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(a) shan, In the case of a member, declare the seat of the member vacant; and 

(b) may disqualify the member or former member from being a member during a period thereafter of not more than 

seven years; and 

(c) may, where the contravention has resulted In personal financial gain, require the member or former member to 

make restitution to the party suffering the loss, or, where such party is not readily ascertainable, to the municipallty 

or local board of which he or she is a member or former member. R.S.O.1990, c. M.50, s.10 (1). 

Saving by reason of inadvertence or error 
00 Where the Judge determines that a member or a former member while he or she was a member has contravened 

subsection 5 (1), (2) or (3), If the judge finds that the contravention was committed through Inadvertence or by reason of an 

error In judgment, the member is not subject to having his or her seat declared vacant and the member or former member Is 

not subject to being disqualified as a member, as provided by subsection (1). R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 10 (2). 

Member not to be suspended 
W The authority to disqualify a member In subsection (1) does not Include the right to suspend a member. R.S.O. 1990, 

C. M.50, s. 10 (3). 

Transition: dlsquallflcatlon 
M). A dlsquallflcatlon of a member of a school board under this section that would have continued after December 31, 

1997 but for the dissolution of the school board continues for Its duration with respect to membership on any board whose 

members are elected by members of the electoral group who elected the member. 1997, c. 31, s. 156 (2). 

Definition 
§l In subsection (4), 

•electoral group" has the same meaning as in Part VIII of the Education Act as the Part read on January 1, 1997. 1997, 

c. 31, s. 156 (2). 

Appeal to Dlvislonal Court 
.u..J11 An appeal lies from any order made under section 1Oto the Divisional Court in accordance with the rules of court 

R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 11 (1). 

Judgment or new trial 
00 The Divisional Court may give any judgment that ought to have been pronounced, in which case Its decision Is final, or 

the Divisional Court may grant a new trial for the purpose of taking evidence or additional evidence and may remit the case to 

the trial Judge or another judge and, subject to any directions of the Divisional Court, the case shall be proceeded with as if 
there had been no appeal. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 11 (2). 

Appeal from order or new trial 
W Where the case Is remitted to a judge under subsection (2), an appeal lies from the order of the judge to the Divisional 

Court in accordance with the provisions of this section. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 11 (3). 

Proceedings not invalidated but voidable 
12. The failure of any person to comply with subsection 5 (1), (2) or (3) does not of Itself invalidate any proceedings in 

respect of any such matter but the proceedings in respect of such matter are voidable at the instance of the municlpallty or of 

the local board, as the case may be, before the expiration of two years from the date of the passing of the by-law or resolution 

authorizing such matter unless to make void the proceedings would adversely affect the rights of any person acquired under or 

by virtue of the proceedings who acted in good faith and without actual notice of the failure to comply with subsection 5 (1), (2) 

or (3). R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 12. 

Other procedures prohibited 
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13. Proceedings to declare a seat vacant or to disqualify a member or former member for conflict of Interest, or to require 

a member or former member to make restitution where a contravention has resulted In personal financial gain, shall be had 

and taken only under this Act. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 13. 

GENERAL 

Insurance 
~ Despite section 279 of the Municipal Act, 2001 or section 218 of the City of Toronto Act, 2006, as the case may be, 

the council of every municipality may at any time pass by-laws, 

(a) for contracting for Insurance; 

(b) despite the Insurance Act, to enable the municipality to act as an Insurer; and 

(c) for exchanging with other municipalities In Ontario reciprocal contracts of Indemnity or Inter-Insurance in 

accordance with Part XIII of the Insurance Act, 

to protect a member of the council or of any local board thereof who has been found not to have contravened section 5, 

against any costs or expenses Incurred by the member as a result of a proceeding brought under this Act, and for paying on 

behalf of or reimbursing the member for any such costs or expenses. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 14 (1); 2002, c. 17, Schad. F, 

Table; 2006, c. 32, Sched. C, s. 33 (2). 

Insurance Act does not apply 
.{21 The Insurance Act does not apply to a municipality acting as an insurer for the purposes of subsection (1). R.S.O. 

1990, c. M.60, s. 14 (2). 

Surplus funds 
.@l Despite section 387 of the Insurance Act, any surplus funds and the reserve fund of a municipal reciprocal exchange 

may be Invested only In such securities as a municipality may Invest In under the Municipal Act, 2001 or the City of Toronto 

Act, 2006, as the case may be. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 14 (3}; 1996, c. 32, s. 76 (1}; 2002, c. 17, Sched. F, Table; 2006, 

c. 32, Sched. C, s. 33 (3); 2007, c. 7, Sched. 27, s. 1. 

Reserve funds 
~ The money raised for a reserve fund of a municipal reciprocal exchange may be expended or pledged for, or applied 

to, a purpose other than that for which the fund was established If two-thirds of the municipalities that are members of the 

exchange together with two-thirds of the municipalities that previously were members of the exchange and that may be subject 

to claims arising while they were members of the exchange agree In writing and If section 386 of the Insurance Act Is complied 

with. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 14 (4); 2009, c. 33, Schad. 21, s. 7. 

Local boards 
{§1 A local board has the same powers to provide Insurance for or to make payments to or on behalf of its members as 

are conferred upon the council of a municipality under this section in respect of its members. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 14 (5). 

Fonner members 
.{fil A by-law passed under this section may provide that it applies to a person who was a member at the time the 

circumstances gMng rise to the proceeding occurred but who, prior to the judgment in the proceeding, has ceased to be a 

member. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 14 (6). 

Conflict with other Acts 
15. In the event of conflict between any provision of thi~ Act and any provision of any general or special Act, the provision 

of this Act prevails. R.S.O. 1990, c. M.50, s. 15. 
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HAMILTON POLICE SERVICES BOARD 

• OUTSTANDING ISSUES as ofOctober20.a 2016 

ITEM ACTION REQUIRED STATUSIORIGUW..DATEI l~DATEI 
2"a Quarter of 2016 

from Mr. Shekar 
That staff report back on the1. Correspondence ISeptember 15, 
ability to publish expense(s) of 

Chandrashekar with 
2014 

Police Services Board Members 
respect to articles on the Hamilton Police service 
from the Hamilton Board website pages. The 
Spectator. , , report is to include the process 

and costs associated to develop 
this initiative. 

3ra Quarter of 2016 
with the Board Administrator to 

2. Other Business I May 26, 2016 That Member Whitehead work IPSB 16-001-
Ongoing 

implement the use of Electronic 
devices for monthly agendas. 

4th Quarter of 2016 -
Camera Study 

The Chief to report back to the3. Body-Worn INovember 19, 
(November) 

year with further findings from 
external body-worn camera 
pilots. 

2015 Police Services Board in one 

4m Quarter of 2016 
Policy - Collection of 
4. Policy- DRAFT I June 23, 2016 Awaiting final information on IOngoing 

Training 
Identifying 
Information in Certain 
Circumstances -
Prohibition and 
Duties 
5. City Clerk's IAugust 26, 2016 Sent to Legal Counsel for review 4th Quarter of 2016 
Division Council 
Follow-up Notice with 
respect to Hamilton 
Police Service's 
Investigative 
Services Division 

.,. 
■.,. 

# ... 

C. 
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5.1 
City of Hamilton 

• 
Stephanie Paparella 

City Ha~ 71 Main Street Legislative Coordinator 
West, 1 Floor Office of the City Clerk 
Hamilton, Ontario, Phone: 905.546-2424 ext. 3993 Fax: 905.546-2095 
Canada L8P 4Y5 e-mail: stephanie.paparella@hamilton.ca
www.hamilton.caHamilton 

September 29, 2016 

Ms. Lois Morin 
Administrator 
Hamilton Police Services Board 
155 King William Street 
Hamilton, ON LBN 4C1 

Re: 2017 Budget Submission for the Hamilton Police Services Board 

Dear Ms. Morin: 

This letter is to request that your organization submit a draft budget request to the City 
of Hamilton, to the attention of Cyrus Patel, Budget and F:inance Division, 71 Main 
Street West, Hamilton, Ontario LBP 4Y5, by 3:00 p.m. on Friday, November 18, 2016. 

As well, please be advised that at its meeting of September 28, 2016, Council approved 
sub-section (b) of Item 5 to the General Issues Committee Report 16-021, which reads 
as follows: 

5. 2017 Budget Guidelines, Preliminary Outlook and Process (FCS16070) (City 
Wide) (Item 7.3) 

(b) That the Boards and Agencies be requested to submit their 2017 
operating budget based on a guideline increase of 1.8%, and that any 
increase beyond that guideline, be forwarded for consideration with an 
appropriate explanation; 

Once the HPS Board has approved their 2017 budget submission, please forward it to 
my attention, no later than 12:00 Noon on Monday, January 9, 2017, for inclusion in 
the January 26, 2017 General Issues Committee (Budget) agenda, at which time the 
HPS will be given the opportunity to provide a presentation to the Committee. 

Sincerely,

e;;a&:-
Legislative Coordinator 
Office of the City Clerk 

www.hamilton.ca
mailto:stephanie.paparella@hamilton.ca


5.2 
INDEPENDENT POLICE EXAMEN INDEPENDANT DES 
OVERSIGHT REVIEW ORGANISMES DE SURVEILLANCE 

DELA POLICE 

The Honourable Justice Michael Tulloch L'honorable juge Michael Tulloch 
Independent Reviewer Examlnateur lndependant 

Glr.J:ario 
Macdonald Block, Box 160 Edifice Macdonald, C.P. 160 
Toronto ON M7A 1N3 Toronto ON M7A 1N3 

Tel: 416-212-1626 Tel: 416-212-1628 
Toll-Free: 1-844-523-6122 sans frals: 1-844-523-6122 
Fax: 416-212-8836 T61ec: 416-212-8836 
Email: lnfo@poDceoverslghtrevlew.ca Courrlel: lnfo@poDceoverslghtrevlew.ca 

September 29, 2016 

Ontario Association of Police Services Boards 
2045 Dundas Street 
London, Ontario 
N5V1R4 

Dear Members: 

As you are aware, I was appointed on April 29, 2016, to lead an independent review of 
the police oversight bodies in Ontario: the Special Investigations Unit, the Office of the 
Independent Police Review Director and the Ontario Civilian Police Commission. The 
purpose of my review will be: 

• to make recommendations on how to enhance the transparency and 
accountability of the police oversight bodies while preserving fundamental rights; 

• to ensure the police oversight bodies are effective and have clear mandates; 
and, 

• to reduce overlap and inefficiencies between these bodies. 

A final report containing all recommendations will be delivered to the Attorney General 
no later than March 31, 2017, and will be made available to the public. 

In addition to engaging in public consultations, I will also be meeting with key 
stakeholders across the province. As part of this, I am attending the Ontario Association 
of Police Service Boards' 2016 Labour Seminar on October 20th at 1 :30 p.m. to hear 
police service board members' views of Ontario's three police oversight bodies. 

Both myself and Mr. Eli EI-Chantiry, President, OAPSB, encourage you to attend this 
session. More details about the 2016 Labour Seminar can be found at 
http://www.oapsb.ca/events/2016 labour seminar/. You may also wish to attend one of 
the public consultation sessions that are being held across Ontario. Public consultation 
meeting information can be found at our website, www.policeoversightreview.ca. 

.../2 
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We also invite you to provide written submissions and recommendations. You can use 
the attached questionnaire to help structure your submission. Submissions are due 
November 30, 2016, and can be sent to info@policeoversightreview.ca or by mail to: 

Independent Police Oversight Review 
Macdonald Block, Box 160 
Toronto, ON M7A 1N3 

I look forward to hearing from you and appreciate your time in this process. Your 
involvement will be of great benefit to us In conducting this Review. I have enclosed a 
copy of the Order in Council setting out my mandate for your reference. 

Yours very truly, 

Justice Michael Tulloch 
Independent Reviewer 

Enclosure 

c. Eli EI-Chantiry, President, Ontario Association of Police Services Boards 
Fred Kaustinen, Executive Director, Ontario Association of Police Services 
Boards 

mailto:info@policeoversightreview.ca


Independent Police oversight Review - Questions for Police Service Boards 

Based on the Review's mandate outlined in our Order-in-Council, we invite written 
submissions from Police Service Boards on the following questions: 

1. What role does your organization play in relation to police oversight? 

2. Ideally, what role should your organization have in relation to police oversight? 

3. What interaction does your Board have with the three police oversight bodies: the 
Special Investigations Unit, the Office of the Independent Police Review Director, 
and the Office of the CMlian Police Commission? 

4. What is the role of these oversight bodies in relation to the oversight provided by 
the boards? What should it be? 

s. Are the police oversight bodies transparent and accountable? Do they preserve 
fundamental rights? 

6. Following a section 11 review by a chief of police where SIU mandate has been 
triggered, should the identity of subject officers or any part of the chiefs report be 
released? 

7. Are the mandates of the police oversight bodies effective and clear? 

8. Are there areas of overlap and inefficiency between the police oversight bodies? 

We welcome any other submissions you may wish to make regarding the issues raised 
by our mandate, as set out in the OIC. 

Contact Information 

Mailing Address: · 
Independent Police Oversight Review 
Macdonald Block, Box 160 
Toronto, ON M7A 1 N3 

Email: info@policeoversightreview.ca 

mailto:info@policeoversightreview.ca


.. 
Order In Council 

Deeret~ 
Ontwlo 

ExeQ&flveCouncll 
Consellex6cutlf 

On the recommendation of the undersigned, the 
Ueutenant Governor, by end w1lh the advice and 
concurrence of the Executive Council, orders that 

WHEREAS tho Special Investigations Unit (SIU) 
waa ostablishod in 1990 and its legislative authority 
is sot out in Part VD, Section 113 ofthe Police 
Services Aa, with a mandate to cailSe investigations 
to ho conducted into the oD'QUlllStanoes ofsarious 
i.ojuries and deaths that m,w have resulted ftom 
criminal offimoos, including sexual aasaulta 
oommitted by polico officers; 

AND WHBRBAS the Office ofthe Inclependent 
Police hview Director (OIPlID) was established in 
2007, and its legislative authority is set out in Part 
Il.I and Part V oftho Police Services Act. with a 
mandate to receive, DUIDJ8" and ove~ all public 
complaints about pc:,lice in Ontario; complaints can 
be in relation to the conduat ofa pc:,lice officer, or 
the policies and services ofa police force; 

AND WHEREAS the Ontario Civilian Police 
CommJssion (OCPC) was establi!lhed in 2007 and its 
legislative authority is sot out in Patt Il ofthe Police 

SsrviCIIS Act, with a mandate to, among other tldngs, 
conduct hearings and a,;ljudicate d~ re14ted to 
polioe disciplinary decisions; budget disputes 
between municipal councils and police service 
boards; and disputes rel_atcd to the provision of 
police services; 

Sur la racommandallon de la personne sousslgnte, 
le lleutenant-gouvemeur, sur l'avls et avec le 
consentement du ConaeU ex6cutlf, dtor6te ce 
qui suit: 

A ITBNDU QUB !'Unite dos enqu!tes speoiales 
(UBS) a 6t6 constitu6e en 1990 sous lo regime do 
l'artfole 113 de la partie VII de la Loi sur les 
services pollciers, aveo pour mandat de faire 
mener des cmquites sur 1es oirconatances qui sont 
A l'origine de blessuroa gravos et de d6oes 
pouvant &Ire imputables ades inftaotions 
orimlnolles, notamment dee agressions se:¥uelles, 
de la part d'agents de polico; -

AITBNDU QUB le Bureau du direoteur 
ind6pondant de !'examen de la police (BDIBP) a 
eto consti~ en 2007 sous le regime des parties 
D.I et V de la Loi sur les servicespollciers, aveo 
pour mandat de recevoir, g6rer et aqporviser 
l"ensemble des plaintes du public a t•egard des 
services policiers on Ontario au sqjet de la 
eonduite d'un agent de police ou enco!l' des 
politiques d'un corps de police ou des services 
offerts par oelui-oi; 

d

ATTENDU QUB la Commission civile de 
!'Ontario SW' la police (CCOP) a ~t6 constitude en 
2007 sous le regime de la partie D de la Loi sur 
lea service$ policlers. aveo pour IQDdat, enb.'e 
autres, de tenir des audi1;nces et de tr1U1Chet des 
differend$ li6s a des d6oisioos d'ordre 
discipUnaire on matiere de poli04', des differends 

1ordre ~ enn-e des conseils 10unicipaux 
et des commissions de services policiers et des 
differends li6s ala prestation de services 
polioiers; 
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AND WHBRE.AS the Attorney Genmal for On1ario 
has leglslative authority for tho three aforementioned 
police oversight bodies and tho Solicitor Genoral of 
Ontario also has legislative authority with respect to 
OCPC; 

AND WHEREAS the oversight bodies perfonn a 
vital role in tho administrati9n, ofjustice in the 
Province; 

AND WHEREAS it was dotorm.ined that it would be 
desirable to authorize undor the common law 
pursuant to the prerogative ofher Majesty the Queen 
in Right ofOntario, and in the discharge ofthe 
govmurumt' s executive functions, an individual to 
conduct an independent review of tho matters 
refmred to herein; 

THHRBFORE, it is ordored that the Honorable 
Miobaol Tullooh. a Justice ofthe Ontario Court of 
Appea]. be appointed as Independent hviower, in 
accordance with the following terms of reference: 

Mandate 

I. The Independent Reviewer shall conduct a 
review and make recommendations on how to: 

(a) enhance the transparenoy and accountabt1ity 
of the police oversigllt bodies, while 
preserving fundamental rights; 

(b) ~ure the police oversight bodies are 
effective and have clear mPDdates; and 

(c) reduce overlap and ineffioienoies between 
these bodies. 

A'ITBNDU QUE lea trois organismes de 
surveillance de la police susmentionnu relevent 
do la procureure gen6rale de !'Ontario et quo la 
CCOP releve egalement du solliciteur gen6ral.de 
l'Ontarlo; 

ATfBNDU QUE ces organisme!'I de surveillance 
jouent un rate crucial dans l'administration de la 
justice dans la province; 

A'ITBNDU QU'il a 6t6 d6termin6 qu'il est 
souhaitable d'autoriser, en oommon law, selon la 
prorogalive de Sa ~oste la reine du ohefde 
l'Ontario, et dans le cadre des fonctions 
ex6cutives du gouvemement, un particuliara 
effeotuor un oxamon indq,endant des questions 
mentionnees dans le pr6sont deoret; 

BN CONSBQUBNCB, ii est ordonn6 quo 
)'honorable Michael Tulloch, Jugo de la Cour 
d'appel do l"Ontario. soit nomm6 examinateur 
ind6pendant conform6ment au mandat suivant : 

Mandat 

1. L'examinatour ind6pondant prooWo l un 
examen et fait des recommandations visant ce 
qui suit: 

a) aocrottre la transparence et la 
reaponsabilit6 des organlsmes de 
surveillance de la police, tout en 
preservant lea droits fondamentaux; 

b) assurer l'efficaoit6 des organismos de 
surveilJQce do la police et la elart6 de 
lours mandats; 

c) r6duire lea ohevauchemeots et les 
inefficiences entre ces organismes. 

2. The Independont Reviewer shall address as a 
priority ways in which the traosperency ofthe 
SIU can be enhanced while preserving 
fundamental rights, including: 

(a) whether more information than is currently 
.rele;ased to the public about an inveetigatio~ 
inclucliQg the SIU Director's reports, ldlould 
be released and, if so, the fonn this should 
take; 

2. L'examinateur independant se penche en 
prioritd sur Jes faqoQs d'aocrottre la 
transparenco de l'UES tout en preservant Jes 
droits fondamentaux, notamment la question 
de $8VOir s'il oonvient do rend,e publics : 

a) davantage de renseignements que 
maintenant au sajet d'une enquete, y 
oompris les rapports du direateur de 
l'UES, et, le oas 6cheant, la ~n de 
proetSder; 
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(b) whether subjoct/witness oftioer names and 
other witness names should be released; and 

(c) whether past reports ofthe SIU Director 
should be released and, if so, the form this 
should take. 

3. The Independent Reviewer shall, if feasible and 
in bis discrotion, make imerim n,commendatfons 
on the priority mattors referred to in paragraphs 
2 ( a) to ( c) ar, alternatively, inolude suoh 
reoommendations in bis final report. 

4. The Independent Reviewer also shall consider 
and provide recommondations with respect to the 
following: 

(a) whether former police officers should be 
employed by the police oversight bodies to 
conduct investigations; 

(b) whether the m,andates ofthe three oversight 
bodies should be set out in legislation 
separate and apart ftom the Police Services 
kt; 

(o) whether any information collected by each 
police oversight body in relatian to 
investigations, or otherwise, oan be shared 
between them. and if so, how it best oan be 
acoomplished; 

(d) whethor the three police oversight bodies 
should collect demographic statistics such as 
race, gender, age and community 
membership, whether mental health 
information ought to be collected as part of 
this statistical prooess, and what, ffany, 
parameters ought to guide the colleotion and 
use of such data; and 

b) l'identite d'un agent bnpliqu6 ou d'un 
agent t.6moin et oelle d'autrea temoins; 

c) -1es rapPQrts ptec6dents de direc1eurs de 
l'UBS et, le oas ech6ant, la fa90D de 
proceder. 

3. L'euminateur ind6pendant fait, dans la 
mesure du possible et asa dlscr6tion, des 
n,commandatians provisoires sur lea 
q~ons prioritaires visees aqx sous-alineas 
2 a) ao) ou incorpore de telles 
reooinmandations clans son rapport final 

4. L'examinateur ind6pendant 6tudie lea 
quc,ations suivantes et fait dos 
reooumumdations aleur s-qjet : 

a) la question de savoir sf d~anciens agents 
de police devraient etre employes par lea 
organismes de surveillance do la polioe 
pour mener dee enquates; 

b) ta question,de savoir si le- mandets des 
trois arganlsmes de surveillailce 
devraiant ette 6non04Ss dans des textes 
legislatlfs distineti, de la Loi aur lu 
aenloes polfciera; 

C.) la question de savoir ai les organismes de 
survoillmOf) de la police peuvent 
&'~ lQJ nmseigtJemonts qu'ils 
1'®~11.,nt, notaIQment relatlvemcmt ades 
eqquetes, et, le cas cSoheant. la meilleure 
fa9(lb do proceder; 

d) la question do savoJr si Jes tmis 
organismes de surveillance de la police 
dovffl.leat reeuoilllr c!es donn6os 
d6DJ.Qs,eplliques; COJJUD8 la race, le sex.e, 
r&ge et l'appartonance aune 
communaut6, si cette collc,cte de donnees 
statistiques devrait englober des 
renseignements sur la sante mentale et 
quels seraient Ies 6ventuels parametres 
guidant la colleote et l'udlisation de ces 
donn6os; 

.. ./4 



-4-

s. In conducting the review, the Independent S. Dans le cadre do son examen, l"examinateur 
Reviewer shall: indcSpendant : 

(a) review the existing legislation, proceasea and a) examine tes dispositions legislatives et 
practices ofeaoh oversight body; les proc6d6s cm vfgueur ainsi que tes 

pratlques actuolles toucbant ohaque 
organisme de surveillance; 

(b) review and consider any existing rooords or b) examine et 6tudio les dossiers ou los 
reports relevant to this mandate; rapports existants qui se rapportont ason 

mandat; 

(c) conduot intw-jurisdictional analysis. c) procode aune analyse oomparative basee 
including any relevant legislation. and sur d'autres autorit6a 16glslatives, 
identify best praotices; notamment des dispositions legislatives 

pertinontos,·e1 determine les meilloures 
pratiques A sulvre; 

(d) consult with the Minmer ofCommunity and d) consulte le ministre de 1a Seomite 
Safety and Corroctiooal Services in relation oommunautaire et des Services 
to tho M'mister"s authority with respect to corrootionnela relativement aux pouvoirs 
OCPC and the relevant legislative provisions de celui-ci A l'egard de la CCOP et aux 
ofthe Police Servicu kt; dispositions 16gislativea pertinentos de la 

Loi sur lea services policlers; 

(e) engage in public consultations; e) m6ne dos consultations publiques; 

{f) undertake suoh further inquiries as the f) mene toute autre enquete qu'il ostime 
Independent Reviewer, in his discretion. appropriee; 
deems appropriate; and 

·(g) prepare a report on his findings and g) rddige un rapport qui enonce sea 
recommendations. conclusions et sea recommandations. 

6. The Independent Reviewer will detennine the 6. L'e1'lllllinateur independant d6termine la 
method, content and extent ofconsultations m6thode, la teneur et I'6tendue des 
required to fulfill his mandate. consultations qu'il doit tenir dans le cadre de 

sonmandat. 

7. The Independent Rlwiewer shall deliver his final 7. L'examinateur independant remet son rapport 
report and recommendations to the Attorney tinal et ~ reQ011111l81ldation8 ala procureure 
General no la,tertban M$-ch 31, 2017. g~le au plus taro le 31 mars 2017. 

8. In conducting the review, the Independent 8. DQns lo cadre de son examen, l'examinateur 
Reviewer may request any person to provide ind6pendant peut demander Atoute personne 
information or records to him. de lui foumir des renseignements ou dos 

dossiers. 

. . .15 



9. In ftdfilllng bis mandate, the Indepondent 
Reviewer shall not report on any individual 
cases that aro being invostlgated, or have been 
investigated by any ofthe tbn,e polioe oversight 
bodies. 

10. The Independent Reviewer shall peiform his 
duties without expressing any conclusion or 
recommendation regarding professional 
disoipllne mattms involving any person or the 
civil or criminal liabflif¥ ofany person or 
01'glniration. 

11. Any notes. reoorda. '°'°llections, atau,monts 
made to. and documents produced by the 
lndependcmt Reviewer or provided to him in tho 
coune ofthe review, will be eonftdentiaJ. The 
disoJosun, of such infurmation to Ontario or any 
other person shall be within the sole and 
exclusive disoretion ofthe Independent 
Reviewer, except as required or reatrlcted by the 
Freedom ofIrformaJlon and Protection of 
Privacy Act or any other applioable law. 

Resoarees 

12. Within a budpt approved by the Ministry of the 
Attorney General, the Independent Reviewer 
may retain auoh eounsel, staff, or expeniae he 
considers necessary in the porf~ ofhis 
duties at reasonable remuneration approved by 
the Ministry of the Attomey Gon'eral. The 
Independent Reviewer and his staffshall be 
reimbursed for reasonable expenses incum:d in 
connection with their duties in ~rdance with 
Managem-mt Board of Cabinet Directives and 
Guidelines. 

13. The Independent Reviewer shall follow 
Management Board ofCabinet Directives and 
Guidelines end other applicable government 
polioles in obtaining other servi909 and goods he 
considers necessary in the performange ofhis 
duties unless, in his view, it is not possible to 
follow them. 

9. Dans le cadre de son mandat, J'oxaminatour 
iod6pendant ne doit pas faire rapport sur dos 
affidms particulieres qui font OU qui ont fait 
l'objet d'ame enqu6te de la part de l'un des 
trois mpnlsmea de surveillance de la police. 

10. Vexaminateur lnd6pondent s'acquitte de ses 
functions sans formular de conolusions ou de 
recommandatlons quant aux questions do 
discipline profesaionnelle mettant on cause 
toute persoDDO OU quanta la responsabilit6 
civile ou crimine.lle de toQte personne ou de 
tout orgamsmo. 

11. Les notes, dossiers, souvenirs et deolarations 
commun1quu AJ•exammateur ind6pondant et 
1es documents produits par lui ou qui lui ont 
616 fqurnis dans le cadre de son examen 
demeurcmt confidentiels. La diwlgation do 
ces rensoignmnents Al'Ontarfo ou l toute 
autre peraonne sera Ala seulo et entime 
discretion do l'axaminateur ind6pendant, sauf 
eonform6ment aux exigences ou restrictions 
pr6vuos par la /.,(JI sur I 'accea aI 'l,iformatlon 
et la protection de la.,;,privee ou toute autro 
loi applicable. 

Reaoarees 

12. l>anJ le oadro d'un budgot approuv6 pule 
m.lnlstore·dpPl'()CQl'elll' ~raJ, l'ex,gmln&Ceur 
ind6pendent pout retenk lea services des 
avocata, du p.emonpel ou dt,s experts qu'il 
juge n~ Al'exorcico de~ fonctions 
seion la r6mun6ration raisonnable approuvee 
par le mJnisteR, du Procureur gencSral. 
L'qandnaflnr et son poJ'80nnel se font 
rembourser lea &aJs raiaonnables engages 
dens l'exerclce de leurs fonotions, 
canformmnent IQJX directives et aux lignes 
direotriccs du Consoli de •ation du 
gouvemoment. 

13. Amoins que, ason avis, cela ne soit pas 
possible, l'exmnlnateur indd~ndant suit Jes 
directives et lea tips directrices du Conseil 
de gestion d!l goqvernement ainsi que les 
~J politiques appliQables du 
~emenfdins le ctKlre de l'obtention 
des autres biens c,t services qu'il c;stime 
n~Al'~i~de ses fonetions. 
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The Ontario Government 

14. The Attorru,y General shall, in consu)fatiQD with 
the Independent Reviewer, set a budget for the 
fulfillment ofhis mandate. 

1S. All ministries and all apnoies, boards and 
commissions ofthe Government ofOntario 
shall, subject to any privileP. or othar legal 
restrictions, assist the lndependont Roviewor to 
the fb)Jest ment poSS1'blo so that the 
1ndopcmdant Rovic,wor may carry out his duties 
and they shall respeot the indeperukmco of the 
review. 

16. The Attomey Gonoral shall JD8ko the final report 
oftho lndependont Roviower available to tho 
publio as soon p praotioablo after receiving it. 
In delivering his report to the Attorney Oenm'aJ, 
tho Indq,ondent Roviewer shall ensure that the 
report is in a form appropriate for public release, 
consistent with the requirements ofthe Freedom 
of/,f/brmatlon andProtection ofPrivacy Act and 
other appHcablo logiilation. The Independent 
Reviewer ahall also ensure that tho repmt is 
deltverod hi Bnglish and Fronch at the samo 
time, in electronic and printed versions. 

Reeotamande par : La proeureure gea6rale, 

,.,lr/.,lfz, y~ReciomP1eaded 
Attorney General 

Approuve et d6ente le 

APR 2 9 2016Approved and Ordered 
Date 

Le gouvernement de l'On1ario 

14. La procureure gen6ralo 61ahtit, en 
consultation avec l'examinateur ind6pendant, 
un budget pQUr l'exdcution du mandat de 
celui-ci. 

1S. Sous nSserve de tout privilege ou de mute 
autre restriction 16gale, tons lea ministeres 
ainsi quo tous lea organiames, consoils et 
commissions du gouvemement de )'Ontario 
pr81mt sans resorvo lour concours a 
l'examinateur huWpondant de fa9()11 qu'il 
puisso &'acquitter de aes tbnodDDB et ils 
respectmt l'indepcmdanco de l'ax.am~ 

16. La procuroure g6n6rale met lo rapport final de 
l'examinatoor ind6pendant ala disposition du 
,public des qu'il est materlollement possible 
de lo fiuro apr6s t•avoir f09U, l!examinatew 
incMpcmdant veillo aramettre SOD rapport 
final l la proclll'O'tn g6n6ralo sous uno formo 
approprWo pour sa diffusion pnblique, 
oonftmn6mcmt aux exigences de la Loi""' 
/'ace&! a/'i'fformatlon et la protection de la 
vie privee et de touto autre loi applicable. En 
outte, Pexaminateur ind6pendant veille aoe 
que~mpportsoupr6sent6alafuwm
ftan9&is et en anglais, sur support 
6lcotronique et papier. 

Appay6 par r Le president du Conseil des 
palalstres, 

La lleutenante-gouverneure 

- Lieutenant Governor 



5.3 
HAMILTON POLICE SERVICES BOARD 

- RECOMMENDATION -

DATE: 2016 October 20 

REPORTTO: Chair and Members 
Hamilton Police Services Board 

FROM: Ken Weatherill 
Acting Otlef of Police 

SUBJECT: HPS Projected Capital Expenditures: 2017 -2026 
(PSB 16-113; see also PSB 15-002 and PSB 15-002a) 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

a) That the Hamilton Police Service Board approve the list of 2017-2026 Projected 
Police Capital Expenditures. 

b) That the Hamilton Police Service Board forward the approved plan to the City of 

~rmin the 2017-2026 Capital Budget Plan 

I<enWeatherill 
Acting Otlef of Police 

FINANCIAL I STAFFING I LEGAL IMPUCATIONS: 

FINANCIAL - See details below. 

STAFFING- n/a 

LEGAL- n/a 

BACKGROUND: 

Each year the City of Hamilton requests that the Hamilton Police Service identify capital 
projects for the next ten (10) years. These proje~ are submitted to the City as part of the 
annual capital budget process for consideration, priority and funding approval through 
the City's annual capital budget process. 
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The format of a combined formal board r~port identifying all projected capital costs 
began in early 2015 in addition to seeking PSB approval though formal board reports as 
individually required. 

With Hamilton City Council approving the Investigative Services Building, the list of 
capital projects has been updated. A summary of the remaining capital projects, with a 
brief description explaining the need and identifying the recommended year of 
acquisition, as well as the estimated total cost is provided below: 

Year Pro"ed Pro·eded Fundin 

2018 Command Van $750,000 

2018 Ice Rescue $80,000 

2018 Marine Vessel $500,000 

2019 Marine Facili ansion $4,000,000 

2020 Communications Centre ansion $500,000 

2025 Police Station 40 (New Division 4 $25,000,000 

2018 - Command Van: $750,000 

This vehicle replaces an older vehicle that is insufficient in size. This is required due to 
the growth in the City of Hamilton, in addition to increased special events. The vehicle is 
used for large-scale incidents that require extended time demand (those requiring a 
number of officers and public-service agencies), including hostage situations, active 
shooter calls, mass-casualty incidents, task-force operations, major homicide and 
missing persons investigations. Mobile command also requires unique recording 
equipment and TV monitors. It is used as a centralized place for agency officials to 
meet/talk on scene (EMS, Hydro, Gas, Fire Marshall, etc.) and is the hub for managing 
major events at the actual scene. Mobile command van requires specialized 
communication equipment, tactical gear and supplies. 
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