
LECA  2024 Page 1 of 2 

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: 06/19/2024
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The complainant alleged on April 10th, 2024, he was detained for a warrant held by (Redacted) and his wallet and cell phone were removed from his vehicle without permission.The complainant further alleged the tint on his vehicle window was scratched by the arresting officer with a knife or metal object, he had property (a key) stolen from his vehicle before it was towed and his vehicle airbag was tampered with.
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Allegation 1 – Conduct Undermines Public Trust - Section 10(1)Conduct Undermines Public Trust in that, he or she conducted themself in a manner that undermined, or was likely to undermine, public trust in policing
	Decision and Reasons: This investigation determined, on April 10th, 2024, the complainant called (Redacted) to report a theft. (Redacted) officers attended, however, the complainant had left prior to their arrival. The complainant was stopped a short time later by a (Redacted) officer for an unrelated Highway Traffic Act offence. The officers at the theft call attended the traffic stop. Investigation revealed the complainant was wanted on a warrant held by (Redacted).The complainant was arrested without incident and placed into a police vehicle awaiting confirmation that (Redacted) would return the complainant. The arrest and search of the complainant was lawful and in accordance with (Redacted) Procedures.Once the officers confirmed (Redacted) would return the complainant, the respondent officer advised the complainant his vehicle would not be towed and asked permission to raise the windows and lock the vehicle. The complainant provided that permission. The respondent officer attended the complainant's vehicle raised the windows and attempted to lock it without success. The respondent officer returned to the police vehicle and asked the complainant if he would like his wallet which was in the driver's door pouch. The complainant stated he would like his wallet and advised the respondent officer which key would lock the door. The respondent officer retrieved the complainant's wallet and locked the vehicle doors. The respondent officer placed the complainant's wallet, keys and cell phone into a property bag.The complainant was transported to the (Redacted) border where he was turned over to the custody of (Redacted). The property bag containing the complainant's property was also turned over to the (Redacted) officers.The entire incident was captured on the In Car Camera System and clearly showed the respondent officer did not damage the complainant's vehicle. The respondent officer denied removing any keys from the complainant’s key chain. The investigation concluded there was no evidence to suggest the respondent officer removed any keys. 


