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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: 10/06/2025
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 alleges that the respondent officer failed to conduct a fulsome investigation into
an intimate partner violence occurrence, resulting in the complainant’s arrest for the Criminal Code
offenses of Fail to Comply with Release Order (2 counts) and Fail to Comply with Undertaking (4
counts) on September 10 2024. This failure resulted in the deprivation of the complainants liberty
and the financial burden of a defense.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations

Allegation #1 - Neglect to do a 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 reasonably ought to know that their act or omission
would amount to a failure to perform their duties appropriately.

It is alleged by the complainant that the respondent officer neglected to fully investigate the
allegations of fail to comply with release order and fail to comply with undertaking in relation to an
intimate partner violence occurrence, which resulted in his arrest and charges.

Decision and Reasons

Sources of Information:

a) Crown Brief Synopsis from Record Management System

b) Charge Information from Record Management System

c¢) Notice of Intent with attached Undertakings and Release Order
d) Family Court Order

e) Ontario Court of Justice Transcript

Allegation #1

The respondent officer had a duty as outlined in the Community Safety and Policing Act to assist
victims; arrest and take into custody criminals and other offenders; and participate in
prosecutions. The respondent officer conducted an intimate partner violence investigation, which
led the respondent officer to form reasonable grounds to believe that the complainant had
committed the aforementioned criminal offenses. The respondent officer conducted interviews
and spoke with involved persons, reviewed preexisting video where the alleged offenses
occurred, and reviewed the complainants Release order, two Undertakings, and Family Court
Order. Upon developing reasonable grounds to believe the offenses occurred, the respondent
officer was obligated to lay charges due to the mandatory charge policies outlined in [Redacted]
Police Service procedure [Redacted]'Responding to Domestic Violence Occurrences' and the
Ontario Policing Standards Manual. The charges were later withdrawn by the Crown, but the
court transcript does not reveal inadequacies of the respondent officers reasonable grounds to
believe the offenses occurred. As a result, findings of negligence regarding the respondent
officers investigation were unsubstantiated.

Allegation #2
Investigation determined that the respondent officer fulfilled their duty by conducting an

appropriate and fulsome investigation. Therefore, the respondent officer did not conduct
themselves in an manner than would undermine public trust in policing.
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It is alleged by the complainant that the respondent officer neglected to fully investigate the allegations of fail to comply with release order and fail to comply with undertaking in relation to an intimate partner violence occurrence, which resulted in his arrest and charges.



Allegation #2 - Conduct Undermines Public Trust - Section 10(1)

A police officer shall not conduct themselves in a manner that undermines, or is likely to undermine, public trust in policing. 



It is alleged by the complainant that the respondent officer’s failure to conduct a fulsome investigation resulted in the deprivation of his liberty and the financial burden of a defense.  It is alleged that the inadequate investigation was later validated by the charges being withdrawn.  The negative repercussions of an inadequate investigation would undermine or likely undermine, the publics trust in policing.
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Allegation #1



The respondent officer had a duty as outlined in the Community Safety and Policing Act to assist victims; arrest and take into custody criminals and other offenders; and participate in prosecutions.  The respondent officer conducted an intimate partner violence investigation, which led the respondent officer to form reasonable grounds to believe that the complainant had committed the aforementioned criminal offenses.  The respondent officer conducted interviews and spoke with involved persons, reviewed preexisting video where the alleged offenses occurred, and reviewed the complainants Release order, two Undertakings, and Family Court Order.  Upon developing reasonable grounds to believe the offenses occurred, the respondent officer was obligated to lay charges due to the mandatory charge policies outlined in [Redacted]Police Service procedure [Redacted]'Responding  to Domestic Violence Occurrences' and the Ontario Policing Standards Manual.  The charges were later withdrawn by the Crown, but the court transcript does not reveal inadequacies of the respondent officers reasonable grounds to believe the offenses occurred.  As a result, findings of negligence regarding the respondent officers investigation were unsubstantiated.  



Allegation #2



Investigation determined that the respondent officer fulfilled their duty by conducting an appropriate and fulsome investigation.  Therefore, the respondent officer did not conduct themselves in an manner than would undermine public trust in policing.  


