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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: 
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The complainant was pulled over by the police and eventually arrested.  The complainant alleged that the officers conducted an unlawful search, used excessive force, lacked communication regarding arrest and charges, made an unlawful arrest, and  potentially engaged in racial profiling and targeting.

	Code of Conduct Allegations: Neglects to do duty, S.19 CSPA
Conduct Undermines Public Trust, S.10 CSPA
Unnecessary Force, S11 CSPA
Breach - Charter, S.6 CSPA
Unlawful Arrest, S.7 CSPA
Discrimination, S.5 CSPA
	Decision and Reasons: The officers BWC shows that the officers had the authority to conduct the traffic stop under the Highway Traffic Act.  They also had the authority from the Cannabis Control Act to search the complainant's vehicle.  The officer notified the complainant of the reason for the search.   When the complainant refused to get out of the vehicle, he was obstructing the officers in the execution of their duty to search him and the vehicle, providing them with reasonable grounds to arrest him under the Criminal Code for obstructing a peace officer.   The complainant was informed he was under arrest, and still refused to get out of the vehicle, actively resisting.  The officers used the appropriate force necessary to get the complainant out of the vehicle and place him under arrest.  The complainant was read his rights to counsel and was given the caution.   The complainant's lawyer of choice was called.  There was no evidence of discrimination, as the officers could not see who was driving until they approached the vehicle at the traffic stop.


