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Pr oceedi ngs

Vancouver, B.C
January 18, 2012
( PROCEEDI NGS RECONVENED AT 9:15 A M.)

REG STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.

VERTLI EB: One small point that, M. Conm ssioner, |
forgot to nmention. M. Del Bigio, when he makes
his coments to you, it's on behalf of M.
McQ@ui nness, just so you know.

DELBIG O It's Geg DelBigio. Does M. Comm ssioner
require to hear anything further fromne at this
stage? M client is M. MQuinness.

COW SSIONER:  All right.

DELBIG O Thank you.

COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

PECK: One of ny associates, Tony Paisana, is with ne
t oday.

COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

PECK: | will absent nyself at sone --

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

PECK: -- part of this.

COW SSI ONER: Thank you, M. Peck. Thank you. M.

Hof f man.

HOFFMAN: M. Conmi ssioner, | gave you an estimate of two
hours yesterday, and | will be -- I wll endeavour
to stick to that. However, | have a nunber of
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docunments that we may have to get into today which

may | engthen things a bit.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY M. HOFFMAN

Q
A

Q

O r» O >»

Good norni ng, DC Evans.

Good norni ng.

Yest erday you had asked for the nanmes of who --
the O Qps officer and the commandi ng officer "E"
Division at the tinme that Gary Bass was the O C of
Serious Crine "E'" Division or Magjor Crine. |'m

i nfornmed that Bob Swann, that's with two Ns on the
end, was the G Ops officer and Murray Johnston was
the commandi ng officer. Does that assist at al

in --

That assists with that | don't have any nenory of
t hose two nanmes com ng across in any of the
docunments that | saw. Thank you.

So when we left off yesterday we were di scussing

t he cooperation that had been going on between VPD
i nvestigators and Constable Paul MCarl and ot her
menbers of the RCMP with respect to investigating
the Vall ey hom cides or the Agassiz hom ci des.

Yes.

Do you recall that?

| do recall that, yes.

And we | ooked at sone docunents which evidenced
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that and al so which showed that really the primary
theory that the VPD was operating under was that
the Agassiz homcides had a direct link to the

m ssi ng wonen from t he Downt own Eastsi de?

Had the potential, | would say, as opposed to --
had the potential that they could be connected.
Right. But they were quite strong in that theory?
That was really their best |ead?

| nmean, | know they were liaising with Constable
McCarl and | know they were liaising wwth Staff
Sergeant Davidson with regards to that and because
t hey had no physical evidence of the m ssing
wonen. So they were relying on that. So, yes,
woul d agree with that.

So | went through all of that to provide a little
bit nore context to the note that you have in your
report, which I'll take you to again. |It's at
page 8-127. And this is the note -- it's the
second | ast paragraph -- that Gary Bass had in his
notes with respect to a neeting that occurred on
March 1st, 2000, and he indicated that he net with
Davi dson, Filer, Paul son, "proposal on task force
- serial cases. Agree to star,” and | think
that's an error, "start with an effort on the

Vall ey prostitute nmurders first - DNA to be
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conpared. WII| add to group when manpower becones
available.” So |I'd suggest to you that the

coordi nation that was going on and the focus on
the Valley really provides sone context to what
was decided at this neeting, at |east what's

evi denced in the notes?

| think it would assist nme if | had the proposa
that Staff Sergeant Davidson presented to Chief
Superi ntendent Bass at that tinme because | believe
fromny nmenory the proposal also tal ked about
including a coordinated effort between Vancouver
and the RCMP with regards to the m ssing wonen

i nvestigations, whereas -- sorry, | just -- and
with this note, | would look at this note and
think that Chief Superintendent Bass was going to

focus on the efforts on the Valley prostitute

hom cides as he -- nurders first, which is an RCW
case.

Right. And | will accept -- we can definitely
pull out that proposal. | don't have it in ny

bi nders, but we can pull it out. It is in the

materials previously before the comm ssion, but |
accept that that -- that you have correctly set
out what was in that proposal, that it was for a

coordi nated approach with respect to the m ssing
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wonen.
Thank you.

But carrying on in your tineline, there was --
there's reference in the docunents, and | didn't
find this in your tineline, so | was curious as to
whet her you were aware of it, that on June 14th
Sergeant Paul son net with Corporal MCarl on the
Agassi z hom cides, and he told Corporal MCarl at
that point that it was a good point to go back to
the Vall ey hom cides and go and begin to coll ect
cast-off DNA to conpare against the sanple that
they had. Do you recall that?

June 14th what year?

Sorry, of 2000.

Do you have that docunent that | would be able --

| can put it to you, Yyes.

Thank you.

This is in Exhibit V-1, and it's tab 44.

Sorry, tab 447

44. There's an entry at 14:00 hours at the top of

t he page, "Sergeant Bob PAULSON..." Do you see
t hat ?
Yes, | see that.

...met with Constable MCCARL and di scussed



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

the progress of this file. Due to other nore
pressing and/or urgent matters, nenbers from
this Unit have been unable to proactively
i nvestigate the persons of interest that have
been identified. It was determned that this
woul d be a good tine for the investigators to
engage in the attenpts to collect cast off
DNA fromthe list of persons that have
previously been identified as persons of
i nterest, possible suspects for this file.
Do you see that?
| do.
Were you aware of that when you prepared your
report?
No, because | believe | would have included that
inny tineline.
So certainly it does seemthat sone effort
followed this neeting to follow up with a possible
connection of suspects to the Valley hom ci des?
But | think from-- to be fair to ny report, | was
suggesting that there was -- | nean, Keith
Davi dson was suggesting a multi-jurisdictional
approach to connect the m ssing wonen
i nvestigations to the Valley hom cides, and when |

said that there was no effort nade by Chief
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Superi ntendent Bass to nove forward with that, he
was -- and | acknow edge that he was saying, "Yes,
we can work on the Valley homcides.” Wat | was
getting at, that was an RCWP investigation. Wat
| was hoping, that when Keith Davidson nade a
proposal to him saying, "W have three serial
killers in the province and we have m ssing wonen
in Vancouver," | would suspect that at that point
there woul d have been a nove by Chief
Superintendent Bass to create a nulti-
jurisdictional approach to this issue.

But to be fair to Gary Bass, he hadn't received
any formal request fromthe VPD to engage in such
a task force at that point?

| agree.

kay. I1'd like to nove to a new area now. 1'd
like to nove to the point where Inspector Adam is
first assigned to look into the m ssing wonen, and
this is shortly after Novenber 21st, 2000, when
Cerany Field neets with I nspector Henderson and

| nspect or Hender son indicates that a task force
shoul d be | ooked at or the proposal should be

| ooked at, and he imedi ately gets Don Adamr

i nvol ved, who begins to do work on the file in

Decenber of 2000. Do you recall that?
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Yes, | recall that

And when | nspector Adamr cane to the m ssing
wonen's investigation, you'll recall when you
interviewed himthat he told you that he had

absol utely no background in the m ssing wonen

i nvestigation?

| agree. | do recall that.

And he indicated he had no prior partnerships with
t he Vancouver Police Departnent, in particular on
m ssi ng wonen i ssues?

| believe |I recall that, yes.

So really the only practical option that he had at
that tine was to neet with Gerany Field and to get
t he background from her?

Yes.

And | believe in your review you'll agree with ne
that if we turn back to 1999 and t hrough 2000 the
VPD had really -- was under the investigative
belief at that tinme that the serial killer was not
active, that there was a drop-off in the nunber of
m ssings and it appeared throughout, | would
suggest from May of 1999 that really the

di sappear ances had dropped off?

| woul d agr ee.

They had stopped, in fact?
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They had stopped bei ng reported.

St opped being reported. And you recall that

bet ween May of 1999 to May of 2000, in fact, 10
wormren were reported mssing and that they were all
found within a period of tine?

| believe | saw a docunment with regards to that,
yes, witten by Sergeant Field.

And you may recall that when Lori Shenher wote
her wrap-up nmeno on Novenber 21st, 2000, before
she left Project Anelia it was apparent to her
that there was sone significance to that pattern,
that there was sone reason why the mgjority of the
wonen went m ssing between 1995 and 19997
|"msorry, could you repeat that question?

Sorry, that was rather long. |'mjust referring
you to Lori Shenher's neno.

Yes.

And in that nmeno she referred to the belief that
the pattern that was -- the pattern of wonen

st opped being reported m ssing was significant and
that there was sone reason why the mgjority of the
wonen went m ssing between 1995 and 19997

| don't recall that. 1'd like to see that nmeno
again just to refresh ny nenory.

That is --
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| don't recall that.

That will be at Exhibit M2, tab 114A.

THE COW SSI ONER:  What tab is that?

M5. HOFFMAN:

114A.

Q And if you turn to page 2 of that neno, you'll see

A

the sentence, "This is sinply..." in the mddle of
t hat paragraph, the first paragraph on that page.
This is sinply because these five went
m ssing prior to 1995 and it appears our
nunbers increase drastically in the tine
period of 1995 - 1999. W believe there is
sone reason the bulk of our victinms have gone
m ssi ng between 1999 and --
sorry,
-- 1995 and 1999.
And then there's reference to between May of 1999
and May of 2000 "ten wonen living simlar
lifestyles were reported mssing to us and al
were |l ocated within an average of three weeks".
Ckay. Thank you. | agree.
And do you recall in other docunents seeing the
specul ation that the killer may have noved on,
stopped due to nedia attention or was perhaps
i ncarcerated?

| don't recall -- | nean, |'mnot suggesting

10
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you're trying to mslead ne. | just don't recal
those are the reasons why. | recall nunerous
menos, or several nenos, advising that they had
stopped being reported mssing in 1990 -- they

t hought the last reported person mssing was in

January of 1999. | did see evidence of those
docunent s.
And you'll recall that when you intervi enwed

| nspect or Adamr he told you that Gerany Field told
himthat -- when he first nmet wwth himthat the

m ssi ngs had stopped being reported, that wonen
were no | onger going m ssing?

| would need to have a date when you're asking
that question wth regard to because | al so know

t hat when Cerany net with Sergeant Adamr at that
time when he first comrenced she al so provided him
dates -- or nanes of m ssing wonmen who had been
reported m ssing.

W're going to get into that. Perhaps it would
help, 1'll refer you to sone notes of a neeting on
January 31st, which | think is the neeting you're
referring to, and that will be in Exhibit VN tab
22. M apologies, | need tab 119. | referred to
the wong tab. Which is in Exhibit M2. Ckay.

There's a bit of an issue, which we will address,

11
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because the first page of this continuation report
is not -- it's not in the binder, which we'll fix,
but you'll have to take ny word for this, that
this is a neeting on January 31st. W can perhaps
confirmthat with your tineline. ay. So you'l
see that in the docunent in the second paragraph,
second -- there is a sentence:
Additionally there had been a belief that the
street trade workers had stopped di sappearing
in approxi mte 1999 which...led to an
i nvestigative theory that the perpetrator had
nmoved away or been incarcerated.
Yes, | see that. That's witten by Don Adam --
Yes.
-- at 16: 24, yes.
And if you can confirmwth your tineline that's a
meeting with Gerany Field?
Yes, | know -- | see that they had a neeting on
the 31st of January.
So it's reasonable to assune that he got that
information from Sergeant Field?
But then | also see on ny tineline Sergeant Field
and Port, which | believe would be Sylvia Port, an
RCWP person, identified five subsequent m ssing

sex trade workers, and that's in that same

12
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docunent as wel | .

Yes, and we're going to get to that a bit later

on, but | just want to confirmthat indeed
Sergeant Adam was told about this belief that the
m ssi ngs had stopped in around 19997

But I -- | mean, | accept what you're saying, but

| can't accept it fully because he says that in
one line, but then he follows in the next
paragraph that he -- he sets out that Brenda Wl fe
di sappeared February of 1999 out of Vancouver. So
that's contrary to what he's said in the paragraph
above.

Vell, and this gets into the issue of the fact

t hat wonen, of course, and people generally,

you'll agree, when they're reported m ssing you
can't necessarily take at face value that there
was foul play involved in that disappearance. |
mean, obviously an investigator has to assune that
that could be a possibility and investigate it
accordi ngly, but, nonetheless, VPD had devel oped
quite a long list of investigative checks to
ensure that wonen that were m ssing, reported

m ssing were, in fact, actually m ssing because,
as we noted, a nunber of wonen had been found

alive in other -- in previous investigations?

13
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But | disagree with that premse as you laid it
out only because he has witten up this
continuation report and maki ng coment that
there's been --
Additionally there had been a belief that the
street trade workers had stopped di sappearing
in...1999 which had led to an investigative
theory that the perpetrator had noved away or
been i ncarcerat ed.
But then he follows up and he nentions G ndy
Fel i ks, which was 1995 when they mss -- m ssed
her, so that's previous to 1999. But then he
mentions Brenda Wl fe, who disappeared in
February. Then he al so nentions Wendy Crawford
di sappeared Decenber of 1999. So there's -- so
|"msaying that if he's made that note then he's
aware that the previous sentence he's witten is
not necessarily accurate.
Ckay. | amgoing to back up a bit because | think
it would be helpful if we deal with this a little
bit nore chronologically. 1In fact, there was a
meeting that Don Adam had with Gerany Field on
Decenber 12th. Do you recall seeing the notes of
t hat neeting?

| do.

14
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And Don asked at that neeting -- he had a nunber
of concerns at that neeting, and one of them was
do we have an accurate representation of potential
victinms, and he asked CGerany to check to ensure
that they did. Do you recall that?

| do recall that.

So obviously Don Adamr was very concerned with
ensuring that they had captured all of the m ssing
wonen?

| think he was | ooking for an accurate picture of
what the issue was because he was new to the --
new to the investigation, so he was trying to
ensure fromhis neeting wwth Sergeant Field did he
have an accurate picture, and he was trying to get
that fromher. But |I'malso aware that in
Decenber or Novenber he was given docunents to
review, but he never -- like, | never had an
opportunity to review those because they were
never maintained. Which started out his

i nvestigation fromthe beginning. So he gets
assigned by Acting Inspector Henderson, and he's
told he's a special projects coordinator, and he's
told -- he's been asked to look at this as a -- as
a project, and fromwhat | understand fromthe

notes, he was given a package of material to

15
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review, but | was never able to review that
package nyself to see what starting point. That
woul d have been beneficial, but |I never saw that,
and Don Adamr couldn't recall in ny interview with
hi m what information was contained in that.

And we're going to get into this a bit later on
today, but he may have had a package of material,
but he certainly did not have the files fromthe
VPD at that point to review? It took quite sone
tinme, | amgoing to suggest it actually took unti
April of 2001 for Jim MKnight to bring the

m ssing wonen files over to Project Evenhanded
when he relocated to the office in Surrey?

So, I'msorry, what was your question? In
relation to Don Adamr you were asking that?

Vell, I"'msaying that he did not have the benefit
of the actual m ssing wonen files when he first
started off in his assessnent?

But from what | understand, he never |ooked at the
m ssing wonen files. That came up during ny
interview as well. | agree with you he didn't
have them from the begi nning, but | also have to
say that | don't think he | ooked at them

Wll, he had to rely, | would suggest, on the VPD,

who had nmade it its business to investigate these

16
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files, and he had to get information fromthem as
to what the accurate factual picture was with
respect to the m ssing wonen?

| agree, but all | was com ng back to fromthe
original -- anyway, the fact is that he gets

i nformati on obviously from VPD sayi ng maybe this
perpetrator has stopped or noved away, but in the
sane report that he's witten he's actually
outlining m ssing wonen.

Yes, and we'll get to that. |If | can speak about
m ssing persons nore generally. | nmean, | presune
you will agree that the vast mpjority of people
who are reported mssing are found with no foul
play invol ved?

| agree.

And we can go to this docunent, if you w sh, but
if you can accept ny nunbers, there's a docunent
which | think is helpful in the disclosure. It's
an e-mail from Sandy Caneron to Sergeant Field
dated April 24th, 2001, and it sets out the

m ssing persons stats for the VPD, and in that
docunent it says that in 1999, for exanple, 254
adult wonmen were reported mssing to the VPD and
247 of those were located. Do you recall that

docunment or can you accept that |I'm --

17



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

A

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

| would accept that. | nean, | recall seeing
docunments, and | am aware of the fact that the
Vancouver Police Departnent dealt with well over
2000 m ssing persons occurrences or investigations
a year, and for the nost part nost returned hone
safely.

So then you will agree then that while foul play
in a mssing person investigation should never be
ruled out fromthe outset, that it can't be taken
at face value that a wonman reported m ssing has
been nurdered?

| woul d agree on m ssing person occurrences, but |
woul d not necessary dis -- | would disagree at
this stage of the investigation if the wonman net
certain criteria, in that she was living in the
Downt own Eastside and she fit the other
simlarities of all the other m ssing wonen.

But there were a nunber of those types of wonen
reported to VPD who fit that profile who were
actually found alive? You recall seeing that in
t he docunents?

| recall seeing that --

Vell, in fact, we just went to a docunent which
said that.
Yes. | recall seeing -- | was just going to

18
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finish. | recall seeing that VPD did | ocate wonen
fitting that description, and they did |ocate

t hem vyes.

And you will recall that Lori Shenher and her
group devel oped quite a long list of checks that
they would do to try to confirmthat soneone was
m ssing? And | can take you to the docunent.

| woul d agree, yes.

But a nunber of different things to check.

Wl fare, all sorts of different databases. And it
was quite tinme-consumng for themto go through
all of that in order to confirm sonmeone m ssing?

| don't -- | don't recall seeing any docunents
that tal ked about the tinme it would take to do al
t hose checks, but | do recall seeing docunents to
i ndi cate that there were many checks done.

But you woul d agree that significant work woul d
have to be undertaken to confirmthat a woman was
m ssing, that a woman that fit the profile was

m ssi ng?

| would agree that you would have to do multiple
checks to confirm Significant work, it's hard to
tell because | think each case is unique.

W're going to return to this issue |ater on, but

I'd like to nove on to a bit different area. Now,

19
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in your report you are, | would suggest, quite --
you're critical of the strategy that Evenhanded

i npl emrented, and | woul d suggest to you and ask
you to agree that in critiquing the investigation
t hat Evenhanded undertook you really need to put
yourself in the shoes of those investigators that
were faced with the investigative problemthat
they were asked to solve; do you agree with that?
| would agree that | was trying to put nyself in
t he shoes of those investigators, and | believe |
was critical of the plan, yes.

And so in putting yourself into the shoes of those
i nvestigators | woul d suggest that you woul d have
to be aware that they were faced with many
chal l enges, and | am going to suggest to you sone
of those chall enges and ask you --

| woul d agr ee.

-- to agree with those particular challenges. $So,
first of all, they have an investigation that was
done by the VPD into 27 m ssing wonen, and they
had no bodies, and that was a significant
chal | enge?

| would agree with that, yes.

The investigation had generated 1300 tips and

hundreds of potential suspects?

20
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| understand that, yes.

And that presents a significant challenge?

Yes, it does.

And as we pointed out yesterday, in the docunents
of course there were no shortages of persons of
interest wwth a history of violence, quite severe
vi ol ence agai nst sex trade workers?

| woul d agr ee.

And Sergeant Field and Detective Constabl e Shenher
were of the viewthat they really -- there was no
solid evidence or leads |linking any of those
hundreds of potential suspects to any of the

m ssing wonen? And that's a line taken from
Shenher's Novenber 2001 neno. You recall that
line?

| would like to see that nmeno again because | al so
believe in that nmeno dated Novenber 21st, 2000,
not 2001 --

Sorry, | keep saying that.

-- that she tal ked about saying -- | believe she
al so suggested there was nore work to be done on
Pi ckt on.

She did, and you'll recall that Ms. Tobias pointed
out to you that although she said in that nmeno

that three nmen stood out, that the reason they

21
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stood out was sinply because of their propensity
for violence agai nst sex trade workers, although
she does -- | will -- | acknow edge that she does
say that further work could be done with respect
to Robert Pickton?

Yes.

Now, with respect to all of these hundreds of
suspects, they had -- Anelia had collected a
massi ve anmount of information with respect to

t hose suspects?

| woul d agr ee.

And as you noted yesterday, that information was
not particularly well organized?

| woul d agr ee.

And we referred you to the note that Detective
Shenher had that, in fact, they had so many
suspects they couldn't interview themall. Do you
recall that?

Yes.

And they had had a plan to put the information
into SIUSS and hopefully that that woul d generate
sone |inks and potentially some POs that m ght
rise to the top in terns of how many tines they
showed up in the database. Do you recall that?

Yeah. | wasn't sure -- | don't recall saying that
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

they were hoping SIUSS would create links. |

don't recall that.

W can go to that note. That's at tab 114A, which

is in Exhibit M-2. Ch, sorry, ny apol ogies,

that's tab 18 in Exhibit M

Sorry, tab 18?

18, yes.

Thank you.

And it's near the back. It's the second | ast page

in that binder. So you'll see:
Field advised ne we don't need to interview
all persons of interest who conme to us as
tips...only enter in SIUSS because there are
so many. |If they come up repeatedly, we'll
reassess.

So | woul d suggest that they're saying that

they're going to rely on SIUSS bringing up --

revealing that particular persons of interest cone

up nore than once and then they'll perhaps -- can

work on those suspects over others?

Yes, | would agree.

But | would suggest that they never really got to

t he stage before Don Adamr took over that they had

actually fully assessed all of the persons of

interest and eval uated them and put theminto a

23



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

rank order. D d you see any evidence of that?

No, | didn't. | saw many lists, as Ms. Tobi as
showed ne yesterday. | saw those. But | would
say the Novenmber 21st nmeno, 2000, by Detective
Const abl e Shenher, I'mtold that was her exit
meno, she was saying those top three. So | would
say those were the top three in her mnd. And |
do recall when | interviewed Detective -- |'d have
to look at the transcript whether it was Little or
McKni ght. One of them Because, | nean, | had
said to them "D d you speak to Lori Shenher, did
she give you -- you know, who was her best pick
who she thought you should look at,"” and they --
and she did nention Pickton.

Ckay. So definitely, though, in that neno she
points to three suspects?

She does, yes.

Now, | want to turn to sone information nanagenent
chal l enges and just speak a little bit about that
particular challenge, and | want to start off by
taking you to a book by Dr. Steven Egger. Are you
fam liar with hinP

No, | don't believe so.

kay. It's in Exhibit I, tab 1

Sorry, Exhibit NV --
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Yes.

-- or M-17 W

Yes, NV, tab 1. So he's witten a book The Killers
Among Us, An Exam nation of Serial Mirder And Its
| nvestigation. He's an academc fromthe United
States, and he's witten a | ot about serial killer
i nvestigations, and | want to refer to page 184
and 185. And I'Ill also note that he wote this
book in 1989, so it provides a bit of a w ndow
into what the conputer world was |ike and
particularly how it was used by police agencies
around the tine that this -- during the terns of
ref erence.

The book --

O ' 89.

Now that | see the title, it does look famliar to
me, this book, yes. So 184 is the page you're
directing nme to?

Sorry, 1998. |'mhaving problens with ny dating.
Ckay.

So the book was witten in 1998, so during the
terns of reference.

Ckay.

And 184 it tal ks about nmanagi ng | arge anounts of

i nvestigative information, and it says:
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In a serial nmurder investigation the anount
of information and data that are generated is

al nost al ways unmanageabl e without the aid of

a conputer.
You'll agree with that?
A | would agree, yes.

Q And:

The nost novice student review ng the
literature of |aw enforcenent and autonated
data processing wll quickly realize that
many police agencies operate from an al nost
illiterate grasp of the nodern conputer. |In
fact, nost police departnents sinply use
their conputing machines as fast-retrieval
file cabinets, not realizing the great

potential of the conputers of the 1990s.

Casting yourself back in your own career, would

you agree that that was -- that was true for the

1998- 2000 era?

A | think it's difficult for nme to agree with this

only because |'mvery fortunate and bl essed in

Peel

Regi onal Police that we had automated systens

when | worked in Homcide as a detective in 1999,

and we were using cases that |inked, so we had

that capability.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

You had that?

But

Yes.

| recognize that not all police agencies did.
If I can nove on to the next paragraph:
To fully exploit the conputer and the
processing of information, the team of
i nvestigators nust be able to cross-reference
and retrieve aggregate data very rapidly.
| ndeed, a speedy electronic file drawer wll
al nrost certainly fail to provide tinely and
accurate information with the speed necessary
for such an investigation. Comand-|evel
personnel who understand the necessity for
such capability may not be available to the
agenci es involved. Qutside consultants may
be required, and this has not al ways worked
very snmoothly in these sensitive and

stressed-filled investigations.

Do you see that?

| woul d agree, yeah.

And woul d you agree that given the probl ens that

the VPD was having with SIUSS, and the -- you wl|

be famliar with the problens that they had in

getting that systemtransferred over to

Evenhanded, that these comments are quite apropos?

| would agree, and | saw evi dence of that when Don
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Adamr struggled with this in Evenhanded as well.

So that was obviously a |large challenge facing Don
Adamr when he cane into this investigation?

Ch, | agree. Very big challenge for him

In fact, | think he put it that the conputers were
br oken?

Yes.

In fact, and | can take you to this docunent as
well, that the VPD communi cated to their own -- or
Sergeant Field conmunicated to | nspector Spencer
that she couldn't be confident that all of the

i nformation about the victins and the suspects
were actually entered into SIUSS?

| believe |I recall that, yes.

So if you aren't sure that all your suspects are
captured within the nmassive information that you
have, that presents a problenf

| woul d agr ee.

It raises serious doubts about whether your killer
is going to be included in that massive

i nformation?

| woul d agr ee.

Now, just for context, and we can go to your
tineline or to the daily log, but I"'mgoing to

suggest to you that the SIUSS conputer system

28



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

wasn't operational for Evenhanded until Decenber
of 2001. Do you recall that?
Yeah, | believe | saw sonething that said they
were trying to go for training in |ate Novenber
2001, so Decenber 2001 | would agree with you, if
you' re saying that date, yes.
So that's a long period of tine to be operating
wi t hout a conputer systemthat works?
| agree.
Ckay. I'd like to turn now to page 8-32 of your
report. Now, at the very top of the page you are
here speaking, if you ook to the previous page,
about Staff Sergeant Henderson, and in the first
paragraph you -- in the second sentence of that
par agr aph you say:

He took ownership of the M ssing Wnen Review

i n Novenber 2000 when VPD provided the

i nvestigative files.
And | am going to suggest to you that that is --
that's inaccurate, that he didn't get the
investigative files at that stage, that it took
quite a bit of tinme before the files could be
transferred fromVPD to the RCWP
No, | believe | would disagree. | believe he

actually net wwth Sergeant Field, | believe on My

29



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

10th. | can check ny tineline. | believe -- so
he net with Sergeant Field in My, and between My
and Novenber they were sending him-- they were
comuni cating with himsaying they were still
struggling to get the files organi zed and ready,
but | believe in Novenber is when Sergeant Field
met with himand said, "Ckay, we're ready to -- to
work together on this investigation."

Ckay. It may assist if we actually |look at the
notes of Detective JimMKnight fromthe VPD. He
was the primary investigator on Project
Evenhanded?

Yes, | recall.

Ckay. If we can go to tab 68, which is in Exhibit
V- 1.

What tab, pardon ne?

Sorry, tab 68. Ckay. So there's a bit of a
dating problemw th these notes. You'll see that
t hey commence on February 26th, 2001.

| see that.

And that's the date that Jim McKni ght was assi gned
to Project Anelia?

Yes.

And then you carry on and then there's a date

that's -- a typewitten date that's crossed out

30



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

and then it says 01-03-13, which | believe is
March 13th, 2001.

Yes.

So the next entry is the 14th, and it says,
"Initiated organi zation of the mssing files." It
says, "MP files will be identified as NP Bi nder
and nunbered..."

| see that.

So he commences organizing the files. On March
31st (sic), on the next page, he neets Lori
Shenher and di scussed the file and the | ocation of
the file notes. He commenced work on review ng
those files. And |I'd suggest to you that in this
time frame he's still working at the VPD office?

| would agree. But | think if we're tal ki ng about
ownership, as |'ve stated in ny report, when |
tal k about that Acting Inspector Henderson took
ownership in Novenber of 2000, | was referring to
the fact that he net with Sergeant Field and then
he said he -- and he assigned Don Adam at that
time, sothenl -- that's what | neant by the fact
that he took -- he's taking ownership, because
he's now taking an RCVMP of ficer and assigning him
to work on the m ssing wonen issue, and then on

Novenber 22nd there was evi dence of a docunent
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

that he sent to Assistant Comm ssioner Bass
informng himthat he has assigned Don Adam to
this task. That's what | neant by he took
owner shi p.

| wanted to correct your report because it seened
that you were suggesting that he actually took
possession of the files and that Don Adam m ght
have had access to those files, but you will agree
that that wasn't the case?

| -- yeah, when | say he took ownership of

the investigative -- of what -- | know there was a
transfer of information. Renenber | spoke earlier
this norning that Don Adam was given a package to
review, and I would assune -- |'m probably not --
| probably shouldn't assune, but | would think he
was given information on the m ssing wonen

i nvestigation to look at to give himan update,
but | never saw those docunents, so that's when |
said that |nspector Henderson took ownership, and
| think that's indicated by assigning sonebody
fromthe RCWP and then notifying Assistant
Conmi ssi oner Bass that he's assigned. That's what
| nmeant by the ownership. | wasn't trying to
suggest by that line that he actually received all

the investigative files of the 27 m ssing wonen.
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

| know that didn't take place for -- until 2001.
Ckay. And if we can just continue on with Jim
McKni ght's notes just to close the loop. [If you
| ook at the entry for April 24th, which is three
pages over or two pages over from where we were,
the top of the page it says, "Relocated to Surrey
Satellite Ofice." Do you see that? It has at
the top of the page --

Yes, | see that.

-- April 24th.

April 24th, 2001, "Relocated to Surrey Satellite
Ofice," yes.

And I'Ill suggest to you that at that point is when
Ji m McKni ght brought over the files from Anelia?
Yeah, | wouldn't disagree with you on that, so --
Ckay. If we can go back. So you'll agree that
obvi ously not having the paper files is a
significant challenge as well in starting up a
maj or investigation?

Vell, | nean, | think | still go back to I'm not
really sure what information Don Adam was given.

| think there's a note sonewhere.

Vll, I'"'mtal king about the actual files. | nean,
| presune that the package that Don Adam received

was |likely a sunmary of what had gone on to date.
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Wul d that be reasonabl e?

| woul d agr ee.

And |'mtal king here about the actual files that
detailed all the investigative steps that had been
previously taken.

But | think it's unfair to say or to suggest that
it would have nmade -- it conplicated Don Adan' s

j ob because he didn't receive the investigative
files until April when |I understand from his

i nterview he never reviewed the investigative
files.

Vll, | nean, Don Adamr was the team conmander.
Qovi ously he woul d assign people within his team
to carry out those -- his tasks for him and

i ndeed Ji m McKnight was reviewng the files?

| agree. | agree that he wouldn't necessarily
review them He would assign that to the primary.
But you were suggesting that it conplicated his
role, and I'msaying no, it wouldn't, because he
never did ook at the files.

But Don Adamr obviously has to get a handle on the
problemthat he is dealing wth?

Yes.

So yesterday you were asked about tunnel vision.

Yes.
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

You recall that. And you were al so asked about
maj or case nmanagenent. And |'d suggest to you
that one of the investigative pitfalls that major
case managenent is designed to avoid is, in fact,
tunnel vision?

| woul d agr ee.

And so Don Adam as the team commander of a seri al
killer investigation, when considering his gane
plan he has to keep it forenost in his mnd to
avoi d tunnel vision, correct?

| woul d agr ee.

He has to be concerned that down the line a
crimnal -- in a crimnal prosecution that the
suspect that is ultimately charged may, in fact,

rai se tunnel vision as part of his or her defence?

THE COW SSIONER: Wy am | -- why am| hearing this all over

again? You know, a lot of what |'ve heard this

nor ni ng about -- you' ve now cone on to tunne
vision. |'ve heard that before. |It's dangerous
not to be -- to have a mndset of tunnel vision in

any investigation. There were no bodies. There
were no crinme scenes. And | don't know how many
times I've heard this. So | don't want to

i nterrupt your cross-exam nation, but, on the

ot her hand, |I'm hearing so nmuch this norning that
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

|'ve already heard over and over again.

Ckay. "Il try to speed it up, M. Conm ssioner.

THE COMM SSIONER: All ri ght .

Q Sol do want to get into, though, the specifics of

t he operational plan that Don Adam put into place,
and what |I'mtrying to do is provide sonme context
for how he cane up with that plan. So you'll
agree that when he had to put his operational plan
into place he had two chall enges. The first was
to build a suspect pool which had the best chance
of containing the killer; would you agree with

t hat ?

Yes.

And, secondly, he had to figure out which of the
hundreds of suspects that they had in that pool to
target first?

| woul d agr ee.

You'l | agree that Don Adam consulted with
profilers in preparing his plan? Do you recal
seei ng evidence of that?

| do.

And he was told that serial offenders generally
perfect their ability to hide evidence and they

often commt |ead-up crinmes where they botch
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

things or |eave potential evidence behind. Do you
recall himgetting that advice?

| do.

And | nspector Adam, of course, realized that
getting a serial killer's DNA would be the key to
solving or could be the key to solving the case?
Coul d be the key, yes.

Sol'd like nowto go to the operational plan
itself, which we can find in the daily |og, which
is at tab 16 of Exhibit M. If you can turn to
page 5 of that tab. Now, this is the operational
pl an that Sergeant Adam actually sent to Cerany
Field to get her input on. Do you recall that?

| do recall that, yes.

So it's quite clear in the plan that it's prem sed
on the fact that there may be several -- one or
nore serial killers operating?

Yes, | see that, "That there may be one or several
serial killers who have done this."

So there's no question -- obviously you

acknow edge this in your report -- that the RCW
clearly acknow edged that there was a seri al
killer --

Yes.

-- operating?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

So the first phase, Phase 1, that is to do a
review of files for crinme-scene DNA to ensure that
the DNA is in a bank and can be conpared with --
with cast-off DNA? That was ultinmately the goa
of doing -- doing that review?

Yes, | see that.

So what they were doing is they were going to go
to files where wonen who fit the profile had been
ei ther assaulted or nurdered and their cases were
unsol ved to | ook for DNA?

Correct.

And, of course, throughout the '90s DNA devel oped
quite rapidly?

"' mnot convinced of that, but yes.

Ckay. well --

It devel oped.

So ol der cases perhaps may have exhibits in them
t hat had never been sent to the lab to be
profiled, have exhibits that could have suspect
DNA on them that had never been profil ed?

| agree fully.

So the idea was that they would | ook at these old
files to see if they could find such exhibits and
build up a DNA bank of suspect or offender DNA?

Yes.
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So you'll see the second phase is review and
prioritization of current VPD and South West Mj or
Crime District suspect lists?

| see that, yes.

So -- and I'll suggest to you that Bill MKnight
and JimlLittle did a lot of that work? They told
you about that?

| understand that. Yes, they did.

And they were doing that throughout the summer of
2001 and into the fall?

In the spring | would say yes, and throughout the
sumrer, yeah. | agree.

And that work was going on sinultaneously with the
file reviews that were going on, where nenbers of
Evenhanded were going out to various RCWP
detachnments to review these files for --

| understand --

-- potential DNA?

-- Corporal Kingsbury was travelling out to the
RCWP det achnents, yes.

And you wi |l acknow edge, | presune, that
prioritizing your suspects and assessi ng your
suspects, that's a very key part of the

i nvestigation that you have to do before you can

figure out which suspect you are going to target?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

| would agree with what you're saying with regards
to investigation, but | don't believe what
Evenhanded was doing was an investigation. |
bel i eve they were doing an historical review.

| nvestigation to ne would nean that they were
doing a proactive investigation |ooking for
suspects. | know -- | nean, I'mnot trying to
split hairs with you on the word "investigation",
but if you were conducting an investigation do |
agree that you have to create a list and
prioritize your suspects? | agree fully, yes.
Well, if you're doing an investigation, that's
exactly what they were doing. They were assessing
their suspects. They were prioritizing them

That was Phase 2 is what they were going to do,
yes.

Ckay. But | thought you agreed with nme that Bil
Little and Jim McKni ght were review ng the suspect
Iist throughout the summer and that was goi ng on
simul taneously with the file review process?

They were doing that, yes.

So it's not like they were doing the file reviews
first and then they were going to prioritize
suspects later? It was going on sinmultaneously?

Yes, but | think I was just disagreeing with the
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

word "investigation" just because | think | saw
sonmet hing in Septenber where there was an e-nail

or a fax from McKnight to some officer in the RCOW
sayi ng, you know, "W're still in review node,"
and that was in Septenber. So that was the only
word that | was disagreeing with there.

But obviously, and | think you'll agree, that when
you're presented with this investigational problem
whi ch has so many suspects, part of that is to
revi ew your suspects, to evaluate themto figure
out which one you want to focus your investigation
on?

| agree.

So that's work that had to be done?

Yes.

So then Phase 3 of the operational plan is that
once you've figured out who you are going to go
after they're going to collect cast-off fromthose
suspects to see if they can match it up wth any
of the crime-scene, unknown of fender crine-scene
DNA they' ve already coll ected?

Yes, | agree.

And so then Phase 4 is that if they get a hit on
sonebody they would go out and proactively

i nvestigate that person and do whatever would be
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

required to investigate, including doing
surveillance, wre-tap, undercover operations, and
the whole -- everything that goes along with those
steps?

| woul d agr ee.

Now, this operational plan was sent to Sergeant
Field for her approval ?

Yes.

And she accepted it?

| believe so, yes.

She presented it to VPD nanagenent ?

Yes.

And VPD managenent accepted it?

They did.

And just backing up, when Sergeant Field was asked
for input on the plan, she did not say to Don
Adamr, "1 think that -- instead of doing this I

t hi nk you should go out on these particul ar
suspects"? She never said anything like that?

| agree. | don't -- | did not see any evidence

t hat suggested she did that.

Now, | wanted to put to you a couple of exanples
of when Phase 4 cane into play during Evenhanded's
i nvestigation, and Phase 4 is when they went out

and targeted a suspect based on a hit. You've
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

heard about the alley investigation, and we tal ked
about it alittle bit yesterday?

| have, yes.

And what happened there was that in Decenber of
2001 they got a hit or they were advised that
there were two different crine-scene DNA sanpl es
whi ch mat ched?

| understand that. | recall that.

So they realized that they had a serial -- another
serial killer?

Yes, they understood. So their DNA fromthe alley
hom ci des did not match those of the Agassiz
hom ci des.

Sorry, say that again.

It was DNA -- it was different DNA sanples from
two different crine scenes.

So then you have another serial killer?

Yes.

So this plan actually succeeded in revealing that
serial killer that had killed in the 1980s, the
|ate ' 80s, correct?

| don't knowif it revealed -- sorry, what was
your question?

Sorry. It revealed that there was another seria

killer who had killed two wonen in the |ate ' 80s
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

in Vancouver ?

Yes. The DNA --

Yes.

-- connected those.

W didn't -- they didn't know who it was --

Ri ght .

-- but it revealed that that person had --

But | thought your question was you were sayi ng
that this plan revealed that, but | didn't think
it was -- | didn't understand that to be the case.
| thought the DNA |links were nmade by the DNA | ab.
| didn't realize it was this plan that caused
those links to be nmade.

Vell, in fact, it was. It was DNA that was
collected through the file review process which
gave rise to that.

Ckay.

So -- and we can turn to the daily log. W have
it here if you need it. But | would suggest that
when they found out about this link they

imedi ately set to creating a |list of suspects
that they should target both with respect to the
alley and to the Valley that they shoul d get
cast-off DNA from and that actually -- that work

started in Decenber, and by January 28 they had a
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

list of 23 suspects that they were going to go out
and col |l ect cast-off DNA fronf

Can | -- sorry, I'mnot trying to be problenatic.
Yeah. No.

Can you just direct ne to that docunent just so |
can refresh ny nenory.

Well, you have the daily log in front you,
believe. W were just looking at it.

Ch, the Evenhanded daily log, yes. Just go to the
dat e.

Turn to Decenber 17th. It's on page 67.

Thank you.

So a fax was received fromthe |ab concerning a
DNA suspect match involving the VPD files. This
was the match that | was speaking of.

Yes, | recall seeing this, yes.

And then if we turn -- flip to January 23rd -- or
28th, rather, which is on page 71 -- okay. And
it's on the next page, page 72.

| see that, yes.

You see that, "A list of 23 suspects has been
conpiled and is intended to," and then the next
thing is blacked out?

See, | think that's why | really wasn't sure what

was i ntended.
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Vell, | don't think that it's any secret to say
that | believe that refers to collecting cast-off
DNA from t hose suspects, but | can see now why you
may have been --
Yeah, | didn't understand that. Sorry.
-- hindered in understandi ng that.

O her exanples of when the investigation
i npl enrented or becane -- or, sorry, where the
i nvestigation targeted specific suspects, and we
touched on one yesterday so I'lIl just rem nd you
of it, but in the fall of 2001 there was an
of fender who had sexual |y assaulted a sex trade
wor ker and cl aimed responsibility for the m ssing
wonen?
| recall that. He was elimnated by the
pol ygr aph.
And he was identified in Novenber, and Evenhanded
got involved in that investigation and assi gned
resources to assist the VPD in that investigation?
| understand that, yes.
So obviously at that point they're not doing an
historical review, they're plugged in and doing an
i nvestigation of a suspect that rose to the top
and had a potential link to the m ssing wonen?

And | believe | said that in ny report, that it
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changed in Novenber, the plan changed in Novenber.
Well, prior to that, though, there hadn't been a
suspect, though, that had risen to the top in that
manner? And | think you're assum ng that they

woul dn't have done that in the sumrer nonths, but

if a suspect had -- had arisen, the plan that they
had, the four-phase operational plan, | would
suggest woul d have cone into effect there. |If

t hey had sonmeone, a suspect that in July had done
what this suspect did and clainmed responsibility
for the mssing wonen, | woul d suggest that they
were poised to deal with that.

| would disagree with that because | -- from ny
review of the docunments in ny -- | saw that Don
Adam didn't want to be lulled into tunnel vision
by selecting -- he felt that -- he was concerned
that if they started targeting certain suspects
that may not help them so he was commtted to do
the review and to do the DNA. It wasn't until
Novenber his plan changed when they realized we
potentially still have an active serial killer,
and that's when they started saying we're going to
have to start actively going out and pursuing
suspects as they ari se.

But ny suggestion to you, though, is, is that if a
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

suspect had arisen in July and had done sonet hi ng
which -- or was alleged to have done sonet hi ng
whi ch woul d, you know, put himto the top of the
pil e, that Evenhanded woul d have gone proactively
agai nst that suspect?

But | saw no evidence of that, to suggest that.
Vell, | nean, it's hypothetical, | suppose,
because that didn't happen. | would suggest that
until the suspect in Novenber cane to |ight that
there were no instances where a suspect cane out
of the woodwork and had a potential link to the
m ssing wonen or had a stronger link to the

m ssi ng wonen.

Yeah. | nean, that's sonmething | think is up for
a big debate. | think -- | would disagree with
you because | still think that Don Adam and his
plan was to continue with the -- his four phased
approach at that point, because it was in August
when the violent sexual assault of a sex trade
wor ker occurred in Vancouver, and when Dave

D ckson from Vancouver went to the Sex Assault
Squad and said, "Hey, is anyone | ooking at
Pickton,” and | understand that the officer from
t he Vancouver Sex Assault Sqguad nmade contact with

Proj ect Evenhanded and they had a neeting in
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Cctober. So | would di sagree when you say that
there was no suspect -- if they -- if you
hypot hetically said a suspect cane up in July that
t hey woul d have changed their plan. | don't
bel i eve Don Adamr wanted to change the plan because
| don't believe they had accepted that there was
an active serial killer at that point.

HOFFMAN: M. Conm ssioner, | note the tinme. | don't know
what we're doing for the break today.

COW SSIONER:  No, let's carry on. How nuch |onger are you
going to be?

HOFFMAN: | still amgoing to be at |east another hour,
woul d t hi nk.

COW SSI ONER: At | east anot her hour ?

HOFFMAN: O -- yes. | apologize, but --

COW SSIONER:  Well, 1'd like to have accurate estimates --

HOFFMAN:  Yes.

COW SSI ONER: -- of tinme. Yesterday you said two hours.

HOFFMAN:  Well, | can endeavour to go anot her 45 m nutes,
but | do have sone materi al

COMW SSIONER:  If | give you a break now is that going to
hel p?

HOFFMAN: It may, yes.

COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Al right.
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 10:17 A MN.)
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( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 10:40 A V.)
THE REA STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.
M5. HOFFMAN:
Q DCEvans, I'd like to take you to page 1-2 of your
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report.

Yes.

Here you set out in the fourth paragraph what your

under st andi ng of Project Evenhanded is, and |'|

just read. You indicate:
In early 2001, the review which eventually
becane known as Project Evenhanded, began a
met hodi cal review of historic crinme files in
search of Persons of Interest, that could be
linked forensically to three unsol ved
hom ci des from Agassi z.

Now, |'m going to suggest to you that that

actually is far too narrow a description of what

Evenhanded' s plan was, and the first point is that

it was not just that they were | ooking to connect

of fenders to the Agassiz hom cides; would you

agree with that?

Vell, | think it's inportant to note that this is

in ny executive sunmmary. It's not in ny main

report. This is the executive sumary.

But | believe you actually stated in your evidence
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

yesterday that the point of Evenhanded was that
they were trying to connect offenders to the
Agassi z hom cides. Do you recall that?

But | also recognized fromthe plan that they were
hoping to identify an offender to the m ssing
wonen cases by | ooking for an of fender that
potentially could be the sanme, one in the sane
fromthe Agassiz hom ci des.

And you'll recall when you spoke to Don Adamr and
you interviewed himhe tal ked to you about how he
t hought it was dangerous to sinply assune that the
Agassi z nurderer was responsible for the m ssing
worren, and he wanted to create a plan that would
be open to that possibility but also open to other
possibilities? Do you recall that?

| do recall he spoke of that.

So | just suggest to you that that
characterizati on of Evenhanded as being focused on
t he Agassiz homcides is inaccurate?

Vell, I"'mnot going to agree with you that |I'm

i naccurate. | just think -- "...began a

met hodi cal review of historic crimnal files in
search of Persons of Interest, that could be
linked forensically..." Because there was nothing

forensically that could be |inked to the m ssing
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

wonen, so they were doing a --

But then you go on to say "to three unsol ved
hom ci des in Agassiz", and obviously because they
were reviewing files from across the province they
were reviewing all sorts of files where sex trade
wor kers had been sexual |y assaul ted or mnurdered.
They were trying to find other killers that may
not have been responsible for the Agassiz and just
-- and the exanple is that they found the alley
murderer, who killed in the late '80s. That was
an exanpl e of how broad the review was, and they
were trying to cast a wide net in order to be
assured that they were going to include the killer
in their pool ?

|"mnot sure -- I'mnot sure | understand the
guestion then.

Vell, I"mjust suggesting to you that your
characterization is too narrow. Wuld you accept
t hat ?

Vll, | think that they were | ooking for forensic
links. They could -- what |'m suggesting by this
paragraph is they couldn't link it forensically to
the m ssi ng wonen because there was no evidence of
the m ssing wonen, so they were looking to |ink

cases fromhistoric files to the Agassiz
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hom ci des.

But they were | ooking for other offenders as well,
not just offenders that commtted -- an offender
that conmtted the Agassiz hom ci des?

Well, they were | ooking for an of fender who

would -- it was their belief that there was a
possibility that the m ssing wonen cases were
linked to the Agassiz hom ci des.

Ckay. | amgoing to put to you, and it may
assist -- and | apol ogi ze because this isn't in
the transcript reference binder.

Thank you.

And just by way of background, | nean, certainly
at the Kel owna conference that happened in
Novenber of 2000, that theory that the m ssing
wonen were connected to the Agassiz hom ci des was
t he predom nant theory that was di scussed at that
conf erence?

They were potentially connected, yes.

And you asked Don about that in his interview, and
|"mjust going to read to you what he responded,
and it starts on page 29, line 32 of the
transcript of August 31st, 2011.

Sorry, line 32? There is no line 32.

Sorry, line 23.

53



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

23.
You know. So, would -- you know, when | get
involved in it then, I'mthinking, "A
right, you know, that nakes sense.” It did
make sense to ne, okay? You know, people are
telling me, "These are di sappearing, yet
there's these nurders. |It's the, the sane
body of people.” Wwo, you know, who am | to
dis --

sorry, "to know' -- excuse ne, |'I|Il start over.

...to disagree with that? Keith Davidson, in
the room that's -- you know, they're pushing
this idea. | would say that | accepted that
as very reasonable -- obviously, you are
going to have to | ook at everything -- up to
the point where in, | believe it was |ate
February, Paul MCarl took us up to the

sites.

And he's talking there about going up to the sites

of the Agassiz hom ci des.

And we actually went up the | ogging roads,
and, and here is where these bodies, fair
enough, on trails...but the fact that they

were |aying there, and they had been -- if
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t hey had been noved --
sorry.
...i1f they had noved them 10 feet and rolled
t hem down a bank, they, they would have just
been gone.
And yet, and yet this person had successfully
had wonen di sappearing for all these years.
To nme, | am not a behaviour scientist, you
know, I'mnot a crimnal profiler, but that
was troubling to the extent that | thought it
woul d be dangerous, dangerous to ignore it
and dangerous to accept it.
Ri ght .
And so that's why | created a task force that
would be willing to accept both of those.
To ne, that was the safest approach.
Do you recall that?
Yes, | recall that
So, again, | would suggest to you that to
characterize the work of Evenhanded as bei ng
focused on connecting suspects to the Agassiz
hom cides is far too narrow a descri ption.
| think that this line in ny executive sunmary
where | say | characterize Project Evenhanded as a

review of historic crimnal files, | still stand
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by that line to say that they were linking -- they
were trying to link the historic crimnal files to
the -- forensically to the three unsolved from
Agassiz. Like, I"'mnot saying that they weren't

| ooking in the efforts of finding the m ssing
wonen, but | don't see anything wong with or
inaccurate fromwat |'ve said here, so | would

di sagr ee.

kay. In doing your review in your report | see
that you devote about six pages to the Project
Evenhanded i nvesti gati on?

| didn't count, so | don't know. | take your word
at that.

And you devote about 96 pages to the Pickton

i nvestigation, and you do a day-by-day chronol ogy
of what happened with respect to that

i nvestigation?

"1l accept those nunbers. | haven't counted
nunbers, page nunbers, so --

So | take it that in doing your review you
probably spent the nmajority of your tine review ng
t he Pickton investigation?

| would not agree with that because | think

Proj ect Evenhanded, if | check in the 96 pages on

Pickton, | believe there are tines in 2001 where
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in "Pickton as a suspect" it's nentioned, but it's
ref erenci ng menbers from Evenhanded runni ng
queries with regards to Pickton or doing police
checks. | have to go back and check here. So
there are tinmes in ny "Pickton as a suspect™
chapter, if | may call it that, that reference is
to officers from Project Evenhanded.

kay. Wen Pickton is involved you included work
of Evenhanded in your "Pickton as a suspect"”
summary; that's what you're saying?

Yes.

kay. But you did not in your report do a very --
any sort of detailed review of all of the work

t hat Evenhanded did from January of 2001 up to
February of 2002? | would suggest to you that you
did not do a thorough review in your report of all
of that work.

| woul d chall enge you to point out sonething that

| didn't speak to or address and then | m ght be

able to agree with that, but, | nean, | |ooked at
t he Evenhanded file, so | -- and | spoke to --
when | interviewed officers from Evenhanded |

learned a ot with regards to their review and
t hei r work.

Vell, what | was pointing to, | guess, was your
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

fundanental m sunderstanding as to the scope of
Evenhanded. You -- and you won't agree with ne
here, but | suggest --

| won't.

-- to you that you have m sunderstood the scope of
Proj ect Evenhanded.

No, | don't think I m sunderstood the scope of
Proj ect Evenhanded at all, so | would totally

di sagree with you on that.

| want to go to just one docunent that you would
have received just to wap up this area. You
recall receiving a docunent that described -- was
a summary of the file review process that
Evenhanded engaged in? Do you recall receiving
that? | can --

Could you reference it to ne? | saw so nmany
docunent s.

It's in Exhibit N tab 8.

Thank you.

And it's on the last page that | want to refer to.
But this was a docunent that was prepared for the
purposes of the inquiry, and it was a docunent
that was intended to just sunmarize the work that
Evenhanded did in reviewing the files, and it sets

out sort of the operational plan and how they were
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proceedi ng, but what | want to point to is the
very | ast paragraph at page 6. And it indicates
here that hundreds of files were reviewed for DNA
potenti al .
This would result in crime scene DNA profiles
bei ng devel oped in 246 cases. Approxi mately
20% of these would lead to the identification
of offenders which in turn would further
unsol ved hom ci de cases, assaults on sex
trade workers, and sone serial offender
cases.
So obviously the plan, if you accept that,
resulted in solving other cases, and the alley
cases being one that we have di scussed already?
Ch, | would agree the plan solved cases. Yes,
woul d agree to that.
|'"d like to nove to a new area, and this is with
respect to Evenhanded at the begi nning and the
agreenent that was nade that the VPD woul d
continue to search for any new m ssi ng wonen t hat
were reported. You acknow edge in your report
that that was the understanding at the begi nning
of Project Evenhanded?
That was the plan, yes.

And | suggest to you that when Don Adam cane into
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the investigation the VPD had a M ssing Persons
Unit that was staffed by one detective, and it had
a second position which was added -- or, sorry, it
had two detectives, | think, at that tinme?

| understand, or constables, yes.

And presumably those officers had connections on

t he Downt own Eastside, they had sone --

| woul d think so.

-- experience |ooking for m ssing wonen?

| would think so, yes.

More so than anyone on Evenhanded?

Unl ess you -- except for, | think, probably
Detective Little and Detective MKnight, but, yes,
| would agree. You're talking specifically RCW
of ficers?

Vell, I"'mnot sure. W'd have to ask Detective
Little and McKnight, but I'mnot sure they ever
worked in the Mssing Persons Unit at VPD

No, | don't recall them saying they did, but |I was
tal king about the reference to working in the
Downt own Eastside or being famliar with the

Downt own East si de.

Right. But VPD had devel oped sone, well,
experience | ooking for these wonen in the Downtown

Eastside, and they had established connections?
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Yes, | agree.

And Detective Shenher had done a very adm rable
job of trying to locate all of these wonen?

| agree.

So if we can turn to the January 31st neeting,
2001, this is where Gerany Field nentions that
there's possibly four nore wonen that could
potentially be mssing who fit the profile. W

| ooked at that docunent?

Yes, we | ooked at that docunent this norning.

And it was nade clear in that neeting that the VPD
woul d continue to follow up with respect to these
wonen?

Yes, | understand that.

And it was clear that obviously there was further
i nvestigation that had to be done in order to
confirmthat these wonen were, in fact, m ssing?
| agree.

And | woul d suggest to you that it was agreed at
quite senior levels of the RCMP and the VPD that
the VPD woul d remain responsible to investigate
new m ssi ng wonen reports, and that nessage was
communi cated to the public. Do you recall seeing
docunments to that effect?

| believe so, yes.
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There was a nedia release | think that was sent
out that -- or a nedia plan, rather, that was
prepared that had that as one of its nessages?

| believe so, yes.

And as you pointed out, JimMKnight is fromthe
VPD?

Yes.

And he was the |l ead investigator, and he had
connections wi th Constabl e D ckhout, who was in
the VPD M ssing Persons Unit at the tinme?

Yes, he did.

And he communi cated with Constabl e D ckhout about
the m ssi ng wonen?

| understand that, yes.

You have in your Appendix C, page 145 at 1130,
which is May 24th, 2001 --

Sorry, what page agai n?

Page 145 of Appendix C

Thank you. Yes.

It says it was discussed and agreed that any

i ncomng information concerning the m ssing wonen
or suspects would be handled by the VPD with a
copy to Project Evenhanded. A decision nmay then
be nade for the investigators for inclusion in the

file?
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Sorry, what date are you looking at? I|'msorry, |
didn't hear your date, the date there.

May 24th, 2001.

Yes, | see that. There was a neeting.

And Constabl e D ckhout was at that neeting?

Yes, he was.

And from docunents it appears that he was one of
the -- | think it was Constabl e D ckhout and
Constabl e Leggett at the tine who were working in
the VPD unit?

| believe so, yes.

And presumably it was their responsibility,
according to this nmeeting, to communicate with
Evenhanded about new m ssing wonen?

| would say so. | think -- to be fair, | think
Evenhanded shoul d be communi cati ng back to VPD on
this, yes.

Vell, and we'll get to that in a nonment, but I
think it was pointed out yesterday that you did
not interview Constable D ckhout as part of your

i nvestigation?

| did not.

And as you note, you said that the conmunication
shoul d be two-way, and if we can |look at -- |

couldn't find in your Appendix C the
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communi cati ons that happened between Constabl e

D ckhout and Ji m McKni ght on the m ssing wonen,

and were you famliar with that fromhis notes?

And we can go to his notes if you'd |ike.

Sure. That woul d be good.

Al right. If we can go to tab 68, which is in

MV-1. If you look for the entry for April 30th.

On page 5 about a third of the way up fromthe

bottom of the page it says, "Tel ephoned D ckhout

(MP)," which | presune to be m ssing persons. He

was given the nanes of Debra Lynne Jones and Dawn

Crey.

Yes, | see that.

On the July 4th at 11:15:
Cont act ed by Constabl e Di ckhout VPD m ssing
persons. Still conducting follow up on
McDonell, Crey, Wlfe and Jones files. A
of these files have been entered on S| USS.
Al so advised nme that VPD...have three other
files that they are | ooking at.

El sie Sebastian was nentioned. Patricia Johnson

was mentioned. Lee Allison Mnor was nentioned.

| see that, yes.

Then if we can turn to August 13th. And just to

pause there, | just -- | nmake the point that when
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

it was agreed that the VPD M ssing Persons Unit
was to actively investigate new m ssing wonen
reports there was no suggestion in any of the
docunments that VPD indicated that they were
unwi lling to do that or that they didn't have the
resources to do that; you'll agree wth that?
| would agree with that.
August 14th -- 13th, rather. Sorry, ny copies
aren't highlighted. An entry, "Tel ephoned m ssing
person” -- it's on page 10 of the notes.
This is August 14th you're saying?
August 13th on page 10. It's about a third of the
way up.
Tel ephoned m ssing persons and ensured we had
nanes of all the m ssing that matched
profile.
And then that afternoon he neets with Sergeant
Adan?
| see that, yes.
"W di scussed the reward situation.” And you'l
see in these notes that Jim McKnight was the one

that was responsible for putting the paperwork in

pl ace to renew the reward -- the anmount of the
reward --
Yes, | saw that.

65



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

-- that was on the poster?

So he's doing a lot of these inquiries in
part for that reason, to ensure that the poster
has a conplete list of wonen, but he neets with
Don Adar.

Pl an of action.

Ensure agencies do or conplete a check of

m ssi ng persons matching our profile.

Determne if we can nake additions to the

reward poster, then reissue the poster.
| agree | see this, yes.

Then on August 16th he says that:

Prepared overview. ..for Sergeant Adam |

need to neet with him--
or, sorry,

nmeet with VPD mssing to determ ne the status

of any current or held files by them Try to

establish an accurate list of the m ssing
wonen.
And then a neeting is organized.
And then it says "D ckhout A/L", so he's on annua
| eave.
So a neeting is held on August 28th wth Di ckhout
and Leggett, and they discuss the current files

hel d by thenf
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Yes, | see that.

And you will recall, and | can take you there if
necessary, but that on August 30th Don Adam net
wi th senior VPD managenent and RCVP managenent
because he was concerned that they didn't have an
accurate list of all the m ssing wonen and he
wanted to request resources to ensure that they
did have an accurate list of all the m ssing
wonen?

| recall that they met on August 30th and he
provided a briefing. | wasn't sure -- | can't
recall whether that was an issue he raised. Are

you saying that was an issue he raised with the

executive saying, "lI'mnot sure | have an accurate
pi cture"?
Yes. If we can turn to the daily log, which is

tab 16 of Exhibit M. W can start by | ooking at
page 14.

Tab 16, page 14.

Page 14. Page 14, M. Comm ssioner. So this is a
report witten by Jim MKnight following his
meeting with Constabl e Di ckhout and Leggett,
Const abl es Di ckhout and Leggett detailing all of
the files that they reviewed and the status of

t hem
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Yes.
And if you turn to page 18, you'll see reference
at the bottom of the page to McDonell. It

indicated that the files were wth Constable

Di ckhout and he's doing sone further foll ow up on
that file. And then with respect to Wlfe you'll
see that he's doing --

Sorry, you're noving a little faster than -- |I'm
trying to read along, so --

Ckay. Sorry.

Page 18?

The bottom of page 18 there's an entry for
Jacquel i ne McDonel | .

Yes, | see that.

It says this file is with VPD M ssing Persons
Squad and Di ckhout is doing some further
fol | ow up.

Yes.

And simlarly with Brenda Wl fe, who's the next
entry, Dickhout is currently investigating the
file, indicates that she fits the profile and sone
further checks are being done.

Yes.

Again, the sane with Debra Jones. They're

continuing to investigate. Patricia Johnson
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

they're continuing to investigate. Gkay. |If we
can turn over to page 20, we have the neeting that
happens on August 30th, 20017
Yes.
And this is where Sergeant Adamr neets with the
seni or executive of the VPD and the RCOWP to ask
for nore resources and suggests that he's asking
for nore resources to advance the investigation on
a nunber of fronts, but one of them if you turn
to page 21, at the bottom of the page there's a
heading "Newy identified m ssing sex trade
wor kers".
Yes, | see that.
And there it's to -- he says:
An organi zed, detailed search has never been
undertaken to ascertain an accurate and
conplete list of the...mssing sex trade
wor ker s.
So Don Adamr is concerned there that they don't
have an accurate picture of all of the m ssings;
do you agree with that?
No, not necessarily. | nean, | look at it |ike
he's saying an organi zed, detail ed search has
never been undertaken. He's advising themthat

they hadn't undertaken that. So | didn't -- so
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

what were you suggesting it was?
VWll, that he's concerned that they need to have
an accurate list of all of the potential m ssing
wonen because --
So he says:
Phase one has now surfaced 22 additi onal
m ssing sex trade workers, who may match the
profile of the original 31.
An organi zed, detail ed search has never been
undertaken to ascertain an accurate and
conplete list of the nunber of m ssing sex
trade workers.
And you'll recall that on August 14th nenbers of
Evenhanded did a CPIC search, and | believe this
is in your tineline, and that revealed that there
were an additional 22 wonen that fit the profile
that were potentially mssing that they had not
been previously aware of ?
Yes, | would agree.
kay. So they're trying to get a handle on that
situation. Jim MKnight goes to the Cty to neet
with themto get a handle on who they have and are
i nvestigating?
| woul d agr ee.

And we -- I'Ill just touch on this briefly, but M.
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Tobi as took you to the Schouten report yesterday?
Yes.

And you'll recall that there were issues raised in
that report about the ability of the VPD unit,
because of its lack of resources, to really do an
in-depth investigation into m ssing persons? Do
you recall that?

| do recall that, yes.

So it's reasonable to assune that that problem may
have been pl agui ng Const abl es D ckhout and Leggett
when they were attenpting to confirmthese new

m ssi ng wonen that had been reported as actually
bei ng m ssing and going through that long list of
checks that they had to do, that they may not have
had sufficient resources to do that?

| would agree with that. | believe he brings that
to the attention of Don Adam | ater in Cctober
saying he needs -- and | think he used the term

| egwor k, needi ng assi stance doi ng sone | egworKk.
And so Don Adamr gets further resources at this
August 30th neeting. He had six new investigators
assigned to the file?

| can't recall the nunber, but |I'mnot doubting if
you say to ne he requested six. That it was four

i nvestigators and two civilian support staff?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

You're correct, yes.

Ckay.

It was four investigators and two civilians. And
t hat request was granted?

Yes, it was.

And then Don -- or, sorry, the Project Evenhanded
t hen engaged in over the next couple of nonths
goi ng about actually trying to confirm which of
these mssing -- which of these wonen were, in
fact, mssing? Before they could add them
officially to the list of mssing wonen there were
a nunber of things that had to be done before that
coul d occur?

| don't believe that started till Novenber,
though. | don't think it started follow ng the
August 30th neeting.

If I could have the daily |og again, please. And
you'll agree with ne that obviously when you
request resources it does take sone tine

adm ni stratively before you can hire those
resources, get them assigned, get thema desk to
work at, and obviously you have to take that into
account ?

| would agree. | see on page 23 of the log it

tal ks about the recommendati ons for the six
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

addi tional resources and what they were going to
do, but it doesn't say they're actually going to
go out and investigate. It says they're going to
conplete a review of the files.
Well, that's correct. They're going to confirm
whet her or not the wonen are actually mssing. |
guess your point is that they're review ng the
files.
As opposed to going out and doing the | egwork,
which | don't believe occurs till later on.
| amgoing to just leave this point. | nmay cone
back to it. | just have one other area that |
want to cover with you. 1In -- on page 9-2 of your
report you state -- and, sorry, you probably
recall this fromnmenory, but you state that:
Throughout ny review | heard a recurring
t henre of no body, no evidence, no crine
whi ch, in ny opinion, created an excuse for
ignoring the problem which perneated both the
VPD and the RCWMP, albeit at different tines.
Do you recall that?
That's correct.
And in the body of your report on page 8-36 you
actually explore this notion and --

At 8-367?
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

8-36. You conclude there that the assunption of
no bodi es, no evidence, no crine negatively

i npact ed the decision making of officers fromthe
VPD and later the ROVMP. And |I'd just like to go
to what you put in your report to support that
assertion. In the third paragraph of page 8-37
you refer to a neeting with Sergeant Honeybourn on
February 3rd, 1999, and | believe we've touched on
this, but just to clarify, Sergeant Honeybourn is
wi thin the Provincial Unsolved Hom cide Unit at
that point but is a VPD officer, correct?

That's correct.

And you point to his statenent that he nmade at
that neeting that they weren't in a position to
assist until there was no doubt that this

i ndi vidual was involved in a specific group of

hom cides. Do you recall that?

| do.
Ckay. But there was no suggestion, | would put it
to you, at that neeting that -- and this was the

nmeeti ng where they were di scussing Robert Pickton
in particular, and the information that had cone
forward at that point, they were still dealing

with just H scox's information, but there was no

suggestion at that neeting that they shoul dn't
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

investigate it because there was no body
avai |l abl e? Everyone was agreed that they should
continue to try to confirmthat information?

Oh, | agree that they were going to continue to
confirmthe informtion.

Yes. SO you were just using this as just an
exanpl e of the notion being expressed that if
there's no body there's no crine?

And that the Provincial Unsolved Hom cide Unit
woul dn't becone invol ved because there was no
evi dence of a hom ci de.

But, again, at this point the Provincial Unsolved
Hom ci de Unit has 600 hom cides that they're
dealing with, and they have a particul ar

mandat e - -

| agree.

-- to solve those hom cides, so they have to be
somewhat judicious in how they assign their
resources?

| agree.

But certainly Corporal Connor didn't hold that
view that there was no body, no evidence, no
crinme? He wouldn't be investigating the
information to the extent he was if he held that

Vi ew?

75



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

| agree.
And | suggest to you that you asked that question
of al nost every RCMP officer that you interviewed
and that nobody said to you that was the way that
the RCMP operated. Do you accept that?
Sorry, could you rephrase the question or could
you ask it again? | just --
Vell, maybe I'm-- actually, |'mprobably being a
bit unfair because you did speak with Sergeant
Kei th Davi dson about the concept. Do you recal
t hat ?
| do.
And you actually include that exanple in your
report. |It's at page 8-39. You say -- you quote
hi m as sayi ng:
| have never fully understood why it's a
better thing to have 20 killers to find
ver sus one.
And there you were tal king about the reluctance to
accept the serial killer theory; do you recal
t hat ?
| do recall that, yes.
And |'Ill suggest to you that Keith Davidson, of
course, was working quite closely wth the VPD

t hr oughout this period?
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Yes, he was.

And that you didn't nmake it clear when you asked

t he question in your interview about this no body,

no evidence, no crinme as to whether or not this

comment that he nmakes was in reference to the RCOW

or the VPD?

| would have to look at the interview.

W can do that. That's at volune -- sorry,

Exhibit 4, M-4, tab 6. Ckay. So if we can turn

to line 17 at page 42. Okay. So you ask:
So, was it sinply then, no body, no evidence,
no crinme? So, like, we're reading through
docunents. People had to be convinced. You
know, find ne a body, then I'I|l believe there
is a hom cide.

Answer :
Right. | think there were -- | think there
was a lack of, of believe that this was the
expl anati on.

He conti nues:
Uhm there's also, in ny experience, |'ve
found that there's a reluctance to accept the
serial killer concept, and that -- and | have
never fully understood why it's a better

thing to have 20 killers to find versus one.
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And | suggest to you that you never clarify
whet her or not that was sonething he encountered
at the VPD or the RCMP?
Yeah, I'mstill not sure |I understand the
guestion. Sorry. I|I'mnot trying to be difficult.
| just don't understand the question.
VWll, you don't clarify who held this reluctance
to accept the serial killer concept. He was
working with both the VPD and the RCWP?
He was.
And |I'mjust suggesting to you that you didn't
clarify who it was that held that view.
But on page 43 of the transcript, and this is
wi t hout going through the entire transcript, but
even on page 43 we're furthering the conversation
about the serial killer theory, and he says on
line 17:
Because, again, there was this, this
rel uctance to accept. And, again, to ne, it
made absolutely no sense, that you could have
20 i ndependent people killing wonmen and be
not finding any of the bodies. That just
does not nake any sense. And | can't
under stand why any --
And then | said, "Ckay."
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-- why any hom cide investigator would think

that. ..
But ny point is, is that you don't clarify who he
says holds this view, if that was a view that he
encountered within the RCW
| wasn't suggesting that Keith Davidson held the
view that he didn't accept the serial killer
theory. | believe he accepted the serial killer
t heory.
kay. So I'mgoing to suggest to you again that
nobody el se that you interviewed and asked that
guestion of about was there this attitude out
there if there was no body there was no crine and
that all of the RCMP people that you spoke to told
you that wasn't -- that wasn't a sentinent that
they agreed with or that they had encountered in
their work, and, in fact, nmany gave you exanpl es
-- or | think it was Gary Bass gave you exanpl es
of the fact that they had sol ved many crines
wi t hout having a body, and he offered to get those
statistics for you.
Ch, I'm-- yeah, I"'mnot going to disagree with
you on that. | think it's just -- | think it's
the question I'mstruggling wth, the whole

bl anket statenent, and it's just -- | think at
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different tines people -- like, what | know, when
t hey were working on Project Evenhanded they
accepted the serial killer theory. They accepted
that there was a serial killer out there
responsi ble for the Agassiz hom ci des and
potentially for the m ssing wonen.

M5. HOFFMAN:  Thank you, DC Evans. Those are ny questions.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you, M. Hoffman.

MR. WARD: Yes, M. Conm ssioner, Caneron Ward, counsel for the
famlies of 25 nurdered wonen, resum ng ny
Cross-exam nati on which we started Mnday.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, WARD:

Q And, Deputy Chief, you have your report at hand, |

trust?

A | do. Thank you.

Q Could | ask you, please, to turn to page 8-1.

A 8-1.

Q Under the main heading "QOpinion on Specific Police
Conduct & Investigations"” there's a subheadi ng
beside 8.1 that says "Recognition & Oanership"”.

Do you see that?
A | do.
Q And I'"Il just read the first paragraph there to

you. It states:
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In ny opinion, the severity and totality of
the British Colunbia Mssing Wnen tragedy
went unrecogni zed by nenbers of Senior
Managenent of both the VPD and the RCMP due
to the lack of ownership for this crisis.
Do you see that?
| do.
And that echos what | perceive to be a common
thread in your report, this notion of |ack of
owner shi p.
| agree.
Right. And on Monday -- sorry. Let me start
again. In terns of the concept of recognition as
it relates to ownership, you would agree that if
there had been earlier recognition of the crisis,
and by earlier say by m d-1998, many wonen's |ives
woul d probably have been saved?
May have been saved, yes.
Simlarly, if senior managenent of both the VPD
and RCMP had taken ownership earlier than they
did, say m d-1998, nmany wonen's |lives nmay have
been saved?
M d-1998 | would say the ownership rested at that
time with Vancouver. They were the ones

i nvestigating the mssing wonen. So | woul d agree

81



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

wi th Vancouver, yes.

Al right. Let ne nove it forward then. So just
to -- so that | have this clearly, if the
Vancouver Police Departnent senior managenent had
t aken ownership of the m ssing wonen problem or
crisis in md-1998, many wonen's |ives may have
been saved?

They may have been saved, yes.

Ski ppi ng ahead a year to md-1999, and, of course,
by this point the informants have cone forward,
the Coquitlam RCMP in the person of Corpora
Connor are aware of the information pertaining to
Robert WI1liam Pi ckton?

Yes.

So | suggest that if senior managenent of the RCWP
had taken ownership of the problemor crisis by

m d- 1999 many wonen's |ives may have been saved?
That's correct. My have been saved, yes.

And when you use the word "tragedy" in that
paragraph | just read you, the tragedy obviously
is that so many wonen, dozens of wonen, nostly
young wonen, net premature, early, violent deaths,
right?

Yes.

And those are deaths that in your opinion, your
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

prof essi onal opinion, given all of your

experi ence, could have been avoi ded had there been
recognition of the problemand if senior
managenent had taken ownership of the crisis at an
earlier stage, right?

Yes.

Now, in your career, which | understand goes back
to 19837

That's correct.

You' ve undoubtedly seen many, nmany instances in
your own police experience where young femal e drug
addi cts and sex trade workers have turned their
lives around, have kicked their drug habits and
have gone on to live nore conventional |ives as
responsi ble citizens?

| would have to admt that | have not seen that or
had a | ot of exposure to that throughout ny
career .

But you would agree it occurs?

| would agree that that occurs, yes.

And anot her part of this tragedy, | suggest, is
that in the case of the -- as many as 49 wonen who
Robert WIliam Pickton is presunmed to have kill ed,
they didn't get the opportunity to change their

lives because their lives were snuffed out, right?
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| woul d agr ee.

Now, this phrase taking ownership that you use
repeatedly in your report is sonmething you' ve
defined as being synonynous with, as | understood
your evidence Mnday, taking responsibility for or
bei ng accountable for, fair?

That's correct.

And you woul d agree that typically a police

of ficer takes ownership of an investigation when
he or she is commtted to solving the case?

| woul d agr ee.

Al right. To put it another way, | suggest you'd
agree that when a reasonably conpetent police

of fi cer cares about a serious case he or she wll
do everything within their reasonabl e powers and
abilities to solve that case; is that fair?

| woul d agr ee.

Al right. So given those two answers, | suggest
by definition there's a failure to take ownership
on the part of a police officer when there is a
lack of coonmtnent to a case or to an

i nvestigation, right?

Sorry, can you just repeat that again?

Sure. You agreed with ne that a police officer

will take ownership of an investigation when he or
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

she is commtted to it, right? You just agreed
with that a nonent ago.

But | also think you added in another -- you said
rel atively conpetent officer. | think sonetines
officers are assigned cases for investigation that
they don't necessarily want to take on, so that's
why |'mhesitating to answer -- so that's why |
needed to hear that |ast question again.

Sure. The second question was when a conpetent,
reasonably conpetent police officer cares about a
serious case they' Il do everything within their
abilities and powers to solve it, and you agreed
with that?

| do.

Al right. On the first one, though, it follows
then that if there's a lack of commtnent to a
file then there may be a failure to take
owner shi p?

| would agree that they may not put the sane
efforts into it.

Al right.

| think that's probably a safer way of saying it.
They woul d not put the sane efforts intoit. They
may still have ownership of the file because

t hey' ve been given the file.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

And would it be fair to say that if a police
officer is given a file and they don't care about
it or if they have conduct of a file and they
don't care about it they're not taking ownership
of it?

| agree.

Al right. So | suggest it follows that when you
say -- follows logically when you say in your
report in so many places that senior managenent
failed to take ownership of the m ssing wonen
crisis they didn't care enough about it to foll ow
t hrough, fair?

|"'mnot sure | would characterize it that they
didn't care. | don't think they appreciated what
t hey had, and appreciating -- and when | say
appreciate, | don't think they understood it.
Vell, you did conme to the conclusion and you
expressed the opinion that with respect to VPD
seni or managenent at |east, they were di sengaged,
right?

| agree.

And di sengagenent, | suggest, is another way of
saying lack of commtnent, |ack of caring,
indifference, fair?

| would agree with lack of commtnent. |'m not
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

sure | could characterize it as a |lack of caring.
D sengagenent could al so nean that they were just
not paying attention to it, not due to their |ack
of care, it's just sonme may say they had ot her

I Sssues goi ng on.

Al right. Fair enough. [I'Il accept for the
nonent that they weren't paying attention to the
crisis.

| agree.

MR. WARD: Al right. Perhaps this mght be a good tine to

show you one of the exhibits in this hearing that
you may not have seen before. Exhibit 57. If ny
records are right, this should be, M.

Conmm ssi oner, a bl ack bi nder.

THE REGQ STRAR:  That's your nap.

MR. WARD: Ch, no. Pardon ne. I'msorry, | msspoke. Exhibit

MR. WARD

>

35. Sorry, M. Registrar. Exhibit 35 ought to be
a bl ack binder conprised of a series of nedia
articles.

Sorry, what tab nunber?

I"d like you to | ook at the index, please.
| see that, yes.
This should be a long list of local print nedia

articles frommd-1997 through 1999 to 2000 that
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

appeared in the two dailies, The Vancouver Sun and
Provi nce, respecting the m ssing wonen crisis.
Have you seen this before?

No, | have not.

" mnot going to spend much tinme on it, but could
you just leaf through that and confirmthat you
see that the m ssing wonen crisis was the subject
of front page and other |ocal Vancouver nedi a
stories throughout that two-and-a-half-year
period. |'mnot asking you to read them now.

| woul d agr ee.

You see it now. Al right. So -- and that
doesn't include national coverage, |ike The d obe
and Mail, the National Post. It doesn't include
anyt hi ng that appeared on radio or television.

But clearly there was a | ot of public concern
expressed in the nedia just by virtue of | ooking
at that docunent that ought to have engaged the
attention of senior managenent in the Vancouver
Police Departnent, fair?

| agree.

The di sappearance of so many wonen, dozens of
them fromthe Cty of Vancouver ought to have
been a big priority that should have attracted the

comm tnent and the engagenent of senior managenent
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of the Vancouver Police Departnent, right?

| agree.
Now, you'll see in the nedia articles, | don't
need to turn themup, but you'll see that many in

the comunity who were quoted in those articles
expressed the view that -- |I'm paraphrasing -- had
t hese been dozens of wonen from say UBC or had

t hey been dozens of wonen going mssing -- nurses
going mssing froma hospital, there would have
been no question but that the Vancouver Police
Departnent seni or managenent woul d have pul | ed out
all the stops to try to solve the crisis. |I'm
going to put it to you that the only | ogical

concl usi on based on everything you' ve | ooked at,
everything you' ve revi ewed, everything you
under st and about policing is that the reason
seni or managenent in the Vancouver Police
Departnent | acked commitnent, wasn't engaged was
because of who these wonmen were, agreed?

No. | looked at that, and | didn't see anything
in the docunents that would suggest that.
Docunents continually, and fromthe investigators
t hensel ves, spoke about the fact that it was
difficult because they were finding -- they had

this m sconception that the wonen possibly were
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

transient and weren't necessarily mssing wth
foul play but were m ssing because they just
weren't being found.

Vel 1, you used this phrase, and you used it again
just now, "I didn't see any evidence of that."

That's a pretty firmstatenent, fair?

Evi dence as in -- may have been evi dence --
because | know it's not evidence what | | ook at.
In the docunents that | | ooked at.

Oh, in the docunents created back then?

That's correct.

But you did see evidence in the interviews
suggesting a | ack of caring because of who these
wormen were on the part of VPD senior nmanagenent,
right?

| think I would have to be directed to the

i nterview you' re speaking about --

Sur e.

-- just to assist ne.

Yeah, 1'Il -- 1 have it here. | can pull it up
|ater. Deputy Chief LePard of the Vancouver
Police interviewed Don Adam and made a record of
that discussion -- I'll find it now so | have the
reference -- in which Don Adam reported that VPD

Deputy Chief Unger used the phrase, "They're only
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

hookers," apparently in characterizing why nore
wasn't bei ng done about the problem Do you

remenber seeing that?

A No, | don't. I think -- I"'mnot saying |I didn't
see it. | just don't recall that. |If you could
show that to nme or direct nme to that, that would
probably hel p.

MR. WARD: Sure. It's in Exhibit G M. Registrar.
THE REA STRAR:  |'m sorry, which?

MR. WARD: Exhibit G tab 5.

THE REG STRAR G?

MR. WARD:
Q

O r» O >»

>

Yes, G For ldentification, tab 5, page 2.

SO just to -- we've heard evidence about this from
Doug LePard. Basically, as you can see at the top
of the first page, these are Deputy Chief LePard's
notes of his interview with Inspector Don Adarr,
Sean Hern, and Jim McKni ght back in March of 2004
at Evenhanded's offices. Do you see that --

Yes.

-- right in the top of the first page?

Yes, | see that.

You' ve seen this before in the material you' ve

| ooked at ?

Yeah, | believe so, yes.

All right. Let's |ook over at the second page.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

And this is a quotation attributed to Don Adar.
John Unger wanted themto be m ssings, not
murders. "They're just a bunch of hookers."

"They're just a bunch of hookers" is the quotation

attributed to Unger by Adam. Do you see that?

So Adam is saying that Unger said this to hinf

Yes.

And he says this to LePard in their interview?

Correct.
Ckay.
Now, if that's true, and | expect we'll be hearing

from Unger in due course, but if that's true, that
statenent is true that's attributed to Unger, then
it suggests that senior managenent, at |east part
of seni or managenent, Unger, of the VPD was

di sdai nful of these m ssing people because of who

they were? "They're just hookers." Right?

If it's true. | interviewed Unger and Adam, and |
don't recall -- 1 don't recall asking this
question to confirmor -- | don't believe this

came up in ny interviews with either one of them
It's a pretty inmportant point, isn't it?

It is.

And just on your interviews of all the police

officers you sat down with, they were -- well, |et
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me put it this way. You accepted what the police
officers told you without any sort of critical
anal ysis or probing, didn't you?

| agree. | didn't interrogate them | just

i ntervi ewed them

Al right. | want to turn to another subject,

pl ease, Deputy Chief, and the starting point for
this is your part of the report that deals wth
met hodol ogy. 4-1 is the page nunber. And just
before | draw you to this passage, you've --

t hr oughout your report when you tal k about these
concepts of failing to take ownership and the |ike
you' ve been fairly careful not to nane nanes,
fair?

| woul d suggest that | broke out -- when | talked
about certain officers | did paragraphs in the
report.

And you haven't been -- when you' ve nanmed nanes,
when you' ve referred to specific people, police
officers, it's fair to say you haven't been overly
critical of their actions, right?

| would say sone would say I was and sone woul d
say |'mnot, so --

Al right. Anyway, if | could take you to page
4-1.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes.
Under the headi ng "Mt hodol ogy" you've witten
this:
On Novenber 4th, 2010, | was engaged by the
MACI,
M ssi ng Wonen Conm ssion of Inquiry,
as an external advisor, to provide an
i ndependent opinion on the |Investigations,
as defined in the bal ance of that sentence. Do
you see that?
| do.
Al right. Now, the first word | want to ask you
about is this concept of engagenent. You were
engaged when you received two initial letters from
the comm ssion itself, correct, one dated Novenber
4th and a foll owup dated January 31st?
Yes.
"Il show these two docunents to you now and |'|
ask you to confirmthat these are the engagenent
letters.
Thank you. Yes, | see those.
Al right. And you agree that they were
consi dered by you to be engagenent l|etters?

| woul d agr ee.

MR. WARD: Could we nark those as the next two exhibits,
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

pl ease.

THE REA STRAR  The one dated January -- letter dated January

31st, 2011, will be marked as Exhibit nunber 60.
The letter dated 4th of Novenber, 2010, will be
61.

(EXH BIT 60: Docunent entitled - Letter to Chief
H N (Mke) Metcalf dated January 31, 2011 from
the M ssing Wnen Conm ssion of |nquiry)

(EXHBIT 61: Docunent entitled - Letter to Deputy
Chi ef Jenni fer Evans dated Novenber 4, 2010 from

the M ssing Wnen Conm ssion of |nquiry)

Thank you.

Q Now, you used your police investigative experience

to fulfil your task at |east insofar as you sought
out docunments and conducted interviews of people,
right?

Yes.

And so you woul d agree that your role or your task
was investigative, at least in part?

Conducting interviews would be investigative. |
guess you could say that, yes.

Al right. | want to zero in now on another word
you used in the first paragraph on page 4-1, and
that's the word "independent”. Wat did you nean

by that?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| ndependent ?

Yes.

As in | would be providing ny opinion.

Now, you're aware, | imagine, that this is the
third provincial comm ssion of inquiry into
policing related i ssues conducted within the | ast
few years here in BC?

|"mnot sure | was aware of the third.

Vell, there was M. WIIiam Davies' conm ssion of
inquiry into the death of Frank Paul that issued
its final report in February of 2009. You are
famliar with that?

| do.

And then there was M. Brai dwood's conm ssi on of
inquiry into the death of Robert Dzi ekanski that
issued its final report in May of 20107

| recall that, yes.

Al right. And that latter report cane out well
bef ore your engagenent as -- |'mgoing to quote
again -- an external advisor to provide an

i ndependent opi nion, correct?

"1l take your word for that on the dates, yes.
Al right. Now, both the conm ssioners in those
two previous conm ssions of inquiry stated in the

clearest terns that it was their vi ew and
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

recomrendati on that police should not be

i nvestigating police conduct in cases of serious
injury or death due to the public perception that
police officers could be biased or be in a
conflict of interest vis-a-vis other police
officers. Are you aware of those concl usions?

| have heard of those concl usions, yes.

This is obviously a case involving many deat hs,
right?

Yes.

Very serious case?

Very serious.

Can you, based on your dealings with the

comm ssion, shed any |ight on why you, an active
police officer, were engaged to do the work you
did instead of soneone who is truly independent of
police?

| would say that would be a question you woul d
have to ask the conm ssion.

You don't know?

No.

Al right. You said on Tuesday, yesterday | guess
it was -- I'mlosing track of days -- yesterday
norning in response to a question from Ms. Tobi as,

according to ny note, you said this: conm ssion
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counsel 's direction governed what you asked for
and who you interviewed. Do you recall saying

t hat ?

No.

Al right. That's the way | noted it. But do you
accept that the direction from conm ssion counsel
that you received to do your work governed what
docunents you requested fromthe police and who

you conducted interviews of? Is that --

No.

-- fair?

No, | would disagree. Wat -- and if | said that,
what | was trying to -- the nessage | was trying

to deliver to Ms. Tobias was that if | fornmed an
opinion that | wanted to see a docunent, | nade
the request, but | was always told to go through
the comm ssion to get the docunents.

| see. You told ne on Monday in ny brief tine
with you that -- sorry, just -- oh, that you were
directed at sone stage in your work not to report
on the 1998 decision to stay the attenpted nurder
charge and ot her charges agai nst Robert WIIiam
Pi ckton, right?

That's correct, and | believe | nentioned that in

ny report.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

That was after you had reviewed that file in sone

consi derabl e detail, right?
Yes.
How did that direction -- how was that direction

conveyed to you?

| believe it was a -- I'mnot sure if it was a
phone call or if | was here at the tine.

What about an e-mail ?

No.

M ght have been an e-nail ?

| don't believe so. | think we had those
conver sati ons.

M. Comm ssioner, | want to just interject
because M. Ward | think wong -- incorrectly
stated, and not intentionally, of course, in his
di scussion last time that this conmm ssion was
| ooki ng at the Crown and police conduct relating
to the -- to that 1997 charge, and, of course, we
are not | ooking at the Crown and police conduct.
The direction is that you are to | ook at the Crown
conduct. And so it would be self-evident to
anyone thinking about the terns of reference, |
woul d think, that the police officer doesn't need
to | ook at what the Crown did because the

anal ysis, as has been said a nunber of tines, is
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

going to be given to you by M. Celle, who is a

| awyer and experienced CGtown. So | just wanted to
correct that coment. M. Ward may have

m sunderstood that term of reference, and nmaybe |
m sheard him but | think I did hear him
correctly, and | just wanted it to be clear why

she woul d not be asked to comment on that.

THE COW SSI ONER: What does that term of reference read? Wy

don't you read it for us now for M. Ward's --
can read it. |1've got it here.
The terns of reference of the inquiry to be
conducted by the conm ssion are as foll ows,
this is item4, item4(b),
consi stent with the,
and there's a typo,
British Colunbia (Attorney General) v.
Davi es, 2009 BCCA 337, to inquire into and
make findings of fact respecting the decision
of the Crimnal Justice Branch on January 27,
1998, to enter a stay of proceedings on
charges agai nst Robert WIIiam Pi ckton of
attenpted nurder, assault with a weapon,
forci ble confinenent and aggravated assault.
And |'ve read this many tines, and carefully, but

that's what it says.

100



J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
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THE COW SSIONER: All right. That's exactly what M. Vertlieb

says.

MR. WARD: Well, with respect, and I'd i ke to ask sone nore

MR. VERTLI EB:

guestions on this point later, but with respect,

| ooki ng at why the Crown nmade a decision to stay a
prosecution necessarily involves |ooking at the
police investigator's role in the investigation,
their role as prospective wtnesses, their roles
in so many different ways that it can logically be
assuned that a police officer can have sone
evidence to offer on that point. That's ny
subm ssi on.

Vell, M. Ward may have his own view, but,
unfortunately, we took our view and read the terns
of reference as we did, and we've asked M. Celle
to assist, and that's been clear for sone nonths,
so | just don't agree that this is an area that
need be canvassed as part of your terns of

r ef er ence.

THE COW SSIONER: | agree with M. Vertlieb. 1It's clear to ne

that term nunber 4 on the terns of reference
refers to the conduct of the Crown to enter a stay
of proceedings, and it's unfair for you to ask the
deputy chi ef about police conduct when she was

specifically told not to | ook at the police
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conduct because the term of reference stands by

itself.

MR. WARD: Thank you. Just a few -- | appreciate --

THE COW SSIONER: | nean, | appreciate -- | think I know what
you're saying. | think that you can cross-exam ne

the CGrown about the police evidence that they had
that led to the stay of proceedings. That's
sonmething that is wthin your anbit and authority
to do.

MR. WARD: Thank you. 1'd just like to | eave one or two
guestions on the point or ask one or two questions
on the point before noving on in terns of the
scope of the engagenent, that's all, so that it's
on the record just in case it's needed | ater.

THE COW SSI ONER: Go ahead. What's the next question?

MR, WARD

Q After you got the engagenent |etters you presuned
for quite sone tinme, nonths, that part of your
task was to review the '97 file and ultimtely
report on your findings, didn't you?

A | did ook at the files, and it did take
consi derabl e tine, yes.

Q And it was only after you did that that you were
directed by the comm ssion not to report on it,

correct?
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

| believe so, yes.

Thank you. Now, you started your work -- and |I'm
still on nethodology, and I'mstill on this
guesti on of independence. You started your work
effectively in Decenber of 2010, and you conpl et ed
it in Novenber of 2011, a little less than a year
later, right?

That's correct.

And you cane to Vancouver for the purpose of this
task for the first tinme on Decenber 6th, 2010, and
met with the conm ssion's executive director, a
man naned John Boddie and with other conmm ssion
staff, right?

| canme on that date. | believe | cane earlier as
wel | .

Ckay. But, in any event, M. Boddie, the
executive director, was a principal source of your
direction fromthe conmm ssion as you proceeded
with your work; is that fair?

That's fair.

You and he had many, many neetings, and you and he
exchanged many e-nmails about your assignnment?

| would say we had many conversations. |'m not
sure about neetings, but conversations and phone

calls, yes.
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And you know from your dealings with M. Boddie
over the year that his prior experience included
working for 16 years with the Vancouver Police
Departnent, where he rose to the rank of sergeant?
| understand that as well, yes.

And you understand that he was a col | eague of
Deputy Chief LePard's for many years?

No, | don't think I would recall that.

Al right. Just speaking of Doug LePard, on
January the 6th, 2011, early in your work, you
received an e-mail fromhim LePard, saying that
all requests for Vancouver Police Departnent
docunments had to go through him right?

| trust you on that date, yes.

Al right.

| know that changed | ater on.

Fair enough. In the year or so you worked on your
assignnent you had literally dozens of face-to-
face neetings wth the ROW's | awers and the
VPD s |l awers, didn't you?

| woul d agree, yes.

And you exchanged many e-nmails wth those | awers
and with nenbers of the Vancouver Police
Departnment and RCMP, right?

Seeki ng docunents.
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Correct ?

Correct.

Al right. |In contrast, you and | never net or
communi cated at all prior to Monday, did we?
That's correct.

|, you would agree, had no opportunity at all to
i nfluence your report in any way, did I?

"' mnot sure anyone had an opportunity to

i nfluence ny report.

" mjust tal ki ng about opportunity, a w ndow of
opportunity. In your dozens and dozens of
meetings with ROWP and police |awers, sitting
down with them talking to them there were
opportunities for themto nake conments or
suggestions to you about your work and how to go

about it, right?

No, | woul d disagree.
Al right. ['mnot saying they used those
opportunities. |'mjust saying they had

opportunities.

| would agree with the fact that over the nonths
met with the Departnent of Justice |lawers as well
as lawers fromthe -- who represent the Vancouver
Pol i ce Departnent.

Al right. | want to turn next, please, to the
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

interviews that you conducted while you were
wor ki ng on the preparation of your report.
They're at Appendix B-1 and 2 of it. The list,
rat her.

Sorry. M report? Ckay. Sorry.

Yes.

| didn't understand that.

Yes. |I'msorry, your report. Appendix B, pages 1
and 2.
Yes, | see that.

This is a list of 56 people. Do you see that?

| do.

And it looks like all but two of them are enpl oyed
by one police departnent or another, right?

As well as the New Westm nster Police, so three
pol i ce departnents.

That's what | nmeant by one -- yeah, one of three
pol i ce departnents.

| agree.

Al right. The exceptions are Stephen Fonseca of
the coroner's office and nunber 24? | believe it
shoul d actually read Freda Ens.

Ch, I'msorry. Yes, you're right.

Freda Ens, correct?

Yes.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Those are the two non-police people you

i nterviewed?

Yes.

You didn't interview any of ny clients?

No, | did not.

By that | nean you didn't interview any of the
famly menbers of the mssing to get their

know edge of the quality of the police

i nvestigations that you were review ng, correct?
That's correct.

You didn't interview Wayne Leng, who was -- you
know to be the man who received the H scox tip,
the man who created a website and a 1-800 nunber
trying to draw attention to the m ssing wonen, the
man who worked tirelessly, tirelessly to try to
get the Vancouver Police Departnent to respond to
his concerns that Sarah de Vries and others were
going mssing fromthe streets? You didn't
interview that man, correct?

| did not. No, | did not.

And the way |'ve described himis accurate, isn't
it? Friend of Sarah de Vries --

Yes.

-- worked tirelessly --

Yes.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

-- set up a website, a 1-800 nunber, tried his
darnedest to get the VPD to take notice of his
friend s di sappearance and that of the other
wonen, fair?

| saw evidence of that, yes.

You didn't interview hinf

No, | did not.

Al right. You didn't interview Bonnie Fournier,
whose cl ose connection to the m ssing wonen and to
the VPD investigators who were supposed to be

| ooking into the di sappearances is well docunented
in Stevie Caneron's book On the Farnf? You didn't
interview her, right?

No, | did not.

Again, ny brief description of her involvenent in
the matter is accurate, right?

| wouldn't be able to speak to the accuracy of

t hose comments.

Al right. You didn't interview David Pickton
about his and his brother's interactions with the
RCVWP over the decades prior to the search of the
farmin February of 2002, did you?

No, | did not.

You didn't interview Pat Casanova or Bill H scox

or the other civilian informnts?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| believe Pat Casanova is deceased now, but, no, |
did not interview those two either.

Cal dwel |, Best, and Menard. Simlarly, you didn't
i nterview thenf

No.

You know based on your experience as a police

i nvestigator that those people would |ikely have
sonmething to say about the way in which police

i nvestigators responded to their information,
their dealings with them right?

| woul d agr ee.

You didn't interview Bev Hyacinthe, did you?

No, | did not.

And you, based on your review of the files, are
wel | aware that she was a civilian enpl oyee of the
Coqui tlam s RCVP Detachnent who |ived near the

Pi ckton brothers, who knew them for decades and
who was aware of their activities, right?

Yes.

And she, in fact, was considered by sone police
officers to be a conduit of information fromthe
RCWP to the Picktons about what, if anything, the
RCVP were doing in their investigation, right?
|"mnot sure | would be able to agree with

conduit. | saw at one point that Corporal Connor
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

was speaking to her at some point and she was
advi sing himthat Pickton was aware that he was
under surveillance.

Right. But you didn't interview that woman?

No, | did not.

Al right. You didn't interview any of the
Vancouver sex trade workers who survived their
trips to the Pickton brothers' properties?

No, | did not.

You would agree with ne that there are two sides
to every story?

| woul d agr ee.

Al right. And you would agree with nme that what
civilians would have to say about their dealings
with police investigators would be an inportant
side to hear if you wanted to get the full story
of how those investigations were being conducted?
That's fair, isn't it?

That's fair.

You chose to consider only one side of this story,
the story set out in police files and set out by
police coments to you, right?

| was given direction fromthe comm ssion that
they would be interview ng the civilian nenbers

and | would be restricting ny interviews to the
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

pol i ce.

| see. And how did that direction cone to you?
l"mnot sure if it was verbally.

Fr om whonf

From comm ssi on counsel .

Now, I'mstill on nethodol ogy.
Sorry, that --
Sorry.

Sorry, conm ssion counsel probably through M.
Boddi e.

Al right. Now, at the beginning of your task, of
your assignment you appreciated that you were
reviewi ng events that took place quite a long tine
ago, 10 to 15 years ago, right?

Yes.

And you know, of course, based on all your police
experience that after the passage of so much tine
menori es can becone unreliable?

| agree.

So one of your first priorities was to set about
gathering up all the avail abl e docunents rel ated
to the events of 10 to 15 years ago?

| agree.

And fortunately, because you were dealing with

police, who are professional record keepers, you
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

expected that all the docunments you needed woul d
be available, right?

| am not convinced | would agree with professional
records keepers, but | expected sone docunents

woul d be avail able, and they were.

Al right. |In particular, you expected that
police officers would still have their notes?
Yes.

Just on that point, that's because in your
experience police officers have a duty to keep
notes, that it's their invariable practice to keep
notes and it's their invariable practice to
preserve their notes by filing away their

not ebooks once they fill them so that they are
avail able for use later on?

| woul d agr ee.

Al right. And you expected that you would find
e-mails between police officers because from 1997
onwards e-nmails were a very, very comon form of
busi ness comruni cation, right?

| saw evidence of certain e-mails, yes.

Vell, I"'mnot -- | amgoing to get to that in a
monment. You say you saw evi dence of certain
e-mail s?

Yes.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Now, ny question was slightly different. At the
outset of your task, your assignnent, you expected
to find lots and lots of inter-police

comuni cation in e-mails from 1997 through to
2002, didn't you?

No, I'"'mnot sure | would have expected that
because | -- having worked in one of ny previous
jobs within the police departnment being in charge
of information managenent, | think police are
still trying to get a handle on the best way to
manage all the information wthin the police
departnments, so e-mails in particular.

Let nme just touch on e-mails for a nonent. You
woul d agree, just speaking very generally now, |'m
not tal king about police, that e-mails can be a
very fertile source of evidence, right?

Evi dence of what ?

O the facts set out in the correspondence.

| believe e-mails often provide insight into
conversati ons because people often send e-mails
like they are tal king, so --

Ri ght .

-- | would agree with that.

So people are -- that's another way of saying

peopl e are nore candid when they conmunicate via
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

e-mail than they mght be in witing a fornal
letter?

| woul d agr ee.

Now, tell me about your problens getting RCVP
e-mail s? You couldn't -- you couldn't find or
receive very nmuch at all in the way of RCMP e-nmail
communi cation, could you?

No, | could not.

And that wasn't because the RCWP didn't use
e-mail, that's because they woul dn't be produced
to you for sone reason, right?

| don't think | can speak to the reasons why |
didn't see them | just know |l didn't see a |ot
of them

Al right. And that concerned you?

Yes.

Al right. And the adequacy of docunent

di scl osure fromthe two police forces really
concerned and frustrated you as you tried to work
on this project, didn't it?

Certain tinmes | was very frustrated, yes.

Let nme ask you about one of those tines. You
becane so frustrated at the police apparent
refusal to provide you wth the docunents you were

seeking that you've noted that you were going to
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

include in your report a description of the
probl ens you were having in that regard, right?
Can you direct ne to --

Sonet hi ng?

|"'mnot surprised by -- | wouldn't disagree with
your comments. | was very frustrated about the

di scl osure and the type of disclosure | was

getting in the format they were -- | was receiving
it in.
Sure. | will be nore specific. The problemis |

lost ny sticky. It fell off the page. But 1'l
come back to that in a nonent. Let ne ask you
this. Ddyou turn your mnd to this question
with respect to the lack of e-mails between -- to
and from RCVMP nenbers relating to the m ssing
wonen cases in '97 and 2002, to how it could be
that e-mail communi cati ons nade about Canada's
worst serial killing by Canada's -- nenbers of
Canada' s national police force could not be
avai | abl e?

| can only put ny mnd to what | observed and what
| read, and | couldn't say that there was
docunents out there that were not being disclosed
to me.

Well, you can't prove a negative is what you're
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

sayi ng?

Yes.

But fromall your police experience going back to
' 83, your know edge of how police comuni cated
with each other, you believed that there would be
a -- there would be a body of e-nmail communi cation
bet wen RCMP nenbers and perhaps between RCVP and
VPD nenbers relating to the issue of the m ssing
woren i nvestigations?

| believe | comrented on -- in ny report
somewhere, and | wouldn't know what page it was
either, that | found that a |lot of the

communi cations that | observed were one-
directional, neaning | saw a | ot of docunentation
fromthe Corporal Connors and the Detective

Const abl e Shenhers, but | didn't see a |ot of
comuni cation from seni or managenent .

| found the little reference I was | ooking for.
Do you have your notebooks with you?

Actual ly, | have ny notebooks back in the -- there
they are. They are being brought up to nme now.
Just as they arrive, you as a diligent and

consci entious police investigator trained to take
notes, you kept notes of your work on this file,

didn't you?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| kept notes on ny -- on ny dealings with this
file, yes.

And they formpart of your working papers, as

| awyers |ike to call thent

| understand that now, yes.

Al right. And I'd like to ask you about what you
recorded on August the 17th, 2011, about your
frustration with respect to getting rel evant
docunments. Just before | ask you what you wote
|l et me ask you just another question about this.
Sorry, Wtness, can | --

Sorry, I"mlistening.

-- ask you an introductory question? Sorry. Let
me just ask you this. Wen you took the
assignment fromthe commssion, it's fair to say,
| suggest, that you assuned, since there had been
this very long crimnal trial with Robert WIIliam
Pi ckton, there had been appeals, the appeal s had
been exhausted, you assuned that the files would
be avail abl e and organi zed and ready to review,
fair?

Yes.

Al right. And you found that wasn't the case at
all?

That's correct.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Now, on your frustrations, by August -- now, you'd
been working on this since, what, Decenber of the
previ ous year?

That's correct.

August 17, 2011, mddle of the page in your

not ebook you start an entry that says this, if I'm
readi ng your witing --

M/ handwri ti ng.

Better than a doctor's.

Thank you.

It says this. Star, neaning inportant, correct?
Yes.

"Address issue of late disclosure in report." And
then you refer to just receiving sone things. And
then in capital letters you' ve witten this,

again, if | can read it, just above the entry for
19:30, "RIDICULQUS" in capital letters, correct?
Yes.

And what you're referring to there is you were
getting some material after you had conducted
interviews in which the material would have been
very, very hel pful ?

Yes.

And you perceived that the disclosure of

docunents, especially fromthe RCVP, was being
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

handled in a way that, to use your word in
capitals, was ridicul ous?

Yes, it would appear | was very frustrated that
day.

And so as you sit here today, having witten the
report, you have, | suggest, little confidence
that all of the relevant docunents that would be
necessary to conduct a proper and thorough review
of the m ssing wonen investigations were, in fact,
made avail abl e, agree?

| would say that | reviewed literally thousands
and thousands of docunents over the nonths. Amr |
convinced | reviewed every single docunent? No.
Wll, the question was a little bit different.
There's a very, very strong possibility, indeed
probability, that relevant docunents, |ike RCW
e-mails, for exanple, sinply weren't nade
avai l abl e, correct?

M. Comm ssioner, |I'mgoing to stand and obj ect
at this point. | don't have the correspondence
available to ne at this nonment -- |I'mgetting sone
feedback here -- but it has been explained to the
comm ssion, that was a question that was raised
early on, with respect to the disclosure of RCW

e-mails, and we did correspond with conm ssion
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

counsel on that point, and we expl ained that al
e-mails that were relevant were retained in the
paper files and that it would be disclosed al ong
with all the relevant docunents that would be

di scl osed. The RCMP has an e-nmil retention
policy, and had at the tine, that nost e-mails,

unl ess they were printed out and put on the file,
woul d be destroyed after 90 days. That was the
situation that was expl ained to comm ssion
counsel, and | think it's a bit unfair that ny
friend is not referring to that. | understand

t hat he woul d have had access to that
correspondence. At one point he asked for
correspondence that was between the conm ssion and
t he Departnment of Justice on the issue of docunent
di scl osure, so I'"'msure he is aware of that

correspondence.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you. Yes, M. Vertlieb.

MR. VERTLI EB:

MR. WARD

M. Boddie confirms the accuracy of what you

just heard from Ms. Hof f man

G ven that explanation, does it make any sense to
you that in the days after February 5, 2002, when
the RCMP has |earned and is starting to |learn that

they're investigating what may well be Canada's
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

worst ever serial killing, that relevant e-mails
fromsay the three nonths prior would be expunged?
| don't think | could answer that question, sir.

Let ne put it another way.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Just a m nut e.

MR. VERTLI EB:

Just one concern. | know M. Brongers, if he
was here, would be saying, as |'ve heard hi m say

on ot her occasions --

THE COMM SSI ONER: Sorry.

MR. VERTLI EB:

M. Brongers, if he was here, would be saying
you can't inquire into ROWP policies. | just want
to put that -- | just want to restate that. |
know you are aware of it, but I'mnot sure that
everyone el se woul d be, because you're a
provincial comm ssion of inquiry. So whatever M.
Ward thinks of the ROWP policies is not sonething,
M. Conm ssioner, that you can really deal with as

| understand the jurisdictional |aw.

THE COW SSI ONER: But even nore so, it's unfair to ask this

MR. WARD

W t ness about that RCVP policy.

certainly didn't nean to be unfair, and if | was,
| apol ogi ze.

You' ve heard Ms. Hoffman's statenment. As |
understood it, the RCMP, according to Ms. Hoffman,

RCWP counsel , woul d have preserved paper copies of
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

rel evant e-mails pertaining to the investigations.
| think I understood her statenent to that effect.
| would agree that's what she said.

You didn't see e-mails, paper or otherw se, of

any -- let me put it this way. You felt after
reviemng the files that there was a conplete
deficiency, lack of e-mail comrunications, paper
or otherw se, for you to review, right?

| think -- | wouldn't characterize it as conplete
deficiency. | recall that | didn't see a | ot of
e-mails with regards to the RCOW

And that was certainly sonething that as you did
your review you were concerned about ?

Yes.

Now, on this question of sufficiency of docunent
production, | want to put this in -- the next few
questions in further context. | showed you
earlier all those nedia accounts.

Yes.

So you agree that by early 1999 the subject of the
wonen going mssing fromthe streets of Vancouver
was attracting significant nmedia and public
attention, right?

| woul d agr ee.

Now, you've seen and you' ve comented on al ready

122



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

>

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

the fact there was a neeting in April of 1999 of
seni or RCWMP and seni or Vancouver Police Departnent
menbers with the Attorney General of this province
and ot her cabinet mnisters, right?

| don't -- | believe that | was unable to |ocate

t he exact date when that occurred. | think
sonebody was trying to direct ne yesterday as to
the date it occurred, but | amjust |ooking at ny
tineline to refresh ny nenory.

| can assist.

Thank you.

I f you could be shown, please, Deputy Chief
LePard's report, Exhibit 1.

Thank you.

And pl ease, once you have it, turn to page 90. So
let me try to put this in further context, and
you' Il probably renenber this, but I can help you
with references to the docunents if you need them
Thank you.

Ckay. There's all this nmedia attention about the
m ssi ng wonen issue?

Yes.

Sarah de Vries's sister Maggie, who ultimately

w ote a whol e book about her experience with the

case of her sister's disappearance, was witing
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

letters to senior governnent officials, the

Attorney Ceneral, the premer, the mayor,

demandi ng attention?

Yes.

And her sister was Wayne Leng's friend, and

i kew se, since back in 1998, the tine of her

di sappearance, he'd been clanoring for the police

to do sonethi ng about these cases, right?

| woul d agree, yeah.

So there's this public clanor about governnment

addressing the problem and it is in this context

that according to Deputy Chief LePard all these

seni or people get together on April the 9th, 1999,

and he describes the neeting at page 90 of his

report, first full paragraph. Do you see that?

| do, yes.

Let ne just read that quickly, if | may.
On April 9th, 1999, Deputy Chief Constable
McCui nness, Detective Constabl e Shenher, and
Acting I nspector Boyd net w th Superintendent
Gary Bass from E Division Serious Crine,
Attorney Ceneral U jal Dosanjh, Deputy
Attorney General Steven Stackhouse, severa
ot her cabinet mnisters and their aides,

and then there's a portion in parenthesis | won't
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

read. So you see the list of attendees?

Yes.

In the course of your review you considered this
to be a pretty inportant neeting in the context of
the progress of the investigations, right?

Yes.

And you found absolutely no witten record created
by anyone of what was di scussed there, didn't you?
That's correct.

Now, you've dealt over the course of your career,
especially nore recently, as a very senior police
of ficer, deputy chief, with government officials?
| have.

And your counterparts in other police forces?

Yes.

And you know, based on your own experience in
Ontario at |east, that when there are inportant
nmeetings involving senior police, |ess senior
police, cabinet mnisters, their aides, soneone is
going to nake a record of it?

| would think so, yes.

| suggest that when you addressed this -- tried to
address what happened at this neeting you found it
unbel i evabl e that there were no notes or records

of what was said, didn't you?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| was surprised that I was unable to | ocate any
docunments with regards to this neeting.

Al right. Do you know if anybody -- well, you
woul d expect that one or nore of the RCW
personnel in attendance, one or nore of the VPD
personnel in attendance woul d have nade notes?

| woul d have expected that, yes.

And given what you know about governnent, you
woul d expect that one or nore of the cabinet
mnisters, or nore likely their aides --

Thei r ai des.

-- woul d have nmade notes?

Yes.

Do you know whether attenpts were nade to get at
| east the governnent records of the neeting?

| know | did not nmake any attenpts to get any
notes from the governnent aides.

And, again, since this happened back in 1999, sone
12 years ago, you can't rely on people's nenories
of what happened there? It would be better to
have records that were nmade at the tinme, wouldn't
it?

| would have relied with a stronger wei ght based
on the docunents as opposed to soneone's nenory,

yes, | agree with that.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Q Let nme ask you about what ny clients at | east
consi der to be another inportant neeting around
that tine, a neeting of May 19th, 1999, at VPD
headquarters that has been characterized as a

brai nst orm ng sessi on.

A Yes.

Q Do you renenber that?

A | do recall reading docunents on that, yes.

Q And the docunent -- there's one -- ny -- ny
efforts have reveal ed that there's one docunent
relating to this neeting. |I'msorry, it's My
13th at the 312 Main Street boardroom of the
Vancouver Police Departnent. It's found here, M.
Conmmi ssi oner and counsel , Exhibit 45, Volune 1,
Phase 3, tab 26. It's a docunent that's a page
and a bit in length. M. Registrar, do you have
it at hand?

THE REA STRAR  |'mjust --
THE COW SSIONER: That's all right. Go ahead. | can follow

al ong.
A Sorry, what was the exhibit nunber?
MR. WARD: M. Registrar is going to get it for you.
THE COW SSI ONER: Oh.
MR. WARD: And if | may, M. Conmm ssioner, perhaps | could just

show the wi tness ny copy.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.
MR. WARD: It will nove things along quickly.
A Thank you. Yes, | recall seeing this docunent.

MR. WARD: And --

THE REA STRAR  Excuse ne, M. Ward. Wuld you clarify which
docunent that was again? 45.

MR. WARD: Yes. It's --

THE REA STRAR That's the LePard's docunents.

MR. WARD: It's in the LePard binders, as they are known.
Exhibit 45, Volune 1, Phase 3, tab 26.

Q And this you've seen before?

>

| have.
And it's described as a brainstorm ng session
attended by 19 police officers from-- nostly from
t he Vancouver Police Departnent but including two
RCVWP nenbers and an individual fromthe Nationa
Crime Faculty of the WK?
A Yes, | see that.
And do you agree that this seens to be the only
avail able record of this brainstorm ng session,
whi ch was about the issue of the m ssing wonen,
that's in existence or that you've seen?
A | saw a reference to a docunent. Let ne just --
|"mreferring to ny tineline, and I amunable to

provi de a concordance nunber, but |I'm sure soneone
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

woul d be able to assist. | saw a docunent from an
RCWP of ficer that tal ked about that neeting as
well, and | have it on ny tineline as line item
nunber 467 from a constable fromthe RCW

Burnaby -- | am probably going to butcher his

nanme -- Zaporozan.

Q Bev Zaporozan?

A Yes. And | have -- there was a continuation
report submtted that nade reference to that
nmeeting as well, so that was the other docunent |
saw.

Q Thank you. Do you have the concordance nunber?
"1l get it later.

A | can get it for you.

THE COW SSIONER: | think we'll stop there.

MR. WARD: (Ckay. Thank you.

THE REA STRAR:  The hearing wll now adjourn until 2:00 p.m
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 12:30 P.MN.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 2: 00 P. V.)

THE REA STRAR  Order. This hearing is now resuned.

THE COW SSI ONER: M. \ard.

MR. WARD: Thank you.

Q Just before the lunch break, Deputy Chief, | had
drawn your attention to one of our exhibits, which

was a record of this May 13th brai nstorm ng
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QO

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

session at the VPD headquarters, and | have a few
nmore questions to ask you about that. Just to
summari ze what you said just before |lunch, you
said that in addition to this brief typewitten
record you had located a -- | think it was a
handwitten note or notes of the Burnaby RCWVP
menber Bev Zaporozan in the files?

It was a continuation report by that officer.

| see. So part of a continuation report?

Yes.

Al right. And you've given us the database
reference for that?

| believe it was -- you received it.

Now, you can see -- and again putting this in
context, May of 1999, this is, of course, a

consi derabl e period of tine after the infornmant

H scox has cone forward and provided his
information to Detective Constabl e Shenher of the
VPD and in turn Corporal M ke Connor of the
Coqui tl am RCMP, correct?

Yes.

Al right. Pickton has been considered by those
two individuals at least to be a prime suspect in
t he di sappearances of the wonen; is that fair?

That's fair.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

There's been lots and | ots of nedia coverage of
the issue or problem of the wonen going m ssing
fromthe Downtown Eastside?

Yes, | understand that.

And so a brainstorm ng session is convened, as
evi denced by this docunent?

That's correct.

And a brainstormng session is a good idea
whenever police are having difficulty with a case
because getting nore and nore points of view can
be of assistance?

G eat idea, yes.

And there are several famliar names or nanes that
recur in your and Deputy Chief LePard's report in
this list of attendees, correct?

That's correct.

For instance, there's Sergeant Cerany Field?

Yes.

And | don't nean to mnimze the invol venent of
ot hers, but just picking sone out, there's Al

Howl ett, Brock Gles, correct?

Yes.

There's Kim Rossno, the -- Dr. Kim Rossno, the
accl ai nred - -

Ceographic profiler.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

-- geographic profiler?

Yes.

There's Lori Shenher herself?

Yes.

Keith Davidson, an RCWP profiler?

That's correct.

There's Dan Di ckhout, Dave D ckson, and Doug
LePard?

That's correct.

And at this point in time Doug LePard was one of
two nmenbers of the Vancouver Police Depart nment
with maj or case nmanagenent training and
experience?

| understand that, yes.

He was then a sergeant?

Yes.

And according to the note that appears after the
indication that there's representation fromthese
various units, it looks like at this brainstormng
session there was an introduction by Sergeant
Field foll owed by an overview by Lori Shenher. Do
you see that?

| do.

And then some suggestions. | just want to ask you

about the last one, "Acc | file re hooker run over
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

in Burnaby." Do you know what that is a reference
to?
No, | don't, actually.

Were you able to determ ne who created this

record?

No, I was not. | don't recall. 1'"Il just check
ny tineline to see if | sourced it. No. | notice
that it was -- it was contained within three

di fferent sources, but | was unable to say -- it

doesn't say on the bottom that you would see or |
woul d see that says who typed this up.

Wul dn't you expect, given all your experience in
policing, that nore of these 17 attendees, all of
whom are police officers comng fromvarious units
or departnents or forces, would have nade notes in
t heir notebooks of what was going on at this

brai nstorm ng session?

Yes, | woul d have.

But, in any event, you weren't able to obtain
anything nore than the ones you' ve referenced, the
records you' ve indicated, right?

Yeah. | would just -- | would have to | ook at the
t hree source docunents that | have indicated in ny
tinmeline to be sure, but | don't recall seeing

not es.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Now, | want to ask you about Doug LePard. Wth
his maj or case managenent experience, he's brought
into this brainstormng session, obviously, right?
Yes.

And obviously, | suggest, the issue of the m ssing
wonen is so inportant it's attracting the
attention of all these police officers, nost of
whom are within the VPD, correct?

That's correct.

Were you able to find in your review of the files
anyt hing to suggest that Sergeant LePard, as he
then was, did anything at all in furtherance of
the m ssing wonen investigations after May 13th,
1999?

No, | did not.

Wuldn't it be incunbent on all police officers in
a department |ike the Vancouver Police Depart nment
dealing with an issue of this significance to take
some ownership, to use your phrase, of the issue
and do as nmuch as they could to assist in solving
t he probl enf

| think that's why they attended the neeting, to
assist. I'mnot necessarily sure it would be fair
for me to say that they should have taken

owner shi p because | woul d suspect that when they
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A

Q

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

attended this neeting they recogni zed that Gerany
Field and Lori Shenher had ownership of the

i nvesti gation.

And you woul d agree that given the scope and size
of the problemit really wasn't sufficient for

t hose two wonen and those two wonen al one to have,
as you put it, ownership of the investigation of
all of these m ssing wonen, correct?

| woul d agr ee.

Now, still on the subject of your review ng
docunments in the course of your work, | want to
gi ve you one nore exanple of what I'"mgoing to
suggest i s another deficiency in docunent
availability, all right, and this one -- this wll
be the last of the exanples. This one is a
docunent that's in evidence. It's Exhibit 45A,
Vol unme 2, Phase 4, tab 12. And | wll again --
oh, you've got it at hand. Thank you. 1'Il give
you that again. Exhibit 45A, Volune 2, Phase 4,
tab 12.

Thank you.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Tab?

Phase 4, tab 12. They're divided in phases and
then there's a tab.

You' ve seen this before?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes, | have.

Just to put this in context, ny understanding is
that this is a nmenorandum that Lori Shenher,
Detective Constable Lori Shenher of the VPD
prepared essentially summarizing her work as she
was about to | eave her assignnent as the m ssing
woren' s i nvestigator?

That's ny under st andi ng, yes.

And just for background, she started that work in?
July 1998.

July 1998. And towards the end of 2000 she left,
and there's an indication that she was burned out?
| understand that, yes.

And so this is the nmeno that she prepared and sent
to Inspector Spencer and Sergeant Field providing
an overview of her work to that point?

That's correct.

| want to ask you about sonething | asked
Detective -- sorry, Deputy Chief LePard about, and
that's a passage that appears on page 6. And here
Det ective Constabl e Shenher |ists the various
avenues she's pursued in order to further the
investigation. Do you see that?

Yes.

And under the heading "VPD' she's witten this:
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| have nmade regul ar subm ssions to the VPD
Patrol Bulletin Board, all sworn nenbers
email and the Patrol briefing boards in each
District advising themof updates in the case
and asking nenbers to forward any information
they may gather on these files to us.

She goes on to say:
This has been noderately successful, however
despite our best efforts at maki ng nenbers
aware of this investigation, many seemto
have little know edge of it. W continue to
ask for menbers to pass on any information
they feel we should be aware of.

Do you see that?

| do.

And she's addressing essentially, at least in

part, a concept you've defined as recognition,

right?

Yes.

She's saying in effect, "Look, |I've been regularly

telling everyone in the departnment via e-mail of

our -- of the status of this case. |'ve asked for

their input, but,"” and |I'm paraphrasing, "there

doesn't seemto be any recognition of the issue."

That's essentially what she's saying? Mny
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

menbers don't seemto be aware of it?

Yes, | woul d agree.

And that's despite all that nedia attention.
That's a problem isn't it?

| woul d say yes.

But let ne ask you this. In terns of the records
you were review ng, did you find regular e-nail
subm ssi ons, which according to Shenher were sent
to each and every nenber, regular nenber, of the
VPD, regular status reports fromJuly of '98 to

the end of 20007

| would have to look over ny tineline. | would
have -- | would have put that information in ny
tinmeline.

What ever you found you put in the tineline?

| woul d say yes.

Al right. Al right. Can you respond in a
general way sayi ng whet her you found say nonthly
updates or anything of the sort?

Not that | recall. | recall seeing correspondence
from Detective Constabl e Shenher and actually
inviting patrol officers to cone up and, "Hey,
we're on the third floor. Cone and visit us." |
recall seeing sone correspondence by Detective

Const abl e Shenher to the uniform patrol inviting
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

themto come up and see her and di scuss regarding
the m ssing wonen issues.

Wien she cones |1'Il ask her what she neant by
regular and find out how frequent those were, but
if say they were being sent on a nonthly basis to
t he conputer of every regular nenber, you would
expect to find those records and to be able to
review them and get status reports that way,
right?

Yes.

| amgoing to |leave this area of docunent

di sclosure with this last question. Is it fair to
say then that you were frustrated by the nature of
docunent disclosure to you, that you had concerns
that docunents weren't being nade avail abl e, but
you worked with what you got and you did your best
with it? Is that a fair summary of --

Yes.

-- that issue?

Thank you. 1'mgoing to nove next, Deputy
Chief, to the part of your report that you entitle
"Pickton as a suspect".

Yes.
And that's found at page 8-46.

Thank you.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Just before | start asking you questions I'd |ike
to give you sone geographic context for this part
of my questioni ng.

Thank you.

Thank you, M. Registrar. |'m show ng you, Deputy
Chief, Exhibit 57, which is a map in aeri al
phot ogr aphi ¢ form of the Lower Minland and
indicating the respective positions or respective
| ocations, rather, of the Coquitlam RCVWP

Det achnent, the Pickton property in Port
Coquitlam and the Maple R dge RCVP Det achnent.
Yes, | see those.

That's Exhibit 57. And then |I'malso show ng you
another map that's actually behind you, which is a
cl ose-up showi ng that part of Port Coquitlamwth
three locations identified as firstly the Pickton
brot hers' property at 953 Dom nion Ave. Across
the street and slightly to the east is 930
Dom ni on Avenue. And over on Burns Road further
east is 2252 Burns Road, the |ocation of what was
known as Piggy's Pal ace.

| see that. Thank you.

And you're somewhat famliar with those places?
Yes.

Al right. As you enbarked on your assignnent you
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

revi ewed docunents in connection with the police
knowl edge of Robert WIlliam Pickton with a view to
ascertai ning what they knew about hi m and when
they knew it; is that a fair sunmary?

Yes.

And you | earned that he was the suspect in a 1985
murder; is that right?

1985 nurder?

1985.

No.

Let nme conme back -- let ne cone back to that. You
found a 1990 file in which he was a suspect in a
sexual assault?

Yes.

And you reference sone CPIC checks at page 8-46 of
your report relating to that -- that matter,
correct?

That's correct.

Now, in |ooking at your notes, your handwitten
notes that you had made in the course of your
review, it seenmed that you reviewed the 1990 file
over two days, March 20th and 21st of |ast year.
You can go ahead and confirmthat with ne --

Thank you. Ckay.

-- for ne, if you wil.

141



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes, | see that.
What was in that file? Wat do you recall of the
contents of that file?
That file was disclosed to everyone. | don't have
witten down -- what | recall wth regards to the
1990 file was that there was a request for
assi stance nmade by the Surrey RCMP Detachnent that
an officer from Coquitlam RCMP Det achnent woul d do
a drive-by at the Pickton residence and to
determne if a vehicle was |ocated at the
resi dence, and the CPI C checks reveal ed that the
officer, WIlson, had conducted the residence
check, and then | observed that he updated -- from
what | recall it was a conputer-autonated
di spatch, CAD report | think is what we call it,
and that he updated to say that:
Assi st Surrey detachnent re sexual assault.
Requested an address to be checked for
suspect vehicle. Vehicle was not |ocat ed.
Right. And did you also find that Don Adam, who
was then at Surrey, had sone involvenent in the
investigation relating to that?
Yes. | think the information cane to Corpora
Connor in 1998, | believe. I'mjust trying to get

t hrough ny head here ny nenory on this one.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

|"mnot trying to test your nenory.

No, | know that. | think it first cane to ny
attenti on when Corporal Connor, after he

i nvestigated the incident from 1997, was
submtting his Vi CLAS subm ssion and entered
information with regards to this incident on the
fax, on the front page of a fax which would have
been attached to his subm ssion to the Vi CLAS
Unit.

Al right.

And then | saw reference to this incident again in
| believe it was Novenber of 1998 after he had
been receiving information from Lori Shenher about
Pi ckton, that he made inquiries with Don Adamr at
that tine.

And just on Don Adam on this point of when the
pol i ce knew sonet hi ng about the Picktons and what
t hey knew about them Don Adam prior to being with
the Surrey RCOWP was, in fact, wth the Coquitlam
Det achnent of the RCMP?

| believe you' re correct. | believe he said that
in his interview.

And you've seen his interview statenent to the
effect that he knew the Picktons when he was there

and described them and |I'm paraphrasing, but Iike
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

the hillbillies in Deliverance?

| understand he said sonmething simlar to that,
yes.

So Don Adam, who |ater went on to head up the JFO
had had sone prior experience with Robert WIIiam
Pi ckton and his brother David dating all the way
back to when he was at Coquitlam continuing to
when he was posted at Surrey and was involved in
that alleged -- investigating that alleged sexua
assaul t ?

It woul d appear that way, yes.

Al right. Now, you reviewed the available
records about Robert WIIliam Pickton, and you
arranged to do your own offline CPIC search,
correct?

Yes, that's correct.

And in particular, last August, August 28th, you
spent much of the norning going over that materi al
in anticipation of attending at Kent Institution
and interview ng Robert WIIliam Pickton, correct?
| believe so, yes.

| am going to ask you about your notes nmade August
28th, 2011, and in particular on the second page
of your entries for that -- or, pardon ne, first

page of your entries you nmade an entry, if | read
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

you witing, saying "lure to Coquitlam', right?
Second line fromthe bottom

Yes.

What were you finding or recording wwth that note?
This was in -- this was ny notes that | was making
because | was aware that | would not be able to
record an interview wth M. Pickton, so | was
revi ewm ng docunents in ny hotel room and then
maki ng notes in ny notebook because | knew | could
bring ny notebook in to interview himwth, so
this was one of the questions |I was going to ask
him is how was he able to lure wonen to
Coquitlam so that's what that is in reference to.
You considered it obviously a necessary part of
your work to conduct this interview of M.

Pi ckt on?

Yes.

And over on the next page you nmake a nunber of
notes about, if | understand your notes, things
that were seized fromthe Pickton properties. Can
you, starting on the third line, just tell us what
you recorded and what the source of this

i nformati on was?

|"mnot sure | can renenber the source. | know it

was in docunments | was reviewing at the tine. M
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

notes indicate "boots seized in '97 incident had
DNA of Borhaven", which is one of the victins.
And then | have the notes "4 sets of handcuffs",
"leg irons" and then | have "/cuffs", "firearns",
"wonen's clothing", and I have a hyphen sayi ng
"450 pieces".

Just if | can stop you there. 450 pieces of
wonen's clothing were found on the property in
February of '02?

That's fromthe docunent | received, yes.

Al right.

"Jewelry - 176 pieces”, "wonen's shoes - 231", and
115 of them were cut in half.

If I could stop you there. Cut in half. D d you
see anything that --

| think they were dissected or cut in half with --
with a saw or a machine is what | was inferring
from that .

Al right.

"25 human bones & 1 tooth recovered". "119 pairs
of underwear".

Stop you there. Wdnen's underwear, or do you
remenber ?

It doesn't say. | don't believe it said.

Al right.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| would think it would be wonen's underwear. "87
whol e and part tanpons”, "57 itens of make-up",
and "53 hypoderm c needl es".

Now, just using your investigative experience,
particularly in the area of sexual assaults, this
list, which you gleaned fromthe records, would
suggest to you that this man had been accumul ati ng
trophi es or keepsakes over a considerabl e period
of tinme?

| would say so, yes.

Per haps years?

Yes.

And if indeed he had accumul ated all these things
over a period of years, then it would follow that
had soneone attended and searched the property
years earlier sonme of these things would have been
found there?

That' s possi bl e.

Just on this first entry, "boots seized in '97 had
t he DNA of Borhaven," that's Andrea Borhaven?

Yes, it is.

But that fact wasn't known until after February of
2002, correct?

That's correct.

Because the boots thensel ves, although they
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

remai ned in an evidence | ocker, had never been
tested?

That's correct.

And the boots, of course, were seized on or about
March 23rd, 19977

Yes.

And sat untested in an evidence |ocker in the
possession of the RCWP for al nost five years?

| believe so, yes.

Al right. And so then according to your note at
11:45 you and the comm ssion's executive director,
John Boddie, nake a trip to Kent Institution, and
you conduct an interview of sonme hour and a half
with Robert WIIliam Pickton there; is that right?
That's correct.

Just the two of you in the roomwith M. Pickton?
Yes.

Wiy are you doing this? Wat is your purpose in
conducting this interview?

M/ purpose was to determne if M. Pickton would
di scl ose to ne why or how he was able to avoid
police detection for the length of tinme he was.
And his answer essentially was, "Because | never
did anything wong"?

Because he didn't do anything.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

He mai ntai ned his innocence?

Yes, he did.

And did you nake an assessnent of his credibility?
Dd you think he was telling the truth?

No, | did not.

Did he express a desire to testify at the

comm ssion's proceedings that you were there

di scussing with hinf

No, he did not.

Did he strike you as soneone capabl e of nurdering
49 peopl e by hinself given your police experience?
O doing it by hinself? Yes.

He said or he conceded or acknow edged that he had
pi cked up girls in Vancouver, right?

Yes.

And then just in your notes you've got an entry
that | can't read, sonething about working in
Vancouver. Wat was --

"Worked in auction."

Ch. Wth the Vancouver Police?

Yes.

O of the -- right. And that was a reference to
hi s business of collecting cars fromthen?

Yes.

Now, |eaving that and returning to the part of
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

your report called "Pickton as a suspect" --

Yes.

-- one of the things you considered it inportant
to do as part of your investigation was to | ook at
the records of offline CPIC searches in respect of
this man, right?

Yes.

And you were able by doing that to determ ne

whet her he was, to use a colloquialism known to
police prior to February of 20027

Yes.

And you | earned through the offline CPIC searches
t hat he was?

Yes.

And you detailed what you found in your report?
Yes, | did.

Starting with January of 19907

That's correct.

Dd you look further in the past than that, or
were there no records available earlier than that,
or do you renenber?

| renmenber contacting CPIC in Otawa and being
advi sed that the offline CPIC search would only go
as far back as October 31st, 1988. So that was as

far back as | could ask, for it to start on
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Cct ober 31st, 1988.

Al right. And just to be clear, this may be
obvi ous, but if you go to page 8-55 of your report
and to your entry of August 18, 1998, at the
bottom of that page --

Yes.

And |'ve pinpointed that because that's indicated
as a date that Detective Constabl e Shenher net

wi th Corporal Connor to discuss the, in effect,
the H scox information provided by Wayne Leng,
right?

That's correct.

Al right. So if we just take a snapshot at this
point in tinme, everything that you found on your
offline CPIC search woul d have been available to
any police officer conducting an offline CPIC
search on August 18, 19987

Prior to that date, yes.

Yes. So if, for exanple, Shenher or Connor did
what you did as a first step --

Yes.

-- 1 n assessing what was known about Robert

Wl liam Pickton, they would have found the sane

i nformation you did?

Yes.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Now, one thing you found as you explored the tips
and tried to figure out what they were about was
that in several instances the officers who had
conducted the earlier searches either didn't have
their notes of the searches or didn't provide them
to you, right?

That's correct.

Now, back in '98 these events woul d have been
closer in time, obviously, than they are today
here in 2002 (sic)?

| agree.

And so a search done in '98 may wel |l have yi el ded
nore useful information than your search?

| would agree in that if Constabl e Shenher or

Cor poral Connor nmade contact with the officers
they woul d have a better recollection. | would
agree with that.

And, again, | don't want to bel abour this point
undul y, but police officers, in Ontario at |east,
| suggest, where your experience is, are in the
habit of filing away their notebooks --

Yes.

-- by date, keeping them forever in case they're
ever called upon for a future court proceeding or

i nvestigation of anything that they may have
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

encountered in their line of duty, correct?

Yes.

And they even are preserved past death so that
they can be available, if necessary, through
meki ng appropriate inquiries?

Well, past death |I would not necessarily agree
with. | know that police agencies are starting to
come up with retention schedules, so | think it
woul d be -- every police departnent have their own
uni que retention schedules with regards to

not ebooks.

And based on the work you've done on this file you
understand there to be simlar practices with the
RCVWP and with the Vancouver Police Departnent in
this province of notebook retention?

| believe so.

So if you could tell nme, and I don't want to
necessarily dwell on these one by one, but there
were several police officers who had searched

Pi ckton's nane between '92 and '96, I'Ill just give
you sone names qui ckly, Corporal Bresch of the
RCWP, Constable Wardrop of the VPD, Sergeant
Bandur ka of the RCWP, Constable Howard of the
RCWP, who weren't able in response to your queries

provi de any indication to you of why they had done
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

so, right?

That's correct.

Were you able to actually | ook at their notebooks
and determne if they had notes of the reason for
t he search of Pickton's nanme?

No.

And then, of course, there's the incident of March
23, 1997, which you've referred to on page 8-48.
So just to summarize the preceding part of your
report before | get to that, your queries reveal ed
that Pickton or Robert WIIiam Pickton was the
subj ect of a 1990 sexual assault allegation which
resulted in at least two CPIC queries, maybe
three, January 11th, '90, right?

That's correct.

And then further CPIC queries on May 1st, '92,
March 2nd, '94, February 6, '96, February 14th,
1996, and Septenber 26, 19967?

That's correct.

And you were unable to get any neani ngful
information fromthe police officers who searched
his nane as to why they were doing it?

No, not for those itens, no.

Al right. So then we get to March 23rd, 1997

and you had access to the whol e of the Coquitlam
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

file relating to the investigation of Robert

Wl liam Pickton's alleged attenpted nurder of
Victim97 or Anderson, correct?

| did.

Ander son bei ng, you know, the nanme we've used in
this hearing, the fictitious nane we've used to
identify that person?

Yes. And |'ve referred to her as Victim 97, yes.
And that file, which was vol um nous, would have
been available in say July and August 1998 as a
source of information about that incident,
including the statenents from vari ous w tnesses,
i ke Dave Pickton, that were contained in the
file?

| woul d agr ee.

And the file included photographs of the | ocation
of the attack --

Yes.

-- and vi deotape of the scene of the attack and
the place where the victimran to for hel p?

Yes.

If | can pause here, were you able to tell from
the work that you did whether either of Shenher,
Lori Shenher, VPD, or M ke Connor, Coquitlam RCW
firstly, did an offline CPIC search when the
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

information from H scox cane to their attention?
| would have to check the docunents again. | know
one or both of them put himon a special interest
to police category, and |I'msure at sone point --
nmy nmenory is that Constabl e Shenher conducted an
offline CPIC search, but |I would have to | ook for
t hat .

Ckay. I'Il leave it for now. | believe it's in
your report, actually.

Yeah, | believe she did do that, so | just can't
remenber right now when she did that.

8-55, it's pointed out to ne.

Thank you.

And sane question, and again this may be in your
report, | forget right now, but -- in fact, |
think you found they did go to the file, the '97
file.

| believe Constabl e Shenher discussed it with

Cor poral Connor when she went out.

That woul d have been -- the physical file would
have been | ocated in the Coquitlam RCW

Det achnent ?

M/ belief it would have been, yes. Here it is
here. On the 18th of August, 1998 Corporal Connor

provi ded Detective Constable Shenher with a copy
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

of the file fromthe March 1997 stabbi ng incident.
On page 8-55 under the 18th of August, 1998 on the
third sentence down | nade note of that.

Thank you. Now, that file, | should say, is in
evidence in electronic formas one of the
appendices. | think it's Appendix Gto the
WIllianms report, but it's in disk form M.
Conmmi ssi oner and counsel. But your recollection
of it isit's a very thick file with |ots of

evi dence, nedical records, statenents and the |ike
init?

That's ny recol |l ection, yes.

Now, | want to ask you a few general questions
about the period from August 18th, 1998, to the

m ddl e of the next year, 1999. W'IlI|l say July
31st, 1999.

Ckay.

And these are general questions based on your
review. Bill Hscox is the first informant who
call ed Wayne Leng's tip line and then provides
information directly to Lori Shenher and works

wi th her over a period of sone tinme endeavouring
fromhis point of view, Hi scox's point of view, to
hel p the police address the di sappearances?

Yes.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

And subsequently three nore informants cone
forward, Caldwell, Best, and Menard?

Yes. |I'mnot sure if Menard cane forward, but
know the officers spoke to him

Enmer ged?

Yes.

Al right. And so by July of 1999 the police

i nvestigators have information from i ndependent
sources, four of them all corroborative and
suggesting that Pickton is responsible for killing
sex trade workers fromthe Downt own Eastside of
Vancouver and di sposing of their bodies?

| believe it would be safer to say August of 1999.
Fair enough. So in that year period the evidence
mounts such that by August of 1999 there is that
body of evidence from four independent informants
pointing to Pickton as the prine suspect in the
di sappear ances?

Yes.

Now, | suggest -- well, let me rephrase the
gquestion. Wth your expertise and experience as
an investigator and your know edge gl eaned from
your work on the Bernardo review, what

i nvestigative steps would have been available to

i nvestigators in August of 1999 to attenpt to rule
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

M. Robert WIIliam Pickton out as a suspect?

What investigative steps or strategies?

Techni ques.

Vell, | think they were -- RCMP in Coquitlam were
trying sone of them They were conducting
interviews with witnesses who could potentially
provide information that would give them nore
direct information or evidence with regard to

Pi ckton as a suspect. They were conducting
surveillance. And -- | nmean, it's such a big
questi on.

Al right. Let ne narrow it down.

Yes.

Those are a coupl e?

Mr- hnrm

Surveillance and interview ng associ ates?

Ri ght .

| suggest that another possibility would have been
the use of not human surveillance but video
surveillance of the property, fair?

If they were able to get a judicial authorization,
t hey coul d have done that, yes.

Simlarly, if they could get judicial

aut hori zation, a wire-tap could be arranged on the

phone?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes.

Anot her possibility is the use of an undercover
operative, UCO, to be introduced to Pickton and
try to glean information from him surreptitiously?
Yes, that could have been a strategy.

Anot her strategy would be to use a police agent,
and | note Bill H scox volunteered to be one, to
report to the police nore information obtained
fromthe subject of the investigation, right?
Yes.

Al right. And it is correct to say that Bil

H scox volunteered to be such an agent?

He volunteered to introduce Lori Shenher or an
undercover officer to Lisa Yelds to try to get
nore direct information.

And | believe Deputy Chief LePard alluded to

anot her possibility, if | understood his evidence
correctly, but I'"lIl just put it to you. Another
possibility would be to arrest Robert WIIiam

Pi ckt on on reasonabl e and probabl e grounds that he
had conm tted sone offence and hold himfor 24
hours in cells and introduce what is known as a
cell plant to try to get information from him
correct?

| didn't hear the evidence of DC LePard with
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

respect to that. |1'mnot sure what offence was he
suggesting they would arrest himfor.

Let nme suggest one based on your review of the
file. By July 31st, 1999, the Coquitlam RCW, and
in particular Corporal Connor, had informants'

evi dence that cockfights, fights between roosters,
wer e being staged every weekend on the Pickton
brothers' property and that they were being
attended by a nunber of people. That's an

of fence?

| saw that. Yes, it is.

And that information was sufficient to

i nvestigate, and indeed the allegations were solid
enough they woul d formreasonabl e and probabl e
grounds for an arrest, right?

| wasn't sure the information was solid enough

and | think I would worry about arresting
potentially a homcide culprit for cockfights.

Can you explain? Sorry.

It's a strategy that if an offender or a suspect
is commtting a crinme unrelated to the crine

you' re looking at, if you're suggesting that sone
sort of investigative strategy could be used to
arrest him as long as there was grounds to arrest

himfor the offence. | understood from reading
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

t he docunents there was indications that there
were cockfights going on at the property.

Vell, let ne give you another exanple of a
possi bl e offence. The search warrant that was
eventual |y executed that resulted in the nurder
charges and subsequent prosecution of M. Pickton
was based on an allegation that he had ill egal
firearnms on his prem ses?

That's correct.

Simlar allegations had surfaced by the end of
July 1999 from Cal dwel |, correct?

| recall the Caldwell. 1'd have to |look at the
tinmelines to find out when. | don't recall how
recent. Caldwell was interviewed in July of 1999,
and | believe during that tinme he was advi sing he
had been living with or staying at the Pickton
residence in April, sol -- there's a bit of a
time delay there that |I'mnot convinced that you
woul d be able to, in ny opinion, whether you'd be
able to satisfy a judge or justice of the peace to
get a warrant based on the timng of the

i nformati on.

Fair enough. Let ne just nake another suggestion
on the firearns point. Do you recall seeing in

the March 1997 report adm ssions by David Pickton
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

in his interview that they had guns on the
property?

| don't think that's something that | can draw
quickly into ny head as a nenory, but it wouldn't
surprise ne.

But, in any event, given what Cal dwell was saying
in July of 1999, there were pieces of information,
| suggest, that deserved sone consideration as
formng the basis for investigative strategies to
follow through on Wllie Pickton?

Yes.

And that followthrough was sinply not done, was
it?

Not that | saw, no.

Now, | want to ask you about another area, and
this is an area of your report that has direct and
real significance for ny clients. Again, they are
the famlies of 25 of the nurdered wonen.

Yes.

It's the part of your report that you've called --
it appears at the end. It starts -- | think it's
Appendi x D, starting with the m ssing wonen |ist
and then your studies of the circunstances of

t hei r di sappearances and the investigations done

in respect of them
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes.

Al right. You know what |'m speaking of ?

| do.

And by ny count on your m ssing wonen |ist at
Appendi x D, page 1, you have included the nanes of
20 of ny clients' relatives, and then in the case
studi es you' ve anal yzed the cases of 14 of those,
and | now wi sh to ask you about those 14.

Ckay.

MR. WARD: Al right. M. Comm ssioner, |I'min your hands.

It's a new area, but I"'mcontent to go till three

o' ¢l ock.

THE COW SSIONER: Let's go to 3:00. Let's push forward.

MR. WARD:
Q

O r» O >

Thank you.

Al right. If I could ask you, they're in

al phabeti cal order, correct?

They are.

I n Appendi x D?

Yes.

Sereena Abotsway is the first one. And just if
you could in a general way before |I ask you about
Ms. Abotsway, could you in a general way explain
how you conpiled this information? And |I'm aski ng
you these questions because you're the first and |

think only expert reviewer that has considered
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

this aspect of the case. Can you explain how you
conpiled this information in a general way?

Well, as part of ny review !l felt it was so
inmportant to look at the m ssing wonen

i nvestigations, and how | selected the cases to
review was | selected the 27 -- the nanes fromthe
original 27 on the poster, and then | | ooked at
the 18 additional nanmes that were added in

bel i eve Novenber 2001 and then five nore nanes in
January 2002 that were added, which was a total of
50 nanmes, and it was ny intent to review all 50
for ny report. Unfortunately, | was unable to
conplete that task, so | believe I was successful
in 34 of the cases.

Ckay. And I'mgoing to ask you specific questions
about the 14 of that nunber that are ny clients’
relatives. Al right? You understand?

| do.

Al right. So the first one of those, as | say,

i s Sereena Abotsway, and she was 30 years old and
was reported m ssing on August 22nd, 2001. Do you
see that?

| do.

And so that is late in terns of the tinme frane

that we're | ooking at, correct?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes, it is.

And it's while Project JFO -- or Project
Evenhanded, the JFQO, is underway?

That's correct.

"1l take you -- you list the various steps taken
by investigators. | want to take you right to
your assessnent of those steps on page 3. It's
under the heading "Evans Assessnent”. Do you see
t hat ?

| do.

And these, | suggest, are your conclusions with
respect to the quality of the investigation of
each di sappear ance?

It's a summary of ny assessnent.

Summary.

Yes. Yes.

Your assessnent on Sereena Abotsway's case is
there was no evidence of interviews of famly,
friends, associates or nei ghbours?

Correct.

Isn't that basic and fundanental in the

i nvestigation of the di sappearance of anyone?

It would assist, | believe, if -- to provide
information with regards to the whereabouts and to

their habits.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Second one. No evidence that VPD identified |ast
known address, attended, search, and canvassed.

Do you see that?

| do.

Now, | suggest it's a pretty fundanental
investigative step in investigating soneone's

di sappearance to go to their address, their
residential address, and | ook for clues that m ght
| ead to where they went?

| woul d agr ee.

It wasn't done?

No.

Evenhanded officers -- this is fromthe JFO --
attended at |ast known address in Cctober. That's
sone about two nonths later?

That's correct.

It's inportant in any m ssing wonen case -- ofr,
sorry, | amgoing to restate that. It's inportant
in the investigation of any m ssing person case to
act quickly?

| woul d agr ee.

And ny last point, followed up on tips needed.
What does that nean?

There were tips under the tip section, and |

didn't see any followup on the tips that cane
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

forward. So one of the tips was she -- Sereena
wor ked for two Spanish guys. [|'m summari zing
here, obviously, fromthe information fromthe
docunents. So | suggested that tips needed to be
fol | owed up.

The next woman | wish to ask you about is Heather

Bot t om ey.

THE COW SSI ONER: Is it convenient now to break?

MR. WARD

Yes, it is. Thank you.

THE REGQ STRAR:  The hearing will now recess for 15 m nutes.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 3: 00 P. V.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 3:17 P.V.)

THE REA STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.

MR. WARD

| appreciate, M. Conm ssioner, the early start

makes it a longer day for all of us.

THE COW SSI ONER: Sorry?

MR. WARD

| say | appreciate that the early start makes it a
| onger day for all of us, but I just thought I
m ght take this nonent, because ny friends have
asked, to give you an updated tine estimate for ny
cross-examnation. | expect that 1'll need
sonmewhere about a half an hour to an hour tonorrow

norni ng - -

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. WARD

-- and then I'll be finished, and | think that keeps
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

us nicely on schedul e.

THE COM SSI ONER:  Yeah. Fair enough. Does everybody agree

MR. WARD

A

with that? Al right. Thank you.

Deputy Chief, | was just about to ask you about
Heat her Bottoml ey's case.

Yes, sir.

This is again part of your Appendix D. Heather
Bottom ey was 25 years ol d when she di sappeared in
2001. According to the records you revi ewed, she
was reported -- her di sappearance was reported to
pol i ce Novenber 29th, 2001, correct?

That's correct.

And again turning to your assessnment of the
handl i ng of the case on the next page, you note
that Heather's father and two of her associates
were interviewed. So that was a good thing,
correct?

Yes, it was.

MR. WARD: By the way, M. Comm ssioner, Heather's father has

been in attendance | think for every nonent that
this hearing has been in progress. He's the
gentl eman about three rows fromthe back of the

roomwith the bl ack sweater.

THE COW SSIONER: | see him GCkay. Thank you for attending,
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

sir. I'msure it may be difficult for you to hear
alot of this, but I can tell you that we very

much appreci ate you attendi ng here.

You do say in the next point in your assessnent
that her |ast known address shoul d have been
attended, searched and canvassed, and nei ghbours
shoul d have been canvassed, if | read that
correctly?

That's correct.

For the sane reasons. That exercise can produce
cl ues on what nmay have happened to the person?
Yes, | believe so.

You' ve noted that there is evidence of nunerous
dat abase searches. Again, that's a positive

t hi ng?

That is.

And that Evenhanded investigators took carriage of
the investigation. Again, M. Bottonl ey

di sappeared late -- or she was reported m ssing
late in the tine frane and a few nonths before the
search warrant was issued on the Pickton property?
That's correct.

The next woman |'d like to ask you about is Dawn

Crey.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes, sir.
She vani shed earlier, in 2000, |last seen in
Novenber, reported m ssing Decenber 11th, 2000.

Do you see that?

| do.
And then again noving to the assessnment -- and
just as | do that, | should have covered this with

you earlier, but what you've done is you've

gl eaned certain activities fromthe docunentary
records you reviewed, and then in many, if not
all, cases you've footnoted with references to
where those can be found?

| did.

Al right. So again skipping to the assessnent at
the end, you found that in this case there was no
i ndication that investigators went to the Bal noral
Hotel to conduct interviews or any investigation?
That's correct.

And that was her | ast known residential address?
Yes.

The next point, identify and interview famly,
associ ates and friends for background information.
Are you saying that that was inadequate?

Yes.

Al right. You point out that another sister of
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Dawn's in the Downtown Eastside was not found out
about until alnbost a year later?
Yes.
That there was m nimal contact between
investigators and famly. |Is that what you're
referring to?
Yes.
And famly in her case included Ernie Crey, who
testified at this comm ssion, and you may not know
this, but he is a prom nent aboriginal |eader and
activist.
| was not aware of that.
| think that's a fair description. Point 5 you've
sai d:
Dawn was di scussed wi th Evenhanded nenbers on
April 5, 2001 and yet no indication to change
Revi ew to Task Force.
Can you expl ain what that neans?
| believe it cane up in a docunent this norning
when | was bei ng asked questions by M. Hoffnman
that | noted that on April 5th, 2001, in a
continuation report Dawn's nane was nentioned as a
recent mssing person. So that's what | was
al luding to, that comment.

Al right. Thank you. The next nenber of ny
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

clients' famlies is Cynthia Feliks --

Yes.

-- who was 46 years old. Her disappearance was
reported, according to the records, on January
8th, 2001.

Yes, | see that.

And then skipping to the assessnent, your first
point is that she was apparently reported m ssing
to the VPD in 1999, but no indication of
fol |l ow-ups or docunents.

Yes.

That's what you found?

Yes.

And then you found that her di sappearance was

| ater reported to the New West m nster Police
Service, and they did do sone foll ow ups?

Yes.

And their notes, the NWS, New Westm nster Police
notes, indicate that the Vancouver Police
Departnent won't take over the investigation

al though Ms. Feliks was |ast seen in Vancouver.
Do | have that correct?

That's correct.

And you point out that in your view the New

Westm nster Service did a good job in conducting
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

fol | ow ups?

Yes.

And | take it that you contrasted that with the
VPD -- well, ny inference, the inference |I draw
fromwhat you've witten is that on the other hand
the VPD woul dn't do anything about this case. |Is
that fair?

Vell, I"'mgiving credit that | saw evidence that
New West m nster were doing followups that I would
-- in ny opinion should have been done for a

m Ssi ng person case.

Al right. Wuat's this point 2 about? | won't
read it all, but Shenher getting a tip August 26,

' 99.

Yes. There is a -- | have to find the docunent.
That was the only tip | saw, if ny nenory serves
me right, in reviewing all of these cases where
the information provided in this tip that was of
an unusual nature that you -- nmade nme | ook up
where this tip was thinking it was -- | was seeing
if this was connected to Pickton, and this was a
tip that cane in on the 26th of August, 1999 with
regards to Cynthia.

So it was a report that -- linking Cynthia Feliks'

di sappearance to a trailer and dead bodies
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

sonewher e?

Yes. You can see it under ny tip section.

Mr- hnrm

It says here:
Tip...Confidential informant provided
information regarding a male who had held a
femal e associate in a trailer for 3 weeks.
Mal e said he was going to kill her. Mle
told femal e captive that there were seven
bodi es buried on his property.

And if | understand your point 2 correctly, you

couldn't tell whether that tip in August 26, '99,

was followed through on or whether it, in fact,

related to Robert WIIiam Pickton because of a

vetting that was done to the docunents?

That's correct.

Did you try to | ook behind the vetting to see if,

in fact, police were in possession of atip in

August of 1999 that added to the evidence that was

mount i ng suggesting that Robert WIIiam Pickton

was the perpetrator?

| was not given permssion to | ook beyond the

vetting of the docunents.

Was it explained to you why you couldn't do that?

Police-infornmer privilege, apparently? |Is that
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

the only reason?

| believe it was because | was only allowed to
report -- make coments in ny report with regards
to docunents that could be disclosable to
everyone. So as a police officer normally | would
see unredacted, but because of the -- ny capacity
in doing this review there were a | ot of
redactions in the docunents | observed.

Vell, let ne see if I've got this straight. W've
all heard about and read about four identified

i nformants who were pointing to Robert WIIliam
Pickton as the likely perpetrator. Once again
those four are Bill H scox, Ross Caldwell, Leah
Best, and Ron Menard?

Yes.

D d the docunent you reviewed suggest that this
was yet another, a fifth tip that may or may not
have pointed to Pickton and his trailer on his pig

farmas the perpetrator?

No, it wasn't in relation to Pickton. It was the
information that |ooked -- in ny opinion, when
| ooked at the docunent, it nmade ne think is -- to
ook -- wonder if it was connected to Pickton.

And you just couldn't tell?
No.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Because of the vetting?

Vell, and the description of where this trailer
was al l egedly |l ocated was not -- | nean, |'d have
to look at the exact tip again to see, but it
wasn't saying Coquitlam so there were differences
that would indicate that it mght not have been
Pi ckton as well.

Al right. You found in point 3 of the assessnent
of Cynthia Feliks' case that there was no

i ndication that VPD investigators identified and
interviewed famly, associates or friends?

That's correct.

And that the | ast known address of Ms. Feliks was
not attended until January 20017

That's correct.

And then the jurisdictional issues you make
reference to are this exchange between New
West m nster and Vancouver ?

Yes.

Could we turn next, please, to Elsie Sebastian,
who was 49 years of age. Her disappearance was
reported, according to the records, My 16th,
2001.

Sorry, I"'mjust trying to find it.

Sorry.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| think | said earlier it was in al phabeti cal
order. | apologize, it's not in al phabetical.

That woul d have nmade sense. | have Elsie
Sebasti an here now.

Al right. So reported mssing May 16th, 2001.
Going to your assessnent on the next page,
according to the records the famly had advi sed
they tried to report her mssing for years with no
success. Was that reported -- attenpts to report
her to Vancouver ?

No, | do not believe so. | just have to check

the --

Her | ast known | ocation was on Granville Street in
Vancouver .

Sorry, | believe, yeah, it was Vancouver.

She was reported mssing to the Port Al berni RCWP
in 1993, and they apparently closed the file?

Yes.

And then are these further points deficiencies you
identified in the investigation: again, a failure
to locate and interview famly nenbers and
associ at es?

Yes.

Failure to locate and interview her ex-boyfriend?

Yes.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Who had been charged with assaulting her with a
kni fe?
Yes.
Just stopping there, a police investigator
review ng the di sappearance of sonmeone and
| earning that their ex-boyfriend had been charged
with assaulting her with a knife woul d consi der
that ex-boyfriend to be a person of significant
interest, | suggest?
In ny opinion, yes.
And the |ast point here:
El sie Sebastian was on Constable D ckson's
[ist from 1997
and you said in quotes,
"re-located to Victoria, checked recently".
That was what Dave Dickson reported?
Yes, that's what he reported in 1997, so that's
why it's in quotes.
And sinply -- that was sinply wong?
It woul d appear so, yes.
The next worman is Hel en Hall mark.
Yes, | have that.
Reported m ssing in Septenber of 1998, right,
Sept enber 23rd, 19987

Yes.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

And wi thout reading them your assessnment of the
steps, investigative steps taken is simlar.
Failure to contact associ ates, exes, failure to
attend the |ast known address?

| agree.

Failure to canvass the nei ghbours, failure to nmake
contact with her famly?

Yes.

Ckay. Tanya Hol yk went m ssing in January of

1997.

Yes.

Sane assessnent in respect of failure to go to the
| ast address, to conduct a search, canvass the

nei ghbours, right?

Yes.

Failure to nake appropriate contact with the
famly, correct?

Yes, that's correct.

And indeed the handling of this generated a
conplaint fromthe famly about Ms. Sandy Caneron?
Yes, it did.

Andrea Joesbury, reported m ssing June of 2001?
Yes.

And turning to the assessnent, nunber 1:

Slow start before investigation begins
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

(al nost six weeks)...
You note that Andrea kept regul ar appoi ntnents.
Do you see that?
Yes, | do.
Interview of famly did not occur until Novenber
25th, 2001, when should have occurred earlier. Do
you see that?
Yes, | do.
Again, those are deficiencies you identified in
the VPD' s handling of the reporting?
Yes.
Di anne Rock. And Dianne Rock | think may have
been the |l ast woman to go m ssing before the
Pi ckton farmwas searched in February of 2002.
Does that sound right?
| believe so, yes. I|I'mjust trying to find the
file here. | have it now. Thank you. The 13th
of Decenber, 'O01.
13 Decenber '01. By then Project Evenhanded is in
full gear?
Yes.
Doi ng what they're doing and what you've
described, right? And in your assessnent on page
3 of this docunent you comrend Const abl e

Vanover beek for going through D anne Rock's
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

bel ongi ngs and say that's a good investigative
strategy?

Yes, it is.

Al right. And you also acknow edge or say that
Proj ect Evenhanded accepted responsibility at an
early stage?

Yes.

However, the first point, VPD report, m ssing
wonen's report taken on Decenber 13th, 2001, yet
it wasn't on CPIC until four days |ater, Decenber
17th, right?

Yes, | noted that.

And that's inportant because tine is of the
essence when investigating the di sappearance of a
person in suspicious circunstances, isn't it?
Yes.

There's no reason that you could discern why the
CPIC entry couldn't have been nade the very day of
the mssing person's report, is there?

No.

Shoul d have been?

Shoul d have been.

MR. WARD: And, again, M. Conm ssioner, | would just point out

that D anne Rock's stepsister, Lilliane Beaudoi n,

testified at this comm ssi on.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.
MR. WARD: And she is here from Ontari o and has been here

regul arly.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

MR. WARD

o » O » O

Brenda Wl fe.
Yes.
Reported m ssing April 25th, 2000.
Yes, | have that.
And |'mgoing to shorten these questions. |n your
assessnment you found the sanme litany of
deficiencies that we've covered in many of the
earlier files?
| woul d agr ee.
AQivia Wlliamis the next one of ny clients’
rel atives. Have you got her --
| do.
-- report?

March 27, 1997, she's reported mssing to
police?
Yes.
And in your assessnent you've noted the sane or
simlar deficiencies in the investigation that was
conducted of her di sappearance?

That's correct.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

No interviews of famly, friends and associ at es,
no indication police went to her |ast known
address, mnimal famly contact?

That's correct.

Angel a Jardine. Decenber 6th, 1998, was the date
of her di sappearance at the age of 267?

Yes.

And in your assessnent, point 1 you again note
that there were limted interviews of associates
and friends?

Yes.

There were several initial sightings of her, but
they weren't followed up on, is that -- am|
readi ng that correctly?

No, there were several sightings, and I -- from
readi ng the docunents | recall that there was a --
peopl e were confusing her for Sereena Abotsway.
Al right. The next point in your records
suggests that -- well, let nme just zero in on this
for a nonent. One of the ways of determ ning that
many of these wonen were di sappearing or indeed

di sappearing was that they weren't picking up
their wel fare cheques?

That's correct.

And a good investigative first step in dealing
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

wWith a mssing persons report in respect of many
of these wonen was to make inquiries of the

wel fare office's records?

That's what | understand, yes.

And in this case what you're saying in point 3 was
that al t hough she was reported m ssing in Decenber
of 1998 investigators did not check the welfare
records until January of 20017

That's what ny review woul d reveal , yes.

And there's no real excuse for that, is there?

| didn't see one.

And it looks in the next point, point 4, that the
police -- the VPD M ssing Wnen's Unit received
quite a few phone calls or had quite a few phone
calls with Portland Hotel staff, where she had
resided, that there was no attendance there to
check the room and ask nei ghbours?

That's correct.

And a lack of followup on tips?

Yes.

Just a couple nore. Debra Jones is the next. She
was reported mssing on Christmas Day 20007

Yes.

She was 42 years old. And in your assessnent,

agai n, contact between police investigators and

185



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

N NN N NN R B R R R R R R R
a A W N P O ©O 0O N OO o M WO N +—» O

O r» O >

J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

famly was m ni mal ?

Yes.

And they weren't interviewed. GCh, with the
exception of a sister, who was interviewed nine
nonths -- pardon ne, 21 nonths after Debra was
reported m ssing?

Yes.

Stephanie Lane is the last I'd |like to ask you
about. Do you have her report?

Not yet. Sorry about that. | ask for your

i ndul gence here.

They' re not exactly in al phabetical order, |

t hi nk.

No, they're not actually at all

In nmy copy it's just after Jennifer -- or, sorry,
Debra Jones.

| have it now. Thank you. | have it.

Ckay. She was reported m ssing March 11th, 1997.
Yes.

And you've given your assessnent at the end again.
You find as a positive in this case that Constable
D ckhout did lots of follow up, right?

Yes.

But you again find that there was no indication

that famly, friends, and associ ates were
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

interviewed in the early stages of the

i nvestigation?

That's correct.

After reviewing these with you it's fair to say
that sone conmmon el enents in the handling of these
m ssing person reports by the Vancouver Police
Departnent were, firstly, a failure in many cases,
if not all, to take the step of talking to the

m ssing person's famly, friends, and nei ghbours,
right?

Yes.

And anot her common thread in terns of a deficiency
in the investigation was a failure to go to the
person's |ast known address, seek clues there,
talk to neighbours there with a view to obtaining
information that m ght be of assistance, right?
Yes.

It's also a coimon thread that there was sl ow
reaction to the mssing -- the initial mssing
wonen report?

| saw evidence of that, yes.

Now, today, and | nean literally today, within the
| ast few weeks, you may know that Vancouver Police
Departnment will issue a bulletin about m ssing

persons, and that's what you do in Peel, right?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

That's correct.

And today, 2002 (sic), but this was -- well, let
me say in 2002 (sic), certainly in Peel's case,
you can post on the police website a picture, sone
details about the m ssing person report?

That's correct.

The purpose of doing that is to publicize the

di sappearance and seek tips or information from
associ ates of the m ssing person or nere

acquai ntances or people who may have seen the
person?

That's correct.

W recently, and when | say "we", we in
Vancouver -- you nmay be aware of a case in the
news right now where in the Downtown Eastsi de,
Gastown area, a young nman went m ssing one
evening, and I'mjust going to show you -- |
happen to know because ny office is there, but it
appears that the Vancouver Police Departnent has
created m ssing person posters, and they've been
prom nently displayed throughout the

nei ghbour hood. | am going to show you one of
those. You've seen posters or website postings
like this, |'msure?

| have.
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

And you' ve probably seen on signposts or tel ephone
pol es posters with pictures of m ssing dogs and
cats where people are seeking hel p?

| have.

When you | ook through all your reports of the

m ssing wonen -- handling of the m ssing wonen's
cases, there are very few, | suggest, where the
Vancouver Police Departnent prepared a poster or a
bulletin like this, right?

| saw docunents that -- they had a formthey used
to check off when -- it was one of their checks.
That seened to be one of their steps, that they
woul d create a poster. So | did see that they
were creating posters.

Sonet i mes?

Yes.

| think I've seen a few references in the
docunents, |ike the ones we've just reviewed, but
certainly that wasn't a uniformpractice in the
cases of these wonen whose faces now appear on the
big board, right? D dn't happen all the tine?

No. Yeah. And I can't confirmwhether it
happened all the tinme or not. | didn't see

evi dence of that.

Certainly in 1997 through 2002 it was a step that
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

coul d have been taken by the Vancouver Police
Depart nent ?

Yes.

They coul d have either created posters and
circulated themin the nei ghbourhood where the
person was | ast seen and/or they could have posted
bulletins on their website?

Yes. | was under the understanding that posters
were being created because | recall when |

i nterviewed Sandy Caneron, because | was surprised
that she was the one who was actually then going
into the Downtown Eastside to deliver themto
different centres. | thought that was an unusual
duty for a civilian nenber. So | know at sone
poi nt there was posters being created.

| accept that, and we'll, | think, have the
opportunity to ask her and Detective Constable
Shenher and perhaps Dave D ckson about that issue,
but I was just relying on your sumraries of the
handling of these files and ny note that
occasionally | saw a reference to a m ssing
person's poster. That was the basis for ny

questi on.

Ckay.

Al right. But you would agree based on your work
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

that it was not the uniform practice of the
M ssing Persons Unit of the VPD to produce these
types of posters or bulletins; is that fair?

l"mre-thinking ny forns here to say whether |

woul d have -- because | recall seeing the form so
many tinmes. |'mtrying to renenber if it was -- |
got the inpression it was a -- it was alnost |ike

a check box thing that Lori Shenher seened to be
doi ng when she was taking these reports and her
and Sandy Caneron were creating posters, so --
Vll, wouldn't they keep one copy of the poster on
the file itself?

Yeah. And that's a good point. | don't recal
seeing posters. | just recall seeing the check
box, the form

So -- all right. Al right. W'Ill ask them about
that, or | plan to ask --

Thank you.

-- sone of them about that |ater.

Ckay.

But your best evidence is that when you | ooked at
the files thenselves you didn't see copies of the
posters in it, but in sone cases you saw a check
mark on a formthat suggested posters had been

made?
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

A Yes.
Q Al right.
A And | recall seeing pictures too, so --
Q Sone pictures of the mssing person within the
file?
A Yes.
MR. WARD: M. Comm ssioner, | was just considering whether it

woul d be of assistance to mark that poster |
passed up. | don't have a view one way or the
ot her, but | have --

THE COW SSI ONER: Sure. Al right.

MR. WARD: -- referred to it.

THE COW SSI ONER: Sure. W'll mark it.

MR. WARD: Can we mark that, please, as the next exhibit?

THE REGQ STRAR:  Exhibit nunber -- I'msorry. It will be
Exhi bit nunber 62.

(EXH BIT 62: Docunent entitled - M ssing Person
poster for Matthew Huszar)

MR. WARD: Thank you. And on the business of marking exhibits,
could we also mark the second aerial photograph as
an exhibit?

THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.

THE REA STRAR:  That will be 63.

(EXH BIT 63: Docunent entitled - Large, Aerial

View, Map Board of a region within the Cty of
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Port Coquitlam

MR. WARD: M. Commi ssioner, it's ny intention to nove to
anot her ar ea.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. WARD: And | suggest this may be a convenient tine,
especially in light of the --

THE COW SSIONER: All right. W'Ill adjourn until the norning.

MR. VERTLIEB: Since the witness is on Eastern Tine, perhaps
9:00 a.m Again, | knowit's unusual, but | think
it mght be better for her, if you don't mnd, M.
Conmmi ssi oner .

THE COM SSIONER:  |Is that nore agreeable to you?

A | seemto be getting up very early these days, M.

Conmi ssioner. That woul d hel p.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  You don't enjoy the beautiful scenery of
Vancouver ?

A No, | haven't been doing that. |[|'ve been working

alot, so -- thank you.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.

THE REG STRAR:  The hearing is now adjourned until nine o'clock
t onor r ow nor ni ng.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 3:53 P. V.)
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J. Evans (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| hereby certify the foregoing to
be a true and accurate transcript
of the proceedings transcribed to

the best of ny skill and ability.

Leanna Smth

O ficial Reporter
UNI TED REPORTI NG SERVI CE LTD.
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