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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: 11/20/2025
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 allegations are of improper detention, search and no explanation for such.

The complainant alleged not physically harmed, experienced fear, humiliation and emotional
distress as a result of the interaction.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Allegation 1 — UNLAWFUL DETENTION — Section 8
Allegation 2 — CONDUCT UNDERMINES PUBLIC TRUST — Section 10(1)

Allegation 3 — NEGLECTS TO DO DUTY - Section 19

Decision and Reasons

The complainant chose not to participate in the complaint process.

Allegation 1 — UNLAWFUL DETENTION - Section 8

Investigation revealed the investigative detention of the complainant's son and the other youths
was based on the officers' reasonable suspicion, including physical and clothing descriptors of the
suspects and proximity to the location of the stabbing, which had occurred approximately 30
minutes earlier. The investigation determined the investigative detention was in accordance with
the officers' lawful authorities and police procedures, therefore, the allegation was determined to
be unsubstantiated.

Allegation 2 — CONDUCT UNDERMINES PUBLIC TRUST — Section 10(1)

This investigation has determined the actions of RO1 and other officers, who were investigating a
serious criminal offence, resulting in the investigative detention of the complainant's son (CW1),
and the other youths was lawful.

The entire interaction was captured on RO1's In Car Camera System (ICCS) which showed
officers acted in a calm and professional manner while dealing with CW1 and the other youths.
The ICCS also showed CW1 did not appear to be fearful or in distress when dealing with the
officers.

The complainant did not provide any additional information to assist the investigation as to how
the incident has affected her.

The allegation was determined to be unsubstantiated.

Allegation 3 — NEGLECTS TO DO DUTY — Section 19

This investigation has determined the investigative detention of CW1 and the other youths was
lawful and CW1 was properly advised of his right to consult with, or have, a parent or guardian
present, which was in accordance with the officers’ police authorities and YRP Procedures.
The allegation was determined to be unsubstantiated.
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