Addressing Sexual Assault and Police
Accountability
July 29, 2025 | Community Meeting – Area
5 (Chicago)
Detailed Structured Summary
Attendance and Setting
Date: July 29, 2025
Location: Area 5, City of Chicago
Districts Represented: Primarily 17th, also 14th, 16th, 25th
Key Stakeholders:
[image: ]Grace Coutinho (Resident, Survivor)
Activist Jackson Smith
Sally Heyman (Community Member)
Keith Cocour (Resident and Advocate)
Virginia C. (Testifier)
Mark Clements (Advocate)
Sally Heyman, Lisa (Residents, Advocacy)
CPD Speakers: Commander John Foster;
investigation/CSA unit representatives
CSA Nurse Examiners and Liaisons
	[image: ]
	Domestic Violence Office Representatives



Main Topics Discussed
1. Resident Testimony and Allegations Against CPD[image: ][image: ]rsonnel
Experiences of Sexual Harassment and Assault (Grace Coutinho):
[image: ][image: ][image: ]Personal recounting of sexual harassment by CPD at age 19.
Recent incident on the street (unrelated flash exposure) not reported to police due to mistrust, but reported to district counselors instead.
Cited CPD history and lack of trust among survivors, referencing the inability to feel safe or secure when interacting with police.
[image: ][image: ][image: ]Activist Accounts of Police Misconduct (Jackson Smith): Detailed allegations against Detective John Foster and Detective Forberg: responsibility for multiple false convictions and coerced confessions, including physical abuse.
Noted Foster’s alleged forced retirement, subsequent return, presence of 165 pending misconduct cases. Called for firing/removal and accused the system of leaving victims of wrongful conviction in prison while

[image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ] (
“
the
 real criminals” remain free.
) (
Community Support and No Confidence Motions: 
) (
Numerous speakers, including Keith Cocour and Virginia C., voiced support for survivors and advocated for a vote of no confidence against Commander John Foster. Repeated calls for investigation into his tenure, citing 66 citizen complaints over ~20 years, extracted confessions, wrongful imprisonment concerns.
) (
Systemic Accountability:
) (
Discussion of longstanding patterns of police misconduct, cost to city via settlements for wrongful convictions.
Demanded greater accountability and consequences for officers involved in misconduct.
) (
2. Processing and Investigation of Sexual Assault
Cases
) (
CSA Nurse Examination and Evidence Collection:
) (
Initial Response:
) (
Survivors first see SANE-trained 
nurses;
 emphasis
on initial statements and collection of critical
evidence.
) (
Consent and Tracking:
) (
Patients
 complete forms, sometimes under stress,
)
a
[image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ] (
leading to possible investigation delays.
Introduction of "Checkpoint" database by Illinois State Police (ISP): survivors can track their evidence kits using a PIN, remain anonymous, opt in/out of contacting police, retain rights for up to 10 years.
) (
Chain of Evidence:
) (
Evidence collected, sealed, inventoried, and
transported by evidence technicians.
Case assigned to detectives after 72 hours or two
sleep cycles (whichever comes first).
) (
Children and Special Cases:
) (
Special procedures and multi-disciplinary teams for child survivors and intra-family cases, involving Child Advocacy Centers.
) (
Challenges in the Forensic Process:
) (
Lab Delays:
) (
ISP takes approx. 150 days for initial forensic biology report, leading to frustration among survivors and personnel.
DNA matched through CODIS system; sometimes serial offenders remain unnamed due to lack of matching records.
) (
Case Volume:
) (
CSA liaison team reviews ~1,200 cases 
annually;
)

[image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ] (
continuous auditing and follow-up for cold and current cases.
) (
Stocking Grant and Cold Case Initiatives: 
) (
Special grant-supported efforts to audit, re-examine, and re-submit evidence for cold and unresolved cases.
) (
3. CPD Investigation Practices and Statutory
Requirements
) (
Detective Assignment and Workflow:
) (
Cases are assigned either via hospital handoff or field notification (e.g., active crime scenes).
Detectives gather evidence: scene canvassing, video collection and analysis, witness interviews (value of first outcry witness).
Use of facial recognition, photo arrays, social media for identification.
Importance of timely evidence retrieval (e.g., CTA video overwrites after 10 days).
) (
Evidence Handling:
) (
Sexual assault kits must be submitted to state lab within
10 days.
Ongoing challenge: DNA testing typically a 6-month
process.
Checkpoint system allows survivors to monitor the
)

[image: ][image: ]status of their kit and proceedings in real time.
Charging and Release of Suspects:
[image: ][image: ][image: ]Often unable to process forensic evidence quickly enough to hold arrested suspects, resulting in their release.
Charging decisions ultimately made by State’s Attorney; CPD’s inability to act independently was emphasized. Challenges with cellphone forensics and gathering sufficient evidence promptly for a successful prosecution.
Training and Survivor Support:
[image: ]All detectives and new officers receive trauma-informed training, gender-based violence curriculum.
Interview rooms designed to be more welcoming and reduce re-traumatization (initiative includes survivor-donated art and comfort items).
[image: ]4. Community Questions and Concerns
Trust, Accountability, and Integrity:
[image: ][image: ]Many community participants questioned how, given CPD’s history (particularly under Foster and Forberg), survivors can trust detectives or believe in the reliability of investigations and clearances.
Specific allegations of coercion, abuse, gender-based threats, and wrongful convictions cited.
[image: ]
[image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ] (
Disparity in clearance rates (notably high in area 5)
interpreted as possible evidence of forced confessions
rather than performance.
)[image: ] (
Transparency and Metrics:
) (
Questions about how CPD tracks and reports progress, specifically for marginalized or immigrant communities. Demand for data on clearance rates, broken down by victim demographics and by district.
Reported Stats: 
Area 5 criminal sexual assault clearance rate: 47%; citywide: 27%; but conflicting reference to a 95% rate.
) (
Reporting Process for Immigrants/Undocumented Survivors:
) (
Outlined use of non-police specialists, T Visa 
services;
 recent comprehensive training on legal processes. Affirmed policies designed to foster trust and protect from retaliation.
) (
5. District/Council and Systemic Action Items
) (
Continual Community Engagement:
) (
Encouraged attendance at district council meetings across all affected districts (14, 16, 17, 25).
Ongoing communication with administrators and councilors, especially on votes of no confidence and reviews of police conduct.
)

Action Items
[image: ][image: ]1. District Council Deliberations:
Multiple explicit calls for 14th and 17th District Councils to hold formal votes of no confidence regarding Commander John Foster.
Councilors requested to review case facts and circumstances; process for review and action to be followed up.
2. Sexual Assault Case Auditing:
	[image: ]
	Liaisons and audit teams directed to continue monthly audits of collected assault kits, especially under grant initiatives, and pursue cold case reviews.



[image: ][image: ]3. Improved Survivor Outreach:
Expansion of trauma-informed interview environments and outreach projects (i.e., “love pack” bundles and soft room remodeling).
Continued partnerships with community advocacy organizations and resource providers.
[image: ][image: ]4. Public Reporting and Transparency:
CPD and allied agencies to provide more detailed public
data where feasible.
Improve update frequency and clarity of status

[image: ]communications to survivors and community.
Councilors and administration to consider more regular
community briefings.
5. Training Enhancements:

	[image: ]
	Commitment stated to further regular training and refreshers for all officers on trauma-informed methods, legal issues for immigrants, and evidence handling.



[image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ]Follow-Up Points
Formal Council Action: District councilors to report back on deliberation outcomes (vote of no confidence discussions, investigative reviews).
Service Information: Survivors and residents urged to contact Assistant Director Services for more direct support and answers on unresolved or pending issues.
Pending Community Requests: Community requested future meetings or venues specifically to address CPD misconduct allegations (including those regarding John Foster) outside of the narrowly defined topic of sexual assault investigations.
Continued Program/Policy Refinement: Follow the progress of grant initiatives, room environment modernization, and direct resource provision for survivors through district or CPD reports.
Ongoing Community Engagement: Announcements to

attend future district council meetings and keep
communication open regarding any ongoing or new cases of
misconduct, policy issues, or survivor needs.
[image: ][image: ][image: ][image: ]Notable Themes & Community Sentiment
Widespread Distrust of CPD: Mistrust particularly acute regarding certain officers', particularly John Foster’s, roles in wrongful convictions and abuse.
Chronic Systemic Issues: Deep frustration with the pace of investigation, communication gaps, backlog at state labs, and perceived lack of progress or accountability. Survivor-Centric Demands: Clear, repeated community demand for trauma-informed practices, survivor autonomy, transparency, and accountable leadership.
Tension Over Meeting Purpose: Frustration expressed by both officials and public around diverging into (but not addressing) police misconduct issues; calls for separate, dedicated meetings.
[image: ][image: ]Meeting Close
Acknowledgments: Thanks to participants, especially from districts 14, 16, 17, 25.
Next Steps: Emphasis on attending district council and other relevant upcoming meetings; reminder for survivors and

community members to reach out for direct service.
[image: ]Adjournment: Meeting concluded with brief logistical and
support coordination among attendees and organizers.
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