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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 
   


	2026-04-23 Investigative Report - Police Service - Hey, Ryan 21
	page 22

	Police Service: []
	Type of Investigation: Referred to Same Service
	Date of Complaint: 2025/11/17
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The complainant in this misconduct investigation alleges that the officer engaged in harassment and intimidation following a dispute between the complainant and a third party.



Additionally, a secondary complaint of misconduct was alleged by the complainant's family member who felt that the officers actions during a traffic stop were unprofessional and she and her family were being specifically targetted.  




	Code of Conduct Allegations: Improper Use of Position Sec. 16(1)



Conduct that Undermines Public Trust Sec. 10


	Decision and Reasons: The officer's actions were lawful, appropriate, and consistent with the duties of a police officer.

The evidence demonstrated that the officer acted within his lawful authority when engaged with the complainant and family.  In each instance the officer was responding to a call for service, or enforcement of the Highway Traffic Act.  Responding to calls for service and enforcing provincial legislation are core components of a police officer's duties.

The officer demonstrated a consistent and appriopriate application of discretionary power.

The officer's actions were no arbitrary, biased or motivated by personal interest.  

There is no evidence to substantiate the assertion that [redacte] targeted or harassed the complainant or his family.  Each interaction was precipitated either by a complaint from a member of the public or by the officer's observations in the lawful execution of his duties.




