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DISCLAIMER: In accordance with the Community Safety and Policing Act and the Freedom of Information
and Protection of Privacy Act, the summary below has been de-identified to remove the personal information
of individuals, including public complainants and persons who were the subject of the investigation.

DE-IDENTIFIED SUMMARY UNDER SECTION 167(2) OF THE CSPA
Original Police Service: Date of Complaint:
Type of Investigation:
Referred to Same Service:(®  Referred to Other Service: ) Retained by LECA:Q

Service Investigations Referred to:

De-identified Summary of Complaint ||

The Complainant alleged she was a victim of hate-motivated harassment and stalking. The
individual had sexually harassed her, coerced her into sexual activity and insulted her due to her
disability. The individual stalked her in multiple places repeatedly after she asked him to leave her
alone and the police did not lay any criminal charges in her situation. The Complainant believes
she was a victim of human rights discrimination and the officer mocked her because of her
disability.
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Ontario

|| Unsubstantiated Code of Conduct Allegations ||

Insulting Language
Conduct undermines Public Trust

Decision and Reasons

Insulting Language

-The PSB investigation has established that the Respondent Officers acted professionally during
both video interviews of the Complainant. At no point in time during the interviews was the
Complainant mocked, or any insulting language used.

- Based on a review and analysis of all information, the PSB investigation has determined that
there was no evidence to support Insulting Language as the Respondent Officers acted
professionally during their interaction with the Complainant. As a result, with respect to this
allegation, the conclusion is Unsubstantiated.

Conduct undermines Public Trust

- Based on a review and analysis of the information, the PSB Investigation has
determined that there is no evidence to establish Conduct Undermines Public Trust
as the 2015 alleged incident was investigated by the Children’s Aid Society, along
with the assistance of (Redacted). It was determined in both occurrences
there was no evidence to suggest any male attempted to influence, coerce,
manipulate or harass the Complainant therefore there were no criminal charges to
proceed with. As a result, with respect to this allegation, the conclusion is
Unsubstantiated.
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-The PSB investigation has established that the Respondent Officers acted professionally during both video interviews of the Complainant. At no point in time during the interviews was the Complainant mocked, or any insulting language used. 

- Based on a review and analysis of all information, the PSB investigation has determined that there was no evidence to support Insulting Language as the Respondent Officers acted professionally during their interaction with the Complainant.  As a result, with respect to this allegation, the conclusion is Unsubstantiated.

Conduct undermines Public Trust

- Based on a review and analysis of the information, the PSB Investigation has 
  determined that there is no evidence to establish Conduct Undermines Public Trust  
  as the 2015 alleged incident was investigated by the Children’s Aid Society, along 
  with the assistance of (Redacted). It was determined in both occurrences 
  there was no evidence to suggest any male attempted to influence, coerce, 
  manipulate or harass the Complainant therefore there were no criminal charges to 
  proceed with.  As a result, with respect to this allegation, the conclusion is 
  Unsubstantiated.




