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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 Other Service
	Date of Complaint: 01/03/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The complainant alleged bias and systemic racism within the police. It was alleged the police refused to investigate a reported assault on the complainant. It was further alleged, in a separate incident, the complainant was racially profiled, arrested and released without his guardian being notified. 
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Police misconduct is defined in the Code of Conduct for Police Officers within Ontario Regulation 407/23 of the Community Safety & Policing Act, 2019 (CSPA) which came into effect on April 1, 2024. Prior to that, the Code of Conduct for Police Officers was found in the Schedule within Ontario Regulation 123/98 of the Police Services Act (PSA).

Allegation 1 – Discreditable Conduct – Section 2(1)(a)(i) – PSA
It is alleged police treated the complainant and his family differently because of their ancestry.

Allegation 2 – Neglect of Duty – Section 2(1)(c)(i) – PSA
It is alleged police did not investigate a reported assault against the complainant.

Allegation 3 – Human Rights and the Charter – Section 5 – CSPA
It is alleged police racially profiled the complainant and arrested him because of his ancestry. 

Allegation 4 – Interactions with the Public – Section 10 – CSPA
It is alleged police treated the complainant differently because of his ancestry.

Allegation 5 – Performance of Duties – Section 19 – CSPA
It is alleged police failed to notify a parent of the arrest and detention of the Complainant.
	Decision and Reasons: Allegation 1 – Discreditable Conduct – Section 2(1)(a)(i) – PSA
Unsubstantiated. Police made multiple attempts to engage the complainant and his family through out the investigation. Police actions were consistent with all parties involved in the investigation.

Allegation 2 – Neglect of Duty – Section 2(1)(c)(i) – PSA
Unsubstantiated. Police conducted a thorough investigation. The complainant and his family were offered multiple opportunities to provide a statement. CCTV from the area of the alleged offence was canvassed for at the earliest opportunity and secured.  Three civilian witnesses were identified and statements obtained. Co-accused was interviewed. Totality of evidence was weighed and charges continued to Court. 

Allegation 3 – Human Rights and the Charter – Section 5 – CSPA
Unsubstantiated. Arrest was made based on what appeared to be a credible report that a criminal offence had occurred. 

Allegation 4 – Interactions with the Public – Section 10 – CSPA
Unsubstantiated. Arrest was made based on what appeared to be a credible allegation that a criminal offence had occurred. 

Allegation 5 – Performance of Duties – Section 19 – CSPA
Unsubstantiated. Individual who was present during the arrest, detention and release of the complainant was identified and reasonably believed to be his guardian. 


