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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: 12/08/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant alleges that Officers entered his home on May 25th, 2025, without warrant and unlawfully detained him and that he was threatened to be arrested if he filmed the interaction on his cell phone.  He also alleges that his report of assault against his roommates was not investigated properly and closed.
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Unauthorized physical or psychological detention - Section 8(1)
Undermine Public Trust - Section10(1)
Negelct of Duty - Section 19
	Decision and Reasons: (1) Unauthorized physical or psychological detention

Officers responded to a radio call for a 'person in crisis'. Officers received information that the Complainant was in the basement banging on the walls with a hammer, raising concerns for potential damage and safety. 

-The investigator reviewed the officers Body Worn Camera's, memo book notes and occurrence. Based on exigent circumstances, officers lawfully entered the unit without warrant to ensure no one was injured and to locate any weapon. The Complainant was detained in handcuffs for officer and public safety while the premise was checked.  

The investigator concluded that the officers acted lawfully, and the detention of the Complainant was necessary to ensure officer and public safety.

(2) Undermine public trust

The Complainant alleges that officers threated to arrest him if he recorded the police interaction on his cell phone.

-The investigator reviewed the officers Body Worn Camera's memo book notes and occurrence.
Officers never threatened the Complainant. While the male was lawfully detained, RO2 took possession of the phone to maintain control of the situation and ensure officer safety, preventing distraction, interference, or the potential use of the device as a weapon.

The investigator concluded that the officers acted lawfully, while a person is under arrest or detention and handcuffed, officers to do not allow people to hold on to items that may become an officer safety issue.

(3) Neglect of Duty

The Complainant alleges that a thorough investigation on his assault/mischief report was not conducted.

-The investigator reviewed the initial assault/mischief occurrence, Officers Body worn camera and notes along with RO4's supplementary report. Officers conducted a thorough investigation by speaking to all parties and reviewing video provided by the Complainant, there were no reasonable grounds to support criminal charges.

The investigator concluded that RO4 acted appropriately and closed the report with no criminal charges laid.

The investigator concluded that 


