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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: 

Type of Investigation:  

Referred to Same Service: ☐ Referred to Other Service: ☐ Retained by LECA: ☐ 

Service Investigations Referred to: 

De-identified Summary of Complaint 
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Decision and Reasons 
   

Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations 
   


	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled
	Untitled

	Police Service: []
	Type of Investigation: Referred to Same Service
	Date of Complaint: 07/21/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant was arrested and charged in January of 2023. The charges against The Complainant were concluded in court by way of a Peace Bond that commenced in October of 2024 and was set to last for three years. 

One of the conditions of the Peace Bond was that The Complainant was not to have contact with the victim of the offence except with her prior written, orally revocable, consent, filed in advance with the officer in charge of the matter. The Complainant alleges that the Officer In Charge of the case failed to execute their duties as they did not obtain written, revocable consent from the victim on their behalf. 

Further, The Complainant alleges that during an email interaction with the Officer in Charge the officer said to them "I am not your personal police officer to deal with your every concern". The Complainant believes this statement is inappropriate and works to degrade the public trust in policing. 
	Code of Conduct Allegations: Section 19 Neglect of duty
Section 10 Interaction with the Public 
	Decision and Reasons: Section 19 Neglect of Duty - Unsubstantiated 

The Complainant was subject to charges that resulted in a Peace Bond being filed before the courts. The Peace Bond contained conditions that restricted any communication or contact between The Complainant and the victim. One of the conditions allowed for contact provided that the victim filed written, revocable consent with the Officer in Charge of the case. 

Neither the Peace Bond, or the procedures of The Toronto Police Service require any officer to obtain written consent from a victim on behalf of the offender. Further, the victim in the original matter confirmed to officers that at no time did she ever intend to provide any consent for contact. 


Section 10 Interaction with the Public - Unsubstantiated

As part of the Peace Bond that The Complainant was subject to it stipulated that the dissolution of his relationship with the victim, and all property and assets related to that, would be done through legal counsel, mediators, accountants, bankers, Realtors or other regulated professionals. The Complainant contacted the Officer in Charge about obtaining some of his property, the officer responded with detailed direction on how The Police could assist. 

The Complainant send multiple emails to the officer with continued disputes regarding personal property. Having already been directed by the Peace Bond on how to address property concerns the Officer communicated a boundary to The Complainant. The Complainant was provided ample information on how to address his concerns and the officer acted to ensure that the authority of The Police was not being inappropriately leveraged by The Complainant. 


