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Analysis of the Respondent’s Disclosure (June 2009) 

Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 

 

(June 1, 2009) (Volume 1, I-80):

 

(June 2, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

I did say to PC Payne that she looked good in uniform. I wanted to compliment PC Payne with something 
upon her return to uniform duties on Platoon ‘A’. I did not see anything wrong with saying to her she 
looked good in uniform. On the contrary, in light of her recent relationship problems and the end of her 
secondment to the Crime Unit, I wanted to make her feel comfortable being back on duty in uniform. PC 
Payne’s flirtatious view of my comment was wrong and her comment as to the inappropriateness of my 
comment was tempered with a misguided view. She was going through enough stress having to deal with 
her common-law spouse (PC Brockley) six-month affair with another female constable in the detachment 
and hence might have interpreted my compliment as a personal advance on her gender. 
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Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 

 

Please note the excerpt from PC Payne’s entry in point form chronology on June 2, 2009:  

‘I had advised a few people on the shift about the comments and actions PC Jack has made, 
including Sgt. Flindall’.  

Please note the excerpt from PC Payne’s entry in her notes (Re PC Jack) on July 13, 2009:  

‘I told a few officers re: comment + Sgt. Flindall.’ 

There is a discrepancy in time by six weeks in PC Payne’s account of the timing of making this comment! 
Though I acknowledge making the comment as I stated earlier, it was done on purely a complimentary 
basis without any ulterior motive or desire for her affection. If her view of my comment could be misguided 
and if her notes are shown to be lacking credibility with respect to the timing of when the comment was 
made, then the Tribunal should wonder about the credibility of PC Payne’s notes. Furthermore, the 
Tribunal could see that the overall content of her notes are a compilation of negativity viewed from a 
negative point.  

(July 13, 2009) (Volume 3, Z), PC Payne’s notes (Re PC Jack): Comments: 

 

 

13 JULY 2009 (MON) 
 
- I told a few officers  
re: comment +  
Sgt. Flindall. 
- it was discussed  
if he said anything 
further I would  
call him on it –  
approach Jack +  
advise inappropriate  
and to stop. 

I wonder about the following: 
• Who those officers on the shift were. 
• What exactly PC Payne advised them. 
• In what manner PC Payne advised 

them. 
• To what degree PC Payne further 

poisoned my work environment with 
her false accusations of me. 

• What those officers thought of PC 
Payne’s accusations of me in light of 
the fact that PC Payne’s common-law 
spouse PC Brokley just had a lengthy 
affair with PC Mackaracher.  

 
The Promise of the OPP (Exhibit 87, page 4):
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(June 5, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology: 

 

 

PC Payne was supposed to be my mentoring “go-to” officer and not my coach officer which meant that I 
was supposed to go to her for assistance when I required. She readily admitted to not working very closely 
with me due to her own calls for service, yet she wanted to know where I was and what I was doing at all 
times. While it may sound far-fetched that piece of information gives reasons to believe that PC Payne was 
instructed by Sgt. Flindall to monitor and to document my every move just like PC Nie (Sgt. Flindall’s next-
door neighbor) later was. 

While the date of the entry is June 5, 2009, the entry commences with the sentence, ‘Since the 5th June 
2009, …’. I wonder until what date from June 5, 2009, PC Payne made her observations in reference to the 
above entry. How could PC Payne notice that I was over-investigating minor calls for service if she did not 
work very closely with me? Her comments were nothing but presumptions. Furthermore, one does not run 
every plate and driver that they stop and speak to. That is common sense. 

Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 

 

Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 
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(June 7, 2009) (Volume 1, I-79):

 

(June 13, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

I met that girl at the Community Police Office in Bridgenorth a few weeks earlier. She had been a volunteer 
at the Peterborough County OPP for approximately 4 years. The piece of paper PC Nie was referring to was 
her home address she gave me to pick her up for a ride-along. She aspired to become a police officer. 
Shortly thereafter we started dating and dated until early September of 2009. She was privy to the 
harassment and targeting I experienced at the Peterborough County OPP Detachment in July/August of 
2009 and observed the devastating effects of them on me. We parted as friends in early September of 
2009. I have not seen her ever since. I was in love with her. Our short time together was a bright chapter in 
my personal life.  

(June, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

There was a sudden and steep increase in thefts at nighttime from the parked unlocked motor vehicles in 
my patrol area (Zone 3) during the early summer of 2009. I took a few reports from the victims of theft and 
added supplementary reports to the Niche RMS. I must have given some of the victims my cellular phone 
number to contact me directly should they have noticed anything else stolen so I could add the missing 
property to the Niche RMS promptly. What I did was also a common practice amongst many officers who 
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genuinely cared in making a difference in a person`s life by sometimes providing a victim with their 
personal cell number. This allowed the victim to feel a sense of security knowing that they could reach their 
investigating officer at any time. 

(June 16, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 

 

 
 

 

 

(June 20, 2009) (Volume 2, O), PC Filman’s notes: 
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(June 20, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 
 

 

 

(June 20, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

 

 

 

 
Please note that the blackened out name of the trailer park owner is Frank. The only reason I can think of 
why PC Filman enclosed it in the double quotation marks is because Frank was an Asian guy. Hence, the 
name Frank was most likely an English version of his name. Just like an English version of my name is 
Michael, the properly spelled Russian version of my name in Latin letters is Mikhail. While I have never met 
Frank in person (I only spoke with him over the phone), I believe he was wrongfully charged by the 
Peterborough County OPP with a criminal offense Assault with a Weapon. The so called weapon was his 
tractor with which he allegedly assaulted the daughter of the trailer/deck owner when they came to 
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remove the trailer/deck from the trailer park without paying the money they owed to the 
owners/managers (Frank and his wife) of the trailer park.  

(June 20, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

I am surprised to hear that I did not notify other officers. My zone partners (PC Payne and PC Filman) were 
very good at hearing over the radio when I was dispatched to calls for service. It is very strange they did not 
hear me being dispatched to that call. I have no recollection that I either did or did not notify other officers 
explicitly. However, I do remember that PC Filman was in another zone (either Zone 1 or Zone 2) and that 
PC Payne was at the detachment when she ought to have been on the road.  

In my Month 5 PER (09 May 09 – 09 Jun 09) in the Resolution section PC Filman noted the following with 
the ‘Meets Requirements’ rating:

 

Once again PC Filman was off by almost two weeks with respect to the date of the incident. What a 
Detective! Moreover, it was one of those calls that I was trying to ‘make a difference’. I was trying to assist 
the parties to resolve their conflict. The owners of the trailer park were Asians and I believe they had been 
mistreated by the Peterborough County OPP prior to me attending the call. I have more to say about the 
background of the incident should there be a need.  

The Tribunal should take note of my accountable supervisor Sgt. Flindall’s insatiable appetite to discredit 
me as much as possible because the same incident was used in my subsequent evaluations with the ‘Does 
Not Meet Requirements’ rating. 
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In my Month 6 & 7 PER (09 Jun 09 – 09 Aug 09) in the Resolution section Sgt. Flindall / PC Payne noted 
the following with the ‘Does Not Meet Requirements’ rating:

 

In my Month 8 PER (09 Aug 09 – 09 Sep 09) in the Resolution section Sgt. Flindall / PC Payne noted the 
following with the ‘Does Not Meet Requirements’ rating:

 

 

In my Month 8 PER (09 Aug 09 – 09 Sep 09) in the Analytical section Sgt. Flindall / PC Payne noted the 
following with the ‘Does Not Meet Requirements’ rating: 
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(June 24, 2009) (Volume 1, I-38):

 

 
(June 24, 2009) (Volume 1, I-78): 

:  

 

(June 24, 2009) (Volume 1, I-38):
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(June 24, 2009) (Volume 1, I-38):

 

(June 25, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 

 

 
 

 

 
• First, both the Tribunal and I have been deprived of this e-mail by the Respondent along with 

numerous other e-mails I sent from my Justice E-mail account. 
• Second, it attests that I notified Sgt. Flindall that I had no time to work on the investigation of the 

multijurisdictional credit card fraud case due to the high workload at the time. 

(June 30, 2009) (Volume 3, Z), PC Payne’s notes: 

 
 

 

NE 2009 
 
PC PAYNE  
NOTEBOOK  
ENTRIES  
 
10:30 [black] 
- spoke with PC Jack  
re task list +  
occurrences from  
yesterday 
- PC Lafrance advise  
that 2 male call  
coming in re  
mischief - vehicle  
thefts up TV Rd 
- need report + statement 
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(June 30, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 

 

 

 

 
As is evident from the above notes, I further advised Sgt. Flindall that I had no time to work on the 
investigation of the multijurisdictional credit card fraud case due to the high workload at the time. 

(June 30, 2009) (Volume 3, Z), PC Payne’s notes: 

 

 

30 JUNE 2009 
[black] 
[black] 
22:18 - speak with PC Jack  
re assignment list 
22:30 [black] 
[black] 

 

In the entire month of June 2009 in the Respondent’s disclosure there is no evidence of Sgt. Flindall holding 
a performance evaluation meeting with me because it never took place. Also, from the Respondent’s 
disclosure of PC Filman’s notes in reference to his interaction with me it is evident that during the entire 7 
months of “coaching” me approximately 15 pages (ONLY) of his notes were in relation to his interactions 
with me. Did the Respondent care to follow the Ontario Provincial Police Orders at all? 
 

Ontario Provincial Police Orders, Probationary Constable Evaluation Report Guidelines (Volume 7, 5):

 

Ontario Provincial Police Orders, Law Enforcement, 2.51.1: Supervision – Member (Volume 7, 1):
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Ontario Provincial Police Orders, Law Enforcement, 2.51.1: Supervision – Member (Volume 7, 1): 

 

Ontario Provincial Police Orders, Administration & Infrastructure, 6.4: Human Resources (Volume 7, 2):
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