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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: 09/16/2025
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, while attending a protest, he and another protester repeatedly asked
the responding officer (RO) for his badge number, but the RO refused to provide it. The RO later
provided his badge number after the protester began recording him.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Section 13(2) Fail to provide identifying information upon request

Decision and Reasons

The investigation determined that the RO was in full police uniform at the time of the incident,
including all issued use-of-force equipment. The RO's name was clearly visible on the yellow vest
he was wearing, and information received confirmed the complainant was already familiar with the
RO prior to the interaction.

Video evidence was reviewed. The recordings showed the RO provided his badge number
26-seconds into a 36-seconds clip. No evidence suggested any attempts by the RO to conceal his
identity or avoid providing identifying information.

Section 13(2) was examined to assess whether the RO failed to identify himself when required.
However, the RO's identify was not in dispute. The video confirmed the RO provided his badge
number with 26 seconds of the recordings, and within approximately three minutes of his entire
interaction with the complainant and the protester.

Based on the totality of the evidence, including video footage, there was insufficient evidence to
substantiate any misconduct on the part of the RO.
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