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STATE OF KANSAS 
Tenth Judicial District 

Steve Howe, District Attorney 
PRESS RELEASE - FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

 
From: Steve Howe   Date: November 21, 2022 
(Olathe, KS) 
 

OFFICER INVOLVED SHOOTING July 27, 2022 
 

SYNOPSIS 
 

On July 27, 2022, a Gardner Police Officer encountered Connor Ditlevson in a residential 
area of Gardner, Kansas. Ditlevson fired his handgun toward the officer.  A short time later 
Ditlevson pointed the handgun at the same officer, who then fired one round toward Ditlevson. 
Neither man was struck by the other’s bullets. Ditlevson then shot himself. Officers recovered 
Ditlevson’s handgun, rendered first aid, and took him into custody.  

 
ATTEMPTS FOR MEDICAL INTERVENTION 

 
On the morning of Wednesday, July 27, 2022, Connor Ditlevson’s parents attempted to 

check him into the VA hospital or another medical facility because of an ongoing mental health 
crisis.  These issues became severe enough that Lenexa police were summoned to the Lenexa 
VA facility.  The officers gave Ditlevson the option of going to the VA hospital in Missouri 
voluntarily or he could be involuntarily committed in Kansas. Ditlevson agreed to go voluntarily. 
He willingly got into an ambulance. The Lenexa officers believed Ditlevson would be 
transported to the VA Hospital in Missouri.  

 
Inside the ambulance, Ditlevson told paramedics he was going to run away if given the 

opportunity. Med-Act decided to transport him to Olathe Medical Center (OMC). Lenexa 
officers accompanied Ditlevson to the OMC emergency room. The officers stayed in the waiting 
room for approximately 30 minutes before being assured that they could leave Mr.  Ditlevson in 
the care of medical personnel. They left OMC.     

 
Shortly thereafter Connor Ditlevson left the OMC. This occurred because staff and 

security were unsure whether he was there voluntarily or admitted for involuntary commitment.  
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ATTEMPTS TO LOCATE DITLEVSON 
 

Ditlevson summoned a car service for a ride back to his residence in Gardner. The ride 
departed OMC at 3:22 pm. His family learned that he left the hospital and was headed to their 
home in Gardner. 

 
The family called 911 at around 3:32 p.m. and asked officers to go to their home and 

locate Ditlevson.  They told the dispatcher about his suicidal comments and the attempts to 
hospitalize him.   

 
Ditlevson arrived at the Gardner residence at 3:33 pm.  He went into the home and 

retrieved a handgun from a safe.  His younger brother, who was inside the home, told 
Ditlevson’s parents about this. The family called 911 a second time to let them know that they 
believed Ditlevson had obtained a firearm. His brother tried to intervene, but Ditlevson ran out of 
the house.   

 
Ditlevson’s parents arrived shortly thereafter.  His mother told 911 that he was heading 

west towards New Life Church.  Ditlevson’s father and brother began to chase after him.  They 
got to within 10 to 15 feet of Ditlevson when he fired multiple gunshots into the ground.  
Ditlevson’s mother reported these gunshots to 911 operators.   

 
Church surveillance video showed that at approximately 3:41 pm, Connor walked 

through the parking lot of the nearby New Life Community Church with a gun in his hand.  
 
 

LAW ENFORCEMENT RESPONSE 
 

Gardner Police Officer #1 (Officer #1) was the primary officer dispatched to the check-
the-welfare call regarding Ditlevson. Officer #1 knew that Ditlevson was suffering from a mental 
health issue and had left Olathe Medical Center, returned home, and obtained a gun before 
leaving the house. While enroute to the area, Officer #1 learned that the family had updated 
dispatch that he had a gun, was on foot, and had fired rounds. When Officer #1 arrived near the 
church, he was flagged down by Ditlevson’s parents.  

 
Gardner Police Officer #2 (Officer #2) responded to the call to assist the primary officer. 

He heard all of the updates provided by dispatchers: the subject had run into the church parking 
lot and had fired his gun. 

 
Officer #1 contacted Ditlevson’s father, who confirmed that Ditlevson still had a gun. 

Several more Gardner Police units arrived at the scene.  
 
Officer #2 arrived at the location in his marked patrol car, which was equipped with a 

dashboard camera. He was wearing a body-worn camera.  He spotted Ditlevson running 
southbound on the east side of Moonlight Road. 
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THE USE OF FORCE 
 

At first, Officer #2 did not see a gun and did not believe Ditlevson was a threat. Officer 
#2 pulled up next to Ditlevson and rolled down his window and called out “Hey Connor, you 
might as well stop running, man.”  

 
A short time later Officer #2 parked his patrol car and got out to pursue Ditlevson on 

foot. Ditlevson was running northbound on the east side of Moonlight Road. Officer #2 knew it 
was a “bad area” for an armed subject to be fleeing because an elementary school was in session 
approximately 100 yards away.  Officer #2 believed Ditlevson posed a threat to others and 
himself and needed to be taken into custody.  

 
As seen on his body camera video, Officer #2 unholstered his taser as he was running 

after him.  Ditlevson then fired his handgun once. Officer #2 believed the handgun was fired at 
him. Officer #2 stated he was “worried for my own life and safety.” Officer #2 was not struck.  
When Ditlevson fired his gun, Officer #2 stopped, turned his body away from Ditlevson, 
dropped his taser, unholstered his service handgun and took cover behind a tree.  

  
Ditlevson was laying on the ground as Officer #2 gave him repeated verbal commands to 

drop the gun. Officer #2 switched his handgun to his left hand and attempted to use his radio 
with his right. Officer #2 saw Ditlevson then sit up, raised his right hand holding the gun, and 
aimed the handgun beneath his own chin. Ditlevson then brought the gun down where it was 
pointed towards officer #2. Officer #2 then fired one round that did not strike Ditlevson.   

 
Ditlevson then lowered the gun again and laid down on his back for a moment. While 

laying on the ground Ditlevson brought up the gun to his chin and shot himself.   
 
Officer #1, who had come to the location where Ditlevson was, heard the gunshot and 

observed Officer #2 against a nearby tall tree as if he was taking cover.  Ditlevson was on the 
ground, then lifted up his shirt and pulled out a handgun from his waistband. Officer #1 saw this 
and shouted several times “drop the gun, drop the gun.” Ditlevson then pointed his gun at Officer 
#2.  

 
 Officer #2 fired one round.  Ditlevson again laid back down then appeared to point the 

gun to the underside of his own chin and a third gunshot was heard.  Ditlevson shot himself, then 
dropped the gun. Officer #1 saw Ditlevson shoot himself.  

 
Officer #1 stated he was scared and thought Ditlevson “was going to shoot Officer #2.” 

When asked if he was scared for Officer #2’s life, Officer #1 said “Yes, it happened so quickly, 
in a matter of seconds.”  

 
When asked about his mindset during the shooting, Officer #2 expressed concern for his 

life, his fellow officers and the people in the school nearby. 
 

Officers recovered Ditlevson’s gun, called for medical attention, and placed him in 
custody. Officer assisted him with his injuries until medical officials arrived at the scene.   
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ANALYSIS OF KANSAS LAW 

 
K.S.A. 21-5222, Defense of a person, states, in part:  

(a) A person is justified in the use of force against another when and to the 
extent it appears to such person and such person reasonably believes that such use 
of force is necessary to defend such person or a third person against such other’s 
imminent use of unlawful force. 

(b) A person is justified in the use of deadly force under circumstances 
described in subsection (a) if such person reasonably believes that such use of 
deadly force is necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily harm to such 
person or third person. 

(c) Nothing in this section shall require a person to retreat if such person is 
using force to protect such person or a third person.  

 
Separate and apart from the general self-defense statute set forth above, K.S.A. 21-5227 
authorizes law enforcement to use force when “making a lawful arrest.” They need not retreat or 
desist from making the arrest in the face of resistance by the arrestee. Officers may use deadly 
force if they reasonably believe that such force is necessary to prevent death or great bodily harm 
to themselves or others.  
 
The United States Supreme Court has mandated that a “totality of the circumstances” approach 
be considered when reviewing the legality of an officer’s use of force. Graham v. Connor, 490 
U.S. 386, 396 (1989). Additionally, the reasonableness of a particular use of force “must be 
judged form the perspective of a reasonable officer on the scene, rather than with the 20/20 
vision of hindsight.” Graham, 490 U.S. at 396. “The calculus of reasonableness must 
embody allowance for the fact that police officers are often forced to make split-second 
judgments—in circumstances that are tense, uncertain, and rapidly evolving—about the amount 
of force that is necessary in a particular situation.” Graham, 490 U.S. at 396-397.  
 

Before Officer #2’s encountered Connor Ditlevson, dispatchers provided the officer a 
number of important details This included the information that Ditlevson was a suicidal subject 
who had acquired a handgun and later fired it. It was unknown at the time whether he fired the 
handgun at anyone or merely discharged it. The officer was also aware that a school was a short 
distance away from Ditlevson’s last known location. 

  
Police had a reasonable basis upon which to pursue Ditlevson both to check his welfare 

and to investigate the circumstances of his shooting the firearm that was reported by family 
members minutes earlier. When officers encountered Ditlevson, they quickly confirmed that he 
was armed with a handgun.  Officer #2 first attempted to de-escalate the situation with verbal 
commands, before training his taser on Ditlevson. Only after Ditlevson fired a shot in Officer 
#2’s direction did Officer #2 dispense with the taser and train his own handgun on Ditlevson.  
 

USE OF DEADLY FORCE WAS JUSTIFIED 
 

Ditlevson lifted his shirt and pulled a handgun from his waistband in view of the officer. 
Multiple officers gave him multiple verbal commands to drop the handgun, which he refused to 
do. Ditlevson then pointed the handgun to his chin and then in the direction of Officer #2.  Only  
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then did Officer #2 fire one round at Ditlevson.  When Ditlevson leveled his firearm at Officer 
#2, he had probable cause to arrest Ditlevson for a felony—aggravated assault on a law 
enforcement officer. Under K.S.A. 21-5227, which authorizes law enforcement to use force 
when “making a lawful arrest,” Officer #2 then had authority to utilize deadly force to arrest 
Ditlevson given such force was necessary to prevent death or great bodily harm to himself for 
others. See K.S.A. 21-5227. 
 

Officer #2 also had a right to use deadly force in defense of himself and others. Officer 
#2 stated he was concerned for his own life and safety of others.  One round had already been 
fired at him. Officer #2 was not struck, but at that moment was “scared to fucking death. The 
dude shot at me, he pointed a gun at me. I was worried that he was going to shoot me again or try 
to shoot Officer #1 or try to shoot my supervisor.”  

 
Kansas law requires a two-step analysis in evaluating a self-defense claim involving 

deadly force. First, the claimant must have an actual (subjective) belief that using deadly force 
was necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily harm to himself or someone else. 
Second, that belief must be objectively reasonable. See State v. McCullough, 293 Kan. 970, 270 
P.3d 1142 (2015).  

 
Officer #2 had a subjective belief that Ditlevson presented an imminent risk of death or 

great bodily harm to himself, his law enforcement partners, or even others in the area, including 
the nearby elementary school. 
 

Objective facts, as evidenced by multiple camera angles and statements of multiple 
officers, aside from Officer #2, the individual who employed deadly force, supported Officer 
#2’s subjective belief that his life was in danger. Multiple officers saw Ditlevson with a firearm 
and either saw or heard the shot he fired at Officer #2. Under all the applicable legal statutes and 
cases cited above, it was reasonable for Officer #2 to use deadly force—to discharge his 
department-issued handgun—against Ditlevson.  
 

Therefore, the officer will not face criminal charges for the shooting that happened on 
July 27, 2022. 

 
#### 

 


