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De-identified Summary of Complaint

The complainant alleges the respondent Officers were negligent in failing to conduct a thorough
and complete investigation and take appropriate enforcement action. The complainant further
alleges the respondent Officers failed to seize relevant evidence
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

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 take appropriate enforcement action, as well as seize a knife as evidence.

Allegation 2 — 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 2 failed to take appropriate enforcement action, as well as seize a knife as evidence.

Decision and Reasons

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 Constable Respondent Officer 1 failed to take appropriate enforcement action, as
well as seize a knife as evidence.

It has been established that Respondent Officer 1 reviewed the information they had in front of them
and determined that no Criminal Offence had occurred. As a result of no offence being committed,
Police then have no authority to seize the knife from the 17-year-old youth.

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.

Allegation 2 — 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 2 failed to take appropriate enforcement action, as well as seize
a knife as evidence.

It has been established that Respondent Officer 2 reviewed the information they had in front of them
and determined that no Criminal Offence had occurred. As a result of no offence being committed,
Police then have no authority to seize the knife from the 17-year-old youth.

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.
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