 646; 62 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 595 (1979). 
Since that is so, there appears to be no basis for your agency to withhold the information 
contained in Victor Gomes’s firearm application paperwork, including the date of the Firearm’s 
sale and the identity of the Firearm’s seller. 

Kindly respond to my request by letter within 10 days by sending it to me electronically 
at Joseph@Alioto.law. 

 

 Respectfully, 

 /s/ Joseph M. Alioto Jr. 

 Joseph M. Alioto Jr. 

 

CC: Robert Wilson, California Department of Justice, Firearms Bureau 
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ROB BONTA        State of California  
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September 3, 2021 
 
Via Email to: 
Joseph M. Alioto 
One Sansome Street, 35th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
joseph@alioto.law 
 
RE:   Public Records Act Request; DOJ No. 2021-01917 
 
Dear Joseph Alioto: 
 

This letter is in response to your correspondence received by the California Department of 
Justice (Department) on August 24, 2021, requesting records under the Public Records Act. (Gov. 
Code, § 6250, et seq.)  Specifically, you requested the following: 
 

1. All records that reflect the date the Firearm was sold and/or transferred to Victor Gomes. 
This request includes, without limitation, all applications for firearms (e.g Certificates of 
Eligibility forms, Personal Firearm Eligibility Check forms, and/or any other form 
submitted by Victor Gomes in anticipation of purchasing the Firearm), the Dealer Record of 
Sale, internal records created and maintained by your agency, communications with your 
agency, and/or any records submitted to your agency by the seller of the Firearm. 
 
2. All records that reflect the name and address of the seller of the Firearm. 
 
3. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom a background check was performed 
by any state, local or federal agency prior to Victor Gomes’s purchase of the Firearm. 
 
4. All records that reflect whether, and during what period of time, Victor Gomes was listed 
as a prohibited possessor in any database accessible by your agency. 
 
5. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any background check was 
performed on Victor Gomes prior to him taking possession of the Firearm. 
 
6. All records reflecting any results of any background check performed on Victor Gomes. 
 
7. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any court order prohibiting Victor 
Gomes from possessing a firearm was entered into any database accessible by your agency. 
 



September 3, 2021 
Page 2 
 
 

8. All records reflecting the names and addresses of persons involved in, or witnesses other 
than confidential informants to, the Incident, the description of any property involved 
(including all records in your possession that relate in any way to the Firearm), all 
diagrams, statements of the parties involved in the incident, and the statements of all 
witnesses, other than confidential informants. See, Cal. Govt. Code § 6254. 
 
9. All records related to my public record request submitted through your website portal in 
approximately the first quarter of 2020, including a copy of my original request, your 
response to my request, and any internal communications related to my request. 
 
For the reasons set forth below, this office is extending the date for responding to your 

request to September 17, 2021. 
 
Agencies are permitted to extend the date for responding to a public records request for 

fourteen days beyond the original ten-day deadline for responding under specified circumstances.  
(Gov. Code, § 6253, subd. (c).)  As your request was received by this office on August 24, 2021, the 
time established for the original response is September 3, 2021.  Fourteen days beyond this date is 
September 17, 2021.  

   
Agencies may invoke the extension for several reasons, which may be summarized as 

follows: 
 
1. The need to search for and collect records from field offices or other facilities that are 

separate from the office processing the request. 
2. The need to search for, collect, and appropriately examine a voluminous amount of 

separate and distinct records which are demanded in a single request. 
3. The need for consultation, which shall be conducted with all practicable speed, with 

another agency having a substantial interest in the determination of the request or among 
two or more components of the agency having substantial subject matter interest therein.  
 

(Gov. Code, § 6253, subd. (c)). 
 
In this instance, an extension is needed to consult with multiple components of the 

Department with substantial interest in the records requested. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

  
KELAN LOWNEY 
Staff Services Manager I (Acting) 

 
For ROB BONTA 

Attorney General 
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ROB BONTA        State of California  

Attorney General        DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE   
 

P.O. BOX 160487 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-0487 

Telephone:  (916) 210-2364 
E-Mail:  BOFrecordsrequests@doj.ca.gov 

 

 

November 24, 2021 

 

Via Email to: 

Joseph M. Alioto 

One Sansome Street, 35th Floor 

San Francisco, CA 94104 

joseph@alioto.law 

 

RE:   Public Records Act Request; DOJ No. 2021-01917 

 

Dear Joseph Alioto: 

 

This letter is in response to your correspondence received by the California Department of 

Justice (Department) on August 24, 2021, requesting records under the Public Records Act. (Gov. 

Code, § 6250, et seq.)  Specifically, you requested the following: 

 

1. All records that reflect the date the Firearm was sold and/or transferred to Victor Gomes. 

This request includes, without limitation, all applications for firearms (e.g Certificates of 

Eligibility forms, Personal Firearm Eligibility Check forms, and/or any other form 

submitted by Victor Gomes in anticipation of purchasing the Firearm), the Dealer Record of 

Sale, internal records created and maintained by your agency, communications with your 

agency, and/or any records submitted to your agency by the seller of the Firearm. 

 

2. All records that reflect the name and address of the seller of the Firearm. 

 

3. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom a background check was performed 

by any state, local or federal agency prior to Victor Gomes’s purchase of the Firearm. 

 

4. All records that reflect whether, and during what period of time, Victor Gomes was listed 

as a prohibited possessor in any database accessible by your agency. 

 

5. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any background check was 

performed on Victor Gomes prior to him taking possession of the Firearm. 

 

6. All records reflecting any results of any background check performed on Victor Gomes. 

 

7. All records that reflect whether, when, and by whom any court order prohibiting Victor 

Gomes from possessing a firearm was entered into any database accessible by your agency. 
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8. All records reflecting the names and addresses of persons involved in, or witnesses other 

than confidential informants to, the Incident, the description of any property involved 

(including all records in your possession that relate in any way to the Firearm), all 

diagrams, statements of the parties involved in the incident, and the statements of all 

witnesses, other than confidential informants. See, Cal. Govt. Code § 6254. 

 

9. All records related to my public record request submitted through your website portal in 

approximately the first quarter of 2020, including a copy of my original request, your 

response to my request, and any internal communications related to my request. 

 

On September 3, 2021, the Department sent a letter that extended the time to respond to 

your request.  The Department has now completed its search for responsive records, and the 

responses to each of your request items are provided below. 

 

Request items #1, #2, #3, #5, and #6 

 

 To the extent that the Department may possess responsive records related to a Dealer’s 

Record of Sale (DROS) transaction, we must deny your request.  The Department keeps data 

regarding firearm sales and transfers as part of its general duty “to assist in the investigation of 

crime, the prosecution of civil actions by city attorneys . . ., the arrest and prosecution of criminals, 

and the recovery of lost, stolen, or found property.” (Pen. Code, § 11106, subd. (a)(1).)  California 

law limits with whom the Department can share much of this data to “officers referred to in [Penal 

Code section] 11105.”  (Pen. Code, § 11106, subd. (a)(2).)  Members of the public seeking records 

under the Public Records Act are not included on the list of persons or entities identified in Penal 

Code section 11105.  This prohibition and limitation on the sharing of firearms purchase data is 

incorporated as an exemption in the Public Records Act. (See Gov. Code, § 6254, subd. (k) 

[incorporating other disclosure prohibitions and exemptions into the Public Records Act].) 

 

 To the extent that the Department may possess responsive records related to an individual’s 

Certificate of Eligibility or Personal Firearms Eligibility Check applications requested in item #1, 

we must deny your request.  Disclosure of these items would constitute an invasion of personal 

privacy, and are therefore exempt from production under the Public Records Act per Government 

Code section 6254, subdivision (c), Government Code section 6254, subdivision (k), and Civil Code 

section 1798. 

 

Request items #4 and #7 

 

To the extent that any responsive records may be found in the Department’s Armed 

Prohibited Persons System (APPS) or Automated Firearms System (AFS), the Department is 

prohibited from sharing information in its APPS with anyone but a limited list of people, generally 

those working in the criminal justice system. (See Pen. Code, § 30000, subd. (b) [restricting the 

persons to whom APPS information can be made available to certain persons, who are generally 

involved in the criminal justice system].) Persons making requests for records under the Public 

Records Act are not included in on the list of persons with whom the Department may share APPS 

data. (See Pen. Code, §§ 11105, subs. (b) & (c), & 30000, subd. (b).) Because the Public Records 

Act exempts any records “the disclosure of which is exempted or prohibited pursuant to federal or 

state law” from its disclosure requirements, any records created using information taken from 
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APPS, are also exempt from mandatory disclosure under the Public Records Act. (Gov. Code, § 

6254, subd. (k).) In addition, information in the Department’s AFS is kept by the Department to 

satisfy the Attorney General’s obligation under Penal Code section 11106, subdivision (b)(1), to 

maintain a registry of firearms information reported to the Department. Penal Code section 11106, 

subdivision (b)(3), limits the disclosure of the information Department collects under Penal Code 

section 11106, subdivision (b)(1), by specifying to whom the Department can provide that 

information. The information can be provided “upon proper application therefor ... to the officers 

referred to in [Penal Code section] 11105” and to city attorneys in specified cases. (See Pen. Code, 

§ 11106, subd. (b)(3).) Members of the public making California Public Records Act requests are 

not identified on the list of officers in Penal Code section 11105. 

 

Request item #8 

 

The Department has searched in logical places and consulted with knowledgeable persons, 

and we did not identify any records that are responsive to this request item.  

 

The Department responds to this request item only with regard to its own records.  If you 

wish to review records in the custody or control of another state or local agency, you should direct 

your request for records to that agency. 

 

Request item #9 

 

The Department has identified records in its possession that are responsive to this request 

item. Electronic copies of disclosable records are being provided as attachments to this 

correspondence.  Some records are being withheld because they are part of the deliberative process 

and/or protected by attorney-client privilege, and are therefore exempt from production under the 

Public Records Act per Government Code section 6254, subdivision (k), Government Code section 

6255, and Evidence Code section 954.  

 

This concludes the Department’s response to your request.  

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

  
KELAN LOWNEY 

Staff Services Manager I (Acting) 

 

For ROB BONTA 

Attorney General 


