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Introduction 

On January 31, 2021, pursuant to section 46.1 of the Police Act, the Alberta Serious Incident 

Response Team (ASIRT) was directed to investigate the circumstances surrounding a 

serious incident involving the grave medical condition of a male individual, hereinafter 

referred to as the affected person (AP) while in the custody of the Edmonton Police Service 

(EPS). AP had gone into medical distress after his arrest on January 31, 2021, and 

ultimately died on February 07, 2021. 

This case, and the nature of the police involvement being examined, differs from many 

ASIRT investigations, and as such, it is important to clarify the role of ASIRT in relation 

to this matter. Commonly, ASIRT is ordered to investigate a direct or overt action by a 

police officer which may have caused or contributed to a death. In these cases, ASIRT's 

approach is straightforward, determining first if the action occurred, and if so, 

determining whether that action was lawful, and if not, assessing whether grounds exist 

to lay a Criminal Code charge. In this case, there is no overt action or use of force on the 

part of police. While the approach to this case is different, ASIRT's mandate, and the goal 

of the investigation, remains the same, to determine whether grounds exist to lay a 

Criminal Code charge. Questions such as whether the death of the affected person could 

have been prevented through changes in policy, resourcing, or the like, are not within 

ASIRT's mandate, and are issues commonly examined through another external process, 

such as a Fatality Inquiry. Regardless of the nature of the event being examined, the 

ultimate goal of an ASIRT investigation must remain a determination on whether Criminal 

Code charges are appropriate. 

ASIRT’s Investigation 

ASIRT's investigation was comprehensive and thorough, conducted using current 

investigative protocols, and in accordance with the principles of Major Case Management. 

ASIRT interviewed all relevant civilian and police witnesses, obtained and reviewed all 

available relevant video evidence and considered the findings of the medical examiner. 

Overview of the Circumstances Surrounding the Death of the Affected Person 

On January 31, 2021, at approximately 4:30 a.m., subject officers #1 and #2 (SO1 & SO2) 

from the EPS attended the Chateau Louis Hotel (“the Hotel”) on a report of a male and 

female who were loudly arguing. These same individuals had been the subject of a similar 

complaint from earlier that evening. Two different EPS officers had attended that 

occurrence. Those officers determined that that the male (AP) was arrestable for breaching 
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a court order that prohibited AP from contact with the female (CW1), and for theft. 

Warrants for AP’s arrest were requested after the initial officers were unable to locate him. 

When the subject officers arrived at the Hotel, they located AP in a rear parking lot of the 

hotel. They placed him under arrest for the outstanding charges. AP was placed in 

handcuffs to the back. AP presented as intoxicated, but was coherent and cooperative. 

The subject officers escorted AP to the front parking lot, where a frisk search of him was 

conducted. AP was then placed into the back of the prisoner transport van, to be taken to 

Detainee Management Unit (DMU) at EPS Headquarters. 

Upon arrival at DMU, the subject officers opened the rear door to the van and found AP 

unresponsive, unconscious and his face was blue/purple in colour. An AHS paramedic 

that was working in DMU, along with the assistance of other officers, quickly arrived and 

provided medical aid to AP until EMS arrived. 

AP was transported to the hospital where he was admitted to the Intensive Care Unit for 

a possible drug overdose. His condition subsequently deteriorated, and AP was placed 

on life support. On February 07, 2021, the Medical Examiner’s Office notified ASIRT that 

AP met the criteria for “brain death”. AP was removed from life support, and ASIRT 

continued the investigation, now as an in-custody death. 

Interviews 

CW1 was interviewed by ASIRT and provided the following information. 

On January 31, 2021, CW1 and AP, her fiancé, travelled to Edmonton from Yellowknife 

and after buying some alcohol, checked in to the Hotel. AP wanted to do some drugs but 

CW1 did not. This started a loud argument that began in their room and continued both 

outside their room and into the lobby. CW1 reported that during the argument AP took 

her phone and then left the hotel. CW1 called the EPS to report a verbal fight with AP. 

AP returned later with some cocaine. CW1 stated she reluctantly took some of the cocaine 

with AP in their room, along with some more alcohol. A second argument started, again 

over AP wanting to do more drugs and CW1 not wanting to. This argument involved 

yelling and some physical violence. AP took CW1’s cell phone and broke it in half. AP 

then took all the money they had brought with them and left. CW1 chased AP down to 

the lobby. 

CW1 went back to their room. She was upset and crying, but she could not call long 

distance from the room. While waiting for AP to return, she drank some more alcohol and 

fell asleep, but woke up when the police came to check on her around 4:30 a.m. At this 
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time, she was advised that AP was in hospital and was not doing well. The police took 

her to the hospital where she sat for a long period of time, until AP was stabilized. 

CW2 was interviewed by ASIRT and provided the following information. 

CW2 was working as a security guard at the Hotel the evening of January 30-31, 2021. He 

observed AP and CW1 arguing in the lobby about AP having CW1’s phone, and her 

wanting it back. CW2 was aware that CW1 called police, and that two male police officers 

attended and spoke with her, but AP had left before the police had arrived. 

AP returned a couple hours later to the Hotel, and CW2 told AP that he would be evicted 

if there was another altercation. At approximately 4:30 a.m., AP and CW1 were arguing 

again. They left the hotel for a while, but then returned. CW2 advised them both that they 

were being evicted. CW1 went back to their room, but CW2 would not allow AP to come 

back inside. CW2 stated that AP appeared intoxicated by drugs or alcohol. The front desk 

worker (CW3) called the police. 

CW2 observed through a window two female police officers (Subject Officers #1 and #2 – 

SO1 and SO2) arrest and handcuff AP, who was very cooperative. CW2 stated that no 

physical confrontation occurred. AP was arrested in the back parking lot and the officers 

walked him through the lobby and then outside to their police vehicle. He did not see the 

officers put AP into the vehicle. 

CW3 was interviewed by ASIRT and provided the following information. 

CW3 was working the night shift at the front desk of the Hotel on January 30-31, 2021. He 

was aware of the first incident with AP and CW1, but only saw the second incident 

between the two. AP and CW1 came to the lobby and were fighting and causing a 

disturbance. He called the police about this incident. 

CW3 did not witness the arrest of AP by the Subject Officers, but knew it happened in the 

back parking lot, as he saw the two officers escort AP through the main lobby and out of 

the hotel. He did not observe any use of force by the officers toward AP. AP was being 

cooperative with the officers. He did not see the officers put AP into the police vehicle. 

WO1 was interviewed by ASIRT and provided the following information. 

On the date and time in question, he was partnered with Witness Officer #2 (WO2). They 

responded to a call for service at the Hotel on a report of a family dispute. The call for 

service indicated that the reporter had stated that AP had placed his hands around her 

neck and had stolen a sum of money from her. 
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WO1 stated that he and WO2 arrived at the Hotel around midnight. They spoke with 

CW1 in the lobby. She advised that she and AP were in Edmonton for her to get some 

medical treatment. CW1 denied that AP had assaulted her, and did not want any further 

involvement from police. She was advised that AP had a court order that prohibited him 

from being in contact with her. AP was no longer at the Hotel, and his whereabouts were 

unknown. As a result, WO2 completed a warrant request for AP. 

Between 2:00-3:00a.m. WO1 heard a second call for service at the Hotel where staff were 

reporting an argument between a male and a female, and the first name of AP was 

provided. A different police unit attended this call, and he subsequently heard over the 

radio that they had arrested AP and were transporting him to DMU. 

Subsequently, he and WO2 were directed to go to the Hotel to check on CW1, and see if 

she had also taken drugs. In speaking with CW1, she admitted to having some alcohol 

and a bit of crack cocaine with AP earlier. They transported CW1 to the hospital, where 

they stayed with her in Emergency for approximately two hours. CW1 did not see AP. 

She was then transported back to the Hotel. 

WO2 was interviewed by ASIRT and provided the following information.  

WO2 was partnered with WO1. They were dispatched to the Hotel for a report of a 

dispute between a female and her fiancé where they may have been some physical 

violence. However, the female kept changing her reporting to police dispatch. There was 

originally mention of the male grabbing her throat and choking her, then that changed to 

no choking. Lastly, it changed to no choking but rather grabbing of her face and stealing 

$1,900 from her. 

WO2 and WO1 arrived at the Hotel just before midnight and met the female (CW1) in the 

lobby to get a statement from her. CW1 appeared to be intoxicated and not forthcoming 

with information. She had no description of the male, and said he had no phone, and no 

means of contacting him. She did not know where he was.  

The officers determined that the male (AP) had a no contact court order with CW1. CW1 

told them that she had come to the hotel a couple days prior and AP just showed up 

unexpectantly the night before. She stated the two of them had an argument that escalated 

and he grabbed the front of her sweater. CW1 basically told them that she did not want 

them to be involved. 

CW2 advised that as CW1 was going to be staying in Edmonton for a few days, they 

decided to request a warrant for AP’s arrest for breaching the no contact order, as well as 
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theft. The warrant was approved, but had not yet been placed on the national police 

database. 

They later heard that AP got arrested. The subject officers contacted them about the status 

of the warrants. They were advised that they were not yet on the system, but AP was 

arrestable for the breach of the court ordered recognizance as well as theft. 

SO1 voluntarily provided ASIRT with her police witness statement, and her handwritten notes, 

which provided the following information.  

On January 31, 2021, SO1 was partnered with SO2 and they responded to a call at the 

Hotel where AP was causing a disturbance and refusing to leave the property. She heard 

over the radio from WO2 that two warrants for AP were issued respecting the earlier 

incident at the hotel. She then called WO2 to obtain further details. 

Upon arrival, they found AP outside in the back area of the hotel. AP appeared 

intoxicated, as he was wobbly and slurring his speech, but he was cooperative when 

advised he was under arrest for his warrants. As they approached AP to handcuff him, 

he stumbled backward over a ledge but caught himself before hitting the ground. AP was 

then handcuffed behind his back. 

AP was then escorted by them to the front of the hotel where their van was. AP was frisk 

searched and then he climbed into the van unassisted, where he took a seat on the bench. 

AP was coherent and seemed to understand his Charter rights when they were read to 

him. AP was able to answer questions from SO2. 

EMS was not called at that time as AP was only exhibiting signs of alcohol intoxication 

and no signs of distress or being in need of medical intervention. AP did not mention any 

medical conditions nor the need for any medication, and presented as being fit for lodging 

in DMU. 

SO1 was driving the van, but monitored AP via video in the vehicle. She observed him 

move from a seated position to his side, leaning on his arm, appearing to be making 

himself more comfortable. AP appeared to be sleeping or making small movements. 

There were no abrupt movements, loud noises nor any indications of distress. 

When they arrived at DMU, both subject officers secured their firearms and then opened 

the back doors to the van where they found AP unresponsive, and his face was blue. 

SO1 ran into DMU to get help while SO2 provided radio updates. Multiple people came 

to assist, including the paramedic working in DMU. Chest compressions began, and 
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NARCAN (a brand name for naloxone, which is a medicine that can block the effects of 

opioids, and that can help reverse an overdose) was supplied to AP until EMS arrived. 

SO2 voluntarily provided ASIRT with her police witness statement, and her handwritten notes, 

which provided the following information.  

On January 31, 2021, SO2 was partnered with SO1 and they responded to a call at the 

Hotel where AP was causing a disturbance and refusing to leave the property. SO2 heard 

from WO2 over the radio that two warrants had been issued for the arrest of AP for an 

earlier incident at the hotel. SO2 then called WO2 to obtain further details. 

Upon arriving at the hotel, staff pointed out AP, who was outside in the rear parking lot 

area. SO2 engaged in conversation with AP, confirming his identity. SO2 noted that AP 

appeared to be intoxicated with slurred words and slight stumbling. She also noted 

however, that AP was standing on his own and was able to carry on a conversation. 

At 4:44a.m. AP was advised he was under arrest for his warrants, at which time AP 

backed away and bumped into a short wall, and slumped to one side. She and SO1 sat AP 

up and handcuffed him without incident. SO2 noted AP had a strong smell of alcohol on 

his breath, and she asked him how much he had to drink. AP denied drinking any alcohol. 

She and SO1 then escorted AP to their police vehicle by walking with him, while having 

a conversation about his pants falling down due to a lack of a belt, and his request for 

them not to take him to jail. Although AP was intoxicated, he appeared to be coherent 

and aware of his surroundings. No medical concerns were noted by SO2. They conducted 

a frisk search of AP prior to having him get into the back of their police transport van.  

They departed the Hotel for DMU. While SO1 was driving she was completing the lodge 

report for AP to have him accepted into DMU. While doing this, she would check the 

camera to see AP. At one point SO2 observed AP lying on the floor on his side, apparently 

sleeping with no signs of distress, as she could see his hands moving periodically. 

When they arrived at police headquarters, they waited outside for about five minutes to 

check on the approval status of her lodge report. AP still appeared to be sleeping. After 

waiting, they then drove into the building and to DMU. At DMU they secured their 

firearms, and then opened the rear doors to the van. SO2 noted that AP had shifted more 

onto his stomach and did not appear to be moving. 

AP did not respond to verbal direction, and when SO2 tried to pull him out of the van she 

noticed his face looked purple and he did not appear conscious. SO2 directed SO1 to go 
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get immediate help from DMU, and then she gave an update over the radio and requested 

EMS be called to attend. 

Within seconds, the DMU paramedic and other officers and Community Peace Officers 

attended the rear of the van and assisted in removing AP from it. The handcuffs were 

removed, and first aid was started. This included the use of an AED (automated external 

defibrillator) and the administering of NARCAN. SO2 assisted with chest compressions 

under direction of the paramedic until relieved by EMS. AP was then transported to the 

hospital. 

Video evidence 

CCTV from the Hotel was obtained. There is no audio accompanying the video clips. One 

video clip shows the subject officers arriving at the front of the Hotel and then leaving 

their vehicle as they go look for AP. Another camera shows AP in the back parking lot 

pacing about. AP is largely obscured due to trees being in the way. However, you can see 

him standing in one place as the officers come into the lot and approach him. The officers 

approach and then remain approximately 10 feet away from him, and appear to be 

conversing with AP. A number of moments later, AP can be seen falling backwards on 

his own, as the officers started to approach him. The officers appear to assist AP stand up, 

and appear to then handcuff him. The officers can be seen escorting him out of the parking 

lot, with an officer on either side of him. At one point it appears that AP’s pants fall down, 

and the officers assist in pulling them back up. The officers are seen in a different video 

clip walking with AP through the lobby and out the front doors. The front camera shows 

the officers walking AP to the rear of the van. Given the camera angle and the way the 

van was parked, one cannot actually see AP enter into the back of the van. The only use 

of force observed in any of the video clips, would be the handcuffing of AP in the rear 

parking lot. While AP does fall backwards, he does this on his own and the officers are 

standing some distance away when that happened. Also of note is that in all the videos 

available, AP is walking on his own. While he is being escorted on either side by the 

officers, there is nothing showing that he is markedly unstable on his feet. Rather, he 

appears to be walking with them without any issues. 

Autopsy Report 

An autopsy was conducted on AP. ASIRT received a copy of the autopsy report from the 

Office of the Chief Medical Examiner (OCME). The pathologist’s finding for the 

immediate cause of AP’s death was Hypoxic ischemic encephalopathy (anoxic brain 

injury) due to or as a consequence of combined opioid (fentanyl), methamphetamine, 

cocaine and ethanol intoxication. The report also stated, in part: 
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Fentanyl is a potent opioid drug known to cause profound respiratory depression and 

sudden death; methamphetamine and cocaine are stimulant drugs known to induce 

abnormal heart rhythms (cardiac arrhythmia), heart attack (myocardial infarction) and 

cardiac arrest; ethanol is a central nervous system depressant. Combinations of drugs and 

alcohol may have cumulative and synergistic toxic effects. 

Conclusion 

ASIRT was directed to investigate the death of the AP as it occurred in circumstances 

involving him being in the custody of the EPS, at the time he went into medical distress.  

In this case, it is clear that the only physical contact by police on AP, was in the process of 

arresting him. This was accomplished by helping him to his feet, and thereafter placing 

handcuffs on him. No other “force” was used prior to AP going into medical distress 

while being transport to DMU.  

Immediately upon recognizing AP to be in medical distress, the subject officers sought 

and provided emergency first aid to AP until EMS arrived and was transported to 

hospital. While AP was stabilized, he ultimately passed away approximately one week 

later.  

As previously noted, the OCME reported the immediate cause of AP’s death to be 

Hypoxic ischemic encephalopathy (anoxic brain injury) due to or as a consequence of 

combined opioid (fentanyl), methamphetamine, cocaine and ethanol intoxication. 

Given the foregoing, while AP’s death was untimely and tragic, there are no reasonable 

grounds, nor reasonable suspicion, to believe that either of the subject officers committed 

an offence(s).  

ASIRT’s investigation having been completed and our mandate fulfilled, I have 

concluded our file. 
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