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Decision and Reasons 
   

Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations 
   

Duty – Neglect or Omit – Sec 19 CSPA Reg. 407/23

Duty – Neglect or Omit – Sec 19 CSPA Reg. 407/23 
 
The Complainant reported that the Respondent Officers warned a group of youths with respect 
their actions however failed to address the youths concerns with respect to another party involved 
who they believed was impaired and drove dangerously.  
 
The Investigator reviewed officers reports, notes, a witness statement, 911 and Dispatcher audio 
recordings, and Case Law (Korchinski v. Office of the Independent Police Review Director, 2022, 
and Hill v  Regional Police Services Board, 2007). 
 
The investigator concluded that the Respondent Officer's responded to a complaint of mischief to 
a motor vehicle by a group of youths.  The youths were subsequently chased by the driver of the 
motor vehicle.  The owner of the motor vehicle as well as one of the youths contacted 911.  All 
involved parties were spoken by the Respondent Officers. There was evidence of the mischief to 
the motor vehicle however the youths did not provide any evidence to the Respondent Officers 
with respect to impaired or dangerous driving.  The was no evidence to support the Respondent 
Officers failed to conduct their duties as required under the Community Safety and Policing Act 
(CSPA). 




