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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: 02/01/2025
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 alleged that Respondent Officer failed to thoroughly investigate the allegation of
breach by not taking steps to verify the information provided by the alleged IPV victim. Because of
the lack of verification he alleged he was arrested charged without given a chance to provide his
evidence. His evidence was there was no grounds to arrested him but was subsequently held for
bail and released with stringent bail conditions.

LECA 2024 Page 1 of 2



Ontario @

|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations

Duty-Neglect or Omit - Sec 19 CSPA Reg. 407/23
Public-Unlawful Arrest - Sec 7 CSPA Reg. 407/23

Decision and Reasons

Duty-Neglect or Omit - Sec 19 CSPA Reg. 407/23

The evidence supported that the Respondent Officers had formed reasonable grounds to arrest
the complainant and took reasonable steps to review evidence to verify the allegations. [Police
Service] Policy reflects a mandatory charge policy when reasonable grounds are formed.

Public — Unlawful Arrest Section 7, CSPA Regulation 407/23

The evidence supports reasonable grounds were formed by the RO so therefor the arrest was
lawful and subsequently the bail was reasonable in the circumstances as out lined in the Criminal

Code and [Police Service] policy.

There was no misconduct identified

LECA Page 2 of 2




	Police Service: []
	Type of Investigation: Referred to Same Service
	Date of Complaint: 02/01/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The complainant alleged that Respondent Officer failed to thoroughly investigate the allegation of breach by not taking steps to verify the information provided by the alleged IPV victim. Because of the lack of verification he alleged he was arrested charged without given a chance to provide his evidence. His evidence was there was no grounds to arrested him but was subsequently held for bail and released with stringent bail conditions. 
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Duty-Neglect or Omit - Sec 19 CSPA Reg. 407/23
Public-Unlawful Arrest - Sec 7 CSPA Reg. 407/23
	Decision and Reasons: 
Duty-Neglect or Omit - Sec 19 CSPA Reg. 407/23

The evidence supported that the Respondent Officers had formed reasonable grounds to arrest the complainant and took reasonable steps to review evidence to verify the allegations. [Police Service] Policy reflects a mandatory charge policy when reasonable grounds are formed.

Public – Unlawful Arrest Section 7, CSPA Regulation 407/23

The evidence supports reasonable grounds were formed by the RO so therefor the arrest was lawful and subsequently the bail was reasonable in the circumstances as out lined in the Criminal Code and [Police Service] policy.

There was no misconduct identified





