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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: 10/02/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: On May 17th 2024 at approximately 11:05 pm the Complainant was operating a vehicle in the area of [location].

[Police Service] officers conducted a traffic investigation and requested that the Complainant supply them with a sample of his breath to determine his blood alcohol content. 

The Complainant refused to provide a breath sample and was subsequently arrested and charged for the offence.

On October 2nd, 2025, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Law Enforcement Complaints Agency alleging an unlawful arrest. 
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Section 19 - Unlawful or Unnecessary Exercise of Authority, in that he or she,
without good and sufficient cause makes an unlawful or unnecessary arrest,
	Decision and Reasons: Section 19 Unlawful Arrest 

 The officers clearly explained the reason for the traffic investigation.  The complainant admitted to consuming an alcoholic beverage that evening and was subsequently read a legal breath demand.  The officers demonstrated how to blow into an Approved Screening Device. The Complainant understood the consequences of failing to provide a breath sample and verbally refused to provide a sample on two separate occasions.  The officers then arrested the Complainant with minimal force as he physically resisted.

The entire incident was captured on both of the Respondent Officers body worn cameras. Their actions were accordance with [Police Service]  General Procedure [policy number] on Impaired Operation Offences which establishes guidelines and procedures for officers dealing with the enforcement and processing with impaired drivers.

Upon careful review and analysis of all available information, there is insufficient evidence available to form reasonable grounds to believe that the Respondent Officers conducted an unlawful arrest of the Complainant.


