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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: 07/30/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant alleged that two [Police Service] officers assaulted him during his arrest resulting in him sustaining a concussion.   



	Code of Conduct Allegations: Interactions with the Public

11(1) A police officer shall not use force unless,
(a) the force is used for the purpose of carrying out a duty;
(b) the officer is entitled, by statute or common law, to use force for the purpose of carrying out that duty;
(c) the officer is acting on reasonable grounds; and
(d) the force used is no more than is necessary given the circumstances

10(1) A police officer shall not conduct themselves in a manner that undermines, or is likely to undermine, public trust in policing.

	Decision and Reasons: 1. Allegation of Unnecessary or Excessive Use of Force: There was no evidence after a thorough and fulsome investigation that the Respondent Officers used unnecessary or excessive force on the Complainant.  The investigator determined that the respondent officers:

(a) were carrying out a lawful duty;
(b) this lawful duty was supported by both [Police Service] Procedures and Criminal Code Statutes;
(c) were acting on reasonable ground; and
(d) used no more force than was necessary given the circumstances.

2. Allegation of Undermining Public Trust in Policing: There was no evidence after a thorough and fulsome investigation that the Respondent Officers acted in a manner that undermined public trust in policing.

After examining all of the evidence provided which included, statements, memo book notes, body camera footage, in car camera footage, police station surveillance footage and other relevant documents, the investigator has concluded that the level of force used against the Complainant was minimal, proportional, reasonable, and necessary under the circumstances.  Based on all of the evidence available to the investigator, the Respondent Officers acted within all legislative authorities and in accordance with all relevant [Police Service] procedures and governance.

The allegations are unsubstantiated. 



