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|| De-identified Summary of Complaint

The Complainant in this matter has filed two reports related to Sexual Assault, one in January of
2024 and one in August 2024 against the same suspect.

The Complainant was not satisfied with the police investigation when an arrest was not made on
both allegations.

Furthermore, the Complainant attended 51 Division to add more information regarding her cases
and was not happy with the response of the officer.
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Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

CSPA O. REG 407/23 Code of Conduct for Police Officers

Interactions with the Public
Section 10 (1) Conduct that Undermines Public Trust

Performance of Duties
Section 19 Neglect of Duty

Decision and Reasons

Allegation #1: Interactions with the Public Section 10 (1) Conduct that Undermines Public Trust
« It is alleged Respondent Officers undermined the public trust in not arresting a sexual assault suspect

Respondent Officer 1 (RO1)
Respondent Officer 2 (RO2)
Respondent Officer 3 (RO3)

This investigation has revealed the officer(s) were in the lawful performance of their duties and acted in accordance with all governing
authorities. RO1 and RO2 had insufficient evidence to proceeded with a charge which was supported by two separate Crown
Attorneys.

RO3 did not degrade the Complainant and pointed out what was believed to be a hypothetical situation. The remark is not objectively
offensive.

Based on the available information, the Investigator has concluded that there is insufficient evidence to establish reasonable grounds
that misconduct has occurred.

Allegation #2: Performance of Duties Section 19 Neglect of Duty

« Itis alleged the Respondent Officers did not conduct a proper and thorough investigation into the Complainant’s reports of sexual
assault by the same suspect

Respondent Officer 1 (RO1)
Respondent Officer 2 (RO2)

This investigation has revealed the officer(s) were in the lawful performance of their duties and acted in accordance with all governing
authorities. RO1 and RO2 conducted a full investigation and were unable to lay charges based on the strength of the evidence and on
advice of two Crown Attorneys that a reasonable prospect of conviction did not exist. The Complainant in this matter is upset and
wanted a different outcome. RO1 and RO2 provided the Complainant with their full attention and compassion to his needs. They
investigated the matters thoroughly in accordance with the relevant Toronto Police Service Procedures and considered the weight of
the available evidence which they concluded did not support the laying of a criminal charge.

Based on the available information, the Investigator has concluded that there is insufficient evidence to establish reasonable grounds
that misconduct has occurred.
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