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THE CHAIRPERSON: The panel members have
conferred on this matter and have rendered a decision
which is as follows:

We conclude that based on the evidence
before us today it has not been proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that there was an abuse of authority on
behalf of Sergeant M. in this matter. 1In other
words, that allegation is dismissed by this Board.

The Board, however, does have a few
comments, first being the Board feels that it was unwise
for Sergeant M. to attend at Mr. C. % home or
to involve himself in a matter or in any investigation,
assessment, or contact where the complainant or
informant is a family member or not at arms length. 1In
fact we feel it would be unwise for any officer to
involve himself thus, and we feel that if there is no
such policy in place within the Winnipeg Police
Department there should be.

Our other comment is we trust that our
decision here today will lay this matter to rest and
that the Board feels it appropriate that there need be
no further contact between the two parties.

MR. C. : If I have any writing to do I
will do it to his office.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Those conclude the
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Board's comments. Thank you.

---Whereupon the hearing adjourned at 1:15 p.m.
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