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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: 11/04/2025
Type of Investigation:

Referred to Same Service:(®)  Referred to Other Service: ) Retained by LECA:O

Service Investigations Referred to:

De-identified Summary of Complaint

The complainant alleges that the Respondent Officer (RO) breached their privacy by divulging
information from CPIC to people that live in their building that they have an ongoing dispute with.
The complainant alleges that they had knowledge of confidential information on police records
involving the deaths of his wife’s two sons and his criminal record.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Unauthorized Disclosure - CSPA O. Reg 407/23 S. 17

Decision and Reasons

Based on a review and analysis of the available information, there is insufficient evidence to
reasonably conclude that the RO engaged in misconduct in relation to the unauthorized disclosure
of information.

The complainant declined to speak with the investigator. The investigator reviewed notes, Duty
Report and police reports authored by the RO. The investigator further reviewed BWC video
belonging to the RO, interviewed civilian witnesses and reviewed police data bases for reports
corroborating the complainant's complaint.

The investigation has concluded that there is insufficient evidence to establish reasonable
grounds that misconduct occurred.
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