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 DISCLAIMER: In accordance with the Community Safety and Policing Act and the Freedom of Information
and Protection of Privacy Act, the summary below has been de-identified to remove the personal information
of individuals, including public complainants and persons who were the subject of the investigation.

DE-IDENTIFIED SUMMARY UNDER SECTION 167(2) OF THE CSPA
Original Police Service: Date of Complaint: 05/13/2025
Type of Investigation:

Referred to Same Service:(®)  Referred to Other Service: ) Retained by LECA:O

Service Investigations Referred to:

De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

- The Complainant stated that she observed an individual who is on bail and has a no contact order
with her at the park without their surety.

- The Complainant contacted VWAP (Victim, witness assistance program) and the police to report
the breach.

-The Complainant was told the individual could only be breached if she provided a video statement.
-The Complainant is concerned that police are not doing their jobs considering the individual is
outfitted with a GPS bracelet and should know when he is not in compliance.
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Ontario

|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Neglect to do duty - S. 19 - O.Reg 407/23

Decision and Reasons

(1) Neglect to do duty - The Respondent Officer (RO) began to investigate an allegation of a
breach of release conditions after it was reported by the Complainant (CO) The RO believed
there was an error on CPIC which indicated the suspect was in custody. The RO called the
correctional facility and confirmed the suspect was not in custody. The RO then called the CO
and recorded the conversation utilizing their Body Worn Camera (BWC). The information
provided by the CO did not form reasonable grounds to arrest and charge the suspect in the eyes
of the RO. The RO advised that they would require a statement from the CO and that the matter
required further investigation. The CO quickly became uncooperative stating "no, i'm not
interested in doing that, if this is how bail works, fuck this". The CO then immediately hung up on
the RO. The RO was unable to further the investigation without the cooperation and a statement
of the CO. The RO then contacted the policing agency who entered the CPIC message to
ensure it was corrected.

The investigator reviewed the notes, Duty Report, BWC and report submitted by the RO. The RO
believed the matter required further investigation including a statement from the CO. In this case,
without the cooperation of the CO, the RO was unable to further the investigation and proceed
with charges. The allegation that the RO committed misconduct in that they neglected to do duty
is unsubstantiated.
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