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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 
   


	Untitled

	Police Service: []
	Type of Investigation: Referred to Same Service
	Date of Complaint: 12/21/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant alleges that Respondent Officers conducted a negligent investigation and relied on false allegations, leading to his repeated arrests.


	Code of Conduct Allegations: Unlawful Arrest                                 Section 7 
Unlawful Detention                           Section 8 
Conduct Undermines Public Trust   Section 10 
Neglects to do duty                          Section 19 




	Decision and Reasons: The Complainant alleges the Respondent Officers failed to conduct a proper investigation prior to arresting him.  The Respondent Officers were in the lawful performance of their duties while investigating reports of intimate partner violence and harassment.  Evidence shows the Respondent Officers had reasonable grounds to lay criminal charges against the Complainant for domestic violence and later breaching his conditions.  A thorough and complete investigation was conducted.  The victim provided a videotaped statement and provided messages she received from the Complainant.  A production order was obtained for the Complainant’s phone records.  These records show the Complainant breached his conditions and was lawfully arrested.  

There is no evidence to support the claim that the Respondent Officers conducted a neglectful investigation.  



