Law Enforcement = ({&
Complaints Agency O ntano ‘%f;_ieé

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: 11/24/2025
Type of Investigation:

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

Service Investigations Referred to:

De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

LECA Report #'s E-202504282211494424 and E-202510151113594216
[REDACTED] Report # [REDACTED]

An estate dispute at [Redacted] Street followed the Complainants spouses (CO's) father’'s death.
Police believed the CO and his spouse lived in [REDACTED], Ontario with only occasional visits to
the property. On April 28, 2025, officers responded to a disturbance after the CO's mother-in-law
moved his spouse's belongings outside and changed locks. The mother-in-law was arrested for
mischief; the spouse was separately arrested for assaulting him and placed on Form 10 conditions
barring her from the residence.

The CO later complained they were unlawfully removed from the home, alleged property damage,
and animal deaths—claims were not supported by NICHE, officer notes or statements. The CO
refused an interview and made an unclear allegation that a Respondent Officer (RO) asked for
“payment,” which officers denied. Evidence suggested the CO and his spouse primarily lived in
[REDACTED] Officers stated they did not evict anyone and allowed [REDACTED] time to remove
property. Photos showed a neglected fish tank; no dog was documented.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations

Duty — Neglect - Ontario Regulations 407/23 section 19 Code of Conduct - Unsubstantiated

Integrity — Bribe - Ontario Regulations 407/23 section 19 Code of Conduct - Unsubstantiated

Decision and Reasons

Duty — Neglect

The CO claimed he paid rent at [REDACTED] St., was unlawfully evicted, threatened with arrest,
unable to retrieve his animals, and that a RO ignored property damage.

Evidence showed:

The CO was not evicted; no rent was paid, and eviction authority lies with the Landlord and
Tenant Board.

No police documentation supported an eviction; only the spouse had conditions restricting her
attendance.

The RO's were unaware of any animals; the CO had multiple opportunities to retrieve them, but
he potentially did not.

Records confirmed the CO's actual residence was in [REDACTED] contradicting his eviction
claim.

Officers did consider property damage concerns, resulting in the mother-in-law's arrest.
Finding: No reasonable grounds for duty neglect. Unsubstantiated.

Integrity — Bribe

The CO alleged in an email that an RO threatened arrest unless he paid. Two RO's denied this.

The allegation did not appear in any LECA complaint, and the CO refused to participate further,
preventing corroboration.
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	Decision and Reasons: Duty – Neglect 

The CO claimed he paid rent at [REDACTED] St., was unlawfully evicted, threatened with arrest, unable to retrieve his animals, and that a RO ignored property damage. 

Evidence showed: 

The CO was not evicted; no rent was paid, and eviction authority lies with the Landlord and Tenant Board. 

No police documentation supported an eviction; only the spouse had conditions restricting her attendance. 

The RO's were unaware of any animals; the CO had multiple opportunities to retrieve them, but he potentially did not. 

Records confirmed the CO's actual residence was in [REDACTED] contradicting his eviction claim. 

Officers did consider property damage concerns, resulting in the mother-in-law's arrest. 

Finding: No reasonable grounds for duty neglect. Unsubstantiated. 

Integrity – Bribe 

The CO alleged in an email that an RO threatened arrest unless he paid. Two RO's denied this. The allegation did not appear in any LECA complaint, and the CO refused to participate further, preventing corroboration. 

Finding: No reasonable grounds for a bribe. Unsubstantiated.


