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|| De-identified Summary of Complaint

The complainant reported that on September 3, 2024, a ||} o /ice officer conducted a
traffic stop and detained him for a period of more than 12 hours, while a urinalysis could be
completed. During this time, the complainant was denied his right to speak with a lawyer and
questioned about the use of illicit drugs.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

O'Reg 407/23 Section 10 - Conduct undermines Public Trust.

Decision and Reasons

There was no clear and convincing evidence presented by the complainant to substantiate the
allegation of conduct undermines public trust.

The complainant did not participate in the investigation. Therefore, the Professional Standards
Investigator was left to analyze the information that was available.

The Professional Standards Investigator determined the following:

- The complaint lacked specific details which were required in order to complete a thorough and
complete investigation.

- There was no incident generated by officers showing an interaction occurred with the
complainant on September 3, 2024.

- There were no traffic stops conducted by officers on September 3, 2024, involving the
complainant.

- There were no traffic stops conducted by officers on September 3, 2024, with any vehicle owned
or known to be associated with the complainant.

- There is no officer employed with the police service with the name identified in the complaint.
As a result, no incident was located that resembled the incident described by the complainant.

Given the reasons above, it has been determined that the allegation of conduct undermines public
trust is unsubstantiated.
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