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Decision and Reasons 
   

Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations 
   

Allegation 1 – neglects to do duty Section 19 
Allegation 2 – fail to provide identifying information upon request section 13(2)

Allegation 1 – neglects to do duty Section 19 
 
A Police Officer shall not by act or omission, fail to perform their duties appropriately without lawful excuse if, at the time, 
they know or ought to reasonably know that their act or omission would amount to a failure to perform their duties 
appropriately. 
It is alleged that Respondent Officer #1 failed to investigate the complainant’s complaint.  
It has been established that Respondent Officer #1 did in fact investigate the call for service from the complainant. The 
officer attended the area and there was no active disturbance going on and no one was in the street. The officer attempted 
to speak to the complainant and they told him to “fuck off,” and would not provide any evidence to the officer to further 
investigate the call for service.  As a result, Respondent Officer #1determined the complainant was being uncooperative 
and there was no further complaint to investigate as no one was in the street and no one else called in about the 
complaint.  
Based on a review and analysis of all the available information, It has been determined that there is insufficient evidence to 
establish that misconduct occurred during this interaction. As a result, with respect to this allegation, the conclusion is 
unsubstantiated. 
It is also noted that based on the behavior of the complainant on the night of the complaint and the complainants’ 
unwillingness to provide evidence to be investigated, this complaint seems vexatious and frivolous in nature. It appears the 
complainant is just complaining because things did not go their way. 
 
Allegation 2 – fail to provide identifying information upon request section 13(2) 
 
While acting in the course of their duties, a Police Officer shall upon request, provide their name, badge number and the 
name of their Police Service to any member of the public in a manner reasonable in the circumstances that allows the 
member of the public to identify the officer, unless the officer has reason to believe that doing so would undermine the 
safety of an individual. 
It is alleged that Respondent Officer #1 and Respondent Officer #2 failed to identify themselves to the complainant. 
It has been established that Respondent Officer #1did in fact give their name and badge number to the complainant. 
It has also been established that Respondent Officer #2, did in fact give their name and badge number to the complainant.  
Based on a review and analysis of all the available information, It has been determined that there is insufficient evidence to 
establish that misconduct occurred during this interaction. As a result, with respect to this allegation, the conclusion is 
unsubstantiated. 
Once again, it should be noted that based on the behavior of the complainant on the night of the complaint and the 
complainants’ unwillingness to provide evidence to be investigated, this complaint seems vexatious and frivolous in nature. 
It appears the complainant is just complaining because things did not go their way. 




