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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: 10/01/2024
Type of Investigation:

Referred to Same Service:(®)  Referred to Other Service: ) Retained by LECA:O

Service Investigations Referred to:

De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

The complainant alleged on October 1st, 2024, his vehicle was stopped for no reason, the officer
shone his police vehicle spotlight and flashlight in the complainant's eyes and refused to turn the
spotlight off when requested by the complainant. The complainant stated he had recent eye
surgery which caused his eyes to be sensitive to light.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

10(1) CONDUCT UNDERMINES PUBLIC TRUST

Decision and Reasons

This investigation has determined, the traffic stop of the complainant’s vehicle, conducted by the
Respondent Officer, on October 1st, 2024 was lawful and in accordance with procedure.

The In Car Camera System (ICCS) review corroborated the Respondent Officer's version of event
and the use of his police vehicle spotlight and flashlight.

The ICCS confirmed the spotlight was used to illuminate the complainant's vehicle which had dark
tinted windows and was not intended to cause harm to the complainant.

The ICCS also confirmed the Respondent Officer did not shine his flashlight in the complainant's
eyes at any time.

The ICCS also captured the conversation between the Respondent Officer and complainant and
confirmed the complainant was aware of the rattling noise emanating from his muffler prior to
being stopped by the Respondent Officer.

The ICCS also showed the Respondent Officer was not rude towards the complainant and acted
in a professional manner throughout the traffic stop.
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