
 

 

Court of Queen’s Bench of Alberta 
 
Citation: R v Mbaye, 2020 ABQB 698 
 

Date: 20201113 

Docket: 190421974Q1 

Registry: Edmonton 

 

Between: 

 

Her Majesty the Queen 
Crown 

- and - 

 

Ahmadou Bamba Mbaye 
Accused 

 

 

Restriction on Publication 
Identification Ban – See the Criminal Code, section 486.4. 

By Court Order, information that may identify the victim or witnesses must not be 

published, broadcast, or transmitted in any way. 

NOTE: This judgment is intended to comply with the identification ban. 

 

_______________________________________________________ 

 

Oral Ruling of the 

Honourable Mr. Justice A.W. Germain 

(Sentence) 
_______________________________________________________ 

 

A. Introduction  

[1] On Wednesday, October 14, 2020, by accepting a guilty plea, I convicted Ahmadou 

Bamba Mbaye of second-degree murder in relation to the death of his wife BN.  

[2] The purpose of this ruling is to discuss the facts and then determine a fit and appropriate 

sentence to impose on Mr. Mbaye.  

[3] Although my decision will be released in writing, I am delivering it orally at this time so 

that Mr. Mbaye can have some of my comments translated to him from English to French, and 

other interested parties can hear my sentencing comments. In the published material, I reserve 

the right to utilize headings and also reserve the right to correct grammar errors and slips of the 

lip. Of course, I will not be changing the details of my comments. 
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B. The Sentencing Submissions of Counsel 

[4] Counsel anchored their submissions around the Agreed Statement of Facts. That 

document, constituting as it does, a full confession of guilt, must be accepted by me and become 

the underlying facts upon which my sentence is based. As the Agreed Statement of Facts is 

accepted by me, to economize on time, I will not recite every fact but simply remind everyone 

that it is the first exhibit in this sentencing hearing. [Schedule 1 to these reasons.] 

[5] Counsel also filed written material and made oral submissions both about the facts and 

the ultimate sentence that should be imposed. These materials were of assistance. Counsel agree 

about several items. The first of these is that Mr. Mbaye having been convicted by me of second-

degree murder must be sentenced to a sentence of life imprisonment. Both also agree that a 

firearms prohibition must be imposed, and a sample of DNA must be provided.  They also 

agreed on a prohibition about communication between Mr. Mbaye and his two daughters. And 

finally, they both agreed that there should be no victim fine surcharge imposed upon Mr. Mbaye 

in this case.  

[6] Where Counsel part company is on the amount of time which should pass before Mr. 

Mbaye becomes eligible to even apply for parole. It is the submission of the Crown that this 

period be set at 16 to 18 years. The submission of the Defence is that period should be 12 to 14 

years. 

[7] The Crown points to the egregious facts and the extreme level of violence, some taking 

place in public display. The Crown emphasizes the multiple stab wounds inflicted on BN and the 

reality that Parliament has expressed the view that domestic violence leading to death must be 

sanctioned aggressively and that conduct deterred. 

[8] The Defence reminds me of Mr. Mbaye’s positive pre-offence history, post-offence 

cooperation and an early expression to plead guilty. These key differences shapes the 

submissions.   

[9] The Defence acknowledges the seriousness of the offense but points out that this is dealt 

with by the life imprisonment sentence and that increasing parole ineligibility puts the Court in a 

position of attempting to read the future about whether Mr. Mbaye can and will be rehabilitated 

during his lifetime.  

 

C. Legal Analysis 

1. The Facts  

[10] For the purpose of sentencing, the facts are taken directly from the Agreed Statement of 

Facts. On May 6, 2018, (the day prior to the killing), Mr. Mbaye had flowers, chocolates and a 

card delivered to BN during her school day thanking her for what she does for the children. This 

led to a planned meeting on May 7, 2018, in her home, to discuss the children. 
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[11] Based on calls to 911 at around 3:30 in the afternoon on May 7, 2018, members of the 

public heard the disturbance, and some members of the public saw parts of Mr. Mbaye killing 

BN using at least three knives and causing 71 cuts and stab injuries to her body. There were 39 

classified as incise cuts, but 32 were classified as stab wounds running more deeply into the 

body. Five of the stab wounds penetrated BN’s chest cavity and damaged both her heart and her 

lungs. The blade of one knife broke off and remained embedded in her heart. This number of 

wounds, their placement, and the resulting blood loss, led to death.  

[12] There were multiple defence wounds. 

[13] This killing was graphic and horrifying and as BN managed to partly get out of the 

apartment through the patio door, members of the public actually saw some of the wounds being 

inflicted. 

[14] More detail about these injuries can be gleaned from the Agreed Statement of Facts and 

the related filed photographs. But, let me summarize. This was an aggressive brutal knife attack 

leading to death of BN by her husband presumably over a dispute relating to child rearing issues 

and that fact that she was moving on intending to divorce Mr. Mbaye.  

[15] Mr. Mbaye does not deny the incident. He called 911 at 3:41 PM having killed his wife 

by then. He identified himself as Bamba, a name which he goes by at work. He admitted he 

stabbed his wife and that she needed help. He stayed on the phone with the 911 operator until the 

police entered her home and found him in the apartment with her body. Civilians alerted to the 

screams of the victim, kept watch over the front and back doors to ensure that he did not leave 

until the police arrived. He cooperated with the police, admitted her killing, and has pled guilty. 

2. The Victim Impact Statements 

[16] We heard emotional outpouring from the victims of this senseless death.  

[17] One came from a neighbor who witnessed some of this killing and was shattered by it. 

Even today giving her statement in court you can feel her emotional upset. Both daughters gave 

statements - one by video, the other in writing. Their sorrow remains. BN’s mother, brother, and 

sister expressed their grief of the loss of their loved one. The two young daughters of this couple, 

one now 12 years old and another nine years old, have effectively lost both their parents. They 

are the greatest victims of this crime! This was a senseless death and its impact ripples through 

the community like a pebble thrown into a still pond. The family had emigrated from Senegal, 

but still made friends and had attachments, two of the friends of BN in turn raised or are raising 

the children, to a better life in Canada. 

[18] The death radiated outward and affected many people in many negative ways. In those 

situations, we can only reach out to the family, friends, and loved ones of BN and express our 

sorrow. 

[19] I recognize as well that there is no sentence that I can impose that will please everybody 

and a sentence even one of life imprisonment will always be measured against a life that was 

taken. 
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[20] I must now put aside the emotion of the Victim Impact Statements and impose an 

appropriate sentence.  

3. The Sentence Imposed 

[21] My obligation is to consider and impose a fit and proper sentence. A sentencing judge 

must sentence an offender considering many things. The first of these is the legislative 

framework. Our Criminal Code outlines governing principles of sentencing starting at section 

718 and following.  

[22] However, in the case of second-degree murder these broad-based principles become 

focused very quickly, as section 745(c) of the Criminal Code indicates that a person convicted of 

second-degree murder must be sentenced to imprisonment for life. A life sentence in Canada 

means exactly that, the sentence never ends although after some period of time an individual 

convicted of murder may be released on parole.  

[23] The Criminal Code, in the case of second-degree murder, also allows me to set something 

called parole ineligibility. Individuals who attended this sentencing saw and heard this 

discussion.  

[24] It is also important to identify the reality that simply being able to apply for parole 

doesn’t mean you’re going to get it. It’s no different than when you apply for anything else- 

admission to school or a loan to buy a house. Simply being able to make the application does not 

guarantee the outcome. The Criminal Code however provides that I can move the time line of 

parole ineligibility up from 10 years but to no more than 25 years.  

[25] In Canada, parole is granted by the National Parole Board. A hearing is held and it is the 

modern practice to allow victims to attend and to submit submissions at those hearings. Parole 

hearings are not provided instantaneously and in the case of murder there is no guarantee and 

really no expectation that parole might be granted. Thus, how much time Mr. Mbaye serves in 

prison of his life imprisonment sentence is as much shaped by the Parole Board and his post 

sentence behavior as it is by my judgment. 

[26] In making this decision, section 745.4 of the Criminal Code indicates that I should look 

at the character of the offender, the nature of the offense and the circumstances surrounding its 

commission. In one of our leading references, the 2021 edition of Martin’s Annual Criminal 

Code the authors outline on page 1626 a useful summary relating to the principles in setting the 

period of parole ineligibility:  

As a general rule, the period of parole ineligibility shall be for 10 years but this can be 

ousted by a determination of the trial judge that, according to the criteria set out in this 

section, the accused should wait a longer period before having his suitability to be 

released into the general public assessed. Denunciation, future dangerousness and general 

as well as specific deterrence are relevant criteria in making that determination. An 

extension of the period of parole ineligibility would not be unusual, although it may well 

be that, in the median number of cases, a period of 10 years might still be imposed. 

[27] Both Crown and Defence have marshaled their arguments about each of these criteria.  
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[28] So, what of the character and circumstance of the offender?  

[29] Let me deal with the simple mathematics first of how much jail time Mr. Mbaye has 

already served. He has been in prison since May 7, 2018, to todays sentencing hearing; a period 

of nearly 2.5 years. The Parole Board at any future hearing will also consider his presentence jail 

time. I will also note that a portion of this remand time was during the height of the Covid-19 

pandemic lockdown where at the Remand Center like all provincial institutions limited 

socializing and exercise options were further curtailed. Likewise, the Parole Board may take that 

into account.  

[30] Mr. Mbaye presents to the Court with no criminal record. No real history with the police 

or law enforcement, gainful employment and the father of two children. He grew up in 

impoverished circumstances in Senegal but nevertheless with the help of an older sister was able 

to get a degree in engineering from a University in Dakar. He initially came to Canada alone to 

seek out a better life and was later joined by his wife and the two children. Later, the family went 

back to Senegal but the mother wanted her children raised in Canada so she returned with the 

children. Upon arrival in Edmonton she reported her fears of Mr. Mbaye to the RCMP.  

[31] Mr. Mbaye returned to Canada and was working in Fort McMurray but had just returned 

to Edmonton from Fort McMurray before the killing occurred. He is multilingual with his 

strongest language being French. To assist him in this procedure he was provided a French 

interpreter; however, it is clear that he can communicate in English and was able to work in the 

oil sands industry and instruct his legal counsel in English. It is only the more complex concepts 

of the criminal trial process for which he requires interpretive assistance. 

[32] During his period in the Remand Centre, he has attempted to mitigate against the impact 

of this crime. He has been cooperative and participating in self-betterment programs. There is no 

adverse comment raised about his time in the Remand Centre.  

[33] Further, two extensive psychiatric reports were commissioned to determine whether he 

was exempt from criminal responsibility as outlined in section 16 of the Criminal Code of 

Canada. Both of these reports reflect that he did understand the nature and consequence of his 

actions. In large part this conclusion was based on the coherence of his 911 call immediately 

following the stabbing.  

[34] Mr. Mbaye was probably depressed but throughout he was aware of the nature and 

circumstance of the stabbing. The medical experts were not able to articulate the exact motive for 

killing but I suggest it is a domestic dispute which led to significant anger and physical violence.  

[35] The extent to which Mr. Mbaye may have an underlying mental health condition that 

reflects some potential mitigation in sentence is stretching the interpretation of those medical 

reports too far. But it does appear he spent some time in a mental hospital in Dakar following 

stress and grief arising from a death of a family member. Rather than rely on the medical reports 

as a sentence (and therefore parole ineligibility) mitigator, I think a more balanced approach is to 

recommend to the authorities that Mr. Mbaye serve some part of the early part of his sentence at 

the Federal Regional Psychiatric Hospital in Saskatoon.  
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[36] Section 718.2 (a)(ii) does indicate that domestic violence  is a statutory aggravating factor 

and if it is to be a statutorily aggravating factor it is reasonable to imply that the minimum period 

of parole ineligibility reserved for all second-degree murder offenses must be seriously 

considered to be elevated in the case of partner violence. Section 718.2 (a) (iii) also must be 

given some consideration here as this was a long-term relationship and an implied position of 

trust that was violated by Mr. Mbaye in the cruel and savage stabbing of BN. Further, Mr. 

Mbaye entered the home of BN to facilitate the killing.   

[37] Thus, in trying to focus the factors that deal with the issue of increasing the parole 

ineligibility time I conclude that the parole ineligibility must be increased over the 10-year 

minimum based in part on the fact that this is a violent domestic homicide. 

[38] I agree with Mr. Royal’s submission that important factors mitigating against a 

significant increase is the general acceptance of responsibility (with perhaps some minor 

backtracking while in the presence of psychiatric professionals) coupled with an early expression 

to plead guilty, and a reach out to try to get aid for the dead or dying victim. These are important 

factors and they speak strongly against the Crown’s submission that parole ineligibility be 

extended to 16 years. 

[39] Both Crown and Defence supplied precedents of how judges have sentenced in other 

second-degree murder cases. However, sentencing is an individualized activity and no two cases 

are the same. The cases taken in their entirety reflect that in the case of domestic homicide some 

increase over the minimum 10-year parole ineligibility period is common. Increased parole 

ineligibility in the case of domestic homicide to at least 15 years is not an uncommon conclusion.  

Other cases have imposed greater periods but yet, as submitted by defence, there are cases 

likewise where either the Parole Board is left unencumbered to consider this issue or the parole 

ineligibility period is extended only marginally.  

[40] Mr. Mbaye is currently 43 years of age. Even at the minimum, he would not be eligible to 

apply for parole until he was around 51 years of age, at a time when individuals are usually 

planning retirement. When Mr. Mbaye addressed the Court, he indicated that he felt extreme 

remorse; he broke down and was unable to complete his statement which expressed 

uncontrollable sorrow for that which he had done. If I extend the ineligible period out to the time 

suggested by the Crown we would have Mr. Mbaye in jail until nearly 60 years of age with no 

eligibility to even apply for parole. Mr. Mbaye’s age is one of the factors that suggest that this 

issue might be best handled in the future by the Parole Board based on Mr. Mbaye’s 

rehabilitative efforts and whether he presents any danger to society with his supervised or 

controlled release.  

[41] Judges have commented favorably about the unique position the Parole Board is in, at the 

appropriate future time, to consider issues such as rehabilitation and public risk in attempting to 

craft (if possible) a safe release back into the community. The Parole Board is trained and has the 

expertise to deal with these difficult questions and more important the information that they base 

their decisions on will be more current, precise and accurate rather than speculative about how 

the future will unfold. In a case such as this it is best, in my view, not to unduly tie their hands.  
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[42] I turn now to deliver my sentence. I have concluded that I must reject both the proposal 

of the Crown and of the Accused as to the parole ineligibility period.  

[43] Mr. Mbaye would you please stand. 

[44] First, I prohibit you under section 109 of the Criminal Code from possession of any 

firearm or weapon as defined in the Criminal Code for the period described in that section 

commencing from your release from prison.  

[45] I further direct you to provide a sample of your DNA which will be retained in the 

records of law enforcement in Canada and in countries where there is a sharing relationship to 

assist in the identification of you in other criminal activity or to exonerate you from that other 

criminal activity.  

[46] Next, under section 743.21 of the Criminal Code, I prohibit you from communicating 

with your daughters during the custodial portion of your sentence, with the further condition that 

after they are adults you may only communicate with them in writing.  

[47] You have plead guilty to second-degree murder; it is my duty now to impose a sentence 

upon you of life imprisonment. 

[48] In addition, as provided by section 745.4 of the Criminal Code, I extend the period of 

time during which you are ineligible to apply for parole from 10 years to 14 years.  

[49] Finally, I confirm my recommendation that you serve the initial portion of your sentence 

at the Regional Psychiatric Centre in Saskatoon so that any mental health issues that may exist 

can be properly dealt with.  

[50] At the expiration of all appeal periods the exhibits will be surrendered to the Crown for 

handling in accordance with their practice. 

 

Delivered orally at the City of Edmonton, Alberta, on October 14, 2020. 

 

 

 A.W. Germain 

J.C.Q.B.A. 
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Appearances: 

 

Allison M. Downey-Damato QC 

for the Crown 

 

Peter Royal QC  

for Mr. A. B. Mbaye 
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 Schedule 1: AGREED STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 655 or 724 of the Criminal Code of Canada, the following 

numbered paragraphs contain facts which are alleged by the Crown and admitted by the 

Accused, for the purpose of dispensing with formal proof thereof, support the following charge 

that the Accused: 

 

Count 1: On or about the 7th day of May, 2018, at or near Edmonton, Alberta, did 

unlawfully cause the death of BN, thereby committing second degree murder, contrary to 

section 235(1) of the Criminal Code of Canada. 

 

Background 

1. On May 7, 2018, the Accused Ahmadou Bamba Mbaye murdered his estranged wife, BN. 

 

2. At the time of the murder, the Accused was 41 years old and BN was 33 years old. 

 

3. The Accused and BN were first cousins who were born, raised, and married in Senegal.  

Their mothers are sisters. 

 

4. The Accused and BN had two daughters.  One10 year-old and her sister who was 7 years 

old. 

 

5. The Accused immigrated to Canada and first settled in Quebec under a skilled worker 

program.  He became a permanent resident in Canada on July 7, 2008.  BN followed him 

to Canada and became a permanent resident on April 24, 2009. 

 

6. The couple lived with their family in various Canadian cities.  They disagreed about 

whether they should raise their daughters in Senegal or in Canada. While BN wanted their 

daughters to grow up in Canada, the Accused preferred they grow up in Senegal. 

 

7. In July of 2015, the whole family returned to Senegal.  A rift had developed between the 

Accused and BN by this time because BN did not want their children to remain in 

Senegal.  BN and the children left for Canada without the Accused’s knowledge.  

 

8. BN arrived in Leduc, Alberta, on December 26, 2016, and immediately reported that the 

Accused had taken the children’s passports when they were in Senegal.  BN expressed 

fears to RCMP that The Accused would take the children back to Senegal without her 

consent. 

 

9. BN then settled in Edmonton, Alberta, with her two daughters. In May of 2018, BN was 

attending a continuing education school in Edmonton. Her daughters were attending 

primary school in Edmonton. 
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10. At the relevant time in May 2018, BN was living with her daughters in an apartment in 

Edmonton. 

 

11. In the meantime, the Accused returned to Canada sometime in 2017 and obtained well-

paying skilled employment in Fort McMurray. He was living separately from BN in Fort 

McMurray in housing provided by his employer. 

 

12. In February and March of 2018, BN had sought assistance from a volunteer support 

worker for Francophone immigrants specifically in relation to seeking a divorce from the 

Accused and obtaining child support. 

 

Events immediately preceding the murder 

 

13.  In the days before the murder, the Accused was no longer working and left Fort 

McMurray.  He came to Edmonton and applied to move into the same apartment complex 

where BN was living with the children. This was an apartment complex composed of 

multiple buildings.  

 

14. On May 6, 2018, the day preceding the murder, the Accused had flowers, chocolates, and 

a card delivered to BN during her school day. The inscription on the card read in French: 

“Thank you for all that you do for the children. From their Papa. – Bamba Mbaye”. 

 

15. BN and the Accused planned to meet on May 7, 2018, in order to discuss the children. 

Data from BN’s cellphone shows that she returned to her home at 2:54 PM on May 7, 

2018. 

 

16. On May 7, 2018, when the Accused attended BN’s residence; he had condoms in his 

pants.  

 

17. Sometime between, 2:54 PM and 3:36 PM on May 7, 2018, the Accused joined BN in her 

home. Starting at approximately 3:36 PM on May 7, 2018, six 911 calls were placed 

concerning a disturbance in BN’s apartment. 

 

18. Only the Accused and BN were present in her apartment at the relevant time. Their 

daughters were still in school at the time of the murder. 

 

The Murder 

 

19. The Accused murdered BN by using at least three knives to cause 71 sharp force injuries 

to her body.  Of these injuries, 39 were classified as incised cuts running wider on the 

surface than they are deep; 32 were classified as stab wounds running deeper into they 

body then they are wide on the surface. 
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20. The medical examiner found that BN died from fatal blood loss caused by multiple stab 

wounds. 

 

21. Based on the number of stab wounds and the use of multiple knifes, the intent to kill can 

be inferred.  

 

22. In the course of the murder, BN’s shirt was removed and the Accused stabbed and cut her 

multiple times with at least three different knives.  

 

23. The Accused broke three knives during the murder in the course of stabbing BN.  

 

a. One serrated edge “steak knife” type knife was found in BN’s kitchen near her 

body with its plastic handle broken off its bloodied metal blade. This knife is 

shown in photograph 49 contained in the Exhibit Photos, Exhibit GWS21. 

 

b. A second serrated edge “steak knife” type blade was found embedded and broken 

off in BN’s heart in the course of her autopsy. A corresponding detached plastic 

steak knife handle was found at the scene of the murder by police.  This knife is 

shown in photographs 97 and 98 of the Exhibit Photos, Exhibits GWS57 and 

GWS22.  This blade is also depicted in the autopsy photos at pages 101 to 109. 

 

c. A bloodied metal butter knife was found at the scene of the murder with its blade 

bent until almost perpendicular to the handle. This knife is shown in photograph 

60 contained of the Exhibit Photos, Exhibit GWS24, as well as the Scene photos 

in photographs 71 and 72. 

 

24. BN’s shirt was somehow removed during the murder.  Her white shirt was found at the 

murder scene with a visible bloody handprint on the back. The Accused also damaged her 

bra clasp during the struggle.  The shirt is shown in photographs 54 to 59 of the Exhibit 

Photos, Exhibit GWS23. 

 

25. The 71 sharp force knife injuries are all over BN’s body including on her face, chest 

(front), abdomen, upper back, left forearm, and hands. Ten of the 32 stab wounds are to 

BN’s chest, neck, and upper back area. Of those, five stab wounds penetrated into her 

chest cavity causing damage to the heart and lungs. A broken off blade from one knife 

remained embedded in her heart. 

 

26. Multiple incised wounds on both of BN’s hands and inside her left forearm are defensive 

wounds showing that she was trying to protect herself with her bare hands. 

 

27. The Accused did not suffer any wounds except for minor nicks and cuts to his fingers 

caused by the stabbing. 
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28. In addition to the 71 sharp force wounds, the Accused also caused ten blunt force injuries 

to BN. 

 

29. The assault and murder of BN culminated in the kitchen of her home and on the outside 

back patio. The patio is immediately adjacent to the kitchen as the back door to the 

apartment allows access from the kitchen directly onto the back outdoor patio.  The 

kitchen murder scene is partially shown in photograph 146 in the Scene Photos.  

Photograph 54 of the Scene Photos shows blood pooling on the patio just outside the back 

door to the kitchen.  

 

30. Bloodstain pattern analysis from the kitchen confirms that there were spatter stains 

consistent with impact to a liquid blood source, indicating that force such as a stabbing 

blow was applied to BN when she was already bleeding.  Other blood stains on the walls 

and carpet in the living room area, in conjunction with items strewn on the floor, show 

that there was also a disturbance outside of the kitchen. 

 

Eyewitness Evidence 

 

31. One neighbour, who lived immediately to the north of BN’s apartment, their apartments 

sharing a common wall, witnessed a portion of the murder. 

 

32. This first neighbour heard yelling and a crash. The neighbour looked outside and saw BN 

prone on the ground, lying on her front. BN was halfway out her patio door with her head, 

arms and shoulders on the outside patio deck while her legs and lower body remained in 

her kitchen.  The Accused was over top of BN and was repeatedly stabbing her in the 

upper back.  He appeared to look up at at least one witness while continuing to stab BN in 

the back area. 

 

33. A second neighbour, who lived in the basement suite immediately below BN’s suite, also 

witnessed a portion of the murder.  This second neighbour came up the stairs out of his 

suite and saw BN lying on her patio with the Accused on her back. Another neighbour 

observed that BN was screaming and reaching out for help while the Accused was lying 

on top of her stabbing her in the back. Another neighbour saw that the Accused appeared 

to be armed with a steak knife. 

 

34. Blood pooling in photograph 54 referenced above confirms eyewitness accounts that the 

Accused stabbed BN on the patio.  

 

Response to the Murder 

 

35. Police began to receive 911 calls in relation to this murder at 3:36 PM on May 7, 2018. 

Five civilian witness callers reported hearing either yelling, screaming or actually 

witnessed the stabbing.  
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36. The Accused also called 911 at 3:41 pm.  He identified himself as “Bamba” and gave the 

address of the incident.  He stated that his wife needs help and that he had stabbed her. 

The Accused remained on the phone with the 911 operator until police entered BN’s home 

and found him in the apartment with her body. 

 

37. A group of civilians, alerted to BN’s screams, kept watch over the front and back doors of 

the apartment and ensured that the Accused did not leave before police arrived.  

 

38. Police arrived at 3:42 pm. They discovered the Accused in the suite.  He lay on the floor 

in response to police commands and was still on the phone with the 911 operator.  He was 

arrested shortly thereafter.  

 

39. At the same time, police discovered BN lying on the floor of the kitchen.  She was 

bleeding, shirtless, not breathing, and had obvious injuries including stab wounds.  Police 

attempted to assist her and were unable to find a pulse at that time.  EMS arrived very 

shortly thereafter and determined that she was already deceased. 

 

40. The Accused and BN were the only two persons in the suite when police arrived. 

 

41. Police seized the Accused’s clothing as well as swabs of blood from his hands. The 

Accused’s clothing and hands were stained with BN’s blood. 

 

42. The Accused was interviewed by police during which time he admitted only that no one 

was present other than BN and himself, that he had purchased the flowers for her as a 

Mother’s Day gift, and that he had arrived at her home at around 3 pm.  The Accused said 

that he has been in a relationship with BN for over ten years and that he was still in love 

with her. 

 

43. Police searched for BN’s daughters at their school and discovered that they had been 

picked up by a family friend and were located in the vicinity of their apartment complex. 

 

44. The two girls were advised of their mother’s death during the evening of May 7, 2018, by 

specialized staff at the Zebra Child Advocacy Centre.  One of the girls responded to the 

news with a fixed shocked gaze.  The other cried so hard that her nose began to bleed. 

 

45. Police took photos of the Scene, Exhibits, and Autopsy.  These photos are admitted and 

attached as the second Appendix to this Agreed Statement of Facts. 

 

The above facts are admitted as proven this 14th day of October, 2020. 

 

___________________________________  ______________________________ 

Ahmadou Bamba Mbaye    Peter J. Royal, QC 
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Accused      Counsel for the Accused 

 

 

 

________________________________  ______________________________ 

Allison M. Downey-Damato, QC   Translated into French orally by: 

Crown Counsel 
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