[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Submission to the Toronto Police Service Board on 
Public Order Policy Consultation

This submission on a “policy on (Toronto) (P)olice (TPS)  action in respect of protests, demonstrations and occupations” is made with the understanding that the Toronto Police Service Board (the Board) is restricted from establishing policies with respect to:

i. specific investigations (meaning what TPS might do in the case of a specific protest, demonstration and/or occupation,
ii. the conduct of specific operations (meaning how TPS might act to discharge its duties in the case of a specific protest, demonstration and/or occupation, 
iii. the management of specific police officers (meaning what might be done to manage the work of specific police officers in the case of a specific protest, demonstration and/or occupation), and
iv. discipline of specific police officers (meaning what might be done when the work of specific police officers in the case of a specific protest, demonstration and/or occupation, fail to meet expected standards).

The points set out above, using information furnished by the Board itself, demonstrates how absurd and ineffective the Board’s policy-making role is, when it comes to the work of TPS. I have seen The Toronto Police Association (TPA) make the following point crystal clear on many occasions – The TPS says, “Policing is a matter of specifics – acting in very specific circumstances, acting with the less than perfect information, acting under conditions that pose great danger to the police officers as well as civilians, making judgements and acting on them in fraction of seconds, etc., etc., ad nauseam.  That the Board has no oversight of specific policing actions, speaks volumes.  In the publicly available reports on one of the court cases cited below, a member of the judiciary observed that the police “makes a mockery of civilian oversight.”  I trust the message a clear.

This submission wishes to make the following points:

· TPS has demonstrated time and again that it is unfit to discharge its duties and obligations to “Serve and Protect.”
· We the Hoi Polloi understand that “Public Order Policy” is code for giving preferential treatment, at the hands of TPS, to the chosen few and treatment with jackboots for the not chosen.  We have seen evidence of this play out time and again in the last 10 – 11 months
· The Board and TPS are free to worship at any altar they choose.  However, if they choose an altar other than that of Public Service, it is unreasonable to expect all taxpayers to pay for such policing.

TPS in Unfit ….   

A short list of seven court cases listed at the end of this submission demonstrates clearly that TPS does not have the Professional, Ethical or Moral standing to do anything to with Policing (to Serve and Protect).  Formal observations, primarily from the members of the judiciary who presided over these proceedings say that the Police bring disrepute to law enforcement and the administration of justice, engage in deliberate attempt to mislead the courts, flout repeated directions from the courts, Breach people’s rights time and again, Mock civilian oversight, traffics in systemic racism and use racial profile.  A more complete, yet partial list of 43 such observations is set out below. 

1		Arrest or detention with no legal basis
2		Breach of trust 
3		Breaching people's rights repeatedly
4		Bring law enforcement into disrepute 
5		Causing irreparable damage to the reputation of the justice system 
6		Clear conflicts of interest 
7		Continuing and well documented failures of Police's questioning tactics 
8		Corruption (plain vanilla) 
9		Criminal collusion between officers, exposed in court 
10		Defiling the reputation of the administration of justice
11		Deliberate attempts to mislead the courts 
12		Denying people the right to timely counsel 
13		Discreditable conduct 
14		Fabricated notes 
15		Failure to comply with recognizance 
16		Flouting repeated directions from the Courts 
17		Fraud 
18		Giving false testimony in court 
19		Intentionally misleading the courts 
20		Lying in criminal proceedings 
21		Making an arrest with no reasonable grounds
22		Misleading testimony in court 
23		Misusing police's own databases 
24		Mockery of civilian oversight 
25		Neglect of duty 
26		Noble Cause Corruption (allegedly to level the playing field within the Police
                      Force, tainted by systemic racism in the force)
27		Note writing parties 
28		Obstruction of justice 
29		Perpetual, knee-jerk denial - repeatedly taking positions that 'comments by
                      judges at criminal trials do not equate to a binding findings of misconduct
                      against police officers who lie in court as a witness'
30		Possession of property obtained by crime exceeding $5,000 
31		Pressuring Crown Prosecutors to compromise their duty as "agents of Justice" 
32		Questionable policing practices 
33		Racial profiling 
34		Rendering testimony unworthy of belief
35		Repeated violations of charter protections against unlawful use of police power
36		Systemic racism 
37		Testimony in court riddled with lies.
38		Theft 
39		Trying to patch up their own  procedural lapses and shortcomings by lying 

40		Unequal treatment of Black people and the severely harmful consequences
                      of the same 
41		Unethical law enforcement 
42		Violation of bail conditions 
43		Warrantless searches

The message is clear.  One would not trust the TPS to look after one’s dog, let alone Serve and Protect the Public.

Public Order Policy is Code ….

Since mid-October 2023, TPS’s actions, in specific, publicly reported instances, have made it clear to us the Hoi Polloi that “Public Order” in the eyes of TPS means bend over backwards to appease Zionists, their lobbyists and supports and the same time apply jackboot-policing to those who oppose genocide, mass murder of poor, unarmed, defenseless babies, children, women and men and wanton destruction of their homes with arms and ammunition supplied by arguably the most powerful nation on earth today with obsequious complicity from our own governments.  

We understand that the TPS happily plays the role of a private security force (a private Zion K9 Unit?) for a march in support of a nation that stands at the brink of being found guilty of genocide and at the same advocates jackboot policing for those oppose genocide.  We do understand.

We saw in the last couple of months a video-advertising truck displaying messages promoting Islamophobia and Anti-Non-White-Immigration messaging circling Queen’s Park (the seat of our Greenbelt-Government).  We are told that the hate Crimes Unit of TPS is investigating the matter.  We saw the Chief of Police making the rounds at places of worship in Toronto with the message that “the Police are investigating.”  Within 72 hours of this incident, a former Executive Assistant to former Prime Minister The Rt. Honourable Stephen Harper took to the airwaves saying, “Rebel Media owns the (said) truck.  It’s Free speech.  Look it up.”  TPS is still investigating.  We, the Hoi Polloi do understand.   

We do understand that if we choose to publicly oppose genocide, we can expect  to get our ears boxed at the hand of a Man-in-Blue.  If we are in a protest march and come up against a Wall-of-Blue, we should anticipate a baton to our heads, being slammed into the ground, trampled with taxpayer funded jackboots and administered respiratory aid with tear gas. Or if one of us is resisting arrest, he can expect to taste an officer’s jackboots, feel his whole weight on your neck being crushed by his knee, as you are being brought under control.

Worship at any Altar you choose ….

TPS and the Board are free to worship at any altar you choose.  If it is at Altar of Zionism, so be it.  Brace yourself you might find it a bit crowded there these days, what with august representation from politicians and mandarins from all levels of government, the upper echelons of universities, hospitals, law firms, etc., etc. – just about every institution in our country.  It seems to me however that to expect the taxpayer to pay for such policing is a bit too much.  We do understand.

I thank the Board for the opportunity to make this submission, at this most interesting time in the life of this nation.
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Su bmission   to the Toronto Police Service Board  on    Public   Order Policy Consultation    

1

  This submission on a  “ policy on  (Toronto) (P) olice   (TPS)    action in respect of protests, demonstrations 

2

  and occupations ”   is made with the underst anding   that the  Toronto Police Service   Board (the Board) is 

3

  restricted   from establishing policies  with respect to :  

4

   

5

  i.   specific investigations (meaning  what   TPS might do in the case of a  speci fic   protest, 

6

  demonstration and/or occupation ,  

7

  ii.   the   conduct of specific operations (meaning  how   TPS might act   to dis charge its duties in the 

8

  case of   a  speci fic   protest, demonstration and/or occupation ,   

9

  iii.   the  management  of specific police officers   (meaning   what  might be done to manage t he work 

10

  of  specific   police officers   in the case of   a  speci fic   protest, demonstration and/or occupation ) , and  

11

  iv.   discipline of specific police officers (meaning what   might be done when  t he work of  specific  

12

  police officers   in the case of   a  speci fic   protest, demonstration and/or occupation , fail to meet 

13

  expected standards ) .  

14

   

15

  The points set out  above, using information furnished by the Board   i t s e l f , demonstrat es how absurd and 

16

  ineffective the Board ’ s policy - making role is, when it comes to   the work of TPS .   I have seen  The Toronto 
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  civilian oversight. ”    I trust the  message   a   c l e a r .  
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25

  T h i s   s u b m i s s i o n   w i s h e s   t o   m a k e   t h e   f o l l o w i n g   p o i n t s :  

26

   

27
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28
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29
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  t r e a t m e n t ,   a t   t h e   h a n d s   o f   T P S ,   t o   t h e   c h o s e n   f e w   a n d   t r e a t m e n t   w i t h   j a c k b o o t s   f o r   t h e   n o t  

31

  c h o s e n .     W e   h a v e   s e e n   e v i d e n c e   o f   t h i s   p l a y   o u t   t i m e   a n d   a g a i n   i n   t h e   l a s t   1 0   –   1 1   m o n t h s  

32

     T h e   B o a r d   a n d   T P S   a r e   f r e e   t o   w o r s h i p   a t   a n y   a l t a r   t h e y   c h o o s e .     H o w e v e r ,   i f   t h e y   c h o o s e   a n  

33

  a l t a r   o t h e r   t h a n   t h a t   o f   P u b l i c   S e r v i c e ,   i t   i s   u n r e a s o n a b l e   t o   e x p e c t   a l l   t a x p a y e r s   t o   p a y   f o r   s u c h  

34

  p o l i c i n g .  

35

   

36

  T P S   i n   U n f i t   … .        

37

   

38

  A   s h o r t   l i s t   o f   s e v e n   c o u r t   c a s e s   l i s t e d   a t   t h e   e n d   o f   t h i s   s u b m i s s i o n   demonstrates   c l e a r l y   t h a t   T P S   d o e s  

39

  n o t   h a v e   t h e   P r o f e s s i o n a l ,   E t h i c a l   o r   M o r a l   s t a n d i n g   t o   d o   a n y t h i n g   t o   w i t h   P o l i c i n g   ( t o   S e r v e   a n d  

40

  P r o t e c t ) .     F o r m a l   o bservations ,   p r i m a r i l y   f r o m   t h e   m e m b e r s   o f   t h e   j u d i c i a r y   w h o   p r e s i d e d   o v e r   t h e s e  

41

  p r o c e e d i n g s   s a y   t h a t   t h e   P o l i c e   b r i n g   d i s r e p u t e   t o   l a w   e n f o r c e m e n t   a n d   t h e   a d m i n i s t r a t i o n   o f   j u s t i c e ,  

42

 

