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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:  

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

Service Investigations Referred to: 

De-identified Summary of Complaint 
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Decision and Reasons 
   

Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations 
   


	Police Service: []
	Type of Investigation: Referred to Same Service
	Date of Complaint: 03/20/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: This complaint is in regards to the execution of a search warrant at the complainant's residence during nighttime without prior announcement utilizing dynamic entry techniques.  The complainant considered this to be unreasonable due to the extent of the damage caused, the presence of children, and the absence of the subject who was being sought as part of the search warrant execution.
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Allegation 1 of 3: Sec. 11 – Unnecessary or unlawful force
Allegation 2 of 3: Sec. 19 - Failure to perform duties appropriately
Allegation 3 of 3: Sec. 10 - Conduct undermining public trust


	Decision and Reasons: Sources of Information:
a) Accounts of Complainant, Respondent and Witness officers
b) Photographs of damage submitted by the complainant
c) Authorized search warrants
d) Operational Plan and associated documents
e) Radio transmissions
f) Body-Worn Camera Records
g) Transcript of court proceedings

Allegation 1 of 3: Sec. 11 – Unnecessary or unlawful force
Based upon the information available at the time that the search warrants were executed, there were grounds to believe that the subject under investigation was present in the residence at the time the warrant was executed and, further, there were reasonable grounds to be concerned about the possibility of harm to the police officers or occupants which caused dynamic entry to be necessary, reasonable, and proportionate.   It was also not expected that there would be children present in the residence. Cases cited: R. v. Cornell; R. v. Ryan; R. v. Nasogaluak

Allegation 2 of 3: Sec. 19 - Failure to perform duties appropriately
It was determined that the Respondent Officers did discharge promptly their relevant duties in a manner that complied with the notification letter by LECA (previously OIPRD) to police services in Ontario dated November 18, 2022. Case cited: Constable K.M. Soley v. Ontario Provincial Police 

Allegation 3 of 3: Sec. 10 - Conduct undermining public trust
The Respondent Officers conduct was assessed with consideration given to the legal standard established for Discreditable Conduct under the previous Police Services Act.  It was determined that the Respondent Officers did not engage in conduct that undermined or was likely to undermine public trust in policing.  Cases cited:  Sergeant Mulligan v. Ontario Provincial Police; Constables Mulville and Azaryev v. York Regional Police Service



