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Service Investigations Referred to:

|| De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

The Complainant is a || llloperator and while driving the bus in the |G <
was threatened by a young offender on the bus. He was later threatened by the young offender's
father who showed up at the scene. The Complainant expected both parties to be charged for Utter
Threats. The young offender was cautioned for the offence.
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Ontario (7

|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Performance of Duties S. 19 Neglects to do Duty X2

|| Decision and Reasons

1) Performance of duties Neglects to do Duty

-The PSB investigation has established that the Respondent Officers addressed the threat made
by the 15 year old teenager to the Complainant by using their discretion by way of Caution for the
Young Offender under the Youth Criminal Justice Act.

- Based on a review and analysis of all information, the PSB investigation has determined that
there was no evidence to support Neglect of Duty as the Respondent Officers acted accordingly
under the Youth Criminal Justice Act and proceeded to Caution the Young Offender for Utter
Threats. As a result, with respect to this allegation, the conclusion is Unsubstantiated.

2) Performance of duties Neglects to do Duty

-The PSB investigation determined through Body Worn Camera that a consensual
fight was offered to the Complainant and it was not a direct threat according to the
Criminal Code of Canada.

-Based on a review and analysis of the information, the PSB Investigation has
determined that there is no evidence to establish Neglect of Duty as there was no
direct threat made by the father to the Complainant. As a result, with respect to this
allegation, the conclusion is Unsubstantiated
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