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Service Investigations Referred to:

|| De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

The complainant alleges that the respondent officer failed to investigate a criminal offence because
the subject was an off-duty police officer.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Allegation #1: Performance of Duties - Neglect to do Duty - S.19 CSPA
Allegation #2: Interactions with the Public - Conduct Undermines Public Trust - S.10(1) CSPA

Decision and Reasons

The respondent officer investigated an incident where the complainant was accosted by an
unidentified subject. The investigation revealed that no criminal offence had occurred and as a
result was closed.

The complainant believed that the respondent officer refused to adequately investigate the matter
because the subject was recognized as an off-duty police officer. The complainant also stated that
the subject had the same voice with similar physical characteristics as an officer they interacted
with eight years prior.

It has been confirmed that no criminal offence occurred and there is no evidence to support the
allegation that the subject in the incident was an off-duty police officer.

CONCLUSION: The Chief did not have reasonable grounds to believe that the actions of the
respondent officer constituted misconduct.
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