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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 
   


	Police Service: []
	Type of Investigation: Referred to Same Service
	Date of Complaint: 10/24/2025
	Police Service Referred To: []
	Summary of Complaint: The Complainant (Compl) submitted a complaint that alleged that the Respondent Officer (RO) neglected to properly investigate a motor vehicle collision that resulted in her being the at fault driver.

The Compl requested that all communication occur via email and that the collision report be amended to show the Ontario Provincial Police assuming responsibility for the collision.

The RO was east bound on [Highway] when he observed a family of ducks crossing the highway. He slowed his police vehicle after activating his emergency lights and stopped on the highway approximately 20 meters past the ducks in an attempt to warn other drivers. The Compl was traveling east bound at approximately 115-110 km/h in a posted 100 km/h zone. She reported that she avoided the ducks and then checked her rear-view mirror to determine whether the driver behind her had also avoided them. When she looked ahead, she observed the stopped police vehicle in lane two. She did not have time to stop so she drove into lane one and hit another east bound vehicle. The RO completed the investigation of the motor vehicle collision and found the Compl to be the at fault driver. The Compl disagreed with the findings of the investigation and alleged misconduct on the part of the RO. The Professional Standards Unit investigated this allegation and no misconduct was identified.




	Code of Conduct Allegations: Community Safety and Policing Act, Code of Conduct for Police Officers, O. Reg. 407/23:

Section 19 of the Community Safety and Policing Act states “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.”


	Decision and Reasons: 
The PS investigator reviewed the relevant Niche RMS incidents, body-worn and in-car camera evidence, officer duty reports and notes, and relevant case law. The Respondent Officer complied with the law and police policy. Furthermore, Ontario case law indicates that drivers should drive at a reasonable speed and maintain a sufficient following distance to allow them to stop, even in emergent circumstances in order to avoid colliding with a vehicle that has slowed down or stopped unexpectedly. 


