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Pr oceedi ngs

Vancouver, B.C
February 23, 2012
( PROCEEDI NGS RECONVENED AT 9:30 A M.)

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

MR. GRATL: Yes, M. Conmm ssioner, Jason Gratl for Downtown

Eastsi de i nterests.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Let counsel open first and then

MR. VERTLI EB:

"Il deal with --

| didn't know M. Gatl wanted to say anyt hi ng.
Let nme just start before M. Hall is in the
W t ness box. M. Comm ssioner, for your
information, yesterday we interviewed Darcy Sarra.
You know that name. The nane was nentioned on an
earlier occasion here. And | could not sit in for
the entire interview because | had to be back in
your hearing for the afternoon session, but | just
want you to know that the interview with her does
not suggest any nefarious conduct by anyone, and
it doesn't support any allegations of w ongdoing
t hat have been nmade. Now, as | said, because |
could not sit in the entire time, our staff have
done that, and I need to sit with the comm ssion
peopl e and just sort out how to nove forward with
that information, but | just wanted you to hear

that, and 1'll consider it tonorrow and the best
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way to deal with it and then we'll just nove
forward, but | just wanted you to hear all that.

COW SSI ONER: Ckay.

MR. VERTLIEB: The second thing, we have M. Hall, who wll be

THE

THE

THE

THE

the day. | just regret we don't always get tine
estimates from peopl e notw thstandi ng M.
McKeachi e's attenpts on nunerous occasions to get
them but | really wanted to stress it's inportant
we finish himtoday so we can have him finished.
W have panel evidence Monday, and so it's not a
situation where he can just carry over easily.
didn't know -- M. Gatl, | didn't know what you
w sh to discuss.

COW SSIONER: Al right. M. Gatl.

GRATL: M. Comm ssioner, | have filed with you a notice of
application.

COW SSI ONER: | know. You have an applicati on.

GRATL: Yes, and it's a very brief application. Wat |'d
i ke to do, because we have a nunber of --
COW SSI ONER:  WAit a mnute. |Is your friend in a position
to respond to it this norning because --

GRATL: | think we already have a response fromny friend.

COW SSI ONER: Sorry?
GRATL: They take the position that the material isn't

rel evant and that the Privacy Act sonmehow
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constrains your powers to call forth evidence.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Ckay. So how long is this going to take?

MR. GRATL: Well, ny presentation will be about five mnutes at
the outside. It's very brief. | have provided
you with witten argunent.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Yes.

MR. GRATL: And it's arelatively sinple application, in ny
Vi ew.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Okay. Yes.

MR. MAKOSZ: M. Comm ssioner, Rory Makosz for the Governnent
of Canada. For the record, it's M a-k-o0-s-z,
initial R Essentially what this is going to cone
down to, in ny subm ssion, is a bal ancing of
interests that you are going to have to engage in
with respect to this individual's privacy concerns
versus the benefit to be obtained by the
comm ssion by disclosure of that nane and her
possibly attending as a witness. M. Gatl's, ny
friend' s application cane in on Tuesday norning.
Now, as | understand, we're entitled to four days'
notice, and so | have not prepared ful
subm ssi ons today.

THE COW SSI ONER: You' re not what ?

MR. MAKOSZ: | don't have full subm ssions prepared to get into

the legalities of the Privacy Act.
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COW SSI ONER:  (kay. So when are you in a position to
proceed with this?

MAKOSZ: As soon as Monday norni ng.

GRATL: Monday norning, in ny subm ssion, is not desirable.

COURT: Way?

GRATL: Wwell, if -- 1 think maybe -- maybe we can do it
Monday nor ni ng.

COW SSI ONER: Yeah. No --

GRATL: Sure.

COMWM SSIONER:  -- | agree with you that you've been
diligent and you've filed your material and --
okay, we'll deal with it on Monday norning.

GRATL: And I'd like to --

VERTLI EB: Sorry, M. Comm ssioner, | just want to rem nd
everyone we have a panel scheduled to start Monday
nor ni ng.

COW SSIONER: | know, but it's not going to take |ong.

VERTLIEB: | haven't heard how |long the DQJ will be.

COW SSI ONER: How | ong do you expect to be?

MAKOSZ: It depends how conplex it gets, M. Conm ssioner
| wouldn't expect --

COW SSI ONER: Wl |, you've got to know by now. | nean,
this --

MAKOSZ: | woul dn't expect |onger than 10 m nutes. It

real ly depends to what extent they want to delve
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into the |aw.

COW SSI ONER: Then we'll deal with it Mnday norning.
Ckay.

MAKOSZ:  Thank you.

COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

GRATL: Yes. And, M. Conmm ssioner, | would just ask that
ny friend provide nme with his I egal authorities by
Friday afternoon at four o'clock.

COMW SSIONER: Al'l right.

MAKOSZ: That's not a problem M. Conm ssioner.

COW SSI ONER:  (kay. Thank you. Thanks.

VERTLI EB: So we've heard 15 mnutes, and |'m assum ng
they' Il be strictly confined to that tine estimte
SO0 we can proceed efficiently.

COW SSI ONER: Ckay.

VERTLIEB: Can M. Hall cone forward, please.

ROBERTS: |I'msorry to interrupt, and | apol ogi ze for that,
but | did indicate to comm ssion counsel that |
wanted to address the comm ssion today for a few
mnutes. | will only say right now | do not
intend to cross-examne M. Hall, so | won't take
any time up on that. And | don't want to address
nmy subm ssion to you right now. | want a chance
to speak to commi ssion counsel. But | want an

opportunity to respond for five mnutes with
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respect to the Process Managenent Directive #3,
whi ch you canme down with the other day, M.
Conmi ssi oner, and which, in ny view,
unfortunately, we had no opportunity to take part
in any process to know that this was com ng.

COW SSI ONER:  Yeah.

ROBERTS: Because | do have sone -- a brief set of remarks
or a submssion | wish to nmake to that --

COW SSIONER: Al right.

ROBERTS: -- dependi ng on, however, the conversation |'d
like to have with M. Vertli eb.

VERTLIEB: |1'm happy to do that, M. Conm ssioner.

COW SSIONER: Al right.

VERTLIEB: So we'll make sure M. Roberts has a chance
today to speak with you.

COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

ROBERTS: Thank you. And I'msorry | didn't introduce
nyself. | was speaking on behalf of Marion Bryce.

VERTLIEB: That's fine. No problem M. Roberts. Thank
you. Al right. M. Hall, please.

RI CHARD DAVI D HALL: Sworn
REGA STRAR  Wyul d you state your nane, please.
A R chard David Hall.
REG STRAR.  Thank you. You nmay be seated.
COW SSI ONER: Pl ease have a seat.
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EXAM NATION IN CH EF BY MR. VERTLI EB:

Q
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QO

Your end title with the ROW is that of
superi nt endent ?

Correct, sir.

You joined the force in what year?

Decenber 1965.

And you are officially retired?

Correct.

When was that?

| stopped working in October of 2004, and ny
official retirement was July 20th of 2005.

So 40 years?

Just a tad short.

You're here with us today because you were the
officer in charge of the entire Coquitlam

Det achnent during the tine frane that is of
concern to Conmm ssioner Qppal ?

Yes.

Tell the comm ssioner how you cane to be sel ected
as officer in charge.

When Coqui tl am Det achnent becane vacant with the
officer in charge of the day retiring, | was
stationed as the officer in charge of Prince
George Detachnent, and when the vacancy at

Coqui tl am cane open | applied for the position at
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Coquitlam | was selected and noved down in My,
end of My, beginning of June, 1998.

And you stayed as officer in charge of Coquitlam
until what date, please, what nonth and year?

As | nentioned earlier, | stopped working Cctober
28th of 2004, and ny actual retirenent date stil
on strength to Coquitlamwas July 20th of 2005.
Now, is there a community involvenent in your

sel ection as officer in charge? In other words,
is it strictly the RCMP that do this or does the
communi ty have sone opportunity to discuss that
appoi nt nent ?

At that tinme, when | applied for the position, it
was advertised nationally across Canada, and ny
nane with others went in, and it goes to the
officers staffing positions in Gtawa and referred
to the commandi ng officer of "E" D vision, who was
Assi stant Conm ssi oner Murray Johnston at the
time, and he referred ny nane to the mayors of
Coqui tl am and Port Coquitlam

So did he refer your nane as the primary sel ection
and then give it to themto have their input? |Is
that how it worked?

Yes.

Thank you. In your experience as a police
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of ficer, had you ever been involved in the
investigation of a serial murderer case?

No.

Tell us the mmjor conponent of your role as
officer in charge of Coquitlam and you can
confine it fromMy '98 until the year 2002,
because that's our term of reference.

M/ main role as the detachnent commander or the
officer in charge is dealing wwth the mayors and
councils of City of Coquitlam Port Coquitlam to
a |l esser extent the summer villages of Annore,
Belcarra in the provincial area, as well as we had
a small First Nations community in Coquitlam
Also ny role would be dealing with human resource
i ssues, budgets, conplaints against the police
that cane into the detachnent.

Thank you. Now, in your detachnent in your tine
there was a Major CGine Section?

Correct.

And that would be the unit that would investigate
a potential killer like, as it turned out to be,
Pi ckt on?

Yes.

What systemwas in place to allow you to oversee

the Major Crine Section when you were officer in
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char ge?

When | first arrived at Coquitlam Detachnent | had
a second officer, which was called ny operations
officer. At that time it was |Inspector Ear

Moul ton. The pl ai ncl othes section reported up
directly through a staff sergeant, and ny
operations officer on paper |ooked after the

uni forns, general duty and traffic section, but
the reality of it was he was al so overseeing the
pl ai ncl ot hes section?

Dd you have a neeting every norning wth those
individuals to debrief on what was happening in

t he detachnent ?

| would nmeet with ny operations officer. He would
conme to ny office or 1'd go to his office. And
then we had a weekly neeting with all wunit
commanders to tal k about the issues that were
facing the detachnent for that week. That usually
t ook place on a Monday.

And Moulton was the operations officer?

Correct.

And you net him every day?

Yes.

And generally in your office?

M ne or his.

10
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In chief by M. Vertlieb

And how far away was he from you?

35 feet.

You' ve briefed yourself on the Evans report?

Yes.

And I'mnot asking if you've read every page of

it, but I do want to ask you if you read the pages

where she appears to be maki ng comment about your

wor k?

Yes, | did.

| just want to go through sone of those coments

in her report. The reference, M. Conmm ssioner,

page 8-31. W're tal king about on the subject of

know edge of Pickton, Superintendent Hall. You

understand that the know edge of Pickton is very

inportant in these proceedi ngs?

Yes.

So she says:
He recalled that officers fromthe Vancouver
Pol i ce Departnment had cone to investigate
Pickton as well as officers from"E" D vision
Maj or Crinmes and the Unsol ved Hom cide Unit.
He recalled a neeting in Inspector Multon's
of fice that,

and | want to enphasi ze these words,

led him

11
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meani ng you,
led himto believe that there was nothing to
the information regarding Pickton. He agreed
that he did not pursue this information with
his own personnel .
Now, do you recall reading those coments as it
relates to you?
Yes.
So can you hel p us understand why you were of the
view that there was nothing to the information
regardi ng Pi ckton?
| believe you have to look at the tineline before
what she's commenting on. There were earlier --
earlier nmeetings with Inspector Multon when this
matter first came to the detachnent and he was
expl ai ni ng what was taking place to nme, and then
there was a followup neeting with all the players
that you have just tal ked about, and then further
on after that there -- | wal ked by Inspector
Moulton's officer and | saw Corporal Frank Henl ey
sitting in the office talking wwth Multon, and |
know Frank Henley fromny days when | worked at
Surrey Detachnent. | popped in to find out what
was goi ng on, what they were discussing, and it's

at that time that Corporal Henley told ne that

12
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they did not believe the information to be true

and they at that tine were going to just go ahead

with a cold interview of Pickton

You recall being interviewed by Ms. Evans?

Yes.

And there's a reference in the interview. | am

just going to read it out. And the footnote's

212, but let ne just read this to you. You said:

.l can't picture it in ny mnd s eye,

sitting down at a formal neeting about this,
but not to say that it didn't happen, but |
don't recall that.
And then there was a di scussion with Henley
in Multon's office after, where they said
that they weren't going to be pursuing this
any further.

You renenber that part of your interview?

Yes.

And then Evans sai d:
And Henl ey nmakes that decision as the
corporal in the Provincial Unsolved Hom cide
Unit,

and you said "hm hmi, neani ng yes, Henley nade

that decision. That's your recall?

Yes.

13
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And then you said:
Ch, | amsure he made it in consultation with
sonebody el se --
Ckay.
-- in his unit.

You renenber giving that comment to Ms. Evans?

Yes.

| wanted to ask you -- well, let nme just finish

t he passage. Then Evans sai d:
Wul d you have -- would you have any
authority to say Corporal Connor says there
is much nore to this and | need -- | need you
guys to stay focused on it until we either
resolve it or not.

You renenber her asking you words to that effect?

Yes.

And you sai d:
M/ best guess, recollection, is that I,
believed that they were all on the sane
page. . .

And Ms. Evans said:
SO you never -- you were never informed of
the fact that Corporal Connor and officers
from Coquitlam had a conpletely different

view than people fromthe Unsol ved Hom ci de,

14
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and you said, "I don't recall.™

That's correct.

SO0 you see the questions that energe fromthat

di scussion. It would appear that you were
assum ng that people had all decided this and
everybody was in agreenent.

That's correct.

But it appears fromthe evidence we've heard, and
maybe you know it as well now to be a fact, that
peopl e were not in agreenent about how to handl e
the Ellingsen evidence and the Cal dwel | evi dence.
Yes, |'"'maware of that now. At the tine nobody
cane forward to nme to put a dissenting view
forward to ne.

So the question for you is if you're in charge how
is it that that didn't happen?

|"mnot a Major Crines investigator or a Serious
Crimes investigator. That's not ny background.
My background or ny role, as | believe it, |I'm
there in the background. |[|f sonebody has a

di ssenting view and they feel that nore needs to
be done or nore resources need to be put to an
investigation and if they can't resolve it at
their own levels, whether it be at the sergeant,

staff sergeant or ny operations officer |evel,

15
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then I would be there to deal wth that. | would
expect that they would cone forward to nme and say,
"W've got a dissenting view here as to the
direction we should be taking."

W can understand your comment you'd expect it to
conme forward, but how do you know that your people
had that expectation of you? It seens that there
was a di sconnect between what peopl e thought bel ow
you and what you were being told. It would seem
that way fromwhat we've just discussed. Can you
hel p us understand how this would occur?

| have a difficulty understanding it nyself in
that | believe that we had a fairly open

rel ati onship between the supervisors in the
detachnent and ny operations officer. |It's not
unconmon for investigators to have an ongoing file
where they may still be gathering evidence and
conti nue on doi ng so.

You know M. Connor cane here and gave information
to the comm ssioner for nore than one day? You
know that he was here quite a long tinme?

Yes.

And |I'm sure you understand that M ke Connor is
still very upset about the way this investigation

was conduct ed?

16
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Yes, |'ve talked to M ke Connor.

He's very upset, as we understand it, to this day
about Henley's actions. Do you understand that?
| do now.

And you say, "I do now " Wat does that nean?
What ' s the now?

That neans from being interviewed by Deputy Evans
and others for ny testinony here information has
cone forward to ne that | was not aware of in
1999.

And Evans interviewed you since this comm ssion
work started. She interviewed you sonetine in the
| ast nunber of nonths?

| believe it was July.

o 20117

Correct.

So just help us from your perspective as the
officer in charge how M ke Connor, who obvi ously
was commtted to this investigation and seens to
have worked very hard on it, help us understand
how his feelings, the fact that he's even to this
day still upset, was never brought hone to you?

| can't answer that question. Alls | can offer to
you, sir, is that in ny tine as the officer in

charge of Coquitlam Detachnent | spent at | east

17
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twi ce every day wal king down through the Seri ous
Crime Section to talk to the various people down
there, the supervisors, and to this day, and |'ve
t hought about this long and hard, | do not recal
anybody nentioni ng anyt hing about that particul ar
i nvesti gation.
So if Connor has concerns which were on his mnd
back in 1999, whose responsibility was it to
ensure that his concerns were properly addressed?
He should be dealing with his sergeant, staff
sergeant, or he -- it would be not uncommon for an
i nvestigator such as hinself to go up and talk to
t he operations officer about what's going on or
even conme and knock on ny door.
Ms. Evans at the bottom of page -- near the bottom
of page 8-31 I'Il just read:
| did not see any docunentation that would
denmonstrate the | evel of know edge that
Superintendent Hall had in relation to the
Pi ckton investigation. He was present during
t he neeting on August 11th, 1999 and woul d
have been aware of sone of the information.
In ny opinion, he should have foll owed up
with his own investigators and sought out

their thoughts on the investigation.

18
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In chief by M. Vertlieb

You' ve read that comrent ?

| have.

So help us with -- give us your view of that
comment, pl ease.

As | mentioned earlier, I"'mnot a Serious Crines
investigator. That's not ny background. | Ileft
the investigators to do their job, and as |'ve
said, I'min the background, and if people think
that they need nore assistance, they need ne to
run as a go-between with other units, other
detachnments, that's ny role.

You did understand that there was dispute about
this person Ellingsen?

"' msorry?

You did understand that there was dispute about
this person Ellingsen?

Yes.

And we're tal king back in the sumrer of 19997
Yes.

And you'd | earned that she had nade statenents
that were extraordinary that would clearly

i nplicate Pickton?

That's what | was told.

And you heard about what she had relayed to

ot hers, that she saw a woman hangi ng and bei ng

19
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

sl aughtered? You heard words to that effect?

Yes.

This isn't sonething that you would hear very
often in your 40-year career?

No.

You must have been al arned about that?

Yes.

And there was di scussion about how to proceed with
her because she had been interviewed and denied

t hese comments, denied nmaki ng thent?

Yes, that's what | was told.

So you understood in part it was not that she said
those statenents aren't true, she just said, "I
deny maki ng those statenents,"” even though there
was i ndication she had nade themto nore than one
person, correct?

Correct.

So the question is just even in your own mnd, we
appreci ate you've told us about your investigative
skill, but even just in your own mnd, did it not
go through your mnd to think, "Hmm | wonder if
we should do sonme nore with this woman, nmaybe
arrest her, get her in, try to do sone nore work
on her"?

But | also had been nmade aware that surveill ance

20
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

had been done, other investigative avenues had
been approached, and they had cone up with no

i nformati on.

That's what you were being tol d?

Yes.

Do you renmenber who told you that?

Henl ey and Moul t on.

There was di scussi on about doing a pol ygraph on
Ellingsen. D d you know about that?

No.

So you never heard that it was contenpl ated about
doi ng a pol ygraph?

| was not aware of that.

And we heard that originally she was going to do
it and then she got advice of a | awer and deci ded
not to. D d you know that?

|'ve heard it now, but | hadn't -- | didn't hear
it at the tine.

| f she had declined the pol ygraph and you had been
told that at the tinme, would that have nade you
somewhat suspicious of this person Ellingsen?
Probably not. Lots of people deny -- or do not
want to take the pol ygraph.

But no one told you about this devel opnent?

No.

21
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In chief by M. Vertlieb

Do you know why you weren't nmade aware of that?
No.

Just to take that fact, for exanple.

No, | don't.

So if there was a discussion about polygraph and
she was not going to do it, who do you think
shoul d have followed up to consider nore

i nvestigative strategies on her, her neaning

El I i ngsen?

| would think that the investigators that were

i nvol ved and their supervisors, the sergeants and
staff sergeants, would be discussing what further
approaches to take, what they had in their too
box that could help themout with the

i nvestigation, and, again, | viewit as ny role if
they are comng -- have an obstacle in their way
that they need help froma nore senior rank then
t hey woul d have cone forward.

But that didn't happen?

No.

And you have no expl anation for that?

No.

There was a neeting August 17, 1999. | just want
to go through the neeting just to confirm your

menory of who was there. W understand that you
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

were there in the Coquitlam Detachnment for this
nmeeti ng, Corporal Connor, Staff Sergeant Hal penny,
Corporal Nash. 1Is that ringing a bell to you?

| can't confirmthe date. |It's been related to ne
from other people's notes that | stopped into that
meet i ng.

And you accept that happened?

Yes.

You don't renenber?

Not specifically, no.

It's that neeting where it was decided that

El 1 ngsen woul d be re-interviewed and a pol ygraph
test adm nistered. Now, we know that no test was
adm ni stered. |'ve already asked you about that.
But the question | wanted to ask you about,
because you were the officer in charge, is did you
have a foll ow up systemas officer in charge to go
back and see if the itens that were discussed to
be done were, in fact, done?

No, | did not. | left that to the staff sergeant
in charge of the plainclothes section.

And woul d you not -- you had neetings once a week
with your -- the | eading people in your

det achnent ?

Correct.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

W heard about once a day with Multon as the man
in charge of operations?

Yes.

So woul d there not be some reporting to you as the
boss about what goes on and foll ow ng up and
reporting to you on a regular basis to keep you

i nf or med?

No. They had many other investigations underway,
and | don't anticipate that every tine they do
sonmet hing they are going to be comng up to ne to
tell nme what they're doing. | relied on ny NCOs,
t he non-conm ssioned officers in charge of those
various sections.

W can all understand that there would be nmany

ot her investigations. Al of us understand police
are busy doing many things. Certainly

i nvestigating sonebody who's all eged to have had
sonmeone sl aughtered on a hook and hanging, that's
very -- that's dramatic material to be

i nvestigating? You would agree with that?

Yes. Sorry. Yes.

So no systemfor followng up on that?

| think I've already said no.

Thank you. Dd M. Multon ever tell you that he

did not have enough people to investigate Pickton
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

the way he wanted to investigate hinf
A No.

MR. H RA: Just a nonment. The question as posed assunes that
there weren't sufficient resources to do the
i nvesti gation.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Yes.

MR. HIRA: There's sonme groundwork that needs to be |aid before
the question is asked that way by conm ssion
counsel, who, | mght add, enjoys a position not
unli ke Crown counsel to be very fair, and | know
ny friend is fair. So lay the groundwork, then
ask the question.

THE COW SSI ONER: What groundwork needs to be | aid here?

MR. HHRA: Well, the question has an assunption built into it,
did Moulton ever tell you that he didn't have
enough resources to do the Pickton investigation.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Ckay.

MR. VERTLIEB: That's fine, M. Hra, we can do that.

THE COW SSI ONER: | understand that.

MR. VERTLIEB: No problem

Q So let nme just ask you a broader question. And
just so you know, | haven't yet had the
opportunity to neet with M. Multon, through no
one's fault, so I'mnot quite sure all of the

particulars what he's going to say, but ny
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

gquestion to you is this. Dd M. Multon ever
conme to you and discuss the Pickton investigation?
Yes, when he first infornmed nme about what -- the
information they had and what steps they were
taking to investigate that particular file.

And tell us fromthe best of your nenory what he
told you?

|'d be paraphrasing. He described the information
that had cone forward, that we were going to be
doi ng surveillance, there was potential of an
under cover operation maybe taking place, and the
Provi nci al Unsol ved Hom cide Unit and Seri ous
Crinme folks were going to cone in and give us a
hand.

And that --

That sort of started the whole information flow,
And that was in the sumrer of 19997

Yes.

And that was a discussion in your Coquitlam

of fice?

| believe it was in, yes, Multon's office at the
det achnment .

Ei ther yours or Multon's?

Yes.

Now, when is the next tine Multon cane and
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

specifically discussed Pickton with you?

There again it was nore of an informal briefing,
again | think stopping into his office and we're

t al ki ng about various things that were going on

Wi thin the detachnment, and he updated ne on where
t he surveillance had been going or wasn't going
and there was -- nothing was com ng together.

What does that nean?

Li ke, they were not getting a lot of information
that they could proceed on.

And do you renenber when that was relative to the
first time he spoke to you about Pickton?

| can't. | can't. It was in the summer of that
year.

And did he ask you for any thoughts you m ght have
or was there any di scussion about --

No. | believe that he had it well in hand.

And do you recall the next tine M. Multon talked
to you about Pickton?

As | mentioned earlier, when Henley was in his
office and they were tal king, and, again, as |
mentioned, | know of Henley fromny tine at Surrey
Det achnment, so | popped in to say hello, and then
that's when | got told about the person had

recanted her story. They did not believe her.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

|"msorry, you said the person had recanted her
story and they did not believe her. Those are --
Henley was telling nme. He, the Unsol ved Hom ci de
f ol ks.

Henl ey?

Yes.

He did not believe her?

Ri ght .

So Henley didn't believe Ellingsen?

Yes.

And do you renenber what M. Multon said, if
anything, to you about that?

| can't recall any -- his -- any words or -- |
woul d just be guessing, but by body |anguage in
the sense that | was getting fromthe discussion
the way it was unfol ding was they were on the sane
page.

So that's the third time M. Multon's di scussed
Pi ckton with you?

Yes. There nmay have been other tinmes in between.
That's fine.

Agai n, because very informal between the two of us
when we sit down to tal k about what was goi ng on
within the office.

And there's no notes that you have that would help
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

you?

No.

So this is all in the sumrer of 1999?

Yes.

Can you tell us the next time M. Multon spoke to
you about Pi ckton?

| don't think we ever tal ked about it again.

In those three discussions that you' ve recalled to
Conmi ssi oner Oppal was there any request by M.
Moul ton of you?

No, not that | recall.

Did he ever conplain to you in any way about
resources?

W conpl ai ned about resources on alnost a daily
basis at the detachnent |evel.

Dd he --

Not specifically to do with this investigation,
but it was an ongoi ng problem for us.

| was just going to ask you. So no conplaint
about the specific Pickton investigation was nade
by M. Multon to you?

Not that | recall.

Can you tell us when the next tine you heard about
Pickton as a serial killer? W've covered the

three tinmes you recall

29



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

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

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

February 6th, 2002, a rainy norning at the Pickton
farm

So not hi ng between the sumrer of 1999 and February
6t h, 2002.

No, sir.

And tell us about February 6th, 2002.

Arrived at work and | found out that there was a
maj or investigation going on as a result of a
search warrant at the Pickton farm | drove out
there and saw what was goi ng on.

And so what were you thinking when you heard this
in February 6th, 2002?

Ww, how did this happen.

Fair response. And did you go ask anybody?

Sir, everybody was too busy. W were trying to
secure that property, putting up fences, waiting
for the Major Crines investigators from Evenhanded
to cone in to take over the investigation. W had
media, famly menbers. Trying to secure that
whol e property.

So you said to yourself, in effect, how did this
happen?

Yes.

You didn't go down the hall and ask your inspector

about this?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

A He was busy. Everybody was busy.

H RA:  Just a nonent. The inpression that ny friend is
|l eaving is --

REG@ STRAR.  Cone forward to the mc, please.

COWM SSIONER: | can't hear you. You have to get to a
m cr ophone.

H RA: | understand.

REG STRAR  And identify yourself. Thank you.

HRA: It's Ravi Hra. The inpression that ny friend is
| eaving with you, M. Conm ssioner, is that ny
client was the inspector. M client left the
detachnent in June of 2000, so the inspector
shoul d be identified.

VERTLI EB: Thank you, M. Hra.

COW SSIONER: Al right. That's a good point.

VERTLIEB: No, that's a good point. | appreciate that.
m sunder st ood.

Q So by then M. Multon was gone?

>

Correct.

Did you ever speak to M. Multon since the arrest

of Pickton about this?

A No. He had noved on, and he was wor ki ng out of
"E" D vision Headquarters Vancouver.

Q So at no point did you discuss with him about how

did this happen?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

A No.

Q So why did you ask yourself that question, how did
t hi s happen?

A (Cdearly we had a najor event occurring wthin our

det achnment area.

THE COW SSI ONER: And you weren't told about it; is that

right?

A Before they went in?

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

A No, | wasn't advised that they had a search

warrant to go in the evening before.

THE COW SSI ONER: |s that normal --

A Yes.

THE COM SSIONER:  -- in the RCWP, that they would enbark on a

maj or investigation, a major search here, in this
case the Pickton property, without telling you as
the officer in command?
A The search warrant they had --
M5. TOBIAS: Wth respect, M. Comm ssioner, | think there
m ght be -- Cheryl Tobias for the Governnent of
Canada.

THE COW SSI ONER: Sorry?

M5. TOBIAS: | think there m ght be sone confusion because |
think what we're tal king about is the firearm

search which precipitated | ater searches, but
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

think the question was, wth respect, a little
unfair because the initial search was not the big
dramati c search
THE COMM SSI ONER:  No, he's speaki ng about the day he went down
there, there were people all over the place and
the property was being -- he's tal ki ng about the
maj or search, as | understand it.
A Yes, sir. The -- Constable Wlls had a search
warrant - -
THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.
A -- for afirearns --
THE COW SSI ONER: Ri ght .
A -- searching for firearns on the property.
THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.
A And that's what precipitated the search
THE COW SSI ONER: Ri ght .
A And when they got onto the property, they found
ot her evidence, and they put a stop to everything,
and we | ocked down -- or the detachnment and the
menbers of Evenhanded who were there | ocked down
the property and we secured it.
THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay.
A And they got the further search warrants to go in.
And when | arrived at work in the norning, that's

when | found out this whole thing had taken pl ace.
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MR. VERTLI EB:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

But to answer your question, the fact that our
young constable, Nathan Wl ls, had gotten the
search warrant and they were doing a search, that
woul dn't be sonething that | would get called at

honme for.

THE COM SSIONER: No. | see. So it was the nmjor event of

everybody being there and the property being taken
apart and all the rest of it? That's what you
saw?

Yeah. It wasn't being taken apart at that tine.

It was just locking it down --

THE COW SSI ONER: | see.

-- controlling the scene --

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

-- until such tinme as the Project Evenhanded, or

the M ssing Wnen's Task Force | guess they were

still called at that tinme, got their warrants and
could conme onto the property and start doi ng what
they had to do. So basically what Coquitlam

Det achnent was doi ng, Conm Ssioner, was securing

the property, maintaining control of it, keeping

peopl e out.

THE COW SSIONER: | see. Al right. GCkay.

Did you ever do a post-nortemto find out how this
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

happened?

| didn't, no. That was -- in ny opinion, that was
bei ng done by the M ssing Wnen's Task Force.

And who was doi ng that?

| can't say who specifically, but it fell under at
that tine Staff Sergeant Don Adanm' s span of
control, and they were the ones that were handling
the m ssing wonen's investigation.

Tell us about your working relationship with

| nspect or Mul t on.

| think it was very good.

How many years did you work with hinf

| had worked with himonce before during the
Cust af sen Lake operation in Hundred M| e House,
and when | cane to Coquitlamin '98, My, June, he
had been the operations officer. |'mnot sure of
his exact start date as the operations officer,

but when ny predecessor retired and noved on,

| nspect or Mul ton becanme the acting operation --
or acting officer in charge of Coquitlam

Det achnment, and | think that would be, |ike,
January, February of '98 till | got there in end
of May.

And he was good to work with?

Yes.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

And you had a very open relationship with hinf
Yes.

It appears that you thought highly of his ability?
| did.

And you paid a great deal of attention to his

t houghts and vi ews about policing?

Yes, | did. | always used to | augh because when
he wites a report | really had to read them two
or three tinmes over because he's really good at

it.

So he's soneone that you had conpl ete confi dence
in?

Yes.

And had reason to believe that?

Yes.

Is there anything el se that you wish to cover with
the comm ssioner in the context of the questions

| ' ve asked you, because | just want to be sure
that you have a chance to say if there's anything
at all that you wish to say in answer to the
guestions |'ve put to you? Is there anything el se
now?

The only thing | would like to add is that | ran
the detachnent in a way that people had shown ne

and taught nme how to run a detachnent, not to
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MR. VERTLI EB:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
In chief by M. Vertlieb

stick your nose into the investigations, don't

m cromanage, let the investigators do what they
had to do, be there to help themif they are
running into obstacles with outside units, to go
to bat for them | believe, in ny opinion,
contrary to what Deputy Chief Evans says in her
report, that | did run a good detachnent.

I's there anything you would do differently if you
had to do it again?

| ' ve thought about that an awful lot, and | stil
woul d hold the position that | would not be
interfering with the Serious Crine investigators,
with their operations, unless they cane to ne to
ask for sone assistance.

Thank you.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. VERTLI EB:

Ms. Tobi as has indicated she wi shes 45 m nut es.

THE COMM SSIONER:~ All ri ght .

M5, TOBI AS:

M . Conm ssioner, Cheryl Tobias for the Governnent
of Canada. |'ve handed up a vol une of docunents,
and they are entitled "Ric Hall Canada's
Docunents”. |1'd ask that be marked as the next
exhibit inthis -- in these proceedings for
identification at this tinme, please, or at |east,

sorry, for NR
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

THE COM SSIONER: Al'l right.
THE REG STRAR: That will be marked as Exhi bit nunber 106NR

(EXH BI' T 106NR - Bi nder of docunents entitled
HALL, R ¢ Canada's Docunents)

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY NS, TOBI AS:

Q Now, sir, Superintendent Hall, you have testified

t hat your background as a police officer was in
incident training rather than investigations per
se?

The latter part of ny career, yes. The earlier
part of ny career was |i ke many nenbers of the
RCWP. | started off in small rural detachnents in
Al bert a.

And the incident training would cover things |like
ener gency responses, security issues, that kind of
t hi ng?

Yes. | started off as a nenber of the energency
response teans when they first canme to be in the
m d-' 70s, becane a team commander and devel oped
fromthere where | becane involved w th hostage
negoti ati ons, and when | becane a conm ssi oned
officer I was -- becane an incident commander.

And you've been a conm ssioned officer since the
m d- ' 80s?

1986.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

You have been a manager of different sizes and
kinds of police units? For exanple, you managed a
smal | detachnment in Al berta?

That's correct.

And you nmanaged or you were a manager at a mnuch

| arger centre in Prince George?

That's correct. | was the officer in charge of
the Prince George Gty Detachnent.

And can you give us an idea of the size of that
detachment, sir?

It was al nost the sane size as Coquitlam when
canme to Coquitlam and the nunbers may vary a
little bit, but they were essentially the sane

Si ze.

kay. And also in Surrey?

| was the operations officer at Surrey Detachnent.
And that's a simlar size to Coquitlamas well or
is it bigger?

No, it's nmuch bigger.

It was at the tinme you were there?

Yes.

And you have been a nenber of the BC Associ ation
of Chiefs of Police for a long tine?

Since 1994 until | retired.

And you served as vice-president and president at
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

various points during your nenbership?

That's right.

The managers officer level, if | can put it that
way, of the nunicipal police departnents as well
as the RCOWP belong to that association?

That's correct.

And you cane to know the managers of the Vancouver
Cty Police?

Most of the deputies and the chief.

That associ ati on was one where the subjects
concerning you were technical police enforcenent
subj ect s?

Yes. There would be an agenda set up. Normally
the neetings take place four tines a year. There
woul d be an agenda set out before detailing all
the topics that were to be discussed, and then the
presenters obviously would cone and give their
presentation to the chiefs.

Were individual investigations or projects

di scussed if they were major matters?

Normal | y individual investigations were not

di scussed in the open forum

Wul d they be discussed informally at all?

They may be discussed informally, yes.

Was there any discussion about the m ssing wonen's
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M5. TOBI AS:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

probl emin Vancouver or the Pickton investigation
at your detachnent?

| do not recall it ever being on the agenda,

Pi ckton or the mssing wonen's. The only tine |
can recall the m ssing wonen's investigation being
on the agenda was when | nspector Don Adam cane to
gi ve a discussion on what was happening at the
farm during that investigation.

Ckay. You said as well -- 1'm skipping ahead a
little bit here, but one of your duties as the
commandi ng of ficer of Coquitlam Detachnent was to
deal with conplaints or issues fromthe outside
about the conduct of investigations that occurred
within the detachment. D d | understand that
correctly, sir?

Yes. It could be how an investigation was bei ng
handled or it could be allegations of excessive
force or inproper attitude by nenbers of the

det achment when they're dealing with the public.
And did anyone approach you at all with respect to
the Pickton investigation to nake any kind of
conplaint or talk to you about how that matter was
bei ng handl ed?
No.

Now, sir, I'mgoing to ask you to take up Exhibit
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

106, and I want to ask you sone questions about

t he organi zation. There's sone organi zati ona
charts. And, M. Comm ssioner, | think |I'm going
to take the opportunity wth this particul ar

W tness to set out for you and put before you the
way in which the Coquitlam Detachnment was

organi zed as relevant to this case and also "E

Di vision and the rel ati onship between the

Coqui t|l am Det achnent and "E' Division and
specifically, for exanple, the Coquitlam

Det achnent and the Unsol ved Hom cide Unit and

Maj or Crines --

THE COMM SSIONER:~ All ri ght .

M5, TOBI AS:

O r» O >»

-- because | think that's sonething that you need
to know for your nandate.

So, sir, would you turn to tab 14, please, and
we'll start there. This is an organi zati onal
chart or part of an organi zational chart dealing
with "E" Division from headquarter's perspective.
Do you see that?

We're tal king page 1 of 1?

Yes, | am

Yes, | see it.

Now, what we see there is that there is the deputy

comm ssi oner of Pacific Region and then the
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

commandi ng officer of "E" Division as the top two
| evels; is that right?

That's correct.

And then if we go down and then into the

ri ght-hand corner, there are sone boxes | abelled
District Oficer North, Southeast, Southwest, and
| sl and?

Yes.

And Coquitlamfell within the District Oficer
Sout hwest box; is that right?

That's correct.

And on the other side we see O C Cri m nal

Qper ati ons managed by a chief superintendent. Do
you see that?

Yes.

Is that what's commonly known as CrQps or

soneti mes known as C Qps?

Yes.

And that we'll get to in nore detail in a mnute,
but that's where Major Crines and UHU or Unsol ved
Hom ci de and units like that reported?

That's correct.

kay. So, in effect, Coquitlamreported up to the
commandi ng officer of "E" Division, and Crim na

Qperations was -- also reported up to the
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

commandi ng officer of "E'" Division; is that right?
That's right.

So there was no reporting relationship between
Coqui tl am Det achnent and Crim nal Operations?
That's correct.

Now, would you turn, please, to tab 17. O, no,
we won't go to tab 17 quite yet. Now, at the
time -- this chart is dated -- we can see
effective date on the stanp is January 21st, 19997
Yes.

And the signature of the commandi ng officer of "E"
Division there, that's Miurray Johnston?

That's correct.

So, M. Comm ssioner, | have al so handed up, and
this is purely by way of an aid to -- an
aide-nmenoire | suppose is the term we' ve been
usi ng because sone of the boxes have been

hi ghlighted, and this is for when we get to
Coquitlam which we're going to go to in a nonent.
| think, actually, we'll first go to the Mjor
Crimes Unit. Wuld you flip over the page to tab
15, please. And this is a chart dated April 1st,
1998, the effective date? Yes?

Yes.

And it shows the chief superintendent, the AOC
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Crimnal Operations at the top, so that was Mirray
Johnst on?

No. O C Crimnal Operations?

Yes. Fromthe previous chart. Onh, |I'msorry.
' 98.
|"msorry, |'ve got them m staken.

'98. That m ght have been Murray Johnston. He

may still have been the Crimnal Operations
of ficer.
But that's -- I"'msorry | msled you -- that's the

OC Cimnal Operations box fromthe previous tab,
so this is what we have on the top here, and then
we have the Major Crine Section bel ow that?

Yes.

And that was Gary Bass at the tine?

Yes.

And then we | ook down and we see Unsol ved Hom ci de
reporting to the OC of Major Crine?

Yes.

And to the left on the page we have the Serious
Crime Unit?

Correct.

So if we just stop there for a mnute, you

descri bed havi ng people from Unsol ved and | think

you said Major Crines hel ping out with the Pickton
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

i nvestigation, so that would be fromthese two
units here?
Yes.

kay. And then if we flip over the page to the

second -- it's on the sane page, actually, but
it's the back part of that tab. It's a later
version. This one's dated 2000 -- | think that's

2002, March 1st. Do you see that, sir?

Yes. Sorry.

And we can see that the organization was very
simlar as of that date. You still had your

Unsol ved Hom cide Unit and your Serious Crine Unit
as part of the Major Crine Section?

Yes.

And woul d you turn over one nore tab, please, to
tab 16. This is the Lower Miinland D strict,
again "E' Dvision, in 2002, April 1st, 2002, and
this chart here describes a change in the
reporting relationship for Coquitlam does it not?
W have the deputy conm ssioner Pacific Region "E"
Division at the top of the chart, then a new
position, what's |abelled new district officer
Lower Mainland District?

Yes.

And then if you go down and slightly to the left,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

we see A C Coquitlam Detachnment, superintendent.
That was you?

That's ne.

Ckay. So as of -- by 2002 you were reporting
instead to -- instead of reporting to the

Sout hwest District you reported to the Lower

Mai nl and District?

Yes. The Southwest District was done away wth.
And if we |ook at the bottom of the page, we see
that Gary Bass is now signing as the deputy
comm ssi oner of the Pacific Region?

Correct.

So he had changed positions in the intervening
years?

Yes.

And then we have the Lower Minland D strict
officer. Wose signature is that, sir?

Gary Forbes.

Now, woul d you turn back, please, to tab 11, and
t hese are organizational charts for Coquitlam
Det achnent, sir. And would you turn to -- it's
the second full page, and it's a chart headed "E"
Di vi si on Coqui tl am Det achnment ?

Page 3 of 77

Yes. And, M. Conm ssioner, that's when this
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

hi ghl i ghted version m ght be useful to you. So
t he commandi ng officer -- oh, and there are nore
copies up on the desk, | think, if any counsel
want to take advantage of them

So then you have the commandi ng of ficer of
"E" Division and the -- this is 1997 -- the
superintendent reporting to the commandi ng
officer. And the superintendent, that was your
position, but your predecessor was Superi nt endent
Zapoti chny?
Correct.
And the conmmandi ng officer of "E' Division at that
tinme was Murray Johnston?
Ri ght .
And when you arrived in May of 1998, Earl Mbul ton
had been acting in that position for sone tine?
Yes.
And if we go down and |l ook at the far left, the
operations officer, that was Earl Multon's
position?
Correct.
And then if we go to the far right, we see the box
for G S/drug conmander, the staff sergeant?
Yes.

And this is what you explained earlier, | believe,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

that technically on paper the staff sergeant
reported directly to you, but in reality Earl

Moul ton actually oversaw all the plainclothes
oper ati ons?

Yes.

So he oversaw the plainclothes as well as the

wat ch?

Yes.

So he had a very, very broad span of duties?
That's correct.

And your staff sergeant at the tinme was Bush

Hal penny?

Correct.

Now, this is where |I'mgoing to suggest, sir, that
you keep your finger in tab 17 as well. And, M.
Conmm ssioner, | amgoing to ask you to -- 1'd
suggest you actually take it out and hold it

besi de the other charts because the tab 17 are the
nanes of the people that go with the charts as

t hey appeared at various tines, and nost of these
nanmes are people that you' ve heard of in the

evi dence, and so, in ny submssion, it would be
hel pful to you to know where they fit in the
organi zation and what their relationships were.

Soif we're looking at tab 17, Superintendent
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Hall, we see at the top of the first page in the
chart that we've tal ked about Superintendent
Zapotichny precedi ng you, and you were the

superi ntendent throughout the terns of reference
after md-1998?

Yes.

And then the inspector, that's the position we
just looked at. Initially it was Earl Multon,
and then Lorne Schwartz cane into that position in
August of 20007

That can be just a little bit deceiving because
Earl Moulton was ny operations officer. W only
had the one inspector, and when | created a second
i nspector's position, Earl ©Multon noved over to
becone the operations support officer |ooking
after the plainclothes. Inspector Dave Debolt
came in and becane ny operations officer |ooking
after the uniform side.

So when Lorne Schwartz cane in he was just on the
pl ai ncl ot hes si de?

Yes. He took Earl Multon's spot when Earl left.
kay. And | think we're going to see that on a

| ater chart, but let's |look down to the staff
sergeant position. So this is the staff sergeant

of the @S and drugs. He was the A S/ drugs
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

commander. So we have Bush Hal penny until August
1999 and then Brad Zalys --
Correct.
-- fromthe rest?

Ckay. So let's put that aside for the nonent
and go back to our tab 11 here. Sorry, that
was -- yes, tab 11. And so if we turn to page 4
of 7 over the page, so what we're seeing here is
that if we go back to 1997, 1998, before you nmade
t he change you described, Earl Multon is -- the
operations officer is Earl Moulton?
Yes.
| nspector Earl Moulton. And this is the watch,
the uniform patrol, that's being described on this
page?
That's correct.
And the next page, the operational support NCO
that's a conpletely different unit we don't need
to concern ourselves with? Yes?
Yes.
And then flip over to Chart 4. This is where we
see you as detachnent commander and then G S/ drug
commander, whi ch was Hal penny, but we should
really pencil in Multon's nanme here because --

Yes.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

-- effectively they reported to you through hinf
Yes?

Yes.

Ckay. And we see that the drug commander had a
nunber of units under his -- that he was
responsi ble for, four of them and one of them was
the Serious Crine Unit?

Yes.

And there was a sergeant in charge of that
particular unit?

Yes.

And reporting to the sergeant were two corporal s?
Yes.

And they oversaw six investigators, siX
const abl es? Under the box "lnvestigators".
Correct, yes. |I'msorry.

kay. So between -- if we can include corporals
and investigators, between them and you you had,
in effect, the sergeant, the staff sergeant, and
Earl Moulton, so there were three |evels of
supervi si on between you and the investigators?
Yes.

Now, let's turn back to tab 17, and if we | ook at
the sergeant's position on the bottom of the page,

when you arrived Brad Zalys was in one of those
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

sergeant positions before his pronotion?

That's correct.

And he was succeeded in Cctober 1998 by Daryl |l
Pol | ock?

Correct.

Who remained in that position until 2001, in
March, when he was succeeded by M ke Connor as the
ser geant ?

Yes.

Then if you turn over that page, we see the
corporals. One of the two corporals positions, we
see that Wayne O ary occupied that position for
nmost of the terns of reference, from Septenber
1997 to February 20017

Except for the seconded peri od.

Wll, yes. So he was in that position, but he was
seconded from August 1999 to February 2001, and |
understand from ot her evidence he was seconded to
an investigation called E-Lobster. Does that ring
any bells with you?

| remenber it, yes.

And then he becane a nenber of the Evenhanded

t eanf

Yes.

And so when he was gone, when he was seconded,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

were you able to backfill that position?

No.

And was that the normal situation when a nmenber
was taken to fill one of these projects, that
their position would just sit vacant?

Yes. W always received promses that they would
conme back to us, but generally we never saw them
agai n.

And then the second position was the position that
M ke Connor held until his pronotion in Septenber
1999?

Ri ght .

And he was succeeded by Dave MCartney and then by
Cary Skrine and Jeff Ketol a?

Yes.

And then we have the names of all the constables
there, including Ruth Yurkiw, for exanple, who's
in the nunber 4 spot. Looking at this chart, sir,
it seens that the personnel seened to be there for
a couple of years before they -- they cane and
left within a couple of years. Is that a fair

st at enent ?

Yes. It was quite a revol ving door of people.
Was that a situation that you -- well, first of
all, can you give us any background to that
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

situation?

Well, as you can see -- like, a person |like M ke
Connor and Brad Zalys, they noved on to be
pronoted. They stayed within the detachnent going
back onto uniform side, and then when vacanci es
came open on the plainclothes side they noved back
into a position on the plainclothes side of the
house. Sone of these people noved on to other
speci al i zed sections. Sone of themdid not work
out as a plainclothes investigator and were noved
back to the uniform side. Sonme of them becane
stressed out and asked to be transferred out.

Was that a usual state of affairs on a

pl ai ncl ot hes unit?

| can't speak for other units, but at the tine it
seened that because of the small nunbers of

i nvestigators we had they were being overworked,
and quite often I would hear from the constables
that they were getting no tine at hone with their
famlies and they had to get out and nove on.

W' ve heard evi dence about M ke Connor seeking
permssion to remain in his position or to remain
with the unit after he was pronoted to, | believe
it was sergeant, and continue on with this file.

Wul d that be sonething that's sonetines referred
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

to as over-ranking?

Yes.

And so that's when a person is pronoted but
continue in the sanme duties and position as before
so that they can finish up sone assignnment ?

Yes. There's -- organizationally there was a
whol e bunch of different obstacles in the way of
doi ng that.

Is there any difference between how that situation
was at the tine handl ed say between the detachnent
and headquarters? Was it --

|"msorry, | don't understand what you're asking.
Ckay. You nentioned that there were obstacles in
the way of over-ranking soneone. Maybe what you
can do is just tell us what those were.

In this particular case Mke Connor was being
pronoted to sergeant, and he was going to fill a
position on the watch. Cearly we needed sonebody
on the watch to do that job. If we had left him
on the plainclothes section, then that would have
| eft that supervisory position vacant. W would
have to nove sonebody up, a junior corporal to
nove up to take that position. Then it comes down
to internally and organi zationally we've got a

sergeant doing a corporal's job or a constable's
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

job on the plainclothes side of things. Normally
in nost cases if a person is pronbted, in this
case from pl ai ncl ot hes back onto general duty,
they normally would stay, clean up as many files
as they can, turn -- what they can't clean up they
woul d turn over to their supervisor to say,
"Here's what |'ve got open | can't work on," then
they nove on to their new job. They don't take
those files with them because they -- he woul d
have no tine.

| am going to ask you nore questions about this

| ater, but between the watch and the general duty
and the plainclothes sections what was the
priority at the tine? Ws there a priority

bet ween the two of thent?

There's always a fine bal ancing act between the
uni form side and the plainclothes side, trying to
keep enough resources on the uniform side so that
there's people that can respond to the calls for
service when they conme in, and then there's al ways
the priority of having enough people to be able to
do the job, to carry on with those serious
investigations that would normally fall to the

pl ai ncl othes unit. Fine balancing act. No easy

answer .
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

|'"d like you to go back to the charts again.
Let's flip over to tab 12, please. And if you'd

| ook at page 3 of 8, please.

THE COW SSI ONER: Page what ?

MS. TOBI AS:
Q

o » O » O >» O »

3 of 8.

This is a chart dated July 1st, 1999, as its
effective date signed by yourself and Mirray
Johnst on?

It's actually signed by ny staff sergeant.

Ch, | see. Sorry.

It's okay.

On your behal f?

Yes.

kay. And Murray Johnston?

Correct.

And does this chart describe the change you tal ked
about earlier, because here you've got now an

i nspector, the operations officer, that was Earl
Moulton on the far left, and then a second

i nspector, operational support officer?

Correct.

So the operational support officer, that was Dave

Debol t ?
No.
Ch, okay.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

It was reversed.

Do | have them the other way around?

Yeah.

Ckay.

Qperations officer was Debolt. Wen he noved in,
whi ch was Novenber of 1999, Earl Moul ton noved
over to becone the operational support officer

| ooki ng after the plainclothes sections.

kay. And so then if we turn over the page to
page 4, we see the operations officer there. W
see the watch. And page 5 is nore duties or nore
units reporting to the operations officer?

Yes.

And then page 6, the next one, this describes the
oper ational support officer, which was Earl
Moul t on?

Correct.

And the nunber of units that he had under his
conmand?

Correct.

Quite a | arge nunber of thenf

Yes.

And then on the next page we have, on page 7, the
staff sergeant, the drug commander, reporting to

t he operational support officer, and that was
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Hal penny/ Zal ys that we've tal ked about ?

Yes.

And then we see now that there's a team on the
left called the Street Enforcenent Team Drugs and
Burgl ary?

Yes.

So that was a structure we hadn't seen split out
before in the previous chart?

That's correct. D d sone massagi ng of the
personnel that we had.

kay. And then on the right-hand side the Serious
Crinme supervisor --

Yes.

-- sergeant, and that was Daryll Poll ock through
nost of the tinme and then M ke Connor?

Yes.

And then you've got one teamon the |eft-hand
side, the Fraud Team one corporal there, and then
the Serious Crine Section on the right-hand side
with the two corporals and the six constabl es?
Yes.

Now, you told M. Conm ssioner earlier that your
Coqui t | am Det achnent serviced a nunber of
different areas. |If | can just review them

quickly. The cities of Coquitlam and Port
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Coqui t | anf?

Yes.

And al so the communities of Belcarra and Annore?
Yes.

And those were kind of seasonal comunities?

Yes.

And there was a small reserve --

Yes.

-- First Nations reserve as well?

Ri ght .

And if you conpared the size of Coquitlam and Port
Coquitlamin terns of -- | think it's in terns of
popul ation that Port Coquitlamis about a third

t he size of Coquitlanf

Yes. That's sort of the benchmark that we use.

It was |i ke a one-third, two-third split between
Coqui tl am and Port Coquitlam

Wul d you go back to the Exhibit 106, please, and
turn up tab 19. This is a chart entitled
"Coqui tl am RCVMP Det achnment Menber Strengths”.
You're famliar with this chart, sir?

Yes.

And that chart shows us on the |left-hand side the
different organizations that we've just gone

t hrough. And so the headi ng Provincial policing,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

that woul d descri be Annore and Bel carra?
Yes. W had three nenbers assigned to the
provinci al side.
And the federal side would be the First Nations --
Yes.
-- community?

And you had -- well, it says three in 1998, but
then you went down to one --
Yes.
-- one nenber assigned?
The downsi zi ng was drug positions that were taken
away .
Ckay. And then what we see -- and this chart
precedes your tine on the -- at Coquitlam but
what we see is a gradual increase in the nunber of
menbers that you had from-- when you arrived in
1998 there were 161 in total ? Yes?
Yes.
And when you left in 2004, 179, if we turn over
t he page?
Yes.
Nevert hel ess, | understand that you experienced
serious shortages of personnel in the |ate 1990s?
Yes.

Wul d you turn up tab 22, please. Actually, tab
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

18. That's ny mstake. | apologize. And if you
go to page 2 of 4, this is a nenorandum from you
to the Gty Manager of Coquitlam dated May 19th,
1999?

Yes.

And about the resourcing?

It went to the Gty of Port Coquitlamas well.
kay. And you have sone detailing here describing
what you termas 12 positions that were vacant?
Yes.

So we | ooked at the positions on the chart just
now, but -- so those are the positions you have,
not the positions you have that are filled. So
these 12 positions would detract from in effect,

t he nunber of people you actually had working?
Right. Normally if sonebody was being transferred
out there would be sonebody being transferred in,
and their name would be in the box on the

organi zational chart to indicate they' re com ng
in, but these 12 positions were vacant. There was
no nanmes to go in them

And so you describe the situation that generated
this or you describe the circunstances that led to
this situation in your nenorandum and |

particularly would ask you to | ook at page 3 of 4.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

First of all, in the mddle of the page you say:
Wth the shortages we now face ny prinmary
focus is to ensure that we maintain an
adequate | evel of General Duty first
responders.

And then you say it's what the public expects "and

we have to have enough resources on the road", and

then you say that you have to look to the
specialty sections to see where you can draw
resources from So by specialty sections, would

t hose include the plainclothes unit?

Yes, that would be a |ast resort.

And you say at the end of that paragraph:
| have vacant positions in our plainclothes
units which will not be filled in the near
future

Yes.

Ckay. And at the bottom of the page you describe

a shortage in British Colunbia of nore than 200

RCVWP nenbers, and you tal k about what proportion

of those you -- or proportion of new cadets com ng

out you can expect to get. So can you el aborate
on that a little bit and how that m ght have

i npacted your detachnent, and |I'd ask you to focus

specifically on Serious Crine?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Wen we were allocating resources internally
within the detachnment to fill vacancies or
shortfalls, Serious Crine would be one of the | ast
ones we would try and affect because that was a
small unit to begin wwth. The first places we
woul d ook is the Traffic Section, to take people
off Traffic to backfill positions on the general
duty side, the unifornmed nenbers. The inpact of
our training centre being shut down for that
period of tine or the nunbers being very |ow,

t hose 12 vacancies that we had no nanmes for, those
woul d be -- for the nost part they woul d be new
menbers, cadets comng from depot, so they arrive
on our doorstep and they have no experience as a
police officer.

Ckay. So just to pause for a nonent there

parent hetically, when Serious Cinme has nore
urgent work than they can handle you call in the
ot her nmenbers from ot her plainclothes units to
assi st ?

Yes.

And sonetines the general duty as well?

Somet i nmes, yes.

But when those units are strapped, it becones even

nore difficult to protect?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Yes, that's correct.

Wul d you turn, please, to tab 1. Now, what's in

this tab are a series of docunents entitled

"Managenent Comm ttee Meeting Mnutes", and this

is a reference to the nmanagenent committee at

Coqui tl am Det achnent; is that right?

Yes.

Wul d you turn, please, to -- I'mgoing to go a

little bit backwards here, but 1'd |like you to

turn to page 19 of 23 first, and on the |eft-hand
side of the page there's a heading "Qperationa
and Adm nistrative Matters Superintendent Hall".

Do you see that?

Yes.

And three bullets fromthe bottom you tal k about:
Addr essed issues of staffing shortages with
both Cties..

Now, | amgoing to stop there for a nonent and

note that this is in 1999 according to the headi ng

for that set of mnutes, June 15th, 1999.

Yes.

And so you say:

Addr essed issues of staffing shortages with
both Gties who are not very happy wth the

RCVP as an organi zation at the present tine,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

they are drafting correspondence to the
Conmi ssi oner,
etcetera. So is this describing a followup to
t he nmenor andum - -
Yes.
-- we just referred to?
Yes.
So you end that wth:
Coqui tl am Detachnent will be short 10-12 for
t he sumer.
So that's the sumer of 1999?
Yes.
And while we're in this tab would you turn,
pl ease, to page 13, and we can see from page 12
that these are mnutes for a neeting on March 8th,
2000. And on page 13 there's a heading on the
ri ght-hand side "QOperational and Adm nistrative
Matters Inspector Mouulton”. Do you see that?
Yes.
And this is the reference:
There are 20 nurder files outstandi ng, cannot
assist G side until they are cl eaned up.
GD is general duty side?
Yes.

Can you give us sone explanation for that entry,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

pl ease? Just sone el aboration. Wy would --

At these neetings we'd be discussing how we can
best allocate resources if we were running short
in a certain area, where we could pull bodies
from and despite the brief comment there |'m
taking that Inspector Multon at the tine is just
standing up for his side of the house and sayi ng,
"I can't give up bodies."

Ckay. So we know that at best there's one
sergeant, two corporals, and six constables in
Serious Crine, so that's a total of nine. W know
that Wayne G ary was on secondnent. And so
they're working on 20 nurder files?

Yes, they're on the back shelf waiting to be

sol ved.

And that would -- they had files other than nurder
files as well? Serious Crine did not only handl e
hom ci des?

Ch, that's correct, yes. This was in the days
before the Integrated Homi cide Investigation Team
And there were tinmes, is that right, when other
parts of the Coquitlam Detachnment had to take
files that were |less serious than homcide files
because Serious Crine sinply couldn't get to thenf?

Yes.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Wul d you turn, please, to tab 23. And this is a
draft report to council fromthe Protective
Services Commttee. |Is that a nunici pal

comm ttee?

Yes, it is.

Can you tell us what it was?

It's a commttee of council. It's in the
muni ci pal environnment |ike Vancouver's, Port
Moody's -- it would be like their police board.

So the detachnent would attend the Protective
Services Commttee along with Fire, Bylaws to talk
about various issues that were going on.

Generally nost of it is in canera, and we woul d

di scuss any concerns that they may have with the
police or anything that we thought that they
shoul d be nmade aware of that was going on in their
communi ty.

So this meno is dated April 11th, 2002, which is
just outside the terns of reference, but it does
appear to describe a situation that has been
ongoing for sone tine. 1'd ask you to |look at the
first paragraph under "Background & Coments". Do
you see that, sir?

Ch, okay. Yes.

It starts:
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Attached is a schedul e showi ng the strength
of police departnments within the province.
And | amgoing to take you to that in a m nute,
but at the last part of the paragraph is a
r ef er ence:
Zeroing in on the Lower Minland only and
folding in non-RCWP forces the average
strength becones one police officer for each
710 citizens. For our detachnent to attain
that sane strength we would add 71 nenbers to
t he detachnent.
Yes.
And is that accurate, sir?
Yes.
Wul d you turn, please, to the |last page in that
tab. It's a chart entitled "RCVWP resourcing”. W
have a list of nmunicipalities on the |eft-hand
side, popul ation, police strength, and then we
have popul ation per police, that colum. Do you
see that, sir?
Yes.
So for Coquitlamthe popul ation per police is
described as 1012, and these are 2000 statistics,
and for Port Coquitlam 1050, and that appears to

be the highest population per police ratio of the
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Lower Mainland nmunicipalities listed there. Does
that accord with your understandi ng?

Yes. Traditionally Port Coquitlam and Coquitlam
had the highest police -- or highest police to
popul ation ratio.

And then if we conpare that to Vancouver,
Vancouver's police to population ratio was 532,
but are you aware of any sort of circunstances
that woul d affect the conpari son between Vancouver
and Coqui tl anf

| think with the nunicipal departnents in
Vancouver they had nore police officers working

i nside conpared to what the RCWVP has.

So --

| believe that's where the difference -- why
there's such an extrene difference.

So there is a difference, it just mght not be
quite as sharp as what these figures would

i ndi cat e?

Because of all the shortages that we were having
we were trying to get all those police officers
that were doing admnistrative duties on the road
as opposed to sitting in the office.

Now, would you turn to tab 2, please. Now, you

spoke earlier in your evidence about your
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

responsi bility being obviously over resourcing but
also to deal with issues where the units that
reported to you becane -- cane to sonething of an
i npasse; is that fair?

Yes.

And so what we see at tab 2 is an exchange that is
of that nature, is it?

Yes.

And so here this is described as Project Shock on
page 1. Can you tell us very briefly what that's
about ?

If ny nenory serves ne correctly, | could be
corrected on this, but I think it was to do with
9/ 11.

And so were sone people taken away from --

Yes, we had sone peopl e seconded away.

And you said when they were seconded chances are
you' d never see them again?

That's correct.

And we can see a discussion in that initial neno
from Brad Zalys as to whether soneone from Serious
Crime Unit should go. The third paragraph in.
Yes.

So you said earlier that the Serious Crine Unit

was protected as much as possible, but not
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

entirely, | guess?

Right. In this particular case it woul d appear
that Lorne Schwartz or Dave Debolt has reached out
to Brad Zalys as the staff sergeant in charge and
said, "W have to provide a body," and they

al ready provided one, and that cane fromthe
street enforcenent side, and now they were trying
to figure out where a second body would conme from
And as we can see, SO you've got your inspectors,
your sergeants being involved in this, and we can
see on page -- what's on the bottom page 63 of 190
eventual ly you cone in to broker sone kind of a
resol ution here?

Yes.

Just while we're here, if you flip over to tab 3,
you see that there are sone docunents which are
lists of nmenbers. So these are records naintained
in the Coquitlam Detachnment, are they, or at |east
in "E" Division?

It looks like this was being kept by Constable
Sherstone for Staff Zalys.

Ckay.

| ' ve never seen it broken down this way that | can
recal | .

Ch, okay.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

THE COMM SSI ONER: So how nuch | onger are you going to be?

M5. TOBIAS: About two m nutes.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Two m nut es?

M5. TOBIAS: Yes.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ch, okay. Al right. W'Il finishit.

M5. TOBIAS: So, M. Conm ssioner, these docunents here, these
and sonme ot her docunents that we're going to refer
to as mayoral reports that tal k about the actua
files, I"'mnot going to ask this witness to go
into it at all but just to tell you that I'm
bri ngi ng them here because you're going to --
we're going to be tendering sone evidence putting
together all the figures and the details of the
files that Coquitlam had and the peopl e they had
in the Serious Crine Section. So | don't need
this witness to tell you anything detail ed about
it, but that's why |'m putting those docunents in
t hr ough him

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

M5. TOBI AS:

Q So all I want to ask you about, sir, is that there
are a nunber of tabs here that are entitled
"Mayor's Report" for the Serious Cine Section.
Those went in under your signature as commandi ng

officer?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Yes, and as you'll probably see as you go through
them a lot of them have been signed on ny behal f
by ny adm nistrative NCO because he gathers al
that information, forwards it on to the two
cities.

So as | understand that, there's nonthly reports
gathered by all your units put together, they go
out to the two mayors under your --

Yes.

-- signature, and they describe in a general way
what's been keeping the unit busy for that nonth?
Yes, wi thout getting into specific investigations.
Now, you've told M. Conmm ssioner about what you
knew about the Pickton file, and you tal ked about
letting the investigators do their work w thout
interference fromyou. Wen you say

i nvestigators, do you nean sinply the corporals or

do you -- or, sorry, the constables or do you
mean -- which level are you tal king about there?
The -- particularly on the Serious Crine Section

there's nore of a team approach to doi ng

i nvestigations. Constables and the supervising
corporals are -- they work pretty harnoni ously
t oget her, as opposed to the general duty side

where the corporal supervisors are really having
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

to direct those young constables on the road
because for the nost -- or -- because they're all
in the Serious Crine Section, working together on
the sane files or working together on many of the
sane files, so it's not like the sane as on the
general duty side where it really is where the
corporals are actually directing the constabl es on
t he road.

kay. So we know that between you and the
constabl es we had | nspector Multon, the staff
sergeant, Zalys or -- |'ve forgotten who cane --
who el se was -- Hal penny, and then we had Daryl |
Pol | ock, and then we had the corporals. Wich
part of that team are you tal king about when you
say, "l left the investigators to do their work"?
It would be all of them

Up to and including Multon, or not?

More up to the staff sergeant |evel.

You al so answered sone questions from M. Vertlieb
about the particular extract fromthe Evans report
that you read, and it tal ked about that there was
| think nothing further to be done, but | just
want -- you also tal ked in your evidence about
doing a cold interview of Robert Pickton. Do you

recall giving that evidence?
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M5. TOBI AS:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Yes.
And | just want to show you -- and I'msorry, M.
Conmm ssioner, | don't have a conplete copy of the

Evans report here, and | amgoing to showthis to

the witness and hand it up. There is a -- on page

55 and 56 of your interview with Deputy Chief

Evans you say that:
...Henley was sitting in Multon's office,
and they had that discussion, and it was
just, like, we got no further, no way -- no
nmore recourse. They've tried surveill ance
and they were going to try and do a cold
interview with him

| amjust going to give that to you. It's at the

bottom of the page 55 and the top of page 56. So

you've -- in other words, what | gather fromthat

is that you did tell Deputy Chief Evans that you

anticipated that there would be at |east that

further step that woul d be undertaken?

Yes.

|'d ask that that document be marked as the next

exhibit in these proceedi ngs, please.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .
THE REG STRAR.  That will be Exhibit 107.

(EXH BI'T 107: Docunent entitled - Excerpt from
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

Ric HALL interview transcript)

And if you go back to Exhibit 106, one | ast
docunent | want to ask you about, sir, at tab 10,
and this is what's described as the original
message from Al Macintyre to a nunber of parties,
including you. You are the second |ast person on
the "To" list. Do you see that?
Yes.
And there are sonme procedures being tal ked about
here in ternms of DNA analysis and so forth dealing
with m ssing persons investigations, and if you
flip over the page, it says:
As "m ssing persons" investigations are in
any event, a divisional policing priority,
any work done to inprove the solvability of
these historic files is high value added and
the right thing to do.
Do you see that?
Yes.
So that's sonething that woul d have gone to you?
Yes.
And it describes m ssing persons as a divisional
policing priority. Can you tell the conm ssioner

anyt hi ng about that?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

| think what has happened in the past is many

m ssing persons files went unattended. People
woul d be reported as mssing. Police officers
woul d add themto CPIC and put the file away, and
there woul d never be any followup. So we had

m ssi ng persons on that databank or people on the
dat abank i ndicated as m ssing and probably
returned hone two hours after they were reported
mssing. So there was -- the followup was not
being done. And this is going back in tinme, so --
How many -- |ike, back past 2002 or --

Yes.

How far back?

Before 2002. I|I'msorry.

How | ong before 20027

Probably in the '70, '80s, '90s.

Ckay.

So the pressure was on all units to ensure that we
were treating mssing persons files with the
appropriate authority -- or the appropriate
action. There was -- oftentines people were
reported mssing and they were tagged as bei ng
chronic and there would be no foll owup done, so
we were attenpting to get away from taggi ng people

as chronic and nake sure that the proper follow up
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

was done to nmake sure (a) that they returned hone
or were found.

And was that process already underway, that
process of retooling your procedures?

The process of ?

You said that, "W were trying to get away from
that."

Yes.

So had that effort been going on for sone period
of tinme before this nmeno cane out?

| believe it had been, and | think it's one of
those things that every year we got sonething |ike
this to remnd us that we had to do that.

Sir, those are all the questions | have to ask you
except that can you or would you like to say
anyt hi ng about how you have been affected by this
case since it happened?

| would just like to add that, as | nentioned
earlier, when | was standing in the Pickton farm
in February 6th of 2002 wondering how this
happened, | think about that alnost daily, what
could we have done better, how could we have done
things to make this not have happened, and | think
not only for me, but | think everybody that's been

touched by this investigation probably thinks the
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

sanme way. If it doesn't -- if you don't think
about it, sonebody tal ks about it, and
particularly with this inquiry going on. It
really resonates hone with us, and ne, because |
was the guy in charge and ultimately | was
responsi ble for the operations of Coquitlam
Det achnent. And when | think about what | could
have done differently, | don't think I could have.
| probably woul d have handl ed ny people the sane
way | handl ed them before | ever got to Coquitlam
in other |ocations.

TOBI AS:  Thank you, M. Comm ssioner.

COW SSIONER: Al'l right. Thank you. We'Ill adjourn.

REG STRAR  The hearing will now recess for 10 m nutes.
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 11:14 A MN.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 11:32 A V.)

REG STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

VERTLIEB: M. Gles, | would ask you to go back to being a
ti nekeeper here just so we can get this done.

COW SSI ONER: Yes, | think we need to do that.

REG STRAR. That neans the pay goes up.

COW SSI ONER:  There are a lot of lawers in the room
just ask out of courtesy that you keep to your

time estimtes. | don't want to wield a stick
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MR. GRATL:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Tobi as

here, but it's just courtesy to other counsel so
t hat everybody can have an opportunity to be

heard.

MR. VERTLIEB: So here's what we have. M. Peck's five

m nutes. He should go next, please. And then the
VPD are 45 mnutes, M. Gles, and let ne tell you
M. Ward has said 45 mnutes. | want to give you
the last fewtines. M. Wnteringham 15, M. Hra
one hour, and that's all | have. And |I'm not
going to keep chasing people. M. MKeachie asks

nore than once for this.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Peopl e don't even respond.
MR. VERTLIEB: No, that's right, so I'mfrankly not going to

run around.

THE COM SSIONER: Is it asking too nuch to respond to

comm ssi on counsel when you're asked about
estimates? This has been happeni ng throughout the

heari ng.

MR. VERTLIEB: It's just that if we don't have tinmes |'m going

to assune nothing. M. Gatl has given us no tine
that | have here in response. Maybe soneone
hasn't communi cated to ne.
Yes, M. Conm ssioner, | apologize. [|'mone of the
counsel that didn't respond in tine. |'mdoing ny

best to try to respond, but |I'mscranbling a
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Peck

little bit.

VERTLIEB: Don't worry about it, M. Gatl. You can wait
to the end of the day and hopefully we can fit you
in.

GRATL: | can say that | will be very brief with this
W t ness.

COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

VERTLIEB: So the only other thing is M. Roberts wants to
speak to you for five mnutes, so | suggest at 25
after we just stop and M. Roberts can address you
for the five mnutes he wants to talk to you.

COW SSIONER: Al right.

VERTLIEB: So, M. Gles, | hope you have all that, and M.
Gatl wll be just at the end of it, and hopefully
we'll fit that in. Thank you.

REG STRAR. (Good to go.

COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you. M. Peck.

PECK: Thank you. Peck for Gary Bass.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR PECK:

Q Sir, Gary Bass was the officer in charge of the
Major Crime Section of "E'" Division until July of
2000, when he becane the officer in charge of
Crimnal Operations "E' Division; you understand
t hat ?

A Yes.

83



© 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

THE
THE

THE

THE

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Peck

Q He had no command authority over you, did he?

A No.

Q Your detachnent operated autononously, and we've
seen fromthe charts that initially your reporting
command structure was to the CO of "E' Division,

that is, the deputy comm ssioner and then --

A Correct.

Q ~-- later it was the divisional officer?

A Yes.

Q Yes. Wen he was in charge of -- when he was A C
Major Crinme for "E' Division, Bass did not have
any authority to cone in and take an investigation
away from you?

A No.

PECK:  Thank you.

COW SSI ONER: Thank you. Al right. Wo's next?

REG STRAR M. D ckson, would you be kind enough to turn
off the mc.

VERTLI EB: M. Ward.

COW SSIONER: M. Chantl er.

CHANTLER: | amnot M. Ward, but | am here on behal f of
M. Vard.

COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

CHANTLER: M. Hall, it's Neil Chantler. 1'm co-counsel

with M. Caneron Ward on behalf of 25 famlies
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

whose | oved ones were confirned or suspected to
have been the victim of Robert Pickton. | have
just a few areas to canvass with you. M.
Comm ssioner, | amgoing to hand up three copies
of our brief.

THE COMM SSIONER: All right.

MR. CHANTLER: And before | forget, if we could have that
mar ked NR for the tine being.

THE COMM SSIONER: All right.

THE REA STRAR:  That will be marked as Exhi bit nunber 108NR.
(EXH BIT 108NR:  Cross-exam nation brief re
Superi ntendent Hall)

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, CHANTLER:

Q M. Hall, the first area |'d like to explore a
little further wwth you is your know edge of the
investigation into Pickton during the rel evant
time period, specifically the investigation into
Pickton. M friend M. Vertlieb asked you when
you first spoke to Inspector Moulton about
Pi ckton, and | gather that was at one of the
meetings in August 1999, but | understand you cane
across the Pickton nanme sone tinme before that; is
that correct?

A "' mnot sure how you nean.

Q Do you have any recollection of hearing about the
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

Pi ckton brothers before your neeting with

| nspector Moulton in the sumer of '99?

First tinme | heard the Pickton name brought up was
at a Monday norning briefing session where the

wat ch commander was goi ng over the general duty
reports fromthe weekend, and he nentioned Piggy's
Pal ace, and | had no idea what that was all about,
so | asked himwhat Piggy's Pal ace was, because
the police had responded along with the fire
department to shut it down, so it was explained to
me it was a partying pl ace.

Do you recall when that was?

It would have been June, July of '98.

Al right. The evidence you've just given does
accord with what you told Deputy Chief Evans in
her interview, but she didn't clarify with you
when that was. | thought you mght be referring
to discussions that surrounded the fire departnment
and police shutting down a New Year's Eve party in
1998 going into 1999. Do you recall any

di scussi ons about that?

You' ve sort of jogged ny nenory on it. | may have
been -- heard of it through the watch comrander's
report.

kay. If I mght --
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Specifically I"mstruggling with that one.

| mght jog your nenory further. [If you can be
referred to tab 9 of the brief |'ve handed up.
And, again, ny only point here is really to
establish at what date you nmay have had sone
know edge of the Picktons at all. This is a

t hree-page fax you sent to Fire Chief Randy Shaw.
Now, the date of this docunent is handwitten at
the top right-hand corner --

Yes.

--and it's reported to be January 4th, 1998,

whi ch woul d be sonetine before you' ve just

i ndicated, but | actually amled to believe that
this date is incorrect and that it should be
January 4th, 1999.

That woul d appear to be the case.

And | say that, and |I'mglad you agree, because
the notes on the foll ow ng page, what you're
actually faxing is a continuation report authored
by Sergeant Done in regards to the 1998 New Year's
Eve party at Piggy's Palace which was shut down by
the police, and so it would be illogical for this
fax to have been sent 12 nonths before that. So
accepting that the date is wongly witten and it

shoul d be January 4th, '99, and accepting your
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earlier evidence, you did have sone know edge of
the Pickton nanme, the Pickton famly, the Pickton
brothers fairly shortly after you arrived at the
Coqui tl am Detachnent; is that fair to say?

Yes.

Now, just a little bit further on that party

i ssue, the docunent being referred to in that
continuation report that was read out to the

Pi ckton brothers was, in fact, an order that had
been issued by the Suprene Court, an injunction
prohi biting such events at the Pickton property,
and that injunction order is found at tab 11 of ny
brief. Have you seen that before?

| can't say that | have. It may have been held on
our file that the nenber generated, but it appears
to have gone -- been through the fire departnent.
Al right. But based on the fact that you did
send that fax, you enclosed the continuation
report, you had been apprised of the police

i nvol verent with Piggy's Palace on New Year's Eve
1998, you had sone know edge of the goings-on at
Piggy's Palace at that tinme; is that fair to say?
Yes.

Ckay. And by that tinme you had been with the

Coqui tl am Det achnent, by ny count, approxi mately
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Cross-examr by M. Chantler

seven nonths, having arrived in May of 1998. Do
you agree with that?

Yes.

Now, in that time had you not been apprised by
your subordinates at the detachnent of the
attenpted nmurder charges that had been laid on
Robert WIliam Pickton resulting from an incident
in 1997 involving a sex trade worker in his
trailer?

I s your question was | advised of that?

Correct.

No.

Ckay. Nor were you aware, | assune, but correct
me if I'"'mwong, that a nmenber of your detachnent,
Cor poral Connor, had in August of '98, shortly
after you arrived, received information that there
was this potential serial killer operating in your
jurisdiction?

| was not aware of that.

kay. You were not aware that Corporal Connor had
entered Pickton's nane on CPIC?

No.

And you were not aware that Corporal Connor was
taking additional steps in the investigation of

Pi ckton, including speaking with the victimof the
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Cross-examr by M. Chantler

1997 attack, speaking with the detachnent's
civilian enpl oyee, Bev Hyaci nthe, who had known
the Picktons for years, he had nade a request to
Special "O' Section for surveillance on Robert

Pi ckton, and he had nade a request to Inspector
Sabey of "E" Division Air Services for aeria

phot ography of the Pickton property? You weren't
aware of any of those things?

| was shown a nenorandum requesting air

surveillance, but that was from 1998. | don't --
it has ny nane on it. | don't -- have never seen
a signed copy. | don't know whether | actually
signed it.

Do you recall when you first saw that docunent?
| was shown it to -- by DC Evans, | believe, or
DAQJ.

Much | ater?

During this inquiry.

| nmentioned Bev Hyacinthe. She was a civilian
enpl oyee at the Coquitlam Detachnent. D d you
know her ?

In passing. She worked in the radio room

Did you ever learn in your tine at Coquitlamthat
she had a connection to the Pickton famly?

No.
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Did you ever speak to her personally about the
Pi ckt ons?

| don't ever recall talking to her about that.
Accepting that she did know the Picktons
personal ly, would you agree that M. Hyaci nthe was
potentially a valuable resource for the Pickton
i nvestigation?

She may have been, yes.

And do you happen to know today the extent to
which Ms. Hyacinthe was used to further the

Pi ckton investigation?

| do not know.

When you | earned about the shut-down of Piggy's
Pal ace, did you also learn that this was a pl ace
that the RCMP had been nonitoring for sone tine?
The RCWP as in Coquitlant?

Correct.

O her than being called there to respond to
activities at Piggy's Pal ace --

Were you --

-- 1 wasn't aware that there was anything el se
that we were doing.

Were you nmade aware that that had been a fairly
regul ar occurrence, if that was the case?

A regul ar occurrence? |'mnot sure what you're
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referring to.

Dd the ROWP regularly respond to calls to attend
to Piggy's Palace to shut it down or whatever?

| don't have that information at ny fingertips.
This fax nmessage that you just showed to ne, like
now | realize obviously | did send it. That sort
of jogged ny nenory on that. But | can't recal
the nunber of tinmes that the police responded.
mean, that would have to be information that we'd
have to glean fromour old files.

Was it your inpression at that tinme, when you

| earned about the New Year's Eve event, that this
was a one-tinme event, or was it your inpression
that the police had in the past been called to
respond to Piggy's Palace? That's all I'mtrying
to clarify.

Yeah, | -- again, | can't say how many tines the
det achnment responded to that place. | sort of was
of the thinking that these guys were just a couple
of rascals that liked to party and bring people
in.

Al right. I'mstill not sure | have an answer to
the question, but at that tinme or in the pursuing
-- or preceding nonths did you cone to know

Piggy's Pal ace as sonewhere, and I'Il| just
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describe it with ny owmn words, a notorious beer
can attended to by nenbers of the biker comunity,
sonetimes sex trade workers were brought to the

Pi ggy' s Pal ace?

That last part | was never aware of.

Ckay.

You' re tal king about bikers and sex trade workers.
No.

Can you tell us what your know edge of Piggy's

Pal ace was? Perhaps this is the best way | should
approach this question. Just exhaust your

knowl edge of Piggy's Palace at that tine when --
after the New Year's party was shut down.

It was a place where the | ocal community went to
drink and party.

D d you have any know edge of the attendees at

t hose parties?

Not at that tine.

Have you ever been to Piggy's Pal ace?

No.

Have you since been to Piggy's Pal ace?

No.

M/ friend referred you in -- ny friend Ms. Tobi as
referred you in her examnation to a set of

m nutes fromProtective Services Commttee
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Cross-examr by M. Chantler

meetings or at |east one neeting. You attended
these neetings, and | believe you gave evidence
that nenbers of the fire departnent attended as
wel | ?

Yes.

Dd Piggy's Pal ace ever cone up at any of those

meet i ngs?

| don't recall it ever comng up. It may have,
but that's, like, quite a while ago.

Ckay.

There would be mnutes of all those neetings.
Dd the Pickton brothers or their farm ever cone
up?

Only after February of 2002.

Following that date |I've put to you as a date by
whi ch we can at | east say you knew of the

Pi cktons, in January '99, 1'll put to you a few
ot her events that occurred in the course of the
Pi ckton investigation. February 10th Constabl e
Strachan, Constable Pitt-Payne, and Cor por al
Connor net with nmenbers of the VPD and Provinci al
Unsol ved Homicide Unit to discuss the Pickton
investigation. D d you know about that at the
time the event occurred?

No.
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July 20th Corporal Connor received informtion
relating to another tipster, this tinme Ross
Caldwel |, and this was related to the horrifying
event in the barn. You'll recall Lynn Ellingsen's
story was passed to the police through Ross
Caldwell. D d you |learn about that when Corporal
Connor received that information?

| -- as | said earlier, | learned that through
Moul t on.

Ckay. And we discussed briefly a neeting on
August 11th, 1999. | believe we discussed this
nmeeting, or perhaps it was only the August 17th
nmeeting, but | believe you attended a neeting on
Cct ober 11th, 1999, with -- I'Il |ist some nanes
of attendees, and you can perhaps -- this wll
perhaps jog your nenory. Connor, dary, Pollock,
Andrews, Pridday, Ballantyne, Henley, Justason,
Lepi ne, and Chernoff. Do you recall this neeting?
" mnot specific on the date, but | recall a
nmeeting taking place at Coquitlam Detachnent in
our training room and the training roomthere has
a -- glass doors across the front of it, and |
recall, because it was ny normal practice if | saw
sonmet hing going on in there, where there's a big

nmeeting, | recognized sone of the players fromny
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time at Surrey Detachnent, so | went in to say
hell o, stand at the back of the roomuntil the
nmeeting got underway, see what it was about, then
|'"d wal k out and leave it to the investigators to
do what they've got to do.

Al right. | understand you have no specific
recollection. It was a long tinme ago. | put to
you that there were, according to docunentary
record, two neetings, August 1lth and another on
August 17th, and it appears fromthe record that
you attended both of those, and the topic of

di scussion in both cases was primarily the

evi dence that had been received about M.

El I i ngsen and the subsequent interview of M.

El i ngsen and what was to happen next. | believe
t he second neeting you only joined later in the
nmeeting, according to soneone's note. Does that
accord with your vague recollection?

Yes.

Ckay. So certainly by this tine you have

know edge that Robert Pickton is a suspect in the
di sappear ances of nunerous wonen from Vancouver's
Downt own Eastsi de, he's considered a potenti al
serial killer, he's living right within your

jurisdiction, and he's the subject of an ongoing
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i nvesti gati on bei ng conducted by your detachnent,
correct?

| don't think all of your statement is correct.
Ckay.

| don't think | was aware that he was a suspect as
a serial killer.

Al right. The rest of ny statenment was correct?
You understood that he was the subject of an

i nvestigation?

Yes.

And it related to the di sappearance of nunerous
worren from Vancouver's --

No.

- - Downt own East si de?

Specific to one.

Al right. Only the information relating --

Yes.

-- to Lynn Ellingsen's observations in the barn?
Correct.

Ckay. Now, you've testified today, and this
accords with your "will say" statenent that you
provided for the purpose of this inquiry, that
essentially the sumrer of 1999 was the |ast you
recal l ed hearing about the Pickton investigation

until the search warrant?
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Yes.

|'ve calculated that to be a period of

approxi mtely one year and four nonths. Now, | am
going to suggest to you that that's a rather |ong
period of time for you to have been unaware of the
progress or |ack thereof of the Pickton

i nvestigation at your detachnent. Wuld you agree
with that? And | may add, if you're struggling to
answer, that given its significance it's a |long
period of tinme for you to have not been updated on
that investigation.

That woul d be fair.

And you know now sitting here today that Pickton
remai ned a suspect throughout that tinme with
respect to at least the information received from
Ellingsen? He renmained a potential nurder
suspect ?

In ny mnd when | last met with Inspector Multon
and Frank Henley and they said that this was goi ng
nowhere and | heard nothing further fromthe
investigators, | was noving on with the other
things that | had to deal wth.

You know now that various investigative steps were
taken in furtherance of the Pickton

i nvestigation --
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Yes, now | do.
-- through that tinme?

And certainly until August, when Cor poral
Connor was pronoted, he had taken significant
steps towards confirmng the information that Lynn
El i ngsen had indirectly provided to police?

But I'mnot surprised at that.

Al right. And after Corporal Connor was pronoted
Const abl e Yurkiw essentially took carriage of that
i nvestigation; would you agree?

| now know that, yes.

So just putting two and two together, it's fair to
say that you were never apprised of any of the
steps that Constable Yurkiw took with respect to

t he Pickton investigation?

| was not.

And just to give you sone exanples of the steps
that were taken after that tine, after that
sumrer, January 19th, 2000, Robert Pi ckton was
actually interviewed at the Coquitlam Detachnent
in the presence of G na Houston by Constable
Yurkiw and Cater. You know now that that event
occurred?

Yes.

But you did not know about that event at the tine?
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| did not.

And presumably you were not informed of the
results of that interview, including that Robert
Pi ckton had invited officers to cone and have a
| ook around his farnf

Not until now.

I n February 2000 nenbers of the Serious Crine
Section nmet three tinmes, according to the
docunentary record, to discuss the status of the
Pi ckton investigation. You know now that these
events occurred --

Yes.

-- that they were having these neetings, but you
did not know at the tinme? That's a yes?

Yes.

February 19th, 2000, the RCWP's conduct of the
Pi ckton investigation was put on hold, according
to a note that we have, to free up resources for
anot her hom ci de investigation. Wre you aware of
t hat ?

Not that the Pickton file was being put on hold,
but I am aware of the other nurder investigations
bei ng undert aken.

On April 18th, 2000, Staff Sergeant Zalys and

| nspector Multon net again to discuss the Pickton
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file, and |lack of resources resulted in the

i nvestigation stalling further according to the
docunments we have. Wre you aware of that neeting
in April 2000 between Zalys and Multon and that
di scussi on?

| can't recall it ever being nentioned. It may
have been, but | have no recollection of it.

That, in nost |ikelihood, was just between the two
of them

And on March 30th, 2001, Corporal Frank Henl ey,
assigned to the Provincial Unsolved Hom cide Unit,
paid | believe what he later called a social visit
to Robert Pickton in which Henl ey advised Pickton
that he was still a person of interest. Do you
know now t hat that event occurred?

| know now.

But you didn't know about that at the tine?

No.

Do you have any conmment, as an aside, as to how
that visit that Henley paid to Robert Pickton

m ght have affected the ongoing investigation?

| don't know how it would have affected. | don't
know what transpired at this social visit. |
would find it hard to believe that Frank Henl ey

woul d do a social visit to Robert Pickton.

101



© 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

QO

o >» O » O » O » O >

O r» O >
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Are you suggesting the event may not have happened
or --

No, | don't think it was social.

Al right. Wat do you know about the visit?

| don't know anything about it.

Ckay.

QG her than the fact that it took place.

You never had a discussion with Corporal Henley --
No.

-- about that visit?

No.

On April 11th, 2001, the Coquitlam Major Crine
Section held a file review neeting and set Pickton
as a high priority file with Constabl e Yurkiw
tasked to continue the investigation. Do you know
now t hat that neeting occurred April 11th, 20017

| do now.

You weren't apprised of it at the tinme?

No.

So it's quite apparent now in hindsight |ooking
back that fairly significant steps were being
taken in the Pickton investigation in that year
and four nonths from when you say you were | ast
appri sed of the Pickton case and when Pi ckton was

ultimately -- when the farmwas ultimtely
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Cross-examr by M. Chantler

searched? Sone significant events occurred, and
you were never told about thenf?

Yes.

kay. Now, during that tinme you were having
regul ar neetings with other senior nenbers of the

Coqui tl am Detachnent. You testified earlier today

that you nmet -- the nmanagenent comm ttee neetings
were, | believe, weekly?
Mont hl y.

Monthly. Sorry.

O tried to be nonthly.

| presune you don't recall the Pickton

i nvestigation comng up at those neetings? That
woul d accord with what you said al ready.

| do not recall it comng up. It would have been
recorded. | had a recording secretary at that.
Al right. W have the mnutes of nine such
nmeet i ngs between January 1999 and Sept enber 2001.
Are those all the neetings that would have taken
pl ace?

| don't know. | don't have the file with ne.
They would all be recorded and held on file.

Were they necessarily every nonth, these neetings?
No, sonetines there was a del ay because we'd be

short -- people would be away and holiday tine,
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and so oftentinmes they got del ayed.

There were also neetings with the Serious Cine
Section. D d you attend those neetings?

No.

And you've nentioned earlier today that you net
every norning with Inspector Multon; aml
correct?

Pretty nmuch every norning, yes, when we both
arrived at work.

And | nspector Multon, to your know edge, to the
best of your recollection, never discussed with
you in those norning neetings the ongoi ng Pi ckton
i nvestigation?

O her than the tines that we tal ked about when we
met in his office.

In ny friend' s brief, and you don't need to refer
toit, but fromtabs 4 to 9 are a series of what
are called mayor's reports.

Yes.

M/ under standi ng of those are they're an effort to
keep the mayor up to speed on natters of
significance, investigations being carried out by
the Coquitlam Detachnent; is that correct?

Yes.

And those reports can be witten from-- witten
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by corporals? Corporal Connor submtted --
Yes.
-- several .

Const abl es?
| would say generally not by constables. They may
provi de input.
And hi gher ranks as well ?
Yes.
Al right. On ny review of those mayor reports --
firstly, it appears that nmayors are kept quite up
to date on even the nanes of peopl e under
investigation fromtinme to tine.
No.
Certainly when a major arrest is made. Perhaps
|"ve msread the reports.
| woul d suggest that they don't include nanes of
peopl e that are under investigation.
Al right. Sorry, |I've msread that. But
certainly when a major arrest is nade --
Yes.
-- the nanes are there?
O it's been in the public domain.
Sorry for interrupting. And if a crine has been
commtted and an ongoing investigation is

occurring, there will be an update to the mayor on
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t hat ongoi ng investigation?

Yes.

To a limted degree?

The purpose -- that was put in place before |I got
there, and we carried on doing it just to give the
mayors and councils a bit of an idea where their
tax dollars are going as far as policing is

concer ned.

Now, |'ve had a | ook through those neeting --
sorry, those mayor's reports, and | don't see any
mention of the Pickton investigation at all.
understand from your evidence that it wouldn't
probably say his nane, but | don't see any nention
of any investigation into an all eged nurder such
as that Coquitlam was, we know now, investigating
at that time. Does that accord with your

know edge or your understandi ng?

Yes.

Can you explain why that would be?

No doubt it was on -- when the input was being
provi ded by the nmenbers of the Serious Crine Unit,
| woul d suggest that they probably just did not
want that information getting out because
information could be | eaked from those counci

m nut es.
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I s your evidence that there are investigations of
a certain nature that will not get put on a

mayor's report because --

Yes.

-- it's particularly sensitive?

Yes.

Al right. 1 want to refer you to a couple of

interview transcripts, interviews conducted of

| nspector Moulton. The first is at tab 4 of ny
brief. If you turn -- first, we can see this
is -- it's called the statenment of Chief

Superi ntendent, as he then was, Earl Moulton.

It's conducted by -- the interview is conducted by
Staff Sergeant Simm I, but |Inspector Bob WIIlians
is there as well. And the date of the actua

interview is Septenber 27th, 2002. |If we turn to
page 6 of 12, the first half of the page they're
di scussing the steps that could have been taken
with respect to Lynn Ellingsen to further the
i nvestigation of Pickton, and then about halfway
down the page I nspector WIIlianms, who's now
i nterview ng Multon, says:
Did...did...Ws senior nmanagenent from our
Force ever briefed on...on this? Wre they

aware of the contents of Lynn ELLI NGSEN s
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al | egati ons?
And Moul ton says:
| recollect a conversation | had with Gary

BASS | believe at the tine.

WIlians:
Ckay.
Moul t on:

And Gary was well informed. And...and | kept
Rick HALL involved as well at Coquitlam
Det achnent .
Now, before | ask any questions | just want to
show you another quote at tab 5 of ny brief. Now,
this interview is conducted by DC Evans, Deputy
Chi ef Evans, hired by this conm ssion, of then
Chi ef Superintendent Moulton. This is nearly nine
years later. And if we turn over the page to page
67, the very bottom of the page, line 25, Jennifer
Evans says:
Ckay. And were you aware that in the year
‘99, late '99, 2000, that wonmen continued to
go m ssing?
Moul t on:
Yes.
Evans:

So, did you keep your investigation -- your
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

superior -- | recall, Gary Bass -- inforned
of the, of the Coquitlaminvestigation or the
m sSsi ng wonmen concerns or --
Moul t on:
| would have kept Ric Hall involved.
Turning to tab 7 of ny brief, one nore passage, on
Sept enber 8th, 2002, M ke Connor was interviewed
by Bob WIllians. Second page, which is page 26 of
42, two paragraphs down WIIlians asks:
Seni or managenent of our Force was briefed on
this...on this investigation?
Connor says:
Senior...certainly Inspector MOULTON was
aware, he was our QOperational Support Oficer
here in Coquitlam Superintendent HALL was
certainly aware, he's the O C here in
Coqui t | am
So, M. Hall, ny question to you is this. Dd
| nspector Multon and Sergeant Connor keep you
informed generally on the Pickton investigation as
they' ve reported in these interviews?
| can't speak to what |nspector Multon is saying
here when he's being interviewed -- or pardon ne.
Looking at M ke Connor's, |I'msure that he

probably did talk to I nspector Multon. Wether
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MR. CHANTLER:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

there was any further conversations other than the
ones |'ve referred to earlier, | do not recall
Sergeant Connor doesn't just say he kept |nspector
Moul t on apprised. He says, and | quote:
Superi ntendent HALL was certainly aware, he's
the OC here in Coquitlam
And | appreciate that it's not entirely clear what
date periods they're referring to. They're
speaki ng generally, about the tinme period
generally, and | just want to ask if their
statenents accord with your recollection or if you
feel they need to be significantly qualified?
| don't know in that particular one on page 26 of
42 from M ke Connor when he says:
Superi ntendent HALL was certainly aware, he's
the A C
Is that an assunption on his part? | don't know.
Al right. Do you know why they m ght have said
in these interviews that they generally were
keeping you up to date on the status of the
Pi ckton investigation? Do you have any suggestion

as to why they --

THE COM SSIONER: |I'msorry. You're asking himas to why

sonmeone di d sonet hi ng.

'l nove on.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

THE COW SSI ONER:  Maybe you can --

MR. CHANTLER:

O r» O >

o r

It's a difficult question to answer.
appreciate that.
Cenerally as inspectors should Multon have been
regularly apprised hinself of the Pickton
i nvestigation in his position?
Yes.
And, in turn, should he have been the one updating
you on the Pickton investigation?
If there was information to be passed on.
| am going to nove to anot her subject, M. Hall.
Did you have any know edge of the Coordi nated Law
Enforcenment Unit's interest in the Picktons during
t hose years --
No.
-- '98 to 20027
No.
Are you aware at all whether CLEU, as they're
call ed, had opened files on the Picktons?
No.
D d you have any dealings with CLEU at all in your
tinme as inspector at Coquitlam Detachnent?
| don't believe so, no.
Did you have any know edge of the Picktons
alleged affiliation wwth the Hells Angel s?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

No.

To your know edge, was this sonething that the
Coquitl am RCOVP was nonitoring in any way?

They may well have. W had an intelligence unit
there, small, but they may wel|l have been doing
t hat .

Wul d that unit have reported to you?

Thr ough the operations support officer, Multon,
and Schwart z.

| expect you don't know then if any wire-taps or
surveill ance had ever been conducted on the

Pi cktons - -

| do not.

-- as aresult of their alleged connection to the
Hel I s Angel s?

You had no know edge at all of any
affiliation between Robert Pickton and the Hells
Angel s, just to conclude on this topic?

No.

Ckay. I'd like to refer you to a coupl e of
passages fromyour interview with Deputy Chief
Evans. This is at tab 1 of ny brief starting at
page 59. Here you're having a discussion about
the information the investigators received about

Ellingsen, and | start at line 11. You say:
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

No, | don't recall hearing that. Um I
| earned earlier on, particularly when | went
to Surrey Detachnent, because of the size of
that place, the work that was going on there,
is when you get stories comng in about
t hi ngs happeni ng, uhm | |earned very fast
that I would not go, "oh, wow, this is bad."
Let the investigators do their job.
"1l stop right there. That accords with evidence
you' ve given earlier today that essentially you
adopted a fairly passive managenent style. Wuld
you say that's fair?
| don't think that's a fair statenent.
Al right. "Il suggest that your evidence has
been that you | et your subordinates do their jobs
and to cone to you --
Yes.
-- when they had a problemor they needed to
report sonething to you?
Certainly on the Serious Crine side, yes.
Al right. Now, |'ve called that passive as
opposed to perhaps an active managenent style,
where you m ght have sought out their -- or gone
to them and asked them how they were doi ng and

what investigations they were working on.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

But | did that daily.

Al right. I'"mnot quite sure that | can
reconcil e those two comments; you did that daily,
but you let themcone to you when they had a
problem Can you just help clarify that for nme?
Certainly. Every day | would go down through the
Serious Crinme Section and all the different
sections within the detachnment, stop, talk with
the constables doing the work if they had a file

t hat was ongoing that had conme in recently, was a
hot topic. | would talk with the sergeant in
charge of the plainclothes section. | talked with
the staff sergeants that were in charge of the

pl ai ncl ot hes section, Hal penny and Zalys.

talked to the general duty watch comranders and
sergeants and the general duty constables. Every
day | was at the office I would wander down

t hrough those various sections, talk to them find
out what was goi ng on.

And woul d you ask them about investigations you
happened to know t hey were working on?

If it was sonething that was up front and had j ust
occurred, a nurder, major sex assault case that
had just cone in, sure, |1'd ask themhow it was

goi ng, "Do you need anything?"
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

But you never asked about the Pickton

i nvestigation?

No, | did not.

Can you explain that?

| think | did earlier. | -- sonetine in the end
of "98 in ny mnd that had cone to an end.
Certainly that would accord wth the next passage
|'"d like to read, which is page 61 of your
interview with Jenni fer Evans, over the page,
starting at line 6. Sorry, I'll start at line 5.

No? You are shaking your head? kay.

Hal | :
As | told these fol ks, you know, |, | drove
by the turnoff to the Pickton farmtw ce a
day, for the nost part, --

Evans:
Hm hnm?

Hal | :
-- for two -- | think it was four years, and
every time | drove by, | didn't go to nyself,
"We've got a mass nmurderer or a serial killer
living here."

Evans:

Right. Gkay. Uwm but did you ever drive by
and go, "Hmm | wonder what's going on with
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

the Pickton investigation"?
Hal | :
No, I can't think that -- say that | did.
So fromyour comrents to Deputy Chief Evans and
fromyour earlier evidence it appears that the
Pi ckton investigation wasn't even on your radar,
to put it one way, it wasn't a concern of yours at
all after those conversations that you described
in'99?
Fair statenent.
Page 69 of your interview with Deputy Chief Evans
at line 10 Jennifer Evans asks:
How was it that -- like, | understand Brad
Zalys, at one point is going to Earl Multon
saying, "Pickton is still a priority, we've
still got to work on this,” and he's being
told that "priority of the day takes
precedence over Pickton, because we have to
deal with what cones through the door."
How do you defend the fact, though, that
you' ve got 27 m ssing wonen, that how is that
not a priority over an attenpt nurder or a
priority over a home invasion or a robbery?
Your answer:

Good question. Umm alls | can say is that,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

at the tine, dealing with what was happeni ng
now, obviously had to take precedence. And |
can't speak on behalf of the investigators
because clearly, they were still running with
this or had knowl edge of it, but that
i nformation wasn't being passed to ne, and |
hate to say, | didn't know of it. | think
that's a fair statenent.
Your comments to Deputy Chief Evans suggested it
was the responsibility of the investigators, |ike
Zalys, Connor and Yurkiw, perhaps |nspector
Moulton as well, to cone to you with information
about the Pickton investigation; is that correct?
|f they thought that they had to, yes.
Did you believe you had any responsibility to be
proactive and seek out further information about
t he Pickton investigation?
| worked on what | believed was -- had happened or
how the investigation into the information on the
single incident had cone to an end.
You had plenty of opportunity to ask for an update
at the managenent comm ttee neetings, for exanple;
woul d you agree with that?
Yes, but | was al so working under the assunption

that it wasn't going any further, had not gone any
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

further.

Were you aware at that tinme that the crisis of

m ssi ng wonen from Vancouver's Downt own Eastsi de
was continuing and was a major issue of public
concern?

Yes.

Were you aware of the regular nedia articles on
t he subject?

Yes.

None of that pronpted you to ask for an update on
t he Pickton investigation?

Did not.

THE REA STRAR. M. Chantler, you have three m nutes.

MR. CHANTLER
Q

Thank you.
Know ng what you know now, do you w sh that you
had taken further steps to find out nore about the
Pi ckton investigation?
Know ng what | know now, yes.
Al right. | have a couple of sections I'd |like
to cover with you quite briefly, and | think I
understand from you your limted know edge of the
Pi ckton investigation. Wat | want you to confirm
for us is what inpact that m ght have had on your
j ob as superintendent over the managenent of

resources. Now, | understand that your role was
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

mai nly adm nistrative in nature. You set that out
in your "wll say"?

Yes.

You dealt with the cities on funding issues,
correct?

Yes.

And while the distribution of resources within a
section was up to the inspector in charge of that
section, the actual distribution of resources to a
section was your responsibility?

Certainly. It was all done in discussion with ny
two operations officers.

Right. So in order for you to do your job, which
was to determne the resource allocation between
the sections, you needed to be reasonably apprised
of the resource demands of those sections,
correct?

Yes.

And you testified earlier today that this was a
fine bal ancing act, no easy answer, correct?

Yes.

But surely the nore information you had about what
t he demands were of a section, the easier your job
woul d have been?

Yes.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

And you didn't get that information fromthe
Serious Crine Section in this case, did you?

No. As | understand it, they believed that they
had the resources that they needed at the tine.
The person to have cone to you and said, "W need
nore resources for Serious Crinme because we're
struggling with this Pickton investigation and
struggling to keep it on the front burner," if |
may, woul d have been | nspector Multon; would you
agree?

O it could have been Staff Zalys.

But it could have been | nspector Moulton?

Coul d have been.

Wul d you say it should have been?

No doubt it would be in consultation with Staff
Zal ys.

| believe your evidence earlier today is that no
requests for additional resources with respect to
the Pickton investigation were ever nmade to you?
No.

Do you know now that resources was an issue
preventing the Pickton investigation from being
furthered?

| don't know that.

Wll, the fastest way for ne to take you to sone
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

evi dence of that would be Deputy Chief Evans
report, Exhibit 34. Sorry, 1'll take you to tab 6
of ny brief, which is a note of Staff Sergeant
Zal ys Decenber 21st, 1999. Staff Sergeant Zalys
wites on the bottomright side of this page, and
it's hard to read, but I'll read it out:
had spoken to Inspector Multon since
returning to,
it's illegible,
about workl oad & shortages on,
Serious Crinme Unit,
SCUwith two nenbers away for |ong period of
time (was supposed to end in Decenber but
unlikely). Many old jobs continue to be
negl ected - said he understood - priority to
serious new files. Wrk on old ones when we
can - not happeni ng!
COver the page this is another date, April 18th,
2000. He writes:
E-mail sent to I nspector Multon, Inspector
Debol t, Superintendent Hall & Christine
Stanley to deal with deficiencies in
interview room- sent April 13th
- issues have not been addressed

- also discussed Pickton versus --
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

| ooks i ke "karoke file".

Kar aoke.

...karoke file previous week - drop Pickton

for tinme being, no resources.
W11l you accept that resources played a factor in
your departnment’'s inability to take steps in the
Pi ckton investigation?
Yes, and ot hers.
The final area I'd like to canvass with you is
with respect to your detachment's comruni cations
with Project Evenhanded. You know that this joint
force operation cane into effect approximtely
January 20017
Yes.
And there was certainly cooperation between the
RCW's "E" Division and the VPD in the formation
and managenment of this JFGQ you'd agree?
Yes.
| want to ask you about the extent of the
Coqui tl am Det achnment's involvenent. D d you
contribute resources to the JFO?
| believe we did.
Can you briefly describe what resources you

provi ded?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

| think -- and | would need a list of nanes to see
who was there and where they cane from but |
believe we did provide bodies --

Ckay.

-- to the project.

Did you have any comruni cation with nmenbers of the
JFO about their ongoing work?

Not very often.

Were you aware in February 2001 that VPD Detective
Little was assigned to Project Evenhanded and was
tasked with prioritizing suspects?

No.

Did you have any know edge at all of the work

Proj ect Evenhanded did into suspects?

No.

W know now that Pickton was on their suspect |ist
highly prioritized, at one point fromone I|ist
apparently | ooks |ike the nunber one suspect. Had
you known that at the tinme, would that have

conpel l ed you to seek an update?

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.
MB. W NTERI NGHAM Just to be clear, that's not the evidence.

The evi dence - -

THE REGQ STRAR: M crophone.
M5. W NTERI NGHAM  Sorry, Janet Wnteringham for Don Adam. The
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

evi dence before this commssion is that M.
Pi ckton may have been prioritized in the Project
Arelia files, not in the Project Evenhanded files.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Proj ect Evenhanded was just in its inception
at that tine.

M5. W NTERI NGHAM  That's correct.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ri ght .

MR. CHANTLER: Thank you, Ms. Wnteringham |'msorry if |
m sspoke. |I'mreferring to docunents, M.
Conmi ssi oner, for your benefit, that are in ny
brief at tab 10. | won't go into themin detail,
but they're the handwitten notes of Detective
Little in which he is ranking the various
suspects.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Al right. Thank you.

MR. CHANTLER: And it's not clear fromthese notes always what
date they were drafted. W're doing our best to
figure out what they nean, and we don't have --

THE COM SSI ONER:  But we know that that's -- Project
Evenhanded started at that tine.

MR. CHANTLER: Certainly.

Q And ny point is sinply this, it's that Pickton was
on the list of high priority suspects. Had you
known that at the tinme, would it have pronpted you

to seek an update fromyour investigators into
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MR. GRATL:

MR. ROBERTS:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Chantler

that investigation?

It may well have, yes.

And woul d it have perhaps then pronpted you to
demand additional resources into that

i nvestigation?

It would be ny understanding at that tine that it
woul d have been turned over to Evenhanded or the

M ssi ng Wnen Task Force.

THE REG STRAR: Tinme, M. Chantler. W need tine for M.

Roberts.

MR. CHANTLER: Al right. Those are ny questions.
THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you, M. Chantler.

M. Conm ssioner, | just rise to ask all counsel to
check their e-mail in boxes. |'ve just served
notice of an urgent application for disclosure by
t he Vancouver Police Departnent of docunents
dealing with a raid and cl osure of Jame Lee
Ham |l ton's Grandma's House in 2000. | was told
yesterday after the hearing concluded that M.

Ham |lton will be testifying in panel format on
Monday, and so that applicationis alittle bit

urgent .

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

have an application or you have --

Thank you, M. Comm ssioner, and -- for your
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MR. ROBERTS:

Pr oceedi ngs

i ndul gence and everyone here for the brief remarks
| wish to nake with respect to Process Managenent

Directive #3, M. Comm ssi oner.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

And let ne start by saying first of all that |
acknow edge the great burden that this comm ssion
is to everybody and in particular to you, sir, and
to conm ssion counsel. | renenber the remarks
that | heard -- read in the press by the
Honour abl e Tom Brai dwood that this is a nore
difficult commssion in his view, this one is than
his, and so I'd like you to keep that in mnd with
what | am about to say.

| turn in your directive, M. Conm ssioner,
to paragraph 7, and it's the one which nakes

ref erence to maki ng recommendati ons, and you end
t hat paragraph, sir, by saying:

| cannot i nmagi ne anyone woul d seriously

di sagree that this is ny nost inportant task.
And | want to say, yes, indeed, | agree it is a
very inportant task, | will say nost inportant
task, as long as it's equal to another nost
inmportant task. In ny respectful subm ssion, and
this is -- I'"'mspeaking for ny client, Marion

Bryce, the nost inportant task of this comm ssion

126



© 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

Pr oceedi ngs

is toinquire into the conduct of the police
i nvestigations that allowed her daughter to get
pi cked up and killed, which was in 2001, and as |
speak to her and to others, nost people, including
the public, want to know what happened in the
police investigations, and that's in directive --
termof reference #1. Yes, of course we need to
get to recommendations, and | think the idea of
panels is a good one, but there is a serious
amount of work still to be done in this regard.
This week we heard for the first tinme through
Chief -- fornmer Chief Terry Blythe that, yes,
i ndeed, there were crines in Vancouver to be
investigated. He said when led through his
evi dence by one of Canada's forenost crimnal |aw
| awyers, Edward G eenspan, that the case was
Vancouver's case, the crimes were Vancouver's,
that so far as he was concerned the fact that
bodi es or evidence showed up el sewhere was
irrelevant. He said as well, when taken to the
rewards, which the public of this province backed
t hrough the Attorney General and the police board
of Vancouver, signed off by Terry Blythe and
former Attorney Ceneral Dosanjh, that the crines

to be investigated for which information was
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Pr oceedi ngs

sought by reason of that -- by way of that reward
of unlawful confinenent, ki dnapping, and nurder
were the crinmes in Vancouver. M. Blythe said
that he regarded them as serious, they were not
w ndow dressing, that he expected the police force
of Vancouver under his jurisdiction, under his
| eadership to investigate those crines. W have
burdened, we have | aboured four nonths, in ny
respectful subm ssion, w thout having that
est abl i shed.

| don't nmean to be critical, but in ny
pr of essi onal opinion and experience that was an a
priori question for this conmssion. This
comm ssion is to inquire into the conduct of the
police investigations. It was not our job to
determ ne what the crinmes were in Vancouver that
are to be inquired into as to the police
i nvestigations. That was a very unfortunate
situation to happen, in ny view, in ny subm ssion,
to have the internal review report put before this
comm ssi on, which does not identify any crines in
Vancouver, and then to have its author go into the
W tness stand and say there were no crines in
Vancouver and then to westle mghtily with nme in

cross-exam nation as to whet her ki dnapping was a
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Pr oceedi ngs

crime in Vancouver to be investigated.

So | won't say nore about that now. W do
have the evidence after four nonths, | believe,
and | do submt that it may well be -- that four-
nonth burden may well be a reason why ny
col | eague, M. Ward, has nade extensive docunent
requests | abouring under the burden of not know ng
what are the crinmes in Vancouver.

In ny subm ssion, | don't want to interfere
with what is set for next week, but | respectfully
submt that as soon as possible there should be
three or four wtnesses called. Your nmenorandum
refers to Constabl e Shenher as a | ead
investigator. Wth the utnost respect, M.
Conmi ssi oner, she was the only investigator. She
knew not hi ng about hom cide. She didn't know
about the crine of the kidnapping, and she didn't
know how to treat the source, and she |ost contact
with the source. She was not investigating
ki dnappi ng, which was one of the crines in
Vancouver according to Terry Blythe. W need to
hear from her supervisor, Sergeant Field. W need
to hear from her supervisor or the person she
reported to, Brock Gles. And we need to hear

fromthe head of that departnent, that division,
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And | don't like the termsilos, wth utnost
respect to comm ssion counsel. There was nuch
col | aboration back and forth between those two
terns -- two divisions.

Anyway, in ny subm ssion, | respectfully ask
this conm ssion to nmake arrangenents so that we
can finally pursue the evidence of what happened
in the conduct of the police investigations in
Vancouver, and then, M. Conm ssioner,
respectfully agree with you we're ready to dea
with the question of recommendati ons and how to
better communicate with the people who are

affected by a crimnal predator such as this.

THE COW SSI ONER:  You should talk to comm ssi on counsel

MR. ROBERTS:

about that, if you want specific w tnesses call ed,
and not only that, but the fact that panels are
com ng doesn't nean that the rest of the case
won't go ahead, such as the 1997 attack, and all
of those --

| under st and.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Those will all be canvassed. And you talk

MR. ROBERTS:

about crines being commtted in Vancouver. Well,
you have that evidence through Terry Bl ythe, that
there were --

lt's taken four nonths, sir.
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Pr oceedi ngs

THE COWMM SSI ONER:  Vancouver did accept responsibility, and

MR. ROBERTS:

there m ght be other counsel here who woul d argue
that -- that contrary to what you're saying it's
just not Vancouver but there were other
jurisdictions. That is sonething we'll have to
ultimately -- 1'Il have to ultimtely decide that,
and you're free to argue that at the end of the
day.

| understand, but | do want to nmake the point it
was not our task. That was an a priori question.
Qur task is to inquire into the conduct of those

i nvestigations, and it's been a big burden on us,
particularly those who are not representing the
police forces before this comm ssion of inquiry.
And | -- all I'"masking is that these w tnesses be

call ed sooner rather than | ater.

THE COW SSIONER: Al right. Yes.

MR. DI CKSON:
MR. ROBERTS:
MR. DI CKSON:

M . Conm ssioner, Tim D ckson for the departnent.
If I mght respond to M. Roberts' argunent.

It wasn't an argunent.

| mght be able to shorten things up a little bit
for M. Roberts. Let nme nmake very clear that the
VPD and Deputy Chief LePard have never, not for a
singl e second, taken the position that it was not

i ncunbent upon themto investigate kidnapping,
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abduction, forcible confinenent, nurder within
Vancouver. Certainly not. And if M. Roberts
went back and read the LePard report, he woul d see
a litany of criticismof Deputy Chief LePard s own
departnment, the Vancouver Police, with respect to
i nvestigations of m ssing wonen. That indeed is
the entire tenor of the report. The confusion
appears to be what is done with the investigation
in Coquitlam and every w tness who has cone
before you, M. Comm ssioner, has said that with
respect to what was going on on Pickton's farm
they do not see kidnapping as a useful charge.
They see an investigation of nurder, an

i nvestigation of forcible confinenent, of
attenpted nmurder, of aggravated assault. Those
are the charges. It is not helpful in every
single witness's opinion who has cone before you
to investigate kidnapping. But it doesn't matter.
Certainly the departnent's viewis that it was

i nvestigating the m ssing wonen as a whole and it

had to investigate them for a nunber of crines.

THE COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.
THE REGQ STRAR:.  The hearing is now adjourned until 1:45.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 12:37 P.MN.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 1:48 P. V.)
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

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

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay.

MR. VERTLIEB: So, M. Conmm ssioner, just so you know, we have
two hours of hearing tine, and you have two hours
for questions, and that neans that M. D ckson,
who's doing the VPD, 45 mnutes, Ms. Wnteringham
15, and M. Hra one hour, and that is it.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. VERTLIEB: And that finishes M. Hall for the day, as we
pl anned to do.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

MR. VERTLIEB: (Qbviously we're grateful for M. G1les keeping
those tine limts in place. Thank you.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Yes, M. Dickson.

MR. DI CKSON: Yes, M. Comm ssioner. TimDi ckson for the
Vancouver Police Departnent.

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, DI CKSON:

Q Superintendent Hall, | want to start by follow ng
up on an answer you gave to Ms. Tobias this
nmorning. You said that in the past in the RCW
m ssing person files often went unattended, they
were -- in the sense that they were added to CPIC
and then they were sort of put away. Do you
recall that?

A Yes.
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MR. DI CKSON:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

And you spoke to that point a little bit in your
interview with Deputy Chief Evans, and |'ve put
together a little package. M. Registrar, | left

three of these packages on your chair.

THE REG STRAR  They' ve been passed out.

Yes. Thank you.

Q And, Superintendent, there at the back of that

package is a little stapled package of eight
pages, and it's just -- it should be just slid
into the back of the package. Yes, that's the
one. And so you can see here that this is the
first page of your interview with Deputy Chief
Evans?
Yes.
And if we turn over the page, starting at line 14
you had been speaking on this point with Deputy
Chi ef Evans, and she asks you this.
Vell, it's interesting you say that, because
in a nmeno dated, and you woul dn't have seen
this nmeno, in April of 1999, Sergeant Field,
Cerany Field fromthe Vancouver Police,
wites a nmeno to her Police Services Board
and suggests in this nmeno, that says, or
states in the nmeno, that,

and then she's quoting,
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Vancouver is the only police agency
across Canada that actually has a
desi gnated m ssing persons unit. For
the nost part, police agencies put up a
m ssing person on CPIC and don't do any
i nvesti gation.
And then she asks you:
Wul d you say that's an accurate portrayal ?
And you sai d:
Back then? Yes.
And she asks:
Back then?
And you sai d:
Yes.
And that accurately reflects your evidence,
doesn't it?
Yes.
Now, | think it's clear from your evidence this
norni ng that you were not closely involved in the
Pi ckton investigation out of Coquitlanf
That's correct. Excuse nme. That's correct.
You have said that you trusted your investigators
and you didn't interfere with thenf?
Yes.

And that was perhaps especially true of the
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Serious Crinme Section?

Yes.

You don't have a background in investigations?
That's correct.

And M ke Connor was a very seasoned investigator?
Yes.

Naturally you would respect and trust his judgnment
with respect to investigative approaches?

Yes.

And indeed on the Pickton investigation in
particul ar Corporal Connor, |ater Sergeant Connor,
had the nost in-depth know edge of the evidence?
Based on everything |I know now, yes, that woul d be
a true statenent.

He was the | ead investigator on the attenpted
murder in 19977

Yes.

And he was the Coquitlaminvestigator who was

i nvestigating the H scox information in 19987

Yes.

And he was the lead investigator in the sumer of
19997

Correct.

And so you would trust his know edge of the

evi dence?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

O the evidence?

Yes. You would trust his know edge of the
information that was being gathered as part of the
Pi ckton investigation?

Yes.

And you would trust his judgnent of its

i nvestigative value and what could be done with
it?

Yes.

| ndeed, M ke Connor was the person wthin
Coqui t | am Det achnent who knew the nost about the
Pi ckton investigation?

| think that's a fair statenent, yes.

Now | want to ask you sone questions about
Coquitlam s investigation as of the sumrer of

1999. That's when Ross Cal dwel| canme forward with
information that he had apparently received from
Lynn Ellingsen, who had told himthat she'd seen
Pi ckton skinning a sex worker in his barn,
correct?

| believe that's the flow of it.

And then Coquitlam Detachnment |ed an investigation
into that information with assistance from"E"
Division Serious Crinme, Unsolved Hom cide, and the

VPD?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Correct.

And that was in the summer of 19997

Yes.

And at that tine Coquitlam Detachnment was | ooki ng
at information comng fromLynn Ellingsen that

Pi ckton had been seen nurdering a woman in his
barn? That was the inport of it?

' maware of that now, yes.

And, of course, that barn's on his property in
Port Coquitlam which is in your jurisdiction?
Yes.

And so if the information is true, it's indicating
a hom cide taking place in your jurisdiction?
Yes.

And there's been a | ot of discussion about
jurisdiction in this inquiry, as you wll have
seen just before the lunch break, and I want to
take you to Sergeant Connor's evidence on this
point and see if you agree with it. So in this
package |'ve included extracts from Sergeant
Connor's testinony before this inquiry, and we'll
go first to tab 1. This is Sergeant Connor's
testinony in chief with M. Vertlieb for the
comm ssion, and starting at line 20 he asks this:

Staff Sergeant, | just want to clarify
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

the | ast discussion we had just before
the break, and | have in mnd the
guestions that | asked and then the
comm ssioner's questions. Just so
we're clear, when you said that you
bel i eved you were investigating the
Coqui tl amissue and not the m ssing
wonen investigation issue, just let's
be clear on the record what you nean by
that. Wat were you actually

i nvestigating?

And Sergeant Connor replied:

| was -- there were two sets of

i nvestigations going on in ny mnd.

The one was the m ssing wonen out of
Vancouver, which the Vancouver City
Police were dealing with, and the issue
that | was solely dealing wth was the
purported nmurders of wonmen or a wonan
or wonen at the Pickton property.

So that would have included wonen who had
gone m ssing and possibly murdered who
were from the Downt own Eastside of

Vancouver ?

A That's correct. [t's the information
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

related to that, yes.
And that accords with your understandi ng of
Coquitlam s role in all of this, doesn't it?
Speaki ng from what | know now?
Yes.
Yes.
Thank you. Now, the Ellingsen information rel ated
inits specifics, in that information about her
havi ng seen Pickton murdering a sex worker in the
barn, that related to one sex worker? There was
one sex worker who was hanging in the barn,
correct?
That's what was related to ne, yeah.
But as you know now at |east, Coquitlam Detachnent
had other information as well, and when Sergeant
Connor was on the stand he testified that he knew
that they were investigating Pickton for possibly
killing a nunber of sex workers, and do you accept
that that was the focus of Coquitlams
i nvestigation into Pickton?
Now?
Yes.
Yes.
It was a serial killer investigation?

Possi bly, yes. Hadn't been proven yet.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

No, of course not. |It's only an investigation.
Yes.
It's not a prosecution.
Yes.
But the investigation was into Pickton with
respect to allegations that he was killing a
nunber of sex workers; you'd agree wth that?
Yes, fromwhat | know now.
Now, | don't want to take you through all the
evi dence pointing to Pickton in the summer of 1999
because Sergeant Connor was questioned about that,
and, as we've seen, as lead investigator and a
very experienced investigator at that you would
defer to his know edge and assessnent of the
evi dence?
Yes.
But 1| do want to take you to sone of his
conclusions, and so if we could go to tab 3 in
this little package, and we're going to page 104,
the first page, and line 17. And there was an
exchange that went -- between nyself and Sergeant
Connor that went this way:

Now, | want to turn to the Ellingsen

information. | think it's fair to say,

isn't it, that you were always a
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

believer in what Caldwell was telling
you?

| believed that Caldwell was giving us the
information that he had been told by

El I i ngsen, and he had given us various

ot her pieces of information of things that
he observed hinself.

Yes. And you thought that Ellingsen may
very well have been truthfully reporting
to Cal dwel | what she saw?

In the face of anything else to the
contrary, yes.

And certainly through the whol e course of
this investigation you thought the

i nformation was conpelling and needed to
be investigated?

Absol utely. To do otherw se it would be
negligent in ny view.

| ndeed, because the allegations were so
serious?

That's correct.

They were so serious they justified an
equal Iy serious investigation to either
confirmor disprove thenf

That's correct.

142



© 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 >»

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

And you don't disagree with Sergeant Connor's
evi dence there, do you?
No.
You accept it?
Yes.
| took Sergeant Connor as well through sone of the
evi dence that Coquitlam had in the sumrer of 1999
that pointed to Pickton, and | asked himthis, and
that's just continuing -- oh, I"'msorry. Sorry.
And that's continuing on page 114 behind the sane
tab. So it's the last page in this tab. And at
the top of that page, line 3, |I asked himthis
questi on:
So based on the totality of all of this
evi dence you of course were of the
opi nion that there was conpelling
evi dence pointing to Pickton as being
responsi ble for sone or all of the
m ssing wonen and that justified a
serious investigation into hinf
A Correct.
And, again, you would accept that evidence?
Yes.
You woul d share that opinion?

Yes.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Now, Corporal Connor was pronoted and transferred
off the file on August 20th, 1999, correct?
Correct.

And this norning Ms. Tobias asked you about his
request to stay, and you recall that she used the
term over - ranki ng?

Yes. That's one way of termng it.

And | took the context of her question as being

t hat Corporal Connor was asking that he take the
pronotion but remain in his job in Serious Cine,
and you said, well, there would be problens with
that, there would be obstacles, if you recall,
such as it would | eave the job he was going to in
the watch unfilled?

Correct.

That's a fair sumary?

Yes.

And | just want to clear that up, because ny
understanding is not that Corporal Connor wanted
to remain in his job but rather that he wanted to
retain carriage of this particular investigation.
Not all the investigations that he was on, just
this one. And I want to show you a passage t hat
mght clarify that. And, M. Registrar, it's
Exhibit 2, and | think it's B, 2B, because it's

144



© 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.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

t he appendices to Wllians' report. And,
Superintendent, it's tab L

Tab L?

Yes. And that's -- yes, tab L. Do you have one
or --

They' re all nunbered.

Ch, | see. I'msorry. Can | just have a | ook?
Thank you. MNo, it's maybe -- no, it's maybe A
then. M apologies. That's the one. M

apol ogi es, M. Registrar and M. Conm ssioner. So
tab L, Superintendent, and have you seen this
docunent before?

No, | haven't.

This is a tineline that was put together by
Sergeant Connor in the spring of 2002, and I|'1I
show you in a nonent, but what he did is he
conpiled the daily log and he added in his own
comments and he added in notes of other

i nvestigations that Coquitlam was doing at the
time, and what refers to the Pickton investigation
is bolded, just so you know. So we're going to

page 123. The nunbers are at the bottom

THE COW SSI ONER:  What tab?

MR. DI CKSON:

L, M. Conm ssioner.

THE COMM SSIONER:~ All ri ght .
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MR. DI CKSON:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Tab L, page 123. And this is an entry, you can
see, from August 20th, 1999. The bit above it is
bol ded, but then there's an italicized note
from-- and you can take it fromnme that that is
Sergeant Connor's own note that he added in in the
spring of 2002 when he created this tineline. And
it says this:
| should state, that prior to |eaving the
Major Crinme Section | spoke with the Admn
NCO in an effort to see if | could take ny
pronotion and then be seconded back to the
investigation. | was informed that the AQC
woul d not approve it. That when | was
pronoted | woul d be expected to fill that
posi tion.
And so on. And when | read that, it seens to ne
that he's just asking to retain carriage of that
investigation. Do you think |I have that wong?
That's how | read it, yeah.
And so I'mtaking it fromthat that he's not
asking to stay in his position in Serious Crine
and not go to the watch, he's saying, "Let ne go
to the watch, take the pronotion, but | also want

to retain carriage of this investigation." |Is
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

that fair enough?

THE COM SSIONER: | think that's already been the evidence.
Yes.
MR. MAKOSZ: M. Comm ssioner, Rory Makosz for the Governnent

of Canada. |'ve listened to ny friend on this
line of questioning, and | don't know why these
guestions woul dn't have sinply been put to
Sergeant Connor when he was here with respect to

t he neani ng behind his note.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

MR. MAKCSZ:

| don't see the value in having Superintendent
Hal | speak to the neaning that Mke Connor may

have had behi nd that note.

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Well, there's another concern that |

have, and that is that Superintendent Hall has
told us that he really didn't know any of this and
none of this ever cane to his attention, so |

don't know what we're learning fromthis cross-
exam nation. | nmean, you can put it to him and
he'll agree with just about -- with hindsight and
retrospect he's been told this, and he agrees with
it all, but at the relevant tine he wasn't privy
to any of this because he said he left all of this
to his investigators. |Is that not so, sir?

That's correct, sir.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

THE COMM SSI ONER: SO - -

MR. DICKSON: That's right, M. Comm ssioner, and |I'm not goi ng
to be long, and on this point in particular. It
was just because this norning | heard
Superintendent Hall say that it was not -- when
you were asked in this vein -- it was not possible
for Sergeant Connor to have his request to remain
granted because he had to go and fulfil that other
position, and that's just not quite what |
under st ood Corporal Connor's request to be, and |
was just clarifying that.

THE COM SSIONER: Wl |, | understood Corporal Connor was
obvi ously happy with the pronotion.

MR. DI CKSON: | ndeed.

THE COW SSI ONER: But the pronotion carried with it a transfer
to be the watch commander. |Is that what it was?

A He'd be the patrol sergeant.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Patrol sergeant, right.

A Right.

THE COM SSIONER:  But it would nean that he would have to give
up this file, and he didn't want to do that.

MR. DICKSON: That's right.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  But, you know, he had no choice. Is that
not so?

MR. DI CKSON: | ndeed.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

THE COW SSIONER: I f he wanted the pronotion.

A | f he could have presented a busi ness case --

THE COW SSI ONER: Ah.

A -- to say this is what's going on, this is why |
shoul d retain control, then we'd have -- we would
sit down and discuss is that a possibility to do
that, but --

THE COMM SSIONER: I n any event, didn't happen.

A -- it never went beyond, as | read it here, beyond
ny adm nistration NCO, who facilitated the
internal transfers.

THE COW SSIONER: It didn't happen?

A Ddn't happen.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Ckay.

MR. DICKSON: No, it didn't happen, and, M. Conmm ssioner, just
to follow up that point, the point is, is that
it's not just a case of himhaving to give up
every investigation when he goes over to the
watch. There is sonme possibility that he could
have remained on this investigation, and as you
m ght have the view from his evidence, after he
transfers --

THE COMM SSI ONER: You can -- excuse nme for interrupting you,
and | shouldn't be doing this, but, | nean, you

can argue at the end of the day that he should
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

have been allowed to stay there, but the fact is
he wanted to stay for this one file --

MR. DI CKSON: Right.

THE COM SSIONER:  -- and they said no, so that was sort of the
end of it.

MR. DI CKSON: Right.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  And you can argue at the end of the day that
he shoul d have been allowed to stay and | ook after
that file, but we're in a bit of a quandary here
because then you're getting into the RCMP interna
pronotion policy and all of that.

MR. DICKSON: Oh, | see. | see.

THE COW SSIONER:  So | just --

MR. DICKSON: Well, it is a bit of a quandary, but we'll see
what we can do with that.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. DICKSON: So I'll nove on fromthis point, M.

Commi ssi oner .

Q Just on this page, Superintendent Hall, on this
page 123, you see at the bottomof that italicized
note Sergeant Connor wites:

The Pickton investigation was then left in
t he hands of Coquitlam Major Crinme Section.
And you don't disagree with that, do you?
A No.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

It remained an active file within Coquitlam Mjor
Crinme?

Yes.

And it was never concluded before the search of

Pi ckton's farm anyway?

That' s ny under st andi ng.

And it was never transferred to any other
detachnent or police force until after Pickton's
arrest?

Correct.

Now, M ke Connor returned to the Major Crine
Section of the Coquitlam Detachnment in March of
2001, correct?

| take it you have that information. | don't have
it in front of ne.

Very well. Yes, we do. And when he cane back to
Major Crinme, he was the sergeant in charge of that
section, correct?

That's right.

And that nmeans he was the supervisor of Mjor
Crinme, and Major Crinme had conduct of the Pickton
i nvestigation?

Correct.

And | just want to show you, if | can, quickly

t hat Sergeant Connor reviewed the Pickton file and
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

becane famliar with the steps that had been taken
to that point, and it's at tab 4, page 121. And
you can see on line 12 on page 121:

Q And soon after your return you revi ewed

the outstanding files in the section,

correct?

A That's correct.

Q And that included the Pickton file?

A That's right.

Q And so you were generally aware of what
had been done on the file during your
absence?

A Cenerally, yes, | was.

And so, again, you would accept his know edge of
the investigation as it occurred up to his return
and then certainly after when he is in charge of
t he section; fair enough?

l"'msorry, | wasn't -- | was trying to read al ong
with you here.

Yes. You woul d accept Sergeant Connor's know edge
of the investigative steps that were taken on the
Pickton file up to his return to Major Crine and
after his return?

Yes.

And just continuing in this transcript, he says on
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

page 122:
Q And so | want to ask you this. Do you

agree that the investigation nade far too
little progress after your transfer?

It made little progress. And | have to
preface that, because | think that the
unit was busy for sone period of tine
after | had left on nurder investigations
and that sort of thing, but it certainly
hadn't progressed to where | thought it
had gone, but | know the unit was busy,
So.

Right. And we've seen the information
pointing to Pickton was conpelling?
Certainly.

And the allegations were extrenely
serious?

Yes, they were.

And you'll agree with nme, |'msure, that
it was incunbent upon Coquitlam Det achnent
to advance the investigation far nore than
they did after your transfer?

| would like to have seen it investigated
nore than it was, but then again | can't

account for their tine, as to what was
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

occupying their tinme during that period.
And you have, again, no reason to disagree with
Sergeant Connor's assessnent of the investigation,
do you?
No. Excuse ne.
And I'Il just take you to one nore passage in
Sergeant Connor's testinony, and that's behind tab
7. And it's on the first page there, page 153,
line 20.

Q Al right. Wll, Sergeant Connor, let ne
summarize a little bit. Here are the
significant steps that were taken on the
Pi ckton investigation after your
pronotion...until the search of the
Pickton's farmin February of 2002. One,
El lingsen was interviewed again in
Sept enber of 19997

A Correct.

Two, Pickton was interviewed on January
19th, 20007

A Correct.

Three, new aerial photos were obtained of
t he Pickton farnf
A Correct.

Four, Pickton's DNA was excluded fromthe
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

val | ey murders?

A Correct.

Q That's it; yes?
|'"'msorry, where are you readi ng?
Ch, | see. |I'msorry. Tab 7, page 153.
Yes.

Starting at line 20. And perhaps you could just

read there until the next page, line 11. And it

continues on line 12:

Q
A

Q

That's it; yes?

That sounds right.

And you accept, | would inmagine, that that
is far too little progress in two and a
hal f years on a file of this seriousness?
Yes.

And you agree that the information
pointing to Pickton was so conpelling and
the allegations so serious that a major
sust ai ned investigation needed to be
pursued to either confirmor elimnate
that information?

| guess you and | would differ on the word
maj or, but a sustained investigation was
required, yes.

And that just wasn't done?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

A No.
And, again, you would accept Sergeant Connor's
assessnent there, would you?
Yes.
So here, | think, are the main points on which you
and Sergeant Connor agree. First, fromat | east
the summer of 1999 RCMP Coqui t| am Det achnment had
conduct of the investigation into Pickton, yes?
Yes.
Two, that investigation into Pickton related to
t he possible murders of a nunber of sex workers?
That's what | know now.
Yes.
Yes.
To put it short again, it was a serial nurder
i nvestigation?
It appeared to be.
Three, the information pointing to Pickton was so
conpelling and the allegations so serious that a
sustai ned investigation was required to either
confirmor deny those allegations?
Correct.
And fourth, that sustained investigation was not
done?

Correct.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

MR. MAKCSZ:

M. Conm ssioner, | rise, and | hate to do so, but
| have sone concerns with the line that ny friend

is taking with these questions.

THE COW SSI ONER:  What ?

MR. MAKCSZ:

It seens to ne that all that's happening here is
that the evidence of Mke Connor is going in once
again. W've already heard fromthis w tness that
he didn't have this know edge back at the tine,
and | don't know how it assists you to hear his

hi ndsi ght perspective now.

THE COW SSIONER: | agree with you that this was given by

MR. DI CKSON:

Connor and he really has no personal know edge of
that and he's nerely confirm ng what Connor has
told us earlier.

Yes, that's absolutely correct. On the steps
that were taken he's agreed that Sergeant Connor
has the know edge of those steps, and he's agreed
wi th Sergeant Connor's assessnent of the
i nvestigation, of what was done and of the -- and
of the quality of the information pointing to

Pi ckt on.

THE COW SSI ONER: But nobody ever chal | enged Connor on that,

MR. VERTLI EB:

and -- M. Vertlieb.

| understand the discussion, but given the role
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

that M. Hall played in the organi zati on when he
was the |l ead man, and he has | ots of experience,
if there's going to be discussion about it, his
opi ni on should be of sone benefit to you. It
ultimately becones a matter of weight. | don't
accept the coments of ny learned friend for the
Departnent of Justice. |It's a matter of weight

for you.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

MR. VERTLI EB:

Qovi ously you' ve heard that Connor didn't go
directly to him but it's still good to have this
body of information to help fornulate what you
believe ultimately happened. So | don't have the

sanme concern that the DQJ's expressing.

THE COW SSIONER: Wl |, the point that counsel is making here

MR. VERTLI EB:

is that -- | nmean, that's sonething for argunent
at the end of the day. |'msure sonebody's going
to argue that as the A C he should have known
that. That's probably what sonebody's going to
argue, right?

No, | accept that. |'mnot tal king about that
poi nt, though. Just to get his view of that
evi dence wouldn't be -- wouldn't disadvantage you

in comng together in what happened | ooki ng back.

THE COW SSI ONER: Wl | - -
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

MR. VERTLIEB: | agree with your comment, and you're absolutely
right inny view It's just that it seens to ne
that the DQJ objection isn't one that makes sense
to ne given what your nmandate is and what you're
trying to do in piecing together what happened
sone years ago.

THE COW SSI ONER: The point here is, though, that it doesn't
add anything to the di scussion because Connor's
evi dence on that issue is uncontradicted, and
Superintendent Hall's comment at this tine is
nmerely a repetition. That's what the point is.

MR. VERTLIEB: I'mtotally confortable. 1t's always about what
you need for you to get your nandate supported.
So if that's your perception, I'mtotally
confortable with it. | just was trying to give a
comment, if it hel ped.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.

MR. MAKOSZ: Thank you, M. Conm ssioner.

MR. DICKSON: If it's any confort, |I'mnoving on now --

THE COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Al right.

MR. DICKSON: ~-- fromthat, but | just wanted to make sure
we're on the sane page with Superintendent Hall.

THE COMM SSI ONER: | understand what you're doing.

MR. DICKSON: Yes. As to the inport of the Pickton

i nvesti gation.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Now, Superintendent Hall, | think it's clear that
there was sone difficulty with resources in

Coqui tl am Detachnent at that tinme?

Yes.

Now, you will agree with nme, |I'msure, that the
public has the right to expect that the RCW will
find adequate resources to investigate crines as
serious as serial murder?

Can you ask nme that again?

Yes. You will agree with nme, no doubt, that the
public has the right to expect that the RCW wll
find adequate resources to investigate crines as
serious as serial murder?

Yes, but | would also -- if | mght add to that.
Certainly.

The public does expect us as Coquitlam Det achnment
because we are contracted to police those two
cities. On the sane page, when you tal k about
that, the Gty is also obligated to provide us the
resources so that we can do those jobs, and for
years we -- it was a struggle to get resources
fromthose two cities.

Yes. You appear to have been a bit strapped for
resources. But you'll agree, I'"'msure, that a

serial nurder investigation in your own
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

jurisdiction is not sonething that could be left
on the back burner?

Shoul d not be.

And had you known, had you known how conpel | i ng
the information pointing to Pickton was, you would
have ensured that adequate resources were devoted
toit, wouldn't you?

We coul d have reached out to our provincial units
for assistance, yes.

Yes. One way or the other, Coquitlam Detachnent
had to find nore resources to put to this

i nvestigation?

But that's not what | was hearing.

Yes. No, | understand that. That's not what you
were hearing, but had you heard, had you heard the
i nformation, you would have nade sure to get those
resources?

If | had heard that information, we would have sat
down to discuss where we were, where we could go,
do we need additional resources, can we handle it
internally.

Yes.

So that at the end of the day perhaps | woul d have
made the sane decision and said, "Sorry, we got

other things to work on."
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

| see. So is your evidence here today that

| ooki ng back in hindsight it was acceptable for
Coqui tl am Det achnent of the RCWP to pursue the

i nvestigation exactly the way it did?

Until it reached the point where it was decided or
there was a neeting to take place and an
operational plan put in place to say we can't
handl e this, we need help.

Yes. |If you had reached the conclusion that you
did not have adequate resources internally to
properly investigate Pickton, you should have
sought them el sewhere?

There's a possibility to do that.

Because, as you agree, the allegations were
extrenely serious, and your |ead investigator and
your sergeant in charge of Major Crine found the
i nformation conpel | i ng?

Yes, | know that now.

Yes. Now, if you needed nore resources from
outside to properly investigate Pickton, then one
thing that you could have done is to put forward a
busi ness case to "E' Division to seek additi onal
resources; yes?

That would be a possibility, yes.

And that wasn't done to your know edge, was it?

162



© 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 » O

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Not to ny know edge.

And even informally it is comon for one RCW

det achnment to borrow resources from a nei ghbouring
RCMP det achnent ?

Yes, it is.

Yes. And that's what you did, for instance, with
t he Breann Vot h rnurder?

Absol utely.

And when was that, roughly, in Coquitlanf?

2000.

Very well. And for that nurder investigation
under stand you brought in people from al
surroundi ng detachnents?

Yes.

And certainly that is an approach that could have
been taken on the Pickton investigation?

Possi bly, yes.

But that was not done?

No, not that I'maware of. Well, there was in

' 99.

Summer of 19997

Yes.

Yes. After the summer of 1999 that was not done?
No, not that I'maware of. But there was stil

contact between -- interagency.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Yes.

Bet ween the investigators at the front end.
Sorry.

|"msorry. The resources were not provided from
ot her RCMP detachnents and not sought --

No.

-- to devote --

No.

-- to the Pickton investigation?

And alternatively, Coquitlam Detachnment could
have asked Provincial Unsolved Homcide to help
after the sumer of 1999?

Probably woul d have gone to Serious Crine or Mjor
Crimes.

kay. And after the summer of 1999 Coquitlam
never asked the Vancouver Police Departnent for
hel p on the Pickton investigation, to the best of
your know edge?

To the best of ny know edge, no.

Now, you have agreed, | think, that had the

i nvestigation pointing to Pickton been brought to
you you woul d have ensured that a proper sustained
i nvestigati on was conducted; yes?

| think it's fair to say if that had conme forward

we woul d be sitting dowmn, as | think | said
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

earlier, to discuss, okay, what have we got now,
where are we going to head with this, what has
been done in the past, are there avenues that we
have not explored, are there additional steps that
we coul d take by bringing additional resources in
or seeking additional resources.

And that discussion about -- with you about
seeki ng ot her resources just never took place?

D d not.

And so clearly there was a breakdown in

comuni cati on sonmewhere in the Coquitlam

Det achnent ?

M/ understanding is that Connor felt that he had
the resources that he needed, and, again, |'m
hearing that after the fact.

| see. And so that information just didn't -- the
information -- the assessnment that nore resources
were needed just didn't go up the chain; is that
fair?

Not that |I'm aware of.

And the result is that that sustained

i nvestigation just didn't happen, as Sergeant
Connor sai d?

No, it did not.

And it shoul d have happened?
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MR. DI CKSON:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

| f a case had been brought forward.

And so you'll agree that there was a failure
somewhere within what 1'Il call the managenent
system of Coquitlam Det achnment ?

A failure? There could have been nore
communi cat i on.

There coul d have been nore comuni cation because
there needed to be nore investigation?

Yes.

And | understand your position that you weren't
properly informed of the Pickton investigation by
the officers under your command, but you accept,
don't you, that they were under your command?
Yes.

And you agree that as detachnent commander you
nmust take ultimate responsibility for the failings
wi thin your detachnent?

| do.

Thank you. Those are ny questions.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you, M. Dickson.

MR. COOPER:

M. Comm ssioner, Seth Cooper, articled student
for Jason Gatl. | know M. Vertlieb al ready gave
you a schedul e for cross-exam nations, but |'ve
been advised by M. Gatl that he will be

returning to the hearings and that he asks for
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Wnteringham

your indul gence to conduct --

THE COW SSI ONER: Who wil | be?

MR. COOPER. M. Gatl. He will be returning to the heari ngs,
and he asks for your indul gence to conduct a brief
cross-exam nation of Superintendent Hall.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. GCkay. Wo's --

M5. W NTERINGHAM M. Commi ssioner, Janet Wnteringham for Don
Adarr.

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY Ms. W NTERI NGHAN.

Q Superintendent Hall, back in 1989 you were
stationed at the Surrey Detachnent of the RCMP; is
that right?

That's correct.

And were you there from 1989 until 19947

| was.

O r» O >

You were the team commander of the Energency

Response Team during that time; is that right?

>

Yes.

And you cane to know then Corporal Adam, retired

| nspect or Adan®?

A He was a constable when | first got there, yes.
kay. And he becane a nenber of the Enmergency
Response Team - -

A Yes, he was.

-- beneath you, correct?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Wnteringham

Yes.

And he eventual ly becones the second in charge of
that unit during your tinme at the Surrey Enmergency
Response Team is that right?

Yes.

And you are famliar wth Sergeant Adanm’ s skil
set as a police officer during the tine that you
wor ked with hinf

Correct.

And | am going to suggest to you that he was a
qualified and capable police officer --

Absol utely.

-- based on your observations of him--

Yes.

-- on duty?

Yes.

Now, you al so | earned that Sergeant Adamr becane
appoi nted as the team commander of the

i nvestigation into the m ssing wonen fromthe
Downt own East si de?

Yes.

The project that |ater becane known as Project
Evenhanded?

Yes.

And you, | take it, supported his appoi ntment as
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

t he team commander of that investigation?

| wasn't asked, | had no involvenent in that, but
fromwhat | know it was a |ogical choice, in ny
opi ni on.

And |'mgoing to suggest to you that there were
very few investigators available at the tine to
have taken on the assignnent of team commander of
Proj ect Evenhanded. Do you agree with that?

| can't really answer to who was avail abl e, but
based on ny know edge of Don Adam and how he
works, at that tinme | thought that's great.

Now, you've already testified that you becone
aware of a search warrant being executed at the
Pi ckton residence after February 5 of 20027

Yes.

And at that tinme what Coquitlam does is sinply
provi de support as needed to Project Evenhanded in
order to ensure that the search is properly and
efficiently conpleted; is that fair?

Correct, yes.

M5. W NTERI NGHAM  Thank you. Those are all of ny questions.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you, Ms. Wnteringham

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR. HI RA:

Q

Superintendent, ny nanme is Ravi Hra. | represent

retired Assi stant Conmm ssioner Earl Multon, who
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

was your operations inspector at Coquitlamup to |
bel i eve June or July 2000.

Correct.

Al right. First let's deal with resources. |Is
it fair to say that you were about 40 per cent

bel ow regul ar strength?

| think you've probably already figured that out.
| would have to agree 40 per cent, yeah, give or

t ake.

kay. Now, let's deal with your managenent style.
Is it fair to say that what you'd do is you'd get
a briefing in the norning wth respect to what was
happening in your jurisdiction?

Correct, yes.

You'd get a briefing fromyour watch comranders?
Yes.

You' d wal k up and down through the detachnent and
just keep yourself inforned as to what was

happeni ng?

That's correct.

You believed in coll aborative decision maki ng and
trying to reach a consensus?

For the nost part, yes. Sonetines you just have
to nmake a deci sion.

That's right. But in the RCW that is the
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

managenent style, correct, collaborative decision
maki ng, trying to reach a consensus?

For the nost part, yes.

It's not a matter of trying to pull rank just
because you have rank? 1In other words, if you're
a sergeant, you don't go around commandi ng peopl e
to do things?

Unfortunately, there are people that do that

Al right. Wll, you're the superintendent. You
didn't go around conmandi ng people to do things,
did you, sir?

Only when it was required.

Thank you. Now, let's talk about resources and
let's talk about resources wthin the detachnent
and how resources would be allocated. |f sonebody
needs resources, you will agree with ne that all
they have to do is cone and ask?

Correct.

I f an investigator needs resources, he or she can
cone and ask you?

Yes.

O they can nove up through the chain of command
and ask you?

And that would be the normal process.

But let's talk about particular people in
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Coquitlam First of all, Mke Connor was a highly
respected investigator?

Yes.

And he had the gravitas, so to speak, to be able
to walk into your office and say, "Sir, | need
nmore people to do this or that"?

| woul d think he woul d.

And/or, "Sir, | need you to speak to Division and
get ne sone nore surveillance or an undercover
operation"?

That's correct.

He'd have that ability, correct?

He woul d.

The other person in terns of resources |ooking at
the AS or Magjor Crinme Section who would be com ng
to you seeking resources for an investigation or
for the section would be the staff sergeant,
correct?

Yes.

In this particular case it would be either
Sergeant Pollock and | ater followed by -- sorry,
Staff Sergeant Pollock later foll owed by Staff
Sergeant Zalys, correct?

No, Staff Sergeant Hal penny.

Yes.
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R. D.

Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Repl aced by Zalys. And Hal penny woul d have no

pr obl em what soever wal king in and talking to ne

about what he needs, as did Zalys.

Al right. And what about Constable Yurkiw who

|'"'mtold had al nost 25 years experience at that

time?

She transferred in fromthe outside and went

directly down to the Serious

Yes.

Crine Section.

And ny know edge of her is fairly limted.

Al right. But certainly you got no requests.

Let's define the Pickton file for a nonent. I n

July, August of 1999 you will

agree with ne that

the Pickton file, the Pickton investigation was a

file to determ ne whet her or

not there had been a

murder commtted by Pickton on his property,

correct?

That was ny under st andi ng.

Dd any of either Connor, Yurkiw, Pollock,

Hal penny cone to you and say,
resources for Pickton"?

No.

And nor did Multon?

No.

"Sir, we need nore

Al right. In July, August of 1999 you will agree
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

with ne that there were a |ot of resources put
into the Pickton file to determ ne whether or not
there was information to support the belief that
he commtted a nurder?

Yes.

And | won't outline the resources, but it was
everything short of an undercover operation,
correct?

Correct. As | understand.

And | said I'"'mnot going to outline the resources.
| notice | have to for ny next question, so we get
it wong. Wthout applying 20/20 hindsight, as
you' ve been requested tine and tine again to do
today, let's take a | ook at the business case for
nore resources at the tine, okay?

Yes.

| f sonebody needed nore resources, they'd cone to
you, particularly resources from outside of the
detachnent, and you'd need to put forward a

busi ness case, correct?

A busi ness case or an operational plan outlining
what we were attenpting to do.

Al right. So here we are now in August, towards
the end of August 1999, and if either Connor or

Hal penny or Moulton -- let's say Muwulton, he's ny
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

client -- cane to you and said, "Sir, we need nore
resources for Pickton because we believe it's --

there could be a nurder involved here," you'd ask,

"Well, what have you done so far," correct?
Yes.
So if the person comng forward said, "Wll, we've

had surveillance, and it hasn't turned up
anything. W've had a joint forces operation with
Vancouver, and it hasn't turned up anything.

We've had Special "I" involved, and it hasn't
turned up anything. W've gone to Crown counsel
to seek a Part 6, a video warrant or a search
warrant, and Crown counsel says there's nothing
here. And, frankly, we cannot articulate a
charge," what would you have said, not with 20/ 20
hi ndsi ght, but at the tine?

| think it would be, "Well, boys, you' ve probably
done the best you can."

Now - -

"I's there anything we're m ssing?"

Fair enough. And you can't think of anything that
they' re m ssing?

G her than there was tal k of an undercover
operation, which seened to not gather mnuch

support .
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Right. And let's talk about an undercover
operation for a nonent. If all of those things
have been done and there's no way to approach M.
El lingsen to have her introduced to the undercover
operative because Caldwell is not acceptable as an
agent, what business case could you nake for an
under cover operation, sir?

Not nmuch of one.

Thank you. Now, let's talk about for a nonent

Henl ey, and | want to be clear about this
evidence. Henley didn't believe Caldwell; isn't

t hat your under st andi ng?

Cal dwel | ?

Caldwell. He didn't believe that a nmurder had
occurred, correct?

Yes.

Thank you. He believed Ellingsen's denial,
correct?

Yes.

Now, as a result, by Septenber 14 PUHU or the
Provi ncial Unsolved Homcide Unit pulls out of the
i nvestigation, correct?

| believe that's right.

And you stop getting further information about the

i nvestigation --
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Yes.

-- correct?

Yes.

Now, |I'd like you to consider whether on a file by
file basis -- and in Coquitlam what, are there
sone 50,000 files per year?

| think it was nore than that, but --

57? Sonmewhere in that range?

Long time ago.

And Coquitlamwas the third | argest detachnent in
the Lower Muainland after Burnaby and Surrey, or
does Richnond want to sort of fight with you on

t hat ?

| think R chnond had nore resources. W were

| arger than North Vancouver, so --

Al right.

North Vancouver, Coquitlam R chnond were probably
all on par.

So let's talk about the type of information that
you woul d get as the detachnent conmander on a
file that exists to determ ne whether or not
there's actually been a nmurder, and this is not a
case where you have a nurder, but a file to
determ ne whether there's been a nurder. Ckay.

Wul d you expect to get briefings on attendance at
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Pickton's farma couple of tines, requests to get
aerial photographs, which were taken in Novenber,
February and May to determ ne whether there were
burial sites or bodies, further attenpts to
contact Ms. Ellingsen, finding Ms. Houston and
arranging an interviewwth M. Pickton, comng up
with an interview plan for Pickton, interview ng
Pi ckton, doing a profile on Pickton, getting his
school records, interview ng Vancouver Police
officers or officer that had known Pickton? Wuld
you expect that type of detail to be comng up to
you?

No.

It would be different, would it not, if we were
dealing with say the karaoke nurder that occurred
in February, in other words, sonething that is
actually there; is that fair to say?

Yes.

Thank you. And in ternms of M. Henley's social
visit, ny friend M. Chantler suggested that it
was on March 30, 2000. The record shows it was
March 30 -- sorry, March 30, 2001. Again, you
woul dn't expect to hear about that?

No.

But these would be steps that woul d be taken
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

eventually to eventually build a business case for
a further operational plan, perhaps an undercover
operation, correct?

That's correct.

And you'd expect these steps to be taken?

That's correct.

O r» O >»

But you wouldn't be necessarily hearing about
t henf

A Not on a day-to-day basis.
MR. H RA: Thank you. Now, | want to deal with --

incidentally, you'll be pleased to know, M.
Commi ssioner, |I'mnot even going to take close to
an hour.

THE COW SSI ONER: Par don ne?

MR. HRA: You'll be pleased to know I'mnot even going to take
close to an hour. | mght even be done before the
br eak.

THE COM SSIONER: Al right. | encourage you to do that.

MR. HHRA: I'mtrying. Don't interrupt ne. Now, you should

have -- M. Chantler, what was the exhibit nunber
of your careful brief?
Q You should have M. Chantler's brief before you
that included at tab 1 --
MR. CHANTLER: It shoul d be 107.
THE REA STRAR  108.
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MR. H RA:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

108.

THE REA STRAR: That's the one you want, M. Chantler?

MR. CHANTLER:

That | ooks right.

THE REA STRAR  That's 108.

MR. H RA:

Q

That should have at tab 1 your interview wth
Deputy Chief Evans, and I'd like to take you to
two parts of that interview | amgoing to read
to you two questions, okay?
Page?
Let's go to page 41 starting at line 12. And
before | start at line 12, you'll note up at line
3 she's making a reference to August of 1998.
believe the reference is mstaken. It's August
1999. But that's not -- I'mjust trying to give
you sone context here. And she says at line 12:
Apparently he receives the tip, a Crine
Stoppers tip that tal ks about Pickton being
involved in the m ssing wonen in Vancouver,
and he actually transfers the information
down to Vancouver City Police. I'mtrying to
determ ne why woul d not the RCWVP then take
responsibility if they're saying that Pickton
is responsi ble, hom cides of the m ssing

worren, and Pickton lives in Coquitlam Port
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Coquitlam why isn't the RCMP then sayi ng,
"Hey, we are going to |look at this as
oursel ves"?
Do you see that question, sir? Have | read it
correctly?
Yes.
Al right. 1'd also like to refer you to one
ot her question. And of course your response was:
| can't answer that question,
correct?
"' msorry?
Your response was:
| can't answer that question,
correct?
Yes.
|'"d like to take you to one other question
pl ease. And this was put to you by M. Chantler,
but 1'd like to ask a different question. And
that's at page 69 of the transcript starting at
line 3.
"We know he has access or he has had previous
contact wwth a sex trade worker, which was a
vi ol ent episode. W know that in New
West mi nster we got information that he's been

trying to pick up sex trade workers, and that
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

we have this box of information that we want
to pursue, and although we worked it in
August of 1999, we didn't get further with
it." Howwas it that -- like, | understand
Brad Zalys, at one point is going to Earl
Moul ton saying, "Pickton is still a priority,
we've still got to work on this," and he's
being told that "priority of the day takes
precedence over Pickton, because we have to
deal with what cones through the door."
How do you defend the fact though, that

you' ve got 27 m ssing wonen, and how is that
not a priority over an attenpt nurder or a
priority over a hone invasion or a robbery?

Have | read that correctly?

Yes.

Sir, trying not to apply 20/ 20 hindsight but

putting yourself in August of 1999, was the

Pickton file a file about 27 m ssing wonen?

Not in ny m nd.

Thank you. Now, you were asked a question by

comm ssi on counsel talking about dramatic -- a

dramatic statenment by Ellingsen or attributed to

El I i ngsen regarding the nature of human fl esh,

things of that nature. Do you renenber that?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Yes.

If you have a dramatic hearsay statenent that
cannot be corroborated, do you believe, sir, given
your 40 years of experience at the RCWP, that
that's grounds to say go and arrest Pickton or go
and arrest Ellingsen?

No.

Thank you. Now -- and with respect to that
dramatic statenment, there was a maj or push,

i nvestigational push in August of 1999 to
corroborate that dramatic statenent, correct?
Yes.

Now, let's deal with sone specific matters. Qne,
woul d you agree with ne that ny client, Earl
Moul t on, kept you infornmed of matters that
required your attention?

Yes.

Wul d you agree with ne that you woul d not have
expected to have been kept informed of those
investigational matters that | outlined a few
nonents ago that occurred after August of 19997
Yes.

Next, would you agree with nme that adequate
resources were put into the Pickton investigation

as you, your detachnent, "E' Division, special
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

units, and Vancouver Police understood the

i nvestigation in August of 19997

Yes.

Wul d you agree with ne that Coquitlamand in
particular Earl Multon gave that investigation
all the necessary resources and priority it
required at that tine?

At that tine, yes.

Because, you see, it's quite easy to cone here 14
years later and say, "Well, you could have done
this and you could have done that," right?

Yes, | understand that.

Now, finally, let's talk about ny client. You
worked with ny client for how many years?

From May, June '98 till he left and was pronoted
into "E" Division Headquarters in June of 2000.
And he was pronoted frominspector to chief
superintendent, correct?

That's correct.

So he skipped a grade?

He di d.

I s that unusual ?

Yes, it is.

Tell me about that. Wiy? You had sonething to do

wi th why he skipped a grade, didn't you?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

| think | did.

Tell us about that.

| knew that |nspector Muwulton was a bright young
officer. | felt that he had a career to offer the
RCVWP novi ng onward and upward. There seened to be
-- in the RCW there is a process to nove onward
into the chief executive rank, which a chief
superintendent is, |eading to assistant
comm ssi oner, deputy comm ssioner, conm ssioner,
and | felt that was a path that he should be
taking. There seenmed to be sone reluctance to |et
hi m nove on through that path, a nore senior |evel
in the division, and | took it under -- him under
ny wwng to nentor himto nmake sure that he did
nove on, and | was able to convince the commandi ng
of ficer of the division who nakes the
reconmendati on or nmade the recomendation at that
time that he nove onward, and he reconmended t hat
he go before the chief superintendent's advisory
board at that tine. He -- the process was

del ayed. There's deadlines for all these things,
of course, and the process was del ayed nmaking this
reconmendati on, and he fell short of the deadline.
| contacted Otawa to nmake sure that they would

i nclude him which they did, and he was
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

successful .

And he eventually went on to be the commander of
Saskat chewan, correct?

Correct. Wat we call "F" Division.

Thank you. Which is what, the second | argest
detachnment in the country?

Di vi si on.

Yes.

British Colunbia would be the |argest, probably
Al berta the next, and then Saskatchewan, Manitoba
woul d fall close by.

Thank you. And in terns of a |eader, an

i nvestigator, a communicator, the ability to
under stand and anal yze cases, how woul d you rank
on each of those ny client, Earl Multon, while he
wor ked for you?

| would rank himvery highly, otherwise | would
not have recommended himto go through the chief
superi nt endent process.

And just dealing with investigator, you knew t hat
he had a phenonenal background as an investi gator,
correct?

Yes.

He was not only involved in Major Crines

under cover operations, but he also had a fine
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

under st andi ng of detail having been in charge of

Commercial Crinme in Vancouver ?

A | don't think he was in charge of Commerci al
Crinme, but --

Q Ah. Wwll, maybe I -- you know --

A He was in Commercial Crine, yes.

-- got carried away and el evated him
"' msorry?

A Yes. He was involved with Comercial Crine, yes.
And you knew that he had a keen understandi ng of
i nvestigations and the resources required?

A Yes.

MR. H RA: Thank you. Those are ny questions.

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

MR. VERTLIEB: M. Gatl is here. How nmany m nutes do you
need, M. Gatl, please?

MR. GRATL: | think 10 m nutes.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Well, we'll push on now then.

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, GRATL:

Q Superintendent Hall, if you had asked for nore
resources from"E"' Division, you woul d have
recei ved thenf

A | think we discussed this when you weren't here,
but we would have to put a business case or an

operational plan together to conme up with reasons
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MR. GRATL:

R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

why additional resources, because the provincial
units are also being stretched to the maxi num so
they're just not going to give themup at the drop
of a hat.

And if you had put an operational plan |Iike that

t oget her, those resources woul d have been
avai | abl e?

They m ght have been.

You attended the Pickton farm yourself on the 31st
of Decenber, 19987

| did not.

| have a continuation report here.

That was put together by the NCO that was working
that evening, and | just forwarded it on to the
fire chief in Port Coquitlam

Ch, | see. You were copied on this docunent, were
you? I'mreferring to tab 9 of the brief put
together by ny friend M. Chantler. 1It's a

continuation report.

THE COW SSI ONER: | think he said earlier he wasn't there on

New Year's Eve.
Yes.
But the continuation report | was blind -- or

copi ed.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

You were copied?

Yes.

And so you read it?

Yes.

kay. And in the third paragraph it indicates

there that the author and Sergeant Buerk and David

Pi ckt on had a di scussi on about how to handl e the

peopl e that would show up at the party?

That's what it says.

It says Pickton was concerned that he was not

all owed to have a birthday -- that:
Pi ckt on was concerned that he was not all owed
to have a birthday party, he stated that
there were about 47 East End boys al ready on
the property and it was one of them who was
havi ng a birthday.

Ckay.

That's what it says, isn't it?

That's what it says.

And East End boys there refers to East End Hells

Angel s, doesn't it?

| don't know. | didn't infer that.

kay. He said one of themwas having a birthday?

Yeah.

You didn't ask what East End boys neant ?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

|'"'man East End kid from Vancouver, and | just
assunmed it's East End kids or guys.

Ckay. So you didn't take East End Chapter of the
Hel s Angels --

No, | did not.

kay. Fromthat. The WIIlians report suggests
that you directed Constable Yurkiw to interview
Lynn Ellingsen. Do you recall that?

No.

Ckay. You're saying that didn't happen?

It mght have, but | don't recall. | don't --
woul d not direct an investigator what to do --
Ckay.

-- in a case |like that.

You do recall being in a neeting where operational
deci si ons were bei ng nmade?

| didn't stay.

kay. But you recall being in a neeting --
Yeah.

-- where operational decisions were being nade?
Yes.

That was post-Cal dwel | interview but pre-Lynn
Ellingsen interview Do you renenber that?

| renmenber being in a neeting in our training

briefing roomat Coquitlam Detachnment where there
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

was a bunch of investigators there, but exact date
| don't.

Ckay. And do you renenber whether the major case
managenent princi ples were being foll owed at that
nmeeti ng?

Probably not because | don't think we were into
maj or case nanagenent at that tine.

kay. The whol e detachnent wasn't into nmajor case
managenent ?

| don't think many people were. That was ' 99.
think it was just being devel oped around that
period of tine.

But whenever it was devel oped, it hadn't been

i npl enented in any way, shape or format Port

Coqui t | am Det achnent ?

There may have been small bits of it that had been
i npl enented, but ny nenory of the major case
managenent when we started developing it was about
2000 pl us.

Ckay. And you had a hom ci de squad at the Port
Coqui t | am Det achnent ?

Serious crine, not specifically hom cide.

Ckay. So there was no -- there were no hom cide
detectives per se?

No.
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

They were part of the Major Crine Squad?

Yes.

So the sane investigators would deal with a bank
robbery as would deal with a hom ci de?

Coul d well be, yes.

And at what point did the Major Crine Squad get
involved in the investigation of a file as opposed
to patrol ?

Routine matters would be left to the general duty,
the unifornms on the street.

Sur e.

Anyt hi ng that was going to be prol onged they would
send off to the Serious Crinme Section, and then at
some points in tine they would say to us, "W've
got enough on our plate. W can't handle it. The
general duty are going to have to |ook after it."
Ckay. At what point did it becone a serious
crime? Is it like assault causing bodily harm
aggravated assault --

Could well, yes.

-- assault with a weapon?

Yeah.

Al'l those things?

Usually if it's going to take a | onger period of

time, because the general duty uniform people
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

don't have the tine to keep digging and digging
and di ggi ng because they're going to all the calls
for service.

kay. So there's no -- there was no, say,

anal ytic distinction there between serious and not
serious; it was done on an ad hoc basis dependi ng
on wor kl oad?

No, we had unit supplenents that said, okay, break
and enters would be handled by this part of the
detachment. If it was a sexual assault, they
woul d be handl ed by the Serious Crine people.
Frauds woul d be handl ed by the Fraud Secti on.
Corporal Glliford canme to you at one point and
spoke about difficulties she was having wth G ant
Learned as part of Evenhanded?

No.

You never spoke to Galliford?

Ch, | spoke to her many tinmes. She was our

trai ning NCO nedi a person at Coquitlam Detachnent.

kay. And did she have any difficulties with --

THE COW SSI ONER:  Just a m nut e.

MR. MAKCSZ:

M. Comm ssioner, | rise just briefly. | would
appreciate if ny friend could give a tine frane
with respect to questions of that nature. A |lot

of time has passed. There nmay be discussions that
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

have happened at any point in the |ast 14 years.

THE COM SSI ONER: Yes. kay. Your friend has objected, M.

MR. GRATL:

Gatl.
don't know of any legal requirenent to put a tine

frane to a w tness.

THE COMW SSIONER: Well, there's a tinme frame on the terns of

MR GRATL:
Q

r ef er ence.

Sur e.

Let's say prior to Pickton's arrest did Corporal
Gl liford cone to you and speak about difficulties
she was having with Gant Learned?

The only tinme prior to her transfer to Coquitlam
Det achnent, which was after Evenhanded started, ny
i nspector, Dave Debolt, we had a bit of a -- a
little cerenony for himwhen he received his

comm ssion to inspector. Hs father cane out from
Al berta. H's other -- sone other famly nenbers
came out. And | presented himwth his official
scroll fromQtawa stating that he was now a

comm ssioned officer in the Royal Canadi an Munted
Police. And Galliford as a constable at that

time, she attended as she was a friend of

| nspect or Debolt's.

Ckay. D d you know that she had conpl ai nts about

her col |l eagues at Evenhanded?
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R.D. Hall (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

A |1 did not.
Q She never cane to you with any of those concerns?
A She did not.
THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.
M5. W NTERI NGHAM  Janet Wnteringham for Don Adam. | have
sought a "will say" fromny learned friend for --
comm ssion counsel with respect to Ms. Glliford's

statement. |I'mwaiting for that "wll say". | am
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MR. GRATL:

going to ask that these sorts of questions not be
put to this particular witness until we have an
opportunity to know what it is that M. Glliford
has said. She, as you know, has made sweepi ng

al | egati ons agai nst nunerous individuals, and in
fairness to the participants here | would ask for

that information first.

THE COMW SSIONER:  Well, it's cross-exam nation. | don't know

how rel evant any of this is. You may not have the
"will say", but that doesn't nean that he can't

ot herwi se ask the questi ons.

M5. WNTERINGHAM Well, in fairness to the participants,

that's the only thing that |I'm asking for.

THE COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

| don't have any nore questions for this wtness on
that topic, but | can say that we have a very |ong

transcript of an interview of Corporal Galliford,
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

soit's sinply not the case that there's no
material on what Galliford has to say.

M5. WNTERINGHAM Wl |, to be clear about the statenent that's
been disclosed, it is inconprehensible, not only
fromthe way Ms. Galliford speaks, but the fact
that much of it is redacted. She participates in
the interview with her boyfriend, who speaks
during the interview, and anything that is
attributed to M. Debolt has been vetted out. So
it's inconprehensible.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Yes, no, that may well be, but that doesn't
mean that he can't ask questions in cross-
exam nation. You're quite right that a |ot of
this just may go to weight, and a lot of it may
not even be relevant at the end of the day.

M5. WNTERINGHAM But just to follow up, and I won't take any
nore of your tinme, but reputational interests are
at stake. The allegations nmade by Ms. Galliford
are sweepi ng.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  He's novi ng on.

M5. W NTERI NGHAM  Good. Thank you.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

MR. GRATL:

Q Wien you heard about the m ssing wonen, you didn't

have the inpression that it was a Port Coquitlam
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problem is that correct?

You' re tal king about the news that was com ng out
about the m ssing wonen from the Downtown
East si de?

Sur e.

Yeah.

As | understand it, you were listening to Peter
VWarren on CKNW?

| was whenever | had the opportunity.

So you | earned through Peter Warren that there was
a m ssing wonen --

Yeah.

-- issue?

And in the newspaper.

And your inpression was that was a Vancouver

probl em correct?

Yes.

And | take it that your evidence is that you never
tied that Vancouver problemin to Port Coquitlanf?
| did not.

That never occurred?

It did not.

Al right. Now, there are references in the Evans
report that you probably saw to nunerous docunents

that deal wth requests from your subordinates for
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nmore resources, specifically in Mgjor Crine. D d
you read those references?

| nust have, yes. |1'mnot sure what you're
referring to.

Vell, and I'll just ask you a conpendi ous
gquestion. D d you receive nunerous requests from
your subordinates for nore investigative
resources, and in particular Major Crinme Squad
requests?

| received requests for nore resources from every
unit at the detachnent.

Ckay. And Major Crine Squad in particular?

| think it would be safe to say, yes, they were
bunched in with everybody el se, because we'd go
out to them at budget tinme every year when we have
to go tothe Gty to say what we need for

addi tional resources, so each section, each watch,
each smaller unit within the detachnent woul d cone
back to ne with a list, their wish list, this is
what we need.

Ckay. What | have a note here is that a series of
e-mails were sent to you by Staff Sergeant Zalys
over concerns about workload priorities and under -
resourcing of the General Investigation Section

and in particular Major Crine, and things got

198



© 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. GRATL:

MR. GRATL:
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quite heated over e-nail.

| think we saw that e-mail earlier today.

Ckay. And are you saying that you didn't provide
t he resources requested?

| think if we refer back to the e-mail nessage it

| ays out we were being asked to supply bodies to
speci al projects, so we gave up one fromthe
Street Enforcenent Unit, which fell -- sorry --
fell under his unbrella, and we were then asked to
provi de a second body for a project, and of course
he's concerned because we're | ooking at trained

i nvestigators for these projects, and that's where
they would cone from is fromunder Staff Sergeant
Zalys's unbrella on the plainclothes side. |
think that's what you're referring to, and we

| ooked at that earlier.

Those are ny questions, M. Conm ssioner.

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

Now, | did nmention just before the lunch break that
| woul d be making application on short notice for
production of sone Grandma's House docunents, a
Report to Crown Counsel. That's been resol ved,

M . Comm ssi oner.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.

(W TNESS EXCUSED)
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MR. VERTLI EB: That concl udes the workweek today then. Monday
we have the first panel. It wll be Ms. Ham I ton,
Jam e Lee Hamlton, it wll be Ms. de Vries and
M. Leng, and the plan is for that to be two days.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. VERTLIEB: And | would just remnd all counsel to think
about questions that would be in the spirit of
your directive, and you used that particul ar
| anguage, so that it should have a different focus
fromny col | eagues here about what questions are
appropriate. The key point, as your directive
makes clear, is to have questions that can help
you wi th recommendati ons, and so everyone here has
t he opportunity over the next few days to
contribute to nmaking a difference in what kind of
reconmendations flow from your work.

THE COW SSIONER: All right.

MR. VERTLIEB: Then we would nove back to Don Adam, and we
shoul d be able to finish himWdnesday, Thursday,
and then we can proceed fromthere.

THE COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you.

THE REA STRAR. The hearing is now adjourned until 9:30 Monday
nor ni ng.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 3:13 P. V.)
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