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OCTOBER 31, 2002 (1]
REASONS FOR DECISION

EXCERPT FROM OCTOBER 31, 2002

THE COURT: The Law Enforcement Review Act directs
my consideration of the issues here under s. 13(3) as to
whether the Commissioner erred in declining to take further
action on Mr. H.s complaint on the basis that there is
insufficient evidence supporting the complaint to justify a
public hearing.

I have had the benefit of very full submissions.
I have reviewed and considered the Commissioner's file
material. I have concluded that the Commissioner did not
err. The investigation was conducted in a reasonable
fashion and in determining whether or not the evidence he
had justified a public hearing, I find that he came to the
correct conclusion.

I appreciate that Mr. H's complaint takes a
very different view of the facts than does the officer
respondent and the witness, tow truck driver. I have noted
that fact, but even so, I cannot say the Commissioner erred
in his conclusion.

As to Mr. H's submission that I ought to
direct the matter back to the Commissioner for further
investigation, I cannot find that a further investigation as
to the quantity of degree or further questions of Constable
S. are necessary. As to an investigation of a possible
collaboration between Constable S and the tow truck
driver witness, there is nothing at all to support any
suggestion. of that kind.

As to the question raised by Mr. H
essentially directing consideration of s. 7 of the Act and
the timing of the supplying of the complaint' to the
respondent and the effect, if any, on the developments from
there, in this case, I find it is not necessary to deal with

that issue.
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OCTOBER 31, 2002 [2]
REASONS FOR DECISION

So in conclusion, I am satisfied that the
Commissioner did not err in declining to take further action

on this complaint.
That is the decision in connection with this

matter.
(EXCERPT CONCLUDED)
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