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Introduction 
On May 12, 2025, the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (RCMP) notified the Independent 
Investigation Unit of Manitoba (IIU) of an incident. 
The written notification disclosed the following information:   

Written excerpt from Part 7 Notification received on May 13, 2025: 

On May 12, 2025, Carberry RCMP received a complaint of an erratic person walking in traffic 
on highway #1. The complainant reported the person was throwing items at people, removing 
their clothing and appeared to be intoxicated.  

Police arrived on scene and located the subject of complaint who was identified as AP. AP was 
told she was under arrest, however she did not comply. AP became highly agitated and drew a 
knife before advancing on the officer. Extensive efforts were made to tactically re-position and 
de-escalate the situation. AP then ran at the officer while carrying the knife resulting in SO 
discharging their firearm striking AP.  

Life saving measures began and AP was transported to the Brandon hospital for treatment. AP 
was later transferred to the Health Sciences Centre.  

As this matter concerned an officer-involved shooting 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 RCMP, among other items:  

• notes, narratives and reports of officers 
• audio transmissions 
• watch guard video 
• cell surveillance 
• use of force report 
• body worn camera footage 
• scene and exhibit photos 
• medical reports 

The civilian director designated one subject officer (SO) and one witness officer (WO1). IIU 
investigators also received information from seven civilian witnesses (CW1 to CW7) and AP 
herself. 
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Facts and Circumstances 
Scene Examination 
IIU investigators went to the scene and met with the forensic investigator who had secured the 
scene. IIU investigators noted the scene to have debris and personal belongings scattered about 
along with shell casings, a saw and two knives. 
IIU investigators canvassed the area near the scene for further witnesses and possible video 
footage. No further witnesses or video footage was available. 
Interviews  
Affected Person (AP) 
AP was interviewed by IIU investigators on May 13, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
AP stated that she “needed to pray on the side of the highway”. AP confirmed that she was 
throwing items at passing cars and that she could not “tell who was good or evil”. AP confirmed 
that she was holding a knife in her hand and that the officer directed her numerous times to drop 
it, but she refused. AP stated that she moved towards the officers, and they continued to ask AP 
to stop and to put the weapon down. AP confirmed that she refused and that she was shot four or 
five times while she continued to move forward. AP denied being intoxicated at the time of the 
incident. 
AP acknowledged that the officers were “just doing their jobs” as she confirmed that she “was a 
threat to society.” 
Civilian Witnesses 
Civilian Witness 1 (CW1) 
CW1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on May 13, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW1 saw a police SUV drive past him at a high rate of speed. CW1 caught up to the SUV, which 
he saw in the middle of the highway. CW1 noted a lot of debris on the highway and that the 
officer was trying to de-escalate AP. The officer was keeping his distance for AP as she was 
unpredictable. 
AP directed her attention towards CW1 and took her knife and stabbed his truck tire on the front 
passenger’s side. CW1 stated that AP tried to enter his vehicle but was not successful. CW1 
pulled over to the side of the road and locked his doors while the officer tried to divert AP’s 
attention towards him. CW1 noted that AP did not appear to be in the “right frame of mind.”  
CW1 confirmed that AP continued to move towards the officer as he tried to de-escalate the 
situation. CW1 did not see the officer shoot AP but did hear four or five gun shots. 
 
 
 



 

 
This document is the property of the IIU and is not to be distributed to any other party without the written 
consent of the IIU.  

4 

Civilian Witness 2 (CW2) 
CW2 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 10, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW2 came upon the incident while driving on the highway and saw AP chasing a police officer, 
while slashing and flailing her arm with what he believed to be a knife. CW2 confirmed the 
officer had his gun drawn and was backing away from AP and directing her to drop her weapon. 
AP was not complying and lunged at the officer, so he shot her four or five times. 
CW2 helped the officer provide medical assistance to AP. CW2 observed a large buck knife near 
AP and a mini saw used to cut bones. CW2 assisted the officer until the ambulance came to the 
scene. 
Civilian Witness 3 (CW3) 
CW3 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 10, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW3 came upon AP in the middle of the highway, interfering with the flow of traffic. CW3 saw 
debris strewn around where AP was situated. CW3 noted AP to be acting very erratic and tried to 
drive around her. AP threw something at CW3’s vehicle and kicked it. CW3 drove past AP and 
then stopped to assess the damage to his vehicle. 
CW3 heard AP yelling and screaming when he exited his vehicle, but he could not make out 
what she was saying.  AP then charged at him, so he entered his vehicle and drove forward to get 
away from her and call police. 
CW3 continued to observe AP throw items at other vehicles while waiting for police to arrive. 
CW3 did not notice any weapons near AP during his interaction. CW3 waited until police arrived 
and was driving away from the area when he heard popping noises. CW3 assumed it was gun 
shots, but he did not know whether it was police or AP shooting, so he left the area. CW3 did not 
see the shooting. 
Civilian Witness 4 (CW4) 
CW4 was interviewed by IIU investigators on May 20, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW4 was driving his truck on the highway and came upon the incident. At first, CW4 thought it 
was a car accident, however, he saw AP lunge at a car and then move towards his truck. AP was 
yelling and had something in her hand. 
AP climbed onto the hood of his truck and kicked the window while the officer was asking her to 
get off the vehicle. AP did not comply and then climbed to the roof of CW4’s truck. CW4 
confirmed that AP jumped off his truck near the passenger’s side and he lost sight of her. CW4 
then saw the officer walking backwards, while AP was moving towards the officer in an 
aggressive manner. 
CW4 confirmed that AP was yelling incoherently and moving towards the officer with some kind 
of weapon in her hand. CW4 heard the officer yell at AP to “Stop! I don’t want to shoot you! 
Stop! You’re going to get shot!” CW4 saw AP lunge at the officer, leading with her hand with 
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the weapon while the officer walked backwards. CW4 then heard three shots. CW4 saw AP on 
the ground and then exited his truck to provide medical assistance to AP along with another 
civilian. 
Civilian Witness 5 (CW5) 
CW5 was interviewed by IIU investigators on May 13, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW5 was driving on the highway and saw AP standing in the driving lane. CW5 saw debris 
around AP, and she appeared to be yelling and making threatening motions. CW5 slowly drove 
past AP and then called police. 
CW5 did not see AP with any weapon. CW5 thought that AP was either intoxicated or had a 
mental disability. CW5 did not see the police shooting. 
Civilian Witness 6 (CW6) 
CW6 was interviewed by IIU investigators on May 15, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW6 was in the passenger’s seat of a vehicle that was driving on the highway at the time of the 
incident. CW6 stated that AP came out of nowhere with a sharp object in her hand. AP walked 
right to the passenger’s side and swiped the tire with the object. 
CW6 saw that the officer was trying to talk to AP and calm her down. CW6 saw AP pursue the 
officer with the object in her hand. CW6 stated that the officer continued to try to calm her down. 
CW6 stated that the officer and AP moved out of his sight, and approximately five minutes later, 
he heard five gun shots. CW6 locked the door on their vehicle in case AP returned. CW6 did not 
see the shooting and only heard it. 
Civilian Witness 7 (CW7) 
CW7 was interviewed by IIU investigators on May 13, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW7 was about to turn onto the highway when he saw AP, “going crazy and throwing things.” 
CW7 called the police and watched AP running into traffic, jumping in front of semis and hitting 
cars with beer cans or branches. 
CW7 saw an officer attend and try talking to AP, but she walked away from the officer. CW7 
then saw AP turn towards the officer, at which point he backed away from her. AP then jumped 
onto the top of a semi’s roof. AP jumped off the roof of the semi and started chasing the officer 
with something in her hand. CW7 stated that the officer was running backward as fast as he 
could while AP was swinging something at him. CW7 noted that AP was getting very aggressive 
towards the officer and was moving towards him to hurt him. CW7 stated that the two of them 
went out of his sight, and moments later, he heard four shots. 
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Witness Officer 
Witness Officer 1 (WO1) 
WO1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 19, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
WO1 arrived on the scene after the shooting had occurred. WO1 stated that he heard over the 
radio the call about a male running on the highway. WO1 assumed that the individual running on 
the highway was most likely AP from previous incidents involving her. 
WO1 confirmed that SO went to address the highway incident because his vehicle was closer to 
the scene. WO1 stated that he heard over the radio that shots had been fired, so he immediately 
went to the scene to assist. When WO1 arrived, AP was already in the ambulance, so he assisted 
in holding the scene and retrieving witness information and related evidence. WO1 spoke briefly 
to SO. SO told him that he shot at AP five times and hit her with four of the shots. WO1 
confirmed that that was the extent of his involvement. 
Subject Officer 
In accordance with his rights, SO declined to be interviewed by IIU investigators. SO agreed to 
provide a copy of the use of force report to IIU investigators, which provided the following 
information: 
SO confirmed that he was able to identify AP from previous dealings. SO observed AP to be 
very erratic in her behavior. SO asked AP what was the problem and AP replied that she was 
cleaning up the garbage on the highway. SO observed a weapon in AP’s waist band area. SO 
kept his distance as a result. 
AP was walking into oncoming traffic, while SO was asking her to stop. AP had a knife in her 
hand and stabbed at the tire of a passing vehicle. SO told AP she was under arrest, but AP 
continued to walk away from SO and move into oncoming traffic.  SO believed that AP had 
lunged with her weapon at a passenger’s side window while the vehicle drove away from her. 
SO told AP again that she was under arrest and that she had to come with him. AP did not 
comply and approached another vehicle. SO saw another weapon in AP’s waistband area. AP 
started kicking the window of the vehicle while SO continued to give AP commands. 
SO pulled out his service pistol when AP jumped down from the vehicle’s roof. AP was yelling 
at SO to kill her while she was still holding the knife in her hand. SO then saw AP sprint toward 
him with the knife still in her hand. SO directed AP to back away, but she did not comply and 
continued to go towards him. SO stated that he fired his pistol when AP was approximately five 
feet away from him and still lunging forward with her knife. 
Other evidence 
Medical Records 
Records confirmed that AP received injuries from four gunshot wounds to her left shoulder, 
abdomen, right hand and right leg. Medical records confirmed that the injuries resulted in a few 
surgeries because of the gunshot wounds. 
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Civilian Video Footage 
One of the semi trucks provided investigators with footage from the evening. In watching the 
video, it is clear that SO made numerous attempts to de-escalate AP before having to resort to 
firing his service pistol. AP can be seen in the video running towards SO very aggressively, 
while holding something in her right hand. 
Body Worn Camera 
SO can be heard talking to AP, advising her that she is under arrest. AP can be heard telling SO 
to “fuck off” and not being willing to comply. SO can be heard asking AP to put the weapon 
down without success, as AP continues to yell and scream while damaging vehicles. 
SO can be heard pleading with AP to drop the weapon and to stop moving towards him or he 
would be forced to shoot her. SO is back peddling as fast as he can to keep his distance from AP 
and not be forced to shoot her.  AP can be heard asking SO to shoot her and she refuses to stop 
moving towards SO while waving the knife in an aggressive manner. 
AP is running towards SO with the knife in-hand when SO fires his service pistol five times. SO 
can then be seen removing the weapon from AP’s hand and her waistband, and then providing 
medical assistance. 
Applicable Law 
 

All relevant sections of the Criminal Code of Canada were considered with respect to this 
incident. Secs. 25(1), 25(3) and 25(4) of the Criminal Code of Canada have 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. 

(3) Subject to subsections (4) and (5), a person is not justified for the purposes of 
subsection (1) in using force that is intended or is likely to cause death or grievous bodily 
harm unless the person believes on reasonable grounds that it is necessary for the self-
preservation of the person or the preservation of any one under that person’s protection 
from death or grievous bodily harm. 
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(4) A peace officer, and every person lawfully assisting the peace officer, is justified in 
using force that is intended or is likely to cause death or grievous bodily harm to a 
person to be arrested, if 

(a) the peace officer is proceeding lawfully to arrest, with or without warrant, the 
person to be arrested; 

(b) the offence for which the person is to be arrested is one for which that person 
may be arrested without warrant; 

(c) the person to be arrested takes flight to avoid arrest; 

(d) the peace officer or other person using the force believes on reasonable 
grounds that the force is necessary for the purpose of protecting the peace officer, 
the person lawfully assisting the peace officer or any other person from imminent 
or future death or grievous bodily harm; and 

(e) the flight cannot be prevented by reasonable means in a less violent manner. 
Conclusion 
In reviewing the evidence available, the civilian director is of the opinion that the subject officer 
was reasonable in his actions and was left with no other options because of AP’s actions. The 
subject officer has not committed a criminal offence in this incident. Therefore, no charges are 
recommended and the IIU investigation is now completed and closed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


