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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: _

Type of Investigation:

0)

Referred to Same Service: Referred to Other Service: Retained by LECA:

Service Investigations Referred to:

|| De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

police who requested he leave a park area with his tent. Police were responding to a civilian
complaint of a tent that had been set up in a public park in close proximity to a playground. The
Affected Person was the occupant of the tent. The two Respondent Officers engaged with the
Affected Person and requested he leave the area which he did not want to do but did leave after
speaking with Police.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

§Allegation 1 of 1: Sec. 10 (1) - Conduct Undermines Public Trust

A police officer shall not conduct themselves in a manner that undermines, or is likely to
-undermine, public trust in policing.

‘Sources of Information:

‘a) Recording of call for service

b) Police radio transmissions in relation to the occurrence
.c) Body-Worn Camera records in relation to the occurrence
-d) Complaint supplied by the Affected Person to the LECA

§Allegation 1 of 1: Sec. 10(1) - Conduct Undermines Public Trust

‘Evidence was gathered from the available sources of information. The Affected Person had
‘pitched a tent in a public park owned and maintained by the Municipality. The tent was near a :
‘playground frequented by area children. A civilian witness observed the tent while in attendance at:
‘a leash free dog park. Concerned for the wellbeing of the area children that often attend to the :
§p|ayground area unsupervised by adults, the civilian withess contacted police and requested that
‘the presence of the tent be investigated. The respondent officers believed a by-law prohibiting
‘camping in a public place existed and requested and relied on that belief when they asked the
Affected Person to remove his tent from the area. The Affected Person did not want to leave the
‘area but complied with the request from the officers.

%The interaction between the respondent officers and the Affected Person was evaluated with
-consideration given to the following precedent cases establishing legal standards for dealing with
‘mistakes made by police.

Korchinski v Office of the Independent Police Review Director 2022 ONSC 6074
-« Khan v Bar Standards Board [2018] EWHC 2184 (Admin)
Hill v. Hamilton Wentworth Regional Police Services Board, [2007] 3 S.C.R. 129, 2007 SCC 41

§The analysis of the facts of this complaint bore out that while the respondent officers were
‘mistaken with respect to belief there was a municipal by-law in place giving them authority to :
§move the affected person along, their mistake was neither of sufficient gravity nor did it breach the
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