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Analysis of the Respondent's Disclosure (January 2009) 

 
(January 7, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 

 

 

 

 
It was nice of the Counsel for the Respondent to furnish me with this piece of my notes. However, I 
remember literally nothing from S/Sgt. Kohen’s presentation on January 7, 2009. Had I not had these notes 
I would not even have remembered we had the session with S/Sgt. Kohen on January 7, 2009.  

• First, because of the constant sleep deprivation it was extremely difficult to remain mentally 
focused in a class room environment. At times, we had up to half the class standing against the wall 
in order not to fall asleep while seated.  

• Second, at the time I was suffering from a growing toothache (see my explanation below) which was 
severely affecting my mental focus in the last 3 days at the PPA. 

When I stated in my Will-say that S/Sgt. Kohen spoke to us during the orientation week of August 25 – 29, 
2008, in Orillia I meant just that.  

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

 

S/Sgt. Kohen spoke to us from the podium in the auditorium. She was dressed in civilian attire. We were all 
dressed in suits too as we were not even issued OPP uniform at the time. It must have been either on 
August 25 or August 26, 2008. She went on and on about how much schooling she had to do to get 
promoted and what her responsibilities then included. Hence, I remember what she said. 
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Also, it would appear that the Counsel has been disclosing my notes selectively and by bits and pieces. I 
wonder if that is how the ‘expeditious, just and fair hearings’ (the Counsel’s words) are being conducted. 

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

 

Their main concern was that I shot a paper target silhouette both in the head and in the body and not just 
the center body mass and that I did not miss as single shot. 

The story: 

One night towards the end of the training at the Provincial Police Academy we were awakened at 
approximately 3:00 am. We were made to run back and forth around the local fields and forests in deep 
snow and were made to look for missing persons (plastic dolls) and some shotguns hidden in the snowy 
fields. 

At approximately 5:30 am we were back on the OPP headquarters grounds and had to run around till 
exhaustion, around some buildings. We were then formed into groups and led to a nearby improvised 
shooting range where we were ordered to pick up the training handguns (designed to shoot low velocity 
plastic bullets only and painted in blue color) and discharge them at the paper target silhouettes positioned 
some 3 meters in front of us. 

The handguns were loaded with plastic bullets filled with soap, which were specifically designed for 
Immediate Rapid Deployment (IRD) training. 

Aside:  
• I was a member of the Peterborough Fish and Game Association gun club since 2006 (Exhibit 68, 

page 1), 
• At the club I regularly practiced Olympic style target shooting at the range of 25 meters using .22 

caliber handguns (Exhibit 68, page 2), 
• I was accustomed to aim at the black dot in the center of the paper target, 
• At the club I attained Gold Level in handgun target practice (Exhibit 68, page 2) 

It was still dark. The targets were situated below our shoulder level. While I started shooting at the body, I 
quickly realized that I did not see where I was hitting the target. I then raised my arms to my shoulder 
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height so my hands were perpendicular to the ground and aimed at the black nose of the target’s face that 
I could discern in the darkness. The nose of the paper target silhouette resembled the black dot I was so 
accustomed to aiming at the Peterborough Fish and Game Association gun club during my regular Olympic 
style target practices. 

We were then ordered to pick up the targets and take them with us to the Provincial Police Academy 
residence building.  

A couple of days later I disposed of my target since it was cluttering my room. 

A few days later I was pulled from the middle of the lesson together with another recruit and ordered to go 
to the PPA residence building to get something. At the residence a female Academy Sergeant handed us a 
pack of paper target silhouettes from that training exercise and asked me where my target was. I told her I 
had disposed of it as it was garbage. She had us take the pile of targets back to the class and that was it. It 
became immediately clear to me that they were looking for my target, but since they could not find it they 
sent me with another recruit under the disguise of fetching some targets to look for it. I wondered at the 
time who reported on me to the Academy instructors, what was reported and why? I also wondered why 
the instructors did not simply ask me about the target. The incident reminded me about the so called 
“follow-up” on my background investigation after I had been offered and accepted the offer of 
employment from the OPP.   

Right after the graduation ceremony, I was asked by Mr. Peter Shipley why I disposed of the target, to 
which I replied that because it was garbage. Mr. Shipley told me they were concerned that I did not follow 
the instructions and fired at the head as opposed to the center body mass. I explained to him that I fired at 
both and the reasons why I fired at the head are as I explained above. The whole deal was a surprise for me 
as we were explicitly taught to shoot at the center body mass and at the head of the paper target 
silhouettes both at the Ontario Police College and the Provincial Police Academy (Exhibit 76). I did not 
understand what rules/procedures I disobeyed by firing at both the body and the head of the paper 
silhouette target, especially using plastic pullets. Mr. Shipley congratulated me on winning the award for 
being the best in the class of 110 in hand gun usage and advised me that due to the fact that I fired at the 
head they were going to send me to a 4 day Block Training session immediately after the graduation from 
the PPA to ensure I complied with the firearms usage procedures.  

Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012), Recruit Leadership Assessment Tool OPP, Class # 411: 

 

I have pondered for a while why. A few factors have come to my mind:  
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• A call from the Peterborough County OPP Detachment to the Provincial Police Academy in 
August of 2008 before I started my training at the PPA that I was a gun happy person and 
allegedly killed people during military service in the Israel Defense Forces,  

• My superb firearms usage and accuracy skills, 
• My exceptionally high level of physical fitness at the time, 
• My Russian background, 
• My Israeli background, 
• My Israeli military background, 
• Discharging plastic bullets from a training handgun partly in the head of a paper target 

silhouette. 

I wondered if there had been other recruits from our class of 110 who had discharged their training 
handguns on the same night in the head of the paper target silhouette. I doubt that will ever know. 
However, I was singled out and considered dangerous at that time. In their words, they identified some 
concerns with me with respect to using firearms.  

As I mentioned earlier at the PPA I got to know a recruit in our class who had 52 registered firearms.  That 
was 30 registered firearms more than I had. He was born and raised in Canada. Was he scrutinized in the 
same manner as I was? I guess I will never know that too.  

Equally interesting is that OPP’s finest (Exhibit 76), who that the Tribunal can see is a white Canadian and 
who had served 6 years in the Canadian Armed Forces and who had been sniper-trained by the Canadian 
military, also shot at the head of the paper target silhouette, yet he was never singled or given the same 
treatment as I was. 

(January 8, 2009) (Volume 1, I-10):
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(January 9, 2009) (Volume 1, I-10):

 

 

S/Sgt. Campbell’s transcribed notes pertaining to Constable Michael Jack:
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(January 12, 2009) (Volume 3, X), S/Sgt. Campbell’s notes: 

 

 

 

12 Jan 10 
 
Prior to Jan 12th I received 
A phone call from Peter  
Shipley Re: Mike Jack 
He was to arrive in Ptbo. 
12Jan10 & was to go  
immediately to Block training  
to assess firearms issue  
& decision making issue. 
 
I spoke verbally to Shawn  
Filman his coach & made him  
aware of this. After  
returning from Block  
I also made him aware  
there were no issues but  
to monitor situation.  
I made no notebook  
entries on this.  
Ron. 

 
How could have I gone to the block training on January 12, 2010, if I was dismissed from employment on 
December 15, 2009? 

The truth is that S/Sgt. Campbell made these notes, in all probability more than two years later, but shortly 
after being notified by the Counsel for the Respondent that he had to provide a copy of his notes, at which 
time he decided to document this supposed recollection.  

My application was shared with the Counsel for the Respondent by my previous counsel sometime before 
January 10, 2011. Hence, the Counsel for the Respondent would have shared the application with the 
Respondent shortly after that date. Regional Command, in gathering all necessary information to provide to 
their Counsel, Marnie Corbold would have directed/ordered the personal respondents to recall anything 
concerning me especially anything even remotely negative about me. That is why one sees notations such 
as S/Sgt. Campbell’s notation on a blank piece of pad paper that he recalls something that was not 
mentioned in his notes. 

The Tribunal should take particular attention to this because it questions the credibility of the individual’s 
notes and casts credibility issues with everyone’s notes with respect to their dealings with me. Basically it 
also says that one could write anything about me and attach it to their notes and it would be my word 
against their word. 
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(January 12, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 

 

 

 

(January 12, 2009) (Volume 3, X), S/Sgt. Campbell’s notes: 

 

 

MON 12 Jan 09 
06:00 On duty [black] 
O1-393 Accompanied  
by Cst. Payne & Cst. 
Jacks. 
06:01 Met with Cst. Jacks  
Advised of Dental  
issue. May need to  
leave block training                   

 
(January 12, 2009) S/Sgt. Campbell’s transcribed notes pertaining to Constable Michael Jack:
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(January 12, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

(January 14, 2009) (Volume 1, I-103):
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(January 14, 2009) (Volume 1, I-103):

 

I was never given any vacation during my entire time at the Peterborough County OPP Detachment. My 
accumulated vacation, statutory holiday and overtime hours were paid out to me. My Employment 
Insurance benefits were paid out in January/February 2010 (Exhibit 103). 

 

(January 15, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 
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(January 16, 2009) (Volume 1, I-102): 

 

• First, Shelly is wrong with respect to the date. I had to leave the academy on Tuesday, January 13, 
2009, and not on Tuesday, January 20, 2009 (Exhibit 104, pages 5 – 8). Moreover, how could Shelly 
state that in her e-mail which was dated January 16, 2009? 

• Second, since my dental issue was brought up in the Respondent’s disclosure I feel the need to 
address it in detail. Here is the story. 

Sometime around January 3rd or 4th, 2009, (the last week at the Provincial Police Academy) I started 
experiencing a growing toothache in one of my upper front teeth. I had a root canal treatment on that 
tooth done back in 1991 in Israel. It never bothered since then. Since January 4th, 2009, the tooth ache was 
growing stronger and on January 6, 2009, I asked Sgt. Tozser to see a doctor. I was advised to go to a local 
walk-in clinic, which I did in the evening. A female doctor prescribed me with Tylenol 3 painkiller and 
advised me to see a dentist. On January 7, 2009, I called my dentist’s office in Peterborough, Farlow and 
McArthur Dentistry, and advised them of the problem. They told me they could see me the following day, 
January 8, 2009. By that time, I was on 3 different types of painkillers: Advil, Tylenol 3, and some other pills 
that my academy roommate, Kyle Kanstein, gave me, which he had been prescribed for his back pain. 
Neither Advil nor Tylenol 3 had any effect on alleviating the growing toothache and only my roommate’s 
pills, that looked like they could kill a horse, had any effect and would numb the toothache for up to six 
hours. When I advised Sgt. Tozser that my toothache was becoming unbearable and I wanted to see my 
dentist urgently and that his clinic agreed to see me in the afternoon of January 8, 2009, she denied me 
saying something to the effect that after I graduated I could go see whoever I wanted. Basically, it was very 
important for the Academy that I had stayed because we had a final rehearsal for the graduation ceremony 
on January 8, 2009, and if I were to be missing from the rehearsal they would have had to reorganize the 
formation. Sgt. Tozser further insisted that I attend the graduation dinner, which by the way was not 
mandatory and approximately 10 recruits did not attend. In Sgt. Tozser’s words, ‘You will attend the 
graduation dinner’, she nearly yelled at me. However, Sgt. Tozser spoke with one of the Academy civilian 
instructors who arranged for me to see his family dentist, Dr. Michael Robinson, in Barrie at 2:10 pm on 
January 8, 2009 (Exhibit 104, page 3). When Dr. Robinson saw he made an x-ray radiograph of the tooth 
(Exhibit 104, pages 1 – 2) and told me I had a root canal inflammation. However, Dr. Robinson was hesitant 
to open the tooth and instead prescribed me with some antibiotics. I was only booked for a 10 minute visit 
(Exhibit 104, page 3) and the drilling of a sealed root canal would have taken considerably longer. So I 
bought the prescribed antibiotics in a drug store in Barrie and hoped that it would take care of the 
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problem. Somehow, I got through both the graduation dinner and the graduation ceremony on January 9, 
2009 (thanks to my roommate’s humongous painkiller pills) and headed home to Peterborough. When I got 
back home late in the evening, after unloading the car I just dumped all of my equipment on the floor in the 
kitchen and collapsed on the pile. Walking up and down the stairs while carrying the equipment from my 
car to the house rose by blood pressure up which resulted in a pulsating, excruciating and inescapable 
toothache. I do not remember for how long I stayed on the floor in a semi-conscious state that night.  

On Saturday, January 10, 2009, I called my dentist Dr. McArthur’s clinic and was advised through the 
answering service that in cases of emergency to call Dr. Bastian, which I promptly did. Dr. Bastian saw me 
on the afternoon of January 10, 2009, (Exhibit 104, page 4). Dr. Bastian also made an x-ray of the tooth and 
after comparing with the x-ray radiograph done on the previous day by Dr. Robinson noted that the root 
canal inflammation grew larger. However, Dr. Bastian was also hesitant to drill the tooth. Instead, Dr. 
Bastian prescribed me with another type of antibiotics which according to him should have killed the 
bacteria which survived without oxygen and booked me to see a specialist in Scarborough, Dr. Wayne 
Pulver on either January 15th or 16th, 2009. I do not remember how I got through the rest of the weekend, 
but I do remember that by Monday morning the painkillers barely worked and would not numb the pain for 
long anymore. Hence, first thing I did when I reported for duty was to advise S/Sgt. Campbell of my dental 
issue. We discussed the issue. I was scared not to attend the Block Training as I did not want to start my 
duty at the Peterborough County OPP Detachment with flunking from the first day on duty. So we decided 
to head out to the block training and see what happens. I still hoped that the prescribed antibiotics would 
kick in. By that time I was on two different types of antibiotics and a number of different types of 
painkillers. I vaguely remember how I got through that day. It was a torture. When I woke up on Tuesday 
morning on January 13, 2009, the toothache was gone. I felt no more pain. However, I neither felt my front 
teeth, not my upper lip, nor the tip of my nose. The whole area was numb. At that time I realized I had a 
serious problem that required immediate attention. I called Dr. Pulver’s clinic, advised them of the problem 
and they agreed to see me that day. I advised S/Sgt. Campbell and he allowed me to take the cruiser to 
drive to Scarborough from Gravenhurst to see the dentist.  

When Dr. Pulver made an x-ray radiograph of my tooth the root canal inflammation looked like a semi-
circle. The infection spread out to another tooth, infecting it as well. Dr. Pulver drilled two teeth and 
performed a surgery on my upper gum to drain the puss (Exhibit 104, pages 5 – 8). He then inserted a tiny 
rubber tube in the incision in the gum and instructed me to keep in for a few days to allow the puss to drain 
out. Dr. Pulver advised me that if I had waited for a bit longer the infection could have erupted into the 
brain and I could have died from it.  

I had to see Dr. Pulver again on January 21, 2009 (Exhibit 104, pages 9 – 10) to finish the treatment and Dr. 
McArthur on February 3, 2009 (Exhibit 104, pages 11 – 12) to do the restorations of the teeth. 

• First, I paid approximately 900 dollars of my own money on top of the insurance coverage to cover 
the costs of the dental treatment. 

• Second, I lost a perfectly healthy tooth that got infected through the inside of the gum due to the 
forced delay in the proper treatment.   
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• Third, as per Shelly’s advice I did not claim sick time, but rather used the time from my floater bank 
(Volume 1, I-102). She told me it might not looked good on me to use sick time when I just started 
working. 

 

• Fourth, alarming is the real threat to my life which was caused by the actions of Sgt. Tozser in 
ordering that I attend the graduation dinner. This delay of a few days exacerbated my condition to 
the point of nearly dying by the infection nearly entering my brain. Up until I was advised by the 
specialist, Dr. Pulver that I could have died all I could think of was that I better not call in sick (as per 
the order of Sgt. Tozser).  

• Fifth, I scheduled the next visit on one of my days off rather than sooner which would have been a 
working day and I would have had to book time off. This fear was so real since I sensed a feeling of 
being unwelcomed at the detachment on my first scheduled day of work. 

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

 

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

 

It is noteworthy to mention that I had to call PC Amanda Knier’s husband PC Jeff Knier to inquire how to 
enter the detachment. He told me which door to use and advised me of a 4 digit entrance code to open the 
door.  
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Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 

 

 

 

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

 

(January 22, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

That is only partially correct. While I asked PC Filman to assist me with completing the Traffic Report (TR) he 
assisted me only partially. He never even sat down with me. He stood over me while I asked him clarifying 
questions. He left the detachment before I even completed the TR (he worked 17:00 to 05:00 while I 
worked 18:00 to 06:00) so I had to seek help from other officers. I was puzzled about his attitude. I noticed 
that other recruits had the benefit of having their coach officers sitting next to them while they worked on 
reports whereas I very rarely enjoyed the similar treatment with PC Filman. Furthermore, I quickly learned 
that the Traffic incident driver's report form (Exhibit 105) that was being utilized by the Peterborough 
County OPP officers at the time was erroneous and incomplete.  

First, PC Filman never mentioned anything to me about the existence of the form. I learned about it and 
solicited it from other officers. Had the Respondent disclosed my e-mail correspondence from my Justice 
account the Tribunal would have had proof that first, it was possibly PC Payne who sent me an e-mail with 
numerous attachments on or about January 12, 2009, and second it was PC Paradis who sent me an e-mail 
sometime in the spring of 2009 with numerous attachments pertaining to police work at the Peterborough 
County OPP Detachment. I remember specifically asking PC Paradis for those forms and he was kind 
enough to furnish me with them as PC Filman never bothered. Furthermore, had the Respondent disclosed 
all my e-mail correspondence between PC Filman and I, the Tribunal would have had proof that there were 
very few e-mails exchanged between us and that PC Filman’s e-mails were poorly written.    

Second, the traffic incident driver's report form (Exhibit 105) is the resulting form after my extensive 
improvements to it! Not only did I improve it, but I also provided it to a number of officers, e.g. PC Mitch 
Anderson specifically asked me for one. I am therefore appalled at the Respondent’s deliberate failure to 
disclose e-mails I sent to various officers at the Peterborough County OPP Detachment.  
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(January 19, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 
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(January 22, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (March 13, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 
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(January 22, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

 

 

 

 
 
(January 22, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

First, the date is wrong. We were dispatched and attended the Break and Enter call in the morning of 
January 26, 2009 (Exhibit 106). Of interest is the fact that PC Filman made the above entry in the point form 
chronology sometime in November 2009 when he was holding a rank of Detective Constable. If 9 months 
after the fact a Detective Constable brings an event up while being off by 4 days in the timing of the event, 
what would you think of his skills to do a job of a detective? PC Filman did not even bother to check the 
date of the event either in his notes or in the Niche RMS! 
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Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012):

 

 

 

 

 

Second, the documentation is only partially correct. PC Filman deliberately manipulated the truth by 
omitting to mention that the ONLY reason I asked him if I could stop at a possible witness to the Break and 
Enter residence was because I had lived in the possible witness’ residence for the first 9 months of my life 
in Peterborough from October 2000 until end of June 2001 and knew the family. The residence is located 
right across the Selwyn Outreach Centre that had been broken into (Exhibit 106). I advised PC Filman that 
since I had lived there I could go speak with my former landlord to inquire if their family had heard anything 
about the incident. I was just too eager to assist. 
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Addresses: 

• Selwyn Outreach Centre (Church)     – 2686 Lakefield Rd, Peterborough, ON. 
• Residence of the possible witness to the Break & Enter  – 2699 Lakefield Rd, Peterborough, ON. 

PC Filman knew that I had lived in that residence perfectly well because when in the morning of January 26, 
2009, we attended the Selwyn Outreach Centre (Church) to take the initial report of the Break and Enter I 
pointed to the house across the road and told PC Filman that I used to live there when I came to 
Peterborough and that I knew some people in the area. PC Filman acknowledged.  

(April 2, 2008) (Volume 6, 41):

 

The fact that PC Filman recalled the incident and manipulated the truth some 9 months after the fact 
(when compiling the point form chronology in November 2009) attests to the Respondent’s strong goal to 
fabricate false deficiencies in my performance in order to discredit and terminate me. It was so careless on 
PC Filman’s part to enter it in the point form chronology because:  

• First, I only asked PC Filman if I could attend the possible witness’s residence because of the 
aforementioned reason. I did not attend. 

• Second, on January 27, 2009, (the following day after I had asked) at approximately 17:30 hrs. PC 
Filman attended the Pioneer gas station # 204, which is located at 336 Lansdowne St. E. in 
Peterborough to inquire about a video surveillance recording of the suspect in the Break and Enter 
incident (Exhibit 106). When PC Filman attended the gas station he was off duty, with no use of 
force equipment present on him whatsoever, and while his pregnant wife was waiting for him in 
their private car at the gas station. I witnessed him doing it first-hand when I stopped at the Pioneer 
gas station to fuel up the cruiser upon returning from the Block Training. I had to attend the second 
day of a 4 day Block Training because I missed it exactly two weeks prior on January 13, 2009, due 
to the dental emergency (Exhibit 104, page 5 – 8). It would have been nice to have my officer’s 
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notes for that day that would prove that I was gassing up at the Pioneer gas station at 
approximately 17:30 hrs. Alas, the Responded decided to withhold them. 

While PC Filman noted my inquiry to attend the possible witness’ residence in the point form chronology 
with a negative connation to it, he failed to follow the proper procedure himself. While it might be 
interpreted as “Do as I say, do not do as I do” kind of thing, it is nonetheless a clear indication of fabricating 
(even retrospectively) and piling up as much negative stuff on me as possible.  

 

(January 24 – 26, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

  
 

(January 26, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

First, the date is wrong again. Since we were dispatched and attended the Break and Enter call on January 
26, 2009, we could not have possibly completed the investigation on the same date. It was completed 
approximately a week later from the indicated date. So much for the detective skills of Detective Constable 
Shaun Filman, who neither could spell properly (Exhibit 30) nor could he remember the dates nor bothered 
to verify his assertions. 

Second, the documentation is only partially correct. PC Filman completed the brief mostly by himself. As far 
as the paperwork was concerned I only proofread the synopsis (Exhibit 106). Also, when PC Filman and I 
drove to the Central East Correctional Center in Lindsay to interview the suspect after he had been arrested 
in relation to the matter by the Peterborough Lakefield Community Police it was PC Filman who 
interviewed the suspect. I was just a witness to the interview.  
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(January 29, 2009) (Volume 3, W-4):

 

First, how could have Superintended Stevenson stated on January 29, 2009, ‘we should give you a heads 
up on two recruits coming to your detachment’ when I had graduated from the PPA on January 9, 2009, 
and reported to detachment for the first time on January 12, 2009. By January 29, 2009, I had already 
worked 5 shifts (Exhibit 66).   

Second, the blacked out names are Jack and Kovacs, as is evident from the index of the Respondent’s 
disclosure. By the way, either the Counsel for the Respondent or Superintendent Stevenson erred in the 
name as there was no recruit in our class with last name Kovacs. Whoever erred, they were referring to 
Stephanie Kovals and she was assigned to Haliburton Highlands Detachment. She never came to our 
detachment (Exhibit 66). Moreover, I can see a pattern in both of us scoring under 3, whatever it meant, as 
Stephanie Kovals had a Bachelor of Science degree in biology and was a reserved and smart person. She 
was certainly not a bully. Would you find it strange that both Stephanie and I had University education and 
both Stephanie and I scored under 3? I assert that Stephanie Kovals just like me was giving a thorough 
thought to her actions and hence was classified as a recruit with a leadership deficiency. OPP’s leadership 
assessment reminds me of an old saying: ‘Only fools are certain, wise men hesitate.  

Third, it is a fact that I have been a leader throughout the better part of my life. I was a cadet leader in the 
Israeli Nautical School, the best in my class in the Israeli Navy marine electricity training course, project 
leader at Trent University in Canada, winner of the prestigious postgraduate scholarship from the Natural 
Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada based on my academic excellence, research potential, 
communication skills, and interpersonal and leaderships abilities. It would appear that it was not until I 
joined the Ontario Provincial Police that I was classified as having leadership deficiencies. 
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Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 
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(January 30, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (March 13, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 
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(January 30, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (March 13, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 

  
 

I am very grateful to the Counsel for finally furnishing me with some copies of my notes. As it is clearly 
evident from those notes I took the responsibility for the incident. I believed that was the right thing to do 
at the time and indicated it as such in my notes. 

 

After we had cleared the scene Sgt. Flindall transported us to the detachment. Sgt. Flindall was the driver. 
PC Gilliam was the front seat passenger while I was in the back seat. While en-route to the detachment Sgt. 
Flindall and PC Gilliam talked very quietly (hushed-hushed) about the incident so I was left out and I was 
not privy to the context of their conversation. I was so embarrassed and scared for damaging the cruiser 
that I advised them that I was going to take full responsibility for the accident as I firmly believed it was my 
fault and accepting the responsibility was the right thing to do. I must add that at the time it was only 
logical for me to accept the responsibility for the screw up. Hence, upon arrival to the detachment and 
after further advising PC Gilliam of my intention to take full responsibility for the accident I did my notes. 
Little did I know at the time about the OPP policies and procedures and I certainly could not have envision 
that Sgt. Flindall was going to use it against me later on, specifically that he was going to use the incident in 
his briefing note (Volume 1, I-7) and further throw the accident in my face during the meeting with S/Sgt. 
Campbell on August 19, 2009. 
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(January 30, 2009) (Volume 1, I-92):

 

 

(January 30, 2009) (Volume 1, B), Sgt. Flindall’s notes: 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please note the ‘The motorist pulled them out of the ditch’. Note the ‘Details from Gilliam’. I wonder what 
those details from PC Gilliam were as nothing is written about the details from PC Jack. As one can easily 
see from the Niche RMS occurrence PC Gilliam was the reporting officer. 
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(January 30, 2009) File 233-10, Exhibit 14: 
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Please note the ‘PC Jack’s and PC Gilliam’s decision to accept the offer of the passing motorist versus 
calling a tow truck, resulted ultimately in the damage to the cruiser. This was poor decision making on their 
part.’ 

My actions made me responsible for the turning around of the cruiser and placing the nose end in the 
ditch. PC Gilliam’s actions made him responsible for (being the senior of the two involved officers) granting 
authority to the motorist to pull the cruiser out of the ditch and thereby causing the damage which was a 
direct result of that action. 

Hence, I accept responsibility for the accident placing the cruiser into the ditch. This action of mine resulted 
in no damage whatsoever. However, and more importantly, why was PC Gilliam not documented for 
soliciting the services of a citizen which resulted in the damage to the cruiser: the flat tire and the side view 
mirror being torn off, the front ¼ panel and passenger door?  

To the best of my knowledge I was the only one who was served with the negative 233-10. If I am mistaken, 
then the Respondent can easily prove it. If I am not, then how come I (the rookie) received a negative 233-
10 for the damage of the cruiser that took place after the fact and PC Gilliam (the senior officer) did not? 

The decision to charge me and me alone by way of a negative documentation was wrong and would appear 
to have been influenced by someone at the Peterborough County OPP Detachment or detachment 
personnel. My rational for this is the fact that I was at the detachment for less than two weeks and already 
became acutely aware that I was not being liked.   
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Vehicle Damage Report, Counsel’s additional disclosure (February 16, 2012): 
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It is evident from the date the document was printed (February 16, 2012) that based on the Applicant’s 
disclosure on January 13, 2012, Counsel for the Respondent provided this additional disclosure.  


