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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: 12/04/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant alleged that the Respondent Officer activated his emergency lights and initiated a U-turn directly in front of her vehicle, crossing into her lane, forcing her to take evasive action by swerving onto the shoulder and braking sharply to avoid a collision. 
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Section 10(1) of the Community Safety Policing Act (CSPA) requires that police officers conduct themselves in a manner that does not undermine public trust in policing.
	Decision and Reasons: The Complainant alleged that the Respondent Officer activated his emergency lights and executed a U-turn directly in front of her vehicle, crossing into her lane and forcing her to take evasive action to avoid a collision.

The Respondent Officer stated that he observed the Complainant's vehicle traveling at 116 km/h in an 80 km/h zone. He pulled onto the northbound shoulder, activated his emergency lights, and began a U-turn without crossing the center line. After her vehicle passed, he completed the maneuver and initiated a traffic stop.

In-car camera footage corroborated the Respondent Officer's account of events. The video confirmed that the cruiser did not cross the center line prior to completing the U-turn and did not show evidence that the Complainant taking evasive action.

Based on this evidence, there is no indication of misconduct. The allegation is therefore unsubstantiated.



