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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: 05/05/2025
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 September 15, 2025, members of the [redacted] responded to a 911 call for service at an
address located in [redacted]. It was alleged that two tenants of this address had been involved in a
verbal altercation and one of the tenants threatened the other with a knife.

Upon arrival one tenant (the Complainant) was arrested without incident. The Complainant was
subsequently transported to [redacted] and charged accordingly. Upon completion of his criminal
matter the Complainant submitted a written complaint to the Law Enforcement Complaint Agency
(LECA).

The Complainant made allegations of inappropriate and unprofessional behaviour, excessive force
and neglect of duty on the part of several involved officers.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Allegation #1
Interactions with the public
Section 10 (1) Undermine public trust

It is alleged that have committed misconduct in that, you conducted yourself in a manner that
undermined or was likely to undermine public trust in policing.

Decision and Reasons

Allegation #1
Interactions with the public
Section 10 (1) Undermine public trust

It was alleged that have committed misconduct in that, you conducted yourself in a manner that
undermined or was likely to undermine public trust in policing.

It was alleged that Respondent Officer 1 used inappropriate and unprofessional language towards
the Complainant.

After reviewing the Body Worn camera video of Respondent Officer 1, it is clear that he uttered to
statements towards the Complainant that contained one profanity word, however based on the
totality of the events the investigating officer has determined that this brief use of profanity does
not rise to level of misconduct.

The allegation is unsubstantiated

Respondent Officer 1

Allegation #2

Interactions with the public

Section 11 (1) Unnecessary or excessive use of force

It was alleged that you have committed misconduct in that you used unnecessary or excessive
force against anv. person.
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	Code of Conduct Allegations: Allegation #1

Interactions with the public

Section 10 (1) Undermine public trust

It is alleged that have committed misconduct in that, you conducted yourself in a manner that undermined or was likely to undermine public trust in policing. 

It was alleged that Respondent Officer 1 used inappropriate and unprofessional language towards the Complainant.       

Respondent Officer 1 
  

Allegation #2 

Interactions with the public

Section 11 (1) Unnecessary or excessive use of force

You are alleged to have committed misconduct in that you used unnecessary or excessive force against any person by unlawfully pointing your firearm.
 
Respondent Officer 1

Allegation #3 

Performance of duties

Section 19 Neglect of duty

It was alleged that have committed misconduct in that, by act or omission you failed to perform your duties appropriately without lawful excuse, that you knew, or reasonably ought to have known would amount to failure to perform your duties appropriately.

It was alleged that you failed to conduct a full and complete investigation of all the available evidence before you arrested and charged the Complainant.
 
	Decision and Reasons: Allegation #1

Interactions with the public

Section 10 (1) Undermine public trust

It was alleged that have committed misconduct in that, you conducted yourself in a manner that undermined or was likely to undermine public trust in policing. 

It was alleged that Respondent Officer 1 used inappropriate and unprofessional language towards the Complainant.

After reviewing the Body Worn camera video of Respondent Officer 1, it is clear that he uttered to statements towards the Complainant that contained one profanity word, however based on the totality of the events the investigating officer has determined that this brief use of profanity does not rise to level of misconduct.

The allegation is unsubstantiated
       
Respondent Officer 1 

Allegation #2 

Interactions with the public

Section 11 (1) Unnecessary or excessive use of force

It was alleged that you have committed misconduct in that you used unnecessary or excessive force against any person.

It was alleged that you pointed your firearm at the Complainant with lawful justification.

The investigating officer has determined that Respondent Officer 1 used reasonable force during the arrest of the Complainant and was lawfully authorized under section 25 of the Criminal Code of Canada.

The allegation is unsubstantiated.

 
Respondent Officer 1

Allegation #3 

Performance of duties

Section 19 Neglect of duty

It was alleged that have committed misconduct in that, by act or omission you failed to perform your duties appropriately without lawful excuse, that you knew, or reasonably ought to have known would amount to failure to perform your duties appropriately.

It was alleged that you failed to conduct a full and complete investigation of all the available evidence before you arrested and charged the Complainant.

After reviewing all of the available evidence and information it is quite clear that this investigation was conducted in a thorough and lawful manner and that all relevant procedures were followed and at no point was there any evidence of neglect of duties by any Respondent Officer.
Therefore, the investigating officer has determined that there is an insufficient body of evidence to establish reasonable grounds to believe misconduct has occurred.
The allegation is unsubstantiated.      
 



