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Service Investigations Referred to:

De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

On November 28, 2024, the complainant called police after he was threatened by a neighbour with
two long sticks. The complainant also alleged that the neighbour threatened to sexually assault
them.

Police attended and located the neighbour in the back yard of their house under the influence of
drugs and alcohol in a psychotic episode.

The neighbour was apprehended under the mental health act and transport to hospital for
assessment.

The complainant provided a statement to police with the allegations. The statement provided by the
complainant along with the video footage supplied showed that there were no threats and no threat
of sexual assault.

The complainant believed that officers were neglectful in their investigation and did not take him
seriously.

The investigation revealed that officers were correct in their conclusion that no ground for charges
existed. The allegation of neglect was unfounded.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations

Allegation 1 - Neglect

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 reasonably ought to know that their act of omission
would amount to a failure to perform their duties appropriately.

Decision and Reasons

The statement and video provided by the complainant showed that there were no threats of
physical harm or sexual assault. Therefore the officers decision not to charge the neighbour and
to instead apprehend for a mental health assessment was correct.
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