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Introduction 
On June 27, 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 June 30, 2025: 

On June 27, 2025, RCMP received a complaint of an erratic male believed to be high on drugs, wearing 
only underwear and yelling at the sky. RCMP members attend the scene and located AP lying in the 
middle of the street. He was placed under arrest and noted to be in medical distress. EMS was called but 
members were informed it would take 45 minutes to arrive. AP was transported by RCMP to the local 
nursing station. Upon arrival at the nursing station it was noted AP was unresponsive. Lifesaving efforts 
were made at the nursing station, but AP was pronounced dead. 

As this matter concerned an in-custody death 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 
• body worn camera video 
• medical reports 

The civilian director declined to designate a subject officer (SO). The civilian director designated 
two witness officers (WO1 to WO2). IIU investigators also received information from nine 
civilian witnesses (CW1 to CW9). 
Facts and Circumstances 
Scene Examination 
IIU investigators attended the scene and canvassed the area for potential witnesses and video 
surveillance relevant to the incident. Investigators were able to locate numerous witnesses and 
surveillance videos. 
Interviews  
Civilian Witnesses 
Civilian Witness 1 (CW1)  
CW1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW1 was working at the nursing station on the date of the incident. She recalled the doorbell 
ringing, and an officer telling her and CW3 that AP was in their vehicle and that he was 



 

 
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.  

3 

unresponsive. CW3 went out to the vehicle with a blanket and used it to move AP into the station 
with the officer’s help. CW1 held the doors while they placed AP on a stretcher. She recalled the 
officers removing the handcuffs and that she initiated CPR. CW1 confirmed that they attempted 
to reach the on-call doctor, but she was pretty confident that AP was “already gone.” 
CW1 confirmed that they attempted acute cardiac life support (ACLS) and provided AP with 
Epinephrine through his IV. She confirmed that AP never regained consciousness or obtained a 
regular heartbeat. CW1 confirmed that AP was pronounced dead at the station. 
Civilian Witness 2 (CW2)  
CW2 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW2 was working on the date of the incident. She confirmed that an RCMP officer called the 
station and asked if they should bring AP in for an assessment. CW2 recalled that the officer said 
AP was delusional, hallucinating and foaming at the mouth. She told the officer to bring AP in to 
be assessed. 
CW2 was assisting another patient when she heard a “code” being called and CW3 asking her to 
lend a hand.  CW2 recalled one of the officers telling her that they had difficulty getting AP into 
the vehicle because he was resisting because of his current condition. She recalled that the officer 
said they were finally able to get AP into the vehicle so they could drive him to the station. While 
they were in the vehicle, AP went unconscious, so the officer initiated CPR as they continued 
onto the nursing station. 
CW2 confirmed that they attempted to reach three on-call doctors without success while they 
continued to provide medical assistance to AP. She confirmed that the ACLS machine was 
attached to AP, however, they did not administer a shock. The ACLS machine directed them to 
continue with administering CPR. CW2 confirmed that AP received 4 shots of Epinephrine, but 
his heart rate remained flat. After roughly 45 minutes, AP was pronounced dead. 
CW2 told the IIU investigators that there were a couple of other people that had attended the 
nursing station in that time period with similar conditions to AP. She believed that there were 
some illegal drugs being provided in the community that were causing the problem. 
Civilian Witness 3 (CW3)  
CW3 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW3 confirmed that he was working on the day of the incident and had provided assistance to 
AP once he arrived at the nursing station. CW3 confirmed that one of the officers gave him some 
background into AP’s situation as they grabbed a blanket to carry AP into the station. CW3 
recalled being informed that AP was walking around in his underwear acting very erratic and 
hallucinating. 
When CW3 went to the police vehicle, he observed AP to be unresponsive and blue. He 
confirmed that AP was placed on a stretcher inside the station and a “code” was called. CW3 
noted that AP did not have a heartbeat and was not breathing. He confirmed that CPR was 
administered along with NARCAN. CW3 confirmed that Epinephrine was also administered to 
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AP without success. He believed that it was approximately 25 minutes after AP had arrived that 
they finally spoke with the on-call doctor. CW3 believed that AP was pronounced dead roughly 
45 minutes after he arrived at the station. CW3 noted that AP’s knuckles on his left hand were 
very bloody. He confirmed that one of the officers told him AP had been punching the ground 
while they tried to detain him. 
Civilian Witness 4 (CW4)  
CW4 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW4 had just returned from grocery shopping when he saw two uniformed police officers 
attempting to rouse AP from lying in the middle of the road. CW4 confirmed that he heard 
grunting noises near where AP was lying, but he could not say for certain who was making the 
noises. CW4 finished taking his groceries in and stayed inside for the rest of the day.  
He invited IIU investigators to review his video surveillance, but nothing from the interaction 
was captured. 
Civilian Witness 5 (CW5)  
CW5 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
On the day of the incident, CW5 saw AP outside his residence acting like he was suffering from 
psychosis. CW5 stated that AP was punching the air, talking to someone that wasn’t there and 
throwing things around his property. CW5 noted that AP charged twice at CW5’s barking dog 
but did not enter her property. 
CW5 stated that this was out of the ordinary for AP and that her previous interactions with him 
were always positive. She stated that she went inside to check on her children and when she 
came out again, AP was walking down the road in just his underwear.  
Civilian Witness 6 (CW6)  
CW6 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW6 confirmed that he saw AP earlier in the day. AP was yelling at someone and wanting to 
fight them. CW6 exited his residence to see what was going on and saw AP in only his 
underwear. CW6 stated that AP challenged him to a fight, but he did not engage and walked 
down the street, away from AP. CW6 confirmed that AP was still yelling at something after he 
walked away from AP. 
CW6 had left the area before police arrived on scene. 
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Civilian Witness 7 (CW7)  
CW7 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW7 saw AP running around his yard on the day of the incident. He believed AP was high and 
didn’t look right. AP was kicking and punching things in his yard and crouching down in ditches. 
CW7 saw and heard AP yelling at the sky, saying, “come get me.” CW7 observed AP punching 
the air right in front of him as he started to walk down the street in only his underwear. CW7 did 
not try to engage with AP and just saw him from a distance. 
Civilian Witness 8 (CW8)  
CW8 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW8 saw AP walking towards their residence in only his underwear. CW8 confirmed that two 
uniformed police officers arrived on scene. CW8 noted that the lights were activated on the 
police vehicle. CW8 thought AP must be drunk and that the police were there to take him to the 
drunk tank. 
CW8 saw AP on the ground, with the officers placing him in handcuffs. CW8 said that it took the 
officers a long time to place AP in the back of the vehicle. CW8 could hear AP yelling and 
kicking after he was placed in the vehicle. CW8 noted that the police vehicle left shortly after AP 
was placed in the back. 
CW8 noted that it was not unusual for AP to walk around the neighbourhood in just his 
underwear if it was hot outside. 
Civilian Witness 9 (CW9)  
CW9 was interviewed by IIU investigators on June 28, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
CW9 saw AP walking on the road. He observed AP to be staggering all over the road and he 
“didn’t look normal.” CW9 thought AP was intoxicated based on the way he was walking and 
stumbling around. He confirmed that police arrived and they tried to pick AP up without success. 
CW9 felt the officers were “roughing up” AP as they placed the handcuffs on him. He confirmed 
that AP remained on the ground in cuffs for a period of time while the officers just stood near 
him. CW9 stated that the officers again tried to pick up AP and that they “threw” him in the back 
of the vehicle. He confirmed that he heard AP yelling and kicking after he was placed in the 
vehicle, but he could not make out what AP was saying. 
CW9 thought the vehicle remained at the scene for another three to four minutes and then took 
off. He noted that the police lights were no longer activated once they had left the scene. 
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Witness Officers 
Witness Officer 1 (WO1) 
WO1 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Sept. 9, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
WO1 was partnered with WO2, and they were asked to attend a call about an erratic male. WO1 
and WO2 drove to the scene and observed AP in his underwear, with scratches on his arms, and 
lying in the middle of the road. WO1 asked AP “what’s going on?” When AP stood up, WO1 
saw that his eyes looked wild and that he was frantic. AP kept repeating “I pray to God, I am 
chosen.” 
WO1 assessed that AP should be arrested for causing a disturbance. He attempted to place AP 
under arrest, but AP was resisting and clenching his fists. WO1 declined to use a taser because he 
was concerned it could cause further health issues for AP, considering his current physical state. 
WO1 and WO2 decided to handcuff AP for their safety as well as AP’s because of his erratic 
behaviour. AP continued to thrash and kick after the handcuffs were applied. WO1 called for an 
ambulance to attend, but was advised it would take 45 minutes to arrive. WO1 was concerned for 
AP’s well-being and decided that they would take him to the nursing station instead. 
WO1 and WO2 made multiple attempts to place AP in the back of the vehicle. Because of AP’s 
physical state, they were unsuccessful because AP continued to kick and thrash. WO1 did not 
believe AP’s actions were on purpose and had everything to do with his physical state. 
WO1 decided to place AP in shackles to assist them in placing AP in the back of the vehicle. The 
officers also raised the back seat out of the way so they could try and slide AP into the vehicle. 
WO1 confirmed that with great difficulty, they were able to place AP in the back of the vehicle. 
AP continued to thrash around in the back seat while WO1 began to make brief notes related to 
the incident. WO1 started to drive the two minutes to the nursing station and AP was not kicking 
as much in the back. At this point, WO1 thought that AP was calming down. 
Once they stopped at the nursing station, WO1 went to the back of the vehicle and observed AP 
to be blue in the face and unconscious. WO1 attempted to pull AP out of the vehicle feet first 
while WO2 assisted him. AP was placed on the ground while a nurse from the station came out 
with a blanket.  
Medical efforts were made to revive AP without success. WO1 and WO2 assisted the nurses by 
providing CPR to AP. AP never regained consciousness. 
Witness Officer 2 (WO2) 
WO2 was interviewed by IIU investigators on Sept. 9, 2025, and provided the following 
information: 
WO2 confirmed that he attended a call for service about a male screaming, yelling and running 
around in his underwear.  WO2 observed AP in the middle of the road yelling and screaming. He 
recalled AP making random comments about God and being very sweaty and agitated. WO2 
confirmed that AP was placed under arrest for causing a disturbance and placed in handcuffs. He 
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confirmed that AP was resisting arrest, but he felt it was because of his physical state and not on 
purpose. 
WO2 confirmed that the initial plan for AP was to request an ambulance, but it was going to take 
too long so they decided they would take AP to the nursing station. WO2 confirmed that 
numerous attempts were made to place AP in the back of the vehicle, without success, because of 
AP’s physical state. 
WO2 confirmed that shackles were placed on AP and the back seat was raised in the vehicle, so 
the officers could attempt to slide him into the back. WO2 confirmed that with some difficulty, 
they were eventually able to place AP in the back to transport him to the nursing station. 
WO2 contacted the nursing station to let them know they were on their way with AP. During the 
call, WO2 noted that AP was kicking and yelling in the background of the phone call. He 
believed that the drive to the nursing station lasted roughly three minutes. WO2 went to the door 
of the nursing station to tell the staff they had arrived, when WO1 radioed that AP was not 
responsive. 
WO2 went back to the vehicle and assisted WO1 in removing AP from the back and placing him 
on the ground. WO2 radioed the nursing staff that they were in need of immediate assistance 
because AP was unresponsive. CW3 came out with blankets so the three of them could carry AP 
into the nursing station. 
WO2 removed the shackles and handcuffs and provided assistance to AP as directed by the 
nursing staff. WO2 confirmed that AP never regained consciousness after arriving at the nursing 
station. WO2 believed that AP was pronounced dead after roughly 45 minutes. 
Other evidence 
Video Surveillance 
The majority of the civilian video provided shows AP in the area before the arrival of RCMP. 
What can be observed from multiple cameras is the following: 

1. AP is acting very erratic — throwing punches in the air, challenging people to fight that 
do not exist, yelling nonsensically and throwing property or other items. 

2. AP is having difficulty walking and is stumbling consistently. 
3. AP can be seen removing clothing until only his underwear and socks remain. 

One civilian video captures a portion of the interaction between AP and the two officers which 
can be described as the following: 

1. AP is handcuffed and rolled onto his side by two uniformed officers upon arrival. 
2. The officers direct AP to stand up, however, AP is very unstable on his feet when 

standing. 
3. While AP is on the ground, he continuously thrashes his body and kicks his feet in the air. 
4. The two officers can be seen communicating with AP, however, AP is unable to follow 

any instructions because of his physical state. 
5. The two officers attempt numerous times to place AP in the back of the vehicle, however, 

they are not successful because AP is acting too erratically. 
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6. AP attempts to stand up on his own at one point, but the two officers restrain him and 
place him back on his stomach. 

7. The officers are able to place AP in the back of the vehicle with great difficulty. 
Body-worn Cameras 
The video from the body-worn cameras provided the following information: 

1. AP can be seen wearing only socks and underwear. 
2. AP is advised of his arrest and handcuffs are placed on his wrists. 
3. AP is foaming at the mouth and unresponsive to the officer’s questions or directions. 
4. AP can be heard making nonsensical comments while the two officers are trying to assess 

the situation. 
5. AP is thrashing around and periodically kicking his feet in the air. 
6. AP’s hand has a significant cut and is bleeding during the incident. 
7. The officers can be seen communicating over the radio with medical services trying to 

assess the best plan for AP. Originally, it sounds like the officers are requesting an 
ambulance, but the plan changes to taking AP to the nursing station once the arrival time 
for the ambulance is given to the officers. 

8. Numerous attempts are made to place AP in the back of the vehicle, without success, 
because AP is unwilling or unable to assist. The two officers can be heard strategizing on 
the best way to place AP in the back of the vehicle. 

9. AP is finally placed in the vehicle, with great difficulty because of his physical state. 
10. AP can be heard thrashing about in the back of the vehicle while the officers are getting 

ready to take him to the nursing station. 
11. AP arrives at the nursing station approximately seven minutes after he is placed in the 

backseat. AP is no longer responsive on arrival. 
12. Medical efforts by the officers and nursing staff can be seen or heard in the video. 

Medical Reports 
Toxicology results provided the following findings: 

Ethanol:                                   Postmortem Blood/02                    none detected 

                                                Vitreous/03:                                      0.2 grams per litre 

Cocaine:                                  Postmortem Blood /01                  1.63milligrams per litre (mg/l) 

                                                Postmortem Blood/02                   1.38 mg/l 

Benzoylecgonine:                   Postmortem Blood/01                   7.38 mg/l 

                                                Postmortem Blood/02                    6.90 mg/l 

Naloxone:                                Postmortem Blood/01                   screen positive 
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Cocaine: 

Blood concentrations of cocaine resulting from non-fatal recreational abuse are generally less 
than 0.5 mg/I; concentrations greater than 1 mg/I are potentially life-threatening. However, 
cocaine has a plasma half-life of 30 to 90 minutes, therefore low postmortem blood cocaine 
concentrations may not be a reliable indicator of the dose ingested or injected. Benzoylecgonine 
is a chemical/metabolic breakdown product of cocaine. 

After reviewing the toxicology results, the medical examiner has advised the IIU investigators 
that the cause of death is acute cocaine toxicity. 

IIU has not received the final autopsy report at the time of writing this report. Because of the 
nature of the event, the Civilian Director has decided to move forward with completing the 
report to be accountable to the public in a timely manner. An addendum will be prepared if the 
cause of death varies from the above. 
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 
Having reviewed all the evidence available in connection with the fact that the civilian 
director declined to designate any subject officers, I am declining to authorize charges in this 
matter. AP’s death is clearly sad and tragic; however, it is not as a result of any actions by the 
police officers. Therefore, no charges are recommended and the IIU investigation is now 
completed and closed. 
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