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DISCLAIMER: In accordance with the Community Safety and Policing Act and the Freedom of Information
and Protection of Privacy Act, the summary below has been de-identified to remove the personal information
of individuals, including public complainants and persons who were the subject of the investigation.

DE-IDENTIFIED SUMMARY UNDER SECTION 167(2) OF THE CSPA
Original Police Service: Date of Complaint: 08/22/2024
Type of Investigation:

Referred to Same Service:(®)  Referred to Other Service: ()  Retained by LECA:O

Service Investigations Referred to:

|| De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

On August 19th, 2024, the Complainant attended the rear of olice Service. The male
stood on the public sidewalk and recorded the entrance and exit area of the
- acilities, marked cruisers and other-vehicles are parked in this area.

Theses actions drew the attention of an officer as they were departing Headquarters in a police
vehicle and they returned to the area to speak with him. During the conversation the complainant
held a cellular phone up and was wearing what appeared to be a body worn camera on his chest.
Two other officers also attended the area.

While two officers engaged in a conversation on the sidewalk, the complainant approached them.
One of the officers told him to leave and pushed the male back as he continued to approach him.
The male approached them again. The officer explained that they are investigating the situation
and pushed the male away again. They then moved their conversation further away on the
sidewalk while a third officer spoke to the male regarding the interaction.

The male was not arrested during the interaction and there were no reported injuries.
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Ontario !

Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Count One — Interactions with the Public
Relevant Code of Conduct Legislation:

11(1) A police officer shall not use force unless,

(a) The force is used for the purpose of carrying out a duty;

(b) The officer is entitled, by statue or common law, to use force for the purpose of carrying out that day;
(c) The officer is acting on reasonable grounds; and

(d) The force used in no more than is necessary given the circumstances.

|| Decision and Reasons

Based on the totality of the evidence, it was determined that the male willfully obstructed a peace
officer in the execution of his duties. The officer had a duty to investigate the males actions based
on the concerns of the first officer and his own observations. When the officers attempted to have
a conversation, the male refused to provide them space, which not only interfered with their duty
to investigate but also raised officer safety concerns. The officer was lawfully positioned in the
execution of his duties and the force used was reasonable under the circumstances. It was found
that the officers response to the males actions are justified when measured against the standards
under the Ontario Use of Force Model, the Policing Standards Manual of Ontario and the Criminal
Code.

The male was not arrested during this interaction, however it was found that the level of force
used by the officer was lawful and authorized by Section 25 of the Criminal Code of Canada, as it
was “reasonable” and “necessary” to safely investigate the actions of the male to determine if an
offence had been committed.

The officer appropriately considered the force used in this situation, in accordance with his
training pursuant to the Ontario Public-Police Interactions Training Aid (2023), Procedure
governing use of force and his legal authority to use force under Section 25 of the Criminal Code.
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