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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: 10/08/2024
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant stated that they were attacked by two unknown men. There was a lot of yelling back and forth between him and the two men. The situation de-escalated and the men left the scene.The complainant stated the Respondent Officer told the Complainant that they had three options, one being to call a taxi and go home.The complainant chose that option and pulled out his phone and searched for a taxi service.The complainant  told the officer there were a lot of taxi options, and then without warning, the officer struck the complainant. The complainant landed face first on the ground. They sustained injuries to their right knee and right wrist, and they were bleeding.The Complainant  was given a ticket for intoxication in a public place.The Complainant taken to the hospital by EMS.The Complainant alleged the  Respondent officer used unnecessary or excessive force during his arrest which caused some minor injuries.
	Code of Conduct Allegations: CSPA- Section 11 - Unnecessary Force
	Decision and Reasons: A review of the evidence including the In-Car Camera System (video recording), officers' notes and the general report completed at the time, confirmed that the complainant was arrest-able for public intoxication. The police were called to the area specifically due to the erratic behaviour of the complainant. At least two telephone calls were received by police.  The situation presented to the officers at the scene supported the decision to physically arrest the complainant and maintain custody until he was physically and mentally able to care for himself.   The force used to affect the arrest was one soft hand technique, justified and is not considered excessive in this circumstance.  The video shows that the complainant lost balance and fell to the ground.  If any injury was sustained, it was likely a minor injury.  The complainant insisted on attending the hospital while in custody to sober up.   Once arriving at the hospital they declined medical attention . The complainant failed to provide any additional medical documentation to support an injury for this investigation.  There was no evidence that the complainant was bleeding as a result of this arrest. There was insufficient evidence to support the complainant's account of events and no finding of misconduct by the officers in the evidence reviewed.


