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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: 08/11/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant alleged that the Respondent Officer called him and advised him he was trespassed from [Redacted] restaurant in [Redacted] and threatened him.
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Public - Undetermining Public Trust - Sec 10 CSPA Reg. 407/23

	Decision and Reasons: Under s. 2(1) of the Trespass to Property Act, a person is trespassing when they
enter premises when entry is prohibited or engage in an activity that is prohibited on the premises. Under s. 3, a person in lawful control of property (e.g., a business manager) may give notice prohibiting entry. Under s. 9, police officers may assist in enforcing a trespass notice and may arrest without warrant if the person is found committing the offence and refuses to leave or returns after being given notice.

The [Redacted] manager requested the Complainant be trespassed due to verbally aggressive behaviour and police can convey notice on the manager’s behalf. Therefore, the Respondent officer's issuance of a trespass notice and informing the Complainant of a potential arrest was lawful, appropriate, and within authority.

There is no audio recording or voicemail to corroborate the alleged verbal threat. The text messages provided by the complainant do not support the allegation of a threat. 
There was insufficient evidence to form reasonable grounds to believe the Respondent Officer  made the alleged threat. Therefore, the allegation under Section 10 is unsubstantiated.



