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Pr oceedi ngs

Vancouver, B.C.

April 11, 2012

( PROCEEDI NGS RECONVENED AT 9: 30 A M.)

THE REA STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.

MR. VERTLI EB:

Thank you, M. Conm ssioner. M. Conm ssioner
we've reviewed the discussion we had yesterday
with Ms. Connor, and there are no nore questions
that | have for Ms. Connor at this tinme. | just
wanted to di scuss another issue for you that has
come up just to give you a bit of the background.
You'll recall yesterday | asked Ms. Connor about
the audio recording of the interview that took
pl ace between Ms. Anderson and the police in the
hospital, and that -- then there was -- the next
event is that M. Ward, very fairly so, has asked
that that be played in the hearing room The
concern, of course, is protecting the witness's
identity. There are references on that tape to
her nane. And we were speaking with M. G les
this norning, and just because of the need to
figure out the best way to protect the w tness we
won't be able to do that today. M. G| es needs
sone tinme to work out the nmechanics so that people
can hear the CD, but it won't be put on the web

and broadcast |live and thereby breach the
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publication orders that you know about. So | just
wanted to tell you we're working on that. M.
Ward's request is a totally reasonable one, and we
want to neet it, but we won't be able to do that

t oday.

THE COMM SSIONER: All ri ght .

MR. VERTLI EB:

So it nmeans that Ms. Connor won't be finished
today in any event. And the only other detail is
that at sone point we'll need to deal with M.
Murray's report, which we just all received
yesterday. | think it's a very interesting
report, and it's sonmething that | know you haven't
seen yet. W're arranging to get you a copy so
you can review it, but it's a report that we
certainly concede has benefit, and we think it's
hel pful to the information gathering process, but
we need M. Ward and others to sort out their
positions on it, and | have no idea where that
stands with respect to M. Ward and the other
participants, |lawers. There may be issues around
it. | just haven't been able to canvass that yet,

so we'll need to do that as well.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. VERTLI EB:

Now, then, having said that, we just get into

t he usual order, and, of course, because M.
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Cross-examr by M. Doust

Connor is represented, her counsel, M. Doust,
woul d be next and then the order would flow from
that and then re-exam again, which would be M.

Doust, and then finally conmm ssion counsel.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.

MR. VERTLI EB:

So M. Doust is next, please.
RANDI MARGARET CONNOR: Resuned

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, DQUST:

Q

A
Q

| just want to touch on a few matters. | am going
to leave the bulk to ny re-examnation. Could the
W t ness have the booklet and refer, please, to tab
25.

Yes, | have it.

Ms. Connor, that's the Crown Counsel Policy Manua
that was extant at the material tine?

| believe so, yes.

kay. | want to direct your attention down to the
charge approval standard at the bottom of page 1
Do you see that?

" mnot --

Vll, it mght be page 2.

THE COM SSIONER:  Yes, it's not on the bottom of ny page.

A
MR. DQUST:

Q

No, |I'mnot --

Page 2.
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l"msorry, | think we're | ooking at different
docunent s.

It's the Crown Counsel Policy Mnual .

Yes. Policy date 1-1-91 is what | have under tab
25.

THE COM SSI ONER:  The one | have tal ks about quality control,

MR. DQUST:

>

Q

charge approval .

It's tab 24. |I'msorry.
Yes, tab 24, and | do see "Charge Approval
Standard" at the bottom of the page. Yes, | do.
And that's the May 1st, 1997 one, just to be sure?
That's correct.
Now, M. Vertlieb had you read under "Charge
Approval Standard”, and | would |like you to read
that again for a nonent just to a point. Wuld
you start reading that?
Under "Charge Approval Standard" it says:
There are two conponents to the charge
approval standard. The evidence avail abl e
nmust be exam ned to determ ne:
1. whether there is a substantial |ikelihood
of conviction and, if so --
Stop there for a mnute. So first you nake that

determ nation, and then the phrase is "if so0"?



© 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 >»

O r» O >»
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Cross-examr by M. Doust

Yes, "and, if so".

Yes.

So that has to be nmet first.

Vell, that's ny point. |[If you're in a situation,
as you were here, where you conclude that there is
no substantial |ikelihood of conviction, is there
any point in noving beyond that to consider the
second branch, which is to say whether a
prosecution is required in the public interest?
No, there isn't, because if you don't have a case,
you don't get to the consideration of whether it's
in the public interest.

Because M. Vertlieb referred you to a nunber of
what are called the public interest factors in
favour of prosecution over on page 27?

That's correct.

Do you recall that?

Yes, | do.

So in this instance once you had cone to the
conclusion that there was no substanti al

i kelihood of a conviction did you turn to address
the public interest factors for any particul ar
reason?

No. | mean, clearly there is a public interest,

but I couldn't get beyond the fact that there was
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Cross-examr by M. Doust

no case, there was no substantial I|ikelihood of
conviction, so the public interest, while it was
certainly there, couldn't be considered.

Al right. M. Vertlieb also referred you to a
continuation report that nade reference to an

i nci dent seven years prior?

Yes, | recall that

M. Pickton was invol ved?

Yes.

When is the first tinme you ever saw that
continuation report?

Yesterday when it was shown to ne in the hearing
room here.

You said that you had sone discussions with the
not her, Ms. Anderson's nother --

That's correct.

-- fromtime to tinme?

Yes. She was ny contact to nmake arrangenents to
nmeet Ms. Anderson

And did she provide you with any explanation as to
why the arrangenent worked that way, why you
couldn't sinply call M. Anderson?

M/ under standi ng from conversations with the

not her were that Ms. Anderson was living on the

street and was using drugs around that tinme. |
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can't be nore specific than that, but that's ny
recollection of nmy conversations with the nother.
| renmenber that there were no difficulties with
the nother. She was cooperative.

And you told us about one neeting that had been
arranged, and | think you said -- that is with M.
Anderson -- and | think you said she m ssed the
first part of it, the norning or sonething, and
then it went on in the afternoon; is that right?
That's correct, although I wasn't sure whet her
that neeting occurred on the Friday or the Monday.
Yes. Was there -- were there arrangenents nade
for a neeting prior to that?

| have a recollection of a neeting set up in
Vancouver at 222 Main Street. That woul d have
been before the Port Coquitlam neeting. And M.
Anderson did not attend at that neeting.

Wiy did you arrange the neeting to be in
Vancouver ?

| can only assune at this point that it would have
been nore convenient to nmeet her downtown than
have her cone all the way out to Port Coquitlam
More conveni ent for who?

For Ms. Anderson.

And your recollection is that she did not show up
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for the neeting?

That's correct. Also |I'massumng that it was

t hen because that -- because | would have had no
other reason at that tine to be down at Min
Street. So |'mpiecing together that it was for
her conveni ence. But, no, she didn't attend.

Do you have any recollection of how you arranged
t he neeting?

| don't know whether it was ne through the nother
or whether it was Victim Services that set it up.
| can't say which

|"mnot going to take you to it, but there was
sort of a diary with sone entries in it of the
not her that was put before you. Do you recal

t hat ?

Yes.

Were you able fromthat diary to say who had
phoned who on the occasions when you did talk to
t he not her ?

No. Fromwhat | can see in the docunent, it
simply -- it's a record of dates and ny name and
notes nade by the nother, |'m assum ng, but you
can't tell fromthat who called who.

| want to ask you a little bit about your

wor kl oad. W know that this file was assigned to
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you, according to your evidence and based on the
letter fromM. Rtchie, sonetine after the date
of that letter in late Cctober; is that correct?
O 1997, that's correct.

Yes. Do you have any recollection as to -- with
any precision just when it was that you were
assigned the file?

No. | can only know it was after the 22nd of

Cct ober and before -- | think the first reference
to things | was doing on the file was January the
7th froma letter fromM. Rtchie, so it was
sonetinme in that tine period.

Do you know if efforts were being nade and/ or

whet her they were successful to contact or

communi cate with either Ms. Anderson or her nother
during the nonths of Novenber and Decenber?

In the binder at | believe tab 6, if |I've got this
right, is the Victim Services file, the police-
based one, and there are pages and pages of notes
of attenpts by Victim Services to get in touch
with Ms. Anderson. There's reference in there
that the Crown-based Victim Services, Roxanna
Smth, was in contact wwth them So since | was
working with Roxanna Smth on the file it's likely

that | would have had information that they had --
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they were involved and they were attenpting to get
a hold of her.
You' re saying the Crown victim service person you
believe was in contact with the RCOWP victim
servi ce person?
Yes.
And the attenpts that are evident fromthis
record, your understanding is that they were
carried out by the ROMP Victim Services?
Yes, and specifically why |I'm saying that Roxanna
Smth was involved with themis | see a notation
on -- I'mshowing it as page 46 of 125 at the
bottom a note. It says 07 17:
Roxanna called to see if victimhad received
the Victimlnpact Statenent from us.
So fromthat |'massum ng that Roxanna is in
contact with them
Can you just finish the rest of that entry? Can
you read that?
Sorry, I'"lIl find that again. That is --
Roxanna called to see if victimhad received
Victimlnpact Statenent fromus. |n checking
the file | noticed that there had been no
contact wwth victim Roxanna asked if we

could send Victimlnpact Statenent to nother

10
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to forward to victimas the nature of the

crime warranted a victim statenent.
Now, what's your recollection of the first tine
that there was a contact nmade with either M.
Anderson or her nother after the file was assi gned
to you?
| can't say with any precision as to the date that
| contacted Corporal Connor to find out how to get
a hold of Ms. Anderson
And on the first occasion that you tried to get
her were you able to? Do you recall that?
| don't know. | guess we have to rely on the
nother's notes of -- there's a date with ny nane
beside it, and | think that's January the 9th, if
| recall.
9th or the 7th. Tab 15. Yes, January the 9th.
| don't know what attenpts were nmade before that,
but that is sonme assistance.
Now, once this file was assigned to you did you
have this file exclusively to work on?
No. At that time | was assigned to Port Coquitlam
Provincial Court, and we were -- | was in court on
a regul ar basis, probably three to four days a
week, and carrying a full case |load. The

schedul es were normal ly about two or three nonths

11
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Cross-examr by M. Doust

set in advance, so if you're in court say four
days a week, if you're doing less serious files

m xed with serious ones, they would quite often
set three or four trials a day, so the case |oad
woul d be all of those files.

How | ong did that persist?

The nunber of files | was carrying?

Yes, the nunber of files and your need to be in
court three or four days a week.

That was pretty steady for the years that | was a
trial Crown.

And in particular | want to focus on January and
February of '98.

| woul d have been assigned in court on a regul ar
basis three to four days a week.

In the nmonth of January?

Li kely. Now, | don't have the schedul e, but we
were busy, and that was the normal anount of tine
that as a trial Crown you had to spend in court.
And then with the nore serious files, of course,
you woul d be doi ng fewer because they woul d be set
for longer, but I was always doing a m xture of
bot h.

You' ve had experience not only in the Provincial

Court, but you ran trials in the Suprenme Court as

12
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wel | ?

That's right. By 1997 | had had Suprene Court
jury trial experience.

And based on your experience and your practice and
your know edge of other senior counsel, is it
common that interviews of witnesses who are fairly
strai ghtforward woul d occur either very shortly
before the trial or even, on occasion, during the
trial either in the early norning before the

evi dence was to be presented or in the evening

bef ore?

Absol utely. Wen you're doing a trial plan, and |
know this fromyears and years of experience, you
determ ne which wtnesses you really do need to
talk to in advance and which w tnesses really
their evidence isn't controversial and they can be
interviewed fairly quickly and you can do it

t hroughout the course of the trial. 1In this
particular case M. Ritchie had indicated that

adm ssions weren't going to be a problem The

adm ssions could certainly have been drawn up
fairly quickly. It's not unusual to file the

adm ssions the first day of the trial or even
during the course of the trial. So when you're

running a busy case load wth several trials, you

13
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prioritize things, but certainly in this
particular case, with lots of tine before the
trial, wtnesses could certainly have been
interviewed easily, and not all of them would have
had to have been interviewed before the first day
of the trial. It was set for five days.

Just let ne give you an exanple. The two people
who picked Ms. Anderson up in the car, were those
people that you felt that for purposes of tria
woul d have to be interviewed well in advance of
the trial?

Not well in advance. There are a couple of
aspects to that. One is | think their evidence
woul d certainly have been called in order for
there to be a fair trial, but their evidence hurt
the CGtown in the sense that according to their
statenents they were going to say that M.
Anderson lied and said that she had been raped.

So their evidence would have had to go in out of
fairness either way. |If there had been a problem
with them | would have had to have nade the

adm ssion, should M. Ritchie have sought it, that
that was said. So their evidence was
straightforward. | wasn't concerned about it

because really it set the scene, it showed that

14
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she was there at that particular tinme and place,
but that wasn't in dispute. So they were -- they
were W tnesses that could have been interviewed a
few days before the trial wthout any difficulty.
Al right. I'Il leave it at that. You had a

t el ephone conversation with Corporal Connor about

the stay?
Yes, there was a discussion. |'massunmng it was
by tel ephone. It probably was. But there was a

di scussi on.

Dd you advise himthen that you were either going
to stay it or you had stayed it? Do you recal
which was the case at the tine you spoke with hinf
| can't recall it. The date of the conversation
has been established, | take it, as January the
26th, which is the day of the stay, so whether

tal ked to himbefore or after | can't recall.

Was it before or after you had spoken to Richard
Ronmano?

After.

And did he, that is, did Corporal Connor make any
response? D d he question it at all?

No.

Did he object to the fact that it was being

ent ered?

15
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No.

And, of course, | suppose it went w thout saying
that you woul d assune that he knew that since it
was a stay that was a case that could be
reactivated within the year?

O course, yes.

If there was any change in her condition that put
you in a position where you could nake the
determ nation that there was a substanti al

l'i kel'i hood?

Yes.

D d you ever hear back from Corporal Connor or any
other RCMP officer to indicate to you that there
had been a change of significance in M.
Anderson's condition such that it mght be that
you woul d now have a substantial I|ikelihood of
convi ction?

No.

When you entered stays of proceedings was it your
practice to nonitor the problens that caused the
stay?

No.

If the problemwas a witness such as Anderson, for
exanmpl e, did you have any expectation that anyone

else would remain in touch with or would nonitor

16
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in any way Ms. Anderson's condition?

Yes, | would expect that fromthe police.

And, of course, if they had cone back to you with
an indication that there was a change in her

condi tion, would you have been open to

reconsi dering whether or not to proceed?

Yes, of course.

Now, you were asked about the preparation of a
legal brief. | take it that based on your

experi ence you had sonme know edge of the rul es of
evi dence?

Yes.

And al so sonme know edge of the essential elenents
of the charges that you were dealing with?

Yes.

So did you feel that you were adequately prepared
or that you would have tine to adequately prepare
in terns of any issues of law that may arise?
Absol utely. Wien | | ooked at the file one thing |
was | ooking for originally was was the charge
correct, and in this particular file the
conpl ai nant had received extrenely serious
injuries. W know that they were inflicted by the
accused, so the attenpt mnmurder charge was fine as

laid. | would have anticipated throughout the

17
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course of the trial at the end of it that M.
Ritchie would |ikely have argued -- wanted to
argue the law on what's required for attenpt

mur der, and case books woul d have been prepared at
that tine. At that tinme | had a big credenza in
ny office with file folders full of |egal research
that had al ready been done, so it woul d have been
an easy matter to prepare a case book, if

required.

That's all | have for now. Thank you.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you, M. Doust. M. Wird.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, WARD:

Q

Yes. Thank you. Caneron Ward, counsel for the
famlies of 25 m ssing and nurdered wonen.
Certainly you would agree, Ms. Connor, that the
victimof Pickton's attack, M. Anderson, objected
about your decision to stay the charges, and she
did so in the strongest possible terns, right?
No, | would disagree wth that.

Al right. GCould you --

Not to nme. |If -- to other people, perhaps. Not
to me.
Could you go to the binder, please. | don't think

it's been marked yet, but it's the binder you've

been shown, and in particular her nother's notes.

18
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A Sorry, what tab are we at, please?
Q I'"ll just pull that up for you.

THE REG STRARR M. Ward -- M. Vertlieb, that docunent, did
you want that marked?

MR. VERTLIEB: Yes. Thank you.

THE REG STRAR:  Yes, we'll go ahead and mark that now.

MR. WARD: Well, before we do |I'd ask that tab 8 be renoved. |
object to its inclusion. I'mtold it has been
removed. | just want to ensure that that's the
case, there is no tab 8 in the exhibit.

THE REA STRAR. That was addressed yesterday.

MR. VERTLIEB: Yes. | thought that was out.

THE REG STRAR:  Yes, we can renove that. |It's renoved. That
wi Il be marked Exhibit nunber 133NR m nus tab 8.
(EXH BI'T 133NR - Docunent entitled: Stay of
Proceedi ngs Re: Pickton 1997 Charges - Conm Ssion
Counsel docunents - mnus tab 8)

MR. WARD: Thank you.

Q So once we have the exhibit before you, M.
Connor, if you could turn to tab 15, pl ease.
These pages have been shown to you before.

A That's correct. Wat page are we | ooking at?

The third one, the last one in that set. And you
know now that these are copies of Ms. Anderson's

not her's business diaries for 1998, which contain

19
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ref erences to conmuni cations between her, the

not her, and yourself, right?

Yes, that's ny understandi ng.

And the entry for January 22, 1998, indicates
that, as | read it, M. Anderson's nother was in
possessi on of your hone tel ephone nunber, correct?
Yes, she was.

Now, wasn't it the case that -- well, first of

all, you didn't tell M. Anderson, the victim of
the attenpted nurder, that you were staying or had
stayed the charge, did you?

No. My communi cation was through the nother, so
nmy recollection of it was that it was the nother
that was spoken to.

Wiy didn't you say sonething to Ms. Anderson? She
had a huge stake in this prosecution, you woul d
agree, right?

Ch, absolutely.

Wiy didn't you speak to her about the fact you
were contenpl ating staying the charge or that you
woul d be staying it or have any sort of discussion
wi th her about that fact?

My conmuni cati on was through the nother, so | had
no way -- once the conversation with Richard

Romano was conpleted and when it was tine to --

20
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obviously she was entitled to know, but ny contact
nunber was not with Ms. Anderson, it was with the
nmom so it was the nomthat | tal ked to.

Vell, you net wwth Ms. Anderson the day you
decided to stay the charge, if | understand your
evi dence correctly, right?

Absolutely. Unless -- unless the interview was on
the Friday. W haven't really determned that.

So the interview was either the 23rd or the
Monday, but it's -- if the interview was on the
Monday, then it would have been the day of the
stay. If it was on the Friday, then that's not
correct.

Just on this issue of dates for a nmonent, if | can
di gress, we've seen that M. Anderson's nother
kept diaries. Surely you as a Cown prosecutor

kept diaries of what you were doing in 1997 and

"8, right?

Li kel y, yes.

What do you nean "likely, yes"? D d you?

Vel |, sonetinmes | would nake notes in the file and

keep track of interview tines and dates in the
file. 1 had a daytinmer as well, but |I don't have
that now, not from 1997

Wl l, shortly after February 5, 2002, you're in

21
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Port Coquitlam You know that the Pickton case is
huge, and | think the Deputy Attorney General is
seeki ng your input on your dealings with the
earlier Pickton matter?

No, Ceoff Gaul was our nedia person, and Peter

@ul bransen was our regional

Al right. In any event, ny question is this.
Shortly after February 5, 2002, 10 years ago --
Yes.

-- the Pickton case blew up in Port Coquitlam and
it was huge? You accept that?

Ch, vyes.

And you were consulted imredi ately after the
search to provide your recollections of your

handling of the "97 file, right?

Just two brief statenents that you have. In terns
of a full and conplete report, no. | wasn't asked
for that.

You were asked, | suggest, to provide your

recol l ections of your handling of the 1997 Pickton
attenpted nurder case, correct?

Ri ght, and you have those. They're short.

They' re not detail ed.

|"ve seen the e-mail. M question is this. You

appreci ated as an experienced Crown prosecutor of
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

15 years standing at the bar that every scrap of
paper you then had February 2002 related to any
dealings you'd had on the previous Pickton natter
woul d be inportant for the Crown, right?

Right, but if you're referring to a diary, |

woul dn't have a 1998 diary still in 2002.

You woul dn't?

No.

Did you look for it?

| know | don't have -- | don't keep that stuff.
Al right.

So -- if | had been asked in 1998, | would have
had it, but not three years later.

So com ng back to January 26th or whatever day it
was, |'Il assunme it was January 26th, 1998 --

Ri ght .

-- Ms. Anderson cones into your office, and you
nmeet with her?

That's right.

In the presence of Roxanna Smth?

That's right.

And | suggest to you sitting here today you have
no recol |l ecti on what soever of what happened at the
meeting. Do you accept that?

No, I do. | don't think it's fair to say no
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

recollection. |In ternms of exactly verbati m what
was said | don't, but this stuck in ny mnd.
Sorry, what stuck in your m nd?

The neeting with Ms. Anderson stuck in ny mnd
because it was so bad and because it was a serious
file that | did recall it. | would agree with
you, M. Ward, that on a lot of cases and a |ot of
interviews that | had done | certainly woul dn't
remenber them but this one | do.

Al right. You've seen prior to giving evidence
today Ms. Anderson's account given to Don Celle of
the neeting, right?

Yes, and | think it was very fair of her. She
describes the condition she was in at that
meet i ng.

And | suggest to you that that is where you got
your recollection described yesterday of her
noddi ng off. Do you agree?

No, that was sonething that | had nentioned to ny
counsel quite sonme tine ago. | do recall that.
She goes further than that in that statenent. She
tal ks about actually falling asleep during the
course of the neeting, and she al so says in that
statenent that | was saying to her, | believe

repeatedly, "Are you okay? Are you okay?" She
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

al so says that she had ingested drugs prior to the
meet i ng.

Al right.

In that statenment to Don Celle.

|"'mgoing to spend sone tinme with you, | expect,
on her appearance at that neeting and what you
tal ked about, but for present purposes you agree
t hat when the neeting concluded you had forned an
impression in your mnd that you would not be
proceedi ng, you would likely not be proceeding to
trial the follow ng Monday, correct?

Yes, but | needed to discuss that with Richard
Romano before a final --

Wiy didn't you discuss that with the victimof the
assault, the conplainant, who had everything at
stake in this matter --

Ri ght --

-- while she was there in your office?

You' ve got to renenber, M. Ward, she was in
terrible shape. By her own adm ssion she had

i ngested drugs before that neeting. She -- and
you' re absolutely right, the victins are entitled
to know what the CGtrown is -- when they nake
decisions that affect them they're entitled to

know that, but unfortunately ny contact with her,
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

once | had spoken to M. Romano, was only through
the nom and ny recollection is that the nom was

tol d.

Al right. Just let ne stop there. You said by
her own adm ssion she had i ngested drugs before

t he neeting.

In the statenent. That just confirms --

In the statenent she gave to Don Celle that you

recently reviewed prior to testifying today?

Ri ght .
Al right.
Yes, |'ve reviewed it, and -- but | had said

previously that ny inpression was that she was on
dr ugs.

Wl |, what do prosecutors nean when they refer to
t he concept of a witness's evidence being tainted?
Normal |y what that nmeans is that you've discussed
it with another w tness.

Let nme just understand your evidence. Wen you
said a nonent ago in response to one of ny
guestions Ms. Anderson by her own adm ssion had

i ngested drugs before the neeting, you were
referring not to sonmething she told you during the
nmeeting but rather to sonething you read that was

contained in a statenent she gave in February to a
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| awyer naned Don Celle; is that correct?

Yes, but that confirms ny inpression. |I'msinply
saying ny inpression was that she was on drugs,
and |1've said that all along. In fact, M. Wird,
if you look back to the statenents that | gave
back in 2002, long before Ms. Anderson spoke with
Don Celle, | said she was on drugs. This isn't
new. So -- but what | amtelling you is that
confirms -- what she says in her statement to Don
Cel | e about the condition she was in fits in with
nmy inpression what | saw all along, and | said
that inny -- in ny nenos in 2002.

Wll, | don't want to argue with you, but what
you' re saying as | understand your evidence now is
t hat whatever she may have said to you at the
meeting of January 26th, your inpression was that
she was under the influence of drugs at the

nmeeti ng?

Yes, and | said that in ny -- way back in 2002.
And as an experienced prosecutor with 15 years
under your belt by that tine, you had frequently
dealt with people who abuse substances of one sort
or another, whether they be illegal narcotics or
al cohol or other stimulants or drugs, right?

That's correct, yes.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

And you had dealt with people who were substance
abusers who were necessary Crown w tnesses in
cases, correct, that you were handling?

That's correct, yes.

And you recognized as a result of all of that
experience that wtnesses |like that needed to be
managed because of their tendency fromtine to
time to be under the influence of those

subst ances, right?

M. Ward, |I'mnot quite sure what you nean by
managed and by who.

Vel |, soneone who's under the influence of a drug
today, |ike heroin, may be perfectly lucid and
credi bl e and cogent next week when they're not
under the influence of drugs, when they have --
when they have had the opportunity to have rest
and food and sone help, right?

Well, that's a hypothetical. It would depend on
how badly addicted they are. It would depend on
whet her they needed to take drugs every day to
function. | think that's a question that | would
have difficulty answering because anmounts matter.
There's quite a difference between sonebody who
m ght snoke a marijuana cigarette and sonebody who

is injecting cocaine and heroin. There's a big
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

di fference, | think.

"Il cone back to this area, | expect, but let ne
return to ny original question for you about the
deci sion that you were reaching in your mnd on
January 26th that the trial would not be
proceeding, it would likely be stayed because of
the condition that Ms. Anderson presented --

Ri ght .

-- herself in. Al right. You' ve confirnmed today
that you nentioned nothing of that possibility to
her while she was there in your office, right?

No. She was not in very good shape that day. But
| agree with you, M. Ward, she was entitled to
know what had happened to that case, and | did
contact the nother to the best of ny recollection.
She knew about it.

You knew from your review of Anderson's statenent
to Celle that she recalled being in your office
fromearly afternoon until it got dark, correct?

| did read that, yes.

Yes. And you also recall fromreading her -- the
transcript of her interviewwth Don Celle that
because it was dark she said to Celle that she
told you she wasn't going out of your office al one

because of her fear of Pickton, that she needed
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

sonmeone to escort her down to the waiting taxicab,
correct?

| did read that, yes.

And you have no reason to dispute that account of
how t he neeti ng wapped up, do you?

No. The only thing where we mght differ is, and
|"d have to have ny nenory refreshed on that
statenent, | don't think that Ms. Anderson recalls
Roxanna Smth being there, so it seens to ne

| ogi cal that she would have wanted one of us to
wal k her out. It may very well have been ne. It
m ght have been.

You don't renenber --

| don't renenber, no.

-- who wal ked her out?

No.

Al right. But you don't dispute that she
expressed concern about her safety in going from
your office to the taxi cab because it was dark out
and she was afraid of Pickton or his confederates,
right?

| don't renenber, but | have no reason to dispute
that. It seens --

If that was -- all right. |If that was the case,

she was a person then, as she left your office,
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

who was capabl e of thinking logically and
processing intellectual concepts, wasn't she?

| think it's fairly basic to say, "l'm scared.
Walk me out to a cab.” That's not -- that's not
operating on any really conplex |evel.

It's fairly basic, | suggest, to say, "W are not

goi ng ahead with your trial because of your

condi tion, so goodbye. | won't see you again.
You don't have to conme next Monday." That's
pretty basic information to convey as well, isn't
it?

Yeah, but | think -- we can go over this, but |

needed to talk to Richard Romano before | gave out
that information.

Let nme suggest -- nmake this suggestion. You
didn't discuss the possibility or Iikelihood that
the Crown woul d not be proceeding wth the
prosecution of Pickton with Pickton's victim M.
Ander son, because, and I'mtrying to say this in
the nost neutral terns, the nost charitable terns,
you consi dered her a second-class citizen, soneone
to whom there would be no point in explaining or
di scussing this to; is that fair?

M. Ward, that is conpletely, conpletely,

conpletely unfair. | have been a prosecutor for
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

30 years, and prior to that tine | dealt with
people fromall walks of life and in all sorts of
circunstances, and | woul d never ever, ever have
taken that attitude.

Al right. Now, M. Anderson |earned, you know
now, from her nother that the Crown was staying

t he charge, dropping the charge?

That's right. | nade the decision not to discuss
it at the time of the neeting. | nade the
decision that | needed to talk to R chard Romano,
and then | contacted the nother, and that fits,
that Ms. Anderson woul d have been told by her
mother. | did not have a tel ephone nunber to talk
to Ms. Anderson directly, and I felt it was
appropriate to talk to the nother.

And you know that it also fits that i mediately
upon hearing the news that the charge agai nst

Pi ckton was stayed Ms. Anderson tel ephoned you at
hone at the dinner hour and in the strongest
possi bl e terns expressed her disapproval with the
deci sion, correct?

| read that in the statenent, but here's where
there's a problem In that statenent Ms. Anderson
gives great detail. She says that she phoned ny

resi dence. She would have had the phone nunber.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| was quite happy for the nother and even M.
Anderson to have ny hone tel ephone nunber. But
she says specifically that a child answered the
phone. She uses the word "she" and that the child
called ne to the phone. At that tine | didn't
have a daughter, and ny young son was born in
1996. That's not possible. And also the way the
statenent goes, she said the child said "M, so
it's not like there could be a child visiting in
the residence calling nme to the phone. So |I'm not
saying that Ms. Anderson didn't call soneone, but
| know it wasn't ne. For one thing, | provided

the nother with ny hone tel ephone nunber, and if

she had called ne upset, | would have talked to
her. | think she says in the -- in her statenent
that | said sonething about, "Well, |'m having

dinner. Call nme at the office,"” and | can't

i magi ne doing that. |[If a victim phoned ne at

honme, | would be happy to talk to themright then.
So with all due respect to Ms. Anderson, and

pl ease understand | have a |l ot of respect for her,
| think she is sinply m staken about that
conversation.

Ms. Connor, you prepared to testify today by using

the skills you've acquired in your |engthy
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

prosecution career in preparing your evidence |ike

you' ve prepared w tness evidence in the past,

correct?
No, this is very different, | can assure you.
Vell, let me -- forget about Anderson's statenent

for a nmonent. Let ne ask you this question. Dd
she tel ephone you and express her disapproval in
t he strongest possible terms with the Crown's
deci sion to stay the charges agai nst Pi ckton?

No. | would renenber that.

Let nme read what she said to M. Celle, and you're
famliar with this, and I'msure your counsel has
a copy if you wish to follow along. [|I'mgoing to
read you a passage fromthe interview of M.
Ander son conducted February 9th, 2012, by Don
Celle, | understand to be a | awer who was
retained by the conm ssion to provide expert
evidence in this matter.

Excuse me, M. Ward, what tab is this again?

It's not in atab there. | expect your counse
has a copy of this.

Could | be provided with a copy so | --

If | can just have a nonent.
That's fine.

THE COM SSIONER: That's fair. Yes. Are you able to provide
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MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

a copy?

Yes, M. Comm ssioner. |If we could just have a

monent .

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. WARD

Q

And |'mjust introducing the docunment. And you're
well famliar with it. You' ve read it over and
over again and |ooked at it very carefully,
correct?
|'"ve read it, yes.
Yes. So, once again, it's the interview of M.
Ander son conducted February 9th, 2012, by | awer
Don Celle of Ms. Anderson in the presence of Karey
Brooks and John Boddie. | amgoing to refer you
to a passage that begins at page 46 of that
transcri pt.
Thank you.
M. Comm ssioner, | don't have extra copies.
can provide it if it becones necessary, but |I'm
just reading a short passage. Line 20. And you
can certainly follow along, please. Don Celle --
this is a question posed to Ms. Anderson.

DON CELLE: Al right. And how did you hear

t he charges were dropped?

M5. ANDERSON: | wal ked into the Patricia
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Hotel, into the bar, and the waiter
sai d,

first name redacted,
"your momcalled. It's inportant.
You are supposed to call her right
away." And that was about 6:00 at
night; 5:30, 6 o'clock | believe.

So, | phoned -- he gave ne a
quarter, because | had no change on
me for the pay phone. So, | phoned
her and she said, "They dropped his
charges,” and | said, "You' ve got to
be kidding." | said, "What's her
phone nunber?" So, she gave ne Randi
Connor's hone phone nunber.

Let nme just stop there. Let ne carry on with the
next exchange.

DON CELLE: Your nother did?

M5. ANDERSON:  Yeah.
So stopping there, you understand that M.
Anderson's version of this -- of learning of the
stay decision is that she contacted her nother for
i nportant news, her nother advised her that the
charges had been dropped, and that Anderson then

asked for your phone nunber?
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

A Yes, | see that.
Q Gkay. Carrying on:
M5. ANDERSON: So, | went and got another
quarter fromny buddy and | phoned,

and one of the kids answered, and |

said, "Is Randi Connor there please?"
She said, "Just a mnute." And she
went, "Mom, telephone.” She cane on

and she said, "hello.” And I think I
said, "It's,

and the nanme Ms. Anderson is inserted.
| said, "How fuckin' dare you drop
t hose charges?" And she said, "Uhm
excuse ne, Ms. Anderson." She says,
"I"'mat home with ny famly having
di nner right now." She said, "If you
want to talk, call me in ny office.”
And | held the phone way out I|ike
this, and I was flipping. | says, "
don't give a fuck if you're in
Hawaii," and then | think she hung up
on me when | said that. And that was
that. | never did phone her.

So |I've quoted from Anderson's account of a

t el ephone conversation she said she had wth you,
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

and unfortunately, as we |earned yesterday, it
appears that Ms. Anderson herself will not be
testifying wwth respect to this matter. Is it
your evidence that a phone conversation wth her
to nore or less that effect, maybe not the precise
wor ds, never took place?

No. | don't -- | can't imagine it taking place
because, for one thing, |I'msure | would have
remenbered that. For another thing, | can't

i magi ne behaving that way. If a victimphoned ne
at hone, | would talk to them And secondly, |
didn't have a daughter at that tinme who was old
enough to answer the phone and woul d say "Mn".
And there's no reason for ne to say that that
conversation didn't take place. She's describing
me as being respectful. |'mjust saying that it
didn't. | didn't have a child that age, and |
know | woul d have renenbered, even fromthat |ong
ago. There's nothing -- there's nothing in that
conversation that | think reflects particularly
badly on nme. Like, there's no reason to deny it.
|"mjust saying that it just didn't happen.

G ven Ms. Anderson's experiences with the justice
systemto that point and given your own experience

as a prosecutor, a reaction like this froma
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

victimwho was | earning that attenpted mnurder
charges agai nst her assailant were being dropped
woul d be a reasonable one, right?

Absolutely. 1've dealt with many, many cases
where charges haven't proceeded or there's been an
acquittal, and believe ne, |'ve dealt with a |arge
nunber of people who are angry and upset. It's
part of the job. You're dealing wth angry, upset
people a | ot.

And you could well understand in the case of M.
Ander son why she in particular would be so upset;
after all, as you alluded to yesterday, the
crimnal justice systemhad used its full force
agai nst her in securing convictions agai nst her
for possession and eight counts of theft, but now
that she needed help fromthe crimnal justice
systemto try to put away soneone who had nearly
killed her the systemwasn't responding, so you
woul d agree that in her circunstances frustration
and anger would be a reasonable reaction, fair?
Yes, and that's a common reacti on when cases don't
proceed, absolutely.

Was that reaction of the victims conveyed to you
by anyone?

No. It's understandabl e, but not conveyed to ne.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Now, you've had to rely on your recollection in
answeri ng questions about your involvenent in this
file coupled with your review of avail able
material, including recently created material |ike
the transcript of Ms. Anderson, correct?

Yes.

And the Crown file itself has not been avail able
for your review?

It's ny understanding that it was destroyed.

| want to ask you sone questions about that. The
Cown file would have had your notes of the things
that you did on the file fromtine to tine,
correct?

Yes.

And your office's dealings on the file throughout
the course of the prosecution from March of 1997
to |late January 19987

Yes. The front of the file would have a record of
all the court proceedings, and in that file would
have been the Crown counsel -- report to Crown
counsel , correspondence, notes, everything
involving the file.

Cor respondence back and forth with defence counsel
on various issues?

Yes.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Notes to file made by you, paral egals or other
staff about things that were happening on the
file?

Yes.

Copi es of docunents?

Yes.

Al right. Shortly after February 5th you were
contacted in the wake of the search of Pickton's
resi dence and your recollection about that file,
the '97 file is sought. Can you please tell ne
how t hat occurred? What happened? What were you
asked for, and what happened, and what did you do?
M/ recollection is | was working in ny office and
a nessage cane in from Marg Ki ngsbury, who was
with the RCMP, wanting a brief explanation of what
happened in 1997. At that tinme | didn't know why
the informati on was being requested and didn't
gquestion it. | can renmenber -- nornmally what
woul d happen with a phone nessage, it would be
attached to a file and the file and phone nessage
woul d be brought to me so I would know what it was
about. At that tinme | was advised by a secretary
that they couldn't |ocate the 1997 file, but |
went ahead and prepared a brief explanation and

forwarded it on to Marg Kingsbury.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Let nme just stop you there. |Is that brief

expl anation the docunent at tab 20 or is it
sonet hi ng el se?

Let me have a look. It should be the docunent at
20, but let ne have a | ook. No, there's another
one. That's the one to Geoffrey Gaul. There was
anot her one to Marg Ki ngsbury, which you shoul d
have.

Well, perhaps I'Il --

| can give you the docunent nunber

Yes, please.

It's CGIB-001-000971

Thank you.

And | understand it's not in this binder, but I
may show it to you, if necessary.
If you wouldn't mnd. I'mat alittle bit of a

di sadvant age not having it in front of ne.

THE COM SSIONER: No, | agree with you. |If you're going to

MR.

VWARD:

Q

cross-exam ne on the docunent, it would be hel pful

to --

Perhaps ny friend M. -- perhaps ny friend M. Doust

can provide a copy to the witness. M.
Conmi ssi oner, we can nake photocopies |ater.
Is this letter dated February 6th, 2002, the

docunent you're referring to?
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes.

Let ne just read that out. It says:
Further to our conversation of today's date,
| have been advised by Kim Sund, a secretary
at our office that the CGown file for the
above case cannot be | ocated.
M/ recollection of the file is that the case
did not proceed because the conplai nant was a
drug addi ct who was using drugs around the
time of trial and was not in good enough
shape to testify. As she had stabbed the
accused, credibility was going to be an issue
in the trial.
Pl ease contact nme if you require anything
further.

That's the content of the response to M.

Ki ngsbury?

Yes, that's what | see here.

So that's February 6th, the day after the search

warrant was executed on Pickton's property,

correct?

" mnot sure of the dates. | know that | wote

this before | was aware of the arrest and before,

as you've described earlier, it becane very high

profile. So | don't know if the search warrant
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

was executed and then the charges were laid a day

later, but | know at the tinme | wote this I

wasn't aware of why it was required.

So the next thing that happens is that you wite

an e-mail to CGeoffrey Gaul and Peter Qul bransen,

both of the Mnistry of Attorney Ceneral, and

that's at tab 20; is that right?

Yes. Thank you.

And you add a little bit nore detail than your

letter to Ms. Kingsbury contained, correct?

Yes. Not nmuch, but a little nore, that's true.

And you say:
| amtold by Kim Sund of our office that the
Crown file cannot be located. This is
probably because if the file was not archived
it would likely have been destroyed by now.
The problens with the conpl ai nant and the
stay of proceedings were discussed with the
i nvestigating officer, Corporal M ke Connor
at the tinme and ny recollection is that the
Adm n. CGrown, R chard Ronmano was al so aware
of it.

Al right.

Now, that's part of it. The first part was:

This case was stayed because the conpl ai nant
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was using drugs around the tine of the trial
and was in no shape to testify. | did
interview her in advance of the trial date in
the presence of a Victim Service worker,
Roxanna Smth, and | determned that | could
not put her on the stand. As she had stabbed
the accused, credibility was going to be an
issue in the trial

That's the first part of that.

And just on Roxanna Smth for a nonent, if | can

pause with her, you've seen her interview

transcript of her interviewwth Don Celle,

correct?
| don't believe | was shown that. | don't --
don't think that was part of the material 1've

been provided wth.

She was with you and the conpl ai nant Anderson for
the duration of the neeting?

Yes, that's correct.

And | can show it to you, but Ms. Smth, |
understand from her transcript, has no
recollection of the conplainant falling asl eep or
noddi ng of f.

Al right. | haven't seen it, so --

In any event, comng back to this chain of events
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

surroundi ng the mssing or destroyed file, that's
what |'m focusing on now.

Al right.

By February 7th you're aware of the nedia furore
around the Pickton farm search?

| must have been because Geoff Gaul is our nedia
person, so it would have been that day, yes.

And then the day after that, if you turn to tab 3,
Peter Qul bransen apparently faxes Geoff Gaul a
39- page docunent. Do you see that?

Yes.

Now, Peter Gul bransen occupi es what post as of

t hat date?

He is a judge.

No, no, not today. As of February 8, 2002.

He was the regional.

Al right. Based in New Wst?

That's right.

Al right. Do you know where M. Cul bransen, as
he then was, obtained the records that were
attached to this fax? Were did he get them fronf
Wll, this is a problem and it's hearsay, and |
think -- | think I'"'mwong about this. M
recollection at the tinme was that Peter Qul bransen

had |l ocated a Victim Services file with the Crown
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

report init. That was what | thought, but I
think I'"mwong on that because ny understandi ng
is that our -- we do have the notes fromthe
police-based Victim Services file, but we don't
have the Crown-based one. So |I'mwong, but for
sone reason that was where | thought he got it.
The other source, and you'd have to ask M.

@Qul bransen this, is the report to CGrown counsel,
t he police should have -- they would have had it
at that time, and it may be that that's where it
canme from

Wl |, short answer is you don't know where M.
@ul bransen pul |l ed these docunents from - -

No.

-- correct?

No.

He m ght, but we'd have to ask hinf

Yes.

Al right. Tell you why |I'm asking you the source
and trying to get an explanation fromyou
respecting the destruction of the Crown file, is
that if you turn into these docunents to the fifth
page --

Yes.

-- you'll see a received stanp on the face of a
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docunent you referred to earlier, the one that

Ri chard Ronmano marked up by addi ng count nunber 4
in handwiting. Do you have that? It's part of
the report to Crown counsel.

That's right. Received by Port Coquitlam C own
Counsel .

And | suggest that that stanp and its presence on
this docunent woul d suggest that this woul d have
been retrieved from Port Coquitlam Crown Counsel
files, correct?

You would think so, unless -- and this is where
|"'mnot the best person to give this evidence. M
evidence is sinply I put the file in the system
and had nothing to do with the destruction or
anything to do with the physical file after that.
| am aware from speaking with ny counsel that
there will be evidence from another source as to
what happened with the file, so I'mnot the best
person to ask about that.

Vell, | wasn't aware of that, but | find that
interesting. But just on the destruction of the
file, you were told in February of 2002 by Kim
Sund that the file could not be |ocated, correct?
Yes. Now, at that point | didn't know that it had

been destroyed. | sinply knew that they coul dn't
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find it.

And with 15 years of Crown counsel work under your
belt you knew in February of 2002 pursuant to the
Crown counsel file retention policy that the file
shoul d be in existence and saved in archives,
correct?

|"mnot sure if | knew the policy specifically,
but serious files should be archived, yes.

This was a serious file?

Absol utely.

It was a red file?

That's right.

Dd that nean it was physically red?

Yeah. There's a red cover that's put on the files
that -- to alert people who handle that file that
it's nore serious and may require advance prep.
The Crown Counsel Policy Manual on file retention
appears at tab 27, and it seens crystal clear to
me that files like this one had to be preserved in
archives for 75 years, correct?

If you say that, 1'lIl agree, but that's not
sonmething |I'minvol ved wth.

Vll, don't take ny word for it. Let's turnto it
for a nonent, please.

Al right.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Tab 27. You're famliar with the CGrown Counse
Pol i cy Manual because you've worked with it for
the last, I don't know, 30 years, correct,
roughl y?

Yes, but not with necessarily parts of the policy
manual that don't concern ny day-to-day practice.
Let ne just -- let nme just wal k you through a few
portions of this and see if you agree with ny
suggest i on.

Al right.

It deals with docunent disposal and the
destruction of docunents held in Cown counsel
offices. You see that in the second box fromthe
top of the page?

Yes.

And soneone has gone to sone consi derabl e trouble
to create entries in the Crown Counsel Policy
Manual to govern how the Crown counsel of this
provi nce conduct their duties generally with
respect to the material covered by the policies,
right?

That's right, yes.

And you follow these, correct?

Yes.

Al right. Look at paragraph 3.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Those files to be set aside for archiva
review would fall into the follow ng
cat egori es,
and then |l et ne take you right down to (f).
Al'l serious personal injury offences as
defined in section 752 of the Crimnal Code.
Do you see that?
There's no question that that file should have
been archi ved.
Al right.
Yeah. No dispute there.
No di spute. 75 years, and that appears in
par agr aph 8?
Absol utely.
And, in fact, if you turn over the page, when you
| ook at the code definitions of serious persona
injury, all four of the offences with which M.
Pi ckton had been charged are set out in that I|ist,
aggravated assault, assault causing bodily harm

unl awf ul confinenent, and attenpted nurder,

correct?

Absol utely.

Ckay.

The file -- absolutely that file should not have
been destroyed. It should have been archived in
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conpliance with the policy.

So you're here, the Crown counsel giving evidence
on this inportant matter. Can you tell me why
that file was destroyed and when?

There's going to be evidence presented. W have
M . MacDonal d, Andrew MacDonal d, who is our
regional, who has prepared that part of -- he has
done the research into it. He has |ooked into the
docunments. He's put it all together. So | would

agree with you that that file should not have been

destroyed. It puts ne at a horrible disadvant age
that | don't have ny notes, | don't have precise
dates. It is, | can assure you, an awful position

to be testifying on events 14 years |later w thout
the benefit of ny notes and ny file. So I'm not
trying to duck the questions. |I'mjust trying to
tell you that fromwhat |'ve been told the
docunents with respect to that file destruction
have been | ocated and there will be evidence on
it. So Il'mprobably -- | agree with you totally
that file should not have been destroyed, but in
terns of the nmechanics and the docunents that

expl ain how that happened, |'m not the best person
to give that evidence.

Fair enough, and |I'm both interested and pl eased
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to hear that soneone will be comng to testify
about that matter, but let ne while | have you --
A well --
DOUST: She didn't say soneone would be comng to testify.
WARD: (h.
DOUST: That hasn't been determ ned.

WARD: |I'msorry. | maybe m sunder st ood.

% %33

DOUST: There's two ways that this can be done. One is by
affidavit, and the other is by a wi tness, and that
hasn't been determ ned as yet, so | wouldn't want
ny friend to make assunpti ons.

THE COW SSIONER: You're quite right.

MR. WARD: Al of this is news. | haven't been apprised of

t hese matters.
THE COW SSIONER: All right.
MR. WARD
Q Because | don't know what's happening, |let ne ask
you about anot her docunent in this brief, please,
and that is a handwitten docunent. Just if | may
have a nonment, M. Comm ssioner, | don't have the
tab noted. It's a handwitten list of files.
You' ve probably seen this, Ms. Connor.

A \Wiat tab is that, please?

Q I'mjust calling it up. Tab 19. There's a

t wo- page docunent at that tab. Can you expl ain,
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pl ease, what this is and if you know who nmade the
handwitten entries on this page and the next?

MR. DOUST: M. Conm ssioner, there will be evidence that this
is not the right docunent --

THE COW SSI ONER: Oh.

MR. DOUST: -- and there will be additional docunents. The
ri ght docunent will be produced, as will a nunber
of other docunents, with a full explanation for
what happened here in relation to the destruction
of the file. That affidavit is virtually ready, |
think, to be distributed, although |I have to check
with --

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. DOUST: -- M. Andrews about that.

THE COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

MR. DOUST: So, I'msorry, it's a bit msleading in the present
state, and | don't want ny friend to be msled
into thinking that is the appropriate docunent.

It isn't.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

MR. WARD: At the risk of sounding either |ike a broken record
or a whiner, I"'mvery concerned by that. 1've
been struggling with these docunents for over a
year trying to appreciate the rel evant evidence

with respect to these inportant issues. The issue
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of the stay of proceedings, the Ctown file has
al ways been near the top of our agenda. These
docunents woul d have been created and avail abl e
presunmably nore than a decade ago. Wy are they
only surfacing now in April of 2012? But 1'l

|l eave it at that.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR, WARD

Q Turn to the next page, please.

A |"msorry, are we still at tab 19?

Q W are. |'ve been given sone tine ago, and
comm ssion counsel has included it in this brief
presunmabl y because it bears sone rel evance on the
i ssue of destruction of records, a handwitten
list that appears to be a list of files. Can you
tell nme what this is and what it purports to set
out ?

A It's difficult for me. I'mcertainly quite happy

to answer your questions, but in terns of
preparation, | haven't been involved in the
preparation of the affidavit or the putting
together of the records to offer an explanation
for the destruction of the file. That's not --
not what |'ve been involved in. As ny counsel has

indicated, there will be evidence about that, so |
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think ny evidence isn't really all that hel pful on
t hese points.

Thank you, but your counsel has carefully said
that the evidence may not cone in the formof a
live witness, and since you're the only wtness
|"ve got at the nonent, let nme ask you a few
guestions that | believe you can answer about this
page.

Ch, all right.

The nunbers on the |left-hand side would correspond
with Port Coquitlamfile nunbers, | suggest?

| woul d have no reason to dispute that. They | ook
like file nunbers, yes.

And 52808 in the mddle of the page with the
surnanme "Pickton, Robert attenpt nurder" is a
reference to that Port Coquitlamfile?

| would have no reason to doubt that.

Wll, you know it to be the case, don't you?
Vll, | can't renenber specifically the file
nunber, but --

Al right.

|"mnot disputing that it is. | just -- | didn't

make the record, so --
Al right. And just looking at the |list of nanes,

"' m not asking you to repeat any of them but

56



© 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

MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

given that you were senior trial counsel in the
office at the tinme, you recogni ze those as nanes
of accused with respect to Port Coquitlamfiles in
the CGrown counsel office?

| can't dispute that they are. |In terns of any
nanes on that list that | specifically recall,
can't say that | do. | have no reason to doubt
that they're nanes of accused from Port Coquitlam
Let ne explain for a nonent the preface to ny next
guestion. The assunption |'m operating under and
i ndeed the difficulty, which I expect you woul d
appreciate as a |l awer yourself, these docunents
have been delivered as disclosure to ne in
connection with the issue of the destruction of
the CGown file and offered to ne by way of sone
expl anation. Al right?

Al right.

On that basis, if we accept that as a prem se for
the nonent, you would agree with nme that the file
"52808 Pickton, Robert attenpt nurder” with the
asterisk beside it stands out |like a sore thunb on
this list not only because it's got the asteri sk,
but because all of the other files are clearly of

the | ess serious variety, correct?

M . Conmm ssioner --
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THE COW SSI ONER:  Don't answer that.

MR. DOUST: Just before she answers that, what's happened here
is when we requested the docunents for an
expl anation as to the file destruction, this is
what we were provided wwth. Now, there's been a
change in relation to the person that we're
dealing wth.

THE COW SSI ONER: Provided wth by whonf?? By whont?

MR. DOUST: By the Attorney General's departnent.

THE COW SSI ONER: Oh.

MR. DOUST: And there's been a change in the person we're

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

dealing with, and we requested the new person to
prepare everything so that he could submt an
affidavit of full explanation. He discovered,
anong ot her things, that the face -- the front
page that we nmade di sclosure of that we thought
was the correct one is not the correct one. He

al so discovered that this page is not on a stand-
al one basis. There were 71 boxes of files al
destroyed at that tinme, and we have the conplete
list so that the position of M. Pickton's file in
relation to the whole of the files that were
destroyed at that tinme can be | ooked at and
assessed. It's not a one-page situation. So |I'm

going to suggest that it's not fruitful to pursue
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that with this witness. | don't know that she
even knew that. And, finally, | would like to say
that the witness who has now taken over -- sorry,

t he person who has now taken over |ooking after
the issue of file destruction has determ ned that
on the original file there is no asterisk, that
that was placed there by the person who first put
t his package together, and we have the origina

W thout any asterisk on it, and it's in the
package of all of the files that were destroyed at
that tinme.

THE COW SSI ONER:  And where is that now?

MR. DOUST: Al of that will be disclosed in the affidavit wth
t he docunents annexed to it wth copies for
everyone.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. DOUST: W did our best on disclosure. W requested it.
can't go look for it. | have to rely on other
peopl e.

THE COW SSI ONER: No. Okay. M. Ward.

MR. WARD: Well, that explanation is entirely unacceptable, in
nmy respectful submssion. W're dealing here with
the office of the Attorney General of British
Col unbia Crim nal Justice Branch, Canada's nost

serious serial nurder case. This inquiry has been
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

in force since the fall of 2010, and on this

i nportant issue, paragraph 4(b) of the terns of
reference, only hearing about this now, not yet
having the affidavit or related docunents yet, is

entirely unacceptable, M. Conmm ssioner.

THE COW SSI ONER: Wl |, you know, | -- there's nothing | can

do about it. You know, | agree with you. You're
entitled to these docunents. They haven't been
produced. And keep in mnd that a ot of this,
regrettably, is not perfect because of the |ength
of time we're going back. But, in any event, it's
beyond ny control. | agree with you that this is
sonet hing that you obviously need. An explanation
has been given by counsel. | have no reason not
to accept that, so -- in any event, we'll take the

nor ni ng br eak.

Thank you.
THE REGQ STRAR:  The hearing will now recess for 15 m nutes.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 11:05 A M.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RECONVENED AT 11:27 A . N.)

THE REA STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.

M. Comm ssioner, if | may just before M. Gatl

starts. The present exhibit at tab 19 of the
bookl et, which is the one page list of files, is a

bit of a problem because it has the nanes of the
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

i ndi vidual s involved, and ny concern is that if it
remai ns that way those nanmes may becone avail abl e
to the public. One of the reasons it's taken us
the | ast few days, the people that are responsible
for this portion of our case spent considerable
time blacking out the names on page after page
after page of the files that were destroyed at
that tine. So I'd like to ask, if | may, please,
if the comm ssion could arrange to have the nanes
bl acked out on this page --

COW SSI ONER: Who are these peopl e?

DOUST: -- on the exhibit.

These are persons whose files were archived.

COW SSI ONER: Ch.

DOUST: (O, sorry, were destroyed. And we don't want to
make public this information in terns of those
i ndi vi dual s.

COW SSI ONER: Ckay.

DOUST: And | can assure you that on the new |ist we' ve
taken the tinme and pains to delete or blacken the
nanmes on all of the pages.

COW SSIONER: Al'l right. Anybody have any objections to
that? Al right.

DOUST: O course, counsel have themas well but are bound

by undertakings and I'm sure would not allow them
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to be made public.
THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you. M. Gatl.
MR. GRATL: M. Comm ssioner, Jason Gatl appearing on behalf

of affected individuals and communities in the

Downt own Eastside. In your March 2nd ruling on

di scl osure in respect of the Crimnal Justice

Branch you had this to say:
The Comm ssion has al ready served a sunmons
on the Crimnal Justice Branch to produce all
rel evant docunents and material under its
possession or control. | am advised that the
docunments related to the investigation were
destroyed in June 2000 pursuant to the
Branch's docunent retention policy. | am
advi sed that counsel for the Crimnal Justice
Branch will be providing additional
di scl osure which will be nade available to
partici pants through Concordance.

And with those words you dism ssed M. Ward's

application for an order conpelling production of

the Crimnal Justice Branch's docunents.

THE COM SSIONER: | think --
MR. GRATL: | believe --
THE COM SSIONER: -- we dismissed his application on that.

MR. GRATL: That's correct. Wth those words, with that
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description you dism ssed or declined to make an

order as requested by M. Ward for --

THE COW SSI ONER:  Wasn't there an order made? M. Vertlieb,

are you able to help us out on this?

MR. VERTLIEB: Not at this nonent in tinme. | just -- |'mjust

listening to M. Gatl now, and | haven't -- |
just haven't heard about this, so | can't help you

ri ght now.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

| think in light of the untinely disclosure of new
docunments yesterday evening, in light of the
revel ati ons brought to our attention by M. Doust
today, revelations that affect, if he's correct,
the accuracy or reliability of docunents that have
al ready been delivered, | think the tinme has cone,
M. Comm ssioner, to revisit this aspect of your
di scl osure order, and in that vein |I'm making
application for an order conpelling the Crimna
Justice Branch to deliver within three days all
rel evant docunents and "will says" inits
possessi on and control dealing with the terns of

r ef er ence.

THE COM SSIONER: Wl |, | thought that had al ready been done

in any event. | thought the branch had agreed to

do that in any event. |Is that not so?
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MR. GRATL: Yes, but --

MR. DOUST: Weé've been served --

THE COWMM SSI ONER:  Sorry?

MR. DOUST: We've been served with a subpoena in that regard as
wel | .

THE COM SSI ONER: Yes. (kay.

MR. GRATL: Yes, M. Conm ssioner. | have not seen the
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MR. GRATL:

MR. GRATL:

subpoena. | don't know the terns of the subpoena.
And al so, it does not appear on the face of it
that there was any tine limt attached to the
subpoena, and in that regard -- and |' m not
finding fault with M. Doust here. He says that
ot her people are to blanme, in effect, if I

under stood his subm ssions correctly, but to nake
it clear that an obligation exists to nake

di sclosure in a tinmely manner |1'm asking that an
order be issued innmedi ately requiring production
of all docunents in the possession and control of

the CIB --

THE COW SSI ONER:  No, | under st and.

-- within three days. Wthin -- | nean, these

w tnesses are on the stand now, and docunents are

trickling in.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

And we're in md-cross of a key w tness whose
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presence on the stand has been contenpl ated since
this conm ssion of inquiry was created by
order-in-council. W're under significant tine
pressure, and w tnesses shouldn't have to be
recalled. The obligation to produce docunents in
a tinely fashion needs to be specifically defined
and time limted, in ny submssion, M.

Conmi ssi oner .

THE COW SSIONER: |' m synpathetic to what you're saying,

MR. GRATL:

except that do you need an order if a subpoena has

al ready been served?

Apparent|y.

THE COW SSIONER:  Well, M. Doust has told ne that -- so,

MR. DQUST:

okay, tell me what you're doing about this.

Vell, if ny friend is addressing the issue of the

docunents relative to the destruction of the file,
| think I've put the position before you, M.

Conmi ssioner. W have done everything we can
since we discovered the error relative to those
docunents to at the earliest possible tinme get the
ri ght docunents, get themall redacted and get
them put into an affidavit form and I'll have

that after | unch.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Ckay.

MR. DQUST:

It's the best we can do.
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THE COMM SSIONER:~ All ri ght .

MR.

DOUST: W are aware, and we are trying to -- we're doing
our best, if | can put it that way, to abide by
the terns of the summons. | appreciate the
difficulties ny friend has. There often are
difficulties. It's like M. Ward -- | found out
yesterday for the first tine there was sone kind
of an expert report. W're all doing our best,

M . Comm ssi oner.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes. Al right.

MR. GRATL: Wth the greatest of respect, M. Comm ssioner, it

does not appear -- | nean, M. Doust may be doing
his best, but it doesn't appear as though in the
background the team he's working with are in all
respects doing their best. On its face that does
not appear to be the case. And so |I'm asking not
just respect -- with respect to these 71 boxes of
docunments that were destroyed but with respect to
everything in the Crimnal Justice Branch's
control that is relevant to the terns of
reference, that those materials be produced wthin
three days. And that mght be a ot of work for
the Crimnal Justice Branch, and they m ght have
to stay up late, but that ought to be done, and it

ought to be done in a tinely fashion.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.
M5. NARBONNE: Suzette Narbonne, counsel for the aboriginal

interests. Just one point slightly different but
on this topic. W too prepare fromthe docunents
we have. To find out today that a docunent we
have that we've used to prepare with is conpletely
irrelevant or largely irrelevant is surprising to
us, and to find out that there's further evidence
comng that ny friend nmust have known about before
this norning but not told us it was even comng is
di sappointing to us. W would like to know,

t hough, before we begin our cross if there are

ot her docunments that we should be ignoring in his
bi nder that has been provided to us, and maybe

there are.

THE COMWM SSI ONER: (Ckay. M. Doust.
MR. DQUST: Not that |'maware of, M. Comm ssi oner.
THE COWMM SSI ONER: Ckay.

| think it's ny turn to resume ny cross.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

Thank you.
Q Just before | |eave the issue of docunent

retention and/or destruction --

MR. GRATL: M. Comm ssioner, in the interests of tine, |I'm

asking for a ruling on that application.
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THE COW SSIONER: Wl I, 1'll make the order, but | don't want
to be in a position where nobody's able to conply
with the order. Your request is reasonable.
agree with that.

MR. GRATL: Well, if the order is nade and the CIJB is unable to
satisfy it within three days, they can return and
ask for nore tine and explain why nore tine is
necessary.

THE COW SSIONER:  All right. 1Is that fair?

MR. DOQUST: Yes.

THE COW SSIONER: | want to be fair here to both sides. |
understand that in inquiries the conditions are
| ess than perfect. That's an understatenent.
We're all scurrying around to find these
docunents, and |I'm sure that everybody's trying to
do their best, but before | start making orders
that are unenforceable through no one's fault, |
want to make sure it's a realistic order.

MR. DOUST: M. Conmm ssioner, ny understandi ng and ny
instructions are that we have now nade avail abl e
everything that could be arguably relevant to the
matter before you.

THE COW SSI ONER: Everyt hi ng has been nade avail abl e?

MR. DOUST: Yes, with the exception of the affidavit in

relation to the destruction of docunents. There
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is one nore "will say" statenment to cone.

THE COW SSI ONER:  One nore?

MR. DQUST:

"WIIl say". And I'll have that probably by
Thursday. |'msorry, Friday.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. GRATL:

| take it from M. Doust's coments that, in fact,
a three-day deadline is feasible, and so I'mstil
asking for that order to be issued, M.

Conm ssi oner .

THE COW SSI ONER: Wl |, apparently all of the -- all of the

MR. GRATL:

material that you asked for has already been
pr oduced.

M. Conm ssioner, under the circunstances, we've
had many assurances, and now we have doubts
expressed by M. Doust about whether certain
menbers of the team he's been working with in the

past --

THE COW SSI ONER: No, no, no.

MR. GRATL:

-- disclosed all the information or adulterated
sone of the docunents, and | think an order under
these circunstances is appropriate to clear the
air and make sure that everybody within the
Crimnal Justice Branch is aware of their |ega

obl i gati ons.

THE COW SSI ONER: You know what, |'msure they are, but M.
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Doust tells nme that some of the material that
you' ve asked ne about has al ready been produced
for you. |Is that not so?

MR. GRATL: Can | say this, M. Conm ssioner?

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Yes.

MR. GRATL: |'ve seen sone of this material.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Sorry?

MR. GRATL: Sone of the material produced is material fromthe
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MR. GRATL:

Pickton trial, material produced by the Ritchie
teamin an attenpt to undermne the credibility of
Anderson as a witness, who testified at the
prelim The counterpart docunents fromthe CJB,

t he docunents produced by the Crown to defend
their own w tness, Anderson, when they wanted her
to testify to help put M. Pickton behind bars,

t hose docunents have not been produced, so | would
respectfully request an order, tine limted,
requiring the production of all rel evant

docunents.

THE COW SSI ONER: | want to nmake sure that those docunents --

there are such docunents in existence.

And |' m suggesting, M. Conm ssioner, as | haven't

seen the terns of any subpoena -- | know M. Ward
asked for the subpoenas to be circul ated, but they

weren't circulated to all participants.
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Particularly, |I haven't received a copy of them
And |'masking for an order requiring CIB to

produce --

THE COMM SSI ONER: You know what, | amgoing to let you and M.

Doust neet during the noon hour, because he's just
told ne that all the docunents that you're asking
for have al ready been produced. You tell ne that
they haven't. You know, | think the two of you
need to get together and find out what has been
produced and what hasn't been produced. |'m not

going to get involved --

MR. GRATL: | don't want --

THE COMM SSIONER:  Just a mnute. |'mnot going to get
involved in a he said/you said at this stage. So
why don't you neet during the noon hour and tel
me at 1:45 what docunents haven't been produced
and I'Il nake an appropriate order.

MR. GRATL: | take it then you're dism ssing ny application?

THE COM SSIONER:  |I'mnot dism ssing the application. Can you

not listen to ne? What | said to you is that M.
Doust has told nme that all the material that

you' ve asked for has been produced. You tell ne
it hasn't. So can you tell nme -- can you not get
together and talk about it and tell me what you

need and what he can produce? |'mprepared to
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make the order.

MR. GRATL: Wy don't, M. Comm ssioner, why don't you just
make the order and then we'll find out whether --

THE COMWM SSI ONER: Wl |, because you're at | oggerheads wth one
another. He tells nme that everything that you' ve
asked for has been produced, you tell me it
hasn't, so doesn't it nmake sense for the two of
you to get together and talk about this? |If you
can't, I'll make the order. Al right?

MR. GRATL: | have your -- | understand what you're saying, M.
Commi ssi oner .

THE COW SSI ONER: Yeah. | nean, if you can -- | don't know
who' s accurate and who isn't.

MR. GRATL: | think I understand what you're saying, M.
Commi ssi oner .

THE COMWM SSI ONER: Yeah. | nean, tell ne what you need, and
"1l make the appropriate order.

MR. GRATL: Al right.

THE COM SSIONER: He tells ne it's already been produced. You
tell nme it isn't.

MR. GRATL: Well, what |I'msaying --

THE COMM SSIONER: I n any event --

MR. GRATL: -- the subpoena was served. | don't know when.
The docunents aren't being produced. They're

trickling in at a late date.
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THE COW SSI ONER:  Yeah.

MR. GRATL: And | can't have any confidence based on what M.
Doust has been saying --

THE COMWM SSI ONER:  Ckay. No, no, |'ve heard you.

MR. GRATL: -- that docunents are being produced in an
appropriate fashion and that peopl e understand
their obligations. | nean, people within the CIB
apparently sonehow or sonebody within the Attorney
Ceneral 's office is making marki ngs on docunents
before they're being disclosed. | just find that
extrenely troubling --

THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.

MR. GRATL: -- evidence. |It's even nore troubling comng from
M. Doust rather than -- and in these kinds of
circunstances it's just ordinary --

THE COW SSI ONER:  Yeah. Look --

MR. GRATL: ~-- ordinary for a kind of security order to go out
to make sure that everybody understands that
they're to do what you asked themto do. Here's a
situation where CJB, a participant in these
proceedi ngs, is not doing what you've asked them
to do, and I"'masking you to reaffirmwth clarity
what their obligations are, and you' re saying talk
to M. Doust. M. Conmm ssioner, that's not what |

asked for.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

THE COW SSI ONER: No.

MR. GRATL:

"I'l sit down.

THE COW SSIONER: M. Gatl, what |'msaying to you is that |

MR. GRATL:

don't quite frankly know what has been produced
and what hasn't. | can't nmake an order in a
vacuum Do you not understand that? Tell ne what
hasn't been produced, not just they haven't
produced this and they haven't -- tell nme what it
is, specify what you need, and |I'I|l make the
appropriate order. He tells ne that everything
has been produced. So am | supposed to nedi ate

this dispute between the two of you?

Yes, M. Comm ssi oner.

THE COW SSI ONER: Wl | - -

MR. GRATL:

But I'lIl sit down at this point.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Let's get on with the cross-

MR. WARD

exam nati on.

will. And I've listened with interest. Let ne
just, if | may, add one conmment to what's been
said. W, and M. Chantler, ny associate, in
particul ar, specified the docunents that didn't
exi st when we brought an application for an order
that they be conpelled. W didn't get that order,
and now here we are sone tine later, alnost two

nont hs, | abouring under the sane difficulties
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we' ve been | abouring under since this hearing
began, and |I'mreally disappointed in that, but

|'ve said that before.

THE COM SSIONER: Wl l, 1've said that everything that's

rel evant ought to be produced. 1've nmade that
order. kay. Let's get on with the cross-

exam nati on.

Yes. Thank you.
Q And, Ms. Connor, I'mstill at tab 19 of the

binder. | just have a few nore questions before |
| eave this issue. Second page. Do you recognize
the handwiting of the person who created this
[ist of files?

No, | don't.

Al right. And you would agree with nme that the
Pickton file, nunber 52808, is the only file on
this list of offences that was a file that should
have been archived for 75 years pursuant to the
Crown counsel policy? It just appears that is so
on the face of it, correct?

Vll, the difficulty that | have with that is
there mght be files with special circunstances
that | can't tell fromthis list. It may very
wel |l be that you're quite correct, but | don't

want to agree w thout know ng the background of
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

the other files. But | would agree that the
charges do not appear to be as serious as the
attenpt nurder

All right. And in the tinme period in guestion
from 1997 to 2002, your office, the Crown counsel
office in Port Coquitlam was creating docunents
with a computer and Wbrd program ng prograns,
correct?

| can't specifically recall when we started using
conputers to produce informations and docunents,
but that may very well be correct.

Vll, here's the question. In the aftermath of
the Pickton farm search when your assistant | ooked
for the file, she was | ooking for the physica
file of paper docunents, right?

That was ny under standi ng, yes.

And she couldn't find it?

That's right.

Has anybody, to your knowl edge, in the Crown's

of fice gone to the conmputers 2002 or thereafter to
get the files that were stored on the conputer in
hard drive format that would reveal notes to file,
correspondence, court docunents and the |ike?

Not that I'maware of. Wat | can tell you is

that we now have a JUSTIN systemthat woul d
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

contain all of that. | don't think we had that in
1997, and | wouldn't be the person to ask whet her
others did a conputer search

And M. Andrew MacDonald and M. Neil WMacKenzie of
the Crimnal Justice Branch are sitting in the
gal l ery today?

That's correct.

Al right. And so by putting this question to you
|"msure they're going to hear it. | would |ike
you to in comunication with your counsel address
the issue of whether the hard drives on the
conmputers in the Port Coquitlam Crown Counsel

of fice were searched for the remmants of the
files, the Pickton file for 1997 that was created
there and include that in the material, responsive
material that we're apparently getting at sone
poi nt .

| can certainly put that request in through

counsel. M. Doust |'msure has heard that.
Thank you.
Excuse nme, can | leave it between -- for M. Doust

to take care of that or --
|"mquite confident that will be fine.
Thank you.

Now, did you neet Ms. Anderson again when she cane
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out to the Port Coquitlam courtroomon April the
14th, 2003, to testify at Robert Pickton's
prelimnary inquiry into the 27 nurder counts or
however many murder counts there were at that
time?

No, | didn't.

You didn't see her in the halls or in the

bui | di ng?

| m ght have passed her, but | don't recall seeing
her .

It is the case then and during the period covered
by this inquiry, 1997 to 2002, that the Crown
counsel offices were located in the Port Coquitlam
Provincial Court building, correct?

Ch, that's correct, and they still are.

And the fact that the prelimnary inquiry of

Pi ckton on the murder counts was occurring in your
building in 2003 was well known within the office
and created quite a buzz there?

Yes, | would agree with that.

But you didn't go into the courtroom and watch on
April 14th, 2003, while Ms. Anderson gave her
testi nony?

No, | did not.

Dd you play any role in that proceeding as C own
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counsel ?

No, I wasn't involved in that.

Did you have any consultations with the Crown
counsel handling the Pickton prelimnary inquiry
in 2003 with respect to how they had procured the
attendance of Ms. Anderson as one of the w tnesses
they offered to prove the case on the prelimnary
inquiry?

| did have discussions with M. Jack Baragar. M.
Baragar was the prosecutor who led Ms. Anderson's
evi dence. The discussions | had with himare
because M. Baragar and | are worknmates and |
woul d consider hima friend. | also fromtine to
time woul d have discussions wwth M ke Petrie not
as being involved in the file but as a friend.

And based on those di scussions what did you |earn
with respect to how it was that the Cown was able
in 2002 -- 2003, pardon ne, April 2003 to
facilitate Ms. Anderson testifying at the
prelimnary inquiry on behalf of the Crown?

| did have a discussion with M. Baragar about
that. I'ma little unconfortable because this is
hearsay from M. Baragar to the best of ny
recollection, and he would be the best person to

ask, but ny understanding was that even then when
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she came in for an interview she wasn't in great
shape. M/ understanding was that there were two
police officers that brought her in and that they
took her away to a hotel for a night and -- to get
her -- to get her in shape to testify, that the
police helped himwith that, and that what M.
Baragar told nme to the best of ny recollection was
that he was really worried about whether he was
going to be able to put her on the stand, but the
police took her away and did sonething, so she was
able to testify. Now, like | say, the best

evi dence on that would cone from M. Baragar.
That's ny best recollection of ny conversation
with him

Fair enough. And I'd be nore than happy to have
M. Baragar explain it, but what you've just
related you woul d agree is consistent with well -
establ i shed practice within the prosecution ranks
of Crown counsel in this province with respect to
the handling and, if necessary, the rehabilitation
of Crown wi tnesses who m ght have substance abuse
or addiction problens, isn't it?

Well, there's a couple of things that are
inmportant here. One is ny understanding is that

her drug usage was much, nmuch, nuch reduced from
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what it had been in 1997. That's really

i nportant.

Well, how do you know that? Are you a doctor?
No, but | know from what M. Baragar told ne was
that her drug usage was nmuch |less, and | believe
if you go through all the docunentation of things
that she's told officers that her drug usage went
way down, and ny understanding, and again it's
hearsay, is that she's drug-free today. She's
recovered conpletely.

M. -- sorry. o ahead.

But, again, M. Baragar, you could certainly have
a conversation wi th him about what she told him
about her drug usage. Now, the other thing too is
you' re suggesting that it was the CGrown that did
that. It wasn't. It was the police.

No, | wunderstand.

M . Baragar, from ny understanding, didn't do
that. It was the police that took her away and
hel ped.

Let nme just address a couple of aspects of your
answer, if I may. First of all, M. Baragar
wasn't involved with you in 1997 and, therefore,
was in no position to assess the degree to which

Ms. Anderson may or may not have been inpaired by
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drug addiction, correct?

| would disagree. | would agree with you that he
wasn't involved in 1997, but he had prepared the
witness to give evidence and was aware of her
background, and | believe it was her statenent
that she gave that her drug usage was much, nuch
less, and that's ny recollection of what M.
Baragar told nme. But, again, he would be the best
person to ask about that.

Thank you. And the second point is that Crown
counsel , based on your own experience and

know edge, work together with police officers,
including the ROWP, in the course of preparing
cases for trial, correct?

Wrk together, yes. You prepare W tnesses.

Yes. And it is a well-established and conmmon
practice for Crown counsel to enlist the

assi stance of the police, including the RCMP, to
manage w tnesses to address any issues of
rehabilitation prior to trial in terns of their
physical condition and to ensure that they testify
and are in a condition to testify, right?

| wouldn't really agree with that. That's a
police responsibility. The CGown is not in a

position to get drugs for people or to force
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people into rehab centres. In this particular
case, fromwhat | understand, it was the police
that assisted. But the Crown -- that's not

sonet hing that the C own does.

And you've seen -- just com ng back to the Pickton
prelimnary inquiry in 2003, there were, according
to sone of the nmaterial, 85 w tnesses, and you
know fromthe fact the inquiry was occurring in
your building that many of the civilian w tnesses
were drug addicted or had substance abuse issues,
people like Lynn Ellingsen, for exanple, correct?
| wasn't all that famliar with the file. |
wasn't one of the Grown involved init. M

knowl edge of it would have only cone through

di scussions with Mke Petrie and with M. Baragar.
| don't nmean to be difficult, but I wouldn't have
personal know edge about that. But | -- if you
say that there were people there with drug
problens, I'"'mnot in a position to agree or

di sagree. | wouldn't have any know edge of that.
But you know from your discussions with the Crown
counsel handling the case then that they were
dealing with a roster of w tnesses that included
many | ess savory characters involved in the

underworl d and drug activities and that they had
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

nonet hel ess nmanaged to facilitate their attendance
at trial for the purpose of giving testinony for
the CGrown -- pardon nme, at the prelimnary inquiry
for the purpose of giving testinony for the Crown,
correct?

| woul dn't disagree that that happened, but |
couldn't agree either because | don't have
personal know edge.

Fair enough. Thank you. 1'd like to show you on
this sane point a copy of a docunent that's been
prepared by Dennis Murray, QC. |'m passing three

copi es of that up.

Vll, M. Comnm ssioner --
THE COW SSI ONER:  Yes.

M. Comm ssioner, this is a report prepared at the

instigation of ny friend, and it second-guesses
conpletely the role of the prosecutor in this
case, and it crosses the lines set out by the
Court of Appeal in the Davies case. | don't know
if you've had an opportunity to see the letter

that | directed to your attention.

THE COW SSI ONER: | haven't seen it at all.

directed a letter to your attention where |
spell ed out what | perceive, with respect, to be

ny position relative to what is appropriate and
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MR. DQUST:

MR. DQUST:

MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

what is not appropriate bearing in mnd the
constitutional principle of independence of the
Crown, and there are significant limtations put
on a comm ssion like this one, in ny subm ssion,
by the judgnent of the Court of Appeal wth
respect to second-guessing the exercise of

di scretion by the CGtown. Wat is not appropriate,
it is crystal clear, in ny submssion, is

second- guessi ng that.

THE COW SSI ONER: No, we know that the lawis quite clear. It

comes down from Krieger in the Suprene Court of
Canada and al so the Court of Appeal in Davies,

whi ch cones fromthe Frank Paul Inquiry. So |
understand what the lawis, but I"'mnot in a
position where | can say the letter fromM. -- is

it Murray? 1Is it Dennis Mirray?

Yes.
THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. | haven't seen it.
No, | understand, but I'mgoing to ask that before

any use is made of it you have the opportunity to
see it and you hear ne and whoever else wants to
speak to the issue of what use could be nade or

could not be nade --

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

- of that report.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay. Wo --

MR. DOUST: | would ask you -- perhaps comm ssion counsel could
provide you with the letter that | forwarded to
you on April the 10th of this year and you have an
opportunity to look at that.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Who asked M. Murray to do the report?

MR. DOUST: M. Ward.

THE COW SSI ONER: Oh.

MR. DOUST: That's the report that | adverted to when we had
all the discussion about disclosure. | don't want
to get enbroiled in those issues for the nonent,
but that's the report | said that we only -- |
only becane aware of yesterday of its existence
and got a copy of it last night.

THE COM SSI ONER: When did M. Murray prepare the report?

MR, DOUST: | don't know. It's not -- | can't tell you.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Doesn't anybody know?

MR. WARD: Ch, | didn't know the question was addressed to ne.
Let ne explain the circunstances. And ny |earned
friend M. Doust was m staken in one of his
comrents about this report, but here's what
happened. W were advised sone tine ago that a
| awyer nanmed Don Cel |l e had been retained by
comm ssion counsel to prepare for the comm ssion's

consi deration an expert opinion on the issues
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

rai sed by paragraph 4(b) of the terns of

reference. |In the course of a great deal of
correspondence outside of the hearing room between
me and ot her counsel on that issue | advised al
counsel that | was in the process, and this was
February 9th, 2012, | was in the process of
retaining an expert to address whatever M. Celle
m ght offer in the way of his opinion and to
address the issue raised by paragraph 4(b) of the
terns of reference. Subsequently, and | don't
have the date at ny fingertips, we |earned, |

| earned that a report would not be forthcom ng
fromM. Celle. By then | had retained M.

Murray, who, by the way, is, of course, a well-
known former senior Crown counsel who practises
now in Victoria and | believe practised nost of
his career there. And | advised M. Mirray of
that fact and that | nonethel ess sought his

opi nion to address the vacuum created by the
absence of the Celle opinion. M. Mirray

undert ook that assignnent on behalf of -- well, to
assi st the conmm ssion, and he nakes it clear in
his report that he did so out of a sense of public
duty, not with any great desire to get involved in

this matter, but out of a sense that given his
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

experience he had sonme significant contribution to
make, he thought, and he provided that to ne
yesterday norning. | nentioned yesterday norning
| had the report in hand, that | was experiencing
difficulty with ny e-mail program so hadn't yet
circulated it.

THE COW SSI ONER: So you just got it?

MR. WARD: So | got it yesterday norning and delivered it |ater
in the day yesterday, | think before noon.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

MR. WARD: But that's -- that's the genesis of the docunent.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. WARD: And | amtendering it now. | wll seek to have it
mar ked as an exhibit. M friend M. Doust and
anyone el se who wants |'m sure could question M.
Murray on its contents in the usual course if that
were deenmed advisable, and | do maintain that this
report will be of significant assistance to the
conmm ssi on.

THE COW SSI ONER: That's not the position -- that's not the
objection here. The objection is that the
contents of the report and certain opinions
contained therein offend the rule set out by the
Court of Appeal in the Davies case and it's

contrary to the law. So | don't know. That's
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

what M. Doust --

MR. WARD: understand that to be the objection voiced now. |
entirely disagree with that.

THE COMM SSIONER: | ' m sure.

MR WARD: [|I'mfamliar with the Davies case. But | do agree

that it is a matter of substance that should be
addressed by full argunment at the appropriate
time, so | would suggest that we defer any such
argunent to a later date on the adm ssibility of
the report. And as you well know, M.

Conmi ssioner, it may be, and |'m not concedi ng
this point for a nonent, but it may be that a
paragraph or a sentence mght run afoul of the
tests set out in Davies, and you as conm ssi oner
can certainly di sabuse your mnd of that and
recei ve the bal ance of the opinion. That is one

of many alternatives open to you.

THE COMM SSIONER:~ All ri ght .

MR. WARD

But | intend, regardl ess of the objection nade now,

to question this w tness about the concepts
contained in the opinion and to characterize them
if necessary and appropriate, as what | expect M.
Murray would say in the event he testifies on

t hese i ssues.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay.
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MR. DQUST:

MR. DQUST:

MR. DQUST:

MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

M. Conmm ssioner, | think ny friend has it right,

that is to say, | don't object to the entirety of

the report.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

There are criticisnms in the report of the RCW,

there are criticisns in the report of the Victim
Services people, but there's a clear nessage in
that report, nanely that M. Mirray, who's

experi enced Crown counsel, would have handled this
case in a different way and |likely would have cone
to a different conclusion with respect to the
exercise of Crown discretion, and it's that
portion of the report, and if we defer this to
deal with it, I wll scrutinize the report in such
a way as to show you with precision what it is
that | object to and what it is that | do not

obj ect to.

THE COW SSIONER:  |s there any objection to the report being

filed and nyself -- and | woul d di sabuse ny m nd
of those portions of the report that are offensive

to the rule set out in Davies?

No. O course you have to read the report.

THE COM SSIONER: Ch, | see. (Qbviously I'mspeaking in a

vacuum | haven't seen it.

Yes. No, no, | have no objection to that. It's a
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

guestion of whether that report goes in as an
exhibit inits entirety or not, nunber one, and,
nunber two, whether it's made use of for what |

perceive to be the prohibited purpose.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Thank you.

MR. DOQUST: That's where | am

THE COW SSI ONER: M. Vertlieb.

MR. VERTLI EB:

Yes. Thank you. | saw this report late
yesterday, and we arranged to nake a copy for you,

and there's one on your desk now.

THE COMM SSIONER:~ All ri ght .

MR. VERTLI EB:

And you'll have that at the lunch hour. It's 18
pages. M. Ward is correct in what he's been
saying to you. He did nention that he was
considering this, and that was sone tinme ago.

It's hel pful information. It has factual
comentary that you've already heard nmuch about.
The report is of help to you in terns of
understandi ng the events. And as | was listening
to both M. Ward and M. Doust speak it did occur
to ne that you could use the report for the
benefit it offers you and knowi ng that you're able
to sort out the subtlety between fact finding and
second- guessing, and you are, as you' ve already

said, fully apprised of the law. So | think it's
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

sonet hi ng we can work through.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. VERTLIEB: But on bal ance we are of the view that this is a
hel pful piece of work for the job that you've been
asked to do.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. VERTLIEB: And | think that's at the core of what |'m
hearing in terns of your --

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. VERTLIEB: -- work here.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

MR. VERTLIEB: But it is on your desk now You'll need sone
time to consider it. Now, having said that, it
seens to ne that we should just continue with M.
Connor. W're going to be here tonorrow with her,
obvi ously, and perhaps first thing in the norning
there could be argunent. | agree conpletely with
M. Ward about the need to have a full argunment on
it. He's absolutely right. And you can then deal
with it and we can nove on to conclude Ms. Connor.
So we have tinme tonorrow.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay. Thank you.

MR. VERTLIEB: One thing, just while I'"'mon ny feet, | wouldn't
m nd everyone telling us about their tine

estimates, but not now If you would tell us at
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MR. DQUST:

MR. VERTLI EB:

MR. VERTLI EB:
MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

t he noon-hour break because we still don't know

everyone's tine estimate. Thank you very nuch.

M. Comm ssioner, just to assist you, | do have a

copy of a letter that | wote to you as well as a
copy of the Court of Appeal's judgnent in Davies.
If you'd like, I can just hand that up so you have

it in hand.

THE COMM SSIONER: All ri ght .

| think M. Comm ssioner has actually seen that,
M. Doust. He was thinking -- M. Comm ssioner
was speaking to the report of M. Mirray because

he hadn't seen it.

THE COW SSIONER: | don't have the Miurray report.

Your letter he has.

kay. Thank you.

MR. WARD: What | propose to do then is to nove along in ny

guestioning, essentially |leave this matter. It
may be -- it may be that | touch on sone of the
concepts expressed in the opinion during ny
further questioning today, but | know from
experience ny friend M. Doust has good hearing
and is quick on his feet, and if he thinks that

| ' m aski ng obj ectionable questions, he will, I'm

sure, be quick to intervene.

THE COMM SSIONER:  |' m capabl e of disabusing ny mnd if there
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

is -- okay. Let's get on with it.

MR. WARD: (Ckay. Thank you.
Q M. Connor, you know Dennis Murray, QC to be a

wel | -respected fornmer Crown counsel, prosecutor of
| ong-standing within the Province of British

Col unbi a, correct?

|'ve heard of him vyes.

Now, when you first |ooked at -- |I'mnoving into,
in case it's not apparent, the area of your
office's handling of the 1997 case. Wen you
first looked at the file, which on your evidence
isin the fall, probably after Cctober 22nd of
1997 --

| would say it would have to be after Cctober the
22nd because of defence counsel's letter.

" mgoing to suggest sone factual elenments junped
out at you fromthe printed page of the material
that you | ooked at. First of all, | suggest that
Ms. Anderson's account contai ned over 75 pages of
an interview transcript with the police while she
was in hospital was conpelling, chilling, and

bel i evable, fair?

| don't think you can analyze it that way because
when you're reviewing a crimnal file, while the

conpl ai nant can seem conpletely credible, in this
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

particular file the accused had given a version
that on the face of it could possibly be true. So

it's not --

THE COM SSIONER:  That's not what he's asking you. He's

MR. WARD

asking you if you look at the statenent that she
gave while she was in the hospital it seened to be

bel i evable. That's the question.

M/ question is focused on her statenent in
isolation, and this -- just before | get to the
guestion again, one of the tasks that you are
called upon to fulfil daily during your career as
a prosecutor is to assess the veracity of
statenents nade by w tnesses, right?

Right, but that's difficult to do with just a
printed transcript. | nmean, you're correct to the
extent that does the statenment nake sense, is
what ' s descri bed sonet hing that could conceivably
happen, but in terns of assessing credibility,
that really conmes fromneeting a person in person
and having a chance to challenge thema bit on
sonme of what they've said. So | don't nean to be
difficult, but in my mnd you can't take it in
isolation the way you're asking ne to do. As a

prosecutor you have to | ook at the whol e case.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

But in terns of did she give a statenent that |
had -- was there anything in it in and of itself
that woul d cause ne to disbelieve her, no. There
was no reason in just |ooking at the statenent
itself to not believe what she was sayi ng.

VWell, there was nore than that, | suggest. You
had the words on the printed page, actually 75
pages, that she uttered when the police officers
were interviewing her in her hospital roomin
March of 1997, plus, as ny friend M. Vertlieb
poi nted out yesterday, you had the audi ot aped
version of her account, right?

If I didn't have it, it would have been, |I'm sure,
accessi bl e.

Al right. And that would give you sone nore

mat eri al upon which to make a prelimnary

assessnment of the credibility of what she

reported?
VWll, and again | don't nean to be difficult, but
you can't -- when you're reviewing a report you

can't |l ook at the one statenent in isolation;
however, | would concede that if you just took
that one part of it, | can't think of anything in
ny mnd that would have caused ne to say there's

sonmething wong with this statenent, it's not
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

bel i evabl e.

Vll, let ne just get to sone of the basic facts
or the -- let me start again, please. Let ne get
to sone aspects of her description of what had
happened to her that | suggest should have stood
out on the first review. Firstly, that she was
pi cked up in downtown Vancouver by a man who was
planning to take her all the way to Port Coquitlam
for $100, to perform services there for $100.
That is a significant aspect of the factual
account, | suggest, because how woul d she get
back?

Al right.

Al right. Wuld you agree?

Wl l, how she would get back woul d depend on al
of the circunstances.

Vell --

When you go back to 1997 and you read the entire
file, he gave a version of events that could
possibly be true as well. So when you say how is
she going to get back, based on the know edge of
1997 you' d assune that she would get a ride back
with himor have cab fare or sonething. 1It's not
something | can really specul ate on.

But that ought to be for an experienced prosecutor
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MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

like yourself a red flag right off the bat. A
survi val sex trade worker standing on a street
corner of the Downtown Eastside in the ordinary
course, as you would know, | suggest, turns tricks
in the vicinity and gets back on the street to
earn noney to support either herself and her
children or the drug addiction that she nmay have,
right?

"mobjecting to this line of questioning, M.
Comm ssioner. This line of questioning is
designed to do nothing other than to attack this
witness in the sense of nmaking suggestions wth
respect to how she should have | ooked at this
case, what she should have done, all with a view
to suggesting that she nade the wong decision in
due course, and that's evident fromM. Mirray's
report, and | amgoing to ask that you consider
not letting ny friend pursue this line of
questioning until such tine as you' ve read the
report because what the report does is it exam nes
the fact pattern, and M. Miurray says, "I would
have enphasized this, | would have enphasized
that, and | woul d have enphasized this, and that

woul d lead ne perhaps to a different conclusion.”

THE COW SSI ONER: But he's not asking about Murray's report.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

aski ng about what she thought of the

evi dence.

MR. DOUST: MNo, but I"'mreferring to M. Mirray's report

because it tells you where ny friend is going with

this
THE COW SSI ONER:
MR. DOUST: -- M.

line of questioning --
Yes.

Conmi ssioner. That's ny point in referring

to Murray's report.

THE COWM SSI ONER:

Ckay.

MR. DOUST: You see, the Court of Appeal said -- and I'll read

j ust

a very brief section fromthe judgnent of the

Court of Appeal.

t hat'

now,

It's beyond the scope of the inquiry to
requi re any individual who made a deci si on
s obviously her,

not to charge anyone with respect to the
death of M. Paul,

by analogy this is the sane situation,

to second-guess his or her decision or to
justify it. The Comm ssioner's entitled to
| ook at the facts that were before the

i ndi vi dual s who nmade those decisions, get the
facts related to the decisions, but not

chal  enge or debate with those individuals

the propriety of their decisions.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

And that's what's happening here. M friend is
pursuing the avenue that M. Mirray has said, "I
M. Mirray, would have done it this way. | would
have | ooked at these facts, and | woul d have
enphasi zed this, and | would have cone to this
concl usion, and that would have inpacted ny
judgnent, i.e., ny decision in the exercise of ny
discretion.” And it's exactly the path that ny
friend is following. He can ask her what facts
were there but not argue with her with respect to
what conclusions, if any, she should have drawn
fromthose facts. The whol e point of doing that

is to underm ne the decision that she nade.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Ckay.

MR. DOUST: And you can't do, with respect, through the back

door what you can't do through the front door.

THE COW SSIONER: No, | appreciate that, but | don't think

he's gone that far back yet. He mght well ask ne
to doit, and I"'mwell aware of what the law is.
I"'mwell aware of the restrictions placed on
anyone cross-exam ning Gown counsel. The lawis
quite clear set out by the Court of Appeal in
Davies. |I'mfamliar with the Davies decision for
a lot of different reasons. But | don't think M.

Ward is going that far, and I"'mgoing to let him
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MR. DQUST:

MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

guestion -- | amgoing to let himproceed with
that line of questioning until he reaches that
poi nt where you say his questions wll be contrary

to the rule set out in Davies.

Vell, M. Conm ssioner, the problemis this, that

there is a rationale, as you well know, probably
better than I, for the judgnment in Davies, and one
aspect of that rationale is that to put Cown
counsel in the stand and to question themin a
manner that seeks to underm ne the decision that
they nmade is a breach of the constitutiona
principle, but it is that for the reason, anong
others, that to permt that kind of an inquiry of
Crown counsel who have exercised discretion wll
have no doubt a chilling effect on all prosecutors

in terns of the exercise of their role.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Yes.
And what ny friend is doing now is he's saying,

well, let's take this fact and that fact and this
fact and that fact, and we'll cone to a point,
havi ng gone through that, we'll cone to a point

where, even if not directly, he is obliquely
attenpting to underm ne her decision. Wat other
reason is there for saying, okay, he picked her

up, he drove her 40 kilonetres away, he drove
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

slowy so that he didn't have to stop at red
lights, he wouldn't let her urinate on the way, he
got her out to his hone, and he had a pair of
handcuffs; doesn't that tell you, Madarmr
Prosecutor, that this man had a design, i.e., a
plan to nurder her? That's the avenue that ny

friend is pursuing.

THE COW SSIONER: Wl I, in ny view he hasn't reached that or

MR.

even conme close to it yet, and when that tine
comes you can object and I'lIl listen to you, but
so far he's examning the facts that she had

before her.

So long --

THE COMW SSIONER: He's entitled to ask what facts she had.

MR. DQUST:

And | agree with the rest of your subm ssion, and
that is that the -- | know what the Court of

Appeal said in Davies, and it places a |large
restriction on cross-exam nation of Crown counsel
as to how they reached a particul ar decision or
woul d they have cone to a different conclusion had
ot her facts been known to them and the Court of
Appeal has been quite clear on that, and that's

the | aw. | know t hat .

Vell, it's -- I'"msorry.

THE COWM SSIONER:  In ny view, | don't think M. Ward is there
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

yet .

MR. DOUST: It's one thing to say, "Wll, you had this fact
before you, didn't you? Yes, | did. You had that
fact before you? Yes." But to go beyond that and
start to deal with the question of what that fact
may have | ed you to, what enphasis you placed on
that fact, those are, in ny subm ssion, the
prohi bited areas to begin with, not just a
conplete all-out attack on the exercise.

THE COW SSIONER: Well, | amgoing to let himask the
guestions dealing wwth the facts and the facts
only. That's what he's entitled to do, and |
think that's what he is doing.

MR. DOUST: Al right. Thank you.

MR. WARD: Thank you.

Q Now, Ms. Connor, yesterday you said while ny

friend M. Vertlieb was questioning you that this
was a serious case, and you said that on nore than
one occasion, right?

Yes, absolutely it was.

| suggest that the case was serious partly because
of the extent of the injuries that Ms. Anderson
suffered. She, as you know from the nedi cal
reports, died twice on the operating table and had

to be revived, and her belly had been slit open
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from-- her abdonen had been slit open by the
assailant, right?

Her injuries were serious, yes.

And | suggest that the follow ng el enents of her
statenent made from her hospital bed while she was
recovering elevated the seriousness of the case,
that while this man was taking her to Port
Coquitlam he refused to stop and |l et her out of
the car to urinate and that after she had provided
servi ces he snapped handcuffs on her wists and
refused to et her go. Those el enents nade the
case very serious in terns of notive and how the
prosecution woul d be handl ed, right?

Well, yes, this case was serious and very

di sturbing. The other elenent that you' ve m ssed
is that our victimhere was a vul nerabl e person.
And just --

There's no question it was serious. No question.
Just on the vulnerability issue, let nme, if | may,
and I'll pause or you should pause and let ne ask
the question, let ne, if | may, quote from
paragraph 51 of M. Mirray's report because |
don't think this should be contentious. He's
witten at page 8, para. 51:

It is well accepted anong those famliar with
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the adm nistration of crimnal justice that
sex trade workers are imrensely vul nerabl e
and are often the target of dangerous and
vi ol ent offenders, sone under the guise of an
apparent self-righteous bent as to sex trade
wor kers, some driven by a hatred of wonen,
t he easiest targets of that sector of our
soci ety being sex trade workers who are out
there offering to acconpany people they don't
know.
| would absolutely agree with that.
Now, whatever you thought about the veracity of
Ms. Anderson's statenent to the two police
officers in the hospital -- and the transcript is
here, M. Comm ssioner. |'mnot going to take
anybody to it right now but just identify where it
is. It'sin -- 1 thought I wuld -- tab 2.
What ever you thought about that when you | ooked at
the file, this was a case that required an
interview of the conplainant as part of the
preparation of the case for trial?
Absol utely, because the file had sone -- it's
probably -- 1"l put it this way, a really bad
situation to be in as a prosecutor because you' ve

got the conbination of an extrenely serious case,
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a vulnerable victim bad injuries, and you've al so
got problenms with the case. That's -- that's a
really bad conmbination. It wasn't a matter of
review ng her statenment and thinking that it
wasn't serious. It was serious. And there was no
reason to disbelieve what was in that statenent,
but the reality is when you're reviewing a file
you have to look at the entire situation, and at
the end of the day no matter how serious | felt
the file was, when it cane tine to get ready for
trial | didn't have the wtness. And she had to
be not only credible, and | agree with you about
the statenent, but really, really a good w tness
because there was this -- there were other
problens to overcone, and the other problens were
when she initially tal ked about what had happened
she said that she was raped, and we know that that
wasn't true. Now, it's understandabl e why she
woul d want to not be telling people why she was
actually there, but then there's a second
statenment to the social worker in the hospita
where she says that there was no intercourse at
all, and then we have the statenent to the police.
It wasn't a matter of not believing her, but the

ot her problemwas that we have an accused with a
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slash to his throat giving a version of events
that fits perfectly wth what the victi mwas
sayi ng except on one crucial point, and that was

t he whol e case, which was how did this altercation
start. So at the end of the day looking at it in
terns of was there an explanation given that could
reasonably be true; yes, there was. There were
sonme big, big problens that went beyond the
conplainant's statenent. |If you're asking ne if |
noticed anything wong with the statenent itself,
no. |If you're asking ne if | was horrified by her
injuries, yes, | was. |If you're asking nme whether
she was a vul nerabl e w tness, yes, she was.

Did any Crown | awer having conduct of this file
attenpt to interview Ms. Anderson between the end
of March 1997 and January 26, 1998, to your

know edge?

Vell, | interviewed her, we think, either on the
23rd or the 26th. To ny know edge, no, not that
' m aware of.

Vell, you got the file on or after Cctober 22nd.
Wiy didn't you nmake an immedi ate attenpt to
interview Ms. Anderson in the course of preparing
this very serious case for trial?

Vll, this is where there's a bit of a difficulty
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in that | know that it couldn't have been prior to
Cct ober the 22nd, but | don't know when | got that
file. 1 can't tell you the day that it |anded on
nmy desk. So ny attenpts to |ocate her woul d have
depended on workload. It would have depended on
finding out how to get in touch with her. So |
can't tell you how nuch tine passed between when |
got that file and when | attenpted to interview
her. | can't tell you that.

THE COW SSIONER: We'l| stop there for the noon hour break.

THE REG STRAR:  The hearing is now adjourned until 1:45.
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 12:30 P.MN.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 1:50 P.MV.)

THE REA STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.

THE COW SSIONER: | just want to deal with this disclosure.
Tell nme what's happened, M. Gatl and M. Doust.

MR. GRATL: M friend and | have had an opportunity to discuss
matters, and one of the specific itens that |'ve
asked ny friend for he has no objection to
producing, and that is a list of the files that
have been -- that were archived.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.

MR. GRATL: What we have now is what appears to be a | onger
list of files that were destroyed, but apparently

there's also a list of archived files, and it
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woul d be of assistance for us to see that --

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. GRATL: -- just to check that the Pickton nane is not on
it.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

MR. GRATL: And there may al so be sone other things, but |
concede, M. Conm ssioner, that you're not

inclined to order the general order that |'ve --

THE COM SSIONER: | didn't say that. | just thought, you
know, if you can work it out. | nmean, |I'Il order
it. | nean, | don't have -- listen, |'ve nmade a
ot of orders inny life. | don't have any

troubl e making orders. But if the two of you can
agree what's needed and what hasn't been -- what
has been produced, what hasn't been produced,
that's where I'min a quandary. | don't know
what's been produced and what hasn't been

pr oduced.

MR. GRATL: Part of the difficulty, I think, is that the Robert
W liam Pi ckton hom ci de prosecution generated a
tremendous nunber of docunents, sone of which deal
with Anderson, and | think we only have a portion
of those Anderson docunents that are in the
possession of the Ctown fromthe Gown file. It's

a great deal of work to go through those materials

109



© 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

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

to find all the Anderson-rel ated docunents, but |

think we only have a portion of themat this tine.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Ckay. M. Doust.

MR. DQUST:

' mjust advised by ny junior that M. Boddi e cane
up and | ooked at all of the material that we had,
and we nmade copies and nmade available to him
everything that he picked out that he thought was
rel evant, nmuch of which we didn't believe was
rel evant. However, having said that, first of all
| wll deal with the archived files. | do not
know at the nonment that there is such a list, but
it makes sense that there would be. 1'Il nake
inquiries, and if there is, | wll produce it as

early as possi bl e.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. DQUST:

In ternms of material relevant to Ms. Anderson's
credibility, material devel oped and within the
mur der prosecution file, again, | can't answer,
but given that specific request I'll do what | can
to determne if there is such material, and if
there is, we'll produce it. | nean, this is a

huge enterprise --

THE COMW SSIONER: Oh, | know t hat.

MR. DQUST:

-- M. Comm ssioner. W disclosed boxes and boxes

at the outset, and then, as | say, we -- there
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were suggestions that there were other materials,
so we just opened the door and said, "Look, we're
not going -- we don't think a lot of it is

rel evant, but you cone on up," and M. Boddi e cane
up, and we said, "Anything you think you want, |et
us know, you got it." And, you know, we've nade
our best efforts consistently. That's the nost |
can say. | think that the request M. Gatl has
made is sonething that | can deal with, but |

can't deal with it imediately. ['ll do it as

qui ckly as | can.

THE COM SSIONER: Wl |, | appreciate you' re otherw se occupi ed
now, so | --

MR. DOUST: Yes. And if | may, please, M. Conm ssioner, | now
have the affidavit of Andrew MacDonald. ['d |like
to file the original. W provided copies to those

in the room and we will provide el ectronic copies
again so that everyone gets one.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Al right.

THE REA STRAR. Do you wi sh that to be marked?

THE COW SSIONER: M. Gratl, so given that explanation, what
woul d you |ike nme to do?

MR. GRATL: | still haven't seen the subpoena. | don't know
the terns of the subpoena. But | would maintain

ny request for the order in the terns --
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Al right. "Il nmake the order.

eviously. Thank you, M. Conm ssioner.

MR. DOUST: | can show himthe subpoena.

THE COW SSI ONER:
MR. WARD: Yes.

Al right. Thank you. M. Ward.

Just on the affidavit, could we have that

marked as an exhibit for identification at this

time, possibly, because | sinply haven't had a

chance to review it or digest it, and | nmay have a

posi

tion with respect to it that | haven't been

able to fornul at e.

THE COWM SSI ONER:

Does anyone have any objections to this

bei ng marked? GCkay. Al right. For

identification.

THE REG STRAR: The docunment will be marked as DD, doubl e D,

f or

identification.

(EXH BIT DD FOR | DENTI FI CATI ON:  Affidavit of

Andrew MacDonal d dated April 11, 2012)
MR. WARD

Q And if | may proceed, Ms. Connor. I'Ill try to
nove along quickly with the last part of ny
cross-examnation. | did want to touch on sone of
your background, your professional background, and
| gather that is set out in Exhibit 132, which is
a copy of your CV?

A  Excuse ne, could | be -- thank you. If | could
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get a copy of it.

MR. WARD: M. Registrar.

THE COW SSI ONER: Sorry?

A

|"mjust asking for a copy of it, please.

MR. WARD: Exhibit 132, M. Registrar, please.

THE REA STRAR  |'msorry. 132.
MR. WARD: The CV that was narked yesterday.

A Thank you.

MR, WARD:

Q And just confirmng, you were -- it appears as
t hough you were called to the bar -- well, here it
is -- 1980. You were in private practice for a
brief tinme and then you' ve been enployed as a
Crown counsel in various jurisdictions in British
Col unbi a ever since 1982, correct?

A That's correct.

Q And the jurisdictions in BC are all within the
Lower Mainland, and you are a native of the Lower
Mai nl and area havi ng been born in New Westm nster?

A That's correct.

Q And you have worked as a CGrown counsel in the Port
Coquitlam Crown office for the last 17 years,
since 1995, right?

A That's correct.

You said yesterday it was a snall office, and I
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believe you testified that |awers would
frequently talk to each other about their files;
is that right?

It was a small office when | joined in 1995.
wouldn't classify it as a small office now. It's
grown consi derably.

How many | awyers, approxi mately, were there there
in 1997, '98?

" mguessing five to eight, maybe.

And Port Coquitlamitself you know to be a
relatively small community of about 40,000 people?
That could well be correct, although the Port
Coqui tl am Crown Counsel office covers Maple R dge,
Port Moody, and the freeway as well as Coquitlam
and Port Coquitlam so the area it covers is
fairly extensive.

And would it be fair to say that in the 1997 to
1998 period you would know your own Crown counsel
col | eagues pretty well and see themregularly?

| would agree with that. The only thing about the
Cown is, and it still happens today, is people
are constantly com ng and going. People get
transferred to different offices. Al so, from Port
Coquitlam people in the Port Coquitlamoffice

quite often go up to New West m nster to do Suprene
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Court work there. W don't have a Suprene Court
in Port Coquitlam So, yes, | would know t hem
well, but there's people com ng and goi ng.

And would it also be fair that given the size of
the community and the size of your office that
over tinme you' d get to know or becone acquai nted
with many of the RCVWP nenbers who worked in the
Coqui t | am Det achnent ?

Yeah, you would -- you would see people comng in
to -- for wtness interviews, and when | was
running trials | would see quite often the sane
officers on a regul ar basis, yes.

Now, | suggest you were aware as a result of your
work in the Crown counsel office in Port Coquitlam
that a place known as Piggy's Palace in Port
Coquitl am was a notorious illegal hangout that the
Cty was trying to shut down in 1996, 1997, and
1998. Do you recall that?

| was aware of the existence of it and that nane
after the nedia attention when M. Pickton was
arrested. | don't recall being aware of it before
t hat .

D d you have any prosecutions that involved either
of the Pickton brothers or their associates

relating to the Piggy's Pal ace operation?
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No. The only thing I can think of from back then,
and it wasn't nme that was involved, is | seemto
remenber R chard Romano nentioni ng sonet hi ng about
a byl aw prosecution over a dog, but I can't be a
hundred per cent clear on that. That was --
that's the only thing that cones to m nd.

Weren't both Picktons in 1997 pretty notorious in
the Port Coquitlam comunity for their activities
and their associations with nenbers of the Hells
Angel s Mdtorcycle d ub?

The only thing | can tell you about that is from
reading the investigator's conments on the report
to Crown counsel from 1997. There's nention by
Cor poral Connor that M. Pickton and his brother
had Hells Angel s associates, but | had no

knowl edge of any of that before that comment in
the report to Crown counsel.

And that fact nentioned in the report to Crown
counsel was not sonething that, | suggest,
mlitated in favour of the accused in the handling
of this file, didit?

No. The information wasn't specific. It just
said that they were associated, but it didn't --
and you can read it under the investigator's

comments. It didn't specify how or why or what
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t he associ ation was or how the police cane to that
know edge.

Q As Crown counsel in 1997 you knew that the Hells
Angel s Motorcycle Cub was considered by the Crown
to be a notorious crimnal organization?

A | would say probably by pretty nuch everybody.
They had that reputation generally.

Q \Were prosecutions of their nenbers or associates
handl ed within your office or by a special Cown
unit to your know edge?

A | know and | can think of two occasions where |
prosecut ed people who were Hells Angel s nenbers,
but not for gang activity. They were Hells Angels
who just happened to be involved in regular crine.
So | know that now there are gang prosecutors.

MR. WARD: Al right. 1'd ask that you be shown next Exhi bit
1B, pl ease.

THE REG STRAR:  1B?

MR. WARD: 1B. O, sorry, 2B

THE REG STRAR:  2B.

MR. WARD: | m sspoke.

THE COW SSI ONER: What is 2B?

MR. WARD: To be or not to be. Couldn't resist.

THE COW SSIONER: No, | know that. | gave you a straight |ine

t her e.
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THE REG STRAR:  You got that from nme this norning.

MR. WARD

2B is a version of the RCWP file respecting the 1997

matter.

THE COW SSIONER: Oh, | see.

MR. WARD

A

>

O r» O >»

MR. DQUST:

Al right. Wat |I've been handed says "WIIians

Wtness Brief".

That' s ny under st andi ng.

Al right.

And you'll have to bear with me, Ms. Connor, and
perhaps M. Conm ssioner as well to sone extent,
because I'mworking froma slightly different
copy, but I'lIl do ny best, and if there are pages
out of order or msaligned, we'll address it. But
what you have in front of you has been entered as
an exhibit in this proceeding as a copy of the
RCW file relating to the '97 investigation just
so you understand what you're | ooking at.

Al right. Thank you.

Have you seen that before?

| don't believe so.

And there is an index.

Excuse nme, M. Comm ssioner, | don't have every

exhi bit at hand, and, therefore, | don't have a

copy of that, and I"mwondering if | could have
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your |eave to just |ook over her shoul der.

THE COW SSI ONER: Absol utel y.

MR. WARD

MR. DQOUST:
MR. WARD

Q

Just for the benefit of ny friend, who may not be

aware of sone of the adm nistrative processes,
believe -- well, many of the exhibits are posted
on the conm ssion's website and avail abl e t here,

if that's of assistance.

Thank you.

But, in any event, this book is said to be a copy
of the ROW's file, and just by | ooking at the

i ndex you can see it conprises 40 tabs divided
into various sections. Do you see that?

Yes, | do.

| am goi ng to suggest just based on the sheer heft
of this docunent that it is apparent on | ooking at
the RCVWP file that they nust have devoted a | ot of
time and effort to their investigation?

| couldn't disagree with that. It |ooks like a
nunber of docunents in a thick file, that's true.
And just for exanple, and you nmay or may not be
aware of these steps, but the RCWP prepared,
swore, and executed several search warrants in
respect of different properties. You can see that

referenced in 8, 9, and 10.
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Yes, | see that.

They prepared background information on the
victim They kept track, as you woul d expect, of
all the various exhibits. They conpiled nedical
docunments and consents, and they created
transcripts of witness interviews and other

W tness statenents. And right now |I'm just
referring to the index in a summary fashi on.

Al right. Yes, | can see that.

Now, | just want to ask you about sone of the
contents of the brief, and, again, |I'm hoping I
can -- you'll be able to turn themup. |If you go
to the tab 1 marked "M scel | aneous | oose
docunent s".

Yes, | see that.

Regrettably, the pages are not nunbered, but in ny
tab it's about six pages fromthe end.

Al right. [I'"Il check that.

And it's a transit slip. Let nme just tell you
what is at the end of ny tab. There appear to be
copi es of correspondence fromthe law firm of
Crossin & Scouten. Do you see that?

No, I'"'msorry, | don't. Ch, it's the end.

At the end of tab 1

Sorry.
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Last few pages.

Yes.

Ckay.

Crossin & Scouten. Yes, | see it.

And these reveal, these letters reveal that for a
time after M. Pickton's arrest in March of 1997
M. Janzen of that law firm Crossin & Scouten,
was defence counsel ?

Yes, | see Paul W Janzen as the signature.

And then if you can skip backwards to what | think
is about the sixth to last tab, I'd like to direct
your attention to sonething called a transit slip
of the RCVMP addressed to watch commanders A and B
wat ches?

Oh.

Six fromthe end.

Six fromthe end. kay.

So just preceding the first of the Crossin &
Scouten letters.

M/ sixth fromthe end is a nmenorandum from Bev
MacLean of our office. Is it this way?

Al right. Wll, that's --

This one? Transit slip, yes.

Do you have a transit slip?

Yes, | do. It |ooks like the date is 26th of
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April of 1997.
That shoul d be the one.
Al right.
And it's re Pickton attenpt nurder?
Yes. | see that.
The first phrase:

Last 10 days or so | received a request

t hrough Crown counsel .
Do you have that?
Yes.
All right. So this -- and | appreciate this is an
RCMP docunent, but this -- we've heard evidence
this was authored by Corporal Mke Connor of the
RCWP and transmtted by himthroughout his office,
and you can see at the foot of the page it's cc'd
to alist of 10 police officers within the
detachnment. Do you see that?
Yes, | do.
| just want to direct your attention to the
content. He's conveying to his coll eagues that
he's seeking disclosure in response to defence
requests?
Yes, | see that.
In summary. And then in the |ast paragraph he

wites this, "Those of you who don't know M.
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Ritchie..." 1'll just stop there. That's a
reference to M. Pickton's second | awer, M.
Ritchie, who assunmed conduct of the defence from
M. Janzen? You understand that?
Yes, that woul d nmake sense.
So:
Those of you who don't know M. Ritchie,
wites Connor,
he is an extrenely capable | awer and very
prof essi onal at what he does. He is
consi dered, w thout argunment, one of the best
| awyers in Vancouver. | wouldn't want this
case thrown out on sinple things such as
non- di scl osure.
And he goes on to say that M. Ritchie is involved
ina fairly high-profile case.
Yes, | see that.
Wi ch you'll probably recall as being the Gllian
Guess matter, the juror in a nmurder trial?
Yes.
Al right. Now, given this record, is it
consistent with your inpression while you handl ed
the CGtown file that the RCMP investigators wth
whom you were dealing were devoted to ensuring

that this case went to trial and wasn't thrown
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

out ?

| can see that fromthis transit slip. | don't
know what other indication | would have had apart
fromthis that they were devoted to seeing it go
ahead.

Vell, let --

Apart from you know, regular police officers
doing their job.

Al right. Let ne put it a slightly different
way. Do you recall anything that occurred during
your handling of the file that would indicate to
you that the RCWMP | acked enthusiasmfor this case?
No. | couldn't say one way or the other because
when | got the file there was communications with
Cor poral Connor about the additional disclosure,
but I don't recall himmaking any extra effort to
talk to ne about the case. Sone officers will do
that on sone cases, they'll be calling you
constantly and they'll be stopping by, but | don't
recall that happening in this case. |'mnot
denying that they were interested in the case.
Thi s docunent certainly shows that.

D d you know Corporal M ke Connor from previous
files prior to assum ng conduct of this matter?

Yes.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

And you knew himto be a conscientious and

dedi cated police officer; is that fair?

| can think of one other file, but I want to be
fair to him where | had sone difficulties with
hi m

|'"d like you to turn next, please, just really to
identify a batch of docunents here. | believe
it's your tab 7.

Yes.

And it should have as the first page in
handwriting "RTCC'

Tab 7. Yes, | see that.

And then following a simlar title page the first
of a series of copies of subpoena to a w tness
docunents. Do you have that?

Yes.

These appear to have been -- or to be copies of
subpoenas that were issued to the victim-- or,
pardon nme, let nme start again. They appear to be
copi es of subpoenas directed to the victim
Anderson on this file notifying her of the tria
date and requesting at the foot of each -- of the
page that she attend a half an hour prior to tria
for interview and giving her a phone nunber to

call. Do you see that?
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes. The only -- I'mnot disputing it. The only
thing is ny first copy is very hard to read, and
t he second one there's a nane bl anked out, so |
can only assune the nane bl anked out is M.
Anderson's on the copy that | have here.

Yes.

If you say it's Ms. Anderson's, then --

And | would ask that you | ook at the second, which
seens to ny untrained eye to be exactly the sane
as the next couple in ny copy, but in the second
you'll see in the blacked-out portion quite
faintly "VIC97" is inserted in the bl acked out?

| can't see that, but | wouldn't dispute it.

Al right. |In any event, these appear to be
standard forns of summons issued Decenber 9th,
1997, by a justice of the peace to, in this case,
Anderson, fair?

Yes, but care of Corporal Connor it says, ny copy.
Yes.

So it would have gone to him But, yes, Decenber
9th, 1997.

Have you seen anything or do you know whet her the
subpoena was actually served personally on M.
Ander son?

| don't know.
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Did you give her a copy when she cane in the day
you nmet with her and interviewed her?

| don't recall doing that, but what | can tell you
is it isn't unusual or wasn't unusual for ne to
have an interview with a witness and have the

W t ness show up and they hadn't yet been served
with a subpoena. It was ny usual practice to --
there were usually police officers around just to
have soneone serve them In this case | can't
tell you whether |I did that, and it may be that
the way the interview was going | didn't nake the
arrangenent to have the subpoena served if it
hadn't al ready been.

So just if |I can restate that, if you | earned on
interviewng a witness that they had not been
served with a subpoena, your usual practice would
have been to effect service right then wth the
assi stance of the RCMP?

Yes.

In this case you have no recollection one way or
anot her of what you did?

That's correct.

Al right. Thank you. And tab -- | think it's
going to be tab 24 of your -- no, | don't think it
will. Tab 23, please. [|I'msorry, M.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Conmmi ssioner, this is the little difficulty |
alluded to. Tab 23 should be -- the first page
shoul d be nmeno to Coquitlam G own Counsel
attention M. Romano.

From Staff Sergeant Gffin? |Is that --

Yes.

Dated the 11th of Decenber of 19977

Yes. | have a title page and then there's a
menor andum behind it. Do you have that?

|"ve got a title page that says "SUPERText Project
Evenhanded". |Is that what you nean or --
Something simlar. 1In any event, there should be
a Governnment of Canada nenorandum from Ser geant
Gffin, Staff Sergeant Gffin to M. Romano of
Crown Counsel

That's right, | see that.

kay. Dated Decenber 11, 1997, and referencing
the court file and the CGrown's file nunber 52808
over in the right-hand side. Do you see that?
Yes, | do.

Ckay. Now, it appears that Staff Sergeant Gffin
of the RCMP wote this nmenorandumto M. Romano
before Christnmas, and it appears as though he's
expressi ng concern about the fact that eight of

his menbers are being asked to conme in to the
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

Crown office and do eight interviews in 30

m nut es.

That's right.

Did M. Ronmano speak with you, because you were
handling the file, about receiving this nmenorandum
and addressing its contents in any way?

It's possible that he did. | can't recall that.
But I find this alittle bit puzzling in that our
wi tness notifiers would generally notify the
police witnesses all for the sane date and tinme on
a longer trial and then the Grown would sort it
out later, and it may be that's -- maybe Staff
Sergeant G ffin just wanted to nake sure that that
was done.

Do you recall whether you had any tel ephone
conversation or other conversation yourself wth
Staff Sergeant G ffin about the adm nistrative
error or logistical error he -- sorry,

adm ni strative issue or |logistical issue he was
addressing in this nmenorandum prior to deciding to
stay the charge?

| can't recall. 1t's possible he may have phoned
me and | don't renenber.

And can you just confirm please, that the LENS

docunents or Law Enforcenent Notification forns
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

that you referred to yesterday appear to be behind
t he nmenorandum in the bal ance of that tab, copies
of Law Enforcenent Notification forns delivered to
the various police officers? Do you have those?
Yeah, | do. [I'mjust checking to see, and it

| ooks like on the first one that the officer
confirmed. |'m seeing signatures on these copi es.
So they woul d have already been -- and then one of
them| can't read the note at the bottom the | ast
one. It looks |ike soneone's witten a note about
it.

So | want to take you to a point in time after
this Septenber 11th, '97 menorandum specifically
the day before your interview with Ms. Anderson,
what ever day that was. It was either the 22nd or
the 23rd. The 23rd, | have a cal endar --
|"msorry, | thought we figured it was either the
Friday or the Monday. The -- and the Mnday was

t he 26t h.

Yes.

Ar | m staken on that?

No, |I've got a '98 cal endar here, and | can
confirmand show you this, if you like, January
23rd was a Friday, January 26th was a Mnday, and

the trial commencenent date of February 2nd was
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al so a Monday.

Yes, that nakes sense to ne.

So I"'mtaking you to a point in tinme that's

i mredi ately before your neeting with Anderson
prior to trial.

Al right.

Al right. Watever day that was. And again |'m
going to assune for the question it was the 26th
that you nmet with her. You're comng up -- you're
a week fromtrial on an attenpted nurder,
aggravated assault, assault with a weapon, and

unl awf ul confi nenent case. Very serious matter?
Yes.

You have eight police wtnesses, the conplainant,
sone other civilian wtnesses who will be needed
for the Crown's case absent any adm ssions, right?
Ri ght .

You don't yet have any draft adm ssions from M.
Ritchie or any draft agreed statenment of facts
fromhim do you?

Not that | recall, no, but I knew that it wasn't
going to be a problem because of the letter.

Al right. Had you had discussions w th himabout
agreei ng on adm ssions or an agreed statenent of

facts?
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| can't recall, but | wouldn't have worried about
t hat because the police witnesses, it's unlikely
that all of themwould be called. | also knew
from Peter Ritchie that adm ssions were
forthcom ng, and the police evidence was not
conplicated or all that critical, really. The
case depended on ny conplainant. Things like

bl ood sanples really weren't going to add
anything. The case could have been run just with
her .

Vell --

So it wasn't a situation where | had a bunch of
voir dires | was worried about or wire-tap
evidence or -- the case factually would have been

not conplicated to run. It was basically --

THE COM SSIONER:  It's just a he sai d/she said.

A

Real ly. Exactly.

THE COW SSIONER: Is that what you're telling us?

A

Yes. In terns of there are sone cases where

you' ve got wire-tap, you' ve got conplicated police
evi dence, and you better have your ducks in order
well in advance. Here it was going to be a matter
of putting her on the stand, calling the w tnesses
that saw her. | expected that the doctor's

evidence was going to be admtted. There didn't
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

seemto be any reason for there to be any dispute
on the doctor's evidence, and | wasn't concerned
about it being all that conplicated. And you have
to renenber when you're running cases in
Provincial Court -- you know, | was quite used to
having three or four cases set for a day and
interviewng all the w tnesses between 9:00 and
9:30 and 1: 00 and 1:30 in the afternoon. That's
the way we did things. Now, the way | identified
this case was the conplainant, it was really
inportant to talk to her, but the other evidence,
the police could have been interviewed while the
trial was going on. That wasn't an unusua
situation for nme. The drafting up of the

adm ssions, again, | nean, normally that's

sonmet hing you could file on the first day of the
trial or during the course of the trial, and there
didn't seemto be anything really contentious
apart from what the conplai nant was going to say
and what | anticipated the accused was going to
say. Things like blood sanples and the nedical
evi dence and everything else weren't -- didn't
appear to ne to be really contentious. So | know
where you're going, | know what you're trying to

suggest, is that, well, wait a mnute, how
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

prepared were you. | can tell you from at that
time, 15 years experience, wth a week left there
was nore than enough preparation tinme, absolutely.
Vell, let nme just -- you did, as you have just
said, anticipate where | was going, but | haven't
asked you the questions yet, and let nme ask you a
few. Absent any adm ssions fromM. Rtchie or an
agreed statenment of facts negotiated between the
two of you, you still needed to interview eight
police w tnesses, the conplainant, the two
civilians who had picked the conpl ai nant up

bl eeding on the side of the road --

Ri ght .

-- the nedical w tnesses who would prove the
clinical records show ng the extent of her
injuries, and any other witnesses required to
prove the Crown's case, correct?

That's right, but -- but --

Yes.

-- anyone who's done Provincial Court work will
tell you it's not unusual in a norning, busy
nmorning in Provincial Court to interview six or
seven W tnesses between 9:00 and 9: 30.

| understand that.

Wen it's police wtnesses -- | can appreciate
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

that if the evidence were conplicated, yes, you
woul d want to nmake sure that was all done in
advance, but when the evidence is straightforward,
you can do that even during the course of the
trial. Renenber, there was five days set for that
trial.

There was five days set for the trial, Mnday, the
2nd of February, and you had interviewed no

W t nesses before Ms. Anderson wal ked into your
office, right?

That's right.

Had you arranged tines to see the police officers
either prior to or during the trial or were you
expecting themto wait there for the five days
until you were ready to interview thenf

| don't know whether | had requested a secretary
to set up interviews with the police during that
week before the trial. There is a possibility
that | had done that. Easier for us to sinply
turn it over to a secretary and have them set up
the interviewtinmes. |It's possible that | did.
Al right. And you saw Ms. Anderson on Mnday,
the 26th of January. Her statenent, which you' ve
read, suggests that she spent nost of the

afternoon of that day with you, right?
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Yes.

Al right.

Her statenent says that.

You testified during your response to ny friend
M. Doust's questions that in January of 1998 you
were required to spend three or four days in court
on regular court duties, correct?

Yes, except, except that if you had, say, a week-
long trial or ared trial, like this one was, M.
Romano woul d usually give you tine out to do that.
And that's still the practice today, is if you
have a serious file the trial scheduler fromthe
Cown office will give you preparation tine.

Do you know whet her you were required to be in
court for three or four days follow ng the 26th of
January, that week, on other matters or whether
you had booked off the rest of that week to
prepare for this trial?

| can't tell you that for sure, but the nornal
practice would be you would get prep tine. If you
were going to be in court for a whole week, M.
Romano woul d usually arrange for prep tine. Do |
have any independent recollection? No. But the
usual course of practice is that's your prep tine

for the trial
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

| suggest every lawer in this roomwth sone
crimnal experience would appreciate the tine
constraints and difficulties in scheduling wtness
interviews on run-of-the-mll, mnor cases. You
doit on the fly, fair?

|"msorry, scheduling themor talking to your

W t nesses?

Talking to witnesses, preparing for mnor trials,
relatively mnor trials, like break and enters or
routi ne assaults or --

That's why in our office we had red file

desi gnations, so that you would be warned to | ook
at it in advance and do things |ike pay attention
to what witness interviews you needed to do.

It's fair -- sorry.

And, also, in the CGown office it usually happened
that they would -- that M. Romano woul d give prep
time for a | onger case.

You woul d agree based on your Crown counse
experience, 30 years of it, that sone prosecutions
require quite a bit nore preparation and attention
than others, fair?

Yes, absolutely, and those woul d be cases where
you had a vul nerable witness that you wanted to

spend the time with or cases that had a | arge
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

nunber of w tnesses or cases where -- that were
factually conplicated, sonething involving a wire
or a nunber of search warrants where the evidence
obt ai ned on those warrants was critical.

And so it follows that if it's ared file

i nvol ving attenpted nurder and a vul nerabl e
conplainant witness it is necessarily the sort of
file that requires additional attention and
preparation work?

Right. Wen it said that Ms. Anderson was
notified for nine o' clock the norning of the
trial, it wasn't ny intention to leave it till
then. That's why | tried to contact her before

t hen.

VWll, here's a question. Wy did you leave it to
t he Monday before the trial, and why didn't
sonmeone in your office interview her on this
attenpted nurder case in the preceding six nonths?
Al right. | can't tell you about the preceding
six nonths. | can only tell you about ny

i nvol venent, that we know did not start any
earlier than Cctober the 22nd of 1997, and it

| ooks like fromthe docunents provided fromthe
nmother that | was calling at |east by January the

9th, which was, what, three weeks before the
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

trial, and that should have been enough tine to
meet with her nore than once. But you can see,
and, I"'msorry, | don't have the tab in front of
me, that | was calling the nother by January the
9th. And | don't know when | tried to contact

Cor poral Connor to try and find out how | was
going to locate this w tness.

What were you saying to the nother when you were
calling her? Do you have any recoll ection?

| woul d have been explaining who I was and what |
needed and why | needed to speak wi th her daughter
and providing her with ny information, as has been
i ndi cated, including ny hone nunber. If | can

| ook at the docunent, perhaps we can figure out
when | left the home nunber, because that's

anot her t hi ng.

That's not ny question. M question was what did
you say to the nother when you called her. Do you
have any recoll ection?

Not specifically, but I can tell you why | was
calling her and what | would have told her.

Vll, I'"'mnot asking you to speculate. |'m asking
you whet her you had a recollection of speaking
with the nother and what you were saying to her

when you di d?
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The exact words, no. The general tenor of what |
needed fromher, | can tell you why | was calling
her .

You were calling to arrange for her daughter to
see you so that you could prepare for trial?

Yes.

Al right. Wen you decided on the 26th of
January to stay the charges, you told the nother?
That's ny recol |l ection, yes.

What ' s your recollection of the nother's response?
| don't recall her expressing any particul ar upset
over it.

Do you recall the conversation, what was sai d?
It's a vague, vague recollection, but what | can
recall is explaining the reason why it wasn't
proceedi ng was because of the problens that | had
wi th her daughter in terns of her drug use. The
exact words, the tinme of the conversation | can't
tell you, but that's to the best of ny
recollection. And | don't recall any violent
reaction fromher or any protesting over it.

Now, |I'mgoing to nove away fromthe RCWP file.
Thank you for reviewing portions with nme. Just in
ternms of your understandi ng of steps your office

t ook, you've testified that M. Romano approved
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

the charges and, in fact, added a fourth charge to
the three recommended by the RCWP, correct?

Yes, that appears to be his handwiting on the
front cover indicating the addition of the fourth
char ge.

And gi ven your evidence yesterday that attenpted
nmur der cases were not that common in your office,
do you have a recollection at the tinme the file
was opened of discussing the case with M. Ronmano,
the fact that these two people had ended up in the
same hospital, both with knife wounds, one with
handcuffs on her wist and the other with the key
to the handcuffs in the pocket?

At the tinme the file was opened back in April of
1997 | don't have any specific recollection of

di scussing the file with M. Romano, but as I|'ve
indicated earlier, at that tine it was a smaller
office. W -- quite often coll eagues would talk
about files, so he may or nmay not have nentioned
that the file had cone in, but I don't have any
recol l ection of it.

Vell, | amgoing to suggest, and just cast your

m nd back as best you can, | appreciate it's a
long time ago, but this was a pretty curious set

of facts in sone respects, | suggest. You had two
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

people in the sane hospital, both with grievous
stab wounds. One had a handcuff dangling from her
wist, the female, known to be a sex trade worker
from Vancouver, and a male had the key to that
very handcuff in his pocket when police attended.
Wasn't that the subject of some buzz or discussion
around the office when it happened?

| can't say that it wouldn't have been. | just
don't have any recollection of M. Romano
mentioning it. He may have. | don't renenber.

To your know edge, did M. -- sorry. |'mugetting
tired. To your know edge based on your handling
of the file and your review of it and di scussions
you may have had, did M. Romano undertake any
trial preparation work during the tinme that he had
sonme conduct of the file?

You would need to ask M. Ronmano what he did.

woul dn't have anticipated that he would have. One
thing that mght help us is the court record with
the date that the trial was actually set. And |
know that those court records are in --

W can save the question for him

Yes, but that would -- he probably would not have
done any trial prep before the trial date was set,

and at this point | can't renmenber from | ooking at
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Cross-examr by M. Ward

the court record when that trial date was set.

The ROE or, whatever, record of proceedings

i ndi cates the attendances and sone shorthand as to
what occurred at the various court appearances.

Ri ght .

Ri ght .

So it would say, | would assune, when that trial
date was set. But in terns of his trial prep,

woul dn't have antici pated he woul d have done that
before the trial date was set.

And you testified yesterday that Jacinta Lanton --
Now, in the letter she's referred to, | believe,
as Jacinta Lawson, is what Peter Ritchie wote,

but her nane was acutally -- we had a prosecutor
by the nane of Jacinta Lawon, L-a-wt-o0-n.

Al right. Jacinta Lawton had conduct of the file
before you did?

The only information | have on that is from M.
Ritchie's letter where he says to M. Ronano t hat
Jaci nta Lawm on does not have conduct of this file.
To your know edge, did she do any trial
preparation work on the file before you took over?
| have no know edge of that. The only know edge |
had that she was even involved was that letter

fromM. R tchie.
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Now, when you took over, and it's not clear what
the date was, only that it was after October 22nd,
1997, probably, correct?

Yes.

You said yesterday, if | understood or heard your
evi dence correctly, you were prepared to take the
case to trial. Dd you say that? O you were
willing to, sonething along those |ines.
|"mtrying to renenber the context of the
guestion. If | remenber from yesterday correctly,
it was along the lines of, "Well, when you | ooked
at that file, were you inclined to stay it," and
the answer was no. M intention was to do the
interviews and take it to trial, if that answers

t he questi on.

Vell, let ne put it a slightly different way.

When you received the file and reviewed it and saw
that it involved a drug-addi cted Vancouver sex
trade worker with a prior crimnal history

assaul ted by soneone who was known to be
associated with Hells Angels nenbers, did you have
a great deal of enthusiasmfor the file?

Yes, and the reason being, and | think | said this
yesterday too, back in 1985 | was appointed as a

desi gnated child sexual assault prosecutor, so |
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did a lot of work with children who had been
sexual |y abused, and | had a lot of difficult
files, so the fact that a file was a chall enge or
was difficult wouldn't have prevented ne from
wanting to proceed with it. | was aware of the
difficulties with the file, but ny intention was
to proceed.

Children are another class of vul nerable w tness
that require special attention?

Yes.

In the cases involving children who had been
sexual |y assaulted that you had prosecuted did you
have your first interview of the child conplai nant
seven days before the scheduled trial date in

t hose matters?

That woul d depend on the age of the child. Young
children, I would want to interview them before

t hat because sonetinmes you would want to have nore
than one interview. You would want to devel op a
rapport with the child. You would want to
introduce themto the court process carefully.

But there were tinmes when | was given files on
short notice, and you woul d nake the best of what
you had, so not an ideal situation. But | can

remenber one, it was a jury trial that was out of
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

Hope and the prosecutor for sonme reason coul dn't
act. | think there were five child w tnesses on
that one. And | took it over on fairly short

noti ce, about a nonth's notice, | think, and was
able to prepare for trial and was able to get the
person -- the person at the end of the day was
convicted. So in an ideal world, yeah, you want
to talk to your w tnesses, the vul nerable ones, as
soon as possible, but sonetinmes that doesn't
always work out. And in this case it would have
been great to have started the interview with M.
Ander son January 9th or earlier than what
happened, but, M. Ward, you can see fromthe --
and it's very, very, very helpful to have the
nmother's record there that attenpts were nmade
earlier than when the actual interview took place.
Not an ideal situation, but not one of ny
creation.

Do you have a recollection of trying to interview
Ander son in Vancouver, or is that sonething you
have di scerned fromreview ng sone other
docunent s?

| have a vague recollection, but ny nmenory was --
| don't know if I'd say refreshed. It was

mentioned to nme that that had happened. When
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

t hought about it, | have a recollection of going
down to 222.

Who nentioned to you that you may have gone down
to 222 Main?

| can't renmenber whether | saw it in a docunent or
what it was.

Do you recall anything about M. Anderson's

appear ance when you did neet with her and sit with
her ?

No, | don't. | don't renenber her physica

appear ance, what she was weari ng.

Race, hair col our, anything?

" mthinking dark hair. But is she sonebody that
| woul d have recognized if | saw her again?

don't think so.

Wasn't she as a vul nerable wi tness, someone who
was caught in the throws of drug addiction, the
sort of person who required extra attention and
handling for a |longer period of tinme than one
interval -- or one interview five days, seven days
before the trial started?

Yes, and | would have preferred to have spoken to
her, like | say, when | first started attenpting
to, which | see fromthe notes would have been at

| east January the 9th. | would have preferred
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

that. These were circunstances not of ny making,
M. Ward.

And | think I may have asked you about this

al ready, and forgive ne if | did, but when
handling Crown w tnesses who are victins of

subst ance abuse the RCMP can be enlisted to put
themup in hotels, to feed them to find nethadone
or other drug substitutes for themto ensure that
they're capable of testifying, right?

The RCMWP could do that, and | think fromLisa
Casson's statenent that | read, she did go down to
Vancouver on one occasion to look for her. So in
terns of nonitoring her, yeah, that would have
been hel pful if the RCMP had done that. They were
aware there was a problem

Now, just a couple |last questions. Do you recal
your dealings with defence counsel ?

M. Ritchie? Sonewhat.

D d you have any di scussions with himabout the
possibility of negotiating a plea to a | esser

of fence than attenpted nmurder as a way of

di sposing of the matter?

No. You'll note when you |look at the front of the
report to CGrown counsel M. Romano had witten

"disco court" on the front. So that file had
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

al ready gone through the disclosure court process.
| saw a nmeno sonewhere from Bev MacLean, who was
one of our disclosure court prosecutors at the
time, requesting further disclosure. So that
process shoul d have al ready been taken care of.

As far as | was concerned, this was set for trial.
But in your experience as a Gown, isn't there an
opportunity or the possibility of negotiating a
plea as a disposition at any tinme before the tria
actual ly gets under way?

That's correct, but this one, because there was
such an obvious defence to it and it was set for
trial, and I wouldn't have -- given the
seriousness of the file, I wouldn't have wanted to
try and negotiate a plea to nmuch | ess than what
was there. | couldn't justify doing that. And

t he problem was once | had the problemw th M.
Anderson | couldn't negotiate a plea. | didn't
have a witness. So | couldn't go to M. R tchie
and try and negotiate a plea then.

And com ng back to the problemw th M. Anderson,
if indeed she nmet with you for nost of the
afternoon, from say one o' clock until it was dark,
and you as a busy Crown prosecutor wouldn't have

conducted a lengthy neeting if she was incapable
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

of speaking to you, correct? You would have
ushered her right out of the office?

Vell, we were -- | wouldn't just summarily dism ss
her. Wuld probably give it sone tinme to see if
things were going to get better. So, no, | would
spend sone tinme with her, but --

You nmust have been sitting there in a roomwth
her and, | forget her nane, Roxanna --

Roxanna Sm t h.

-- Roxanna Smth, by Ms. Anderson's account told
to Celle, two, three hours having an exchange, a
di scussi on?

Vll, | don't know if -- if we were just sitting
in the roomall that time. The other thing too is
this interview would have been in January, so it's
getting dark at around fourish maybe. W
under st andi ng of the statenent was she thought she
cane in at 1:00 or 2:00. So I don't know if we
were just sitting there the whole tine.

Well, that's ny question for you. |If she had

i ndeed been incoherent, incapable of uttering a
sent ence because of her condition, you, busy Crown
counsel with full docket of work to do, would have
said, "Well, there's no point in neeting you," and

ushered her out, right?
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MR. DQUST:

MR. WARD

Q

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

No. No. | think particularly with a victim
service worker there we mght have tried to see
what we could do, but | wouldn't have just
summarily said, "Get out of the office."

And the victimservice worker was interviewed by
M. Celle and said nothing about a problemwth
Ms. Anderson's condition as | read her statenent.
| haven't seen that. Perhaps if | could.

| believe ny friend M. Doust has a copy.

The other thing | would ask is is there nore than
one statenent? |Is that the only statenent she
gave?

don't have a hard copy to give her.

Vell, I'lIl just say this. It may not be hel pful
to question you about her recollection. | would
ask that she testify herself about the interview.
But let ne ask you about this one statenent. [|'1I
show it to you.

Well, actually, would it be all right if | saw the
whol e thing? |Is that possible?

Fine with ne. It's just | don't have an extra
copy. |I'Ill give you the whole thing. M friend
M. Vertlieb is going to assist ne.

Thank you.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

But it's the transcript of an interview conducted
February 1, 2012, with Don Celle, an interview of
Roxanna Smth. |It's sone 20 pages, M.
Comm ssioner. | want to ask you about sonething
t hat appears at page 15. Before | get to it and
bef ore you have the docunent, Roxanna Smth was a
vi cti m assi stance worker known to you --
Yes.
-- prior to this interview?
Yes, she was.
How wel |l did you know her? Pretty well?
Fairly well. | had a lot of respect for her. She
did a lot of work in the office.
And | can take you to page 15, line 23. | am
going to ask you about this passage.
" msorry, page?
15, line 23. She says this:
| recall the neeting because | knew the
ci rcunst ances behi nd what had happened to
this particular person. Uwm | knew that,
uhm fromthat information, that she worked
in-- was a street worker. And | renenber
when, on neeting her, | was, | hadn't net
anyone who had worked on the streets before,

and she | ooked |like a regular person to ne
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

and that, that stuck in ny m nd.
Do you see that?
Yes. That was put to ne yesterday as well.
Dd Ms. Smth comment to you after the neeting
sonmething to the effect of, "Gee, that prostitute
was al nost |ike a regular person,” or sonething to
that effect?
No. And you know what, Roxanna Smth as | knew
her was a really lovely, caring person, and this
comment surprises nme. She was good with victins.
At page 18, lines 19 onward she says, |'IIl just
read it:
| did court acconpani ment with the,
Ms. Anderson on, on the norning --

DON CELLE: |'msorry?

ROXANA SM TH: -- of the trial. | was doing
court acconpaninent wth her. She
attended the courthouse to testify to
gi ve her evidence,

and so on, suggesting that she actually escorted
Ms. Anderson to the first norning of trial.
Yeah.
She attended the courthouse to
testify to give her evidence. And we

were waiting outside of the court
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

while CGrown was in the court, and she
had deci ded that she was not going to
stay and gi ve evidence...and
wanted to | eave the courthouse, and |
asked her to stay. And | went into
the courtroom and got Crown to cone
out and address that she was going to
| eave and not stay to be called as a
W t ness.
No, that's -- | don't know what's happened to
Roxanna Smth, but we all know that that didn't
happen.
In ternms of the stay, and this is ny |last couple
of questions, | think, for you, in terns of the
stay, you yourself nade the decision and di scussed
it wth M. Romano, who endorsed it; is that
correct?
| don't know if | made the decision. | felt that
was the right decision given the circunstances and
di scussed it with Richard Romano. So it's a
matter of semantics really. He, | guess you could
say, endorsed it or we discussed it and agreed
that that was the correct course of action.
Gven all the work that the RCVP had put into the

i nvestigation, all the paper they prepared,
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

woul dn't it have been consistent with your
practice to create a witten record of the reason
for staying these charges?

Yes, and, in fact, | think the policy says you
wite it on the file.

And, of course, we don't have the file.

W don't have the file.

You nust have -- once the decision was nmade, in
addition to conveying it to Ms. Anderson's nother
you must have conveyed it to M. Ritchie?

Yes.

And what happened then? How did you do that?

Now, | may be wong on this, but ny recollection
was that he was at the courthouse for sonething
else and | went to talk to himto explain that the
trial for the next week woul dn't be proceedi ng.

He at that tinme, and it's in the court record, he
had either an articled student or a |lawer by the
nane of Charlie Weiler. Charlie Wiler later
joined the CGrown, and | renenber himnentioning to
me, "Ch, yeah, | renenber | was there the day that
you talked to M. Ritchie about the stay." So

| -- that's the best of ny recollection, was
rather than putting it in aletter to himl sinply

saw himand told himin person, and what seens to
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

support that is | think if | had done a letter to
hi m we woul d probably have it, because it | ooks
like there's correspondence fromM. Rtchie to
the CGrown that we've sonehow cone into possession
of. | may be wong on that, but I'massum ng

t hat .

Let ne try to, if | may, restate or sunmarize your
testinony on this point. You net with Anderson,
you saw her out, you spoke to Romano, and then the
very sane day you saw M. Ritchie in the court --
No.

-- bui Il di ng?

No. There's a couple of scenarios that are
possible here. One is if | did the interview on
the Friday, if | did, and if it was late in the
afternoon, it may be that the conversation wth
M . Romano either took place that day or on the
Monday. We know the stay was entered on the
Monday. So it's possible that ny conversation
with M. Rtchie occurred on the Monday. Because
| would have wanted to contact -- sorry. | would
have wanted to contact hi msoon because he had to
know in ternms of -- it's just a matter of
courtesy. |If he was preparing for trial, | was

telling himthat, no, he didn't have to. But ny
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

recollection is it was in person.

And with respect to the nechanics of entering the
stay itself, did you appear before a judge on that
day?

No. The record of proceedings shows that it was a
stay of proceedi ngs done out of court, which I
woul d assune would be at the registry. That's
normal ly how we do it if it's an out of court one.
The court staff will bring you the file, including
the information, and there's a place on it to
wite "stay of proceedi ngs" and your nanme and the
dat e.

And so as CGrown you have the full authority just
to wite "stay of proceedings" on the file and
that's that?

Yes.

Was the matter, to your know edge, assigned for
trial to a trial judge for the week of February
2nd?

|'d have to ook at the record of proceedings to
see if there's any indication there. |If there's a
trial scheduling neno fromthe trial coordinator,
there mght be a notation of who the judge woul d
be.

And just if you could help us with that. You
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

referred to the record of proceedings a few tines,
and | think | did. 1 just would like to have you
identify that in the binder, please, or what
you're referring to as the record of proceedi ngs.
Sorry, I"'mlooking for the --

Tab 16, | believe.

Yes. Al right. Someone has witten on the
information there, "January 26, 1998 all charges:
Stay of proceedings entered by G own Counsel Rand
Conner," or "R Conner". That's not ny witing,
and it |looks like ny nane's spelled wong, but
where you see -- yes, where you see ny signature
is on the last page. January 26th, 1998, stay of
proceedi ngs directed by, that's ny signature, and
above it soneone's witten "R Conner", and again
they' ve spelt it wong, they've spelt e-r, but
that's ny signature.

Al right. And just to -- I'msure M.
Conmmi ssi oner and others are famliar with these
docunents, but if you go to the second page of
this tab you'll see a list of dates. These are
various court appearances and the reason for the
appear ance?

Yes.

And a shorthand of who appeared on these various
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

occasions, right?

Yes.

And you see "Wler". |It's actually m sspelt, but
that would be the Charlie Wiler you referred to a
few nonments ago?

Yes, who was working with M. Ritchie.

And | understand his name to be spelt We-i-Il-e-r.
So the matter cane on for various appearances in
April, My, June, Septenber, Cctober, Novenber of
'97, as indicated in the record of proceedings?
Yes, but what |I'mhaving trouble with here is I'm
seeing pre-trial conference 23rd of June, 24th of
June. It looks like a pre-trial conference
continuation 8th of Septenber and again the 16th
of October pre-trial conference. Wat | can't
tell fromthis is when that trial date was set.
You would normal ly --

You are RC, correct?

That's right, and | can see that | appeared as
Crown on April the 97th -- or, sorry, April 21st
of 1997 for a fix date. So that would just be a
remand appear ance.

So you'd have a passing famliarity with the file
as a result of that?

Not really. 1'mjust trying to see what court
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

that was. Renmand courts, as you are aware, wll
soneti mes have 80 cases on them and if you happen
to be the court one Crown, you do pay attention to
cases where you think there mght be a guilty plea
or there's an arraignnent hearing, but the ones
that are just fix dates just basically you do the
fix date and put a note on the file.

You're al so naki ng an appearance on Septenber 8,
1997, according to the entry "RC appearing for the
G own" ?

That ' s possi bl e, yeah.

And that's a continuation of a pre-trial
conference that started in July?

Yeah, it says continuation, but I don't know --
and that was just kicked over to the 16th. So |
don't know whether it was anything nore than,
again, fixing a date and putting it over.

You just don't have any recollection of how

i nvol ved you were beyond this because you don't
have access to the file anynore, fair?

Wll, and also it's -- like, ny initials will be
on all kinds of files in Port Coquitlamthat are
not ny files if | happen to be the Gown in remand
court, so --

But doing the best we can, it appears as though
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MR. DQUST:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

you were counsel appearing for the CGrown June 24th
and Septenber 8th of 19977

Yes, in remand court, but not necessarily --
certainly the CGtown in court, ny initials are
there, but not necessarily the Crown that had
conduct of the file.

And the first of those appearances was at Burnaby.
Do you have a recollection of dealing with the
file there?

No. The reason that woul d happen woul d be because
it was set for disclosure court, and |'m wondering
whet her back in '97 we had our disclosure court in
Burnaby. That's possible. There was also nention
in Peter Ritchie's letter of Judge Hol nes, and she

sat in Burnaby.

Actually, the record doesn't seemto indicate who

made t he appearance in Burnaby for the Crown.

THE COM SSI ONER:  What does it matter, actually? |Is that

i nportant ?

MR. WARD: Well, what does matter, | suggest, is sinply how

long this particular w tness had conduct of the
file and what was done while she did, and |'mjust
trying to get sone clarity on the subject doing
the best we can with the docunents we have, and |

acknowl edge ny friend M. Doust's coment.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Ward

In any event, the file ends with the notation for
January 26th, '98, of an SOP out of court with
your initial there?

That's correct.

And | just want to revisit one last area, and that
is the year that el apsed after January 26th, 1998.
You nust have run into Randi -- sorry. You nust
have run into Corporal Mke Connor fromtine to
time just in the course of your work around the
court house or otherw se?

It's possible.

And you have no recollection of discussing with
himat any time prior to January 26th, 1999, his
work in furtherance of investigating Robert

Wl liam Pickton as a suspect or the suspect in the
di sappear ances of the wonen fromthe Downt own
East si de of Vancouver?

Bet ween what date and what date?

January 26th, 1998, January 26th, 1999, any

di scussions with Corporal M ke Connor respecting
an investigation he was doing of Robert WIIiam

Pi ckton in connection with the Downtown Eastside
wonen' s di sappear ances?

No. The only thing I can recall is a comrent

about Pi ckton being a suspect, and |I'm guessing
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

that would be around the tine that they were
applying for a warrant through Peter Qul bransen,
and | don't know the date of that. But nothing,
no. No specifics.
Q Al right.
A That would have been nmuch later, |'m assum ng.
MR. WARD: M. Comm ssioner, ny friend M. Vertlieb and | have
had sone di scussions about the video that you
m ght recall -- or, sorry, the audiotape you m ght
recall nme nmentioning. |It's not necessary for ny
purposes to put it to this wtness in cross-
exam nation. W're still discussing the neans by
whi ch we m ght neke that avail abl e.
THE COW SSIONER: All right.
MR. WARD: Those are ny questions for the witness. And thank
you, Ms. Connor.
THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you. W w || adjourn.
THE REA STRAR W will recess for 15 m nutes.
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 3:10 P. M.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 3:30 P.IV.)
THE REA STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.
THE COW SSI ONER: M. Roberts.
CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR ROBERTS:
Q M. Comm ssioner, Darrell Roberts on behalf of
Marion Bryce. Good day, Ms. Connor.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

Good day.

| represent Marion Bryce this afternoon on this
inquiry. She lost a daughter naned Patricia
Johnson to M. Pickton. And I've got half an
hour, and I will endeavour to finish by the end of
the day. There are three small areas | want to
review with you. First | want to pick up on a
question ny learned friend M. Doust asked you in
his followup questions to M. Vertlieb. He asked
you one or two questions about the charge approval
process. Renenber that?

Yes. | think so.

VWll, ny only question to you there is of course
when you were appointed this file the charge
approval process was well over, right?

Yes, but | think where he may have been going with
that was the test of substantial |ikelihood of
conviction, and that --

Can you put your m ke on, please?

Ch, I"'msorry. The test is substantial I|ikelihood
of conviction, and that -- that test applies all
the way through the prosecution. But you're quite
right, the charge assessnent had been done | ong
bef ore.

And you were appointed to or asked to take on this
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

file in Cctober of 1998 -- excuse ne -- '97?

W know that it was after Cctober the 22nd of 1997
because of the letter from defence.

Al right. But it's relatively in the late part
of Cctober?

Vll, | don't know that. | knowthat it was after
that, but | can't say for sure it was Cctober
because | have no recollection of when | was given
the file. Sorry.

Let ne just get through these questions. The
charge approval process was over. That was | ooked
after by M. Romano?

Correct.

He added a charge?

Yes.

It was your job when you got the file to get it
ready for trial?

Yes.

You were going to be Crown counsel on the trial?
Yes.

That was your job?

Yes.

Thank you. Now, one of the things |I've noted is
that there were sonme adm ssions that had to be

drawn, and there was sone di scussion about that in
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

sone correspondence |'ve seen, but apparently
there was an attendance before a judge who
encouraged the parties, the Gown and defence, to
have adm ssions drawn; am | right?

Yes.

Al right. Dd you draw thenf

| don't recall drawing them Those adm ssions
could have been filed on the first day of the
trial in front of the trial judge.

"' mnot asking you to tell ne what could have been
done. | just want to know from your nenory -- we
don't have your file -- did you draw those
adm ssi ons?

| can't recall, but | don't think so.

Wuld it be a fair attenpt at your recollection
that at the tinme you had the nmeeting with M.
Anderson, which | take it nowis fairly -- fairly
confidently was on the 23rd because the stay was
entered on the 26th, which is a Monday, so that
woul d put your neeting with Ms. Anderson on
Friday, the 23rd. |Is that settled in your mnd
now?

No. It's possible that that's when it was.

Al right. But it would not have been the sane

day that the stay was entered?
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MR. ROBERTS:

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

It m ght have been.

Ch. | thought -- | guess ny hearing is not good.
| thought you had agreed that it |ikely was not
the sane day as the stay being entered because you
had to discuss it with M. Romano, etcetera,
etcetera, right?

That's right. So --

Anyway, whatever the day, whether it was Friday,
the 23rd or Monday, the 26th, is it your best
recollection that at that day you had not drawn

t he adm ssions?

Pr obabl y not .

Can you turn, please, to the docunents. | don't
know what they're called, but they're the
docunments for your -- the purposes of your

evi dence, Ms. Connor, and there's a tab 14.

didn't put tabs in ny mne. M firmdoesn't want
me to spend too much noney. |I'mkidding a little

bit.

THE COM SSIONER: You're a | owbudget firm you don't have

tabs; is that right?

Vell, | haven't got, but |I've noted on the index
it's tab 14.
Q Do you have -- there's correspondence with M.

Peter Ritchie, G bbons & Ritchie. The first
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

letter | see is Qctober 22, 1997. Do you have
that, M. Connor?

|"ve got October 14th, 1997. [I'Il flip back.
Can you find his letter Cctober 227

|'Il endeavour to do so.

COMWM SSI ONER: What tab is this?

ROBERTS:

In the index it sinply says Ritchie

correspondence, M. Conm ssioner

REG STRAR:  14.

A
ROBERTS:

M. Commssioner, | believe it's tab 14.

It's correspondence with G bbons Ritchie.

COMW SSI ONER: The April 14th letter is the one | have.

ROBERTS:

Yes, and |'ve got a letter which is Cctober 22 --

COW SSIONER: Oh, | see. (Ckay.

ROBERTS:

-- 1997.

COMWM SSIONER: Al'l right.

A
ROBERTS:

Yes, | have that.

Thank you. The letter is witten to M. Ronmano.
Do you see that?
Yes.
In the second paragraph he says:
W have had a series of Pre-Trial Conferences
and Her Honour Judge Hol nes wi shed adm ssi ons

to be dealt with in advance of this case.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

Yes.
Were you on any of those?
On the pre-trial conferences? No.
Next paragraph.
| am quite hopeful that they will be |engthy
adm ssions nade in this case respecting
i ssues such as nedical questions, continuity,
phot ogr aphi ¢ evi dence, toxilogical evidence,
t oxi col ogy evi dence,
and other matters,
is the way he's witten it.

Yes.

Since | understand this file has recently
been returned to you, | amwiting to request
that the process of making adm ssions be
noved ahead. | will await a draft Notice of
Adm ssions from your Crown Counsel and thank
you for your continuing courtesy.

Do you see that?

Yes.

And when the file ultimately cane to you, whenever

it was, that was your task?

| woul d assune so, Yyes.

Al right. Turn then to another letter, which is
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

January 13, 1998. It's a couple pages al ong.
Yes.
Have you found the letter, please, M. Connor?
January 13th --
Yes.
-- fromM. --
Ritchie to you.
Yes, | have that.
Al right. He refers to a forensic |lab report,
and he asks about sonme other matters. | want to
go to the end of the letter, the | ast paragraph.
Yes.
This letter again is dated January 13, 1998.
| ook forward to your draft adm ssions in
this case.

Yes.

| do not anticipate that factually we are far
apart and hope that we can nove the matter
wi th sone di spatch.
So that identifies you haven't drawn them as of
the 13th of January, 1998?
That's correct.
Al right. And 10 days |ater you have your

nmeeting or that's the first possible date for your
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

nmeeting with Ms. Anderson?

If 10 days is to 23rd, yes.

And it's your best recollection you didn't draw

t hose adm ssions between the 13th and the 23rd?

| don't think | did, no.

So they never were drawn by you?

No.

And having entered the stay of proceedings, they
never ever were drawn by you?

There woul d be no point, no.

One ot her docunent | want to review in here, and
that's at tab 6. This is the Coormunity Resources/
Victim Assistance Program material in this file.
You're famliar with it, M. Connor?

|'ve | ooked at it, yes.

Can you find a page with nunber 5 at the bottom

ri ght-hand corner?

Yes, | have it.

Now, let me just back up for a nonent. This
service delivery form this is a conmunity service
to assist the police in, anongst other things,
getting witnesses to the trial?

Yes. Victim Services do that.

And the person who is recording these notes | take

it is the RTVM or RIMI| see in the Workers Initials
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

col um?
| see initials, yes.
"' mnot asking you to identify who it is, but
t hese notes, therefore, as to -- to the extent
they identify sonme interaction with Anderson and
her nother, they're independent, therefore, from
Ms. Anderson? This is a police file materi al
right?
Yes.
Let's take page 5. There's two or three here,
think, that are inportant for the court to note.
The date on the left at the top is 12/17, so that
woul d be Decenber 17th, at 19:05.
Al right.
Al right.

Contact the victimor her nother with..
|"mnot sure | read that --

- sending identical fax to there..

"Sending identical fax..." Let me nove down to
the next one at -- that's 12/17 at 10: 30.
Yes.

-- spoke to victims nother. Asked her if
her daughter would |ike a court escort for

the upcomng trial. She said she did not

172



© 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

R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

know but would ask. Told her to tell her
daughter to contact us and |eft phone #.
And then you see about 35 mnutes |ater on the
same day it appears there is -- no, |I'msorry,
we're now into January, are we? 01/17.
That's what it |ooks |ike.
Is that the date? In the mddle of the page,
01/17. So that would be the 17th of January?
Yes.
Al right.
- victimcalled back. She is interested in a
court escort. Told her I would send one up,
or "set one up",
and that the person providing the escort
woul d call her nother to arrange at what tine
and where to neet on the day of the trial.
And then there's an initial. So this is the entry
in the police docunent of a conversation with M.
Ander son on the tel ephone on the 17th of January,
1998, at 11:05 in the norning, right?
That's what it says.
And that she wanted an escort. Al right. That's
a pretty coherent little piece of nessage, is it
not ?

Coherent fromthe person that wote it, yes.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

Ckay. Next 01/26/98. "Spoke to," and that's
Victim 97 has been stanped on that. That's M.
Ander son we know now. Spoke to her nother by
phone. "She wll contact Victim97," M.

Ander son, because her court date or sonething,
"her court date February 2/58," or '98 it should
say, at 9:30. "Victim97 is to phone this office
and confirm she received nessage.” And can you
read the next? 1Is that just a person's initials
in the end col um?

HLD it | ooks |ike.

The next sentence says, "No subpoena seen on
file."

Yes.

Is it your understanding this is a note of the
nmessage that you asked to be sent that there was a
stay?

| can't say that. | don't know.

Wll, then what is its purpose?

| don't know. | didn't wite it.

| see. Well, let's think about that and then read
the | ast one. 01/30, so that would be January 30,
1998, at 1400 hours. "Spoke to," and | think that
means Ms. Anderson's nother. | see "nother"

witten in brackets beside it. "She is aware
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

court case of February 2/58 'Denotified ." Wat
IS one supposed to nean by that -- to understand
by that, denotified?

| didn't wite that.

No, | didn't suggest you did, but did you ask for
that to be sent?

| don't know.

| see. "File to remain open. She has spoken to,"
Ms. Anderson. So were you aware of these entries
when you canme here to testify?

| was aware of this set of docunents, yes. |
don't think | read it -- all of it, but yes.

Al right. As | understand it, M. Connor, the
core reason for the stay is that, and I'm
summari zi ng, that because of M. Anderson's drug
addi ction she was unable to articul ate her

evi dence and so you were unable to gauge how she
woul d performas a witness. Does that capture it?
No. | think there's nore. | didn't have a case
wi t hout that w tness --

| under st and.

-- and | didn't have her as a wtness. She wasn't
abl e to communi cate the evidence, and w thout her
| didn't have a case.

In your interview?
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

Yes.

That's the only -- one and only interview you had
with her, right?

That's correct. 1In person, yes.

Right. Now, you have worked with many w t nesses
in your career. You're an experienced Crown
counsel . | suggest you' ve worked w th many

W tnesses in your career who have been at one tine
or another addicted to substance abuse?

Yes.

Sone heroin users?

Yes, | would think so.

And you have managed to prosecute cases with
peopl e who have suffered from such abuse
difficulties, have you not?

If they show up and they can articulate the
evidence and | can talk to themand | can prepare
themfor trial, then yes. And it really depends
on the level of drugs that they're ingesting too.
Sonme peopl e have worse problens than ot hers.

| understand that, but you al so know that drug
users have good tinmes and bad tines, times when
they' re conpetent and coherent and tinmes when
they're not? You know that, of course, as a

person who deals wth people like that all the
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

time?

Vell, the problemw th this particular file is
right fromthe file itself and the background this
was a problemthat had been ongoi ng since 1985,
and |'mgauging that fromthe crimnal record that
showed that she had a conviction for possession of
narcotics and also for trafficking in narcotics.
Also, the file itself indicated that she was an

i ntravenous drug user. There's also the comrent
fromthe nurse at RCH that said there were track
mar ks on her thigh. There was reason to believe
that this was a long-standing problem [t wasn't
a tenporary problem

I'"d Iike you to answer ny question. You know sone
drug user -- all drug users have good tines and

t hey have bad tines?

That's a difficult question to answer because it
really depends. [It's so general. You haven't
specified the type of drug they're taking, how
much they're taking.

Let's take heroin. Heroin users can have -- they
usually follow a regi ne of sone kind, do they not?
| don't know about a regine.

Well, you didn't ask Ms. Anderson, did you?

| wasn't able to communicate with --
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

You didn't ask her nother either?

| think that there was sone discussion with the
nother. | had the inpression that she was on the
street and using drugs.

Ms. Connor, you read carefully the w tness
statenment that Ms. Connor provided to Constable
Casson and Constable Strachan, right?

You nean, |'msorry, the wtness statenent that
Ms. Anderson did?

You read the witness statenment that M. Anderson
provided to the RCWP?

Yes. As part of the file, yes. It was included
with the file.

O course you did. You were getting ready for the

trial. You read that before she cane in for your
i ntervi ew?
Ri ght .

You knew she was a drug addict before she cane in
for the interview?

Yes.

You knew that there could be problens with her
dependi ng on when she took her |ast dose?

Yes, there could be problens.

Did you speak to her nother or have anybody speak

to her nother to suggest that she should cone in
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

when she's cl ean and coherent ?

| don't know -- | would have no know edge of

whet her she was during that tine period.

Let ne take you to the statenent. The reason for
ny question to you about the statenent, that's a
very coherent statenent, is it not? The one
provided to the RCWP.

Yes, and she was in the hospital at the time and
presumabl y not doi ng drugs.

Al right. So you knew that she was quite capable
at sone time or other to provide a very coherent
statenent of her evidence?

I f she wasn't doing drugs.

VWll, that's too general by you. Wen she's not
under the influence of drugs at the tine of the
statenment? Isn't that what you nean to say?

Yes, but ny understanding is that at that tinme she
was using drugs.

| understand that. Wen you cane -- when you got
to call her in, did your office have a policy for
W t nesses who were addicted to drugs that you' ve
got one chance, one strike; if you're not coherent
inny interview, | amgoing to stop your
prosecution?

A policy, no.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

No, you didn't have such a policy. You didn't
have such a one strike policy against a wtness,
did you?

No.

You didn't tell Ms. Anderson or anyone around her
that if she showed up where she was not coherent
or you felt she was under the influence of drugs
that you would not proceed with her case at trial?
You didn't tell her that, did you?

No, but she -- nost people would know that if they
were under the influence of drugs that they

woul dn't be able to testify.

You applied your -- what | call a one strike
policy against Ms. Anderson? You didn't give her
a second chance?

No, | think we'd given her a |lot of chances in
terns of the difficulty in locating her to begin
with to get the interview It |ooks Iike from
even January the 9th | was trying to get her in.

It was getting close to the trial. There was no
expectation that she was going to be coherent and
communi cate the evidence, so a decision was nmade
to direct a stay of proceedings, and as |'ve
indicated earlier, the door was |left open. |If she

had cone back, if the police had taken her to
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

rehab and soneone had conme back and said, "Look,
this person has now gone through rehab. They're
conpl etely clean and sober. They renenber the
incident. You should have another |ook at that,"
| woul d have.

You didn't tell her that?

Tell her that, no.

You didn't tell her that?

No, not her, but the police knew.

You didn't tell anyone around her that?

No, but the police knew.

That may be so. The police are busy. You're
busy. You had many files. You didn't tell her
either before the interview or after the interview
that she had only one chance?

| think it's alittle unfair to say she had only
one chance. | think --

That's the effect of it, isn't it?

No. It was a matter of ne having to sit down,

|l ook at the file and nmake a tough call as to what
| was going to do then. | consulted with M.
Romano and deci ded that the stay was the best way
to proceed at this point.

This much is clear. It is not the policy of the

Crimnal Justice Branch of this province to give
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Cross-examr by M. Roberts

W t nesses who are addicted to drugs only one
chance to perfornf

A No.

Q That's not the policy?

A  No, and it's not ny policy either.

MR. ROBERTS: Those are ny questions.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you, M. Roberts. kay.
Who's next? | note it's 3:55. Do you want to
start now or do you want to start in the norning?

MR. GRATL: I'min your hands, M. Conm ssioner.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Sorry?

MR. GRATL: I'min your hands, M. Comm ssioner. | can start
Now.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Fine. |It's what's convenient for
you.

A |"'msorry, M. Conmm ssioner, |'mjust wondering,
if possible, it mght be nice if | wasn't under
cross-exam nation over the break. [I'mnot --
don't nmean to cause a problem Just wondering how
long ny -- how long M. Gatl intends on being.

THE COMM SSI ONER: (h.

A So if we're partway through, then I will be under
cross and not able to speak to ny counsel tonight.

MR. VERTLIEB: The plan is that Ms. Connor will be here

tonorrow and finish her questioning.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Roberts

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Ckay.
MR. VERTLIEB: You're under cross. There shouldn't be any
problemif we start either tonight or tonorrow.
A No, but ny problemis | can't talk to ny counsel
if I'"munder cross --
MR. VERTLIEB: Wll, that's --
A --if we don't finish. That's ny issue. [|I'm
sorry, M. Comm ssioner.
MR. VERTLIEB: There are other |awers, M. Connor, who want to
ask you questions, not just M. Gatl.
A No, and that's absolutely fine. [I'msorry. The
only thing is if he starts and finishes, that's
great, and then we --

THE COW SSIONER: Oh, | see.

A Then I'mnot under cross. |If he doesn't finish
and |'munder cross, | can't speak to M. Doust.
MR. GRATL: M. Comm ssioner, | don't -- it's ny inpression

that even if | don't start right now the w tness
woul d still count as being under cross-exan nation
and wouldn't be at liberty to speak to her
counsel .

MR. VERTLIEB: | agree wwith M. Gatl. | think it's -- because
it's so common | thought it was understood.

THE COM SSIONER:  It's all cross-exam nation, it's just

different counsel are cross-exam ning you, so the
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

rule would still apply.
Al right then. I'msorry. It won't nake a

di f f erence.

THE COW SSI ONER: Don't apol ogi ze. No, | understand. o

ahead, M. Gatl.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR GRATL

Q

>

| note the information here was sworn -- it's at
tab 4. The information was sworn on April the 8th
of 19977

Yes, that's correct.

And the trial was scheduled to begin at what tine?
The trial was set for February the 2nd of 1998, so
normally in Provincial Court it would be 9:30 in
the norning. O have | m sunderstood the

questi on?

That's a period of approximtely 10 nonths?

Ch, yes. Yes.

And that's relatively fast in Provincial Court to
get a five-day trial, isn't it, 10 nonths?

These days, yes.

All right. It doesn't even trigger an exam nation
under the Morin test for unreasonabl e del ay?

Ei ght nonths. No, | wouldn't expect so, no.

kay. So that's a relatively brief tinme, and

there's no concerns about the right to the accused
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

to be tried within a reasonable tinme even if that
February 2nd date is adjourned; isn't that right?
Not on the first date. There would be by a second
trial date.

All right. Now, as | understood your evidence in
chief, you indicated that you had sonme difficulty
with adjourning the trial?

Ch. No. M reasoning was that | didn't feel that
| could go in front of the judge and ask for an
adj our nment because | wasn't in a position to say
when the w tness would be avail abl e and capabl e of
testifying, so the decision was made rather than
to ask for an adjournnment that | wasn't in a
position to ask for a stay of proceedi ngs woul d be
directed instead.

Did you conduct any investigations as to how | ong
it mght take for the witness to prepare to
testify?

VWll, the problemwas | felt that she was in the
throws of a very serious drug addiction just from
ny review of the file and ny dealings with the
file to that point, so |l wasn't in a position to
be able to say when, if ever, she was going to be
in a situation where she could testify. That was

the difficulty I found nyself in.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Ckay. So let ne try to understand this. The only
i nformation you had to go on about her drug

addi ction and the depth of her addiction, the
intensity of it, was found in the CGown file and
in your dealings wth her?

Yeah, the difficulty in getting her in and through
dealings with the nom So that was the
information that | had. And it seenmed to nme to be
| ong- st andi ng.

kay. And that was from your review of the
crimnal record?

Crimnal record and the comments in the file that
' ve indicated already.

kay. Now, there wasn't anything in the file to

i ndi cate how often she injected?

No.

There wasn't anything in the file to indicate what
subst ance she was using or substances?

| believe the file said -- if | can just have a
monment -- intravenous drug user, and | believe
under the -- I'msorry, if you can just give ne a
monent. |'mflipping in tab 3. Sorry, this is a
little tricky because the witnesses are -- the
nanes are blanked out. Under her "will say" under

her witness statenent is a heroin addict, and |
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

bel i eve under the comments -- | know when she went
into the hospital the nurse commented that there
were track marks on her thigh as well.

Al right. And | take it you'll agree with ne
that those are not sufficient details to allow you
to cone to a conclusion about the intensity of her
addi ction?

No, there was nore than that. There was, and this
isinny "wll say", and | think | haven't
mentioned it so far, there was a phone call that I
received fromher before the interview where she
was not -- not coherent, and al so there was having
to get a hold of her through the nom and the
difficulties there. M understandi ng was that
this was | ong-standing. And then she showed up --
when | finally did get her in, she showed up in
that condition as |'ve descri bed.

Al right. Do you agree with ne that that's not
sufficient evidence to make a resol ute judgnent
about the intensity of her addiction?

It was, in ny opinion, a situation where | wasn't
going to get her on the stand for the trial, which
is why | said | didn't ask for the adjournnent but
| directed the stay to | eave the door open.

Al right.
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

A So -- because -- | nean, there was al ways the
possibility that even though I didn't have a
concrete date at sone day in the future nmaybe she
woul d be able to testify, so that's why the stay.

Q Ckay. If you were concerned about the intensity
of her addiction and whether that would prevent
her fromtestifying, why wouldn't you ask her
about the intensity of her addiction?

A She was -- well, | nmade ny own observations when
she canme in for the interview She was in bad
shape, so to ne it was obvious there was a big
probl em

Q Gay. So you already knew enough about the
intensity of her addiction that you didn't feel

you had to ask her about --

A No.
Q ~-- the intensity of her addiction?
A  No, | knew it was long-standing. | knew it wasn't
tenporary fromthe -- fromthe file.
THE COW SSIONER: | think we'll stop there until tonorrow
nor ni ng.

THE REG STRAR:  The hearing is now adjourned until 9:30
t onor r ow nor ni ng

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 4:01 P. V.)
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R. Connor (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

| 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.

189



| NDEX OF PROCEEDI NGS

PAGE
Proceedi ngs 1
Randi Margaret Connor (for the Comm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Doust 3
Cross-exam by M. Ward 18
Cross-exam by M. Roberts 163

Cross-exam by M. Gatl 184




EXH BI TS

NO. DESCRI PTI ON

(EXHI BIT 133NR - Docunent entitled: Stay of
Proceedi ngs Re: Pickton 1997 Charges - Conmi ssion
Counsel docunents - mnus tab 8)

(EXH BIT DD FOR | DENTI FI CATION:  Affidavit of Andrew

MacDonal d dated April 11, 2012)

PAGE

19

112




$

$100 2] - 97:9

'97 [7] - 22:15, 41:10,
118:17, 130:13,
159:10, 161:12, 165:1

'98 5] - 12:13, 114:8,
130:22, 162:2, 174:6

'denotified’ [1] -
175:1

0

01/17 2] - 173:5,
173:8

01/26/98 [1] - 174:1

01/30 1] - 174:22

0711 - 10:13

1

11(6] - 3:18, 4:22,
120:13, 120:24,
152:2, 1:3

1-1-91(11- 4:4

10 (8] - 22:8, 119:25,
122:7, 122:186,
170:24, 171:2,
184:16, 184:19

10:30 11 - 172:20

10th [1) - 86:4

114 - 1:2,112:17,
128:17, 2:9

112 11- 2:8

11:05 [2] - 60:19,
173:20

11:27 1] - 60:20

11th 2 - 1287,
130:13

12/17 [21- 172:12,
172:20

125 1) - 10:12

12:30[1] - 108:12

1321 - 170:1, 170:13

132 [3] - 112:23,
113:5, 113:6

133nr [3] - 19:14,
19:15, 2:5

13th [31 - 170:4,
170:22, 171:4

14 [5] - 52:14,
167:16, 167:23,
168:9, 168:10

1400 [1] - 174:23

14th 4] - 78:2,
78:22, 168:3, 168:12

157111) - 11:16,
19:20, 23:1, 27:20,
49:2, 60:18, 134:2,
152:5, 152:14,
152:17, 163:18

16 (1] - 158:6

1631 - 1.7

16th [2] - 159:14,
160:15

17 [2] - 10:13, 113:22

17th 31 - 172:13,
173:8, 173:19

1831 - 91:12,
153:11, 1:6

184 11- 1:8

19 (6] - 53:24, 55:10,
60:23, 75:9, 153:11,
2:5

1980 1] - 113:12

1982 (1] - 113:15

1985 2] - 144:24,
177:4

1995 2] - 113:23,
114:4

1996 [2] - 33:7,
115:17

1997 (48] - 4:12, 9:4,
13:2, 19:16, 21:17,
21:24, 22:20, 40:16,
41:16, 41:23, 76:5,
77:2,77:14,78:12,
81:1, 81:23, 82:3,
94:10, 94:13, 96:10,
97:18, 97:22, 107:16,
114:8, 114:17,
115:17, 116:7,
116:13, 117:3, 118:2,
121:6, 122:1, 126:16,
126:21, 128:7,
128:17, 138:22,
141:15, 144:3,
159:21, 160:9, 161:2,
165:2, 168:1, 168:3,
168:15, 184:9, 2:6

1998 [21] - 19:25,
20:4, 23:6, 23:12,
23:15, 40:17, 107:16,
114:18, 115:18,
136:5, 158:8, 158:13,
162:6, 162:19, 165:1,
170:1, 170:13,
170:22, 173:20,
174:23, 184:12

1999 2] - 162:13,
162:19

19:05[1) - 172:13

1:00 2] - 133:8,
150:18

1:30[1] - 133:8

1:45 2] - 71:16,

108:11

27 [3] - 49:18, 50:1,

8

1:501] - 108:13 78:3

1b 31 - 117:17, 2:00 1] - 150:18 8111] - 19:7, 19:10,
117:18, 117:19 2b (4] - 117:19, 19:14, 19:17, 21:18,

1st (1] - 4:12 117:20, 117:22, 118:2 46:15, 51:13, 104:24,

2nd [¢] - 62:5, 119:25, 160:8, 2:7
2 130:25, 135:8, 80 1] - 160:2
157:19, 184:12, 185:2 851 - 83:7

241 -3:21, 3:25, 8th [3] - 159:14,
5:15, 105:17 3 161:2, 184:8

2/58 [2] - 174:6,

175:1 31[4] - 46:8, 50:25, 9

20 5] - 35:20, 42:2, 186:22, 1:5
42:5, 44:7, 152:3 305 - 32:1, 50:3, 911 - 119:25

20001 - 62:13 129:1, 137:20, 174:22 97 [3] - 174:2, 174:4,

2002 [15] - 21:25, 351 -173:3 174:7
22:8, 23:2, 23:6, 27:6, 39-page [1] - 46:10 97th [1] - 159:20
27:12, 27:19, 42:24, 3:1011] - 163:19 9:00 2] - 133:7,
46:15, 48:22, 49:3, 3:301[1] - 163:20 134:23
765, 76:20, 78:12, 3:5571] - 182:8 9:3016] - 1:3, 133:8,
79:18 134:23, 174:7,

2003 (7 - 78:2, 4 184:13, 188:22
78:18, 78:22, 79:5, 9th [13] - 11:14,
79:18, 83:6 412]- 48:2,184:8 11:16, 34:15, 35:12,

201011 - 60:1 87:6, 126:15, 126:21,

2012 8] - 1:2, 34:15,
35:12, 55:5, 87:6,
112:17, 152:2, 2:9

21st 1] - 159:20

22 4] - 20:4, 168:1,
168:4, 168:13

222 [3] - 7:15, 147:2,
147:4

22nd [9] - 9:8, 94:12,
94:15, 107:21, 108:2,
130:15, 138:22,
144:2, 165:2

234 - 127:25,
128:2, 152:14, 152:17

23rd [11] - 21:9,
107:19, 130:16,
130:24, 159:12,
166:18, 166:21,
167:9, 171:2, 171:4

24 (3] - 4.9, 4:10,
127:24

24th 2 - 159:12,
161:1

25131 - 3:12, 4:5,
18:14

26 21 - 107:16, 158:8

26th [21] - 15:16,
23:14, 23:15, 27:16,
29:5, 107:19, 121:25,
130:19, 130:24,
131:8, 135:23,
136:15, 140:7,
158:13, 162:2, 162:6,
162:13, 162:19,
166:19, 167:9

4(b [3] - 60:2, 87:1,

87:9 138:25, 139:5,

40 2] - 101:25, 146:12, 147:25,
119:12 180:19

40,000 [1] - 114:11

46 21 - 10:12, 35:15 A

4:011) - 188:24

abdomen [1] - 104:1
5 abide [1] - 66:3

5141 - 21:25, 22:8,
171:16, 172:10

5121-104:22,
104:24

52808 [4] - 56:14,
57:20, 75:16, 128:18

5:3011] - 36:7

5th 1) - 41:7

6

6131 - 9:17, 367,
171:12

6:00[1] - 36:6

6th [2] - 42:24, 43:19

7

7121 - 125:8, 125:12

7112) - 58:19, 66:17

75 [5] - 49:20, 51:12,
75:18, 94:19, 96:7

752 1] - 51:6

7th 31- 9:11, 11:16,
46:4

ability [1] - 189:7
able 22 - 1:22, 2:4,
2:21, 8:17, 11:11,
34:25, 63:4, 68:2,
79:17, 80:9, 80:11,
91:22,112:10,
120:12, 146:5,
175:23, 177:25,
180:12, 182:23,
185:23, 188:4
aboriginal [1] - 67:2
absence [1] - 87:20
absent [1] - 131:16
Absent[1] - 134:7
absolutely [10] -
20:18, 25:22, 39:22,
51:24, 92:19, 103:20,
105:11, 134:3,
137:23, 183:11
Absolutely[o] -
13:12,17:19, 21:7,
39:4, 49:10, 51:14,
51:22,105:22, 119:2
abuse [6] - 27:22,
80:21, 83:10, 148:6,
176:9, 176:14
abused [1) - 145:2




abusers [1] - 28:2

accept [4] - 22:11,
23:24,57:18, 60:15

accepted [1] -
104:25

access [1] - 160:20

accessible 17 -
96:14

accompaniment [2]
- 153:13, 153:17

accompany [1] -
105:9

according [4] - 9:1,
14:16, 83:6, 160:9

account 7] - 24:11,
30:4, 37:24, 94:19,
96:12, 97:11, 150:10

accuracy [1] - 63:14

accurate [2] - 72:13,
189:5

accused [10] - 17:24,
43:12, 45:7, 57:3,
57:8, 95:1, 106:25,
116:20, 133:20,
184:25

acknowledge [1] -
161:25

acquainted [1] -
115:6

acquired [1] - 33:25

acquittal [1] - 39:6

act [1] - 146:2

action [1] - 154:23

activities [2] - 83:25,
116:8

activity 1] - 117:13

actual [1] - 146:16

acutally [1] - 143:14

add [3] - 44:9, 74:19,
132:8

added 2 - 141:1,
165:14

addict 3] - 43:9,
178:18, 186:25

addicted [6] - 28:19,
83:10, 144:18, 176:9,
179:21, 182:1

addiction [14] -
80:22, 82:1, 98:7,
147:17, 175:16,
185:20, 186:3, 1877,
187:20, 188:6, 188:8,
188:14, 188:17

adding [1] - 48:2

addition [2] - 141:4,
155:9

additional [4] - 54:6,
62:16, 124:15, 138:8

address [9] - 5:21,
77:10, 81:21, 82:19,

87:7, 87:9, 87:19,
118:14, 154:7

addressed [4] -
19:11, 86:18, 89:7,
121:13

addressing [3] -
65:15, 129:6, 129:20

adequately [2] -
17:16, 17:17

adjourn [1] - 163:17

adjourned 3] -
108:11, 185:2, 188:22

Adjourned [4] -
60:19, 108:12,
163:19, 188:24

adjourning [1] -
185:7

adjournment [3] -
185:10, 185:13,
187:23

Admini - 44:21

administration [1] -
105:1

administrative [3] -
119:4, 129:17, 129:19

admissibility [1] -
89:9

admission [4] -
14:22, 25:20, 26:5,
26:21

Admissions1] -
169:18

admissions [19] -
13:20, 13:21, 13:23,
131:16, 131:18,
131:24, 132:4,
133:15, 134:7,
165:24, 166:4, 166:7,
166:13, 167:11,
168:24, 169:6,
169:16, 170:14, 171:4

admitted [1] - 132:25

adulterated [1] -
69:19

advance [10] - 12:1,
13:15, 14:10, 14:12,
45:3, 49:16, 132:22,
135:3, 137:13, 168:25

adverted [1] - 86:9

advisable [1] - 88:17

advise 1] - 15:11

advised [9] - 36:23,
41:22,43:4, 62:11,
62:15, 86:22, 87:4,
87:17,110:4

affect [2] - 25:24,
63:13

affected [1] - 62:4

Affidavit[2] - 112:16,
2:8

affidavit [10] - 53:9,
54:10, 55:21, 58:14,
59:13, 60:4, 65:22,
68:24, 111:15, 112:5

afoul [1] - 89:13

afraid [1] - 30:20

aftermath [1) - 76:12

afternoon [7] - 7:9,
29:19, 133:8, 135:25,
149:23, 156:16, 164:2

age [2] - 38:17,
145:16

agenda [1] - 55:2

aggravated [2] -
51:19,131:11

ago [10] - 22:8,
24:20, 26:20, 38:19,
55:4, 55:11, 86:22,
91:15, 141:24, 159:5

agree [37] - 18:15,
20:17, 24:6, 24:18,
25:7, 29:13, 39:19,
42:18, 49:21, 50:8,
52:10, 52:20, 57:19,
60:7, 60:12, 68:4,
75:15, 75:25, 76:1,
78:20, 80:17, 82:2,
82:23, 83:19, 84:7,
89:5, 92:17, 97:14,
102:15, 105:11,
106:12, 109:14,
114:20, 137:19,
183:22, 187:4, 187:18

agreed [6] - 63:24,
131:19, 131:24,
134:8, 154:22, 167:3

agreeing [1] - 131:24

ahead [7] - 19:6,
31:7,41:24,81:11,
124:5, 169:17, 184:5

air 1] - 69:22

alcohol [1) - 27:24

alert 1] - 49:15

all-out 1] - 103:9

allow [2] - 61:25,
187:5

alluded 2] - 39:12,
128:2

almost [2] - 74:24,
153:6

alone [2] - 29:24,
58:19

altercation [1] -
107:4

alternatives [1] -
89:17

amount [1] - 12:18

amounts [1] - 28:22

analogy [1] - 99:18

analyze [1] - 94:23

Anderson[90] - 1:13,
6:19, 6:22, 6:24, 7.7,
7:17, 7:24, 9:15, 9:21,
11:5, 11:9, 14:8,
14:18, 16:23, 18:16,
20:9, 20:15, 21:2,
21:4, 23:17, 24:4,
26:21, 27:6, 29:7,
30:8, 31:19, 32:5,
32:12, 32:14, 32:18,
32:23, 33:2, 33:11,
33:20, 34:15, 35:12,
35:13, 35:22, 35:25,
36:19, 36:24, 37:3,
37:11, 37:14, 38:2,
39:11, 40:5, 45:17,
70:11, 70:14, 77:25,
78:22, 79:6, 79:19,
81:25, 103:22,
107:15, 107:23,
109:22, 109:23,
110:1, 125:21,
126:17, 126:24,
130:14, 131:4, 135:9,
135:22, 138:10,
146:12, 146:20,
149:18, 149:21,
153:14, 153:21,
156:8, 166:17,
166:20, 171:1, 172:5,
172:7,173:19, 174:3,
174:5, 175:9, 177:24,
178:9, 178:10, 180:5,
180:14

Anderson's [24] -
6:15, 16:15, 17:1,
19:24, 20:5, 21:15,
24:11, 29:17, 34:5,
36:21, 37:24, 38:23,
79:10, 94:19, 105:13,
110:16, 126:5, 126:7,
147:7, 150:10, 151:7,
155:9, 174:24, 175:15

Anderson-related [1]
-110:1

Andrew 5] - 52:6,
77:4,111:15, 112:17,
2:8

Andrews 1] - 54:14

Angels g - 116:10,
116:15, 117:4,
117:12, 117:13,
144:21

anger [1] - 39:20

angry [2] - 39:7, 39:8

annexed [1] - 59:14

answer [10] - 38:13,
47:12, 55:19, 56:7,
58:1, 81:22, 110:18,
144:13, 177:14,

177:17
answered [2] - 33:3,
37:5
answering [2] -
28:22, 40:2
answers [2] - 58:2,
144:14
anticipate 2] -
134:5, 170:18
anticipated [4] -
17:25, 133:20,
142:18, 143:9
Anyway[1] - 167:8
apart [3] - 124:3,
133:19, 170:19
Apart[] - 124:7
apologize [1] - 184:4
apparent [3] - 94:9,
105:5, 119:16
Appeal [9] - 84:19,
85:5, 85:12, 88:24,
99:10, 99:12, 100:22,
102:17, 102:22
Appeal's [1] - 93:5
appear [12] - 64:9,
66:12, 66:13, 66:16,
76:2, 120:20, 125:17,
125:19, 126:14,
130:1, 133:23, 157:3
appearance [7] -
25:6, 147:8, 147:11,
158:23, 159:22,
160:8, 161:17
appearances [4] -
143:4, 158:22, 159:8,
161:7
appeared [2] -
158:25, 159:19
appearing [3] - 62:3,
160:9, 161:1
application [7] -
62:20, 62:24, 63:18,
67:25, 71:18, 71:19,
74:22
applied [1] - 180:13
applies [1] - 164:21
apply 1 - 184:1
applying [1] - 163:2
appointed [3] -
144:24, 164:14,
164:25
appreciate [9] -
54:24,57:12, 66:4,
100:17, 111:12,
122:11, 134:25,
137:2, 141:23
appreciated [1] -
22:25
apprised [2] - 53:13,
91:25




appropriate [12] -
32:15, 54:18, 69:21,
71:17,72:17, 73:6,
74:10, 84:25, 85:1,
85:7, 89:7, 89:22

approval [e] - 3:18,
4:7, 4:20, 164:10,
164:15, 165:11

Approval 3] - 4:10,
4:15, 4:18

approved [1] -
140:25

April[15] - 1:2, 55:5,
78:1, 78:22, 79:18,
86:4, 112:17, 122:1,
141:14, 159:9,
159:20, 168:12,
184:8, 2:9

archival [17- 51:1

archived [9] - 44:15,
49:8, 51:9, 51:25,
61:13, 75:18, 108:21,
108:25, 110:10

archives [2] - 49:5,
49:20

area[s] - 29:2, 94:9,
113:19, 114:15, 162:5

areas [2] - 103:8,
164:6

arguably [1] - 68:21

argue [3] - 18:3,
27:13, 100:10

argued [1] - 18:2

argument [s] - 89:7,
89:9, 92:17, 92:18,
123:11

arise [1] - 17:18

arraignment [1] -
160:5

arrange [5] - 7:18,
61:9, 136:22, 140:4,
173:15

arranged [4] - 7:6,
8:7,91:9, 135:12

arrangement [2] -
6:21, 127:12

arrangements [2] -
6:18, 7:12

arranging [y - 2:13

arrest 2] - 43:23,
121:6

arrested [1] - 115:21

articled 1] - 155:18

articulate 2] -
175:16, 176:16

aside[17- 51:1

asleep [2] - 24:22,
45:22

aspect [3] - 63:16,
97:10, 101:8

aspects [3] - 14:13,
81:21,97:4

assailant [2] - 39:2,
104:2

assault [g] - 25:15,
51:19, 131:11, 144:25

assaulted [2] -
144:20, 145:12

assaults [1] - 137:10

assess [2] - 81:24,
95:13

assessed [1] - 58:24

assessing [1] -
95:19

assessment [2] -
96:17, 164:23

assigned [7] - 8:25,
9:7, 11:5, 11:19,
11:21, 12:14, 157:17

assignment [1] -
87:21

assist [4] - 87:22,
93:3, 151:24, 171:21

Assistance1] -
171:13

assistance [7] -
11:18, 82:18, 88:18,
109:1, 119:7, 127:18,
152:7

assistant 1] - 76:13

assisted [1] - 83:3

associate [1] - 74:20

associated 2] -
116:23, 144:21

associates [3] -
115:24, 116:15, 117:8

association [1] -
117:1

associations [1] -
116:9

assume 9] - 7:20,
16:3, 23:15, 97:22,
126:4, 131:8, 143:7,
157:7, 169:24

assumed [1] - 123:3

assuming [7] - 8:2,
8:22, 10:16, 15:8,
124:24, 156:5, 163:6

assumption [1] -
57:10

assumptions [1] -
53:11

assurances [1] -
69:14

assure 3] - 34:4,
52:13, 61:19

asterisk [4] - 57:21,
57:22,59:6, 59:9

attached [3] - 41:20,
46:21, 64:10

attack [3] - 18:16,
98:11, 103:9

attempt [10] - 17:24,
18:3, 56:15, 57:20,
70:10, 76:3, 107:15,
107:22, 122:4, 166:15

attempted [10] -
20:10, 22:21, 39:1,
51:20, 108:8, 131:10,
138:6, 138:18, 141:6,
148:21

attempting [3] -
10:1, 101:23, 147:23

attempts [5] - 9:20,
10:7, 11:17, 108:4,
146:15

attend [3] - 7:17, 8:6,
125:23

attendance [3] -
79:6, 84:1, 166:2

attendances [1] -
143:3

attended [3] - 142:5,
153:18, 153:23

attention [14] - 3:17,
63:12, 84:21, 84:23,
115:20, 121:12,
122:19, 128:4,
137:13, 137:21,
138:8, 145:9, 147:18,
160:3

attitude 1) - 32:4

Attorneys] - 22:2,
44:6, 58:9, 59:23,
73:8

audio [1] - 1:12

audiotape [1] - 163:9

audiotaped [1] -
96:11

authored [1] -
122:13

authority [1] -
157:13

available [12] - 4:20,
40:3, 40:7, 55:3, 61:2,
62:17, 68:20, 68:23,
110:6, 119:6, 163:13,
185:11

avenue [2] - 100:2,
102:6

await [1] - 169:17

aware 26] - 43:23,
44:3, 44:21, 46:4,
48:16, 48:20, 66:2,
67:17, 69:23, 76:24,
82:4, 86:13, 100:19,
100:20, 107:20,
115:13, 115:19,
115:21, 119:4,
119:22, 145:5,

148:15, 160:1,
174:25, 175:9, 175:11
awful [1] - 52:13

B

background [g] -
1:10, 66:14, 75:25,
82:5, 112:22, 120:2,
177:3

backwards [1] -
121:10

bad [7] - 245,
105:23, 106:1, 106:3,
176:22, 177:16,

188:10

badly [2] - 28:19,
38:21

balance [3] - 89:16,
92:3, 130:2

bar 3] - 23:1, 36:1,
113:11

Baragar [14] - 79:9,
79:10, 79:12, 79:21,
79:23, 80:7, 80:12,
80:16, 81:4, 81:12,
81:18, 81:22, 82:8,
83:15

bars [1] - 70:15

based [14] - 9:1,
9:19, 9:22, 13:4, 17:9,
47:4, 475, 73:2,
79:16, 82:11, 97:21,
119:15, 137:19,
142:12

Based[1] - 46:17

basic [4] - 31:3, 31:6,
31:10, 97:2

basis [5] - 11:23,
12:15, 57:18, 58:19,
115:12

bat [1]- 98:1

batch 1] - 125:7

Bcer- 1:1, 113:17

bear [1] - 118:10

bearing [1] - 85:1

bears [1] - 55:13

became [2] - 43:24,
86:13

become 2] - 61:2,
115:6

becomes [1] - 35:19

bed [1) - 104:5

began [1] - 75:2

begin [4] - 67:12,
103:8, 180:17, 184:11

begins [1] - 35:15

behalf [4] - 62:3,
79:20, 87:21, 163:24

behaving [1] - 38:10

behind [4] - 70:15,
128:9, 130:1, 152:19
believable [3] -
94:22,95:7,97:1
belly 1] - 103:25
belt 2] - 27:21, 49:3
benefit [4] - 2:15,
52:15, 91:22, 119:3
bent 1] - 105:5
beside [3] - 11:14,
57:21,174:25
best [31] - 1:21,
29:15, 48:12, 48:18,
52:23,59:17, 65:25,
66:3, 66:8, 66:13,
66:15, 68:16, 79:23,
79:24, 80:7, 80:11,
80:13, 82:8, 111:7,
118:13, 123:11,
140:19, 141:23,
145:23, 155:23,
160:25, 161:24,
167:9, 171:3, 181:22,
189:7
better [3] - 101:7,
132:21, 150:5
Between[1] - 162:18
between [13] - 1:13,
20:1, 28:23, 74:12,
77:21, 87:3,91:23,
107:15, 108:7, 133:7,
134:8, 134:23, 171:4

Bev[2] - 121:20,
149:2
beyond (7] - 5:7,

5:25, 60:12, 99:13,
103:4, 107:8, 160:19
big [5] - 18:5, 28:25,
107:8, 188:11
binder [7] - 9:17,
18:23, 18:24, 42:14,
67:14, 75:10, 158:3
bit [11] - 1:10, 8:24,
42:16, 44:9, 54:16,
60:25, 95:21, 107:25,
129:8, 137:21, 167:19
blacked [3] - 61:10,
126:11, 126:12
blacked-out 1] -
126:11
blacken [1] - 61:20
blacking [1] - 61:6
blame [1] - 64:13
blanked [3] - 126:3,
126:4, 186:24
bleeding [1] - 134:12
blew [1] - 22:10
blood [2] - 132:8,
133:21
Boddie[3] - 35:14,




110:4,111:4
bodily [1] - 51:19
book [2] - 18:8,
119:10
booked [1] - 136:17
booklet [2] - 3:11,

60:24
books [1] - 18:4
born 2] - 33:6,
113:19

bottom [6] - 3:18,
3:22, 4:11, 10:13,
130:9, 171:16

bound [1) - 61:24

box [1 - 50:13

boxes [4] - 58:19,
66:17, 110:24

brackets [1] - 174:25

branch 2] - 5:8,
63:24

Branch [9] - 59:24,
62:7, 62:9, 62:16,
63:19, 66:23, 69:23,
77:5, 181:25

Branch's [3] - 62:14,
62:21, 66:19

breach [2] - 1:25,
101:11

break [5] - 60:16,
93:1, 108:10, 137:9,
182:18

brief (117 - 17:9,
22:16, 41:15, 41:24,
42:1, 53:18, 55:12,
99:11, 113:13,
120:11, 184:24

Brief[1) - 118:6

bring [1] - 157:9

British [3] - 59:23,
94:5,113:14

broadcast [1] - 1:25

broken [1] - 54:21

Brooks[i] - 35:14

brother 1] - 116:14

brothers [1] - 115:24

brought [4] - 41:21,
63:12, 74:22, 80:3

Bryce[2] - 163:25,
164:2

buddy [1] - 37:4

budget 1] - 167:20

building [5] - 78:8,
78:14, 78:18, 83:9,
156:12

bulk 1] - 3:10

bunch [1] - 132:12

Burnaby 4] - 161:7,
161:13, 161:15,
161:17

business [1] - 19:25

busy [7] - 12:18,
13:25, 134:21,
149:24, 150:22,
181:12, 181:13

buzz [2) - 78:19,
142:6

bylaw [1] - 116:4

C

cab 21 - 31:4, 97:23
calendar [2] -
130:16, 130:22
Cameronyi] - 18:13
Canadaj?) - 85:12,
128:13
Canadas [1] - 59:24
cannot 2] - 43:6,
44:14
canvass 1] - 2:21
capable [e] - 31:1,
93:25, 123:9, 148:9,
179:10, 185:11
capture[1]-175:18
car [2] - 14:8, 104:9
care [3] - 77:22,
126:18, 149:5
career [5] - 34:1,
87:17, 95:12, 176:6,
176:8
carefully 4] - 35:8,
56:3, 145:21, 178:5
caring [1] - 153:9
carried [1) - 10:9
carry [1] - 36:16
carrying [2] - 11:24,
12:7
Carrying[y] - 37:2
case [79] - 5:10, 6:1,
11:24, 12:4, 13:19,
13:25, 14:2, 15:13,
16:4, 18:4, 18:8,
19:10, 20:8, 22:1,
22:10, 22:21, 29:14,
30:24, 39:10, 43:6,
43:7, 44:25, 56:18,
59:25, 61:5, 66:16,
78:11, 79:7, 83:2,
83:22, 84:18, 84:19,
88:24, 89:5, 90:10,
94:9, 94:10, 95:25,
98:14, 103:18,
103:21, 104:6,
104:12, 104:14,
105:19, 105:21,
105:25, 106:2, 107:4,
107:24, 123:13,
123:16, 123:25,
124:12, 124:17,
124:20, 124:21,

126:16, 127:9,
127:20, 131:12,
131:16, 132:7, 132:9,
132:14, 133:10,
134:17, 137:18,
138:18, 141:9, 144:7,
146:10, 168:25,
169:6, 170:15, 175:1,
175:19, 175:24, 180:8
cases [18] - 24:7,
28:3, 39:4, 39:21,
82:14, 124:18,
132:19, 133:4, 133:6,
137:4, 137:23,
137:25, 138:1, 141:7,
145:11, 160:2, 160:4,
176:13
Cassonfy - 178:7
Casson's [1] - 148:11
cast 1] - 141:22
categories [1] - 51:3
caught 1] - 147:17
caused [2] - 16:20,
96:24
causing [1] - 51:19
cc'd 1) - 122:15
Cdp - 1:24
Celle[24] - 24:11,
25:4, 26:8, 27:1, 27:7,
27:10, 29:18, 29:22,
29:23, 34:11, 34:16,
35:13, 35:21, 35:23,
36:18, 45:12, 86:23,
87:7, 87:13, 87:20,
150:11, 151:6, 152:2,
153:15
cent[1 - 116:5
centres [1] - 83:1
certain [2] - 69:15,
88:22
Certainly[1] - 18:15
certainly [14] - 2:15,
6:3, 13:21, 14:1, 14:3,
14:14, 24:8, 35:21,
55:18, 77:18, 81:12,
89:15, 124:22, 161:4
certify [1] - 189:4
chain 1] - 45:25
challenge 3] -
95:21, 99:24, 145:3
chance [7] - 95:21,
112:8, 179:22,
180:15, 181:15,
181:17, 182:2
chances [1] - 180:16
change [¢] - 16:7,
16:14, 17:4, 36:9,
58:6, 58:11
Chantler] - 74:20
characterize [1] -

i v

89:21

characters [1] -
83:24

charge [20] - 3:18,
4:7, 4:19, 17:20,
17:24, 20:11, 20:20,
21:5, 32:7, 32:17,
99:16, 129:21, 141:1,
141:5, 164:10,
164:14, 164:23,
165:11, 165:14

Chargels - 4:10,
4:14, 4:18

charged [1) - 51:18

Charges|2] - 19:16,
2:6

charges [15] - 17:14,
18:17, 34:9, 35:24,
36:12, 36:24, 37:13,
39:2, 395, 44:1, 76:2,
140:8, 141:1, 155:3,
158:8

charitable [1) - 31:20

Charlie[3] - 155:19,
159:4

check [3] - 54:11,
109:3, 120:18

checking [2] - 10:22,
130:5

chief 1] - 185:6

child [10] - 33:3,
33:4, 33:8, 33:9,
38:17, 144:25,
145:13, 145:16,
145:20, 146:2

children [4] - 98:7,
145:1, 145:11, 145:17

Childreny1 - 145:8

chilling [2] - 94:21,
101:15

Christmasi] -
128:23

cigarette [1] - 28:24

circulated [3] -
70:24, 70:25, 88:6

circumstances [11] -
32:3, 39:19, 69:13,
69:21, 73:15, 75:22,
86:19, 97:16, 148:1,
152:19, 154:19

citizen 1] - 31:21

City[y - 115:17

civilian [2] - 83:9,
131:15

civilians [17 - 134:11

Cjb[e] - 64:19, 68:5,
70:12,71:2,73:7,
73:20

Cjb-001-000971 [1] -
42:12

clarity [2] - 73:22,
161:23

class [2] - 31:21,
145:8

classify [1] - 114:5

clean [27- 179:1,
181:3

clear [12] - 49:18,
64:15, 69:21, 85:8,
85:10, 87:22, 90:7,
100:22, 102:22,
116:5, 144:1, 181:24

clearly [2] - 5:24,
57:23

clinical [1] - 134:15

close 21 - 102:9,
180:20

Club2 - 116:10,
117:4

cocaine [1] - 28:25

Codej[1) - 51:6

code 1] - 51:16

cogent [1] - 28:14

coherent [9] -

173:23, 176:23,
179:1, 179:6, 179:11,
179:22, 180:6,
180:21, 187:12

Coherent[1] - 173:25

colleagues [3] -
114:19, 122:20,
141:18

colour 1] - 147:12

Columbiap3] - 59:24,
94:6, 113:15

column [21-172:1,
174:10

combination [2] -
105:25, 106:3

coming [13] - 23:14,
45:25, 53:1, 53:4,
67:9, 67:10, 73:13,
83:5, 114:22, 115:3,
115:9, 131:9, 149:21

commanders [1] -
121:13

commencement [1]
-130:25

comment [7] - 74:19,
116:16, 153:4,
153:10, 161:25,
162:24, 177:9

commentary [1] -
91:17

commented [1] -
187:2

comments [6] - 69:6,
86:21, 116:12,
116:25, 186:12, 187:1

Commission(4] -




19:16, 62:8, 1:4, 2:6
commission [10] -
3:4, 34:17, 55:12,
61:9, 65:2, 85:4, 86:2,
86:24, 87:22, 88:19
commission's [2] -
86:24, 119:6
Commissioner [215]
-1:5, 2:6, 2:23, 3.5,
3:22, 4:6, 18:11,
34:25, 35:2, 354,
35:18, 42:18, 42:23,
53:12, 53:15, 53:20,
54:3, 54:5, 54:13,
54:15, 54:20, 55:7,
57:25, 58:1, 58:8,
58:10, 59:12, 59:16,
59:20, 60:5, 60:6,
60:22, 61:11, 61:14,
61:18, 61:22, 62:2,
62:3, 62:22, 62:24,
63:3, 63:9, 63:16,
63:23, 64:3, 64:6,
64:7, 64:20, 64:24,
65:8, 65:9, 65:13,
65:18, 65:24, 66:1,
66:9, 66:10, 66:11,
67:1, 67:16, 67:17,
67:18, 67:20, 67:24,
68:1, 68:9, 68:11,
68:19, 68:23, 69:2,
69:5, 69:9, 69:10,
69:13, 69:18, 69:25,
70:4, 70:5, 70:7,
70:20, 70:22, 71:4,
71:13,71:19, 72:2,
72:4,72:11,72:12,
72:15, 72:16, 72:19,
72:22,73:1,73:4,
73:12, 73:16, 73:24,
74:1, 74:3, 74:13,
74:14, 74:16, 75:4,
84:13, 84:14, 84:15,
84:22, 85:10, 85:18,
85:24, 86:1, 86:6,
86:8, 86:15, 86:17,
88:7, 88:10, 88:12,
88:20, 89:4, 89:11,
89:18, 89:25, 90:1,
90:4, 90:18, 90:23,
91:5,91:7,91:11,
92:2, 92:6, 92:9,
92:11, 92:22, 93:3,
93:8, 93:9, 93:10,
93:13, 93:25, 95:4,
98:10, 98:25, 99:6,
99:7, 99:9, 100:14,
100:17, 101:5,
101:17, 102:8,
102:14, 102:25,
103:10, 105:15,

108:10, 108:15,
108:22, 109:2, 109:5,
109:7, 109:9, 110:3,
110:15, 110:23,
110:24, 111:12,
111:14, 111:19,
111:21, 112:1, 112:2,
112:4,112:11, 113:3,
117:22, 117:24,
118:4, 118:11,
118:23, 119:2, 128:1,
132:16, 132:18,
152:4, 158:19,
161:18, 163:7,
163:14, 163:17,
163:22, 163:24,
167:20, 168:6, 168:8,
168:10, 168:12,
168:14, 168:16,
182:7, 182:10,
182:11, 182:12,
182:14, 182:16,
182:21, 183:1, 183:8,
183:14, 183:17,
183:24, 184:4, 188:20

commissioner [1] -
89:14

Commissioner's [1] -
99:20

common [5] - 13:6,
39:21, 82:16, 141:7,
183:23

communicate [4] -
9:15, 175:23, 177:25,
180:22

communication [3] -
20:12, 20:23, 77:10

communications [2]
-20:1, 124:14

communities [1] -
62:4

Community[1] -
171:12

community [4] -
114:11, 115:5, 116:8,
171:20

compelled [1] -
74:23

compelling [3] -
62:20, 63:18, 94:21

competent [1] -
176:23

compiled 1] - 120:4

complainant [17] -
17:22, 25:15, 43:8,
44:17, 44:25, 45:17,
45:22, 94:25, 105:20,
131:14, 132:7,
133:10, 133:19,
134:10, 134:11,

138:7, 145:13

complainant's [1] -
107:9

complete [3] - 22:17,
58:20, 103:9

completed 1] -
20:25

completely [9] -
31:24, 31:25, 67:6,
81:10, 84:17, 92:17,
94:25, 181:3

complex [1] - 31:5

compliance [1] -
52:1

complicated [g] -
132:6, 132:15,
132:20, 133:3, 135:1,
138:2

comply [1] - 68:2

components [1] -
4:19

comprises [1] -
119:12

computer 3] - 76:7,
76:21,77:3

computers [3] -
76:10, 76:20, 77:12

concede [3] - 2:15,
96:22, 109:7

conceding [1] -
89:11

conceivably [1] -
95:18

concept [1] - 26:16

concepts [3] - 31:2,
89:20, 93:19

concern [5] - 1:17,
30:18, 50:6, 61:1,
128:24

concerned [5] -
14:24, 54:22, 133:2,
149:6, 188:5

concerns [1] -
184:25

conclude 2] - 5:5,
92:20

concluded [1] - 25:8

conclusion [6] -
5:20, 90:11, 98:24,
100:6, 102:20, 187:6

conclusions [1] -
100:11

Concordance(i] -
62:18

concrete [1] - 188:3

condition [13] - 16:7,
16:15, 17:1, 17:5,
24:14, 27:10, 29:7,
31:8, 82:21, 82:22,
150:22, 151:7, 187:17

\

conditions [1] -
68:12

conduct [10] - 50:19,
107:14, 123:3,
124:24, 142:16,
143:16, 143:20,
161:6, 161:21, 185:16

conducted [4] -
34:15, 35:12, 149:25,
152:1

confederates [1] -
30:20

conference [4] -
159:12, 159:13,
159:15, 160:13

Conferencesi] -
168:23

conferences [1] -
169:3

confidence [1] - 73:2

confident 1] - 77:23

confidently [1] -
166:18

confinement [2] -
51:20, 131:12

confirm [3] - 129:24,
130:23, 174:8

confirmed [2] - 29:9,
130:7

confirming [1] -
113:10

confirms 3] - 26:7,
27:2,27:9

connection 2] -
57:14, 162:22

Conner[3] - 158:10,
158:15

Connor4s] - 1.7,
1:8, 1:11, 2:7, 3:1,
3.7, 3:14, 11:8, 15:6,
15:21, 16:12, 18:15,
19:20, 33:24, 37:6,
44:19, 53:22, 75:9,
92:15, 92:20, 94:3,
103:16, 112:19,
116:14, 118:10,
122:13, 123:8,
124:15, 124:23,
126:18, 139:6, 162:8,
162:20, 163:16,
163:25, 167:16,
168:2, 170:3, 171:14,
175:13, 178:5, 178:6,
182:24, 183:9, 1:4

Connor's [1] - 36:15

conscientious [1] -
125:1

consents [1] - 120:5

consider [4] - 5.7,
79:13, 92:13, 98:17

considerable [2] -
50:16, 61:5

considerably [1] -
114:6

consideration [2] -
5:11, 86:25

considered [4] - 6:3,
31:21, 117:4, 123:11

considering [1] -
91:15

consistent [3] -
80:17, 123:22, 155:1

consistently [1 -
111:7

Constable[] -
178:6, 178:7

constantly [2] -
114:22, 124:19

constitutional [2] -
85:2, 101:11

constraints [1] -
137:3

consultations [1] -
79:3

consulted [2] -
22:13,181:21

Contactfi - 172:16

contact [17] - 6:18,
9:14, 9:23, 10:4,
10:17, 10:24, 11:4,
21:1, 25:25, 29:15,
43:14, 138:13, 139:5,
156:21, 156:22,
173:2,174:4

contacted [4] - 11:8,
32:11, 36:22, 41:8

contain [2] - 19:25,
77:1

contained [5] -
26:25, 44:10, 88:23,
89:21, 94:19

contemplated [1] -
65:1

contemplating [1] -
20:20

content [2] - 43:16,
122:20

contentious [3] -
104:23, 133:18,
133:23

contents [4] - 88:16,
88:22,120:11, 129:6

context [1] - 144:9

continuation [s] -
6:5, 6:11, 159:14,
160:12, 160:14

continue [1] - 92:14

continuing [1] -
169:19

continuity [1] - 169:7




contrary [2] - 88:25,
101:3

contribution 1] -
88:1

control [6] - 4.6,
60:12, 62:11, 63:21,
64:18, 66:20

controversial [1] -
13:16

convenience [1] -
8:6

convenient [3] -
7:21, 7:23, 182:14

conversation [18] -
15:6, 15:14, 20:24,
33:23, 37:25, 38:4,
38:15, 38:20, 43:3,
80:13, 81:13, 129:16,
140:13, 140:18,
156:16, 156:19,
173:18

conversations [2] -
6:23, 7:2

convey [1] - 31:10

conveyed [3] -
39:23, 39:25, 155:10

conveying [2] -
122:20, 155:9

convicted [1] - 146:7

conviction [g] - 4:23,
5:6, 5:21, 6:2, 16:17,
164:18, 164:21, 177:6

convictions [1] -
39:14

cooperative [1] - 7:4

coordinator [1] -
157:22

copies [13] - 19:24,
35:18, 59:14, 84:12,
110:6, 111:186,
111:17, 120:21,
125:14, 125:17,
125:20, 130:2, 130:7

Copies[y - 41:5

copy [27] - 2:13,
34:13, 34:21, 34:22,
35:1, 42:22, 71:1,
84:10, 86:14, 91:9,
93:4, 93:5, 112:24,
113:1, 113:4, 118:13,
118:16, 118:25,
119:10, 126:2, 126:5,
126:10, 126:18,
127:1, 151:9, 151:13,
151:23

Coquitlam31] -
7:16, 7:22, 11:21,
22:1, 22:10, 48:5,
48:9, 56:11, 56:16,
57:3, 57:8, 76:6,

77:12,78:1, 78:13,
97:8, 104:8, 113:22,
114:10, 114:13,
114:14, 114:15,
114:24, 115:2, 115:8,
115:14, 115:16,
116:8, 128:3, 160:22
core 2] - 92:7,
175:14
corner [2] - 98:3,
171:17
Corporal[13] - 11:8,
15:6, 15:21, 16:12,
44:19, 116:14,
122:13, 124:15,
124:23, 126:18,
139:6, 162:8, 162:20
Correct[i] - 165:13
correct [74] - 4:13,
5:16, 6:16, 7:10, 8:2,
9:3, 9:4, 17:21, 19:22,
20:6, 21:13, 22:21,
25:11, 27:1, 27:25,
28:3, 28:4, 29:19,
30:2, 32:21, 34:3,
35:9, 40:5, 40:13,
43:21, 44:10, 45:13,
45:19, 47:15, 48:10,
48:23, 49:6, 49:20,
50:3, 50:23, 51:21,
57:24,58:17, 62:25,
63:13, 75:20, 75:24,
76:8, 76:11, 77:7,
78:14, 78:15, 82:1,
82:14, 83:11, 84:5,
91:13, 94:6, 95:16,
113:15, 113:16,
113:20, 113:24,
114:12, 127:22,
134:17, 136:7, 141:2,
144:3, 149:11, 150:1,
154:17, 154:23,
159:18, 162:4,
170:23, 176:4, 184:10
correctly [4] - 21:6,
64:14, 144:6, 144:10
correspond [1] -
56:10
correspondence [9]
- 40:21, 76:23, 87:3,
120:21, 156:3, 166:1,
167:24, 168:8, 168:11
Correspondence[i]
-40:23
council [1] - 65:3
Counsel[1s] - 3:14,
4:3, 19:17, 48:6, 48:9,
49:17, 50:1, 50:17,
77:12,114:13, 128:3,
128:15, 158:9,

169:18, 2:7

counsel [70] - 3:1,
3:4, 13:5, 18:13,
24:20, 34:12, 34:20,
40:20, 40:21, 40:23,
47:8, 48:4, 48:16,
49:2, 49:4, 50:12,
50:18, 52:2, 55:12,
55:24, 56:3, 57:1,
57:4, 60:14, 61:24,
62:15, 67:2, 75:19,
76:5, 77:10, 77:19,
78:13, 79:1, 79:4,
80:19, 82:11, 82:17,
83:22, 86:2, 86:24,
87:4, 87:5, 87:15,
90:9, 94:4, 100:21,
101:9, 101:14,
102:18, 113:14,
113:21, 114:18,
115:14, 116:13,
116:17, 116:19,
117:3, 121:8, 122:8,
137:19, 148:17,
148:24, 150:23,
161:1, 165:19, 176:7,
182:23, 183:4,
183:21, 183:25

counsel's [1] - 94:15

count [2] - 48:2,
183:19

counterpart [1] -
70:12

counts 4] - 39:15,
78:3, 78:4, 78:17

couple (g - 14:12,
80:23, 81:21, 126:10,
148:16, 154:13,
156:13, 170:1

coupled [1] - 40:3

course [30] - 1:17,
2:25, 12:20, 13:18,
13:24, 16:2, 16:6,
17:3, 17:7, 18:1,
24:23, 40:16, 61:24,
82:13, 87:2, 87:14,
88:16, 90:22, 98:4,
98:16, 107:23,
133:17, 135:4,
136:24, 154:23,
155:6, 162:9, 164:13,
176:24, 178:14

Court[23] - 11:22,
12:25, 13:2, 78:14,
84:19, 85:5, 85:11,
85:12, 88:24, 93:5,
99:10, 99:12, 100:22,
102:16, 102:21,
115:1, 133:5, 134:20,
134:22, 184:13,

Vi

184:18

court [44] - 11:22,
12:1, 12:9, 12:14,
12:19, 40:19, 76:23,
128:18, 136:6, 136:7,
136:15, 136:21,
142:19, 142:21,
143:1, 143:4, 145:21,
148:25, 149:1, 149:3,
153:13, 153:17,
153:25, 154:1,
155:17, 156:10,
157:6, 157:8, 157:9,
158:22, 159:25,
160:3, 160:24, 161:3,
161:4, 161:11,
161:12, 162:2,
172:11, 172:24,
173:12, 174:5, 174:6,
175:1

courtesy [2] -
156:24, 169:19

courthouse [5] -
153:18, 153:23,
154:4, 155:14, 162:10

courtroom [3] - 78:1,
78:21, 154:6

courts [1] - 160:1

cover [2] - 49:14,
141:4

covered [2] - 50:20,
78:11

covers 2] - 114:13,
114:15

create 2] - 50:17,
155:2

created [g] - 40:4,
55:3, 65:2, 75:12,
77:14, 78:19, 87:19,
120:5

creating [1] - 76:6

creation [1] - 146:18

credenzaji - 18:5

credibility [e] -
43:12, 45:7, 70:10,
95:19, 96:17, 110:17

credible [3] - 28:14,
94:25, 106:12

crime 2 - 11:2,
117:14

Criminal[13] - 51:6,
59:24, 62:6, 62:9,
62:15, 62:21, 63:18,
66:19, 66:23, 69:23,
77:5, 181:25, 186:12

criminal [9] - 39:13,
39:16, 94:24, 105:1,
117:5, 137:2, 144:19,
177:5, 186:11

critical [2 - 132:6,

138:4
criticisms [2] - 90:5,
90:6
Cross [19] - 42:19,
64:25, 67:12, 67:19,
74:16, 75:6, 100:21,
102:18, 112:21,
163:11, 182:18,
182:23, 183:2, 183:5,
183:15, 183:16,
183:19, 183:24,
183:25
Crossjg] - 3.8,
18:12, 163:23, 184:6,
1:5, 1:6,1:7, 1:8
Cross-exam [4] - 1.5,
1:6, 1:7,1:8
cross-examination
[5] - 102:18, 112:21,
182:18, 183:19,
183:24
Cross-examination
[4 - 3:8, 18:12,
163:23, 184:6
cross-examine [1] -
42:19
cross-examining [2]
-100:21, 183:25
crosses [1] - 84:18
Crossin4] - 120:22,
121:4,121:7, 121:18
Crowni19] - 3:14,
4:3,9:22, 10:3, 12:11,
12:19, 14:16, 21:16,
22:25, 23:4, 25:23,
28:2, 31:17, 32:6,
40:7, 40:11, 40:20,
43:5, 44:14, 44:21,
46:25, 47:5, 47:8,
47:21, 48:4, 48:5,
48:9, 49:2, 49:4,
49:17,50:1, 50:12,
50:17, 50:18, 52:2,
55:1, 57:4, 57:15,
70:13, 75:19, 76:5,
77:12,78:12, 78:25,
79:3, 79:17, 79:20,
80:19, 80:21, 81:15,
82:10, 82:17, 82:24,
83:3, 83:4, 83:13,
83:21, 84:3, 84:4,
85:3, 85:7, 87:15,
90:9, 90:12, 94:4,
100:21, 101:8,
101:14, 102:18,
107:14, 109:24,
113:14, 113:21,
113:22, 114:13,
114:18, 114:21,
115:14, 116:13,




116:17, 116:18,
117:3, 117:4, 117:9,
122:8, 123:23, 128:3,
128:15, 129:1,
129:11, 136:13,
137:16, 137:19,
148:5, 148:24, 149:7,
149:24, 150:22,
154:1, 154:6, 155:20,
156:4, 157:13, 158:9,
159:20, 160:3,
160:10, 160:23,
161:1, 161:4, 161:5,
161:17, 165:19,
166:3, 169:18, 176:6,
186:4

Crown's [5] - 34:8,
76:19, 128:18,
131:16, 134:17

Crown-based [2] -
9:22, 47:5

crucial 1] - 107:3

crystal 2] - 49:18,
85:8

curious [1] - 141:24

Cvi2 - 112:24, 1137

D

daily [1) - 95:12

dangerous [1] -
105:3

dangling [ - 142:2

dare 1] - 37:12

dark [6] - 29:19,
29:23, 30:19, 147:13,
149:23, 150:16

Darrell 1] - 163:24

date [39] - 4:4, 9:2,
11:7, 11:13, 15:14,
43:3, 45:3, 46:13,
72:25, 87:11, 89:9,
121:25, 125:22,
129:10, 130:25,
142:20, 142:24,
143:1, 143:8, 143:10,
144:2, 145:14,
157:12, 159:16,
159:21, 160:7,
160:17, 162:18,
163:3, 170:25,
172:12, 173:7, 17435,
174:6, 185:2, 185:3,
185:4, 188:3

dated [4] - 42:24,
112:17, 170:13, 2:9

Dated [2] - 128:7,
128:17

dates [7] - 8:21,
21:14, 21:22, 43:22,

52:13, 158:21, 160:6
daughter [g] - 33:6,
38:12, 139:11, 140:4,

140:17, 164:3,
172:24, 173:2
Davies|[12] - 84:19,
85:12, 88:24, 89:5,
89:14, 90:21, 93:5,
100:23, 101:4, 101:7,
102:17
day-to-day [1] - 50:6
days [23] - 11:23,
12:2, 12:9, 12:15,
14:6, 15:4, 61:4,
63:19, 64:21, 66:22,
68:6, 122:7, 135:5,
135:7, 135:14, 136:6,
136:15, 145:14,
147:20, 170:24,
171:2, 184:20
daytimer [1] - 21:23
Dd 3] - 112:14,
112:16, 2:8
deadline [1] - 69:7
deal [12] - 2:9, 87:2,
90:14, 92:19, 103:5,
108:15, 109:21,
109:25, 110:10,
111:9, 111:10, 144:22
dealing [10] - 17:14,
39:8, 58:7, 58:12,
59:22, 63:21, 83:23,
103:11, 123:24, 161:8
dealings [7] - 22:3,
23:3, 40:15, 148:17,
185:21, 186:5, 186:7
deals [2] - 50:11,
176:25
dealt [6] - 27:22,
28:1, 32:1, 39:4, 39:6,
168:25
death [1] - 99:17
debate 1] - 99:24
decade [1] - 55:4
December [6] - 9:16,
126:15, 126:20,
128:7,128:17, 172:13
decided [4] - 21:5,
140:7, 154:2, 181:22
deciding [y - 129:20
decision [22] - 18:17,
29:4, 32:8, 32:10,
32:21, 34:9, 36:22,
98:15, 99:14, 99:19,
100:7, 100:13,
100:23, 101:10,
101:23, 102:19,
154:15, 154:18,
154:19, 155:8,
180:22, 185:12

decisions [4] -
25:24,99:22, 99:23,
99:25
declined 1] - 63:1
dedicated [1] - 125:2
deemed [1] - 88:17
defence [9] - 40:23,
94:15, 121:8, 122:21,
123:3, 148:17,
149:12, 165:3, 166:3
defend 1] - 70:13
defer [2] - 89:8,
90:13
defined [2] - 51:6,
65:6
definitions [1] -
51:16
degree[1] - 81:24
delay [1] - 184:22
delete 1] - 61:20
deliver 1] - 63:19
delivered [4] - 57:13,
63:15, 88:8, 130:3
delivery [y - 171:20
Dennis 3] - 84:11,
85:16, 94:3
denotified [1) - 175:3
deny [1] - 38:21
denying [y - 124:21
department [1] -
58:9
depended [3] -
108:5, 132:7
depth [1] - 186:3
Deputy 1] - 22:2
described [4] -
24:17, 43:24, 95:18,
187:17
describes [1] - 24:14
describing [1] -
38:15
description [2] -
63:1, 97:4
Description [y - 2:3
design [1] - 102:5
designated [1] -
144:25
designations [1] -
137:12
designed [1] - 98:11
desire [1] - 87:24
desk 3] - 91:10,
92:12, 108:4
destroyed [16] -
40:9, 44:16, 46:1,
48:25, 51:25, 52:4,
52:11, 52:21, 58:20,
58:23, 59:10, 61:7,
61:15, 62:13, 66:18,
108:24

Vi i

destruction [14] -
47:21, 48:14, 48:21,
50:12, 52:18, 549,
55:14, 55:23, 57:14,
58:4, 59:5, 65:16,
67:23, 68:25

Detachment 1] -
115:8

detachment [1] -
122:17

detail [3] - 2:8,
32:24, 44:9

detailed 1] - 22:23

details [1) - 187:5

determination [2] -
4:25, 16:9

determine [3] - 4:21,
13:14, 110:20

determined [5] -
21:8, 45:5, 53:6,
53:10, 59:5

develop [y - 145:19

developed [1] -
110:17

devoted [3] - 119:17,
123:24, 124:4

diaries [3] - 19:25,
21:16, 21:17

diary [4] - 8:13, 8:17,
23:5, 23:6

died [1] - 103:24

differ (1] - 30:6

difference [3] -
28:23, 29:1, 184:3

different [14] - 4:1,
34:4, 67:3, 90:10,
90:11, 98:24, 100:24,
102:20, 114:23,
118:12, 119:24,
124:9, 144:16, 183:25

difficult [s] - 55:18,
83:16, 95:15, 95:23,
96:19, 145:2, 145:4,
177:17

difficulties [9] - 7:3,
66:5, 66:6, 74:25,
125:4,137:3, 145:6,
176:15, 187:14

difficulty [12] - 15:4,
28:22,57:11, 75:21,
88:5, 107:25, 109:19,
128:1, 180:17, 185:6,
185:25, 186:6

digest [1] - 112:8

digress [1] - 21:15

dinner [3] - 32:19,
33:17, 37:16

direct 4] - 3:17,
121:11, 122:19,
180:23

directed [6] - 84:21,
84:23, 125:20,
158:14, 185:15,
187:24

directly [2] - 32:14,
101:22

dires [1) - 132:13

disabuse [2] - 89:15,
90:19

disabusing [1] -
93:25

disadvantage [2] -
42:17,52:11

disagree [¢] - 18:19,
82:2, 83:20, 84:6,
89:3, 119:19

disappearances [2] -
162:16, 162:23

disappointed [1] -
75:2

disappointing [1] -
67:11

disapproval 2] -
32:20, 347

disbelieve [2] - 96:3,
106:6

discerned [1] -
146:21

disclosed [4] -
59:13, 69:19, 73:10,
110:24

disclosure [18] -
57:13, 58:16, 59:17,
62:6, 62:17, 63:10,
63:17, 64:16, 86:10,
108:15, 122:21,
123:14, 124:15,
149:1, 149:3, 149:4,
161:11, 161:12

disco [1] - 148:25

discovered [3] -
58:14, 58:18, 65:19

discretion [4] - 85:7,
90:12, 100:8, 101:14

discuss [7] - 1.9,
25:12, 25:14, 31:16,
32:8, 108:17, 167:5

discussed [5] -
26:17, 44:18, 154:15,
154:20, 154:22

discussing [5] -
31:23, 141:9, 141:16,
162:12, 163:12

discussion [10] -
1:6, 15:8, 15:10,
20:21, 79:21, 86:10,
142:6, 150:12,
165:25, 178:2

discussions [12] -
6:14, 79:9, 79:11,




79:14, 79:16, 83:15,
83:21, 131:23,
142:13, 148:19,
162:20, 163:8

dismiss [1] - 150:3

dismissed [3] -
62:19, 62:24, 63:1

dismissing [2] -
71:18,71:19

dispatch [1] - 170:20

disposal 1] - 50:11

disposing [1] -
148:22

disposition [1] -
149:9

dispute [11] - 15:2,
30:4, 30:17, 30:22,
51:11, 51:12, 56:12,
57:5, 74:12, 126:13,
133:1

disputing [2] - 56:22,
126:1

distributed [1] -
54:11

disturbing [1] -
104:15

divided 1) - 119:12

docket 1] - 150:23

doctor 1] - 81:3

doctor's [2] - 132:24,
133:2

document [32] -
8:20, 19:3, 35:6, 42:2,
42:4, 42:10, 42:19,
42:25, 46:10, 48:1,
48:8, 50:11, 53:18,
53:19, 53:25, 54:4,
54:7,54:18, 62:14,
67:5, 67:22, 84:10,
88:11, 112:14,
119:16, 122:12,
124:22, 139:14,
147:5, 152:6, 171:11,
173:18

Document 2] -
19:15, 2:5

documentation [1] -
81:6

documents [69] -
4:2,19:17, 415,
47:13, 47:22, 50:12,
52:9, 52:18, 52:22,
54:6, 54:8, 54:23,
55:3, 57:12, 58:3,
59:14, 60:4, 60:8,
62:10, 62:12, 62:21,
63:11, 63:14, 63:20,
64:18, 64:22, 65:5,
65:16, 65:20, 65:21,
66:18, 67:4, 67:13,

68:15, 68:25, 69:20,
70:12, 70:13, 70:186,
70:19, 70:20, 70:21,
71:6, 71:16, 72:24,
73:5, 73:9, 74:21,
76:6, 76:10, 76:15,
76:23, 109:21,
109:23, 110:1,
119:20, 120:5,
120:14, 125:7,
125:15, 129:25,
138:23, 146:22,
158:20, 161:24,
167:13, 167:15,
175:11, 2.7
dog [1 - 116:4
Don[i6] - 24:11,
25:4, 26:8, 27:1, 27:7,
27:9, 29:22, 34:15,
35:13, 35:21, 35:23,
36:18, 45:12, 86:23,
152:2, 153:15
done [22] - 187,
24:8, 52:8, 53:8,
63:23, 65:18, 66:24,
66:25, 98:14, 100:3,
129:14, 134:20,
135:2, 135:19,
142:24, 143:9,
148:14, 156:1, 157:6,
161:22, 164:23,
166:11
door [5] - 100:16,
111:2, 180:24, 187:24
dose[1]-178:22
double17-112:14
doubt [3] - 56:17,
57:7, 101:15
doubts [1] - 69:14
Doust[i04] - 3:1, 3:4,
3:6, 3:8, 3:24, 4.8,
18:10, 18:11, 34:23,
35:2, 42:10, 42:12,
42:21, 53:4, 53:6,
53:8, 54:3, 54:6,
54:14, 54:16, 57:25,
58:2, 58:9, 58:11,
59:13, 59:17, 60:22,
61:12, 61:15, 61:19,
61:24, 63:12, 64:2,
64:4, 64:12, 65:13,
65:15, 65:25, 66:2,
66:12, 67:16, 67:17,
68:10, 68:19, 68:24,
69:3, 69:15, 70:1,
71:5,71:21, 73:3,
73:14, 73:24, 77:19,
77:21, 84:13, 84:15,
84:23, 85:17, 85:19,
85:25, 86:2, 86:7,

86:9, 86:16, 86:20,
88:14, 89:1, 90:1,
90:5, 90:22, 90:25,
91:6, 91:20, 93:3,
93:10, 93:15, 93:21,
98:9, 99:3, 99:7,
99:10, 100:15, 101:5,
101:18, 102:13,
102:24, 103:2,
103:14, 108:16,
110:3, 110:4, 110:186,
110:24, 111:14,
112:3, 118:23, 119:8,
151:9, 151:13,
161:16, 164:8,
183:16, 1.5
Doust's [3] - 69:6,
136:5, 161:25
down [14] - 3:17, 8:4,
30:1, 51:4, 74:2,
74:15, 81:8, 85:11,
115:17, 147:2, 147:3,
148:11, 172:19,
181:19
Downtown [4] - 62:5,
98:3, 162:16, 162:22
downtown 2] - 7:21,
97:7
draft [4] - 131:18,
131:19, 169:17,
170:14
drafting 1] - 133:14
draw [3] - 166:6,
166:12, 171:3
drawing [1] - 166:7
drawn [g] - 13:21,
100:11, 165:25,
166:4, 167:10,
170:21, 171:6, 171:9
drive [1] - 76:22
driven [1] - 105:6
drives 1] - 77:11
drop ] - 37:12
dropped [4] - 35:24,
36:11, 36:24, 39:2
dropping [1] - 32:7
drove [2] - 101:25
drug [27] - 28:12,
43:9, 80:25, 81.5,
81:7, 81:9, 81:14,
82:1, 82:6, 83:10,
83:18, 83:25, 98:7,
140:17, 144:18,
147:17, 148:8,
175:15, 176:21,
177:9, 177:15,
177:19, 178:18,
185:20, 186:2, 186:20
drug-addicted [1] -
144:18

Viii

drug-free 1] - 81:9

drugs [25] - 6:25,
25:1, 25:21, 26:5,
26:14, 26:22, 27:3,
27:7,27:17, 27:24,
28:15, 28:20, 43:9,
45:1, 82:25, 176:19,
178:4,179:9, 179:13,
179:15, 179:18,
179:21, 180:7,
180:11, 182:1

duck [1] - 52:16

ducks [1] - 132:21

due 2 - 33:20,
98:16

duration [1] - 45:18

during [18] - 9:16,
13:8, 13:24, 24:22,
26:23, 71:5, 71:15,
78:11, 93:19, 95:12,
124:10, 133:17,
135:4, 135:13,
135:17, 136:4,
142:15, 179:3

duties 2] - 50:19,
136:7

duty [1] - 87:24

E

e-mail [3] - 22:24,
44:5, 88:5

earliest 1] - 65:20

early [3] - 13:9,
29:19, 110:14

earn [1] - 98:6

Easier[1] - 135:19

easiest [1] - 105:7

easily 1] - 14:4

Eastside4] - 62:5,
98:3, 162:17, 162:22

easy [1] - 18:8

effect [7] - 38:5,
64:13, 101:15,
127:17, 153:5, 153:7,
181:18

effort [21 - 119:18,
124:16

efforts [2] - 9:13,
111:7

eight [6] - 39:15,
114:9, 128:24, 129:1,
131:14, 134:9

Eight[1] - 184:23

either 217 - 9:15,
11:4, 13:7, 13:9,
14:20, 15:11, 21:9,
54:21, 84:7, 98:6,
107:18, 115:23,
130:15, 130:17,

135:13, 155:18,
156:17, 178:1,
181:14, 182:5, 183:3
elapsed [1] - 162:6
electronic 1] -
111:17
element [1] - 104:15
elements 4] - 17:13,
94:16, 104:4, 104:11
elevated [1) - 104:6
Ellingsen 1] - 83:11
embroiled [1] - 86:11
emphasis [1] - 103:6
emphasized [4] -
98:22, 98:23, 100:5
employed [1] -
113:13
encouraged [1] -
166:3
end [15] - 18:1,
106:9, 107:5, 107:15,
120:17, 120:20,
120:23, 120:24,
121:16, 121:17,
121:20, 146:6, 164:5,
170:11, 174:10
endeavour [2] -
164:5, 168:5
ended [1] - 141:10
endorsed [2] -
154:16, 154:22
ends [1] - 162:1
Enforcement 2] -
129:25, 130:3
enlist[1] - 82:17
enlisted [1) - 148:6
ensure [3] - 19:9,
82:21, 148:8
ensuring [1] - 123:24
entered [9] - 15:25,
16:19, 118:15,
156:18, 158:9,
166:19, 166:25,
167:4,171:8
entering [1] - 157:2
enterprise [1] -
110:22
enters [1] - 137:9
enthusiasm [2] -
124:12, 144:22
entire 2] - 97:18,
106:8
entirely [3] - 59:21,
60:5, 89:3
entirety [2] - 90:2,
91:2
entitled [10] - 19:15,
21:1, 25:22, 25:24,
29:13, 60:8, 99:20,
102:14, 103:12, 2:5




entries [4] - 8:13,
50:17, 54:2, 175:9

entry [4] - 10:18,
20:4, 160:9, 173:17

Er[i - 158:16

error [3] - 65:19,
129:18

escort [5] - 30:1,
172:24, 173:12,
173:14, 173:22

escorted [1] - 153:20

essential [1] - 17:13

essentially 1] -
93:17

established [3] -
15:15, 80:18, 82:16

estimate [1] - 93:2

estimates [1] - 92:25

etcetera 2] - 167:5,
167:6

Evenhanded [1] -
128:11

evening [2] - 13:10,
63:11

event [14] - 1:15, 2:8,
22:7,45:25, 60:11,
60:15, 63:24, 63:25,
72:22,89:23, 119:10,
126:14, 128:12, 162:1

events [5] - 45:25,
52:14,91:19, 97:19,
107:1

evidence [63] - 4:20,
9:1, 13:10, 13:16,
14:13, 14:15, 14:19,
14:23, 17:11, 21:6,
24:10, 26:16, 26:19,
27:14, 34:1, 34:2,
34:18, 38:4, 48:12,
48:13, 48:17, 52:2,
52:5, 52:19, 52:24,
54:3, 54:24, 55:25,
56:1, 56:4, 67:8,
73:13, 79:11, 80:12,
82:4, 94:11, 99:2,
122:12, 132:5,
132:14, 132:21,
132:25, 133:2,
133:11, 133:22,
135:1, 135:3, 138:3,
141:6, 144:6, 153:19,
153:24, 167:16,
169:8, 169:9, 175:17,
175:23, 176:17,
179:12, 180:22,
185:5, 187:19

evidence...and [1] -
154:3

evident 2] - 10:7,
98:16

exact [2] - 140:1,
140:18

exactly [3] - 24:1,
100:8, 126:9

Exactly 1] - 132:17

exam [5] - 3:3, 1.5,
1:6, 1:7,1:8

examination [14] -
3:8, 3:10, 18:12,
74:17, 75:7,102:18,
112:21, 163:12,
163:23, 182:18,
183:19, 183:24,
184:6, 184:21

examine [1] - 42:19

examined [1] - 4:21

examines [1] - 98:20

examining [3] -
100:21, 102:11,
183:25

example [4] - 14:7,
16:24, 83:11, 119:21

except [4] - 65:10,
107:3, 136:8

exception [1] - 68:24

exchange [2] -
36:17, 150:11

exclusively [1] -
11:20

Excusef4] - 34:19,
77:21,112:25, 118:23

excuse 2] - 37:14,
165:1

executed [3] - 43:20,
44:1, 119:23

exercise [5] - 85:6,
90:12, 100:7, 101:186,
103:9

exercised [1] -
101:14

exhibit [9] - 19:10,
19:19, 60:23, 61:12,
88:14,91:2, 112:6,
118:16, 118:24

Exhibit [g] - 19:14,
19:15, 112:186,
112:23, 113:5,
117:16, 25, 2:8

Exhibits[1] - 2:1

exhibits [2] - 119:5,
120:4

exist [1] - 74:22

existence [4] - 49:5,
70:21, 86:13, 115:19

exists [1] - 64:15

expect [g] - 17:2,
25:5, 29:2, 34:20,
57:11, 89:22, 120:3,
184:23

expectation [2] -

16:24, 180:21

expected [1] -
132:24

expecting 1] -
135:14

experience [14] -
12:24, 13:3, 13:4,
13:13, 17:10, 28:6,
38:24, 82:11, 88:1,
93:21, 134:2, 137:2,
137:20, 149:7

experienced [5] -
22:25, 27:20, 90:9,
97:25, 176:6

experiences [1] -
38:23

experiencing [1] -
88:4

expert [4] - 34:17,
66:8, 86:25, 87:7

explain [7] - 52:23,
53:25, 57:9, 68.7,
80:16, 86:19, 155:15

explaining [3] -
31:22, 139:10, 140:15

explanation [14] -
6:20, 41:15, 41:24,
42:2, 47:20, 54:8,
55:22,57:16, 58:4,
58:14, 59:21, 60:13,
107:6, 111:21

express [1] - 34:7

expressed [4] -
30:18, 32:20, 69:15,
93:19

expressing [2] -
128:24, 140:11

extant 1] - 3:15

extensive [1] -
114:16

extent [5] - 95:17,
103:22, 118:11,
134:15, 172:4

extra [4] - 35:18,
124:16, 147:18,
151:22

extremely [4] -
17:22, 73:11, 105:25,
123:9

eye[1] - 126:9

F

face [6] - 47:25,
58:15, 64:9, 66:15,
75:20, 95:2

facilitate [2] - 79:19,
84:1

fact [26] - 5:25,
15:24, 20:19, 20:22,

i X

27:4,51:15, 69:6,
78:16, 83:8, 87:18,
91:23, 98:21, 101:19,
101:20, 103:2, 103:4,
103:5, 103:7, 116:18,
128:24, 141:1,
141:10, 145:3, 155:4
factors [2] - 5:14,
5:22
facts [15] - 97:2,
99:21, 99:23, 100:4,
100:9, 100:12,
102:11, 102:14,
102:21, 103:11,
131:19, 131:25,
134:8, 141:25
factual [3] - 91:16,
94:16, 97:10
factually [3] -
132:14, 138:2, 170:18
faintly [ - 126:12
Fair[3] - 52:25,
80:15, 84:9
fair [19] - 14:15,
23:25, 24:13, 31:23,
34:25, 39:20, 68:9,
68:11, 94:22, 114:17,
115:4, 125:2, 125:4,
126:17, 137:5,
137:15, 137:22,
160:20, 166:15
Fairly[y) - 152:12
fairly [11] - 1:15,
13:6, 13:17, 13:22,
31:3, 31:6, 114:16,
123:16, 146:3, 166:17
fairness [1] - 14:20
fall [31 - 51:2, 60:1,
94:12
falling [2] - 24:22,
45:22
familiar [9] - 34:12,
35:7, 50:1, 83:12,
89:5, 100:23, 104:25,
158:19, 171:14
familiarity [1] -
159:23
families (1] - 18:14
family [ - 37:15
far [6] - 100:18,
100:25, 102:11,
149:6, 170:18, 187:10
fare 1 - 97:23
farm 2] - 46:5, 76:13
fashion [4] - 65:6,
66:25, 73:6, 120:8
fast [1] - 184:18
fault 2] - 64:12,
68:17
favour [2] - 5:15,

116:20

fax [3] - 46:21,
172:18, 172:19

faxes [1] - 46:9

fear [1] - 29:25

feasible (1] - 69:7

February[z3] - 12:13,
21:25, 22:8, 23:2,
26:25, 34:15, 35:12,
41:7, 42:24, 43:19,
46:4, 46:15, 48:22,
49:3, 87:6, 130:25,
135:8, 152:2, 157:18,
174:6, 175:1, 184:12,

185:2
feed [1] - 148:7
feet [2] - 92:23,
93:22

felt (6] - 14:9, 32:14,
106:9, 154:18, 180:7,
185:19

female [1] - 142:3

few [10] - 3:9, 15:4,
50:7, 56:6, 61:4,
75:10, 121:1, 134:7,
158:1, 159:5

fewer 1] - 12:21

fifth (1) - 47:22

figure 21 - 1:21,
139:14

figured [1] - 130:17

Filery) - 175:8

file [169] - 8:25, 9.7,
9:10, 9:18, 9:24,
10:23, 11:5, 11:19,
11:20, 13:22, 17:19,
17:21, 18:6, 21:21,
21:23, 22:15, 24:6,
40:3, 40:7, 40:11,
40:12, 40:15, 40:18,
40:19, 40:22, 41:1,
41:3, 41:9, 41:10,
41:20, 41:23, 43:5,
43:7, 44:14, 44:15,
46:1, 46:25, 47:4,
47:21, 48:13, 48:15,
48:18, 48:22, 48:23,
49:4, 49:9, 49:11,
49:15, 49:17, 51:8,
51:24,52:4,52:10,
52:15, 52:18, 52:21,
54:10, 55:1, 55:23,
56:11, 56:13, 56:16,
56:19, 57:15, 57:19,
58:4, 58:21, 59:5,
59:6, 65:16, 75:16,
75:17, 76:14, 76:15,
76:22, 77:14, 79:15,
83:12, 94:11, 94:24,
95:1, 97:19, 105:19,




105:22, 106:7,
106:10, 107:14,
107:21, 108:3, 108:8,
109:24, 110:18,
111:16, 116:21,
118:2,118:17,
119:11, 119:17,
119:20, 123:23,
124:11, 124:14,
125:3, 125:21,
128:18, 129:5,
133:16, 136:12,
137:11, 138:5, 138:8,
140:22, 141:8,
141:14, 141:16,
141:20, 142:13,
142:16, 143:16,
143:20, 143:22,
144:12, 144:17,
144:22, 145:3, 145:6,
148:25, 149:14,
155:5, 155:6, 155:7,
157:9, 157:14,
159:23, 160:7,
160:20, 161:6, 161:9,
161:22, 162:1,
164:14, 165:1, 165:9,
165:16, 166:12,
169:14, 169:22,
171:13, 172:7,
174:13, 177:2, 177:3,
177:8,178:12,
178:13, 181:20,
185:21, 185:22,
186:4, 186:12,
186:14, 186:17,
186:19, 188:19

filed 21 - 90:19,
166:8

files 371 - 12:2, 12:5,
12:7, 12:8, 12:20,
48:10, 49:8, 49:14,
49:19, 51:1, 53:21,
55:15, 57:3, 57:23,
58:19, 58:22, 59:10,
60:24, 61:7, 61:13,
75:13, 75:22, 76:1,
76:21, 77:14, 108:20,
108:24, 108:25,
110:10, 114:2,
124:24, 141:19,
145:3, 145:22,
160:22, 160:23,
181:13

final [1] - 25:13

finally [3] - 3:4, 59:2,
187:16

fine [4] - 17:24,
34:24,77:23, 183:11

Fine[z) - 151:22,

182:14

fingertips [1] - 87:11

finish [5] - 10:18,
164:5, 182:25, 1837,
183:15

finished 1) - 2.7

finishes [1] - 183:12

firm 47 - 120:21,
121:7,167:17, 167:20

First3) - 81:22,
94:18, 164:7

first [36] - 4:24, 5:3,
6:10, 7:8, 9:9, 11:3,
11:10, 13:23, 14:5,
20:8, 36:3, 44:24,
45:9, 59:7, 66:7,
92:16, 94:8, 94:11,
97:6, 110:9, 121:18,
122:6, 125:10,
125:13, 126:2, 128:2,
130:6, 133:16,
145:13, 147:23,
153:21, 161:7, 166:8,
167:25, 170:25, 185:3

Firstly1 - 97:6

fits [4] - 27:10,
32:11, 32:16, 107:2

five [8] - 14:6, 114:9,
135:5, 135:7, 135:14,
146:2, 147:20, 184:19

five-day [1] - 184:19

fix [3] - 159:21,
160:6, 160:7

fixing 1] - 160:17

flag [y - 98:1

flip [y - 168:3

flipping [2] - 37:19,
186:22

flow [1) - 3:2

fly [11 - 137:5

focus 1 -12:12

focused [17 - 95:9

focusing [1] - 46:2

folders [1] - 18:6

follow [5] - 34:13,
35:21, 50:23, 164:9,
177:22

follow-up [1] - 164:9

following [e] - 25:11,
51:2, 100:9, 104:4,
125:13, 136:15

follows [1) - 138:5

food [1) - 28:17

foot [2 - 122:15,
125:22

force [3] - 39:13,
60:1, 82:25

foregoing [1] - 189:4

forensic [1] - 170:9

forget [2] - 34:5,

150:8

forgive [1] - 148:4

form [3] - 56:4,
65:22,171:20

format 1] - 76:22

formed 1) - 25:8

former [2] - 87:15,
94:4

forms [3] - 126:15,
129:25, 130:3

formulate [1] -
112:10

forth [1) - 40:23

forthcoming [2] -
87:12,132:5

forward 2] - 11:1,
170:14

forwarded [2] -
41:25, 86:3

four o) - 11:23, 12:1,
12:4, 12:9, 12:15,
51:17, 133:6, 136:6,
136:15

fourish (1] - 150:16

fourth 27 - 141:1,
141:4

Frank - 85:13

frankly [1] - 74:4

free[1] - 81:9

freeway [1] - 114:14

frequently [2] -
27:21,114:2

Fridayfo] - 7:11,
21:8, 21:12, 69:4,
130:18, 130:24,
156:15, 166:21, 167:8

friend [31] - 42:21,
53:11, 54:17, 65:15,
66:5, 67:9, 79:13,
79:15, 84:16, 86:20,
88:14, 90:1, 93:21,
96:10, 98:18, 99:4,
100:1, 100:9, 101:18,
102:7, 103:17,
108:17, 108:19,
119:3, 136:4, 151:9,
151:23, 161:25,
163:7, 164:8

front [11] - 40:18,
42:17,58:15, 100:16,
118:15, 139:3, 141:4,
148:23, 148:25,
166:9, 185:9

fruitful (1) - 58:25

frustration [1] -
39:19

fuck 11 - 37:20

fuckin'[1) - 37:12

fulfil (1] - 95:12

full 107 - 11:24, 18:6,

X

22:17, 39:13, 54:8,
58:14, 89:7, 92:18,
150:23, 157:13
fully [1] - 91:25
function 1] - 28:21
furore (1] - 46:4
furtherance [1] -
162:14
future [1) - 188:3

G

gallery 1] - 77:6

gang [2] - 117:13,
117:15

gather [1] - 112:23

gathering [1] - 2:16

gauge [1] - 175:17

gauging [1] - 177:5

Gaul[s] - 22:5, 42:6,
44:5, 46:6, 46:9

Geef1] - 153:5

general [4] - 109:8,
140:1, 177:18, 179:14

General(3] - 22:2,
44:6, 59:23

General's 2] - 58:9,
73:9

generally [3] - 50:19,
117:7, 129:9

generated [1] -
109:20

genesis [1] - 88:11

Geoff[3 - 22:5, 46:6,
46:9

Geoffrey[2] - 42:6,
44:5

Gibbons2] - 167:25,
168:11

Giffin[e] - 128:5,
128:14, 128:21,
129:13, 129:17

Giles[2] - 1:19, 1:22

Gillian[1] - 123:18

given [18] - 24:11,
38:24, 55:11, 57:1,
60:14, 87:25, 95:1,
107:6, 110:19,
111:21, 115:4,
123:21, 141:6,
145:22, 149:13,
154:19, 165:8, 180:16

Given[2] - 38:23,
154:24

goodbye [y - 31:8

govern [1] - 50:18

Governmenti] -
128:13

Gratl[ss] - 60:22,
62:2, 62:3, 62:23,

62:25, 63:6, 63:10,
64:1, 64:7, 64:21,
64:25, 65:12, 66:11,
67:24, 68:5, 69:6,
69:13, 69:19, 70:4,
70:6, 70:8, 70:22,
71:12,71:18, 72:2,
72:10, 72:14, 72:18,
72:21, 72:23, 73:2,
73:5, 73:13, 73:17,
74:2, 74:3, 74:13,
74:15, 108:16,
108:17, 108:23,
109:3, 109:6, 109:19,
111:8, 111:21,
111:23, 112:2,
182:10, 182:12,
182:20, 183:10,
183:17, 183:22,
184:5, 184:6, 1:8
great [8] - 32:24,
80:1, 87:2, 87:24,
109:25, 144:22,
146:11, 183:13
greatest [1] - 66:11
grievous [1] - 142:1
grown [1] - 114:6
Guess|i] - 123:19
guess [4] - 11:12,
99:19, 154:21, 167:2
guesses [1] - 84:16
guessing [s] - 85:6,
85:9, 91:24, 114:9,
162:25
guilty [1] - 160:4
guise 1] - 105:4
Gulbransenig -
22:6, 44:5, 46:9,
46:12, 46:19, 46:24,
47:8, 47:13, 163:2

H

hair [2] - 147:12,
147:13

half [2] - 125:23,
164:4

halls [1] - 78:7

hand [7] - 56:10,
88:4, 93:6, 93:7,
118:24, 128:19,
171:17

handcuff 2] - 142:2,
142:5

handcuffs [4] -
102:4, 104:10,
141:12, 141:13

handed [1] - 118:5

handle 1] - 49:15

handled [4] - 90:9,




104:13, 117:9, 123:22

handling [13] -
22:15, 22:20, 28:3,
79:4, 80:20, 83:22,
94:10, 116:20,
124:11, 129:5,
142:12, 147:19, 148:5

hands [2] - 182:10,
182:12

handwriting [4] -
48:3, 75:12, 125:11,
141:3

handwritten [4] -
53:19, 53:21, 54:2,
55:14

hangout [1] - 115:16

happy 4] - 33:1,
33:19, 55:18, 80:15

hard [4] - 76:22,
77:11, 126:2, 151:13

harm 1] - 51:19

hatred [1] - 105:6

Hawaii 1] - 37:21

hear [6] - 1:24,
16:12, 35:23, 53:1,
77:9, 85:21

heard [7] - 63.7,
73:4,77:19, 91:17,
94:7,122:12, 144:5

hearing [17] - 1:4,
1:16, 6:12, 32:17,
60:3, 60:18, 60:21,
75:1, 87:3, 92:8,
93:21, 108:11,
108:14, 160:5,
163:21, 167:2, 188:22

hearsay [3] - 46:22,
79:23, 81:9

heft (1] - 119:15

held [2] - 37:18,
50:12

hello 17 - 37:9

Hells[e] - 116:9,
116:15, 117:3,
117:12, 117:13,
144:21

help [g] - 28:17,
39:16, 63:4, 63:7,
70:15, 91:18, 142:19,
157:25

helped [2 - 80:6,
81:20

helpful [g] - 2:16,
42:19, 56:1, 91:16,
92:4, 146:14, 148:14,
151:15

hereby [1] - 189:4

heroin [5] - 28:13,
28:25, 176:11,
177:21, 186:25

Heroin - 177:21

herself [4] - 29:9,
38:2, 98:6, 151:17

high [2] - 43:24,
123:16

high-profile 1] -
123:16

history 1] - 144:19

Hid 1) - 174:11

hold 3] - 10:2, 11:9,
187:13

Holmes 2] - 161:14,
168:24

home [11] - 20:6,
32:19, 33:2, 33:13,
33:19, 36:15, 37:15,
38:11, 102:3, 139:13,
139:15

homicide [1] -
109:20

Honour[1] - 168:24

Hope[1] - 146:1

hope 1] - 170:19

hopeful 1] - 169:5

hoping [1] - 120:11

horrible [1] - 52:11

horrified [1] - 107:11

hospital [11] - 1:14,
94:21, 95:6, 96:9,
104:5, 105:14,
106:21, 141:11,
142:1, 179:8, 187:2

Hotel [1] - 36:1

hotel (1] - 80:4

hotels [1] - 148:7

hour [8] - 32:19,
71:5, 71:15,91:12,
93:1, 108:10, 125:23,
164:5

hours [2 - 150:11,
174:23

huge [4] - 20:16,
22:2,22:11,110:22

hundred [1) - 116:5

hung 1] - 37:21

hurt 17 - 14:15

hypothetical [1] -
28:18

ideaq1-2:18

ideal [3] - 145:24,
146:7, 146:17

identical 2] -
172:18, 172:19

identification [3] -
112:6, 112:13, 112:15

Identification 2] -
112:16, 2:8

identified [1) - 133:9

identifies [1] -
170:21

identify [s] - 105:16,
125:7, 158:3, 172:3,
172:5

identity [1] - 1:18

ignoring [1] - 67:13

illegal 2] - 27:23,
115:16

imagine [3] - 33:18,
38:7, 38:10

immediate [1] -
107:22

immediately [5] -
22:13, 32:16, 64:17,
111:10, 131:4

immensely [1] -
105:2

Impact [3] - 10:15,
10:22, 10:25

impacted [1] - 100:6

impaired [1] - 81:25

important [11] - 23:4,
36:4, 36:23, 52:3,
54:25, 60:2, 80:24,
81:2, 133:11, 161:19,
172:11

impression [9] -
25:9, 26:13, 27:2,
27:3, 27:11, 27:16,
123:22, 178:3, 183:17

incapable 2] -
149:25, 150:21

incident [2] - 6:6,
181:4

inclined [2] - 109:8,
144:12

include 1] - 77:15

included [3] - 55:12,
83:23,178:12

including [5] - 40:4,
82:13, 82:18, 139:13,
157:9

inclusion [1] - 19:8

incoherent [1] -
150:21

indeed [3] - 57:11,
149:22, 150:21

independence [1] -
85:2

independent [2] -
136:23, 172:6

Index 17 - 1:1

index [5] - 118:22,
119:12, 120:8,
167:22, 168:7

indicate [5] - 16:13,
124:11, 161:16,
186:15, 186:17

Xi

indicated [9] - 13:19,
55:25, 139:13,
141:17, 159:10,
177:8, 180:24, 185:6,
186:13

indicates [2] - 20:4,
143:3

indicating [1] - 141:4

indication 3] - 17:4,
124:3, 157:21

individual [1] - 99:14

individuals [5] -
61:1, 61:17, 62:4,
99:22, 99:24

inflicted [1) - 17:23

influence [7] - 27:17,
28:8, 28:12, 28:15,
179:15, 180:7, 180:11

information [19] -
2:16, 9:25, 31:10,
31:14, 41:17, 61:16,
69:19, 91:16, 116:22,
120:2, 139:12,
143:18, 152:21,
157:10, 158:8, 184:7,
184:8, 186:2, 186:8

informations [1] -
76:10

ingested [4] - 25:1,

25:21, 26:5, 26:22

ingesting [1] -
176:19

initial [2] - 162:3,
173:17

Initials [1 - 171:25

initials [4] - 160:21,
161:4,172:2, 174:9

injected [y - 186:15

injecting [1] - 28:25

injuries (6] - 17:23,
103:22, 104:3, 106:1,
107:12, 134:16

injury [2] - 51:5,
51:17

input 1] - 22:3

inquiries [2] - 68:12,
110:13

inquiry [14] - 59:25,
65:2, 78:3, 78:12,
78:16, 79:4, 79:8,
79:20, 83:6, 83:8,
84:3,99:13, 101:13,
164:3

Inquiry [1] - 85:13

inserted 2] - 37:11,
126:12

instance [1]- 5:19

instead [1] - 185:15

instigation [1] -
84:16

instructions [1] -
68:20

intellectual [1] - 31:2

intend [1) - 89:19

intends [1] - 182:20

intensity [7] - 186:4,
187:6, 187:20, 188:5,
188:8, 188:14, 188:17

intention [3] -
138:12, 144:13, 145:6

interaction [1] -
172:5

intercourse [1] -
106:22

interest [7] - 5:9,
5:12, 5:14, 5:22, 5:24,
6:2, 74:18

interested [3] -
52:25,124:21, 173:11

interesting [2] -
2:11, 48:21

interests [2] - 67:3,
67:24

interval [1] - 147:20

intervene [1] - 93:24

interview [49] - 1:12,
21:7, 21:9, 21:10,
21:22, 29:22, 34:14,
35:11, 45:3, 45:11,
45:12, 80:1, 94:20,
105:20, 107:15,
107:23, 108:8,
125:24, 1275,
127:11, 130:14,
134:9, 134:22,
135:15, 135:21,
138:17, 145:13,
145:17, 145:19,
146:11, 146:16,
146:19, 147:20,
150:15, 151:17,
152:1, 152:2, 152:9,
156:14, 175:25,
176:2, 178:16,
178:19, 179:23,
180:18, 181:14,
187:11, 188:10

interviewed [10] -
13:17, 14:4, 14:5,
14:10, 15:3, 107:18,
127:2,133:12, 135:8,
151:5

interviewing 3] -
96:9, 127:15, 133:7

interviews [9] - 13:6,
24:8, 115:10, 120:6,
129:1, 135:17, 137:4,
137:14, 144:14

intravenous [2] -
177:9, 186:20




introduce [1] -
145:21

introducing [1] -
35:6

investigating [2] -
44:19, 162:14

investigation [5] -
62:12,118:17,
119:18, 154:25,
162:21

investigations [1] -
185:16

investigator's 2] -
116:12, 116:24

investigators [1] -
123:23

involved [23] - 6:8,
10:1, 10:11, 49:22,
55:20, 55:24, 61:1,
71:11, 71:14, 79:2,
79:15, 81:23, 82:3,
83:13, 83:24, 87:24,
115:23, 116:2,
117:14, 123:15,
143:24, 144:18,
160:19

involvement [2] -
40:2, 138:21

involving [4] - 40:22,
138:2, 138:6, 145:11

irrelevant [2] - 67:7

isolation [3] - 95:10,
95:24, 96:21

issue [20] - 1:9,
21:14, 43:12, 45:8,
54:25, 55:14, 57:14,
59:5, 60:2, 65:15,
67:22, 75:11, 77:11,
85:22, 87:4, 87:9,
104:19, 129:19, 183:7

issued [4] - 64:17,
69:8, 125:18, 126:15

issues [10] - 2:20,
17:18, 40:24, 54:25,
82:19, 83:10, 86:11,
86:25, 89:24, 169:7

items [1] - 108:18

itself [8] - 40:7, 96:2,
96:5, 107:10, 114:10,
157:3,177:3, 177:8

J

Jacintays] - 143:11,
143:13, 143:15,
143:16, 143:20

Jack[i) - 79:9

Januaryfao] - 9:10,
11:14, 11:16, 12:12,
12:16, 15:15, 20:4,

23:14, 23:15, 27:16,
29:5, 40:17, 107:186,
130:23, 130:24,
135:23, 136:5,
136:16, 138:24,
139:4, 140:8, 146:12,
147:25, 150:15,
158:8, 158:13, 162:2,
162:6, 162:13,
162:19, 170:1, 170:4,
170:13, 170:22,
173:5, 173:8, 173:19,
174:22, 180:19

Janzen[z] - 121:7,
121:9, 123:4

Jason[i] - 62:3

job [5] - 39:8, 92:4,
124:8, 165:16, 165:21

John[y - 35:14

Johnson[i] - 164:4

joined [2] - 114:4,
155:20

judge [7] - 46:14,
157:3, 157:18,
157:23, 166:2, 166:9,
185:9

Judgey?] - 161:14,
168:24

judgment [e] - 85:5,
93:5, 99:11, 100:7,
101:7, 187:19

July[y) - 160:13

jumped [1] - 94:16

June[s] - 62:13,
159:9, 159:12,
159:13, 161:1

junior 1] - 110:4

jurisdictions [2] -
113:14, 113:17

juror [y - 123:19

jury 2] - 13:3,
145:25

Justice[11] - 59:24,
62:6, 62:9, 62:15,
62:21, 63:19, 66:19,
66:23, 69:23, 77:5,
181:25

justice [5] - 38:23,
39:13, 39:16, 105:1,
126:16

justify [2] - 99:20,
149:16

Justin[i) - 76:25

21:17,120:3
key [3] - 64:25,
141:12, 142:4
kicked [1] - 160:15
kidding [2] - 36:13,
167:18

kids 1] - 37:5

killed [1] - 39:18

kilometres [1] -
101:25

Kimis - 43:4, 44:13,
48:22

kind 4] - 66:7,

73:17,101:13, 177:22

kinds 2] - 73:14,
160:22

Kingsburys] -
41:14, 41:25, 42:7,
43:17, 44:10

knife [1 - 141:11

knowing [2] - 75:25,
91:22

knowledge [22] -
13:5, 17:10, 17:13,
76:19, 82:12, 83:14,
83:17, 83:20, 84:8,
97:21, 107:17,
107:19, 116:16,
117:2,117:10,
142:11, 142:12,
143:21, 143:23,
157:17, 179:2

known [g] - 67:9,
78:18, 87:15, 102:21,
115:15, 142:3,
144:20, 152:7

Krieger[y - 85:11

L

K

Karey[1] - 35:13

keep [3] - 21:22,
23:10, 60:9

kept [3] - 21:16,

lab 11 - 170:9
labouring [2] -
74:25,75:1
lacked [1] - 124:12
laid [2] - 17:25, 44:1
landed [1] - 108:3
Lanton[i] - 143:11
large [3] - 39:6,
102:17, 137:25
largely [y - 67:7
last [16] - 19:23,
50:3, 61:4, 86:14,
112:20, 113:22,
121:11, 122:24,
130:9, 148:16,
154:13, 158:13,
162:5, 170:11,
174:22, 178:22
Lastz - 121:1, 122:7
late [7] - 9:3, 40:17,

X1 i

66:24, 72:25, 91:8,
156:15, 165:4

law [11] - 17:18,
18:3, 85:10, 85:14,
88:25, 91:25, 100:19,
100:21, 102:23,
120:21, 121:7

Lawpz) - 129:25,
130:3

Lawson[] - 143:13

Lawtonp4] - 143:15,
143:16, 143:20

lawyer [10] - 27:1,
34:16, 35:12, 57:12,
86:23, 107:14, 123:2,
123:9, 137:1, 155:18

lawyers [s] - 2:20,
114:1, 114:7, 123:12,
183:9

lead [1] - 98:24

Leanna[ - 189:9

learn [1] - 79:16

learned [7] - 32:5,
38:1, 86:19, 87:11,
87:12,127:14, 164:8

learning [2] - 36:21,
39:1

least [2] - 138:24,
147:25

leave [13] - 3:10,
15:5, 55:6, 67:22,
75:11, 77:21, 93:17,
119:1, 138:12,
138:15, 154:4, 154:8,
187:24

led [2] - 79:10, 103:6

left [71 - 30:25,
56:10, 134:2, 139:15,
172:12, 173:2, 180:24

left-hand [1] - 56:10

legal 3] - 17:9, 18:6,
69:23

length [1] - 60:10

lengthy [3] - 33:25,
149:25, 169:5

Lens[1] - 129:24

less [8] - 12:2, 38:5,
57:24, 68:13, 81:5,
82:7, 83:24, 149:15

lesser [1] - 148:20

letter [29] - 9:2, 9:3,
9:11, 42:24, 44:10,
84:20, 84:23, 85:15,
86:3, 93:4, 93:14,
94:15, 131:22,
143:12, 143:19,
143:24, 155:24,
156:1, 161:14, 165:3,
168:1, 168:4, 168:12,
168:13, 168:19,

169:25, 170:3,
170:11, 170:13
letters [2) - 121:5,
121:19
letting [1] - 98:18

level [2] - 31:5,
176:19

liberty [1] - 183:20

lied [1] - 14:18

life 21 - 32:2, 109:12

light [2] - 63:10,
63:11

lights [1] - 102:2

likelihood [9] - 4:22,
5:6, 5:21, 6:1, 16:10,
16:16, 31:16, 164:17,
164:20

Likelyp - 12:17,
21:19

likely [8] - 9:24, 18:2,
21:20, 25:10, 29:6,
44:16, 90:10, 167:3

limit [1] - 64:10

limitations [1] - 85:3

limited [2] - 65:7,
70:17

Ling1) - 35:20

line [8] - 98:9, 98:10,
98:18, 99:5, 101:2,
117:24, 152:14,
152:17

lines [4] - 84:18,
144:8, 144:11, 153:11

Lisa[1) - 148:10

list [19] - 51:18,
53:21, 55:15, 56:24,
57:6, 57:22, 58:21,
60:24, 61:19, 75:13,
75:17, 75:23, 108:20,
108:24, 108:25,
110:11, 122:16,
158:21

listen 3] - 71:20,
102:10, 109:11

listened [1] - 74:18

listening [2] - 63:6,
91:19

live |21 - 1:25, 56:5

living [1] - 6:24

load 3] - 11:24,
12:4, 13:25

locate [3] - 41:23,
108:4, 139:7

located [6] - 43:6,
44:14, 46:25, 48:23,
52:19, 78:13

locating [1] - 180:17

loggerheads [1] -
72:4

logical [1] - 30:10




logically [1] - 31:1
logistical [2] -
129:18, 129:19
long-standing [5] -
94:5, 177:12, 186:9,
187:15, 188:18
Lookj4 - 50:25,
73:16, 111:2, 181:1
look [23] - 23:9, 27:5,
42:4, 42:5, 51:16,
56:12, 59:18, 86:5,
95:5, 95:25, 96:21,
99:21, 106:8, 119:1,
126:8, 137:12,
139:14, 148:12,
148:23, 157:20,
170:14, 181:4, 181:20
looked [16] - 17:19,
35:8, 52:8, 58:23,
76:13, 94:8, 94:11,
94:18, 98:13, 100:4,
105:18, 110:5,
144:11, 152:25,
165:11, 171:15
looking [13] - 4:1,
17:20, 19:22, 56:24,
59:4, 76:14, 96:4,
107:5, 118:18,
119:11, 119:16,
142:25, 158:5
looks [11] - 119:19,
121:25, 130:6,
130:10, 138:23,
156:2, 158:11,
159:13, 173:6,
174:11, 180:18
loose 1] - 120:13
lost [1) - 164:3
lovely [y - 153:9
low [1] - 167:20
low-budget [1] -
167:20
Lowerp2 - 113:18
Ltd[1) - 189:11
lucid [1) - 28:13
lunch 2] - 65:23,
91:12
Lynn[ - 83:11

M

Macdonald [6] -
52:6, 77:4, 111:15,
112:17, 2:9

Mackenzie [1] - 77:4

Maclean [2] -
121:21, 149:2

Madam [1] - 102:4

mail [3] - 22:24, 44.5,
88:5

Main [3] - 7:15, 8:4,
147:4

Mainland [2] -
113:18, 113:19

maintain [2] - 88:17,
111:24

male [1] - 142:4

man [3] - 97:7,
102:5, 104:7

manage [1] - 82:19

managed [4] - 28:7,
28:11, 84:1, 176:13

manner 2] - 64:16,
101:10

manual [1] - 50:6

Manual [5] - 3:14,
4:3, 49:17, 50:2,
50:18

Maple [1] - 114:13

March [5] - 40:16,
62:5, 96:10, 107:16,
121:6

Marg [3] - 41:14,
41:25, 42:7

Margaret [2] - 3:7,
1:4

marijuana [1] - 28:24

Marion [2] - 163:25,
164:2

mark [1] - 19:6

marked [11] - 18:24,
19:4, 19:14, 48:2,
88:14, 111:20, 112:6,
112:12, 112:14,
113:7, 120:13

markings [1] - 73:9

marks [2] - 177:11,
187:3

material [24] - 3:15,
40:4, 45:15, 50:20,
62:10, 69:11, 70:1,
70:6, 70:8, 70:9,
71:21, 77:15, 77:16,
83:7, 94:17, 96:16,
110:5, 110:186,
110:17, 110:20,
171:13, 172:7

materials [3] - 66:21,
109:25, 111:1

matter [30] - 18:8,
22:4, 23:3, 25:16,
28:22, 34:18, 38:3,
52:3, 53:2, 68:22,
87:25, 89:6, 93:17,
106:3, 106:9, 106:24,
118:3, 123:19,
124:24, 131:12,
132:22, 148:22,
154:21, 156:23,
157:17, 159:8,

161:18, 161:20,
170:19, 181:19
matters [7] - 3.9,
53:14, 108:18,
136:16, 145:15,
169:10, 170:10
mean [24] - 5:24,
21:20, 26:15, 28:10,
49:13, 64:21, 66:12,
72:12,72:16, 73:7,
83:16, 95:16, 95:22,
96:19, 109:10,
109:11, 110:21,
128:11, 133:15,
175:2, 178:8, 179:16,
182:19, 188:1
means [4] - 2.7,
26:17, 163:12, 174:24
mechanics [3] -
1:23, 52:22, 157:2
media [4] - 22:5,
46:4, 46:6, 115:20
mediate [1] - 74:11
medical 5] - 103:23,
120:4, 133:21,
134:14, 169:7
meet [10] - 2:4, 6:19,
7:21, 23:18, 71:5,
71:15, 77:25, 139:2,
147:8, 173:16
meeting [37] - 7:5,
7:11, 7:13, 7:14, 7:16,
7:17, 7:18, 8:1, 8:8,
23:24, 24:4, 24:12,
24:15, 24:23, 25:2,
25:6, 25:8, 25:21,
26:6, 26:22, 26:24,
27:16, 27:18, 30:5,
32:9, 45:18, 95:20,
131:4, 149:25,
150:24, 152:18,
152:23, 153:4,
166:16, 166:20,
170:25, 171:1
members [7] - 69:16,
115:7, 116:9, 117:8,
117:12, 128:25,
144:21
memo [3] - 128:3,
149:2, 157:22
memorandum [g] -
121:20, 128:9,
128:13, 128:22,
129:5, 129:20, 130:2,
130:13
memory [3] - 30:7,
146:23, 166:11
memos [1] - 27:12
mention [3] - 91:14,
116:13, 161:13

X111

mentioned [g] -
24:19, 29:10, 88:3,
116:18, 141:19,
146:25, 147:3, 187:10

mentioning [4] -
116:3, 142:10,
155:20, 163:10

message [7] - 41:14,
41:19, 41:20, 90:7,
173:23, 174:8, 174:16

met [7] - 5:3, 21:4,
127:2, 131:9, 149:22,
152:23, 156:8

methadone [1] -
148:7

mid [1] - 64:25

mid-cross [1] - 64:25

middle 2] - 56:14,
173:7

might [24] - 3:21,
16:15, 28:24, 30:6,
30:12, 47:17, 66:22,
66:23, 75:22, 78:9,
80:21, 87:8, 89:13,
100:18, 142:19,
151:2, 157:23, 160:4,
163:9, 163:13, 167:1,
182:17, 185:17

Mike [7] - 44:19,
79:14, 83:15, 122:13,
124:23, 162:8, 162:20

mike [1] - 164:19

militated [1] - 116:20

mill (1] - 137:4

mind [18] - 24:2,
24:3, 24:4, 25:9, 29:4,
42:16, 60:9, 85:1,
89:15, 90:19, 92:24,
93:25, 95:23, 96:24,
116:6, 141:23, 153:1,
166:21

mine [1] - 167:17

Ministry [1] - 44:6

minor [3] - 137:4,
137:8, 137:9

minus [3] - 19:14,
19:17, 2:7

minute [4] - 4:24,
37:7, 71:13, 133:25

minutes [4] - 60:18,
129:2, 163:18, 173:3

misaligned [1] -
118:14

Miscellaneous [1] -
120:13

misleading [1] -
54:16

misled [1) - 54:17

missed [2 - 7.7,
104:15

missing [2] - 18:14,
46:1

misspelt [1] - 159:3

misspoke [1] -
117:21

mistaken [3] - 33:22,
86:20, 130:21

misunderstood [2] -
53:7, 184:14

mixed [1] - 12:3

mixture (1] - 12:22

mom [7] - 21:3, 26:2,
36:4, 186:7, 187:13

Mom [3] - 33:8, 37:8,
38:13

moment [19] - 4:16,
21:14, 26:20, 34:6,
34:23, 35:3, 45:10,
49:24, 53:20, 56:6,
57:9, 57:19, 63:5,
86:11, 89:12, 110:11,
171:19, 186:20,
186:22

moments [1] - 159:5

Monday [17] - 7:11,
21:10, 21:11, 25:11,
31:9, 130:18, 130:24,
131:1, 135:7, 135:22,
138:16, 156:18,
156:19, 156:20,
166:19, 167:9

money [2] - 98:6,
167:18

monitor [2] - 16:20,
16:25

monitoring [1] -
148:13

month 1] - 12:16

month's [1] - 146:4

months [g8] - 9:16,
11:25, 74:25, 138:18,
138:20, 184:16,
184:19, 184:23

Moody [1] - 114:14

Morin [1] - 184:22

morning [20] - 1:20,
7:8, 13:9, 60:16,
67:10, 88:3, 88:8,
92:16, 118:1, 134:21,
134:22, 138:11,
153:14, 153:21,
173:20, 182:9,
184:14, 188:21,
188:23

most [g] - 31:20,
59:24, 87:16, 111:7,
135:24, 149:22,
180:10

mother [46] - 6:15,
6:24, 7:2, 7:4, 8.9,




8:14, 8:19, 8:22, 9:15,
10:25, 11:5, 20:2,
20:5, 20:12, 20:13,
20:23, 21:15, 29:15,
32:6, 32:11, 32:13,
32:15, 33:1, 33:13,
36:18, 36:22, 36:23,
138:24, 139:4, 139:8,
139:18, 139:24,
140:8, 155:9, 172:6,
172:16, 172:23,
173:15, 174:3,
174:24, 178:1, 178:3,
178:24, 178:25

mother's [5] - 11:13,
18:25, 19:25, 140:10,
146:15

motive [1] - 104:12

Motorcycle 2] -
116:10, 117:4

move [6] - 92:20,
93:16, 112:20,
140:22, 170:19,
172:19

moved [1] - 169:17

moving [2] - 5:7,
94:8

murder [22] - 17:24,
18:4, 20:10, 22:21,
39:1, 51:20, 56:15,
57:20, 59:25, 76:3,
78:3, 78:4, 78:17,
102:6, 110:18, 122:4,
123:19, 131:10,
138:6, 138:18, 141:7,
148:21

murdered [1] - 18:14

Murray [17] - 84:11,
85:16, 86:6, 86:15,
87:14, 87:17, 87:20,
88:16, 89:23, 90:8,
93:11, 93:13, 94:3,
98:21, 100:2, 100:3

Murray's [6] - 2:10,
98:16, 98:25, 99:3,
99:8, 104:22

must [9] - 4:21, 466,
67:9, 119:17, 150:7,
155:8, 155:10, 162:7

N

name [15] - 1:19,
8:21, 11:13, 36:3,
37:11, 109:3, 115:19,
126:3, 126:4, 143:14,
143:15, 150:8,
155:19, 157:11, 159:7

name's [1] - 158:11

named [3] - 27:1,

86:23, 164:3
namely [1] - 90:8
names [10] - 56:24,

57:2, 57:6, 57:8,

60:25, 61:2, 61:6,

61:9, 61:21, 186:24
Narbonne 2] - 67:2
narcotics [3] - 27:23,

177:7
native [1] - 113:18
nature 1) - 11:1
near [1] - 55:2
nearly [1] - 39:17
necessarily [4] -

50:5, 138:7, 161:3,

161:5
necessary [7] - 28:2,

35:19, 42:15, 68:8,

80:20, 89:22, 163:10
need [15] - 1:20, 2:9,

2:17, 2:22, 12:8,

13:14, 60:13, 65:10,

71:9, 71:25, 72:16,

74:9, 92:12, 92:18,

142:17
needed [14] - 25:12,

28:6, 28:20, 29:25,

31:13, 32:10, 39:16,

109:14, 131:15,

134:9, 137:14,

139:11, 140:2
needs [2] - 1:22,

65:6
negotiate [3] -

149:15, 149:18,

149:20
negotiated [1] -

134:8
negotiating [2] -

148:20, 149:8
Neil[1] - 77:4
neutral [1] - 31:20
never [5] - 32:3,

37:23, 38:6, 171:6,

171:9
New [3] - 46:17,

113:19, 114:25
new [4] - 27:8, 58:12,

61:19, 63:10
news [3] - 32:17,

36:23, 53:13
next 18] - 1:14, 3:2,

3:6, 28:14, 31.:9,

36:17, 44:4,54:2,

55:9, 57:9, 117:16,

125:6, 126:10,

155:16, 172:20,

174:9, 174:12, 182:8
Next 2] - 169:4,

174:1

nice 1] - 182:17

night [3] - 36:7, 80:4,
86:14

nine[1] - 138:11

nobody's [1] - 68:2

non 1] - 123:14

non-disclosure [1] -
123:14

nonetheless [2] -
84:1, 87:18

noon [5] - 71:5,
71:15, 88:9, 93:1,
108:10

noon-hour 1 - 93:1

normal 2] - 12:18,
136:19

Normally 1] - 26:17

normally (6] - 11:25,
41:18, 133:15, 157:8,
159:17, 184:13

notation [3] - 10:11,
157:23, 162:1

note [9] - 10:13,
130:9, 130:10,
148:23, 160:7,
172:11, 174:15,
182:8, 184:7

noted [3] - 53:21,
165:23, 167:22

notes [14] - 8:22,
9:19, 11:13, 18:25,
21:21, 40:11, 40:21,
47:3,52:12, 52:15,
76:22, 147:24,
171:24, 172:4

Notes[i]-41:1

nothing [g] - 29:10,
38:19, 48:14, 60:6,
98:11, 151:6, 163:3

Notice[1] - 169:17

notice [3] - 145:23,
146:4

noticed [2] - 10:23,
107:10

Notification 2] -
129:25, 130:3

notified [1) - 138:11

notifiers [1] - 129:9

notify [1] - 129:9

notifying [1] - 125:21

notorious [3] -
115:16, 116:7, 117:5

November [2] - 9:16,
159:9

number [30] - 5:13,
12:7, 12:8, 19:14,
20:6, 21:2, 32:13,
32:25, 33:2, 33:13,
36:14, 36:15, 36:25,
39:7, 42:10, 48:2,

X1V

54:7, 56:20, 75:16,
91:2, 91:3, 109:21,
119:20, 125:24,
128:18, 138:1, 138:3,
139:13, 139:15,
171:16

numbered [1] -
120:16

numbers [3] - 56:10,
56:11, 56:13

nurse [2] - 177:10,
187:2

O

o'clock 3] - 36:7,
138:11, 149:23

object (6] - 15:24,
19:8, 90:2, 90:16,
90:17, 102:10

objected [1] - 18:16

objecting [1] - 98:9

objection [7] - 88:21,
89:2, 89:19, 90:18,
90:25, 108:19

objectionable [1] -
93:23

objections 2] -
61:22,112:11

obligation [2] -
64:15, 65:5

obligations [3] -
69:24, 73:7, 73:23

obliquely [1] -
101:22

observations [1] -
188:9

obtained [2] - 46:20,
138:4

obvious [2] - 149:12,
188:11

Obviously[1] - 90:23

obviously [4] - 21:1,
60:13, 92:16, 99:15

occasion [4] - 11:10,
13:8, 103:19, 148:12

occasions [3] - 8:18,
117:11, 159:1

occupied 1] -
111:12

occupies [1] - 46:12

occur 2] - 13:7,
91:20

occurred [5] - 7:11,
41:11, 124:10, 143:4,
156:20

occurring [2] -
78:17, 83:8

October[ig] - 9:3,
9:9, 94:12, 94:14,

107:21, 108:2,
138:22, 144:2, 159:9,
159:15, 165:1, 165:2,
165:5, 165:7, 168:1,
168:3, 168:4, 168:13

offence [1] - 148:21

offences [3] - 51:5,
51:17, 75:17

offend [1] - 88:23

offenders [1] - 105:4

offensive [1] - 90:20

offer [2] - 55:22, 87:8

offered [2] - 57:15,
79:7

offering [1] - 105:9

offers 1) - 91:22

office 48] - 18:6,
23:17, 25:18, 29:11,
29:18, 29:24, 30:19,
30:25, 33:17, 37:17,
41:13, 43:5, 44:13,
57:2, 57:4, 59:23,
73:9, 76:5, 76:6,
76:20, 77:13, 78:18,
113:22, 113:25,
114:4, 114:5, 114:13,
114:24, 115:5,
115:14, 117:9,
121:21, 122:14,
129:1, 135:10,
136:13, 137:11,
137:16, 138:17,
140:24, 141:7,
141:18, 142:7, 150:2,
151:4, 152:13, 174:7,
179:20

office's [2] - 40:15,
94:10

officer [4] - 16:13,
44:19, 125:2, 130:6

officers [12] - 80:3,
81:7, 82:12, 96:8,
105:14, 115:12,
122:16, 124:7,
124:17, 127:8, 130:4,
135:12

offices [3] - 50:13,
78:13, 114:23

Official[1 - 189:10

often [7] - 12:3, 66:5,
105:3, 114:25,
115:11, 141:18,
186:15

old 1] - 38:12

once [9] - 5:19,
11:19, 19:19, 20:24,
26:1, 35:11, 139:2,
149:17, 155:8

OneJio] - 14:13,
53:8, 61:3, 69:2,




80:24, 92:23, 142:2,
142:18, 156:14,
171:11
onefo] - 2:3, 4.6,
4:12, 7.5, 9:19, 17:19,
19:23, 24:9, 26:20,
27:22, 30:10, 33:12,
37:5, 38:8, 39:3, 42:6,
42:7, 47:5, 48:1,
49:19, 58:17, 58:24,
60:24, 67:3, 69:1,
72:4,74:19, 79:6,
83:13, 85:4, 86:20,
89:16, 91:2, 91:10,
95:11, 96:21, 96:23,
101:7, 103:2, 103:19,
107:3, 108:18,
111:18, 121:23,
122:2,123:11,
124:13, 125:3, 126:3,
127:20, 130:6, 130:8,
130:10, 136:9,
141:11, 145:19,
145:25, 146:3,
146:17, 147:19,
147:20, 148:12,
149:3, 149:11,
149:23, 151:11,
151:18, 157:8, 160:3,
162:5, 164:10,
165:23, 168:12,
172:20, 173:12,
173:13, 174:22,
175:2, 176:2, 176:8,
179:6, 179:22, 180:2,
180:13, 181:15,
181:17, 182:1
one's[i] - 68:17
one-page [1] - 58:24
ones [3] - 12:3,
146:8, 160:5
ongoing [1] - 177:4
onward [1] - 153:11
open [7] - 17:5,
89:17, 103:25, 104:1,
175:8, 180:24, 187:24
opened [3] - 111:2,
141:9, 141:14
operating [3] - 31:5,
57:10, 103:24
operation [1] -
115:25
opinion [g] - 86:25,
87:8, 87:19, 87:20,
89:16, 89:21, 93:19,
187:21
opinions [1] - 88:22
opportunity [e] -
28:16, 84:20, 85:20,
86:5, 108:17, 149:8

order [37] - 2:25, 3:2,
14:14, 62:20, 63:2,
63:3, 63:17, 63:18,
64:17, 65:3, 65:10,
68:1, 68:3, 68:5,
68:18, 69:8, 69:20,
70:17,71:2,71:17,
72:1, 72:3, 72:9,
72:17,73:17, 74:5,
74:10, 74:22, 74:23,
75:6, 109:8, 109:10,
111:25, 112:1,
118:14, 132:21

Order[4] - 1:4, 60:21,
108:14, 163:21

order-in-council [1]
-65:3

orders [4] - 2:1,
68:16, 109:12, 109:13

ordinary [3] - 73:15,
73:17,98:3

organization [1] -
117:5

original [4] - 29:3,
59:6, 59:8, 111:16

originally [1] - 17:20

otherwise [2] -
111:12, 162:10

ought [4] - 66:24,
66:25, 75:5, 97:25

outset 1] - 110:25

outside [2] - 87:3,
153:25

overcome [1] -
106:15

own [g] - 25:20, 26:5,
26:21, 38:24, 70:14,
82:11, 114:18, 188:9

P

package [2] - 59:8,
59:10

page [44] - 3:18,
3:21, 3:22, 4:11, 5:15,
10:12, 19:22, 35:15,
47:23,50:14, 51:15,
53:25, 54:2, 55:9,
56:8, 56:14, 58:16,
58:18, 58:24, 60:24,
61:6, 61:7, 61:10,
75:11, 94:17, 96:7,
104:24, 122:15,
125:10, 125:13,
125:23, 128:2, 128:8,
128:10, 152:5,
152:14, 152:16,
153:11, 158:13,
158:20, 171:16,
172:10, 173:7

Page[3] - 3:25, 1:2,
2:3

pages [13] - 9:19,
19:21, 61:21, 91:13,
94:19, 96:8, 118:13,
120:16, 120:17,
121:1, 152:3, 170:1

pains [1] - 61:20

pair [1] - 102:3

Palace [2] - 115:15,
115:25

paper [3] - 23:2,
76:15, 154:25

parafi] - 104:24

paragraph [11] -
50:25, 51:13, 60:2,
87:1, 87:9, 89:13,
104:22, 122:24,
168:22, 169:4, 170:11

paralegals [1] - 41:1

pardon [3] - 79:18,
84:3, 125:19

part [13] - 7:8, 39:8,
44:24, 45:9, 45:15,
48:3, 52:7, 96:23,
105:20, 112:20,
165:4, 178:12

Part 1] - 109:19

participant [1] -
73:20

participants [3] -
2:20, 62:18, 70:25

particular [16] - 5:22,
12:12, 13:19, 14:2,
15:1, 17:21, 18:25,
39:11, 74:21, 83:1,
95:1, 102:19, 140:11,
152:20, 161:21, 177:2

Particularly [1 -
71:1

particularly [2] -
38:20, 151:1

parties [1] - 166:3

partly [1] - 103:21

parts [1] - 50:5

partway [1] - 182:22

passage [4] - 34:14,
35:15, 35:20, 152:15

passed [2] - 78:9,
108:7

passing [2] - 84:11,
159:23

past [2] - 34:2, 69:17

path [y - 100:8

Patricia[2) - 35:25,
164:3

pattern [1] - 98:21

Paul 3] - 85:13,
99:17, 121:9

pause [3] - 45:11,

XV

104:20

pay [3] - 36:10,
137:13, 160:3

peace[1] - 126:16

People [y - 114:22

people [35] - 1:23,
14:7, 14:9, 18:21,
27:22, 28:1, 32:2,
39:7, 39:9, 49:15,
59:19, 61:4, 61:11,
64:13, 73:6, 73.7,
82:25, 83:1, 83:11,
83:18, 90:7, 105:9,
106:19, 114:11,
114:21, 114:24,
115:3, 115:9, 117:12,
141:10, 142:1,
176:14, 176:20,
176:25, 180:10

per[1] - 116:5

perceive [2] - 84:24,
91:4

perfect [2] - 60:10,
68:13

perfectly [2] - 28:13,
107:2

perform 3] - 97:9,
175:18, 182:2

Perhaps [2] - 42:21,
151:8

perhaps [g] - 18:21,
42:9, 42:21, 86:2,
92:16, 98:24, 118:11,
139:14

period [7] - 9:12,
76:4, 78:11, 114:18,
147:19, 179:3, 184:16

permit 1] - 101:13

persist [1] - 12:6

person [35] - 10:3,
10:5, 22:5, 30:25,
46:7, 48:12, 48:19,
52:23,58:6, 58:11,
58:12, 59:4, 59:7,
75:12,77:2,79:24,
82:9, 95:20, 104:16,
146:6, 147:18,
152:20, 152:25,
153:6, 153:9, 155:25,
157:1, 171:24,
173:14, 173:25,
176:4, 176:25, 181:2

person's [1] - 174:9

personal [4] - 51:5,
51:16, 83:17, 84:8

personally [1] -
126:23

persons [1] - 61:13

Peter [10] - 22:5,
44:5, 46:9, 46:12,

46:24, 132:4, 143:13,
161:14, 163:2, 167:25

Petrie [2] - 79:14,
83:15

phone [19] - 32:25,
33:4, 33:5, 33:10,
36:10, 36:14, 36:15,
36:25, 37:18, 37:23,
38:4, 38:13, 41:19,
41:20, 125:24, 173:2,
174:4,174:7, 187:10

phoned [g] - 8:18,
32:24, 33:18, 36:8,
36:10, 37:4, 38:10,
129:22

photocopies [1] -
42:23

photographic [1] -
169:8

phrase [2] - 4:25,
122:6

physical [4] - 48:15,
76:14, 82:21, 147:10

physically 1] - 49:13

pick [1] - 164:7

picked [g] - 14:8,
97:7, 101:24, 110:7,
134:11

Pickton [35] - 6:8,
19:16, 22:1, 22:4,
22:10, 22:20, 23:3,
29:25, 30:20, 31:18,
32:18, 34:9, 46:5,
51:18, 56:15, 57:20,
70:9, 70:15, 75:16,
76:13, 77:14, 78:17,
79:4, 83:5, 109:3,
109:20, 115:20,
115:24, 116:14,
122:4, 162:15,
162:22, 162:25,
164:4, 2:6

Pickton's [8] - 18:16,
31:18, 41:8, 43:20,
58:21, 78:2, 121:6,
123:2

Picktons 1] - 116:7

piece 2] - 92:4,
173:23

piecing [1] - 8:5

Piggy's 2] - 115:15,
115:25

place [9] - 1:13, 15:1,
38:6, 38:7, 38:15,
115:15, 146:16,
156:17, 157:10

placed [3] - 59:7,
100:20, 103:6

places [y - 102:17

plan [3] - 13:12,




102:6, 182:24
planning [y - 97:8
play [1] - 78:25
played [1] - 1:16
plea[e] - 148:20,

149:9, 149:15,

149:18, 149:20, 160:4
pleased [1] - 52:25
plus 1] - 96:10
Pm [5] - 108:12,

108:13, 163:19,

163:20, 188:24
pocket [2] - 141:13,

142:5
point [28] - 2:9, 4:16,

5:4,5:7,7:20, 31:22,

38:24, 48:24, 67:3,

74:15, 77:17, 82:10,

84:10, 89:12, 99:7,

100:12, 101:3,

101:20, 101:21,

107:3, 130:12, 131:3,

142:25, 150:24,

156:8, 171:10,

181:23, 185:22
pointed [1] - 96:11
points [1] - 56:2
police [42] - 1:13,

9:18, 17:2, 47:4, 47:9,

80:3, 80:6, 80:10,

81:16, 81:19, 82:12,

82:18, 82:24, 83:2,

94:20, 96:8, 105:13,

106:23, 117:1,

122:16, 124:7, 125:2,

127:8, 129:10, 130:4,

131:14, 132:2, 132:5,

132:20, 133:12,

134:10, 134:25,

135:12, 135:17,

142:5, 171:21, 172:7,

173:18, 180:25,

181:9, 181:11, 181:12
police-based [1] -

47:4
policies [1] - 50:20
Policy [6] - 3:14, 4:3,

4:4, 49:17, 50:2,

50:17
policy [15] - 49:4,

49:7, 50:5, 52:1,

62:14, 75:19, 155:4,

179:20, 179:25,

180:1, 180:2, 180:14,

181:24, 182:4, 182:5
Port[29] - 7:16, 7:22,

11:21, 22:1, 22:10,

48:5, 48:9, 56:11,

56:16, 57:3, 57:8,

76:6, 77:12,78:1,

78:13, 97:8, 104:7,
113:21, 114:10,
114:12, 114:14,
114:15, 114:23,
114:24, 115:2,
115:14, 115:15,
116:8, 160:22
portion [s] - 61:5,
90:13, 109:22, 110:2,
126:11
portions [3] - 50:8,
90:20, 140:23
posed [1] - 35:22
position [15] - 16:8,
52:13, 58:21, 65:17,
68:2, 81:24, 82:25,
83:19, 84:25, 85:15,
88:20, 112:9, 185:10,
185:14, 185:22
positions [1] - 2:18
possession [g] -
20:6, 39:15, 62:11,
63:21, 64:18, 109:24,
156:4, 177:6
possibility [g] -
29:10, 31:16, 135:18,
148:20, 149:8, 188:2
possible [19] - 18:18,
32:20, 33:7, 34:8,
65:20, 110:14, 129:7,
129:22, 135:21,
146:9, 151:21,
156:14, 156:19,
160:11, 161:13,
162:11, 166:23,
170:25, 182:17
possibly [3] - 95:2,
97:20, 112:7
post [1] - 46:12
posted [1] - 119:5
practice [12] - 13:4,
16:20, 50:6, 80:18,
82:17,113:12, 127:7,
127:16, 136:11,
136:20, 136:24, 155:2
practised [1] - 87:16
practises [1] - 87:15
Pre[1) - 168:23
pre[s] - 159:12,
159:13, 159:15,
160:12, 169:3
Pre-trial [1] - 168:23
pre-trial 5] - 159:12,
159:13, 159:15,
160:12, 169:3
preceding [3] -
121:18, 138:18,
138:19
precise [2] - 38:5,
52:12

precision [3] - 9:6,
11:7, 90:15
preface [1] - 57:9
preferred [2] -
147:22, 147:25
prelim [1] - 70:12
preliminary [g] -
78:3, 78:16, 79:4,
79:7, 79:20, 83:6,
84:3, 96:16
premise [1] - 57:18
prep [7] - 49:16,
136:20, 136:22,
136:24, 137:17,
142:24, 143:8
preparation [10] -
17:8, 55:20, 55:21,
105:21, 134:3,
136:13, 137:21,
138:9, 142:15, 143:22
prepare[13] - 17:17,
18:8, 58:13, 67:4,
67:6, 82:15, 86:15,
86:24, 136:18, 140:5,
146:5, 176:17, 185:17
prepared [15] -
17:16, 18:4, 33:24,
34:2, 41:24, 52:7,
71:25, 82:3, 84:11,
84:15, 119:22, 120:2,
134:1, 144:6, 154:25
preparing [s] - 34:1,
82:13, 107:23, 137:8,
156:24
presence [5] - 23:20,
35:13, 45:4, 48:7,
65:1
present [3] - 25:7,
54:16, 60:23
presented 3] -
13:10, 29:7,52:5
preserved [1] - 49:19
pressure [1] - 65:4
presumably [3] -
55:4, 55:13, 179:9
pretty [7] - 12:10,
31:10, 114:19, 116:7,
117:6, 141:24, 173:23
Pretty [1] - 152:11
prevent [1] - 188:6
prevented [1] - 145:4
previous [2] - 23:3,
124:23
previously 2] -
26:13, 112:2
principle 2] - 85:2,
101:12
printed [3] - 94:17,
95:16, 96:7
prioritize [1] - 14:1

XVi

private [1] - 113:12

problem [23] - 13:20,
14:20, 16:23, 32:23,
46:22, 60:25, 101:5,
106:25, 131:22,
148:15, 149:17,
149:21, 151:6, 177:2,
177:4,177:12,
177:13, 182:19,
183:3, 183:4, 185:19,
188:12

problems [12] -
16:20, 44:17, 80:22,
83:19, 106:2, 106:15,
107:8, 140:186,
176:20, 178:21,
178:23

proceed [9] - 17:6,
39:22, 43:8, 101:1,
112:19, 145:5, 145:7,
180:8, 181:23

proceeded [1] - 39:5

proceeding [g] -
25:10, 29:6, 31:17,
78:25, 118:16,
140:16, 155:16

Proceedings [12] -
1:3, 19:16, 60:19,
60:20, 108:12,
108:13, 163:19,
163:20, 188:24, 1:1,
1:3, 2:6

proceedings [20] -
16:19, 40:19, 44:18,
55:1, 73:21, 143:2,
157:5, 157:6, 157:11,
157:14, 157:20,
158:1, 158:4, 158:9,
158:14, 159:10,
171:8, 180:23,
185:14, 189:6

process [10] - 2:16,
87:5, 87:6, 145:21,
149:1, 149:5, 164:11,
164:15, 165:11,
169:16

processes [1] -
119:4

processing [1] - 31:2

procured [1] - 79:5

produce [7] - 62:9,
65:5, 71:3, 71:25,
76:10, 110:13, 110:21

produced [27] - 54:7,
60:9, 66:21, 69:12,
70:2, 70:8, 70:9,
70:13, 70:16, 71:7,
71:10, 71:16, 71:22,
72:6, 72:19, 72:24,
735, 74:4, 74:7, 74:8,

74:11, 75:5, 109:15,
109:17, 109:18
producing [1] -
108:20
production [3] -
62:20, 64:17, 70:18
professional [2] -
112:22, 123:10
profile [2] - 43:25,
123:16
program [1] - 88:5
Program [1]- 171:13
programing [1] -
76:7
programs [1] - 76:7
prohibited [2] - 91:4,
103:8
Project [y - 128:10
properties [1] -
119:24
property [1] - 43:20
propose [1] - 93:16
propriety [1] - 99:25
prosecute [1] -
176:13
prosecuted [2] -
117:12, 145:12
prosecution [13] -
5:9, 5:15, 20:16,
31:18, 34:1, 40:16,
80:18, 104:13,
109:20, 110:18,
116:4, 164:22, 179:24
prosecutions [3] -
115:23, 117:8, 137:20
prosecutor [16] -
21:16, 22:25, 27:20,
31:25, 38:25, 79:10,
84:17, 94:4, 95:13,
95:25, 97:25, 105:24,
143:14, 144:25,
146:1, 149:24
Prosecutor [1] -
102:5
prosecutors [4] -
26:15, 101:15,
117:15, 149:3
prostitute [1] - 153:5
protect [1] - 1:21
protecting [1] - 1:17
protesting [1] -
140:21
prove [3] - 79:7,
134:14, 134:17
provide [10] - 6:20,
22:14, 22:19, 34:17,
34:25, 35:19, 42:22,
86:3, 111:17, 179:11
Provided [1] - 58:8
provided [12] -




33:12, 34:22, 45:16,
58:5, 67:14, 88:2,
104:9, 111:186,
138:23, 178:6,
178:11, 179:7

providing [3] -
62:16, 139:12, 173:14

Province1] - 94:5

province [3] - 50:19,
80:19, 181:25

Provincial 8] -
11:22, 12:24, 78:14,
133:5, 134:20,
134:22, 184:13,
184:18

public [10] - 5:9,
5:12, 5:14, 5:22, 5:24,
6:2, 61:3, 61:16, 62:1,
87:23

publication [1] - 2:1

pull [1] - 19:2

pulled [1] - 47:13

purports [1] - 55:16

purpose [4] - 84:2,
84:4,91:4, 174:19

purposes [4] - 14:9,
25:7,163:11, 167:15

pursuant [3] - 49:3,
62:13, 75:18

pursue [2] - 58:25,
98:18

pursuing [2] - 100:2,
102:7

put (28] - 1:24, 8:14,
16:7, 39:17, 45:6,
48:13, 49:14, 52:9,
59:7, 65:17, 65:22,
66:3, 70:15, 77:18,
80:9, 85:3, 101:8,
105:23, 124:9,
144:16, 148:6, 153:3,
154:24, 160:7,
163:11, 164:19,
166:20, 167:17

puts [1] - 52:11

putting [5] - 55:21,
77:8, 132:23, 155:24,
160:17

puzzling 1] - 129:8

98:10, 98:19, 99:5,
101:2, 103:17, 182:25

questions [22] - 1.7,
26:21, 40:2, 40:10,
52:16, 55:19, 56:7,
75:10, 93:23, 101:3,
103:11, 134:6, 136:5,
148:16, 154:14,
163:15, 164:9,
164:10, 165:10,
169:7, 182:6, 183:10

quick [2] - 93:22,
93:24

quickly [4] - 13:17,
13:22,111:11, 112:20

quite [23] - 12:3,
24:20, 28:10, 28:23,
33:1, 53:12, 55:18,
74:4,75:24,77:23,
78:19, 85:10, 100:22,
102:22, 114:25,
115:11, 126:11,
133:5, 137:21,
141:18, 164:22,
169:5, 179:10

quote [1] - 104:21

quoted [1] - 37:24

R

Q

Qc[2) - 84:11, 94:3

quality 1] - 4:6

quandary [1] -
109:16

quarter [2] - 36:9,
37:4

questioning [9] -
93:17, 93:20, 98:9,

Racef1] - 147:12

raised [2] - 87:1,
87:9

ran 1] - 12:25

Randife] - 3:7, 36:14,
37:6, 158:9, 162:7,
1:4

ranks [1] - 80:18

raped [2] - 14:18,
106:17

rapport [1] - 145:20

rather [4] - 26:24,
73:14, 155:24, 185:12

rationale [2] - 101:6,
101:8

Rcpe) - 159:18, 160:9

Rchp1 - 177:10

Rcmp[27] - 10:4,
10:9, 16:13, 41:15,
82:13, 82:18, 90:5,
115:7, 118:2, 118:17,
119:17, 119:22,
121:13, 122:12,
122:14, 123:23,
124:12, 127:18,
128:22, 140:22,
141:2, 148:6, 148:10,
148:14, 154:24,
178:11, 179:7

Rcmps [1] - 119:11

Rep2 - 19:16, 2:6

re 3] - 3:3, 3:10,
122:4

re-exam [1] - 3:3

re-examination [1] -
3:10

reached 2] - 102:8,
102:19

reaches [1] - 101:2

reaching [1] - 29:4

reaction [5] - 38:25,
39:20, 39:21, 39:23,
140:21

reactivated [1] - 16:5

read [31] - 4:14, 4:15,
10:19, 20:5, 26:24,
29:20, 30:3, 32:22,
34:11, 34:14, 35:7,
35:10, 43:2, 90:22,
97:18, 98:19, 99:10,
116:24, 126:2, 130:9,
135:24, 148:11,
151:7, 153:12,
172:17, 174:9,
174:21, 175:12,
178:5, 178:10, 178:15

reading [4] - 4:17,
29:21, 35:20, 116:12

ready [5] - 54:10,
106:10, 135:15,
165:17, 178:14

reaffirm [1] - 73:22

realistic [1] - 68:18

reality [1] - 106:7

really [27] - 13:14,
13:15, 14:25, 21:8,
31:5, 56:1, 75:2, 80:8,
81:1, 82:23, 95:20,
97:24, 105:23, 106:3,
106:13, 125:6, 132:6,
132:8, 133:10,
133:18, 133:23,
153:9, 154:21,
159:25, 176:18,
177:18

Reallyyy) - 132:17

reason [25] - 5:23,
8:4, 30:4, 30:22,
38:14, 38:21, 47:6,
56:12, 56:17, 57:7,
60:14, 96:4, 101:12,
101:24, 106:6, 133:1,
140:15, 144:23,
146:1, 155:2, 158:22,
161:10, 175:14,
177:11, 179:4

reasonable 5] - 2:3,
39:3, 39:20, 68:3,
185:1

reasonably [1] -

XVi i

107:7

reasoning [1] - 185:8

reasons [2] - 61:3,
100:24

recalled [2] - 29:18,
65:5

receive [1] - 89:16

Received[1] - 48:5

received [10] - 2:10,
10:14, 10:21, 17:22,
47:25,71:1, 122:7,
144:17, 174:8, 187:11

receiving [1] - 129:5

recently [3] - 26:9,
40:4, 169:14

recess [2] - 60:18,
163:18

recognize 2] - 57:2,
75:11

recognized [2] -
28:5, 147:14

recollection [50] -
7:2,7:14, 7:25, 8:7,
9:5, 11:3, 20:13,
23:23, 24:1, 24:17,
26:2, 29:15, 40:1,
41:9, 41:13, 43:7,
44:20, 45:22, 46:24,
79:24, 80:7, 80:13,
82:7, 127:20, 136:23,
139:9, 139:19,
139:23, 140:9,
140:10, 140:14,
140:20, 141:8,
141:15, 141:21,
142:9, 146:19,
146:23, 147:1,
151:16, 155:13,
155:23, 157:1,
160:18, 161:8,
162:12, 165:8,
166:15, 167:10, 171:3

recollections [2] -
22:14, 22:20

recommended [1] -
141:2

reconsidering [1] -
17:6

Reconvened[2) - 1:3,
60:20

record [21] - 8:21,
10:8, 40:18, 54:21,
56:23, 123:21,
142:19, 143:1, 143:2,
146:15, 155:2,
155:17, 1575,
157:20, 158:1, 158:4,
159:10, 161:16,
177:5, 186:11, 186:12

recording [2] - 1:12,

171:24

records [5] - 46:20,
55:14, 55:22, 134:15,
142:21

recovered [1] - 81:10

recovering [1] -
104:6

red [8] - 49:11,
49:13, 49:14, 98:1,
102:1, 136:9, 137:11,
138:5

redacted [2] - 36:3,
65:21

reduced [1] - 80:25

refer 3] - 3:11,
26:15, 35:14

reference [10] - 6:5,
9:9, 9:21, 56:16, 60:3,
63:22, 66:21, 87:2,
87:10, 123:2

referenced [1] -
119:25

references [2] - 1:18,
20:1

referencing [1] -
128:17

referred [7] - 5:13,
6:4, 48:1, 130:1,
143:12, 158:1, 159:4

referring [7] - 235,
26:23, 42:25, 99:3,
99:7, 120:8, 158:4

refers 1] - 170:9

reflects [1] - 38:20

refreshed [2] - 30:7,
146:24

refused [2] - 104:8,
104:11

regard [2] - 64:4,
64:11

regardless [1] -
89:19

regime 2] - 177:22,
177:23

regional [3] - 22:6,
46:16, 52:7

Registrarpi] - 1:4,
19:3, 19:6, 19:11,
19:13, 60:18, 60:21,
108:11, 108:14,
111:20, 112:14,
113:2, 113:5, 113:6,
117:18, 117:20,
118:1, 163:18,
163:21, 168:9, 188:22

registry [1] - 157:7

regrettably [1] -
60:10

Regrettablya] -
120:16




regular [g] - 11:23,
12:14, 115:12,
117:14, 124:7, 136:7,
152:25, 153:6

regularly [1] - 114:19

rehab [3] - 83:1,
181:1, 181:2

rehabilitation 2] -
80:20, 82:20

related [6] - 23:2,
60:4, 62:12, 80:17,
99:23, 110:1

relating 2] - 115:25,
118:17

relation 4] - 54:9,
58:6, 58:22, 68:25

relative [3] - 65:16,
65:19, 84:25

relatively [5] -
114:11, 137:9, 165:4,
184:18, 184:24

relevance [1] - 55:13

relevant [11] - 54:24,
62:10, 63:20, 66:20,
68:21, 70:18, 75:5,
110:8, 110:9, 110:186,
111:4

reliability [1] - 63:14

rely (3] - 11:12, 40:1,
59:18

remain [2] - 16:25,
175:8

remains [1] - 61:2

remand [3] - 159:22,
160:23, 161:3

Remand[1] - 160:1

Rememberi2] -
135:5, 164:11

remember 23] - 7:3,
24:9, 25:19, 30:13,
30:14, 30:22, 34:10,
41:18, 56:19, 116:3,
129:23, 133:4,
142:10, 142:25,
144:9, 144:10,
145:25, 1475,
147:10, 152:22,
155:20, 155:21, 181:3

remembered [2] -
38:9, 38:18

remnants 1] - 77:13

remove [1] - 19:13

removed [3] - 19:7,
19:9, 19:13

repeat [1] - 56:25

repeatedly [1] -
24:25

report [52] - 2:10,
2:12, 2:14, 65, 6:11,
22:17, 40:20, 47:1,

47:8, 48:4, 66:8,
84:15, 85:25, 86:6,
86:9, 86:12, 86:15,
86:21, 87:12, 87:23,
88:4, 88:18, 88:22,
89:10, 90:3, 90:5,
90:6, 90:8, 90:13,
90:14, 90:18, 90:20,
90:22, 91:1, 918,
91:18, 91:21, 93:11,
93:13, 96:20, 98:17,
98:20, 98:25, 99:3,
99:8, 104:22, 116:12,
116:17, 116:18,
148:24, 170:9
reported [1] - 96:18
Reporteri] - 189:10
Reporting[y] -
189:11
reports [1] - 103:24
represent [1] - 164:2
represented [1] - 3:1
reputation [1] -
117:7
request [9] - 2:3,
68:3, 70:17, 77:18,
110:19, 111:8,
111:25, 122:7, 169:15
requested [6] -
41:17,58:3,58:12,
59:17, 63:2, 135:16
requesting [2] -
125:22, 149:4
requests [1] - 122:22
require [5] - 43:14,
49:16, 99:14, 137:21,
145:9
required [9] - 5:9,
18:3, 18:9, 44:3,
105:19, 134:16,
136:6, 136:14, 147:18
requires [1] - 138:8
requiring [3] - 64:17,
70:18,71:2
research [2] - 18:6,
52:8
residence [3] -
32:25, 33:10, 41:9
resist 1] - 117:23
resolute 1] - 187:19
Resources[1] -
171:12
respect [27] - 2:19,
33:20, 33:21, 38:3,
50:20, 52:18, 54:25,
57:3, 62:6, 66:11,
66:17, 66:18, 79:5,
79:17, 80:19, 84:24,
85:6, 90:11, 98:13,
99:16, 100:10,

100:15, 112:9,
119:24, 152:12, 157:2
respected [1] - 94:4

respectful 2] -
38:16, 59:22

respectfully [1] -
70:17

respecting [4] -
47:21,118:2, 162:20,
169:6

respects [2] - 66:15,
141:25

responding [1] -
39:18

response [g] - 15:22,
26:20, 43:16, 122:21,
136:4, 140:10

responsibility [1] -
82:24

responsible [1] -

61:4

responsive [1] -
77:15

rest [4] - 10:18,

28:16, 102:15, 136:17

restate [2] - 127:14,
156:7

restriction [1] -
102:18

restrictions [1] -
100:20

result [3] - 28:5,
115:13, 159:24

resume [1] - 67:19

Resumed[3] - 3.7,
108:13, 163:20

resumed [4] - 1:4,
60:21, 108:14, 163:21

retained 3] - 34:17,
86:23, 87:13

retaining [1] - 87:7

retention [4] - 49:4,
49:17, 62:14, 67:23

retrieved [1] - 48:9

return 2] - 29:3,
68:6

returned [1] - 169:15

reveal [3] - 76:22,
121:5

revelations [2] -
63:12, 63:13

review [12] - 2:14,
29:17, 40:3, 40:8,
51:2, 97:6, 112:8,
142:13, 164:7,
171:11, 185:21,
186:10

reviewed [4] - 1.6,
26:9, 26:12, 144:17

reviewing [e] -

XVili

94:24, 96:20, 106:4,
106:7, 140:23, 146:21
revisit [2] - 63:16,
162:5
revived [1] - 103:25
Richard[g) - 15:18,
20:24, 25:12, 31:13,
32:10, 44:21, 48:2,
116:3, 154:20
ride 1] - 97:22
Ridgey - 114:13
right-hand [2] -
128:19, 171:17
righteous [1] - 105:5
risk [1] - 54:21
Ritchiejzs] - 9:2,
9:11, 13:19, 14:22,
18:2, 70:9, 123:1,
123:3, 123:7, 123:15,
131:19, 132:4, 134:7,
143:13, 143:25,
148:18, 149:19,
155:10, 155:22,
156:3, 156:10,
156:20, 159:6,
167:25, 168:7,
168:11, 170:7
Ritchiés [2] - 143:19,
161:14
Rjm[y - 171:25
road [1] - 134:12
Robertfs] - 56:15,
57:20, 78:2, 109:19,
162:14, 162:21
Roberts[12] - 163:22,
163:23, 163:24,
167:22, 168:7,
168:11, 168:13,
168:15, 168:18,
182:6, 182:7, 1.7
Roe1) - 143:2
role [3] - 78:25,
84:17,101:16
Romano[32] - 15:19,
20:25, 25:13, 26:1,
31:13, 32:10, 44:21,
48:2, 116:3, 128:4,
128:14, 128:22,
129:4, 136:10,
136:22, 137:17,
140:25, 141:9,
141:16, 142:9,
142:14, 142:17,
143:19, 148:24,
154:16, 154:20,
156:9, 156:17,
165:12, 167:5,
168:19, 181:22
room [8] - 1:16, 6:13,
87:3, 96:9, 111:17,

137:1, 150:7, 150:14
roster [1] - 83:23
roughly [1] - 50:4
routine [1] - 137:10
Roxana[1] - 153:16
Roxannas] - 9:22,

9:24, 10:10, 10:14,

10:16, 10:21, 10:24,

23:20, 30:9, 45:5,

45:10, 150:8, 150:9,

150:10, 152:3, 152:6,

153:8, 154:11
Rtccp1) - 125:11
Rtm[1 - 171:25
rule [4] - 88:23,

90:21, 101:4, 184:1
rules 1] - 17:10
ruling [2] - 62:5,

67:25
run [6] - 89:13,

132:9, 132:15, 137:4,

162:7, 162:8
run-of-the-mill (1] -

137:4
running [3] - 13:25,

115:11, 133:4

S

safety [1] - 30:18
said/she 1] - 132:16
said/you [1] - 71:14
samples [2] - 132:8,
133:21
sat [1] - 161:15
satisfy [1] - 68:6
save [1] - 142:22
saved [1] - 495
savory [1] - 83:24
saw [13] - 6:10,
27:11, 91:8, 132:24,
135:22, 144:17,
147:5, 147:14, 149:2,
151:20, 155:25,
156:9, 156:10
scared [1] - 31:3
scenarios [1] -
156:13
scene[1] - 14:25
schedule 17 - 12:17
scheduled [2] -
145:14, 184:11
scheduler 1] -
136:12
schedules [1] -
11:25
scheduling [3] -
137:3, 137:6, 157:22
scope 1] - 99:13
Scouten [4] - 120:22,




121:4,121:7, 121:19
scrap [1] - 23:1
scrutinize 1] - 90:14
scurrying [1] - 68:14
search [9] - 22:14,

41:8, 43:19, 43:25,

46:5, 76:13, 77:3,

119:23, 138:3
searched [1) - 77:13
Second 1] - 75:11
second [18] - 5:8,

31:21, 50:13, 82:10,

84:16, 85:6, 85:9,

91:24, 99:19, 106:20,

123:2, 126:3, 126:8,

126:10, 158:20,

168:22, 180:15, 185:3
second-class [1] -

31:21
second-guess [1] -

99:19
second-guesses [1]

- 84:16
second-guessing

3] - 85:6, 85:9, 91:24
secondly [1] - 38:11
secretary [4] - 41:22,

43:4, 135:16, 135:20
section [2] - 51:6,

99:11
sections [1] - 119:13
sector [1] - 105:7
securing [1] - 39:14
security [1] - 73:17
see [72] - 3:19, 4:10,

8:20, 10:11, 10:14,

10:21, 31:8, 37:1,

43:18, 46:10, 47:25,

50:8, 50:13, 51:7,

78:7, 84:20, 85:21,

90:23, 99:10, 109:1,

114:19, 115:9,

115:11, 118:4,

119:12, 119:13,

119:24, 120:1, 120:9,

120:15, 120:22,

121:4, 121:9, 1225,

122:15, 122:17,

122:23, 123:17,

124:2, 125:12,

125:25, 126:11,

126:13, 128:16,

128:19, 130:5,

135:12, 139:2, 140:5,

146:13, 147:24,

150:4, 151:2, 153:2,

157:21, 158:12,

158:21, 159:3,

159:19, 159:25,

168:1, 168:14,

168:20, 169:20,
171:25, 172:2, 173:3,
174:21, 174:24,
175:8, 183:14

seeing [4] - 78:9,
124:4, 130:7, 159:12

seek [1] - 88:13

seeking [2] - 22:3,
122:21

seeks [1]- 101:10

seem [5] - 94:25,
116:2, 133:1, 133:18,
161:16

self [11 - 105:5

self-righteous [1] -
105:5

semantics [1] -
154:21

send [2] - 10:25,
173:12

sending [1] - 172:18

Sending[1] - 172:19

senior [3] - 13:5,
57:1, 87:15

sense [9] - 14:16,
72:7, 87:23, 87:25,
95:17, 98:12, 110:12,
123:5, 131:2

sent [2] - 174:16,
175:6

sentence [3] - 89:13,
150:22, 174:12

September 5] -
130:13, 159:9,
159:14, 160:8, 161:2

Sergeant(e] - 128:5,
128:13, 128:14,
128:21, 129:13,
129:17

serial [1] - 59:25

series [2] - 125:14,
168:23

serious [27] - 12:2,
12:3, 12:20, 17:22,
24:5, 49:8, 49:9,
49:16, 51:5, 51:16,
57:24,59:25, 76:2,
103:18, 103:21,
104:3, 104:12,
104:14, 104:18,
105:25, 106:5, 106:9,
107:24, 131:12,
136:12, 185:20

seriousness [2] -
104:6, 149:14

serve [1] - 127:9

served [9] - 62:8,
64:2, 64:4, 65:11,
72:23, 126:23, 1276,
127:12, 127:16

Service 2] - 45:4,
189:11

service [7] - 10:3,
10:5, 127:17, 151:2,
151:5, 171:20

services [2] - 97:9,
104:10

Services|[9] - 8:10,
9:18, 9:20, 9:22, 10:9,
46:25, 47:4, 90:7,
171:23

set [36] - 7:14, 8:10,
12:1, 12:4, 12:21,
14:6, 14:25, 19:23,
51:1, 51:18, 55:16,
84:18, 88:23, 89:14,
90:21, 100:22, 101:4,
112:23, 133:6, 135:5,
135:7, 135:17,
135:20, 141:24,
142:20, 142:24,
143:1, 143:8, 143:10,
149:6, 149:12,
159:16, 161:11,
173:13, 175:11,
184:12

settled [1) - 166:21

seven [4] - 6:6,
134:23, 145:14,
147:20

several [2] - 13:25,
119:23

sex [6] - 98:2, 105:2,
105:5, 105:8, 142:3,
144:18

sexual [1] - 144:25

sexually [2] - 145:2,
145:12

shape [7] - 25:20,
29:12, 43:11, 45:2,
80:2, 80:5, 188:11

sheer [1] - 119:15

short [5] - 22:22,
35:20, 47:12, 145:23,
146:3

shorthand 2] -
143:3, 158:25

shortly 2] - 13:7,
21:25

Shortly 2] - 22:8,
41:7

shoulder 1 - 119:1

show [10] - 7:25,
42:15, 45:20, 84:9,
90:15, 112:3, 127:6,
130:23, 151:19,
176:16

showed [5] - 14:25,
177:6, 180:6, 187:15,
187:16

X1 X

showing [2] - 10:12,
134:15

shown [5] - 6:12,
18:25, 19:21, 45:14,
117:16

shows [2] - 124:22,
157:5

shut [ - 115:17

side 3] - 56:10,
128:19, 134:12

sides 1] - 68:11

signature [4] - 121:9,
158:12, 158:14,
158:17

signatures [1] -
130:7

significance [1] -
16:14

significant [5] - 65:3,
85:3, 88:1, 88:18,
97:10

similar 2 - 125:13,
128:12

simple [y - 123:13

simply [11] - 6:22,
8:21, 27:2, 33:22,
48:13, 48:25, 1127,
135:19, 155:24,
161:20, 168:7

sit [4] - 74:2, 74:15,
147:8, 181:19

sitting [5] - 23:22,
77:5, 150:7, 150:13,
150:19

situation [12] - 54,
58:24, 73:20, 99:18,
105:24, 106:8,
132:12, 133:14,
145:24, 146:17,
185:24, 187:21

Six [4] - 120:17,
134:22, 138:18,
138:20

Six[2] - 121:16,
121:17

sixth 2] - 121:11,
121:20

size [2] - 115:4,
115:5

skill 1 - 189:7

skills [1] - 33:25

skip [11 - 121:10

slash 17 - 107:1

slightly [4 - 67:3,
118:12, 124:9, 144:16

slip [5] - 120:19,
121:12, 121:23,
121:24, 124:2

slit 2 - 103:25,
104:1

slowly [1] - 102:1
small 5] - 113:25,
114:4, 114:5, 114:11,

164:6
smaller (1] - 141:17
Smith[17] - 9:23,
9:24, 10:11, 23:20,
30:9, 45:5, 45:10,
45:20, 150:9, 150:10,
152:3, 152:6, 153:4,
153:8, 153:16,
154:11, 189:9
smoke [1] - 28:24
snapped [1] - 104:10
sober [1) - 181:3
social [1] - 106:21
society [1] - 105:8
Someone1] - 158:7
someone [13] -
28:12, 30:1, 31:21,
33:11, 39:17, 50:16,
53:1, 53:4, 127:9,
138:17, 144:20,
147:16, 181:1
sometime [2] - 9:2,
9:12
sometimes [4] -
21:21, 145:18, 146:9,
160:2

Somewhat[1] -
148:18

somewhere [1] -
149:2

son [1] - 33:6

soon [2] - 146:9,
156:22

Sopy - 162:2

sore1] - 57:21

sorry [34] - 4:1, 4:9,
53:7, 54:16, 55:10,
59:3, 61:15, 69:4,
81:11, 102:24, 113:6,
117:19, 120:23,
127:25, 129:18,
130:17, 137:6,
137:15, 139:3,
142:11, 152:16,
153:15, 156:21,
159:20, 162:7, 163:9,
164:20, 173:4, 178:8,
182:16, 183:8,
183:11, 184:2, 186:21

Sorry[11] - 10:20,
19:1, 24:3, 64:3, 70:7,
113:3, 120:25, 158:5,
165:9, 182:11, 186:22

sort [g] - 2:17, 8:13,
20:21, 27:22, 91:23,
129:11, 138:7, 147:18

sorts [1] - 32:2




sought [3] - 14:22,
41:10, 87:18

sounding [y - 54:21

source [3] - 47:7,
47:19, 48:17

speaking [e] - 1:19,
48:16, 90:23, 93:11,
139:23, 150:1

special [3] - 75:22,
117:9, 145:9

specific [5] - 7:1,
108:18, 110:19,
116:22, 141:15

specifically [9] -
10:10, 33:3, 49:7,
56:19, 57:6, 65:6,
76:9, 130:13, 139:20

specifics [1] - 163:4

specified 2] - 74:21,
177:19

specify [2] - 74:9,
116:25

speculate [2] -
97:24, 139:22

spelled [2] - 84:24,
158:11

spelt [3] - 158:16,
159:7

spend [¢] - 12:19,
25:5, 136:6, 137:25,
150:6, 167:18

spent 2] - 61:5,
135:24

spoken [5] - 15:18,
20:14, 26:1, 147:22,
175:8

stab [1] - 142:2
stabbed [ - 43:11,
45:6

staff [2] - 41:2, 157:9

Staff[5] - 128:5,
128:14, 128:21,
129:12, 129:17

stage 1] - 71:14

stake [2] - 20:16,
25:16

stamp [2] - 47:25,
48:7

stamped [1] - 174:2

stand [g] - 45:6,
58:18, 64:22, 65:1,
80:9, 101:9, 132:23,
187:22

standard 3] - 3:18,
4:20, 126:15

Standard [3] - 4:11,
4:15, 4:18

standing [7] - 23:1,
94:5, 98:2, 177:12,
186:9, 187:15, 188:18

stands 2] - 2:19,
57:21

start [12] - 4:17,
68:16, 97:3, 103:5,
107:5, 125:19,
138:21, 182:9,
182:12, 183:3, 183:18

started [5] - 76:9,
146:11, 147:21,
147:23, 160:13

starts [2] - 60:23,
183:12

state [1] - 54:17

Statement [3] -
10:15, 10:22, 10:25

statement [53] -
11:2, 24:21, 24:24,
25:4, 26:7, 26:8,
26:25, 27:9, 29:17,
30:8, 32:22, 32:23,
33:8, 33:15, 34:5,
69:1, 82:5, 95:5, 95:9,
95:17, 96:1, 96:4,
96:21, 96:25, 104:5,
105:13, 106:4, 106:6,
106:13, 106:21,
106:23, 107:9,
107:10, 131:19,
131:24, 134:8,
135:23, 136:3,
148:11, 150:17,
151:7, 151:11,
151:18, 178:6, 178:8,
178:10, 179:4, 179:5,
179:6, 179:12,
179:16, 186:25

statements [5] -
14:17, 22:16, 27:5,
95:14, 120:7

Stay 3] - 19:15,
158:9, 2:5

stay [39] - 15:7,
15:12, 15:16, 16:4,
16:21, 18:17, 21:5,
21:12, 34:9, 36:22,
44:18, 55:1, 66:24,
129:21, 140:8,
144:12, 154:3, 154:5,
154:8, 154:13,
154:15, 155:22,
156:18, 157:3, 157:6,
157:11, 157:14,
158:13, 166:18,
166:25, 167:4, 171:8,
174:17, 175:14,
180:23, 181:22,
185:14, 187:24, 188:4

stayed [5] - 15:12,
20:11, 29:6, 32:18,
44:25

staying [5] - 20:10,
20:20, 20:21, 32:6,
155:3

stays [1] - 16:19

steady [1] - 12:10

steps [2] - 119:22,
140:24

still [13] - 23:6,
55:10, 69:7, 75:9,
78:15, 93:1, 111.:23,
114:21, 134:9,
136:11, 163:12,
183:19, 184:1

stimulants [1] -
27:24

stood [1] - 97:5

Stop [ - 4:24

stop [9] - 26:4,
36:16, 42:1, 102:1,
104:8, 108:10, 123:1,
179:23, 188:20

stopping [2] - 36:20,
124:19

stored [1] - 76:21

Strachani] - 178:7

straight [1] - 117:24

straightforward [3] -
13:7, 14:24, 135:3

street [5] - 6:25,
98:2, 98:5, 152:22,
178:4

Street[2] - 7:15, 85

streets [1] - 152:24

strike [3] - 179:22,
180:2, 180:13

strongest 3] -
18:18, 32:19, 34:8

struggling [1] -
54:23
stuck [4] - 24:2,

24:3, 24:4, 153:1
student [1] - 155:18
stuff (1] - 23:10
subject [2] - 142:6,

161:23
submission (6] -

59:22, 65:7, 85:4,

85:8, 102:15, 103:7
submissions [1] -

64:14
submit 1] - 58:13
subpoena [16] -

64:4, 64:8, 64:11,

65:10, 70:23, 72:23,

111:23, 111:24,

112:3, 125:14,

126:23, 127:7,

127:12, 127:16,

174:12
subpoenas [3] -

XX

70:24, 125:18, 125:20

Subsequently [1] -
87:10

substance [7] - 28:1,
80:21, 83:10, 89:6,
148:6, 176:9, 186:18

substances [3] -
27:22, 28:9, 186:18

substantial [g] -
4:22, 5.6, 5:20, 6:1,
16:9, 16:16, 164:17,
164:20

substitutes [1] -
148:8

subtlety [1] - 91:23

successful [17 - 9:14

suffered [2] - 103:23,
176:14

sufficient [2] - 1875,
187:19

suggest [29] - 22:19,
23:22, 24:16, 31:6,
31:15, 48:7, 48:8,
56:11, 58:25, 89:8,
94:16, 94:18, 96:6,
97:5, 97:11, 98:4,
103:21, 104:4,
115:13, 116:19,
119:15, 133:25,
137:1, 141:22,
141:25, 161:20,
175:5, 176:7, 178:25

suggesting [4] -
70:22, 81:15, 98:15,
153:20

suggestion [2] -
31:15, 50:9

suggestions [2] -
98:12, 111:1

suggests [1] -
135:24

summarily 2] -
150:3, 151:4

summarize [1] -
156:7

summarizing [1] -
175:15

summary [2] - 120:8,
122:24

summons [3] - 62:8,
66:4, 126:15

Sund 3] - 43:4,
44:13, 48:23

Supertext 1] -
128:10

support [2] - 98:6,
156:1

suppose [1] - 16:2

supposed [3] - 36:5,
74:11, 175:2

Supreme|s] - 12:25,
13:2, 85:11, 114:25,
115:1

Surely[1] - 21:16

surfacing [1] - 55:5

surname [1] - 56:15

surprises [1] -
153:10

surprising [1] - 67:7

surrounding ] -
46:1

survival [1] - 98:2

suspect [3] - 162:15,
162:25

Suzette[y - 67:2

swore [1] - 119:23

sworn [2] - 184:7,
184:8

sympathetic [1] -
65:9

system [e] - 38:24,
39:13, 39:17, 39:18,
48:13, 76:25

T

Taby7] - 11:16, 50:1,
53:24,125:12,
127:25, 128:2, 158:6

tab [43] - 3:11, 4:4,
4:9, 4:10, 9:17, 19:1,
19:7, 19:10, 19:14,
19:17, 19:20, 34:19,
34:20, 42:2, 44:7,
46:8, 49:18, 53:21,
53:23, 53:25, 55:10,
60:23, 75:9, 105:17,
120:13, 120:17,
120:20, 120:24,
121:11, 1258,
127:23, 127:24,
130:2, 139:3, 158:21,
167:16, 167:23,
168:6, 168:10,
171:12, 1848,
186:22, 2:7

table (1] - 103:24

tabs [3] - 119:12,
167:17, 167:21

tainted 1] - 26:16

talks [2] - 4:6, 24:22

tap [2] - 132:13,
132:20
tape 1] - 1:18

target [1] - 105:3

targets [1] - 105:7

task [1] - 169:23

tasks [1] - 95:11

taxicab [2] - 30:1,
30:19




team [3] - 66:14,
69:16, 70:10
telephone [11] -
15:6, 15:9, 20:6,
32:13, 33:2, 33:13,
34:7, 37:8, 37:25,
129:15, 173:19
telephoned [1] -
32:18
temporary [2] -
177:13, 188:19
tendency [1] - 28:7
tendering [1] - 88:13
tenor 1] - 140:1
terms [40] - 17:18,
18:18, 22:16, 24:1,
31:20, 32:20, 34:8,
52:22,55:19, 57:5,
60:2, 61:16, 63:21,
64:8, 66:4, 66:20,
70:23, 82:20, 87:1,
87:10, 91:18, 92:8,
95:19, 96:1, 101:16,
104:12, 107:6,
110:16, 111:24,
111:25, 132:19,
140:17, 140:24,
143:8, 148:13,
154:13, 154:14,
156:23, 180:17
terrible [1) - 25:20
test [4] - 164:17,
164:20, 164:21,
184:22
testified [5] - 70:11,
114:1, 136:4, 140:25,
143:11
testifies [1] - 89:23
testify [19] - 33:24,
43:11, 45:2, 53:1,
53:4, 70:15, 78:2,
80:5, 80:11, 82:21,
82:22,151:17,
153:18, 153:24,
175:10, 180:12,
185:18, 185:24, 188:4
testifying [7] - 26:9,
38:3, 52:14, 79:19,
148:9, 185:12, 188:7
testimony [4] -
78:23, 84:2,84:4,
156:8
tests [1] - 89:14
theft (1] - 39:15
thereafter [1) - 76:20
thereby [1] - 1:25
therefore [4] - 81:23,
118:24, 172:4, 172:6
therein [1] - 88:23
they've [3] - 95:22,

158:16

thick 1] - 119:20

thigh 21 - 177:11,
187:3

thinking [s] - 31:1,
54:18, 93:10, 106:4,
147:13

thinks [1] - 93:22

third 1] - 19:23

three [20] - 11:23,
11:25, 12:4, 12:9,
12:15, 23:13, 63:19,
64:21, 66:22, 68:6,
69:7, 84:11, 133:6,
136:6, 136:15,
138:25, 141:2,
150:11, 164:6, 172:10

three-day [1] - 69:7

throat [1] - 107:1

throughout [4] -
13:18, 17:25, 40:15,
122:14

thrown [2] - 123:13,
123:25

throws [2] - 147:17,
185:20

thumb [1] - 57:21

Thursdayfi] - 69:4

timely [3] - 64:16,
65:6, 66:25

tired (1] - 142:12

title [3] - 125:13,
128:8, 128:10

today [17] - 1:22, 2.5,
2:8, 23:22, 24:11,
26:9, 28:13, 29:9,
33:24, 46:15, 63:13,
67:5, 77:6, 81:9,
93:20, 114:21, 136:11

today's [1] - 43:3

together [9] - 8:5,
52:9, 55:22, 59:8,
71:9, 71:24,72:8,
82:12, 82:15

tomorrow [6] -
92:15, 92:21, 182:25,
183:3, 188:20, 188:23

tonight [2] - 182:23,
183:3

took [13] - 1:12, 38:6,
80:4, 80:10, 81:19,
96:22, 140:25,
143:22, 144:1, 146:3,
146:16, 156:17,
178:22

top [3] - 50:14, 55:2,
172:12

topic [1] - 67:4
totally [2] - 2:3,
52:20

touch [g] - 3:9, 9:20,
16:25, 93:18, 108:6,
112:21

tough [1] - 181:20

toxicology [1] -
169:9

toxilogical 1] -
169:8

track [4] - 21:22,
120:3, 177:10, 187:3

trade [6] - 98:2,
105:2, 105:5, 105:8,
142:3, 144:19

trafficking [1] -
1777

transcribed [1 -
189:6

transcript [10] -
29:22, 35:16, 40:5,
45:12, 45:21, 94:20,
95:16, 105:14, 152:1,
189:5

transcripts 1] -
120:6

transferred [1] -
114:23

transit [4] - 120:19,
121:12, 121:24, 124:2

Transit[1) - 121:23

transmitted [1] -
122:14

tremendous [1] -
109:21

trial [107] - 12:11,
12:19, 13:3, 13:8,
13:9, 13:12, 13:18,
13:23, 13:24, 14:3,
14:6, 14:9, 14:11,
14:15, 15:4, 18:1,
25:11, 29:5, 31:7,
43:10, 43:13, 45:1,
45:3, 45:8, 57:1, 70:9,
82:14, 82:20, 84:2,
105:21, 106:11,
107:24, 123:19,
123:25, 125:21,
125:23, 129:11,
130:25, 131:5,
131:10, 133:13,
133:17, 135:5, 135:6,
135:7, 135:13,
135:18, 136:9,
136:12, 136:18,
136:25, 138:12,
138:16, 139:1, 140:5,
142:15, 142:20,
142:24, 143:1, 143:7,
143:8, 143:10,
143:21, 144:7,
144:14, 145:14,

XXi

145:25, 1465,
147:21, 149:6, 149:9,
149:13, 153:16,
153:21, 155:16,
156:24, 157:18,
157:22, 159:12,
159:13, 159:15,
159:16, 160:12,
165:17, 165:19,
166:9, 168:23, 169:3,
171:22, 172:25,
173:16, 176:18,
178:15, 180:8,
180:20, 184:11,
184:12, 184:19,
185:4, 185:7, 187:22

trials [6] - 12:4,
12:25, 13:25, 115:11,
137:8, 137:9

trickling [2] - 64:23,
72:25

tricks [1] - 98:4

tricky [1] - 186:23

tried 5 - 11:10,
138:13, 139:5, 151:2,
185:1

trigger 1] - 184:21

trouble [3] - 50:16,
109:13, 159:11

troubling [2] - 73:11,
73:13

true (7] - 44:11, 95:2,
97:20, 106:18, 107:7,
119:20, 189:5

try [7] - 39:17,
112:19, 139:6,
149:15, 149:20,
156:7, 186:1

trying [14] - 31:19,
47:20, 52:16, 54:24,
66:2, 68:15, 115:17,
133:24, 144:9,
146:19, 159:25,
161:23, 180:19

turn[11) - 5:21,
19:20, 46:8, 47:22,
49:23, 51:15, 67:19,
120:12, 125:6,
135:20, 167:13

Turnp2] - 55:9,
169:25

turns 1] - 98:4

twice [1] - 103:24

two [22] - 4:19,
11:25, 14:7, 22:16,
53:8, 53:25, 71:8,
72:7,74:12, 74:24,
80:2, 91:3, 105:13,
109:13, 117:11,
134:9, 134:10,

141:10, 141:25,
150:11, 164:10,
172:10
two-page [1] - 53:25
type 1] - 177:19

U

ultimately [1] -
169:22

unable [3] - 68:5,
175:16, 175:17

unacceptable [2] -
59:21, 60:5

uncomfortable [1] -
79:22

under [32] - 4:4,
4:14, 27:17, 27:21,
28:8, 28:12, 28:15,
49:2, 57:10, 62:10,
65:3, 69:13, 69:20,
74:25, 75:1, 105:4,
116:24, 149:10,
179:15, 180:7,
180:11, 182:17,
182:22, 183:2, 183:5,
183:15, 183:16,
183:19, 184:22,
186:21, 186:24, 187:1

Under[2] - 4:18,
186:24

undermine [4] -
70:10, 100:13,
101:10, 101:23

understandable [2] -
39:25, 106:18

understatement [1] -
68:13

understood [4] -
64:14, 144:5, 183:23,
185:5

undertake [1] -
142:14

undertakings [1] -
61:25

undertook [1] -
87:21

underworld [1] -
83:25

unenforceable [1] -
68:17

unfair [2] - 31:25,
181:16

unfortunately [2] -
25:25, 38:1

unit (17 - 117:10

United 1] - 189:11

unlawful [2] - 51:20,
131:12

Unless 1] - 21:7




unless [2] - 21:7,
48:11

unlikely [1] - 132:2

unreasonable [1] -
184:22

untimely [1] - 63:10

untrained [1] - 126:9

unusual [5] - 13:22,
127:4, 133:13, 134:21

up [39] - 1:10, 7:14,
7:25, 8:10, 13:21,
14:8, 19:2, 22:10,
30:5, 37:21, 48:2,
53:24, 66:24, 84:12,
93:6, 97:7, 101:25,
110:5, 111:4, 1115,
114:25, 120:12,
127:6, 131:9, 133:14,
134:11, 135:17,
135:20, 141:10,
148:7, 164:7, 164:9,
171:19, 173:12,
173:13, 176:16,
180:6, 187:15, 187:16

upcoming [1] -
172:25

upset [5] - 33:14,
39:7, 39:8, 39:11,
140:11

urinate 2] - 102:2,
104:9

usage [s] - 80:25,
81:5, 81:7, 81:14,
82:6

user 3] - 177:9,
177:15, 186:20

users [4] - 176:11,
176:22, 177:15,
177:21

uses [1] - 33:4

ushered 2] - 150:2,
150:25

usual [5] - 2:25,
88:16, 127:7, 127:16,
136:24

uttered [1] - 96:8

uttering [1] - 150:21

Vv

vacuum [3] - 74:6,
87:19, 90:24

vague [3] - 140:14,
146:23

Vancouver[i0] - 1:1,
7:15, 7:19, 97:7,
123:12, 142:4,
144:18, 146:20,
148:12, 162:17

variety 1] - 57:24

various [9] - 40:24,
113:14, 119:13,
120:4, 130:4, 143:4,
158:22, 158:25, 159:8

vein 1] - 63:17

veracity [2] - 95:13,
105:12

verbatim [1] - 24:1

version [6] - 36:21,
95:1, 96:12, 97:19,
107:1, 118:2

Vertlieb[32] - 1.5,
2:7, 2:24, 3:6, 4:14,
5:13, 6:4, 19:3, 19:5,
19:12, 63:3, 63:5,
91:7,91:8,91:12,
92:3, 92:7, 92:10,
92:12, 92:23, 93:9,
93:14, 96:10, 103:17,
151:24, 163:7, 1649,
182:24, 183:2, 183:6,
183:9, 183:22

Vic97 (1] - 126:12

vicinity [1] - 98:5

Victim[17] - 8:10,
9:18, 9:20, 9:22, 10:9,
10:15, 10:22, 10:25,
45:4, 46:25, 47:4,
90:6, 171:13, 171:23,
174:2,174:4, 174:7

victim [25] - 10:3,
10:4, 10:14, 10:21,
10:24, 11:1, 11:2,
18:16, 20:9, 25:14,
31:18, 33:18, 38:10,
39:1, 104:16, 106:1,
107:2, 120:3, 125:18,
125:20, 151:1, 1515,
152:7,172:16, 173:11

victim's [2] - 39:23,
172:23

victims [3] - 25:22,
148:5, 153:10

Victoria[i] - 87:16

video [1] - 163:8

view [4] - 92:3,
98:14, 102:8, 102:25

violent [2] - 105:4,
140:20

virtually [1] - 54:10

visiting [y - 33:9

voiced [1] - 89:2

Voir [1] - 132:13

vulnerability [1] -
104:19

vulnerable [9] -
104:16, 105:2, 106:1,
107:13, 137:24,
138:6, 145:8, 146:8,
147:16

W

wait 2] - 133:25,
135:14

waiter 1] - 36:1

waiting [2 - 30:1,
153:25

wake [1] - 41:8

walk [2] - 30:11, 50:7

Walk 1 - 31:4

walked 3] - 30:15,
35:25, 135:9

walks [1] - 32:2

wants [2] - 85:21,
88:15

Ward[7e] - 1:15,

2:17, 2:19, 18:11,
18:12, 18:13, 19:3,
19:7, 19:18, 24:7,
25:19, 27:4, 28:10,
29:13, 31:24, 34:19,
34:24, 35:5, 42:11,
42:13, 42:21, 53:5,
53:7, 53:13, 53:16,
54:21, 55:8, 59:20,
59:21, 60:17, 63:2,
66:6, 67:19, 67:21,
70:23, 74:18, 75:8,
86:7, 86:18, 88:8,
88:11, 88:13, 89:2,
89:5, 89:19, 91:13,
91:20, 92:18, 93:16,
94:2, 95:8, 100:25,
102:25, 103:15,
112:4,112:5, 112:18,
113:2, 113:5, 113:7,
113:9, 117:186,
117:19, 117:21,
117:23, 118:2, 118:7,
119:3, 119:9, 146:13,
148:2, 151:14,
161:20, 163:7,
163:15, 1:6
Ward's 2] - 2:3,
62:19
warned [1] - 137:12
warrant [3] - 43:20,
43:25, 163:2
warranted 1] - 11:2
warrants [3] -
119:23, 138:3, 138:4
watch [2] - 78:21,
121:13
watches [1] - 121:14
ways [1] - 53:8
weapon [1] - 131:11
wearing [1] - 147:11
web 1] - 1:24
website [1] - 119:6
week [14] - 11:24,

XX i

12:2, 12:9, 12:15,
28:14, 131:10, 134:2,
135:18, 136:8,
136:16, 136:17,
136:21, 155:16,
157:18

weeks [1] - 138:25

Weiler[4] - 155:19,
159:4, 159:7

well-established [1
- 82:16

well-respected [1] -
94:4

West[1] - 46:17

Westminster[2] -
113:19, 114:25

whatsoever [1] -
23:23

whiner [1] - 54:22

whole [g] - 58:22,
95:25, 100:12, 107:4,
136:21, 150:19,
151:21, 151:23

Wilery - 159:3

William 3] - 109:20,
162:15, 162:21

Williamsj1] - 118:5

willing [1] - 144:8

wire [3] - 132:13,
132:20, 138:2

wire-tap [2] - 132:13,
132:20

wish [2] - 34:13,
111:20

wished [1] - 168:24

witness [51] - 1:21,
3:11, 16:23, 26:18,
34:2, 42:22, 53:9,
56:5, 59:1, 59:3,
64:25, 70:11, 70:14,
82:4, 89:20, 98:12,
106:11, 106:13,
107:13, 115:10,
120:6, 120:7, 125:14,
127:5, 127:6, 127:15,
129:9, 137:3, 137:14,
137:24, 138:7, 139:7,
145:8, 147:16,
149:19, 154:9,
161:21, 163:11,
163:15, 175:18,
175:20, 175:22,
178:5, 178:8, 178:10,
180:2, 183:18,
185:11, 185:17,
186:25

Witness[1] - 118:6

witness's [2] - 1:17,
26:16

witnesses [41] -

13:6, 13:14, 13:15,
14:3, 15:3, 28:2, 28:6,
64:22, 65:4, 79:6,
80:21, 82:15, 82:19,
83:7, 83:9, 83:23,
95:14, 129:10,
131:14, 131:15,
132:2, 132:23, 133.7,
134:10, 134:14,
134:16, 134:23,
134:25, 135:9, 137:7,
137:8, 138:1, 146:2,
146:8, 148:5, 171:22,
176:5, 176:8, 179:21,
182:1, 186:23

women [3] - 18:14,
105:6, 162:16

women's 1] - 162:23

wondering [4] -
118:25, 161:11,
182:16, 182:19

Word] - 76:7

word [2] - 33:4,
49:23

words [6] - 38:6,
62:19, 62:25, 96:7,
140:1, 140:18

worker [9] - 45:4,
98:2, 106:21, 142:3,
144:19, 151:2, 1515,
152:7, 152:22

workers [3] - 105:2,
105:6, 105:8

Workers1) - 171:25

workload [2] - 8:25,
108:5

workmates [1] -
79:12

world [1] - 146:7

worried [3] - 80:8,
132:1, 132:13

worse 1] - 176:20

wounds [2] - 141:11,
142:2

wrapped [1] - 30:5

wrist [2] - 141:12,
142:3

wrists [1] - 104:10

write [6] - 44:4,
155:5, 157:11,
157:14, 174:20, 175:4

writes 2] - 122:25,
123:8

writing [2] - 158:10,
169:15

written [9] - 104:24,
130:10, 148:24,
155:2, 158:7, 158:15,
168:19, 169:11,
174:25




wrote [6] - 43:22,
44:2, 93:4, 128:22,
143:13, 173:25

Y

year [4] - 16:5, 54:24,
86:4, 162:6

years [18] - 6:6,
12:10, 13:13, 22:8,
23:1, 23:13, 27:20,
32:1, 49:2, 49:20,
50:3, 51:12, 52:14,
75:18, 113:22, 134:2,
137:20

yesterday [26] - 1:6,
1:11, 2:11, 19:11,
24:17, 38:1, 39:12,
63:11, 66:7, 86:13,
88:3, 88:8, 88:9, 91:9,
96:11, 103:16, 113:7,
113:25, 130:1, 141:6,
143:11, 1445,
144:10, 144:24, 153:3

Yesterday[1] - 6:12

young [1] - 33:6

Young 1] - 145:16

yourself [s] - 20:2,
57:12,98:1, 129:16,
154:15

XXiii



