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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 
   


	Chief's Decision Letter -Boll
	Investigative Report - Boll - approved
	Confidential Witness Appendix
	Deidentified Summary - Boll

	Police Service: []
	Type of Investigation: Referred to Same Service
	Date of Complaint: 02/27/2026
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The complainant became involved in a fight.

The complainant struck another person with a closed fist. 

The complainant was then struck by the other people involved.

The police arrived and investigated the situation.

The complainant was advised by officers that no charges would be laid.
	Code of Conduct Allegations: s.19 - neglects to do duty.
	Decision and Reasons: In review of the police investigation, it was confirmed that the complainant was the primary aggressor in the physical confrontation. 

Officers determined that neither the complainant or the bar patron knew each other but were heavily intoxicated when they conducted their investigation. The investigating officer identified both and was satisfied that their safety could be ensured. 

The investigating officer was provided with video evidence that captured the entire incident and ensured the photo's of the complainants injuries were taken.

The complainant refused to sign medical consent documentation and did not wish to pursue charges in the subsequent police investigation.

The investigating officers spoke with the bar patron who also indicated that they did not wish to pursue criminal charges and considered the matter closed.

The investigating officer completed all necessary documentation and provided details of their investigation including the reasons why charges were not laid.

The code of conduct investigation confirmed that the investigating completed a thorough investigation that met or exceeded service expectations and there was no misconduct identified.  




