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" De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

On January 20, 2025 at approximately 11:21 pm the [redacted] received a call for service through
the 911 system reporting that someone on the street walked into the parking lot at [redacted] and
asked for help saying that someone tried to kill them and hit him in the head.

The Respondent officers conducted an investigation and determined that no grounds for charges
existed. The complainant was also unwilling to pursue charges against his assailant who was
identified as a friend of the complainant.

The Respondent officers also determined that recent alcohol and drug use had affected the
complainant's ability to recall the events in question.

The complainant's concern is that he believes that the attending officers advised him that his gym
bag and duffle bag, (which he left at a park 230 meters from the location of the complaint), would
be retrieved by police.
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|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Neglect of Duty - failed to perform duties appropriately without lawful excuse

Decision and Reasons

Upon review of the complaint and the [redacted] incident there is no evidence to suggest that the
Respondent officers failed to perform duties appropriately without lawful excuse.

The complainant was the reported victim of an assault. He was not a person in custody and the
officers did not recover or come into possession of property belonging to the complainant.

Both Respondent officers have reported that they do not recall the complainant having any
property. The primary investigating officer, stated, “I do not recall at any point in time (the
complainant) to have any property, bags, or personal belongings on his person or for him to have
made mention of such property at any point in time.

There is evidence to suggest that the complainant was intoxicated by alcohol and/or drugs on the
night in question and it cannot be ruled out that the complainant may have made the request to
retrieve his property to E.M.S who examined him at the scene.

The Respondent officers named in this report had no obligation to recover the complainant's
property located 230 meters from the location of their investigation.

The allegations were unsubstantiated.
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