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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: 07/04/2025
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 February 8, 2025, the Complainant attended a residence to serve paperwork in relation to an
ongoing Landlord Tenant dispute.

At the same time, the tenant, called 911, alleging the Complainant was refusing to leave, had been
previously instructed not to attend, was in possession of a stick and attempting to gain access to
the residence. As a result a call for service was generated.

The Respondent Officers attended, and arrested the Complainant for Criminal Harassment. After
further investigation, the Complainant was released unconditionally.

The Complainant filed a complaint with the Law Enforcement Complaints Agency (LECA) and
alleged the Officers arrested him without cause, used excessive force, attempted to access his
phone and unlawfully searched his vehicle.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

CSPA Section 11 - Unnecessary Force
CSPA Section 7 - Unlawful Arrest

CSPA Section 19 - Neglects to do duty
CSPA Section 19 - Neglects to do duty

Decision and Reasons

Allegation 1 — Unnecessary Force (CSPA s.11)

It was alleged that RO1 used excessive force by drawing a C8 rifle and pointing it in the direction
of the complainant. Based on body worn camera, the C8 was deployed but no evidence the rifle
was pointed at the complainant or used in a threatening or excessive manner.

Allegation 2 — Unlawful Arrest (CSPA s.19)

It was alleged that the RO's arrested the complainant without lawful authority. The investigation
established the Officers were lawfully engaged in their duties. Based on information provided by a
witness, which was accepted in good faith, the RO's formed reasonable grounds to believe that an
offence of criminal harassment had occurred. The arrest was therefore supported by lawful
authority.

Allegation 3 — Neglect of Duty (CSPA s.19)

There is no evidence that RO2 accessed, attempted to access, or searched the contents of the
cellular telephone. The evidence does not establish an unlawful exercise of authority or a failure
to perform duties appropriately.

Allegation 4 — Neglect of Duty (CSPA s.19)

It was alleged that RO1 unlawfully searched the complainant’s vehicle. The investigation
determined the complainant was lawfully arrested and that the vehicle search was conducted
incident to arrest. The search was reasonable in scope and manner, given the information
received regarding a weapon during the 911 call.

Based on further investigation and analysis, all allegations have been deemed to be
unsubstantiated.
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