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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 Other Service
	Date of Complaint: 2 March 2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: 
The complainant alleged officers attended his property for an improper purpose, used intimidation against a member of the public by saying "we have jurisdiction everywhere" which is related to systemic racism. 
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Conduct that undermines, or is likely to undermine, public trust in policing- Sec 10(1) O. Reg 407/23
Interfere with the administration of justice- Sec 16(2) O.Reg 407/23


	Decision and Reasons: 
Officers were involved in a Criminal Code intimate partner violence (IPV) occurrence in the [redacted]. The accused male was observed in a motor vehicle, and officers attempted a traffic stop. The accused failed to stop for police and a suspect apprehension pursuit was initiated. The pursuit was terminated a short time later due to concerns for public safety. Officers were advised that the accused was staying at the complainant's residence. The officers were advised by their supervisor to attend the address in an attempt to locate the accused's vehicle.

Officers attended the address and were confronted by a male who stated "What are you doing pulling around my fucking driveway". Officers explained the reason for their presence, and the male continued to confront the officers. Following the interaction, the officers departed the area.

The investigator reviewed the officer's notes, reports, and body worn camera footage and noted the officers were investigating an intimate partner violence occurrence and attempting to locate the accused who had fled from officers. The investigator noted that the Supreme Court of Canada and Common Law Authority supports the police to enter property that is normally accessible to the public to conduct investigations and door knocks. The officers were investigating a serious Criminal Code intimate partner violence occurrence, and the safety of the victim was in jeopardy while the accused remained at large. 

The investigator concluded that the officers were acting in good faith, and they were lawfully positioned on the property for a lawful purpose. The investigator further concluded that there was no evidence to suggest there was systemic racism or bias as part of this occurrence. 


