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Introduction 
On Aug. 20, 2023, the Brandon Police Service (BPS) notified the Independent Investigation Unit 
of Manitoba (IIU) of an incident. 
The written notification disclosed the following information:   

Excerpt from Part 7 Notification received on Aug. 20, 2023: 

On Aug. 19, 2023, WO2 was approached by members of the RCMP and advised that AP had just 
fled from them on a motorcycle.  They did not pursue.  A short time later AP was observed by 
WO2 running in the ditch.  A brief foot pursuit ensued after which AP was taken into 
custody.  AP was not cooperative and resisted being taken into custody.  AP was transported to 
BPS and lodged in cells for a bail hearing.  AP was charged with numerous criminal offences. 

WO3 conducted the bail hearing with AP and was remanded into custody. AP was returned to 
his cell.   

A short time later AP could be seen on camera, doing something with the mattress in the 
cell.  WO1 and WO3 entered the cell and were advised by AP that he wasn’t doing anything.  A 
cursory search of the cell was conducted and nothing appeared to be suspicious. A few minutes 
later WO3 was advised that AP was down on the floor of the cell.  WO3 returned to the cell and 
spoke with AP.  AP advised that he had taken an ounce of meth.  AP was coherent and spoke 
with WO3 showing no signs of intoxication.  WO3 vacated the cell.  Less than ten minutes later 
AP could be seen on camera laying down on the floor of the cell.  AP was coherent but WO3 
decided to have an ambulance attend.  When Brandon Fire and Emergency Services (BFES) 
arrived, AP spoke with the attendants and answered their questions, however his state 
deteriorated rapidly.  NARCAN was administered and CPR was initiated.   

AP was taken to the hospital where he was later pronounced dead. 

As this matter concerned injuries during an arrest, the IIU assumed responsibility for this 
investigation in accordance with Sec. 65(4) of The Police Services Act.  IIU investigators were 
assigned to this investigation. 

IIU investigators obtained the following information from the BPS, among other items:  

• notes, narratives and reports of officers 
• audio transmissions 
• cell surveillance data 
• medical reports 

The civilian director declined to designate a subject officer in this matter. The civilian director 
designated three witness officers (WO1 to WO3). IIU investigators also received information 
from five professional witnesses (PW1 to PW5) and two civilian witnesses (CW1 to CW2). 
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Facts and Circumstances 
Scene Examination 
IIU investigators attended the Brandon Police Service detention centre and reviewed AP’s cell. 
As the incident occurred in the detention centre, no external canvassing was required. 
Interviews  
Civilian Witnesses 
Civilian Witness 1 (CW1) 
CW1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Sept. 20, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
CW1 was partnered with CW2 to observe the cells. CW1 recalled that AP came in the night 
before. CW1 and CW2 were responsible for watching the detainees on cameras and performing a 
physical review of the detainees every 15 minutes. CW1 confirmed that an arousal check 
occurred every hour and that any concerns were to be relayed immediately to the Sargent. 
CW1 recalled that AP was a model detainee before the incident. CW1 recalled that CW2 was 
performing the 15-minute physical cell review when AP was observed lifting his mattress and 
then drinking some water. CW1 advised WO3 of the concern which resulted in AP’s cell being 
reviewed. Officers searched the cell and left shortly after without any concerns.  
A brief period of time later, CW2 informed WO3 again that AP was acting in a concerning 
manner. WO3 went back to the cell and CW1 heard AP confirm that he had taken some meth. 
CW1 heard WO3 trying to ascertain how much meth AP took, but AP was not making much 
sense. WO3 left again, instructing CW1 to advise him of any more concerns with AP. CW1 
observed AP crawling on the floor, groaning and mumbling incoherently. WO3 called for 
emergency services. 
Emergency medical services (EMS) arrived and began CPR and administered NARCAN. EMS 
took AP from the cell to take him to the hospital. 
CW1 looked around AP’s cell after AP left to see if there was anything out of the ordinary. CW1 
confirmed that everything looked appropriate. 
Civilian Witness 2 (CW2) 
CW2 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Sept. 20, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
CW2 confirmed that he and CW1 were observing the detainees on the day of the incident. CW2 
confirmed that it was their practice to perform detainee checks every 15 minutes. CW2 stated 
that the day had been uneventful until after AP completed his bail remand on the phone with 
WO3. 
When AP returned to his cell, CW2 observed AP kneeling on the corner of his mattress and 
lifting the corner up on the surveillance video.  CW2 and CW1 decided to advise WO3 of their 
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observations. CW2 recalled that WO3 and another officer attended AP’s cell to check it out. 
WO3 advised CW2 that nothing seemed out of place in the cell, but he directed CW2 to keep an 
eye on AP’s cell just in case. CW2 was preparing catch-up notes near AP’s cell when he 
observed AP to be shaking. CW2 asked AP if he was alright, and AP did not respond. CW1 came 
to AP’s cell and made the same observations of AP shaking. Both of them called for WO3 to 
come back. 
WO3 went into the cell and spoke with AP. CW2 could not hear their discussion, but WO3 
advised CW2 that he had been informed by AP that he took some meth. WO3 directed CW2 to 
continue to monitor AP in case medical assistance was required. CW2 noted that AP was 
incoherent shortly after WO3 attended to AP’s cell. WO3 returned to AP’s cell and directed that 
medical assistance be called. 
CW2 opened AP’s cell door when EMS arrived. CW2 recalled that AP had a faint pulse as he 
was being taken by EMS to the hospital. 
Professional Witnesses 
Professional Witness 1 (PW1) 
PW1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Aug. 28, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
PW1 was partnered with PW3 in the rescue truck. PW1 recalled that PW2 and PW5 were in the 
ambulance, and they arrived at the scene shortly before PW1 attended. PW2 and PW5 informed 
PW1 of the situation with respect to AP. PW1 was advised that AP was convulsing and semi-
conscious when PW2 and PW5 arrived. PW1 recalled that one of the officers mentioned that AP 
took some meth while in custody.  
PW1 confirmed that all four medical professionals spent time attempting to assist AP’s medical 
condition without much success. AP was loaded onto a stretcher at which point he went into 
cardiac arrest. All four continued to work on AP while taking AP in the ambulance to the 
hospital. 
As AP had gone into cardiac arrest, PW1 contacted his captain, PW4, to inform him of the 
situation. PW4 attended to the scene to assist if necessary. 
Professional Witness 2 (PW2) 
PW2 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Aug. 28, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
PW2 was partnered with PW5 on the date of the incident. They attended to AP’s cell where they 
observed AP to be convulsing. PW2 thought AP might be having a seizure, but AP confirmed 
that he did not have a history of seizures. PW2 recalled that PW1 and PW3 attended to the cell 
and informed PW2 that AP may have taken meth. 
PW2 recalled that AP had vital signs while in the cell and while AP was being loaded onto the 
stretcher. AP’s condition changed once he was on the stretcher, to the point where he went into 
cardiac arrest. 
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Professional Witness 3 (PW3) 
PW3 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Aug. 28, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
PW3 confirmed he was partnered with PW1 on the date of the incident. PW3 confirmed that 
PW2 and PW5 were already in AP’s cell when they arrived. PW3 was outside AP’s cell 
preparing the stretcher for transport. PW3 recalled that AP was making some noises as they 
prepared him to be loaded onto the stretcher. PW3 confirmed that they had to perform CPR on 
AP as he was being loaded onto the stretcher. PW3 recalled that an officer informed them that 
AP might have taken meth. As a result, PW3 confirmed that NARCAN was administered to AP. 
Professional Witness 4 (PW4) 
PW4 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Aug. 28, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
PW4 attended to the detachment when AP was already loaded onto the stretcher. PW4 observed 
members from his shift performing CPR on AP. PW4 noticed that AP had no pulse or 
respirations and was hooked up to a defibrillator and IV when he arrived. 
PW4 confirmed that he talked to WO3 and was provided background information related to AP 
and his arrest. 
Professional Witness 5 (PW5) 
PW5 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Aug. 28, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
PW5 confirmed that he was partnered with PW2 on the date of the incident. PW5 recalled that 
the call came in as a possible overdose. PW5 recalled officers informed him that AP had ingested 
an ounce of meth. PW5 observed AP to be convulsing when he entered AP’s cell and semi-
conscious. PW5 confirmed that they thought AP might be suffering from seizures when they 
initially arrived. PW5 asked AP if he suffered from seizures and AP nodded no. 
PW5 recalled that AP’s condition continued to deteriorate to the point where AP went into 
cardiac arrest. PW5 recalled that AP did not have a pulse once he was on the stretcher and on his 
way to the hospital. 
Witness Officers 
Witness Officer 1 (WO1) 
WO1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Nov. 16, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
WO1 recalled that AP was arrested and taken into custody by WO2. WO1 was in WO3’s office 
when they were informed that AP was acting strange in his cell. In Wo3’s office, WO1 watched 
the video of AP lifting the corner of his mattress. WO1 and WO3 attended to AP’s cell. WO1 
asked AP what he was doing and AP responded “nothing”. WO3 asked AP what he was doing 
with the mattress and AP responded “nothing, just moving stuff around”. WO1 saw WO3 lift 
AP’s mattress but nothing was seen to be out of the ordinary. 
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WO3 instructed WO1 to review AP’s cell surveillance to see if the camera caught what AP was 
doing in the cell before they arrived. WO1 was in the process of reviewing the footage when 
WO3 informed him that AP just told him that he took an ounce of meth. WO1 was skeptical that 
AP would have had the ability to do that, so WO1 continued to review the cell footage.  
WO1 continued to view AP’s footage to see if he ingested meth while in custody, but he could 
not see anything because AP had his back to the camera. WO1 recalled hearing WO3 call for an 
ambulance while WO1 continued to review AP’s cell footage. WO1 noted that AP was rarely left 
alone while in custody since his bail hearing. WO1 was confused as to how AP could have taken 
any meth since AP had such a limited amount of time without someone in his presence. 
WO1 recalled AP leaving the detachment in the ambulance. WO1 went back into AP’s cell to 
take a further look. WO1 believed the only way AP could have ingested the meth was mixing it 
with the two water bottles found in AP’s cell. WO1 confirmed that he was told AP was 
pronounced dead. WO1 estimated that the time from when he went into AP’s cell to the time 
WO3 called for an ambulance was fifteen minutes. WO1 thought the ambulance arrived roughly 
ten minutes after they called for assistance. 
Witness Officer 2 (WO2) 
WO2 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Dec. 1, 2023, and provided the following 
information: 
WO2 confirmed that he was involved in the arrest process of AP. WO2 confirmed that he 
performed a pat down on AP which included searching AP’s mouth, pockets, waist and leg areas. 
WO2 recalled that he provided AP with a smoke break prior to taking AP to the bail hearing 
room. WO2 noted AP to be polite, cooperative and responsive to questioning. 
WO2 recalled hearing over the radio WO3 call for medical assistance for AP. WO2 returned to 
the detachment and observed medical staff assisting AP in his cell. 
Witness Officer 3 (WO3) 
WO3 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Feb. 22, 2024, and provided the following 
information: 
WO3 confirmed that he was present during AP’s bail hearing. WO3 observed AP to be agitated 
during the bail hearing, attempting to speak over the lawyers and the justice of the peace. WO3 
saw that AP was very cooperative with him and cognizant of what was happening at the time. 
WO3 recalled that AP was denied bail and he thought AP might become a flight risk because of 
the denial. WO3 confirmed that AP was cooperative while being returned to his cell. 
WO3 recalled that CW2 asked him to check on AP’s cell because AP was acting weird and 
lifting the corner of his mattress. WO3 and WO1 attended AP’s cell, asking AP to stand back 
from the door to which AP complied. WO1 searched the cell noting that nothing seemed 
suspicious. WO3 did not notice anything different in AP’s demeanour. 
WO3 was requested by CW1 to return to AP’s cell as he was kneeling in the cell. WO3 thought 
AP might attempt to flee when he entered AP’s cell, however, AP advised WO3 that he took an 
ounce of meth. WO3 did not believe AP as he did not think it was possible to have been in 
custody for this long without it being discovered. WO3 again thought this was AP’s attempt to 
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find a way to escape custody. WO3 observed AP’s demeanour during this interaction to be 
similar to his previous interactions. WO3 confirmed that they searched AP’s cell again and did 
not notice anything of concern.  
WO3 left AP’s cell and continued to watch AP on his monitor in case his condition deteriorated. 
WO3 noticed AP on the floor of the cell and that AP’s demeanour had changed substantially. 
WO3 returned to AP’s cell and directed that an ambulance attend over the radio while CW1 and 
CW2 continued to observe AP on camera. 
WO3 escorted EMS to AP’s cell when they arrived. WO3 recalled AP being asked about seizures 
and AP responding that he didn’t have seizures. WO3 confirmed that AP’s condition continued 
to deteriorate to the point where EMS had to perform CPR on him. WO3 confirmed that AP was 
taken to the hospital and pronounced dead shortly after. WO3 directed that AP’s cell be closed 
off and that no one enter or touch anything. 
Other evidence 
Cell surveillance 
In reviewing the cell footage, the evidence provided by the witness officers along with the 
civilian witnesses is consistent with the footage. It is roughly 16 minutes from the first time WO3 
enters AP’s cell to the point that WO3 is observed to be calling for an ambulance on his radio. 
The medical staff arrived roughly seven minutes later. 
In reviewing the footage, it is clear that AP lifted up the corner of his mattress and was picking 
something off the cell floor. There was a significant deterioration in AP’s well-being after WO3 
attended the cell for a second time. 
Medical Reports 
The medical examiner noted the cause of death as methamphetamine toxicity. 
Conclusion 
In light of all the evidence gathered in this tragic matter, in connection with the fact that no 
subject officer has been identified, the civilian director has concluded no charges will arise from 
the circumstances. The IIU investigation is now completed and closed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


