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De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

The Complainant alleges that her daughter was brutally beaten up and the Respondent Officer
reused to lay charges and refused to review evidence.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations

Performance of Duties

Section 19 - A police officer shall not, by act or omission, fail tp perform their duties appropriately
without lawful excuse if, at the time, they know or reasonably ought to know that their act or
omission would amount to a failure to perform their duties appropriately

Decision and Reasons

The Respondent Officer attended a radio call for an Assault Just Occurred. Two 15 year old high
school students got into a fight in the washroom at their high school.

The Investigator reviewed the officer's report, Body Worn Camera and memo book notes. The
Witness officers notes and Body Worn Camera footage were also reviewed. It was determined
that the Respondent Officer and Witness Officers conducted a thorough investigation. There
were no grounds to lay charges, however, the school initiated their discipline process. There was
also no evidence provided by the Complainant to any officers.

The Investigator concluded that the Officers did not neglect their duty, a full investigation was
conducted and the appropriate actions were taken.
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