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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: 10/31/2025
Type of Investigation:

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

Service Investigations Referred to:

De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

The Complainant alleged a Respondent Officer acted improperly while responding to a dispute
involving the ownership and possession of a domestic animal. The Complainant asserted the
officer compelled the surrender of the animal and conducted himself in a manner that caused
emotional distress.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Section 10 — Conduct Likely to Undermine Public Trust
Section 19 — Neglect of Duty

Decision and Reasons

Section 19 — Neglect of Duty- Unsubstantiated

The evidence established the Respondent Officer attended a call for service, spoke with the
involved parties, and assessed the matter as a property dispute. The Respondent Officer provided
information regarding property rights and exercised discretion consistent with peacekeeping and
disputelresolution responsibilities. There was no evidence the officer failed to perform the duties of
office or otherwise neglected responsibilities.

Section 10 — Conduct Likely to Undermine Public Trust- Unsubstantiated

The evidence did not support allegations the Respondent Officer acted in a coercive, threatening,
or unprofessional manner. Independent records did not corroborate the assertion that the officer
compelled the surrender of property. The officer’'s conduct was lawful and measured, and
dissatisfaction with the outcome of the interaction did not meet the threshold for conduct likely to
undermine public trust.

Disposition:

All allegations — **Unsubstantiated / Not Misconduct**
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