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Introduction 
On May 12, 2025, 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 May 12, 2025: 

On 2025-05-08 at 1911 hrs police received a call of a male who appeared to be passed out on a 
boulevard. Police attended along with an ambulance. He was transported by BPS to the hospital where 
he was medically cleared due to his intoxication. He was transported to BPS Detention Unit, where they 
had issues controlling the subject. He was struggling with police as they attempted to place him into a 
cell. While he was being placed in the cell, he struck his head on the concrete floor, causing a laceration. 
He was transported back to the hospital and he received stiches to close the cut. Once cleared, he was 
transported back to BPS Detention Unit where he was held until morning, when he was released.  

As this matter concerned injuries to a person in custody, the IIU assumed responsibility for this 
investigation in accordance with Sec. 66(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 video surveillance
• medical reports

The civilian director designated one subject officer (SO) and two witness officers (WO1 to 
WO2) along with a designation of two police associates (PA1 to PA2). IIU investigators also 
received information from AP. 
Facts and Circumstances 
Scene Examination 
No scene examination or canvassing of the area was conducted by the IIU because the incident 
was captured on the cell video surveillance in its entirety. 
Interviews  
Affected Person 
AP was interviewed by IIU investigators on Oct. 2, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
AP stated that he left a birthday party and encountered police at that time. He said that he became 
belligerent with police and was detained and taken to the hospital for medical clearance. AP 
stated that he was cooperative at the hospital, however, he felt the police were rough with him 
during his stay. 
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AP said that the handcuffs were taken off of him for a period of time to allow medical staff to 
perform their duties. When police went to re-apply the handcuffs, they threw him against a 
counter, pulled his hair, pressed a knee in his back and yelled at him for not answering the 
nurse’s questions. AP recalled that the nurse commented that he was compliant with their 
requests and not resisting the police. AP recalled being cleared at the hospital and taken by police 
to the jail cells. 
AP recalled going through the detention process, where again, he was thrown by an officer 
against a counter and grabbed by the mouth with instructions to “stick out your tongue.” AP 
recalled being taken to the cell and being pushed by an officer into the cell, resulting in his head 
hitting the floor and causing the injury. AP stated that he was pushed in the back and fell face 
first into the cell floor. He denied that he was resisting or fighting with the officers. 
AP said that a police officer returned to his cell and demanded that he tell them where the drugs 
were. AP denied having any drugs. The officer then threw AP against the toilet in the cell and 
told AP that he would make him vomit if necessary. He stated that the officer attempted to stick a 
pen down his throat to induce him into vomiting. AP said that the officer then threw him against 
a wall and removed his handcuffs. AP stated that the officer told him that if he did not cooperate, 
“the next time would be worse.” AP recalled having an injury to his mouth and feeling dizzy. He 
stated that after the officer left, a commissionaire offered him food, which he declined. 
AP confirmed that he went back to the hospital afterwards where his head injury was treated. AP 
confirmed that he returned to the jail cell after medical treatment. 
It should be noted that none of the video surveillance corroborates the statement that AP 
provided to the IIU. Further, the medical notes make no mention of any incident occurring at the 
hospital between AP and an officer. It is possible that AP is referencing a different incident, but it 
is clear from the video evidence that AP’s statement is inaccurate in relation to the May 8, 2025, 
incident.  

Police Associates 
Police Associate 1 (PA1) 
PA1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 24, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
PA1 confirmed that he had contact with AP on May 8, 2025. He observed AP to be 
uncooperative and highly intoxicated. PA1 noted that AP was having problems following simple 
directions because he was intoxicated. 
He recalled that SO and WO1 were bringing AP to cell 13 when AP started to raise his arms and 
become resistant. PA1 raised his arms to deflect AP from hitting him. AP would not enter the cell 
when SO grabbed AP’s arm and then pushed him into the cell. AP lost his balance and fell 
straight backwards, hitting his head. 
PA1 recalled that WO1 immediately called for medical assistance. Emergency medical services 
(EMS) arrived approximately five minutes later. PA1 recalled that AP was originally 
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unconscious on the floor, but he was breathing. AP had regained consciousness before EMS 
arrived. 
Police Associate 2 (PA2) 
PA2 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 24, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
PA2 recalled that AP was quite intoxicated on the date of the incident. She was familiar with AP 
from previous meetings. He recalled that WO1 and SO were escorting AP towards the cell when 
AP made some sudden movements and twisted his body. PA2 recalled WO1 and SO moving AP 
quickly towards the cell because of AP’s actions. She stated that SO pushed AP into the cell 
causing him to fall backwards and become unresponsive. 
PA2 confirmed that WO1 called for EMS immediately, which arrived in approximately six 
minutes. She did not see any injury to AP, but did recall seeing a pool of blood on the cell floor. 
PA2 confirmed that AP was taken to the hospital and returned sometime later on her shift. She 
stated that AP did not have any recollection of what had occurred earlier in the cell. PA2 
confirmed that she felt bad for AP suffering injuries earlier. She did not recall any form of verbal 
interaction between AP and SO when the pushing incident occurred. 
Witness Officers 
Witness Officer 1 (WO1) 
WO1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 24, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
WO1 stated that he was tasked with assisting paramedics. Background information was that AP 
was passed out on the sidewalk and attempting to fight paramedics when they tried to provide 
medical assistance. WO1 attended and handcuffed AP without incident. He was taking AP to the 
hospital for medical clearance. Once cleared, AP would be detained under the Intoxicated 
Persons Detention Act (IPDA). 
WO1 noted AP to be erratic at the hospital. One moment he was cooperative, the next he was 
threatening individuals. At one point, AP was asked to take off his pants and he was having quite 
a bit of difficulty keeping his balance. 
WO1 confirmed that AP was cleared from the hospital and taken back to the jail cells to be 
processed. He noted that AP was tensing his body and clenching his fists while he and SO were 
trying to escort AP towards the cell. WO1 noted that AP tensed up and looked like he was 
attempting to punch SO just before entering the cell. WO1 noted that SO pushed AP in the chest 
to get distance from AP, causing AP to fall backwards into the cell. 
WO1 did not know initially that AP was injured because of the fall, but he did call for medical 
assistance almost immediately. WO1 confirmed that AP regained consciousness before EMS 
arrived at the cell. WO1 confirmed that AP was taken to the hospital and medically cleared a few 
hours later. 
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WO1 returned AP to a different cell after he was medically released. WO1 noted that AP did not 
recall what had happened to him earlier that day. WO1 did not recall any form of interaction 
between AP and SO before his entrance into the cell. 
Subject Officer 
In accordance with his rights, SO declined to be interviewed by IIU investigators. SO agreed to 
provide his notes to the IIU investigators. The following information was received: 
SO noted AP to be intoxicated and belligerent with officers while being processed and directed 
towards the cell for lodging. He stated that AP pulled away from him and turned towards him as 
if to square off with him. 
SO pushed AP into the cell, at which point he fell backwards, hitting his head. AP regained 
consciousness after a few seconds and was directed to not move while waiting for EMS to arrive. 
AP was yelling at the officers while waiting for the ambulance to arrive. He was taken to the 
hospital for assessment. 
Other evidence 
Medical reports 
First hospital visit – AP confirmed that he had been drinking and consuming other intoxicants. 
AP was not able to provide specifics of what he drank or consumed. AP was cleared. There was 
nothing else remarkable in the medical notes. 
Second hospital visit- Medical notes confirm that AP was seen earlier that day. AP had a three-
centimetre cut to the back of his head. The injury was cleaned and treated, resulting in four 
staples to close the laceration. Medical staff were told the injury resulted from AP falling in his 
jail cell and hitting the back of his head. The CT scan was clear. 
Cell Surveillance 
AP’s entire processing can be seen on the jail cell surveillance. I note the following: 

1. AP’s handcuffs were removed from his wrists very early on in the booking process. 
2. AP showed some signs of intoxication, having difficulty in removing clothes and keeping 

balance. 
3. AP was directed towards the cells without any handcuffs placed on his body. 
4. Just before entering the cell, AP pulled away and raised one of his arms while twisting 

towards SO. 
5. SO grabbed AP’s arm and then pushed AP into the cell. AP fell backwards after being 

pushed by SO and hit the back of his head on the cell floor. AP appeared to be 
unconscious but breathing immediately after falling. AP appeared to regain consciousness 
after a period of time. 

6. EMS arrived approximately five minutes later. Blood was on the floor after AP had been 
removed. 
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Applicable Law 

All relevant sections of the Criminal Code of Canada were considered with respect to this 
incident. Sec. 25(1) of the Criminal Code of Canada has been emphasized here for consideration: 

25 (1) Every one who is required or authorized by law to do anything in the administration or 
enforcement of the law 

(a) as a private person,

(b) as a peace officer or public officer,

(c) in aid of a peace officer or public officer, or

(d) by virtue of his office,

is, if he acts on reasonable grounds, justified in doing what he is required or authorized 
to do and in using as much force as is necessary for that purpose. 

Conclusion 
After reviewing the evidence available, I am of the opinion that the subject officer was 
reasonable in his actions. Therefore, no charges are recommended and the IIU investigation is 
now completed and closed. 


