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Analysis of the Respondent's Disclosure (February 2009) 

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

 

Some facts to consider regarding my usage of GPS: 

• PC Filman’s comments about my use of the GPS are totally biased and narrow minded since there is 
nothing in Police Orders that prohibit its use, 

• Numerous Peterborough County OPP officers used their personal GPSs in the line of their police 
work, including PC Jennifer Payne and the two brothers, PC Mike Gravelle and PC Marc Gravelle,  

• I borrowed the GPS from my landlord, Andre Melaney, to assist me in the line of my police officer 
duty. I used it to assist me navigate around the county more efficiently and effectively and to study 
the county roads faster, 

• PC Filman noted my usage of GPS in February 2009 when I was approximately 1 month on the job 
and was barely familiar with the Peterborough County roads, 

• PC Filman was born and raised in Peterborough, 
• PC Filman had been a police officer in the Peterborough County for approximately 6 years and he 

had also been either a police cadet or an auxiliary at the Peterborough County OPP Detachment 
prior to becoming a police officer, 

• PC Filman’s father, Brad Filman, has been a police officer in the Peterborough County for 
approximately 30 years. 

PC Filman knew Peterborough County roads like the palm of his hand. He did not need to use a GPS. He was 
a big fish in a small pond so to speak. Needless to say, as time went by and as I learned to navigate around 
the county I resorted to the usage of the GPS less frequently. 

In my Month 1 & 2 Performance Evaluation Report (PER) (09 Jan 09 – 09 Mar 09) in the Police Vehicle 
Operation section PC Filman noted the following:  
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I hope the Tribunal will wonder why PC Filman failed to mention the usage of the GPS and my driving 
habits, i.e. driving below the speed limit, in my PER for this section. One would have thought that the 
information in PC Filman’s February 2009 point form chronology would have been the appropriate 
information for use in the Police Vehicle Operation section of my Month 1 & 2 PER. Further to that, I hope 
the Tribunal will wonder why PC Filman found it necessary to bring those points up in the point form 
chronology of my performance at the Peterborough County OPP Detachment some 8 months later (in 
November 2009). The answer, however, is a very simple one. At the time the chronology was compiled PC 
Filman recalled everything about me that could be twisted into being even remotely negative. That is why 
his entries in the point form chronology contradict his earlier comments in my PERs.  

(February 4, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

  
 

(February 5, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

  
 
Please note that page 11 of PC Filman’s notes of February 5, 2009, has not been disclosed. 
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(February 5, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

 

 

 

 
(February 5, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:

 

(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-113):
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(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-113):

 

(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-113):
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(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-113):

 

(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-113):

 

(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-90):
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At least something positive. I wonder why. Apparently, Sgt. Flindall had no other choice at the time.  

In my Month 1 & 2 PER (09 Jan 09 – 09 Mar 09) in the Police Orders/Procedures/Technical Skills PC 
Filman noted the following: 

 

(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-91):

 

(February 10, 2009) (Volume 1, I-89):
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(February 13, 2009) (Volume 1, I-88):

 

(February 13, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

 

 

 
(February 13, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:
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(February 14, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 3, 2012 and April 5, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

 

 

(February 14, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 
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(February 14, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (April 5, 2012), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

 

 

 
 

(February 14, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:
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Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 

 

Furthermore, sometime in February 2009 PC Dan Gay was walked through the process of investigating an 
impaired driver and subsequent note taking in careful detail by PC William Syvret. PC Gay gladly furnished 
me with his notebook pertaining to his first arrest of an impaired driver to photocopy them so I could learn 
what needed to be done. PC Filman never taught me the process. I studied on my own and subsequently 
compiled a set of guidelines (among many other guidelines) for doing an impaired arrest (Exhibit 107, pages 
1 - 2), printed them out, laminated and used them in my subsequent investigations. Furthermore, a few 
months later on PC Mitch Anderson was impressed with them and asked me to furnish him with a copy, 
which I did and had the Respondent disclosed all my e-mail correspondence using my Justice E-mail 
account the Tribunal would have seen proof of this. 
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(February 19, 2009) (Volume 2, O), PC Filman’s notes: 

 

 

 
(February 19, 2009) (Volume 3, BB) Point Form Chronology:
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(February 19, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (March 13, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 
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(February 19, 2009) Counsel’s additional disclosure (March 13, 2012), PC Jack’s notes: 
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Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 

 

To date I remember the accused (Mr. Stillman) locked in the cell weeping and saying, ‘What did I do? I 
called the police to help me.’ While he was being released on a Promise to Appear (PTA) he looked me in 
the eyes and said, ‘I know you believe me. The other officer does not believe me, but I see in your eyes you 
believe I did nothing wrong.’  

In my Month 1 & 2 PER (09 Jan 09 – 09 Mar 09) in the Oral section PC Filman noted the following: 
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In the entire month of February 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):

 

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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