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Pr oceedi ngs

Vancouver, B.C
January 26, 2012
( PROCEEDI NGS RECONVENED AT 9:30 A M.)

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

M5. SRI VASTAVA: Good norning, M. Conmm ssioner. | have not
i ntroduced nyself to the conm ssion.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Yes.

M5. SRIVASTAVA: It's Anila Srivastava.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Yes.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: Comon spelling. |[|'ve provided a spelling for
Madamr Registrar. |'massisting David Butcher, who
is counsel for Staff Sergeant Brock G| es,
retired, of the Vancouver Police Departnent.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.

MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you, M. Conmm ssioner. Let nme just give
you the outline for today's evidence to concl ude
M. Rossno, and this is based on our estinates
fromyesterday and then this norning. M. D ckson
requires another 10 mnutes. M. Gatl wll be
allotted a half an hour. Don Larson from CRAB
who has been ever patient and here many tines --

THE COMM SSIONER: All right.

MR. VERTLIEB: -- would like to follow M. Gatl, and | think
in view of the circunstances |I'mgoing to ask ny

pr of essi onal col | eagues to accept that indul gence
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and have M. Larson deal with his questions. And
he's put together an outline of what he wants to
ask, so | think he's going to be efficient. Then
DA is 30 mnutes. M. Peck had indicated sone
time ago 20 mnutes, and I'mnot sure if that's
still accurate, but I'll leave it in place at 20
because it works. M. DelBigio wants no nore than
hal f an hour, M. Henderson no nore than 10
mnutes for M. Geer, and M. Neave has just
indicated 30 mnutes. And M. Butcher's client,
who just introduced herself to you, is 10 m nutes.
So we'll be fine today to get through it, but |
wanted to give you those tine slots so that could
be nonitored, and, of course, M. Gles can help

with that.

THE COM SSIONER:  Well, | just -- | just want the |awers to

keep to those tines because Dr. Rossnb has got
other coommtnents, and so, in any event, |'msure
you wl|.

Now, secondly, just since we've --

THE COM SSIONER: M. Hira is standi ng up.

will be less than 10 m nutes.

|"msorry, M. Hra.

That's okay. | estimated an hour, and I'll be |ess

than 10 m nutes.
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VERTLI EB:  Yes.

PAI SANA:  Yes, M. Conm ssioner, ny original estinmate was
20 mnutes. |'mhere on behalf of M. Peck, and I
expect that will be truncated sonmewhat by what ny
friends at the DQJ will be doi ng today.

VERTLIEB: That's fine. Thank you.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.

MR.

VERTLI EB: Now, secondly, we've been sitting |onger hours
and days that weren't planned just because of the
exigencies of the nonent, as it were, but | think
it's best that we plan to revert to the
traditional schedule, the Mnday through Thursday
sitting, leaving Fridays avail able for everyone,
and that will be the plan barring sone unusual
event. W will do everything we can to sit Mnday
t hrough Thursdays on a nore regular tinme basis.
We've really been sitting extra hours, and it's
hard on -- it's difficult for everyone when we do

t hat .

THE COW SSI ONER: No, | understand that.

MR.

VERTLIEB: And then, finally, | was reflecting on the
expertise qualification for Professor Rossno | ast
night, and it seens to ne hearing the evidence and
reflecting on sone of the docunents that have been

put in his expertise really is in the field of
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

serial nmurder and crimnal investigation, those
two areas. That's what energes, and | think it
shoul d be recogni zed that way.

THE COW SSI ONER: Wl I, he has been giving evidence in that
area now, so --

MR. VERTLI EB: Yes, exactly. Thank you.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

MR. VERTLI EB: Thank you, M. Conm ssioner, and | appreciate --

THE COW SSIONER: All right. M. D ckson.

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

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON CONTI NUED BY MR. DI CKSON:

Q Dr. Rossno, good norning. Yesterday | was taking
you t hrough sonme of your proposed sol utions that
you' d set out in your PowerPoint presentation. Do
you recall that?

A Yes, | do.

And as we saw yesterday, it's fair to say that the
VPD has made a | ot of changes since 2002,
including with respect to sonme of your proposed
solutions; is that right?

A Yes, that is correct, M. Conm ssioner.

But, of course, there are further inprovenents
that could be made, M. Conmm ssioner, and it's

critical that this conmm ssion exam ne those. And,



© 00 N oo o A~ W N Pk

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

Dr. Rossnp, one thene you spoke of in your

evi dence is managerial accountability; is that
right?

That is right.

And yesterday we were speaking of the ConpStat
program Do you recall that?

Yes.

And you had nentioned that programin your
evidence in chief as being an exanple of a system
that the New York Police Departnent had put in
pl ace to increase accountability anong nmanagers?
That's right.

And ConpStat, of course, stands for Conputer
Statistics, but it's not so nuch a conputer
program as an accountability systenf

Yes.

And we heard that the VPD instituted its own
ConmpSt at programin 20057

| know they had such a program | just don't
know when.

You didn't know 2005, but you know that they
instituted their own progranf?

Yes.

And | take it you would regard that as a very

positive programfor the VPD to put in place?
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Cross-examr by M. Dickson

Yes. If it's done correctly, it can be very, very
hel pful to prevent situations like this from
falling between the cracks.

And here's what | want to ask you about this
morning, and it's just -- it's one nore possible
solution that 1'mgoing -- that 1'mgoing to
suggest this comm ssion should have a | ook at.

am going to ask for your coments on it, and so
let me explain this possibility in alittle bit of
Il ength and then | am going to ask you for your
comments on it. The concept that the VPD believes
woul d be very useful is a sort of regional

ConpSt at program because at present there's no
process for -- no formal process for police

| eaders in the region to neet in a regular
structured forumto focus on crine fighting
regarding serious offences, and the thought is
that there needs to be a formalized programto
drive linked multi-jurisdictional investigations.
This occurs to sone extent now, but it's ad hoc
and informal, and the thought is that police at a
seni or |evel throughout the region need to neet on
a routine basis to discuss these investigations in
a formalized way. There needs to be an over-

arching protocol that operates routinely and
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Cross-examr by M. Dickson

doesn't just bring together senior representatives
when there's an urgent matter, but on a nore
regul ar, structured and routine basis. And so
this sort of regional ConpStat concept would

i nvol ve regul ar structured foruns, perhaps six
times a year, and it would invol ve senior
representatives fromevery police agency in the
region to discuss current crinme issues and that
way ensure effective exchange of information and
prioritizing investigations and ensuring proper
all ocation of resources to those investigations.
So that's the concept, which |I've spoken about at
alittle bit of length, and I want to ask you
whet her you have any comments on that. Do you
think that would be a nove in the right direction,
and do you think that's a process that this

comm ssi on should | ook at?

M. Comm ssioner, this is a very intriguing and
novel idea. | can certainly see its potenti al
benefits. Two specific points | would nmake is,
one, this presupposes a regional analytic
capability, so the analysis capacity to identify
comon probl ens when they cross Boundary Road or
Fraser Rver. So that woul d be a necessary

conmponent. The other thing | would say is |I'm
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

just not certain how the accountability aspect of
a regional ConpStat programwould work, but, if
not hing el se, identifying problens and keepi ng
track of themare definitely two steps in the
right direction.

Yes. And renenber yesterday we spoke of the
possibility of instituting a real-tinme crine
centre, and if that real-tinme crine centre were
put in place, and renenber we spoke about it
havi ng hopeful |y, the concept being, analytical
capability, then that could work hand in hand with
this regional ConpStat progranf? That's the

t hought , anyway?

Yeah, that would work well, M. Conmm ssioner.

THE COMM SSIONER:  So you may not be able to answer this, but

to your know edge does any other police force here
have a simlar technol ogy?

"' maware of many regional intelligence centres in
the United States. |'mnot aware of any in
Canada, but it would not surprise ne if at |east
Ontario has them because of the nature of their --
the nmetropolitan Toronto area, for exanple,

Geater Otawa.

THE COW SSIONER: I n any event, you don't know if any other

force here in British Colunbia has the sane
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Dickson

t echnol ogy?
A Not within British Colunbia, no.
THE COW SSIONER: All right. Ckay.
MR. DI CKSON: And when we're speaking of the technol ogy there,
M . Comm ssioner, were you asking about ConpStat ?
THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.
MR. DI CKSON:

Q And were you addressing that question?

A Oh, | was thinking of the regional intelligence
centre.
THE COW SSI ONER: Wl |, both, actually. | neant both.

MR. DI CKSON: Ckay.
A | do know that there are high-ranking nenbers of

the Victoria Police Departnment who are in
Vancouver today to | ook at the Vancouver ConpSt at
system so |I'massum ng that they're considering
this integration, which makes sense considering
that Chief Constable Jame Grahamin Victoria was,
| believe, the chief constable that set it up in
Vancouver, but any other nmunicipality or the RC --
" m not awar e.

THE COM SSI ONER: Wl |, ConpStat was established here a nunber
of years ago.

MR. DI CKSON: 2005, M. Comm ssioner.

THE COW SSIONER:  Right. Ckay. 2005.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Yes. And so the idea here is regionalizing and
having a regional forum for police managers at a
high level to cone together on a routine basis to
anal yze crinme trends and investigations, and in

t hat general concept you think that would be worth
exploring by the commssion, | take it?

Yes, M. Conmm ssioner. Crimnals don't care about
the political boundaries, and if we just took a
focus say on Port Mody or North Vancouver
District we would mss -- we would have a tunnel
vision, and it would mss the patterns on the
surroundi ng areas, and it's al nost essential,
think, for the nost effective and efficient police
response.

M . Comm ssioner, those are ny questions.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you, M. D ckson.

MR. DI CKSON:

Thank you, Dr. Rossno.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR GRATL:

Q

M/ nanme is Jason Gratl, and |I'm appoi nted

i ndependent counsel to serve the interests of
Downt own East si de individuals and organi zati ons
and, in particular, sex workers and drug users.
Now, do you prefer Dr. or Professor Rossnmo or M.

Rossnp?

10
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Doesn't nmatter.

Ckay. "Il go with Professor then. Your direct
exam nation reveal ed that your belief -- that you
believe that there was a managenent di sengagenent
facilitated in part by the social standing of the
victins?

That is correct.

And | take it that's reflective of the view that
the police as an organi zation do not act in social
isolation, they' re affected by interested

i ndi vi dual s and organi zati ons outside of the
police?

That is correct.

So they're responsive to community pressure then?
You nmentioned politicians in particular.

| agree that they do respond to community interest
and pressure. I'mnot sure | would agree that
politicians are the nost inportant. You have a
nmyriad of influences, including the nedia,
community groups, the Police Board, and |ocal and
provincial politicians.

kay. So here in terns of the press, you' ve got
Li ndsay Ki nes and Suzanne Fournier?

Yes.

And they're alnost acting in isolation anong the

11
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

press?

' ve had di scussions with Lindsay Kines, and he --
| actually organized a panel on this particular
case at the Western Society of Crimnology neeting
in February 2011, which was held here in
Vancouver, and one of the things he said during
his presentation was that he found it chall engi ng
to maintain interest wwthin his organization about
this case, so -- and |'ve said this before -- a
trenmendous anount of credit has to go to his
efforts to keep this thing going. | really

think --

Sure. Anybody who --

-- he played a key role in eventually getting to
the solution of this case.

And anybody who spills ink has influence, but he
was, relatively speaking, a voice in the

wi | derness along with Suzanne Fournier; is that
right?

Vell, | think at the time also Lori --

Cut hbert .

-- CQuthbert. There was one or two other
reporters, but it was a mnority.

And aside fromthose influences you al so had

communi ty groups, including business interests and

12
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

residents' interests, that were not tal king about
devoting resources to finding m ssing sex workers,
they were tal ki ng about devoting resources to
ensuring that sex workers weren't a public

nui sance, were kept away from school s and
residential areas?

| can't say that was happening at that tine, but |
can say when | was engaged in the Prostitution
Task Force in the Munt Pleasant Liaison Teamthe
| and-use conflict between the street prostitution
trade and in particular residential groups,
interest groups was a significant issue and
probably one of the reasons for the formation of
t he Mount Pl easant Liaison Teamin the first

i nstance.

Sure. | nean, an entire teamwas fornmed by the
VPD to respond to conmunity pressure regarding
publ i ¢ nui sance associated with sex workers?
|"msorry, which team are you speaki ng of ?

The Mount Pl easant Liai son Team

Vell, the teamwas two people, M. Conm ssioner,
but, yes, | would definitely say that we -- our
formation was a result of public pressure.
|"mjust saying that in one area you had two

of ficers devoted to |iaison, whereas you only had

13
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

one officer working three-quarters tine |ooking at
m ssing persons up until Anmelia was fornmed?

" mnot sure the percentage of time of Detective
Const abl e Lori Shenher, but -- I'monly aware of
at | east her being involved. | just don't know
what her percentage of tine is.

But what ever the balance of forces here, you've
got community groups saying that there are m ssing
persons and unaddressed hom ci des, unsol ved

hom cides, including the First Nations Summt; is

that right?
|"mnot aware of that. It could well be.
just -- as | said before, Lori Shenher primarily

was the individual throughout ny tinme with the VPD
that was engaged with the community groups and the
victinse' famlies, so ny know edge is secondhand,
unl ess she had sone reason to tell ne about

sonet hing, for exanple, when | went to W SH.

I f you hadn't heard, then just say, "No, | hadn't
heard of the First Nations Summt." | only have
hal f an hour --

Ckay. | hadn't heard of the First Nations --

-- so | need to --

Ckay.

Have you heard the First Nations Summt conpl ai ned

14
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

about m ssing persons and unsol ved hom ci des of
First Nations peopl e?

In 1998, 1999, no.

Al right. How about Jam e Lee Ham lton, a sex
wor ker advocat e?

" m not sure.

Ckay. How about Prostitution Alternatives
Counsel i ng and Education?

No.

kay. That's the PACE group.

th. Oh. I'msorry, M. Comm ssioner. Yes, |
have heard of them

But did you hear about them-- did you hear them
saying that there were unsol ved hom ci des, too
many unsol ved hom ci des and m ssing persons files?
Yes, I'"mjust not sure when | heard of that. It
may have been after | left the VPD.

Ckay. How about the CRAB people, Water for Life,
Don Larson and Kelly Wite?

In relationship to the letters he wote to the
Vancouver Police Departnent, yes.

Sure. You had sone dealings with himpersonally,
didn't you?

Yes.

kay. And then there's the February 14th

15



© 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 r» O >»

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

marchers. D d you hear about that annual march?
|'ve heard of marches, but, I'msorry, M.

Comm ssioner, | just don't know the details of
whi ch group and what tine, what date.

Ckay. So you did know there were marches that
spoke to the m ssing and nurdered wonmen?

Yes. Yes.

And you knew that at around 19987

No, | think it was later.

Ckay. And then there's the battered wonen's
organi zations as well that were bringing these
matters to the attention of the VPD in around that
time?

| have no know edge of that.

Ckay. But whatever the balance was, there was --
you' re saying that overall this bal ance
facilitated a di sengagenent by managenent ?

"' msaying that the marginal status of street
prostitution as victins | think, in ny opinion,
resulted in di sengagenent by VPD managenent.

And part of the way you cone to this concl usion
that there's a certain disengagenent is by | ooking
at the resources that were devoted to m ssing
wonen?

That's correct, M. Comm ssi oner

16
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Q So you're looking at M ssing Persons Unit devotion

of Lori Shenher to this issue and saying that you
can tell how nmuch interest and how seriously the
i ssues were taken by how nmany resources were
devot ed?

Yes, and also the type of resources. You define
the problem by the tool that you use to address
it. Assigning a Mssing Persons detective
suggests that -- and only a M ssing Persons
detective suggests that you' re seeing the problem
as just finding mssing people.

And even Anelia, you characterized that as one-
tenth the size of what it should have been?

Yes. | mean, naybe one-fifth, nmaybe one-
twentieth. M point is it wasn't anywhere near
the level of resources a, at this point, probable
serial nurder investigation required.

And | take it that's what you were telling the
menbers of Project Anelia in and around April of
1999, when it was formed, that there just aren't

enough peopl e here, you need nore peopl e?

| believe it was in May. But, no, | didn't tell
them One, | was not aware that they weren't
really 10 people. | didn't realize the other

comm tments and tasks outside of the m ssing wonen

17
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

review that the individuals had to engage in. And
| also think they were realizing very soon

t hensel ves without ne telling themthat they were
under - r esour ced.

But when did you first realize, when were you
first told that they were realizing they were
under - resour ced?

| think, actually, it was an article in the
Vancouver Sun, and it nmay not have been unti

2000. | was optimstic about Project Anelia in

t he begi nni ng.

Ckay. So you say the summer of 1999? When did
you find out that the Project Anelia nenbers

consi dered thensel ves to be under-resourced? That
was ny question.

M ght not have been until 2000. | just can't say
for sure. But | do renenber a Vancouver Sun
article about the fact that the actual FTEs, full-
time equivalents, wasn't anything near what the
Vancouver Police Departnent was saying. | believe
that's sonewhere in the commssion's material. |
can't renmenber the date of the article.

Sure. But when you | ook at the Spokane Killer

i nvestigation, eventually which caught Robert Lee

Yates, he was active from'96 to '98, right?

18
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

| can't renenber off the top of ny head, but it
woul d be approximately in that time period.

Ckay. And he preyed on sex workers?

Yes, he did.

Ckay. And did you know -- were you consulted in
relation to that investigation?

No, but | did have sone discussions with the
detectives because we gave a presentation at
Spokane, but | was not formally consulted.

That investigation, you are aware now, had at

| east 10 tines the nunber of people that Anelia
had?

| don't know the nunber, but | do know, M.
Conmi ssi oner, that generally a serial murder

i nvestigation involves 30 to a couple of hundred
detecti ves depending on the scope.

kay. And the Geen River Killer, Gary Leon

Ri dgway, was caught in Novenber 2001?

Yes, sSir.

And he was active for about 20 years, 15 years?
No, not exactly. He was very active in the early
to md-'80s, and then he stopped, but he didn't
stop conpletely. | think he did two nore nurders
after his period of intense activity and then was

subsequent |y caught through DNA anal ysis.

19
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But his -- the Geen R ver Killer was obviously
extrenely well publicized?

Yes, it was.

And a corresponding | evel of resources was devoted
to the investigation of M. Ridgway? There were
hundreds of officers at various tines working on
that file?

| can't -- | don't know the exact nunber. | do
know that initially there were criticisns that
they did not respond with enough resources at the
very begi nning, but when they did, there was a
very large task force forned, | think from Seattle
and King County. You know, they actually had to
have a separate building to house everybody.

kay. So in the Pacific Northwest just bel ow our
border there was the Spokane Killer and the G een
River Killer working by targeting prostitutes, sex
workers at the sane tine as this m ssing wonen
phenonmenon was occurring in Vancouver?

| think there was an overlap with Yates but not
really with R dgway.

All right. And in terns of what was happeni ng
north of the border, we had -- this is described
in your slide -- Eclipse nunber 1 operating from

1988 to 1990? |'mjust dealing here with serial

20
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

killers that were targeting sex workers. Eclipse
1, 1988 to 19907

|"msorry, sir, what is the question?

North of the border we had Eclipse 1, 1988 to
1990, targeting sex workers?

Yes.

And | take it by the designation Eclipse 1 it
means that the pattern of or the |inkage between
various unsol ved hom ci des was established after
Project Eclipse? That's why the designation is
Eclipse 1; am| correct?

Yes, one of the purposes of Eclipse was to
identify series. | think they identified four or
five series. Wat | did, Series 1 was identified
with a reasonably high probability, 2 and 3 with a
slightly lower probability, then 4 and bel ow wi th
-- just as a possibility.

Ckay. So Project Eclipse concluding -- was that
1991 or 19927

| believe it was 1991.

Ckay. So in 1991 Project Eclipse identifies
possi bly four serial killers preying on sex
workers. Was there any task force created to

sol ve these homcides or find these serial killers

who were targeting prostitutes?

21
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

To ny know edge, no. | do know, though, that the
RCVWP, and | believe this was before Project

Ecli pse, but, again, I'mjust not certain, forned
a teamto | ook at murders of wonen generally,
though I'"'mnot quite sure what happened wth that.
It wasn't restricted to sex trade workers.

VPD didn't do anything of that sort, did they?
They didn't create a task force to go after these
Eclipse killers?

| know i ndi vidual detectives were working on the
cases, but, no, there was no task force or any
special effort.

| take it you would consider that to be a form of
managenent di sengagenent as well? If you know
them by their fruits, there aren't a lot of fruits
here.

|"mjust reluctant to comment w thout specifically
review ng the cases and the potential for |eads
and ot her opportunities.

Fair enough. So -- but you don't know of any

Ecl i pse-based task force?

No, and | very likely would have heard if such a
t hi ng occurred.

Sure. And aside fromthat we have Jordan that

targeted sex workers from 1980 to ' 877
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Yes.

And Al lender in 1992, again targeting sex workers?
Yes. He was convicted of one nurder but believed
to have done others because of what he actually
did during the nurder.

And then aside fromthat we've got the Agassiz
killings that definitely |ook rel ated?

That's correct. | believe the Iinks were
establ i shed forensically.

Ckay. And they're linked in terns of where the
bodi es were dunped and also in terns of where the
victins were associated with?

| think, actually, the links were through DNA, M.
Comm ssi oner, so there was no doubt. Plus, as you
said, the bodies were dunped very, very close to
each ot her.

Ckay. And the Agassiz killer, there was no task
force that you know of aside from Evenhanded t hat
dealt with the Agassiz killer?

| don't know if that was an ROWMP file. | just
don't know.

But they were -- they went m ssing from Vancouver ?
They were associated to Vancouver, weren't they?

| believe they were associated with Vancouver, but

|"'mnot sure if there was nuch of a gap as them
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

bei ng m ssing persons before the bodies were
found. |'mjust not certain of that.

Aside fromthat, you nentioned in your interview
with Evans a Trail of Tears killer --

Yes.

-- active at the tine?

Yes.

And that was known in 19987

Yes, it was.

Al right. So | put it to you that in the Pacific
Nort hwest, |'m counting here, including Pickton,
10 serial killers acting from 1980 to 2000 in the
Paci fi c Northwest?

Vell, | would actually suspect there's nore,

your -- M. Comm ssioner, because we're not even
considering other -- we're just |ooking at the
nost fanous cases from Washington State. | know
they' ve identified other patterns, and considering
t he popul ation of the Pacific Northwest |'mvery,
very sure we woul d be | ooking at many nore.

So if sonmebody were to suggest in 1998 there m ght
be a serial killer preying on sex workers in the
Downt own Eastsi de, your answer woul d have been of
course?

Vell, | wouldn't have said of course, but | would
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

say this is sonething that we have to give serious
consideration to. The likelihood, when we
consider the risk, the likelihood is definitely
there, and that's why it warranted further

expl orati on.

VWll, at any given tine, according to the
information that you've just -- the evidence
you' ve just given, there seened to be upwards of
three serial killers operating in the Pacific
Nort hwest targeting sex workers?

vell --

It shouldn't cone as a surprise to anybody that
there mght be a serial killer targeting sex

wor kers in the Downtown Eastside of Vancouver?

| can safely agree with that, M. Conm ssioner
Now, of course, when anybody asked you whet her
there was a reasonabl e chance there was a sex
wor ker targeting -- or a serial killer targeting
sex workers, you responded with the information
that there have been an endl ess processi on of
serial killers targeting sex workers in the
Paci fi c Northwest?

Vell, | wouldn't say there was a procession, but a
signi ficant nunber.

Al right.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Again, M. Comm ssioner, serial nurder is rare,

but when we | ook over a | arge enough area and
enough tinme and then we | ook at a high-risk group,
like street prostitutes, then it becomes nuch | ess
rare.

kay. So | now want to take you back to your

role. Mjor Crine Squad in August of 1998, that's
| nspect or Bi ddl econbe? He's in charge of that?
Yes, sir.

| nspector Greer is in charge of District 27?

Yes, M. Conm ssioner.

They have overlapping jurisdictions, in effect.
District 2 is aterritorial jurisdiction, correct?
Yes.

And the Major Crinme Squad is a jurisdiction or
authority based on typol ogy?

On type of crine, M. Conm ssioner.

kay. So there's the Sexual O fence Squad, the
Robbery Squad, and the Hom ci de Squad, correct?
Correct.

And any tinme a crinme or potential crine is
identified as one of those, either a potenti al
hom ci de, potential sex crinme or potenti al

robbery, Biddl econbe has responsibility for that,

and all other crinmes within that territory, that's
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Geer's responsibility, correct?

That's a bit of an oversinplification. Having
worked District 2 nyself, | know that |'ve

i nvestigated without Major Crine's invol venment
attenpted nmurders, nmany, nany, nany robberies,
many sexual assaults. So it sonetinmes depends on
the conplexity of the file, the anount of tine the
investigation is going to take. Patrol's referred
toin the VPD as the primary investigation unit,
and sonetinmes -- | think we did one review, and
over 90 per cent of investigations are concl uded
within the patrol districts, but -- so you could
have a type of crine involved by patrol officers
or it may go to Major Crine, but once it went to
Major Crime then it was Major Crine's
responsibility.

Sure. Major Crime deals with the nore serious
crinmes?

Yes.

They have nore specialized investigators?

Yes, with nore experience and access to a nunber
of specialized resources.

And, nore inportantly perhaps, they work as a
team they work in teans, whereas patrol doesn't

necessarily team up?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Many patrol officers work as pairs, and | think at
the tinme the standard nodel in Major Crinme m ght
have been a partnership, two individuals, but I

al so believe VPD went to a four-person nodel in
the future, but I'mjust alittle uncertain as to
what happened when and the details.

Now, August of 1998 you are the Geographic
Profiling Section --

Yes.

-- or Division or what have you?

Secti on.

Odinarily you would fit under Mjor Crinme because
you're looking at iterated crimnes?

No, because the person in charge of Major Crine
was an inspector. | was a detective inspector, so
| was underneath a deputy chief, so parallel to
Major Crime, and the deputy chief was the

i ndi vi dual responsible for investigations.

Let's abstract from hierarchy, though. 1In terns
of your skill set, what you're bringing to the
table is your ability to work on serial crines?
Yes.

And so -- but those are serial -- serious crines,
like serial homcides or serial sex crines,

correct?
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Correct.

And there is a Homcide and a Sex Crinmes D vision,
correct?

Yes.

So ordinarily you' d be | ending assistance to these
Major Crinme units?

Yes. | always saw Major Crine as ny "prinmary
custoner”, you know, within the Vancouver Police
Depart nent.

But you're given your own detective inspector rank
and your own departnment to reflect a nunber of
facts. One of themis that you have -- you
provi de assistance to other police forces?

Yes, sir.

And you're an internationally respected expert,

you're on a lecture circuit?

Yes, sir.
And al so you've got education and a skill set that
deserves -- deserves to be recognized by an

increase in rank and by a little bit of autonony,
correct?

Yes. | also point out that there were other

i nvestigative entities wthin the VPD, including
patrol investigative entities, and | worked for

them as wel |l .
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

kay. So within Major Crine Squad the ranking as
of August of '98 was Bi ddl econbe, Staff Sergeant
Gles, and then Field? That's the Hom cide
ranking; am |1 right about that?

| believe so.

kay. So your working group, first neeting

Sept enber 4th, 1998, correct?

Yes.

Bi ddl econbe not invited because he's on vacation?
Wll, he was invited, but |I believe he was stil
on vacation at that tinme.

| couldn't see an indication of an invitation.
Was that oral or did you | eave a voice nessage or
an e-mail, or what happened?

| think -- there was a nailing list that we
prepared, and | think it was probably just by

t el ephone, e-mail or -- probably tel ephone or
e-mail, but because we had first -- the first
effort to contact Biddl econbe resulted in ne
reaching Sergeant Field, | believe she was com ng
to the neeting because he was still on annua
leave. So the invitation is to, you know, the
section or the representative of the section.

Did you copy Staff Sergeant Gl es?

There wouldn't be a need if we were comuni cating
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

wth Field. Then she would conmunicate or

di ssem nate information within her section as they
saw appropri at e.

| would think ordinarily if you're going to second
resources from Major Crine, from Hom cide Division
you are going to talk to the person at your
parallel rank; is that right?

Normal |y, but I think we were just still in the
early stages of this and working out what we were
going to do, and we hadn't got to the point of who
was going to do what and how we woul d divide up

t he | abour.

kay. But ordinarily you'd go through your
parallel rank, correct?

That's correct.

That woul d be Bi ddl econbe?

Yes.

And if not Biddl econbe, then whoever is acting for
hi n?

Yes.

Whi ch woul d have been G| es?

Well, the point of tinme that | first heard about
this problemfrompatrol, north-east patrol area,
when | phoned Bi ddl econbe's office | got Gerany

Field, who was the actor on that day, and | don't
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

know who was sort of the long-term actor during

t he summer vacation of Biddl econbe. | heard it
m ght have been Dureau, but |I'mjust not certain.
| know | tal ked to Field.

kay. So you have your working group neeting on
Sept enber 4th, 1998, at which it's decided to have
a press rel ease or press conference go out on
Sept enber the 30th --

Yes.

-- 1998, and then you decide the next neeting is
going to be Septenber 22nd, 1998?

Yes.

And Bi ddl econbe and G les were not in attendance,
but Field was?

Yes.

Sept enber 14th Bi ddl econbe wites a neno to

| nspector Geer, correct?

Coul d you point me to that docunment because |'m
not -- | had no personal involvenent of Inspector
Bi ddl econbe’' s conmuni cations in that tinme period.
| did see a report that he wote. |'mjust not
sure of the date or who it was sent to.

Al right. So you're not famliar wth that neno,
Sept enber 14th neno?

Could you tell me alittle nore about it, please?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

It's a meno -- nmaybe this will help refresh your
recollection. 1It's a nmeno in which |Inspector

Bi ddl econbe wites to I nspector Geer that he

di sagrees with the press rel ease, the content of
the press release, finds it objectionable and

i nflammatory.

Is this the one where he tal ks about mnurder cases?
Yes. Yes, that's -- he also says that these are
hom ci de i nvestigations and that detectives are
assigned to the hom cide investigations.

| ' ve seen that docunent, but |'ve only seen it
this week, M. Conm ssioner

Ckay.

| had no know edge of it at the tine.

Fair enough. But he's opposed in that docunent,
he's opposed to a press rel ease?

He does not like the press rel ease, and he nakes
that clear in the witing, and he made it clear in
t he neeting.

He says, in effect, "I'min charge of hom cides.
These hom cides are being investigated," correct?
Yes.

And he says access to the homcide files should be
t hrough Sergeant Fiel d?

Correct.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Ckay. D d you know that access to the hom cides
shoul d be through -- homcide files should be

t hrough Sergeant Fiel d?

| never saw that nmeno until we had our neeting,
but our focus was on m ssing wonen, not on these
prostitution hom cides, though information about
them coul d be very useful. Qur -- if you |look at
our blueprints, you can see that we -- all we're
trying to do is nmake investigative
reconmendations. W're not trying to investigate
t hese crines.

Ckay. But Biddl econbe in his Septenber 14th neno
says that access to homcide files should be

t hrough Sergeant Field. D d you know that access
to the homcide files could be obtained through
Sergeant Field?

| never saw that nmeno until this week.

D d anybody tell you about that potential for
access to those files in and around Septenber
14th, 19987

| can't recall that. Sorry.

Ckay. So now |'mpassing forward a -- |'m passing
forward a newspaper article or a printout of a
newspaper article. |It's dated Septenber 18th,
1998.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Yes, sir.

And have you seen this newspaper article before?
| may have, but | don't recall it.

Vell, it's an article witten by Lindsay Kines
publ i shed by the Vancouver Sun, and it seens to
appear to state that Vancouver Gty Police have
set up a teamof officers to review 40 unsol ved
m ssi ng cases, m ssing wonen cases dating back to
1971. It quotes Inspector Geer, it quotes Anne
Drennan, and it quotes I|nspector Biddl econbe, and

then it also quotes Sergeant Field.

THE REG STRARR M. Gatl, you are reaching close to the end of

MR. GRATL:
MR. PAI SANA:
MR. GRATL:

your tine.

Yes. M. Comm ssioner, in light of the fact that

M. Neave and M. Peck's representative --
Pai sana.
- Paisana wll shorten their tine |I'masking for

an indul gence of an extra 10 mnutes, if that's --

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Go ahead.

MR GRATL:
Q

A
Q

- agreeable. Thank you.

So this article goes out saying that there's a

M ssi ng Wonen Revi ew Team correct, exploring the
potential for a serial killer?

Yes, it does say that.

| nean, essentially Kines seens to have got his

35



© 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 » O > O

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

hands on exactly the information contained in the
draft press rel ease sonehow?

| don't know the origin of the information that

Li ndsay Kines had here. He's obviously spoken to
a nunber of VPD nenbers.

Vel |, he knew what to speak about, apparently.
|"msorry, | can't comment on this. | don't know
anyt hi ng about it.

Vell, wasn't it exactly what |nspector Biddl econbe
was upset about on the 22nd, that after his

Sept enber 14th neno saying he disagrees with the
press rel ease sonebody has | eaked the contents of
the press release to Lindsay Kines?

| have no know edge about this, and | don't

know -- you'd have to ask Inspector Biddl econbe
what he was upset about.

Vell, you were --

It |ooks Iike they' ve cooperated in an interview.
"' mjust saying you were at that neeting, correct?
O the 22nd?

Yes.

Yes. Wiat | recall is himbeing upset about the
rel ease of the nanmes of the m ssing wonen. This

| ooks to ne |ike a cooperative interview. But I

really don't want to coment about sonething that
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

| didn't have anything to do with that happened 14

years ago.

Q You're saying it was just a fortuitous |eak that
m ght have served the purpose of |locking in the
M ssing Wnen's --

A |I'msaying | have no idea.

Q -- Review Team or Wrking G oup?

A |I'msaying | have no idea.

THE COW SSIONER: | think he's answered that. You have no
i dea.
MR. GRATL:

Q And you don't renenber |nspector Biddl econbe being
upset about the leak of the contents of the draft
press rel ease?

A No. | renmenber he didn't like the draft press
release. He didn't like the allegations of a
potential serial nmurderer. And then he had sone
di scussion about the |eak of the names, because |
remenber responding to himsaying that it was
i ncredi bly unreasonabl e that he's accusing ne of
| eaki ng sonething that | never had in ny
possessi on.

Q Al right. So the Geographic Profiling Section is

not restricted necessarily in its mandate? It can

ask for resources fromother sections; isn't that
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

right?

No, that never happened.

No. You could have asked for resources from other
sections, correct?

No, | don't believe so.

You coul dn't have asked I nspector Geer, "Hey, can
you loan ne a couple of patrol officers? | want
to look into this mssing wonen issue"?

That's -- our mandate was to provide analytic
support, so --

Not to generate data sets?

It was not to investigate crines as the primary

i nvesti gator.

Vell --

W played a support role, an anal ytic support
role.

Weren't you able to, for exanple, requisition
information from CPI C when you needed to in
February of 19997

Yes, as part of ny analysis.

Weren't you able to even formthe working group by
calling a nunber of people fromdifferent
sections, including Inspector Greer's section,

i ncluding Inspector Geer hinself to sit on your

wor ki ng group when you needed to?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Vell, | think it's nore appropriate to | ook at
this as Inspector Geer's working group. He's got
responsibility for the patrol area. They cane to
me asking for assistance. W agreed to co-chair
it. But, you know, | was a section with one
person, one civilian support individual. | didn't
have any capability to or responsibility or
authority to do any sort of primary investigation.
My goal was to help out as requested.

l"mtrying to understand why the working group
folded its tents after Inspector Biddl econbe
indicated that all he was willing to do was to
provide information on homcide files through
Sergeant Field.

We're | ooking at m ssing wonen, so |I'mjust not
quite sure at this point why the homcide files
woul d be val uable. W don't know what's goi ng on.
W're trying to determne if there's a mssing --
a pattern or sonething substantial to these

m ssing wonen. And even though it wasn't the

i deal plan, the fact that I|nspector Biddl econbe
had assi gned Detective Constable Lori Shenher to
try and find the m ssing wonen was definitely a
positive step in the right direction. Maybe not

enough, but at |east he indicated they were doing
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

somnet hi ng.

Well, I'msuggesting to you that the working group
could have carried on with resources frompatro

or fromD strict 2 or to the limted extent that
the Major Crine Squad woul d contri bute resources,
but that possibility wasn't even explored, was it?
You woul d have to ask Inspector G eer about that.
Vel l, you were the co-chair of the working group.
You' re saying you have no responsibility for the
conduct of the working group?

|'"'msaying | had no authority to assign patrol
officers to that type of function.

If I may say so, it's not very Harry Truman of you
to say so.

Vll, I'msaying you don't understand the job
function, the job description, the authority and
responsibilities wthin the Vancouver Police
Departnent at that time. | provided an analytic
support function, period.

And it was beyond your power to ask for other

i nvestigative tools to help you?

| didn't need other investigative tools to do ny

anal ytic support function.

THE COW SSI ONER: | think he's made it clear he was there for

a specific function that required a particular and
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

uni que expertise --

MR. GRATL: There was --

THE COW SSI ONER: -- because of his academ c background. He
was -- in a paramlitary structure he didn't have
the authority to assign officers to do particul ar
things. |Is that not so?

A Yes, sir.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

MR GRATL:
Q

There were specific geographi cal angles
potentially to the investigation; is that right?
Yes.

You coul d have | ooked at the geographi cal angle of
the different hotels that were invol ved, the
Regent, Wal dorf, and Astoria, that you knew to be
connected to these m ssing wonen?

One, | don't know why you say those hotels are

i nvol ved, and, two, | don't know what you nean by
connected. The one geographic angle | saw was if
we could obtain informati on on where the wonen
regularly worked, their corners, we mght try sone
analysis for that, but | was never able to obtain
that information. It either was -- probably just
was not known.

Did you try to obtain that information?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Yes.

From who?

Dave D ckson.

And Dave Dickson refused to give it to you?

| think he tried to find it, but it just was
sonething | think was not known.

Did you ask anybody aside from Dave D ckson?

No, just Dave Di ckson.

Vel |, what about the WSH peopl e?

No. | -- you want nme to have engaged in a primary
i nvestigative function on ny owmn. | just didn't
do things that way. That woul d have been stepping
on toes and woul d have created further alienation
if | started an independent parallel investigation
i ke that.

You were famliar with District 2 and sex worker
policing, correct?

Yes.

You had done what you described as two tours of
duties in the Downtown Eastside?

Yes.

And so you knew that there were patrol officers
and resources avail able to uncover information of
that sort, correct?

Yes.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

You weren't alienated fromInspector Geer?

No.

And so -- and he had command of the patro

of ficers?

Dave Di ckson seened to be the best and nost

| ogi cal source for that information because of his
contacts with the community. | assuned if he
didn't -- was unable to get the information
despite all his years of interaction then it was
just sonet hing not known.

Al right. Aside fromthat there was a website
publicly avail able? Wayne Leng ran a website
tal ki ng about sonme of these sex workers?

| didn't know about Wayne Leng at this tine.

Al right. And, of course, you had Don Larson
tal ki ng about a connection to the Astoria Hotel.
Dd you follow that up?

| didn't see any connection between these m ssing
worren and what Don Larson had been witing us
about .

|"msorry, did you wite an e-mail to Dave

D ckson?

| very likely could have.

You don't have that e-mail any |onger, do you?

No.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Gatl

But you knew from your experience in the Downtown
East si de that wonen woul d have worked on regul ar
corners, correct?

Street prostitution is often very territorial, so
that was sonething | was hoping.

And you woul d have known that these wonen woul d
have had strong connections with specific dealers,
correct?

| would not have known that. Sone m ght have,
some may not have.

Al right. And sone of these wonen woul d have had
resi dences, correct?

You nean |i ke hones?

Yes, places to live.

Yes.

Al right. But |I put it to you that Dave Di ckson
wasn't the only source of information for data to
conduct a geographic profiling analysis?

He was the best source of information.

Yes, but he wasn't the only source of information,
was he, Professor Rossnn?

Sir, you keep forgetting I didn't even have a |i st
until February of 1999 of who these wonen were.

If you ook at the report | prepared in My, we

had i nformati on on where they were | ast seen.
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Cross-examr by M. Gatl

Looki ng at those addresses, sone were the Downtown
East si de, sonme were outside of the area
conpletely. It was a very sporadic, in sone
cases, sporadic list. In some cases the
information was just not known. That information,
to the best of ny recollection, was provided to ne
by Dave Dickson, and if sonebody is engaged in a
function or a responsibility, they provide you
with the information, you don't second-guess them
and just repeat the process yourself, otherw se
you just end up duplicating a whole |ot of work.
You consi dered the m ssing wonen phenonena of

si gni ficant enough inportance to create the

M ssi ng Wnen's Wrking G oup, correct?

| considered it as potential -- of potential
significance in that we needed to explore it, and
the best way to do that was through sonme sort of
group effort.

Al right. And obviously you encountered sone
resi stance from Il nspector Biddl econbe to that

pat h?

|"ve testified about his reaction.

Sure. Wat | don't see is any nenorandum or
letter of conplaint or e-mail of any kind

docunenting either why the M ssing Wnen Wrki ng
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Goup folded its tents or conpl ai ni ng about that.
D d you aut hor any such docunents?
A No.
Way not ?
A To what purpose, sir?
MR. GRATL: Those are ny questions.
THE COMM SSI ONER: Yes.
MR. VERTLIEB: | had hoped that M. Larson would be here, but I
don't see him so let's just nove ahead with the
Departnment of Justice, 30 m nutes.
THE COW SSIONER: All right. M. Hoffnman.
CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY Ms. HOFFMAN:

Q Judith Hoffman for the Departnent of Justice
representing Governnent of Canada. Dr. Rossno,
good norning. | have let M. Gles know that |I'm
going to be referring to Exhibit NV in a nonent,
and he has put that in front of you. | wll also
be referring to your PowerPoint presentation, and
| think the particular slide has been flagged for
you, M. Conmm ssioner.

So, Dr. Rossnmo, | have about three or four
areas to canvass with you, and first I1'd like to
refer back to the testinony that you gave on your
first day in response to ny friend M. Vertlieb's

questi ons about your role as a beat cop on the
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Downt own Eastside. You testified that as a beat
cop you got an opportunity to really get to know
the community. Do you recall that?

Yes.

And to the extent that you got to know the sane
faces and you would, in fact, notice that soneone
was not around anynore. Do you recall that?

Yes.

So | would suggest that as a beat cop you al so
devel oped very close ties with community groups,
correct?

Some community groups. There wasn't necessarily
overlap with others. It really depended on sort
of what their function was and how it nmeshed wth
what your function was.

But certainly as a beat cop you would get to know
at | east sone of the people in community groups,
and you could go talk to those people if, in fact,
you were | ooking for someone who m ght be m ssing?
Yes, that would definitely be a good approach.
Ckay. And so it follows fromall of that, | would
suggest, that if soneone is actually |ooking for

m ssi ng people fromthe Downtown Eastside it makes
sense for the people |ooking for themto actually

be connected to that community and have that base
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

of information to draw from would you agree with
t hat ?

Yes.

And that woul d be because they woul d have the

qui ckest access to information, correct?

"' mnot sure about quickest, but they woul d have
information that the police may not directly have.
But they would -- obviously you'd agree with ne
the faster that you can find out that soneone has
mssing -- or is mssing, the better it will be in
terns of getting |leads to explain their possible
di sappear ance?

l"msorry, |I'mconfused. Are we talking about
trying to find mssing people or trying to
determ ne that soneone's missing in the first

i nstance?

Trying to find people.

Ckay.

O trying to determne if they're m ssing.

woul d say that it would apply equally to both
situations.

W don't investigate if soneone is mssing. We'll
get a report of someone being m ssing and then
investigate as to where they m ght be.

| see the distinction you're drawing. So then if
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

you're dealing with a report of a m ssing person,
you wi Il agree that police that are connected to
the community have a better chance of finding out
information that may explain the di sappearance?
The peopl e connected to the victimor the m ssing
person woul d be the best source, and you work your
way outwards fromthere. So it would really
depend on which community group and their possible
connection. So in this case the Native |ndian

Li ai son store-front office on Hastings Street

pl ayed a very inportant role in this regard.

Thank you, Dr. Rossnb. Moving on to another
subject area, | want to tal k about the RCWP
cooperation with the working group that you forned
together with Inspector Geer in --

Yes.

-- Septenber of 2000 -- or, sorry, of 1998. Now,
you testified that when you began work on the

M ssing Wonen Working Group you invited the RCW
to participate by sending a letter to
Superintendent Gary Bass. Do you recall that?
Yes, but that wasn't the extent of it.

No, but that was part of what you did to reach out
to other groups?

Yes.
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

And we | ooked at that letter on Tuesday, so |
won't take you -- we won't go to it in any detail,
but if | could refer to Exhibit M now, tab 21.

And you'll see that is the letter dated Septenber
4th, 1998 --

Yes.

-- that you wote to Superintendent Bass. And
you' ve al ready given evidence about that, so |
won't go over that again. |If you can turn over to
the next tab, which is tab 22.

Yes.

Now, this is the letter that you received in
response to your letter from Superintendent Bass?
Yes, it is.

And you will see that he thanks you for the
letter. He indicates that the Provincial Unsolved
Hom ci de Unit nenbers are unable to participate
due to other -- a heavy workload of other files.
Do you see that?

Yes.

And he suggests to you that the M ssion and
Agassi z Detachnents have an interest due to

unsol ved nurders in their jurisdiction, and he's
suggesting that Constable Paul MCarl of
Chilliwack @S will attend the neeting. Do you
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

see that?
Yes.
He al so indicates that Sergeant Honeybourn -- now,

Ser geant Honeybourn was a nenber of UHU but was
also a VPD officer. Are you aware of that?

Yes, | knew Bri an.

And he has been in touch with Lori Shenher about
getting access to unsol ved hom cide reports, and
then at the end of the |etter Superintendent Bass
wi shes you success and asks for you to provide any
information that you learn that may assist in the
i nvestigation of unsolved homcides. Do you see
t hat ?

Yes.

If you can | eave that docunent open for a nonent,
| am going to pass up anot her docunent. Now, Dr.
Rossno, this is a letter or a fax from Sergeant --
or, sorry, Corporal Paul MCarl, or, sorry, |
think he's a constable at the tinme, dated
Septenber 17th, 1998. Do you recall receiving
this correspondence?

No, | don't, but | see that it says "Attention:

Ki m Rossno".

And you'll see in the first paragraph that

Constable McCarl indicates that there is a
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

multi-jurisdictional task force in effect which is
bei ng coordi nated out of his office, and it's
conprised of four RCMP nenbers and includes sone
participation fromthe Vancouver Forensic Lab, and
that he -- they -- the task force had identified
Si X separate victins where the files invol ved

m ssi ng persons, sexual assault or nurder, and
they were actively | ooking at one investigation,
which -- sorry, one file, which was actually out
of the Vancouver Police Departnent. And he

i ndicates that he's |l ooking forward to attending a
nmeeting, correct?

Yes.

|'d I'ike this docunent to be marked as the next

exhi bit, please.

THE REA STRAR  Exhi bit nunber 73.

MR. VERTLI EB:
Q

(EXH BIT 73: Docunent entitled - RCOW Facsimle
Transmittal Message dated Septenber 17, 1998 for
the attention of - Kim ROSSMO, |nsp. -
RCVP- 039- 002581)

Now, if we go back to Exhibit VN and if you could
turn over to the next tab.
Sorry, is that tab 23?

Tab 23, correct. Now, | have provided you al ready
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

with a copy of this docunent before we started
this norning. Now I'lIl hand it around for ny
friends who may not have a copy. Now, this is a
1624, or a continuation report, which is prepared
by Constable Paul MCarl, and it's dated Septenber
22nd, 1998. Do you see that?

Yes.

And this provides a listing of who attended the
meeting. According to Constable MCarl, he was
acconpani ed by Constable Murray Power, also
Constable Gerry Peters, and | believe he was an
RCWP nenber. Do you recall Constable Peters at

t he neeting?

No, but | do know that there were RCWP officers
that attended the neeting. Al | can recall is
they were generally fromthe M ssion area. That's
all | can renenber. But there's nothing

i nconsistent here with what | renenber.

Ckay. So yourself, Inspector Geer, |nspector

Bi ddl econbe, Sergeant Field, Detective Al How ett,
Const abl e Lori Shenher, and Sergeant Axel
Hovbrender were also in attendance according to
this report?

Yes. There may have been nore. |'mpretty sure

Staff Sergeant MacKay-Dunn was there.
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

So the second paragraph refers to there being
extrene di ssatisfaction and concern over an
untinmely press release to dobal by sone nenber of
t he working group. Do you see that?

Yes, | read it.

Is that, in your view, an accurate reflection of
the concerns that were raised at that neeting?

| don't renenber any particular nmedia outlet being
identified. | just don't renmenber that. And no
press rel ease had been issued to the nedia, so |I'm
not sure | understand that. As |I've said,

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe was upset about the rel ease
of information |I think regarding details of the

m ssi ng wonen.

So there was at |east sonme sort of nedia |eak that
was bei ng di scussed?

Yes. | don't know when that |eak occurred,

t hough, or when the nedia picked up on it.

Now, the next sentence refers to a concern, and
I"'mstill on the second paragraph, refers to the
concern that the list of potential victins that
the group was starting with may not be accurate as
sone of the victins had no connection to the

Downt own Eastside or were never known to be sex

trade workers. Do you see that?
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

| see that. | never saw such a list until
February, so I have no comment on that.

VWll, | suggest to you that this docunent at |east
suggests that you had a starting list that you
were working with and there were concerns raised
about the accuracy of that list?

Wll, District 2 would have had a list, but I
never saw the list, and | didn't know anyt hi ng
about the people on that list until February.

Now, in the next paragraph Constable MCarl notes
that he advised your group that they woul d provide
i nformation about the victins that they were

i nvestigating but that at this point they weren't
willing to provide the files, and that | believe
is consistent with what you' ve just said, that at
this stage you were really in an assessnent phase,
you weren't actually going to do any

i nvestigation?

That's correct.

So that's not surprising, that at that point the
investigative files wouldn't have been turned
over ?

| don't even recall there being a request. |
mean, the working group didn't have any capability

to do specific investigations other than the
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

responsibility that Lori Shenher had been given by
Major Crinme. W were still figuring out what we
were going to do and the best way forward, and the
di scussions of resource issues would have cone
later. But it certainly would not have nade sense
to start reviewwng homcide files until we were
further down the road, and that probably was a
function that would have ended up with a hom cide
det ecti ve.

Ckay. So | suggest to you that given this
docunent and the letter that you received from
Constabl e McCarl and indeed what he woul d have
told the group at this neeting that it was

communi cated that the ROVMP were treating their
victins that their task force was | ooking into as
bei ng possible victins of a serial killer. Wuld
you agree with that?

M . Conm ssioner, | know at sone point the RCW
came to that approach. | believe there even had
been a newspaper story initiated by Superintendent
Gary Bass in 1995 that tal ked about this group
being likely victins of a serial killer. And I
woul d al so say that one of the things | renenber
fromthe neeting was expressed high | evel of

cooperation fromthese nenbers of the RCW
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Yes, and indeed | know from Constabl e MCarl that
he worked quite closely with the VPD right from
1995, when the victins' bodies were first
di scovered, in order to investigate those
hom cides. Wre you aware of that?
No, but | do renmenber them having a very positive
attitude, very interested in working together. |
remenber sticking in ny mnd the fact that they
had quite a drive to cone to the neeting, and |
was very inpressed with that.
Ckay. Now, you've given evidence that given that
| nspect or Bi ddl econbe was not supporting the idea
that a serial killer was operating that this
wor ki ng group essentially dissolved after this
nmeeti ng?
Yes.
That's your evidence. So | take it then if you
turn over -- sorry, at the bottomof this first
page in the fourth paragraph it says:
It woul d appear that the Working G oup does
not expect nmuch in the way of involvenent
fromthis office or the RCMP Detachnents,
rather they will be calling on the Provincial
Prostitution Policing Section, involving

Sergeant Gerry Peters of the Major Crine
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Section in Surrey to address nost of the

group' s concerns.
| suggest to you that you didn't do any of that
followup following this nmeeting with those
identified organizations?
| would -- | don't know this specifically, but I
woul d expect these would be initiatives that
Det ecti ve Constable Lori Shenher would have
engaged i n.
So | take it that you had no further dealings with
the RCMP with respect to the working group after
this neeting?
No, that's not correct. The RCWP Behavi oural
Science Unit, in particular Keith Davidson, Scott
Filer, there was further involvenent with them
Yes, | recall now that they attended the brain --
at | east one of them attended the brainstormng
session in the spring of '99.
Yes. | believe Keith Davidson cane with us to the
meeting at WSH where we distributed a survey, and
he may have even been involved in the preparation
of sone of the questions on the survey to the
working girls there.
Ckay. | didn't see anywhere in the docunentation

that you had any further communication wth
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Superi nt endent Bass about the working group.
Wul d that be fair?

| don't recall any other, and | probably woul d
recal | .

Movi ng on to another topic now, Dr. Rossno, you
spoke yesterday and indeed you spoke in your
evidence this norning in response to questions
fromny friend M. D ckson about the fact that
crimnals don't respect jurisdictional boundaries,
and | just want to explore that a little bit. Do
you recall that? So -- and, in fact, using this
as an exanple, the cooperation that happened
between the RCVP in Agassiz that were
investigating the three sex trade workers that
were di scovered in 1995, that's an exanple or
those crinmes are an exanple of a serial killer not
respecti ng boundaries? He obviously picked them
up in Vancouver, he killed them at sone point and
took them out to Agassiz, where he dunped their
bodi es, correct?

That's ny understandi ng, M. Conm ssioner.

So that killer did not respect jurisdictional
boundari es?

Correct.

So it was necessary, obviously, for Agassiz to
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

be -- or the RCMP in Agassiz to be able to
comruni cate effectively with the RCOVMP in order to
get the necessary information to investigate that
crinme, correct?

Do you nean the VPD?

Sorry, the VPD.

| would definitely expect that to be the case.

So even if you had a very large regional police
force that took in all of Geater Vancouver, and
as | understand the definition of Geater
Vancouver, that does not include Agassiz, you
woul d still need nmechanisns in place to

comruni cate w th nei ghbouring regional forces or
pol i ce agenci es?

|"mnot quite sure where you would draw the
boundari es of a G eater Vancouver regiona
district or police force. That would be, you
know, a political functional question. But there
will be cases that will involve activities in
other jurisdictions, for exanple, Victoria.
There's always going to be inter-jurisdictional
cases?

Yes, but nuch fewer if you have a regional police
agency.

But, again, like the Gary R dgway, there was a
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

concern that he may have gotten sonme of his
victinse fromB.C., and there was an exchange of
comuni cati on between that task force and the task
force in British Colunbia, so obviously even --
you are going to have cases that cross the

i nternational boundary, correct?

| don't believe Gary Ridgway had any victins in
British Colunbia, not been convicted of or even
charged with any, but --

There was --

-- It can happen, it's --

-- an exchange of information?

-- just how often it happens.

You have given evidence about your discussions

wi th Constabl e Shenher in the sumrer of 1999, and
you indicated that Constable Shenher did speak to
you about Robert Pi ckton?

Yes.

But | understand that you were also aware that the
M ssing Wbnen Task Force had at |east five good
suspects aside from Pickton that they were | ooking
at in terns of nen who had a very violent history
of dealing with sex trade workers?

Yes. There's only one other nane | can renenber,

but | do recall that there was a relatively snal
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

group of good -- what they considered good
suspect s.
And, in fact, when you spoke to Deputy Chief
LePard when he was preparing his report, you said
that any one of them was a reasonabl e candi date.
Do you recall saying that?
Yes.
|"d like to turn now to your Power Poi nt
presentation, and M. G les has flagged the slide
that | want to refer to, and it's a slide about,
for ny friends' benefit, about two-thirds of the
way through the PowerPoint. It's entitled
"Investigative Difficulties". Nunber 1, "Victins
were sex trade workers." Do you have that?
Yes, | do.
kay. So | want to understand -- it's the second
bullet | want to ask you about. There you wite:
Some police investigators and nmanagers did
not properly understand the |ifestyle of
t hese victins,
meani ng sex trade workers. And as | understand
your evidence on that, primarily what the
m sunder st andi ng was about was the fact that sone
peopl e thought that they were transient and that

their -- that could explain their disappearance.
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Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Is that what you're getting at with this bullet
poi nt ?

That's the primary issue, yes.

Now, yesterday in response to ny friend M.

D ckson's questions about this slide you stated
that the investigators that you were referring to
in this bullet were Unsol ved Hom cide Unit

i nvestigators rather than VPD investigators. Do
you recal |l making that statenent yesterday?

Yes.

Now, there were three Unsol ved Hom ci de Unit

i nvestigators that had sonme connection with the
m ssing wonen investigation. | amgoing to
suggest to you it was Brian Honeybourn. Do you
recall that?

In the begi nning, yes.

In the beginning. And then Detective Bruce

Bal | ant yne?

Yes.

And we al ready established that Detective
Honeybourn was a VPD nenber, and Detective Bruce
Bal | antyne was al so a VPD nenber seconded to the
Unsol ved Homi cide Unit, correct?

Yes.

And then the third Unsol ved Hom ci de Unit
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

i nvestigator was Corporal Frank Henley. Are you
aware of that?

Yes.

kay. | was a bit troubled when you gave this
evi dence yesterday, because in ny recollection of
| ooki ng through the LePard and Evans reports and
in the docunentation generally | have seen no

i ndication that any of those three officers held
that view that sex trade workers were transient.
The point of this particular bullet, when I'm
referring to primarily I nspector Biddl econbe, who
had formed the opinion that the m ssing wonen were
transient, but in relationship to the Provincial
Unsol ved Hom cide Unit, | felt that in ny opinion
they didn't understand the fact that soneone
engaged in the street |ife or prostitution
activities, drug trade, are very likely not going
to be comunicative wwth the police or honest wth
t he poli ce.

kay. Well, that's a different -- | thought |
established at the outset that you were talking
here about the transient problem and now you're
referring to sonething different.

| guess I"'mreferring to two things for each

di fferent group.
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M5. HOFFMAN:
A

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hoffnman

Ckay. Have you spoken to any of those officers
personal | y?

No.

So you're basing your opinion about their beliefs
solely on the LePard report?

And the Evans report.

Now, ny friend M. Vertlieb qualified you
yesterday as an expert and expanded upon that
today, and | just wanted to explore a little bit
your experience in doing hom cide investigations
yourself as an officer. You were never a nenber
of the Major Crinme Unit?

No, |I've never been a hom cide investigator.

So you' ve never led a hom cide investigation
yoursel f?

No.

Thank you, Dr. Rossno. Those are ny questions.

Ckay.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

MR. VERTLI EB:

Per haps M. Larson.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Ckay.

MR. VERTLI EB:

He's here.

THE COW SSI ONER: M . Larson. Yes.

MR. LARSON:

Good norning, M. Comm ssioner. M nanme is Don

Larson. |'man organizer with CRAB - Water for
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

Life Society, which is a snmall Downtown Eastside
group. | have a couple of copies of ny
presentation -- or questions, rather.

COW SSIONER: Al right.

LARSON: And | don't know if it's possible, but I'm hoping
that this could be put as part of the pernmanent
record of this comm ssion for the m ssing wonen.

COW SSIONER: Yes. Now, at this stage | take it you want
to ask -- you want to ask Dr. Rossno sone
guesti ons.

LARSON:  Yes.

COW SSI ONER:  (Okay. Because you will have an opportunity,
if you want, to testify yourself and to file any
docunent that's rel evant.

LARSON: Ch, | see.

COM SSIONER: Al right. You can do that later on in the
proceedings. At this stage the sole purpose is to
ask hi m questi ons.

LARSON:  Yes.

COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.

LARSON:  Thank you.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR LARSON:

Q Good norning, M. Rossno.
A Good norni ng.

Q I'djust like to give a brief introduction as sone
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

of the people have known about who we are, first
of all, because we're not that well known anongst
certain circles, and fromny docunent here |'d
just like to read the introductory comments, if |
may.

Qur smal | grassroots independent CRAB - Wter
for Life Society was, to ny know edge, the first
group to try to respond actively to the news that
dozens of Downtown Eastside wonen were m ssing.

W did two snmall denps one year before the first

M ssing Wnen's Menorial March, and at one -- and
at one in front of the Carnegie Centre a uniforned
VPD, Vancouver Police Departnent, police officer

el bowed one of our nenbers, Kelly Wite, for
trying to bring attention to the issue of m ssing
worren. W were also actively involved in

organi zing the early years of the M ssing Wnen's
Menori al March.

Qur society at our own financial expense and
effort had two inscribed nenorial boul ders
installed in nmenory of m ssing wonen, one placed
at CRAB Park in 1997 and the other in nmenory of
Wendy Poole in a park we had naned after her,
which is at the foot of Al exander and Main Street.

| would like the VPD to reopen the
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A

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

i nvestigation of Wendy Poole's brutal nurder in
1989 in Dera's Four Sister Co-op building.

Under questions and points to be raised with
M. Rossno, by the md -- by the md-'90s | was
sending a series of letters to the Vancouver
Pol i ce Departnent raising the issue of the need
for better police investigation of the nmany
m ssi ng, nurdered wonen of the Downtown Eastside.
| was al so repeatedly raising the specter of a
serial killer. So, M. Rossno, do you renenber ny
series of letters to the Vancouver Police
Departnment on those issues?
Yes, | do.
Al right. Secondly, | would |ike sone
clarification from M. Rossno regarding his
statenments about ny letters that he nentioned
yesterday under cross-exam nation from Robyn dean
Cervais. Do you renenber your conments concerni ng
ny letters, series of letters that were sent to
the police departnent?
Yes, | do.
Could you restate them restate your coments,
pl ease?

Coul d you maybe ask ne a specific question?

THE COMW SSI ONER: Maybe you should -- you want himto -- what
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MR. LARSON:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

do you want himto do?
| was just confused as to what his comments were

goi ng towards.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. LARSON:

| thought it was creating sone kind of confusion
about ny letters or perhaps downplaying themin

sonme way.

THE COW SSIONER: | don't -- fromny perspective | don't think

MR. LARSON:

that's the case, but maybe you can ask himthat.
Were you, to use his words, downplaying his
letters?

Let me know if this does not answer your questi on,
sir, but I did not feel that there was a
connection between the issues you were raising and
t he question of the m ssing wonen given the tine
frame that you were concerned about and given the
fact that we had a m ssing wonen situation at that
time. That's what we knew about. W didn't know
that they were nurders or we weren't certain that

t hey had been nurdered.

Al right. | did eventually have two neetings at
312 Main Street, the police departnent at the
time, wth police officers under stressful and

less than, in ny mnd, optiml conditions. And
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

you referenced, M. Rossnpb, to neeting me, and |
honestly didn't renmenber neeting you until hours

| ater after yesterday's cross-exam nation by Robyn
dean Cervais, but now !l do. Wat | was searching
for at the tine was a one-on-one sonewhat

informal, casual neeting with you to discuss ny
concerns about serial killers in the Downtown
Eastside, and |I don't renenber having that neeting
with you, but | do renenber you being at at | east
one of the two neetings that | did have with the
Vancouver Police Departnent, and it was in a very
small room And | was hoping originally for a
meeting with two police officers, and | think it
was arranged by Inspector Gary Geer. |'mnot a
hundred per cent certain. So | was supposed to
neet -- it ended up being five or six police
officers, and | think -- I'msure you were one of
them now, and they kind of informally, casually,
you know, nmunbled their nanes, and | wasn't really
sure who was in the room but there was one RCW
officer. | do renenber that. But | don't
remenber, and you can correct ne, M. Rossno, but

| don't renenber you either asking nme any
guestions or taking any notes. Amr | correct on

t hat ?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

Sir, | don't renenber nmeeting you. |'mnot saying
that didn't happen. | just don't renenber it.
VWhat | believe ny evidence was, was that | had
talked to you on the tel ephone.

Ch, | don't renmenber that. Al right. 1 was --
you know, fromny letters it was pretty clear that
| was raising sonme pretty serious concerns.

Whet her ny information was, in your view, right or
wong, | think it would call for you to --
actually to arrange a neeting with ne in -- you
know, a formal neeting in the police departnent
with an hour neeting or sonething such as that

rather than --

THE COW SSI ONER: So you're asking --

MR. LARSON:
Q

-- what you allege was a phone call

THE COW SSI ONER: So you're asking himwhy he didn't nmeet with

MR. LARSON:

you?

Yes.

M. Comm ssioner, |I'd just like to state again
that | did not have any primary investigative
responsibilities or authority, so the appropriate
approach woul d have either been through one of our
i nvestigative bodies, for exanple, Mjor Cine,

whi ch makes the nost sense here, or through
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

patrol, just provide an anal ytic support function
for investigators, not a primary investigator in

t hat secti on.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Do you understand the response, M. Larson?

MR. LARSON:

Not really.

THE COW SSIONER: Wl |, | think what he's telling you is that

MR. LARSON:

he wasn't -- he wasn't an investigator and there
were ot her people there who were investigators and
they may have been nore appropriate for you to
meet. So | don't know if that answers your
concern, and if it doesn't, you can ask further

guestions, if you want.

Vell, M. Rossno, yesterday under cross-

exam nation you nentioned that there were
primarily three ways of solving crines, and |
don't think you were referencing only nurders or
serial killings, but | would perhaps assune that
that would include that, and one of the ways was
to neet wwth the community, either individuals or
groups. |Is that correct, that you said that?
Yes, it is. And you're right that it applies to
all crime generally.

Al right. Thank you. So, again, | guess |I'm

com ng back to the point where soneone with a --
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

in a small organization on their organization's
letterhead with a signature on the bottomis
asking for a neeting. | don't understand why it
woul d only get, like, a phone call. Wuo were you
meeting with in those days since you're saying it
was very inportant to neet with the community?

But I wasn't neeting really with anybody. | had a
couple of neetings | attended, but the primary

i ndi vidual doing that was Detective Constable Lori

Shenher .
Yeah. Ckay. Thank you. | never, again, nmet with
Lori Shenher. | renenber seeing her and yourself

at a Carnegie Community Centre neeting held by the

police. Do you renenber that neeting?

Yes, | do.

Yeah. And | renenber she used to, |ike, hand out
cards saying, "lI'mLori Shenher, police
detective.” And one of the earlier people on the

stand was soneone that worked with WSH, and she
had kind a way of characterizing Lori Shenher, but
-- and it was like she was kind of a Wst Side
person in appearance and was kind of, "Ch, here's
ny card. Do give ne a call if you hear anything,"
kind of thing, and so | just didn't find that to

be very proactive on her part. Wuld that be a
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

fair characterization or not?

THE COW SSIONER: Wl |, she'll be testifying --

MR. LARSON:

Al right.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  -- next week, so nmaybe that mght be a

MR. LARSON:

proper question for you to ask her. You have the
right to do that if you want.

Thank you.

Under reaching out to the comunity, which you' ve
indicated is a nunber one way of solving many
crimes, | would say fromny nenory of those days,
and |1've been in the comunity, the Downtown
Eastside for about 29 years actively as a
communi ty worker, unpaid, but a good organizer for
-- one of our achi evenents was getting CRAB Park
at the foot of Miin, seven acres, but ny
remenbrance of the days was very, very few people
were being listened to by the police fromthe
community, and | woul d suggest that in the day
Const abl e Dave Di ckson and DEYAS s John Turvey,
who was a friend but has passed, and his wfe, Deb
Mearns, were pretty nmuch the only peopl e being
listened to by the VPD. Wuld you concur with
that or know that fact or assunption?

No, | would not agree, at least fromny tine, and

|"mcertainly not saying that people that should
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

have been listened to were always |istened to,
and, of course, there's many nenbers of the VPD
working in that area, so | can't characterize all
the different interactions, but, you know, | think
there were a nunber of people. One that cones to
mnd is M. Geen, who ran for mayoral office. |
remenber having several discussions with himwhen
| wal ked the beat down there. So | think there
were others that we spoke to. | know that even
during this tine period that there was a fair bit
of interaction between VPD and WSH, so | think
that's an oversinplification.

Ckay. The person fromWSH, | don't renenber her
nanme, but she spoke here on the stand under oath,
and | gathered from her comments she was not
overly inpressed with the interaction fromthe VPD
and WSH. 1'll just l|leave that remark.

| would just respond that | personally attended a
session at WSH with Lori Shenher and Keith

Davi dson where we were -- they were hel ping us
facilitate a neeting with sonme of the sex trade
workers fromthat area, and | thought the
cooperation and comuni cati on was good, but that
was j ust one neeti ng.

Al right. | think she felt otherw se, but al
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right. Thank you.

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

She was not at that neeting.

Oh, okay. Under kind of community outreach, if

you like, Mrris Bates, who |I knew sonewhat, who's

a Native man, and

he was during the days a staff

person with the Native Police Liaison, who had a

little office actually kind of attached to the

mai n police buildi

On the main floor,

ng, kind of --

sir?

No, it was kind of outside. There was a separate

door to the left,

door at 312 Main.

to the south of the main police

kay. | think I know where you nean.

Al right. And I

had a few conversations, brief

as they were, with him And just for the record,

and he being a Native aboriginal man hired by the

city police, he had a lot of difficulty

communi cating with the regul ar, quote unquote,

regul ar nenbers of the Vancouver Police Departnent

on vari ous issues,
aware of that?
No, |' m not.

Al right. Under

including this one. Are you

cross-exam nati on, M. Rossno,

you stated, | think it was yesterday, that if a

West Side person went mssing or murdered, we'll
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

say Kerrisdale or Dunbar, sonewhere |ike that, the
police would have reacted nmuch nore quickly and
with much nore resources. |Is that a correct
sunmmat i on?

Yes, it is.

Thank you. And to put it another way, |ike, when
| -- when | attend these neetings and | wal k back
to the Downtown Eastside, |'m always stunned by
the two different worlds there are, this world and
the world in the Downtown Eastside, and although
it's a negative, | have to say the -- what |
bel i eve, the general perception of the people of

t he Downt own Eastside regarding the police and
their perception of themis that there's
prejudice, and there's prejudice by the VPD, sone
officers, towards street people, Downtown
Eastside, Native aboriginals, prostitutes, and
drug addicts. Wuld you concur with that or --

| would say over the course of ny 20 years with
the VPD, a thousand nenbers, there will be

i ndi vidual s that have bi ases agai nst different
groups. So | would say that's definitely the
case, but there's many, many nore people who are
very concerned about all nenbers of the community,

and | would specifically like to say that | -- as
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

| testified, | think, that those biases did not
play a role, at least in ny observations, in terns
of the lack of tinely response. | think it was a
nmore subtle process, which | tried to descri be,

M . Conm ssioner, through the interactions with
the slide, the lack of power of these individuals
permtted managenent to remain di sengaged and to
hold their belief that there was no serial killer
beyond the point that the evidence suggested that

t hey shoul d have changed their m nd.

THE COW SSIONER: M. Larson, | want to point out to you that

MR. LARSON:

when the evidence part of this comm ssion of
inquiry is finished, that is, the hearing portion,
we w Il be having neetings with people fromthe
Downt own Eastside. | would invite you to cone and
speak to us and tell us about these concerns that
you have rai sed because with your experience and

know edge we would be interested in hearing from

you.
Thank you.
What I'mtrying to get across, | guess, is -- and

| respect your views and your expertise, but |
personal | y woul d suggest, ny own view, persona
only, that the issue of prejudice agai nst Downt own

East si de people in general was an issue for the
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A
MR. LARSON:

MR. VERTLI EB:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

| ack of a proper, tinely, and resource-funded
response to the m ssing wonen cases.

And | guess M. Gatl kind of referenced this
in nmy opening remarks sone tinme ago at the
begi nning of the inquiry, but our group has kind
of a support for the decrimnalization of
prostitution rather than the |egalization of, and
| will note that we've had one advocate for the
| egalization of prostitution on the stand here
earlier, Susan Davis. And | wll just quickly
note that the people that were -- that do support
the legalization of prostitution were not an
active part in the formng of the Wnen's Menori al
March and still aren't to this day. But do you
believe, M. Rossno, that if there was a
decrimnalization policy towards prostitution that
t hese sex trade workers woul d have been able to
reach out to you and other police officers nuch
nore easily than they were able to, because we
have heard that they felt absolutely di senpowered
to speak to the police, the sex trade workers?
Most |ikely.

Al right. Those are ny comments.

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

M. Comm ssioner, | do want to say that we're
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

grateful that M. Larson has cone, because it

t akes great courage for himto do what he's done,
and | want to say that he's al ways been extrenely
respectful of everyone in your staff. He's been
in our office a nunber of times and been
respectful to the comm ssion. He's been
respectful to you personally in all his dealings.
And | think it's really inmportant that he's felt
the desire to cone here, and it also points out
your comment about the inportance of going to the
community and also points out that this isn't a

| awyer's process. This is not a trial. And |
think it's just wonderful that you' ve been so
accommodating to him and we're grateful for his

hel p.

THE COW SSIONER: | just want you to know when we have our

study hearings in the Downtown Eastside, as | said
a nonent ago, | want you to cone. | invite you to
cone. And also you can convey ny invitation to

ot her people who want to talk to us who live in

t he Downt own Eastsi de and who know about these
conditions, in particular the relationship between
the coomunity and the police, because we want to
nmeet with you and we want to know what your

concerns are. Al right?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Larson

LARSON: (Ckay. Thank you for your comments. And thank
you, M. Rossno.
COW SSI ONER: Thank you, M. Larson. Al right. W'll
t ake the break.
REG STRAR.  The hearing will now recess for 15 m nutes.
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 11:15 A M.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 11:38 A V.)
REG STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.
GRATL: Before we -- I'msorry to interrupt, M.
Commi ssioner. | wonder if we could nmark the
Li ndsay Kines article dated Septenber 18th, 1998,
as the next exhibit, please.
COMW SSIONER:  Isn't it already in that book?
GRATL: It's not in that book.
COMWM SSI ONER: Ch, | see.
VERTLIEB: | don't think so. No objection.
COW SSIONER: Al right.
REG STRAR:  That wi |l be marked as Exhibit nunber 74.
COW SSI ONER: Thank you.
(EXH BIT 74: Docunent entitled - "M ssing Wnen
Case Probed..." Vancouver Sun article by Lindsay
KI NES dated Septenber 18, 1998 - VPD-003-007984)
COW SSI ONER: Yes.
PAI SANA:  Yes, M. Conm ssioner. Tony Pai sana appearing on

behal f of former Deputy Conmm ssioner Bass.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Paisana

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR PAI SANA

Q

>

Good norning, M. Rossnb. | just have a few
guestions for you.

Good norni ng.

| understand the Exhibit N binder has been
provided to you. If you could please turn to tab
21 in that binder. Now, Dr. Rossno, this is the
Septenber 4, 1998 letter that ny friend took you

to earlier this norning. Do you recall that?

Yes, | do.
And do you recall in your testinony that you' ve
testified, | think a nunmber of tines now, that the

wor ki ng group was not an investigative group but
was nore of a review team is that correct?
W hoped to provide sone gui dance on the
investigation. It was mainly to try to figure out
what the situation was with this | arge nunber of
m ssi ng wonen.
You were trying to determ ne what was goi ng on?
Yes. Yes.
And I'd like to direct your attention to the |ast
paragraph on the first page of this letter, and I
amjust going toread it to you. You wite:

It is not the purpose of the Wrking Goup to

i nvestigate these cases, only to try to
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Q

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Paisana

determ ne what is going on.
And that's nore or less along the |ines of what
you' ve just said, correct?
Yes.
And your intention was to |et Superintendent
Bass -- your intention was to |let him know that
that was what was going on in the working group,
correct?
Yes.
And that was nore or |less consistent with the
bl ueprint you had created, correct?
Correct.
And if | have it correct, it's determne what's
going on first, investigate links, and if required
at the end, perhaps create a task force, correct?
Just make recommendati ons regardi ng what the
i nvestigation should look Iike. So, for exanple,
if the |linkages showed connections between
different jurisdictions, then obviously the
i nvestigation should involve all those
jurisdictions.
But that determ nation would only be nade | ater on
in the day?
Correct.

If you could please turn to tab 22 in that binder.
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A

MR. PAI SANA:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Paisana

Doctor, this is the Septenber 16th letter ny
friend took you to earlier, correct?

Yes.

And I'd like to direct your attention to the
second to | ast paragraph, and that's the paragraph
about offering Detective Constabl e Shenher access
to the unsol ved hom cide records. Do you see

t hat ?

Yes.

And you'd agree with ne that that's a positive act
of communi cati on between you and Superi nt endent
Bass, correct?

Yes, very much so.

And you woul d agree the sane holds for the fina
paragraph, himinviting you and your associates to
provide any information that nmay be relevant to
unsol ved hom ci des, correct?

Yes, | woul d.

And followng this Septenber 16 letter you woul d
agree with nme that you had no further interaction
wi th Superintendent Bass with respect to the

m ssi ng persons case?

Certainly not that | recall

Thank you. Those are ny questions, Conmm ssioner.

THE COW SSIONER: Al right. Thank you.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

MR. DELBIA@ O M. Conmm ssioner, Geg Del Bigio.

THE REA STRAR M c.

MR. DELBIG O Geg DelBigio. M client is Brian MGQuinness.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR. DELBI G O

Q
A

Q

A

"1l call you Professor, if | may.

Yes.

Now, | amgoing to be referring to Exhibit 72, and
that's the thin binder with a variety of tabs, and
is that the one that you still have in front of
you, sir?

| don't believe so.

THE REA STRAR: That's the -- yes.

MR. DELBI A O

Q

O » O » O >

QO

It's the one with your PowerPoint presentation and
a variety of e-mails init.

Yes. Sorry. | have it now.

Have you got that now?

And, I'msorry, which tab nunber, sir?

G first to tab 12, please.

Yes.

And tab 12 in that exhibit is a docunent entitled

"Downt own Eastsi de M ssing Persons Wrking G oup"?
Yes.

And | believe that M. Vertlieb took you through

thi s docunent.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

Yes.

And if you'll see near the bottom of the docunent,
there's some handwiting with the notation
98.02.21 (sic). Do you see that?

Yes, | do.

And there's a nane. It |ooks Iike Brian NC

Al Chief. Do you recognize that handwiting?

Yes, | do.

And you recogni ze that handwiting as being Brian
McGui nness's; is that right?

Yes, | do.

And this is a notation in which he is asking

that -- that -- notifying that you have been
given -- that he has approved you for
participation in the task force and that he's
asking that the people assist you in any way,
right?

Correct.

And he was -- he was supportive of you throughout,
right?

Yes, he was.

He recognized -- you testified yesterday -- |
forget who asked you the questions, but you
testified that you offered -- you lent your

assi stance and expertise to a variety of other
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

police forces, it sounds like globally really?
Yes.

And that was done with his perm ssion as well,
right?

Yes.

And based upon his recognition of the assistance
that you were able to provide?

That's correct.

Now, you have been qualified as an expert in
policing generally. | amgoing to ask you --
under st and you' ve been gone from Canada for sone
time, but if | ask you sone questions with respect
to the requirenents for obtaining a search warrant
or a wre-tap, is that sonething that you are
still confortable answering?

Pr obabl y not .

Can | try?

Yes. (Xay.

kay. Do you understand that in order to apply
for either a search warrant or a wire-tap an
affidavit is needed to be presented to a judge or
a Justice of the Peace?

Yes.

And do you understand that the requirenents were,

when you were working, that if a police officer
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

who is making that application -- that the police
of ficer making the application has to give the
justice full disclosure, nmeaning the good
information as well as the bad?

| know that the disclosure | aws changed i n Canada
followi ng the Feeney decision, so |'mnot quite
sure what was required specifically at that point
in tine.

Let ne see if | can be a bit nore particular. Do
you agree that if a person were to be applying for
either a search warrant or a wire-tap and if that
person maki ng the application wre aware that --
was aware that there was nore than one suspect in
an investigation that the affiant would be
required to advise that there is nore than one
suspect ?

| can't say that | know that specifically.

Fair enough. M. Ward asked you sone questions, |
bel i eve, about the evolution of your state of
knowl edge, and he asked you sone questions about
the neeting that took place wth various people,

including the Attorney Ceneral, Dosanjh at the

time?
Yes, he did.
And that neeting, if you'll recall, took place in
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

April; is that right?

A |"d have to -- | had no know edge of that or
i nvol verent with that neeting. | know there's a
docunent associated with it. | can't renenber the
dat e.

Q ay.

THE COM SSI ONER: You weren't at that neeting?
A No, | wasn't.
THE COW SSI ONER: That was a neeting in Victoria?
A Correct.
THE COW SSI ONER: Ri ght .
MR. DELBI A O
Q That's right. The question is -- and then he
asked you when did you believe that there was a
serial killer, and you answered that after the
CPIC data was received in May of 19997
A | would say that starting when | saw the data that
Lori Shenher presented at Carnegie. And recognize
here that we're tal king degrees of probability.
Q | wunderstand.
A So | becane quite concerned, hence the
communi cation to Brian McCGuinness in that e-nmail
that we saw, but by the tinme we hit May we had had
the brainstorm ng session. Lori Shenher had not

been able to find people. W knew they were not
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

collecting welfare. Finished the analysis. |

was -- | had a high confidence that that was the
i kely explanation.

If the meeting with the Attorney General was in
April, then the things that you just tal ked about
was subsequent to the neeting?

Yes.

It was M. Gatl who asked you sone questions wth
respect to information that was available to you,
and you -- and one of the answers that you gave
was from a geographic angle you were -- you saw - -
one piece of information that woul d have been
useful to you is the various corners of the
streets that the wonen worked on?

Correct.

And you said that the -- so really it's the
paucity of information, the absence of information
that was nmaki ng your task difficult?

| think everyone's task difficult.

Fair enough. And in that sanme binder at tab 12 --
or, I"'msorry, tab 18 -- and | should say just as
a -- leading up to ny next question, in answer to
M. Gatl you also referred to the fact that the
wonen were -- the last known | ocation for the

wonen was not just the Downtown Eastside, and if
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

you refer to tab 18, this is your docunent called
"Case Assessnent"?

Yes.

And that's from 25 May 19997

Correct.

And on pages 6 and 7 -- or page 6 is a chart that
you set out of |ocation |ast seen?

Correct.

And that is an exanple of the information that was
avail able and the information that was not

avail able to you with respect to | ast seen

| ocations, right?

Yes. M. Comm ssioner, this is a list of 20 out
of the 27 that were being analyzed. 10 of them
are |listed as being not known. Sone are vague

| ocations, like South Marine Drive. Qhers | know
from ny experience were probably where they lived,
like 412 Carrall Street, 333 Colunbia Street, and
sone of the others are probably where they were
working, like Victoria Drive and Franklin Street,
Princess Avenue and Hastings Street.

And, of course, the problemw th information, even
if you have a location fromwhere a person was

| ast seen, that does not nean that that is the

| ocation where the person was picked up from is
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

that right?
Exactly. It would be a proxy. It would not be
ideal. | thought it was the only possible thing

that we could try.

Ckay. Now, | read your Ph.D. dissertation. It's
an interesting docunent. | am going to ask you
some questions about sonme of the information set

out in there, okay, and I want to be clear |I'm

not -- this is not a nenory quiz, and so |I'Ill just
say sonme things -- I'll remnd you of sone things
and see if you still agree with them okay?

Ckay.

The problemw th a serial killer investigation as
conpared to nost other nmurders is the absence of
connection between suspect and victinm is that
right?

Yes. Only a very few instances involve a serial
killer attacking soneone that they know. If they
do, that's likely to lead to their arrest and they
don't becone serial. So it's alnost -- alnost all
are stranger and stranger crines.

So four factors that nake a serial killer
investigation very difficult is the offence is
often coomtted as between strangers, nunber one?

And perhaps this is --
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

|"msorry, could you just start again?

Yeah. Oten the suspect and victim are strangers
to one anot her?

Yes. | just -- can | just clarify because |

t hought about this a little nore carefully. There
are sone types of serial killers, for exanple, the
custodial killers we nentioned yesterday or nurse
killers, who do know their victins, at least to
sone |level, but often the police don't even know
that they have nurders on their hands. And there
also may be, like, a short relationship, |like an

i ndi vidual gets picked up at a nightclub and then
taken honme and nurdered. So they have net, but,
you know, they really didn't have any sort of
long-termrelationship that can be exploited in a
police investigation. So | just wanted to clarify
t hat .

| guess that actually invites this question in
that even if you have concluded that you're
possibly dealing with a serial killer, you are
still left wwth the task of trying to figure out
what kind of serial killer, right?

That's correct.

So the fact that even if it is accepted that

you're dealing with a serial killer, that's really

93



© 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

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

t he begi nning of a whole bunch -- a whole series
of further questions that need to be answered?
Vell, | would say that, | nmean, the classification
or typology is not relevant other than how it may
hel p you investigate the crinmes and then apprehend
t he of f ender.
Right. You wote in your thesis, and I'll read it
and see if you still agree:
The thoughts of interviewed serial killers
showed just as nmany differences as they do
conmonal i ti es.
Yes, | would still agree with that.
And, again, illustrating the difficulty that even
if you've identified a possible serial killer
theory, there's still a great deal of
i nvestigation to be done?
Yes, but we al so have to recogni ze there are
commonal ities, there are patterns and trends.
kay. You sunmmarize the follow ng as being the
problens of a serial killer investigation, and
"1l just -- one, the lack of a relationship, and
| guess we shoul d now say possible |ack of
relati onship between a victim and of fender?
Yes.

Two, the need to determne the likely group of
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

potenti al suspects?
Yes.
Three, the information that you're anal yzing nust
be useful in nature?
Useful to the investigation, yes.
And you w ot e:

The determ nation of what is useful and what

is not is a less than straightforward task.
Yes. You don't always know if sonething is going
to be critical and relevant at the begi nning of
the investigation.
Ckay. Four, the issue of information overload and
t he high cost of extensive, long-term
i nvestigations. That's always a factor in serial
mur der investigations?
There's a few that the police were very |ucky in,
but I would say alnost all, and I would say those
are two of the biggest problens.
And | guess also that within serial murder
i nvestigations sonetines the investigation has
bodies that -- that there are actually bodies as
opposed to sinply m ssing people, right?
That's probably the nore common scenari o.
And if there is a body, that is, in effect, a

crinme scene that nmakes an investigation -- gives
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

you a lead, gives you at |east possible |eads with
respect to where the investigation should go?

Onh, you have nuch nore information if you have the
victim s body.

kay. And | take it also that we are | ooking back
sonme consi derabl e years, and you have at various
poi nts of your testinony tal ked about the

i nportance of information nmanagenent and

i nformation overl oad?

Yes.

| take it that now as conpared to a decade ago the
police are nuch better off with the technol ogy
avail able with respect to information nmanagenent ?
l"'mnot -- | would say that undoubtedly it's
better, but | think it was at a reasonable state
of devel opnent then. After the Yorkshire Ri pper
case the British police had devel oped the HOLMES,
the Home O fice Large Managenent Enquiry System
for managi ng data. W had SIUSS in the Vancouver
Police Departnent. The Vi CLAS system was up and
running at that point in tine. W did have

avail able rel atively cheap conputing power, so we
did have a reasonable capability in the md-'90s.
Wul d you say, though, it's an evol ving science,

i nformati on managenent is an evol ving science?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

Yes. For exanple, the further devel opnment of the
PRI ME system and ot her police software databases
woul d be one exanple of what you said.
Ckay. Can | just ask you to go back to tab 18 of
that binder that you have in front of you?
Yes, sSir.
And this is your case assessnent from 25 May 1999?
Yes.
G to page 3, please. And the -- I"'mjust -- it's
the second Iine dowmn fromthe top beginning with
the words, "It should be renenbered..."” Are you
t here?
Yes, sSir.
|"mjust going to ask you a question about that,
and I'll read for the conmm ssioner the sentence.
It should be renmenbered that individuals from
fringe popul ations (e.g., Skid Row,

prostitutes, drug users) --

THE COM SSIONER: | think you are going to have to speak up.

MR. DELBI A O

| don't know if the reporter can, but |'m having
troubl e heari ng.

Sorry.

THE REQ STRAR:  Just pull the mc down towards you a little

MR. DELBI A O

bit.
Better. Thank you.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. DelBigio

"1l begin again.
It should be renenbered that individuals from
fringe populations (e.g., Skid Row,
prostitutes, drug users) are |less stable and
often nomadi c, and therefore nore difficult
to find. On the other hand, extraordinary
efforts were made by our Departnent to |ocate
t hese individuals.
Do you see that?
Yes.
And | take it that that, what you say, the factor
that shoul d be renenbered, that al so increases the
complexity or difficulty of an investigation of
this sort?
Yes, but | want to be clear that when I'm
referring to them being nomadic |I'mnot talking
about them -- these wonen being on a prostitution
circuit. |1'mtalking about the fact that one day
they're at the Balnoral Hotel and then they nove
to the Colunbia Hotel a week |later and then
they're staying at sone friend' s house off of
Princess Street, that type of thing, naybe they go
back to their hone reserve or honmetown for six
mont hs, but not on this sophisticated, high-end

prostitution circuit that had been discussed
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MR. DELBI A O

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

earlier.

| understand the distinction, but -- and | guess
-- but even on the basis of that distinction and
as you have explained it, still those factors
significantly increase the difficulty of an

i nvestigation of this sort?

Vell, | think one of the -- the biggest issue is
the fact that we didn't receive reports of them
bei ng m ssing sonetines for quite a period after
t hey had been reported m ssing.

Thank you, sir. Those are ny questions.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you, M. DelBigio. M. Henderson.
MR. HENDERSON:. M. Conmm ssioner, Rick Henderson appearing for

retired Deputy Chief of Police Gary Geer.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR HENDERSON:

Q Dr. Rossnp, ny questions are going to focus upon

what m ght have happened or what was available to
be done by yourself or Gary Geer after the
dust-up neeting. That's the neeting of Septenber
22nd, 1998. So | don't intend to be long or to
bounce you through a nunber of exhibits. First of
all, your contact, the contact that was nade with
you was done at the end of August of 1998?

That's correct.

And that was nade by Gary Greer and/or Staff

99



© 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 >»

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

Ser geant MacKay- Dunn?

Staff Sergeant MacKay-Dunn and then we had a
meeting with Gary Geer.

At that tine the organizational structure, | think
t he Comm ssioner has indicated, was paramlitary;
it was a hierarchy, ranks, commands up and down
and so on and so forth, the usual type of

organi zation for a police force?

Yes, sir.

Your responsibility was a particular section of
t he operation support division, that's the
geographic profiling?

That's correct.

In the sane operating division was Major Crines;
is that not correct?

That is correct.

And anot her division was District 2, which was
Gary Geer's command for -- which included the
Downt own East si de?

That is correct.

And his superior was Deputy Chief Blythe?

Yes.

There was al so a conmuni cation structure that
woul d have existed in August of 1998, and that

woul d invol ve up and down the ranks and | aterally,
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

| assume, anongst various sections within the
pol i ce departnent?

l"mnot -- | wouldn't limt it to that, but those
woul d be definitely comon ways of communicating
dependi ng on what the purpose of the comunication
was for. So, for exanple, if | wanted to talk to
Lori Shenher or she wanted to talk to ne in the
course of the next several nonths, we would just
talk to each other.

Sonme communi cation |levels are informal, and sone
are nore formal ?

Yes.

When you were contacted at the end of August of
1998, eventually out of that contact devel oped the
idea of the Mssing Wnen's Wrking G oup; is that
not correct?

That's correct.

You're aware that |Inspector Geer, as he then was,
had a good deal of respect for your talents?

" mnot certain of that.

Wl |, he advises ne so.

Ckay.

That he has respect for you and for your talents
at that tinme. And he obviously contacted you for

a reason. He thought you could be of assistance?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

Yes.

And | assune that this is a relatively exciting
thing for you because it's right up your alley?
Yes.

So you could bring your talents to bear to
hopefully an end point that you thought would be
useful ?

Yes.

Now, you have already given the conm ssioner your
evi dence concerning the events that took place up
to the dust-up neeting, and that is nenpbs, your
strategic blueprint, contact with various

i ndi vi dual s concerni ng the proposed neeting, and
you' ve been shown the Vancouver Sun article of
Septenber 18th this norning, so |I'mnot going to
take you through any of those again. | think it's
fair to say that things fell apart or were
derailed at this Septenber 22nd neeting where what
| refer to as the dust-up occurred; is that not
correct?

That's correct.

I n various ways, shapes or form Gary said that he
| ocked horns with I nspector Biddleconbe. Shenher
says that you and Gary were enotional about your

position. | gather you and Gary consistently were
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

proponents of the M ssing Wnen's Wrking G oup,
whi ch woul d be natural ?

Yes.

And you've already indicated why it was derail ed,
so | amnot going to get you into that too nuch.

| think it's fair to say when the dust settled
fromthis dust-up neeting what was originally
conceived for the Mssing Wnen's Wrking Goup
was no longer in effect?

It was no -- in ny opinion and |'mpretty sure in
Gary Geer's opinion it was no |onger a viable way
forward at that point in tine. Another way
forward had been laid out for how this was going
to proceed by | nspector Biddl econbe, and that was
t he assi gnnment of Detective Constable Lori Shenher
totry to find the mssing wonen. So that's what
ended up happening. That's what -- the approach.
It was not an ideal approach, but at least it was
sonet hi ng.

Wl |, the concept of the M ssing Wnen's Wrking
G oup was both inter-jurisdictional as well as
intra-jurisdictional? It involved other police
forces, and it also involved different sections
Wi thin the Vancouver City Police?

That's correct.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

So it's not a particularly usual event, | would
assune?

It would be not unheard of, but also, you're
right, not usual.

And once the dust settled, so to speak, it becane
sonmet hing that was going to be operated wthin the
Maj or Crinme Section?

That is correct.

And both you and Gary, | think it's fair to say,
woul d be di sappointed with the outcone?

Yes.

And you woul d have had options available to you.
Now, you've touched upon sonme of your own options,
which were limted. | assune if you wanted to
revive sonething |like the Mssing Wnen's Wr ki ng
G oup under the new mandate you weren't able to
wal k over and say, "I'mtaking charge of this"?
Clearly you couldn't do that?

Correct.

You could have reported up the ranks to Deputy
Chi ef McQ@uinness, and | think you' ve indicated why
you didn't do that. You had sone constraints at
the tinme?

You certainly don't go tattling to your boss when

things don't always work out the way you want them
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

to work out. At |least we had a way forward that
was occurring with Detective Constabl e Shenher.
Again, we were disappointed. W didn't think that
was the best thing, but at least it was sonething.
Yes. | think you said you couldn't do an end run,
which I think is a fair coment.

Yes.

So you were still going to be there possibly used
as a resource person by Major Crines in whatever
they used to provide the whole M ssing Wnen's
Wor ki ng G oup?

Yes.

What ever to assist?

Yes, hence ny e-nmail requesting data.

Now I'd like to ask you what realistic options
Gary G eer mght have had at that tinme upon the

di ssol ution of the Mssing Wnen's Wrking G oup.
Assum ng he wanted to have sonething simlar
continue in the future, was there anything
realistic that he could have done?

| was disappointed that Gary didn't push back
further against |nspector Biddleconbe. |nspector
Bi ddl econbe is a very strong personality. Maybe
he felt the sane way that | did, that at |east

this was a way forward. | felt unconfortable that
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Henderson

this would only be a Magjor Crine initiative
because | really saw the Patrol D vision as having
alot to provide in terns of contacts and

know edge, in particular, people |like Dave

Di ckson, but, unfortunately, Biddleconbe and

Di ckson did not get along well, at |east

Bi ddl econbe did not |ike D ckson.

Well, sir, as far as the result was concerned,
that is to say that when the dust settled it was
within Magjor Crine, | believe nost of the people
who have provided reports here have indicated that
was technically the proper result. |Is that not
correct?

It's the proper result for taking control of the

i nvestigation, and obviously Major Crine played a
key role if you ook at the individuals on the
wor ki ng group and how many of them came from Mj or
Crime, you know, in our initial idea of a working
group, but | think Inspector Geer could have
demanded nore accountability from I nspector

Bi ddl econbe, nore reporting, and maybe suggested
that, okay, if you want to do this, why not

al | ocate nore resources.

Did you know or participate in any of the weekly

or regular neetings of the managenent at which
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time everybody would report on progress in their
respective sections?

|"'mnot quite sure what you're tal king about, so
per haps ny answer i s no.

Ckay. Were you aware that there were departnental
meetings on a regular basis that involved

i nspectors and deputy chiefs?

Yes. | recall going to sone within ny division at
the tinme that Ken Hi ggins was the deputy chief
constable, but only some. As anongst other
tricks, | sonetinmes got left off mailing |ists and
ot her such things.

Al right. Well, I'mconcerned nostly about
respondi ng to your comment about G eer
participating in information that m ght have cone
to himafterwards. You're aware that there were
weekly neetings or bi-weekly neetings of the
managenent ?

Ckay, | understand what you're saying, and | woul d
have to say that | can't -- | have no know edge of
all the different forns of communication |nspector
Geer did get from Inspector Biddl econbe.

And are you aware of any comrunication that G eer
m ght have nade to his deputy chief concerning the

break-up of the M ssing Wnen's Wrking Goup?
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Cross-examr by M. Henderson

No, |'m not.

Ckay. And Deputy Chief LePard in his report has

i ndi cated that the taking control of the situation
of the m ssing wonen investigation by Major Cine
was sonet hing that was probably correct because

ot herwi se there woul d have been confusion, there
woul d have been a lack of clarity about who was in
charge?

The idea that Major Crine would run the thing,
let's just say, for instance, Major Crine said,
"W want to be in charge of this, we suggest that
we take over the working group,” | think would
have been a perfectly acceptable and probably
positive outcone.

But that was not done?

No.

And the realistic options that Gary had to be able
to deal with the situation after the dust-up
nmeeting were, | suppose, limted to those things
you' ve touched on now. talking to |Inspector

Bi ddl econbe about what was goi ng on, inpressing
hi s opinion on where we were with m ssing wonen
fromtinme to tinme?

Conmuni cating to his deputy chief and to the

chief, those types of things. |If | understand
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what you're saying regardi ng organi zati onal
responsibilities, then | would agree that, you
know, Major Crine definitely is a -- the nost
central player in this.

And just lastly, you're aware of the
responsibilities that the District 2 commander
woul d have for communi cation within the Downtown
Eastside, neetings with groups and so on and so
forth? You're generally aware of all those

t hi ngs?

Not of the specifics, but | know they would have a
nunber of those things, many different groups.
It's a very busy part of the city, D strict 2.

Do you have any evi dence or know edge about any
difference in the manner in which Gary G eer would
have handl ed those duties after the dust-up
nmeeting than he did before the dust-up neeting?
The only thing | could think of, M. Conm ssioner,
is | do notice that there were interactions in
sone neetings, like at the Carnegie Centre.

don't know the origin of how those neetings were
set up, so that may have been a result of it. |
just don't know.

| nspector Greer was gone fromDi strict 2 by

January 4th, | think, 1999. |[|I'mnot certain of
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t he Carnegi e neeting date.
A Yes, it was probably after that.
MR. HENDERSON: Dr. Rossno, thank you very nmuch for answering
nmy questi ons.
A Ckay.
THE COMWM SSI ONER: Thank you, M. Henderson.
MR. VERTLIEB: M. Neave.

MR. NEAVE: Thank you, M. Comm ssioner. Professor Rossno, |'m

David Neave. |'mcounsel for former |Inspector
Bi ddl econbe.
THE COW SSIONER: | think the reporter is having trouble

hearing you.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, NEAVE

Q Inspector -- or, sorry, Professor, | amgoing to
put to you several docunents from the Vancouver
Police Departnment files, and just before | do that
and before |I comrence ny review of the docunents |
just want to clarify that you were first -- your
appoi ntment to detective inspector occurred on the
16th of Cctober, 1995; is that correct?

A That's correct.
And your evidence is that you were the
CGeographical Profiling Section?

A | had a clerical assistant, but that was it.

O her than those, yourself and your assistant, you
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were it?

Yes.

So when we see references to the Geographica
Profiling Unit or Geographical Profiling Section
in the docunents, that's you; is that fair?

Yes.

And | understand that you were already in your
role as the Geographical Profiling Unit or in that
responsibility prior to Inspector Biddl econbe
assum ng the position of inspector in what was
then called the Violent Crine Section?

For just over two years.

Yes. And the first docunment | am going to show
you -- show you, Professor, is a Vancouver Police
Departnent nmeno dated the 7th of February, 1998.
Yes, sir.

Have you seen this before?

No, | have not. At least not to ny nenory | have,
though | do think | did hear about these
recommendat i ons.

Yes. And ny understanding is that you were mail ed
a copy in February 1998. |Is that not your
recollection, sir?

That's not ny recollection. 1'mnot saying it

didn't happen, it's just | can't renenber. It's
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

not in ny admnistrative files that | have.

Ckay. Well, let's review this docunent. So this
is a docunent that Inspector Biddl econbe authored.
It goes to Deputy Chief Constable Brian MQui nness
on the 7th of February, 1998, fair?

Yes.

And you will see, as per your recollection,

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe was first assigned to or
becane the inspector in charge of the Violent
Crinme Section in January 1st, 1998?

Yes.

So you were already in your position?

Yes.

And as you page through this docunment you will see
that its purpose is a research project that

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe and others conducted with
respect to homcide rates at various |ocations
across the country, fair?

Yes, | see that.

And those results and the people that he
interviews are summarized on the first and second
pages, and then on the succeedi ng pages there's
various statistics that are conpiled with respect
to homicide rates and cl earance rates, fair?

Yes.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

And then if | can direct your attention,
Prof essor, to page 9 at the bottom you will see
that the inspector starts -- it's an introductory
paragraph, if you will, to the recomendations
that he's about to make with respect to the
managenent team or fromthe managenent team for
the Violent Crine Section.
Sorry, no, | don't see that. Page 9?
Page 9 at the bottom You'll see:

Based on the comments fromthe above noted

Pol i ce agencies...
Ckay. | have it.
So that's the preanble to the recommendati ons,
fair?
Yes.
And then, sir, over to the recomendati on nunber
10. So these are -- so in early 1998 we have
| nspect or Bi ddl econbe maki ng certain
recomrendati ons, and they're nunbered, and the
tenth one affects you --
Yes, it does.
-- correct?
Yes.
"When appropriate, the Homcide NCO. .." Wat's
NCO?
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

Non- comm ssioned officer. It would be probably a
sergeant rank

Ckay. And that would be a person that would be
bel ow your rank structure in the organization,
fair?

It would be a supervisory position.

Yes. And bel ow your rank structure?

| think | existed sort of in a parallel universe,
if you will. The Hom ci de NCO woul d be bel ow

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe.

Yes. And he would be | ess than your rank --

No.

-- of deputy inspector?

No.

Ckay. So he is the individual or she is the
individual that's in charge of the Homcide Unit;
is that correct?

Vell, | would say Inspector Biddleconbe is in
charge of it all, but at any given point in tine
because of different shifts, days off you would
have a sergeant in charge that would deal with the
supervision of the daily activities.

Right. So it would be fair to describe that
person as the day-to-day supervisor --

Yes.
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-- of the active investigations that are being
conducted by the Vancouver Hom cide group wthin
t he Vancouver Police Departnent?
That sounds like a fair characterization.
So that person is assigned the authority, so this
sergeant is assigned the authority to call you out
to attend crine scene -- to attend crinme scenes
when that sergeant determ nes that that call -out
IS appropriate, correct?
Correct.
And i ndeed, sir, you did get notice of that
particul ar recomendation, didn't you?
Yes, | did.
And that was in the letter, the neno directed to
you by I nspector Biddl econbe that we referred
to -- that you were referred to yesterday?
Yes.
M. Comm ssioner, for your aide-nenoire, that's
docunent 6 of the -- of the docunents that are in
t he Prof essor Rossnb package.

And when you saw that recomrendati on you
t el ephoned | nspector Bi ddl econbe and thanked him
for making that specific reconmendation --
Yes.

-- didn't you?
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Yes.

And indeed with respect to the work that you were
perform ng as the Geographical Profiling Unit,
it's fair to say that you were getting extensive
support from seni or managenent w thin the VPD

gi ven that you were working not only locally, you
were working in the United States and you were
wor king in Europe, fair?

| was getting m xed support.

But you were getting support to work in Europe,
fair?

| had support from Deputy Chief Brian MQuinness,
and | had support from Chi ef Constabl e Canuel and
Chi ef Constabl e Chal ners.

And you were getting support and actually did do
work in the United States in a nunber of cases
that were put to you yesterday, fair?

Yes.

And this recomendation is a clear exanple that

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe supported you and your call -
out by a sergeant on hom ci de investigations,
fair?

At this point intime, but I wll nention | never
received a single call-out.

That's not ny question. M question is at that
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MR. NEAVE:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

point in tinme Inspector Biddl econbe nade a
recomrendati on that supported your continued -- or
your call-out on appropriate cases by the sergeant
in charge of the Homcide Unit, fair?

Yes, in February 1998.

May that be marked as the next exhibit, please?

THE REA STRAR  Exhi bit 75.

MR. NEAVE:

MR. NEAVE:
Q
A
A

Thank you.

(EXH BIT 75: Docunent entitled VPD Menorandumr
dated February 7, 1998; MGU NNESS to Bl DDLECOVBE)

Prof essor Rossno, |'m showing you an e-nail train
that conmences in Septenber 22nd, 1998, with the
bottom portion of that docunent and then a

foll ow-up of 9th of Septenber -- or, sorry, 9th of
February, 1999 and then the 13th of February, '99.
Have you seen this docunent before, sir?

Yes, | have.

And indeed if we focus first on the e-mail from
the 22nd of Septenber, 1998, that's an e-mail from
yourself to forner |nspector Biddl econbe, correct?
Correct.

And this is -- is this the e-mail that you
referred to yesterday in which you were seeking

certain statistical infornmation from several
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

i ndividuals within the departnent?

It's part of it, though there are other e-mails
and e-nmail threads on that topic that are in the
docunents here.

Thank you. And so this one goes to Inspector

Bi ddl econbe, and the others go to other
individuals; is that fair?

| would have to look at the other ones to know
exactly who they went to.

But, in any event, this one goes to |Inspector

Bi ddl econbe?

Yes.

And this is the one that you didn't get an answer
to you testified to yesterday, correct?

Correct.

And so the next thing that you do is -- well, not
the next thing. On February 9th, 1999, you send
this earlier e-mail to Deputy Chief MQii nness,
correct?

Yes.

Drectly?

Yes.

You don't copy Inspector Biddleconbe on it, do
you?

No.
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And i ndeed what you're doing here is what you said
you couldn't do; you're doing an end run on

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe?

No, I'"'msending this to Brian MQui nness because
Brian McQuinness -- this flowed froma
conversation wth Brian McGuinness. |If you | ook

at what | say to him "Brian, here is the data |
requested,” it's follow ng on a persona
conversation that we had.
And Deputy Chief McQuinness's e-mail response back
to you is -- and it goes to Inspector Biddl econbe,
to Dan Dureau, and to Brock Gles, fair?
Yes.
"Was this information forwarded?' So he's
gqueryi ng each of them correct?
Yes.
And he then says:
If not, please find out why and bring the
information to the 24th neeti ng.
Fair?
Yes.
So did you get the information on the 24th
nmeeti ng?
| didn't get the information | was | ooking for

until Lori Shenher presented her data at the
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

February neeting at the Carnegie Centre.

Was there a 24th of February neeting?

There may have been a neeting. | don't recal
being at it.

Dd you follow up with --

If it involved Inspector Biddleconbe, | was not at
a neeting -- actually, | just think we had the one
meeting in Brian McQuinness's office wth Gerany
Field, so perhaps that's the 24th neeting. |'m
not sure w thout |ooking at the docunents
regarding the date. But the only neeting | had
with Brian -- sorry, with Fred Bi ddl econbe

foll owi ng Septenber was the neeting in Brian

McGui nness's office in February. So that m ght be
the 24th, but | just had the one neeting in any
event .

Dd you get the informati on you were seeking on
the 24th or thereafter?

| got it fromthe Carnegie Centre or from Lori
Shenher after her presentation at the Carnegie
Centre.

So you did get the information?

From Lori Shenher, yes.

You didn't need to follow up with Deputy Chi ef

McGui nness again to query why I nspector
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

Bi ddl econbe hadn't given you the information, did
you?

"' mnot sure | understand your question.

Dd you follow up with Deputy Chief MGuinness and
conplain that you didn't get the information from
| nspect or Bi ddl econbe?

Wuld it be possible to |ook at that |onger e-mail
thread that tal ks about the subject, because I
just would like to reference that?

don't know which exhibit you're referring to, but
" min counsel's hands.

Per haps we should do it over the break.

MR. NEAVE: Thank you. | can cone back to that issue |ater.

THE REA STRAR:  The hearing wll now adjourn until two o' cl ock.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 12:28 P.MV.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 2: 20 P. V.)

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

MR. VERTLI EB:

M. Conm ssioner, | regret the tinme that was
taken and you were waiting. M. Skwarok will help
you with sonme e-mail chain that arose, but |
thought it was inportant to take the tine to sort
out the e-nmails so that the witness will have the
e-mails that he feels are necessary for this line
of questioning. So I'msorry you were sitting

wonderi ng what we were doing.
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COW SSIONER: Al right.

VERTLI EB: M. Skwarok can just tell you what he's
identified.

SKWARCK: Sir, Skwarok appearing for Rossno.

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

SKWARCK:  Two matters. Yesterday in ny exam nation of Dr.
Rossnmo | made reference to a docunent and failed
to mark it as an exhibit, and | request that that
happen now.

COW SSIONER: Al right.

SKWARCK: It's dated January the 13th. It's a nmeno from
Detective Inspector Rossnmp to |nspectors
Bi ddl econbe and Ken Doer n.

REG STRAR:  That wi |l be nmarked as exhibit nunber 76
(EXH BIT 76: Docunent entitled - VPD Menorandurr
dated January 13, 1999; ROSSMO to BI DDLECOVBE)

SKWARCK:  Yesterday, sir, the commssion staff filed a
bi nder of docunents. At tab 15 of that binder is
a series of e-nmails.

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

SKWARCK:  In ny review of themit becane evident that sone
were mssing. Wuat will be distributed to all
counsel is a conplete package of those e-mails,
but for your benefit |'ve already done that. You

will see to the left of each one of the e-mails
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

there is a handwitten nunber, and that
handwritten nunber represents the sequential tine
and date of each e-mail. So on the first page the
e-mails are 9, 5 and 1. The second page is 8 and
4.

COW SSIONER: Al right.

SKWARCK: Next page 6, 10, 3, and 2.

COW SSI ONER: Ckay.

SKWARCK:  And on the fourth page nunbers 11 and 7.

COW SSI ONER: Ckay.

SKWARCK:  And then there's an attachnent.

VERTLI EB: W appreciate M. Skwarok's assistance. |'min
your hands on this, M. Conm ssioner, but perhaps
there's two ways, either separately mark it as a
separate exhibit or --

COW SSIONER: | think you should mark it as a package.

VERTLI EB: Ckay. And then just |eave existing tab 15 as is
wth this as a corrected docunent. That's fine.

COW SSI ONER: Yes. M. Neave.

VERTLIEB: W won't redo the binder that we passed up on
Monday. We'Ill leave it as is. This wll be a
separate exhibit.

REG STRAR  You just wish to mark that now as a separate
exhibit?

VERTLI EB:  Yes.
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THE COW SSIONER:  That will be nmarked as Exhi bit nunber 77.

(EXH BIT 77: Docunent entitled - Email dated
February 13, 1999 from McGU NNESS to Bl DDLECOVBE)

Thank you, M. Conm ssioner. David Neave

continuing again for Inspector Biddleconbe.

Prof essor, do you have a copy of this marked up
set of pages of e-mails with the nunbers that M.
Skwar ok just referred to?

Yes, | do.

Al right. So on the first page let's start
because that's where we were earlier this norning,
and that's the request for the information that
you sent to |Inspector Biddl econbe on 22 Septenber
1998, correct?

Yes, at 18:57 p.m

And that's the information that you say I|nspector
Bi ddl econbe did not respond to, fair?

Correct. | note that in a -- well, Inspector --
can we just hold off on that comment because |
think it will becone clear what happened as we go
t hrough the thread?

Dd you get a response from I nspector Biddl econbe
to those -- to those questions?

No.

kay. So let's go to the third page, item 2.

124



© 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

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

That's the next in the series in tine order there.
Bottom of the page, page 3.

Yes.

Item 2. That's the next, as | understand it, in

t he sequence, correct?

Yes. Cctober 7, 1998.

And that's an e-mail from Sandra Caneron to you on
the 8th of Cctober, 1998?

Correct.

Correct. Couple weeks after the first request,
right?

Yes.

And she provides you with sone information there,
doesn't she?

Vll, not the information that | was | ooking for.
Vel |, she provides you with sone information,
doesn't she?

No.

Al right. Let's read it. "Gerany," and | take
it that's Gerany Field, correct?

Yes.

Cer any,

Fi el d,

gave ne your neno where you want statistics
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on m ssi ng persons.

And that's a reference back to your e-nmail,

correct?

Yes.

To I nspector Biddl econbe.
| amattenpting to gather that information
for you. Please be advised that this wll
only be a list of all adults reported m ssing
t hroughout the City of Vancouver since 19 --

sorry,
Gty of Vancouver since 1980, not just the
downt own eastside and not just prostitutes.
The nunbers will be up in the 12-15, 000 range
| think. O that we usually average 8-10
cases a year not resol ved, sone years only
4-5. Vicki Yip in information is |ooking
into this as well as the annual reports for
m ssing persons for 1988, 1989 and 1990 can't
be located in ny office.
Is there a certain date you need or want this
by ?

Is that a fair reflection of what you were tol d?

My copy says "reports for m ssing persons for

1988, 89" and then there's a period and then it

says "80 can't be located in ny office".
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Fair enough, and | incorrectly filled that in with
the '90 because that's kind of in order, but I
have your point. That was the information you
were provided, correct?
Wll, it's a response to ny e-mail. It's not the
information that was requested.
It was a response to your e-nmail, wasn't it?
Yes, it was a response to ny e-nail to nme on that
dat e.
And it's fair you're just not satisfied with the
information, fair?
It's not even what | asked for or hel pful for the
analysis, so it's -- she says here:
| amattenpting to gather that information
for you.
So she's in the process of gathering it, she says.
And where do you go back to her and ask for
follow-up or direct to Inspector Biddl econbe your
di ssatisfaction with that informtion?
She's told ne she's attenpting to gather the
information. This is not the information | asked
for. She doesn't pretend it's the information
asked for.
And ny question, sir, is where do you go back to

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe or indeed to Mss Caneron
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and ask her for the information that you say was
not provi ded?

|"'mnot sure | answer -- sorry, that | understand
your question. There is a response dated the next
day fromne to Sandy Caneron 8th of Cctober, but
there doesn't -- that part of the e-mail or
nmessage seens to be mssing, and certainly this is
not a conprehensive catal ogue of all ny e-nails,
so |l really don't know how to answer your

questi on.

Did you, sir, at any point, at any point go back
to Inspector Biddl econbe directly and ask himto
provide you with the information in your e-mail of
22 Septenber 19987

Wt hout having access to ny e-mail files | can't
answer that. | don't know.

That's because you didn't, correct?

Sir, if I can't renmenber it, I'mcertain you can't
remenber it. I'msaying | can't recall what
happened 14 years ago if | don't have access to ny
e-mails.

What we do see in this series of e-mail is that
you si destep Inspector Biddl econbe and go to the
deputy chief, MQ@iinness, on the 9th of February

wth a series of e-mails outlining the failure to
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

provide the information, correct?

No, that's conpletely untrue. Wy don't we go
through this in the order so we can see what
real | y happens.

Al right. W're at item-- on page 3. Item4 is
on --

Page 2.

-- page 2. That's an e-nmail fromyou to Brian
McGui nness of the 9th of February, 1999, correct?
Ri ght .

So that's -- you go back on the 9th of February,
1999, to Inspector Biddl econbe's superior with
that e-mail, fair?

Yes.

And you do not copy | nspector Biddl econbe, do you?
No.

Al right. Nunber 5 is on the first page. Nunber
5is an e-mail fromyou to Deputy Chief MQuinness
on the 9th of February at 6:22 p.m, correct?
First page, item5, second item Are you with nme?
One nonent, please. |I'mjust wondering if there
was a tel ephone call between Brian and nyself

bet ween then because I'mtrying to -- I'"mnot sure
if -- there mght have been a tel ephone call in

there. But, anyways, on February 9th 6:22 p.m |
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

provide Brian information regarding the
information that | had requested, which is
forwarding the first e-mail that we nunbered
nunber 1.

And | nspector Biddl econbe is not copied on that,
is he?

No.

Item 6, page 3, 9th of February, 6:32 p.m from
you to Deputy Chief MQuinness, correct?
Correct.

Second item Biddl econbe's not copied, is he?
No.

Item 7, page 4, February 10th. Are you with ne,
Pr of essor ?

Yes.

From you to Deputy Chief MGQGuinness. Biddl econbe
is not copied there either, is he?

Correct.

Nunber 8, page 2. This is the first tine that
Deputy Chief McQuinness alerts |nspector

Bi ddl econbe, Dan Dureau, and Brock G les, correct?
| don't know. | don't know the first tine he
tal ked to them

|"masking on this e-mail .

Oh this e-mail. And again, M. Comm ssioner, |I'd
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

like to point out that we don't know what is

m ssing. Wat we originally were handed had
pieces mssing. But in this set of five pages
this is the first tine that |nspector Biddl econbe
i's communi cated w th.

And that's consistent with the other e-nmails that
are in this package from Deputy Chief MQii nness
on which he directed your e-mail to fornmer

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe, to Dan Dureau and Brock
Gles, right?

| don't know what you nmean by the word

"consi stent".

Vell, in each case on the 13th of February --
let's start | ooking at themthen. Page 1, item9,
13th of February, 11:09 a.m to Biddl econbe,
Dureau, and Brock Gles, right?

Correct.

Next page, 2, 13th of February from Deputy Chi ef
McQui nness to Biddl econbe, Dureau, and G| es,
right?

" msorry, which nunber again?

Page 2, item 8.

Yes.

Page 3, item 10, from Deputy Chief MQ@uinness to

Bi ddl econbe, Dureau, and Gles, correct?
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

There's nunber 9 on page 1, also on the 13th.
Yes.

And then item 10 on the 13th.

Yeah, we've done item9. Ar | going too quickly
for you?

|"'mwi th you on page 3, item 10.

Thank you. Item 10, sane circunstance, correct?
| don't know what you mean by circunstance, but

| ooking at this series --

It's an e-mail --

-- of e-mails --

It's an e-mail --

Wul d you please not interrupt me when |I'm
answering. |I'mtrying to follow you, but it's a
little bit difficult. On the 13th of February we
had Deputy M Qui nness sending off three e-mails in
a very short tinme period, 11:07 a.m, 11:09 a.m,
and 11:10 a. m

Yes, | agree. And we're on item-- page 3, item
10, and that, like the other two you just
indicated, is an e-mail from Deputy Chief

McCui nness to Bi ddl econbe, Dureau, and Brock
Gles --

Correct.

-- correct?
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

A  Yeah.

Q And then on page 4, sane day, another e-mail from
Deputy Chief McQ@ui nness to Biddl econbe, Dureau,
and Gles --

A Correct.

-- right? Fair?

A Yes.

NEAVE: Al right. And that package, M. Conm ssioner,
believe is marked as an exhibit.

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

NEAVE: |Is that correct?

REG STRAR. That was just marked as Exhi bit nunber 77.

NEAVE: Thank you very much. My the wi tness be shown
Exhi bit 74, please, the news story fromthe
Vancouver Sun 18 Sept enber ?

REA STRAR.  74.

NEAVE: 74. It was marked this norning.

REG STRAR. Where have we got it here? You should stil

have it. It wasn't a binder, it was a separate
docunent ?

NEAVE: | think it was marked this norning by one of ny
col | eagues.

REG STRAR. There's a copy.
A Thank you.
NEAVE:
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

Have you got that docunent, Professor, the news
rel ease?

Yes, | do.

Exhi bit 74. You've got that before you, sir?

Yes.

My understanding is that you have not seen this
docunment before. |Is that correct?

| think what | said is | don't recall reading it
when it first came out in the newspaper, but | may
well have read it at sone |ater point.

| am going to ask you a few questions about it.

If you go -- the fifth paragraph down you'll see
starting, "Geer is calling the team.." Do you
see that?

Yes.

Geer is calling the team a "working group"
because it is sinply trying to get a handle
on the nunbers, he said.
Correct.
|"ve read that correctly?
Wll, as | was asked and testified earlier, we
were trying to understand what was going on in
terns of the |arge nunber of m ssing wonen.

Yes. And, to your know edge, that statement is
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

accurate and true, correct?
It's a very limted, sinple explanation of the
dynam cs of what the working group hoped to
acconplish, and that was outlined in the strategic
bl ueprint, which we tal ked about earlier.
Right. And it's accurate to say the team was
being called a working group, correct?
Yes.
And was trying to get a handle on the nunbers.
That's accurate too?
That was one of the things it was trying to do.
Yes. But to the extent that that's there, that's
accurate, fair?
It's not the whole truth, but it's truthful as it
st ands.
And then go down, sir, to the second | ast
par agraph on the page.
The teamw || include investigators fromthe
m ssi ng persons, sex offence, and hom ci de
sections, as well as G eer and geographic
profiler, Detective Inspector Kim Rossno.
That's accurate, isn't it?
That's what the working group hoped to do.
Yes. And you were a conponent of that, weren't

you?
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

| was a co-chair with Inspector Geer of the
wor ki ng group.

Yes. And then -- so that aspect, that's accurate,
fair?

It's what we hoped to do. It's what we had

pl anned to do.

Is there anything that's not accurate about that
statenent, sir?

Wl l, except for the fact that it didn't turn out
t hat way.

At the time in Septenber 18th -- or the 18th of
Sept enber, 1998 was that an accurate statenent?
I"'m-- 1 think you're trying to put words in ny
mouth. We had a blueprint. W've seen what that
bl ueprint is that outlines accurately, conpletely
and fully what the working group hoped to
acconpl i sh.

| understand that, sir, and ny question is is this
report and that statenment with respect to what the
teamw ||l include accurate as of the 18th of

Sept enber, 19987

In ny mnd at that date, yes.

Thank you.

"' mnot sure what was in the mnd of other people

in the VPD at this date.
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Fair enough. And then the next paragraph, sir:
Rossnb uses a conputer programto predict the
area where an offender is nost likely to live
or work, based on where the crinmes were
comm tted.

That's pretty accurate, isn't it?

Correct.

And then, sir, dropping down to the paragraph that

starts, "Inspector Fred Biddleconbe..."” Are you
with me?

Yes.

So this says:

Yes.

| nspect or Fred Bi ddl econbe, who oversees the
hom ci de, sex offence and m ssing persons
sections...

pause there. That's correct, isn't it?

...1s not ruling out the possibility of a

serial killer...

|"ve read that correctly?

You' ve read it correctly.

...but he said there is no evidence to

suggest that at this point.

137



© 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

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

Correct? Have | read that correctly?

You've read it correctly, but it's not a correct
st at enent .

If it is accurate, |Inspector Biddl econbe was not
ruling out the possibility of a serial killer,
fair?

Based on his actions and what he said at the
nmeeting the 22nd of Septenber, | felt that he had
effectively ruled it out.

If the statenment is correct that is recorded here,
| nspect or Bi ddl econbe was not ruling out the
possibility of a serial killer, correct?

Sir, this is a newspaper story. You're acting
like the police departnents are always truthfu
with the nedia.

M/ question is sinple, sir. |If this statenent is
accurate, this is a public representation that

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe has not ruled out the
possibility of a serial killer, fair?

M. Comm ssioner, | think this question would be

so much nore appropriate for M. --

THE COMM SSI ONER: Sorry.

| think this question would be nore appropriate
for Inspector Biddl econbe to answer. | don't know

what was in |Inspector Biddl econbe's m nd.

138
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

THE COW SSIONER:  No, it's not entirely unfair. Wat he's

MR. NEAVE:

>

saying is that if this statenent on its face is
accurate, and | assune that you're having
difficulty with it because you don't say it's
accurate, your position is, but that's not the
guestion. The question is if that statenent is
accur ate.

Ckay. Could | ask you to repeat the question?

Yes.

-- againand 1"l --

" m pleased to, Professor. |If the statenent is
accurate that is reported in the paragraph | just
read to you --

Yes.

-- then there is a public statenent that |nspector
Bi ddl econbe has not ruled out the possibility of a

serial killer, correct?

Correct.
Thank you. | would like to put an additi onal
e-mail to the witness. Sir, |'mshow ng you an

e-nmai|l dated the 21st of My, 1999. It's from
| nspect or Bi ddl econbe. It goes to Ken Doern,
Brian McQuinness. |It's copied to Gerany Field,

Brock Gles, Dan Dureau. Have you seen this
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

before, sir?

No, | have not .

Wll, let's go through it then. So on the 21st of

May, 1999, at 8:10 Inspector Biddl econbe sends

this e-mail, correct?

Correct.

And this e-nmail says this:
As a result of a request from Detective
Const abl e Shenher of M ssing Persons, which
has been supported by Sergeant Field in
charge of M ssing Persons, | amre-assigning
staff resources wthin the Major Crine
Section to a Mssing Wnen Wrking G oup.

Have | read that correctly?

Yes.

This Work Group will be tasked with
revi ew ng/investigating...

Correct? Ar | correct so far?

Yes.
...the circunstances surrounding the
di sappearance of these 21 wonen.
Correct ?
Yes.
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So if that statenment's true, this Mssing Wnen's
Wrking Goup is being tasked with not only
review ng, but investigating the circunstances,
fair?

Yes.

And then there's a reference to re-assigning
staff, correct?

Yes.

And there's a reference to the Garage Robbery Task
Force. Do you see that? End of the first

par agr aph.

Yes.

And you're famliar with the Garage Robbery Task
Force, aren't you?

Yes, and al so the Honme Invasi on Task Force.

Yes. And indeed on the Garage Robbery Task Force
you assisted Detective Latinmer and Booker with
geogr aphi cal profiling, correct?

| attenpted to, yes.

So we continue on, and you'll see there are a
nunber of people assigned to the working group,
correct? Sergeant Field.

It lists them but | certainly would not agree
that they were assigned to Project Anelia on any

sort of full-tinme basis. Only sone were.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

kay. Let's see what this e-mail says.
Effective May 25th the followi ng staff wll
be assigned to this Wrking G oup.

Have | read that correctly?

Yeah.

That's Sergeant Field, correct?

Yeah.

Shenher, right?

Shenher, yes.

Shenher. Thank you. Lepine?

Yes.

Cher nof f ?

Yes.

Vinje, D xon, and then clerical support, fair?

Yes.

Then drop down two paragraphs.
Supporting this Work G oup will be the
Ceographic Profiling Section.

That's you, right?

Yes.

W will also be |ooking for support of the 2
const abl es assigned to the DI SC Program
What's the DI SC progranf

It was a program where there was a dat abase of
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probl ematic custonmers for street prostitutes.
So -- and then you'll note at the last bit, |ast
par agr aph:

Al'l staff have been notified of this

assi gnnent .
Not true, but the statement's there.
The statenent's there. And then you will see from
Cerany Field, at the top, the nessage is forwarded
on to Chernoff and Lepine, that's correct?
Correct.
So in May 1999, on the 21st of My I|nspector
Bi ddl econbe directs the M ssing Wnen Wrki ng
Goup to review and investigate and assi gns seven
investigators, if I'"mcounting correctly, ny math
could be off, and says, "Ch, by the way,
geographical profiling is to support them" right?
Those aren't true statenents, but they are correct
that that's what this neno says.
Do you have any reason to doubt, sir --
But just to let ne finish, he's not assigning the
M ssing Wrking -- M ssing Wnen Wor ki ng G oup,
the one we had. He's formng a review team which
| believe was known as Project Anelia. So | just
want to point out that he's formng this not as a

transformati on of any previous existing body.
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Al right. So what he's doing then in May 1999 is
| nspect or Bi ddl econbe, who's in charge of that
unit, is issuing a directive creating a working
group and directing that they review and

i nvestigate the m ssing wonen, the 21 at the tinme?
That's what this nenp says.

And he assigns people, and he assigns you as
support, correct?

Yes.

Thank you.

No, he's not in a position to assign ne. Deputy
McGui nness coul d assign ne.

So sinply because | nspector Biddl econbe says
"supporting this Work G oup will be the Geographic
Profiling Section"” in your evidence is not tasking
you with assisting with this group?

He could request ne to help himor he could ask
Brian to assign ne. That would be how it would
wor K.

And you don't know if that occurred or not?

| don't recall it occurring at all

Ckay.

Though | did have -- to be perfectly clear, | did
have a good relationship with Project Anelia and

al ways assisted them as necessary, and they
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

communi cated with me on a fairly regul ar basis.
Thank you. Now, yesterday, sir, you were asked
sonme questions by M. Ward about your civil
action. Do you renenber that?

Yes.

Sir, I"'mshow ng you the decision of Justice Alan
in Rossno v. Vancouver Cty Police Board. That's
the civil action that M. Ward was referring to,
wasn't it?

Yes.

And this is an action that you commenced agai nst
t he Vancouver Police Board, correct?

Correct.

And you al so sued Deputy Chief Constable Unger
personal | y?

Correct.

And this was about an alleged wongful dismssal
action that you brought after you were
termnated -- or after your contract was not
renewed, your five-year contract was not renewed
wi th the Vancouver Police Departnent, correct?
Correct.

If I can turn you to paragraph 28, sir.

Yes.

"Detective" -- it says:
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Det ective Inspector Rossnp responded with two
concerns. First, he wanted another five-year
contract because the proposed two-year
extension left him 28 nonths short of his
earliest possible retirenent date.

|s that accurate, sir?

Correct.

Second, he had no control over obtaining the
requests for geographic profiling services
that were necessary to provide crine
resolution services to the VPD. He indicated
that he woul d --

and then -- and that's true too, right?

Correct.

And then, sir, if |I can take you to paragraph 99.

Sorry, 99?

99. And this is Justice Allan's decision, or part

of it.
Dr. Rossnp's enpl oynent was not term nated
and he was neither dism ssed nor denoted.
The Agreenent expired without renewal. Dr.
Rossno was offered, and rejected, a two-year
extensi on of the Agreenent.

That's correct, isn't it?
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Yeah.

He declined to return to his pre-Agreenent
position as Constabl e.
That's correct, isn't it?

Correct.

There was never any suggestion by the Board
or the VPD that his enploynent as a sworn
Constable would termnate at the end of the
Agr eenment .

That's correct, isn't it?

Correct.

"The board was not" -- and then she says:
The Board was not obliged to either nmaintain
the GPU at the end of the five-year termor
to reassign Rossno to another position as an
| nspect or.

That's her conclusion, isn't it?

Correct.

And by the way, did you get a pension?

Eventually. A reduced one with a penalty.

And that's because you didn't go to the maxi mum

period of tinme --

|"mnot sure this goes to --

147



K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

THE COW SSIONER: | don't know where all -- how this is
relevant. | note that nobody was objecting to it,
but 1 --

MR. NEAVE: | have one nore question and |I'm fini shed.

MR. SKWAROK: Sir, Skwarok for Rossnmob. | let the first

guestions go in because | thought there was going
to be an effort at inpeaching the wtness froma
previous statenent. | didn't see any other reason
for himreferring to it. Now he's asking
guesti ons about the conclusions of Justice Allan
on a conpletely unrelated matter, and now he's
goi ng on asking questions about a pension. Now,
if ny learned friend wants to reopen the case on
the civil case, |I'mhappy to do that, and I'1|
read fromthe evidence there. It's irrelevant.

THE COM SSIONER:  Yes. Tell me, Neave, how any of this is
relevant and howis this going to help nme in our
terns of reference?

MR. NEAVE: Well, on two bases, M. Conm ssioner. Firstly,
this person has been classified or --

THE COMM SSI ONER: Sorry?

MR. NEAVE: On two issues. Firstly, professor Rossno has been
decl ared an expert.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Decl ared what ?

MR. NEAVE: An expert.
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Cross-examr by M. Neave

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

NEAVE: An expert with respect to -- and we know t he
cat egori es.

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

NEAVE: There is an issue of pecuniary bias and there is an
i ssue of bias that are derived fromthis decision,
whi ch do one of two things. They either deal wth
his expertise and his capacity to be an expert or
they place in issue the weight that's to be
attributed to his statenents with respect to the
i nvesti gation.

COW SSIONER: WAit a mnute. Are you saying now that he's
not an expert?

NEAVE: |I'msaying | didn't have an opportunity to address
that, and | say that --

COW SSI ONER:  Wait a m nute.

NEAVE: -- there's sone serious issues with respect to his
classification of an expert.

COW SSIONER: So how is that --

NEAVE: And | say that --

COW SSI ONER: Ckay. Sorry.

NEAVE: And | say that because of what Justice Al an
specifically found at paragraph 122.

COW SSIONER: | don't care what she found. How does that

help me in what we're doi ng?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

MR. NEAVE: Because it's an issue of bias that goes to the
heart of this witness's capacity as an expert.

THE COW SSIONER: | tell you, that's one of the | ongest bows
|'ve ever heard. | nean --

MR. NEAVE: Then | have your position, M. Conmm ssioner.

THE COW SSIONER:  So | am not going to hear anything nore
about the lawsuit.

MR. NEAVE: Thank you. Those are ny questions.

THE COMM SSIONER: All right.

MR. NEAVE: | will reserve ny right to have Professor Rossno
re-called in the event | find it necessary upon a
full review of the materi al

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.

MR. VERTLIEB: Just as an aside, | just want to tell all of the
| awyers here that we're going to send a sunmmons to
all of the |lawers direct to their clients for
production of docunents, and the reason is that
comm ssion staff have not seen this neno dated
February 7, 1998, from M. Bi ddl econbe to M.
McQ@ui nness, and perhaps M. Neave did not have it
when the interview took place back in August of
| ast year, but we've checked, and apparently it
was not known to the comm ssion as a docunent
relating to this. So I'mnot critical of M.

Neave, but what concerns ne is whether there are
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

ot her docunents as between various of the

i ndi vidual police that never found its way into a
police file so that the |awers for the VPD could
produce it. The |lawers for VPD have al ways said
and we' ve accepted because of the relationship
that they've produced what they have. This
docunent does not have a VPD nunber on it, which
alerted us to the fact that the VPD apparently
didn't have it. W hadn't seen it. So just so
you know, M. Comm ssioner, we are going to send a
summons to all these new participants and ask them
to produce anything they nmay have in a personal

file.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

MR. VERTLI EB:

And having said that, we have only two cross-
exam nations left. M. Hrais next. And | want
to just say that in respect of the witness's
evi dence, which was covered in his presentation,
where he is speaking to RCW failures he al ways
has made it clear that those are his failures --
his -- his opinion of failures on a systemc
basis, and he's never directed themto any
i ndi vidual police officer in the RCMP. So none of
t hat evidence should be in any way used to have

any inpact on any individual police --
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Neave

COM SSIONER: Al'l right.

MR. VERTLIEB: -- that may feel their interests are affected,

THE

THE
THE

THE

THE

and | think by saying that it nmay assist the |ast
two cross-exam nations in the tinme they need. I'm
told that M. Hra will be no nore than 10 m nutes
and Ms. Srivastava will be about the sanme, so it's
20 nore mnutes, but | do have sone
re-examnation, so |l leave it to you if you want
to take a quick afternoon break and finish.

COW SSIONER: Al right. W'Ill do that.

REG STRAR  The hearing will now recess for 10 m nutes.
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 3: 00 P. M.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 3:16 P.V.)

REG STRAR. Order. The hearing is now resuned.

COW SSI ONER: Yes.

NEAVE: M. Comm ssioner, | neglected to mark the | ast
e-mail that | put to Professor Rossnpb. |If that
could be marked, | would appreciate that.

COW SSI ONER:  The e-mail s?

NEAVE: Yes, the last one from May 1999.

REG STRAR:  That wi |l be marked as Exhibit nunber 78.
(EXHBIT 78: E-mail dated May 21, 1999, from
Gerany Field to Mark Chernoff)

NEAVE: Thank you. And with your |eave, M. Conmm ssioner,

| will recuse nyself for the day.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

THE COMM SSI ONER: Sorry?

MR. NEAVE: Wth your leave | will recuse nyself for the day.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Yes. Thank you.

MR. VERTLIEB: Just so all the |lawers know, they're free to
conme and go, M. Comm ssioner. They don't need to
ask your perm ssion.

THE COM SSIONER:  Yes. No, | agree. You're the only one
that's ever asked for | eave.

MR. NEAVE: A d school .

MR. HHRA: He's got |ong bows.

THE COW SSIONER: M. Hira.

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, HI RA:

Q M. Rossno, | act for retired Assistant
Conm ssi oner Earl Multon --

A Yes, sir.
-- who at the relevant tine was an inspector at
the Coquitlam RCMP. Now, |'Il be dealing wth
three exhibits. The first couple of questions I
have are not on ny behalf, but |'m asking these
guestions on behalf of M. Hoffrman, so bear with
me, | mght have it wong. But you should have
before you Exhibit VN, tab 23, and that should be a
continuation report bearing the date February --
sorry, Septenber 22, 1998, 1:00 p.m, apparently

witten shortly after that neeting of Septenber
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

22, correct?
Correct.
And I'"Il direct your attention to the |ast
paragraph. M. Hoffrman put to you the |ast
par agraph, which -- sorry, the |last paragraph on
page 1.
It woul d appear that the Wrking Goup does
not expect nmuch in the way of involvenent
fromthis office or the RCMP Detachnents,
rather they will be calling on the
Provincial...Policing Section, involved...
And I'mjust going to deal with that sentence in
that | ast paragraph. She asked you at that tine
whet her you were going to be -- whether you were
assigned the task of calling on the Provincial
Prostitution Policing Section, and | believe your
answer was that these would be initiatives that
Shenher woul d have engaged in. Do you recal
sayi ng that?
Yes.
And now that we have the benefit of Exhibit 77
fromM. Neave I'd like to -- which hopefully you
have before you. The e-mail of Septenber 22,
1998.

Yes.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

And I"'mreferring to your e-mail to Inspector
Bi ddl econbe of 18:57 hours, again after the
Sept enber 22 neeting. Do you see that?
Yes.
And it says, "Further to our discussion today..."
Do you see that?
Yes.
It starts out the e-nmail. Going down to the |ast
par agraph, you wite:
| will attenpt to |locate the additional
necessary information from
and I'mskipping. It nanmes a couple of -- it

nanes SCS, the RCMP, and continues "and the

Provincial Prostitution Unit". Do you see that,
sir?
Yes, | do.

And |'"mjust going to suggest to you that when you
answered Ms. Hof fman you were m staken when you

said that that was sonething that Shenher woul d be

doing. It was sonething that you undertook to do?
Yes, I'msorry, | --
That --

-- m sunderstood what calling on the Provincial
Prostitution Policing Section neant. | thought it

was sonme sort of operational |iaison, but it's
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

clear here that | was going to be contacting them
to obtain data.

And that's fine. | was just clearing that up.
It's an honest m stake. After all, there has been
14 years since these nmatters.

Now |l et's deal with ny questions. They're
few First, sir, wth respect to your Power Poi nt
presentation, and in particular the slide relating
to the ROW failure to properly investigate
Pi ckton, you should have that open in front of
you.

Yes, | do, sir.

Now, you will agree with nme that your presentation
and your opinion, for the purposes of doing those
you did not read or review any ROW files?
Correct.

You did not interview any ROMP officers and, in
particular, any Coquitlam RCMP officers?

That's correct.

Thank you. And, in fairness, your opinion given
and your Power Point presentation is based -- and
your comments regarding the RCMP are based upon
your review of the LePard report, correct?

To be conprehensively accurate, there would be a

couple of things that I would know fromny own
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

experi ences here, for exanple, that no bodies had
been found or that the w tnesses were
uncooperative and unreliable making tinelines
difficult to establish. O course |I know that
Coqui tl am and Vancouver are in different
jurisdictions. But for the rest of it, that was
based on ny reading of the LePard report and the
Evans report.

Vll, let's just deal with the LePard report
first. This PowerPoint presentation, you wll
agree with ne, was given to Evans before you were
interviewed by Deputy Chief Evans, correct?

| know it was given to her, but | thought it was
given to her after.

Vell, let's just deal with that then.

Sir, | believe I may have sent it to the

comm ssion, who nmay have given it to Jennifer
Evans. | have no know edge of that. But |
bel i eve based on ny interview | also sent it to
Jenni fer Evans afterwards.

vell --

| have a certain anmount of doubt about that just,
you know, w thout checking e-mails and tinelines

and everything, but that's what | recall.

MR. HHRA: May | approach the witness and refresh his nenory?
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

MR. H RA:

O » O >»

It's the nost efficient way of doing things, M.

Conmi ssi oner .

| amjust going to direct your attention to page
56, lines 13 and 14, 13 through 16. Just read it
to yourself and refresh your nenory.

Yes, | think that's basically what | said.

So that PowerPoint presentation was given to the
comm ssion before your interview by Ms. Evans,
correct?

Correct.

And you were interviewed by Ms. Evans on August
29, 20117

| remenber in August.

Is that approximately the date?

Yes. Yes. Yes.

Good. So you will agree with ne that your

Power Poi nt presentation and your opinion is based
primarily on the LePard report?

No, because | nmade sone revisions to it after
reading the Evans report. Not major ones, but |
did nake sone revisions.

So are you telling nme that the -- do you recal
what revisions you made after reading the Evans

report?
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Q
MR. VERTLI EB:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

| sinplified sone elenents and included the
coordination within the ROW slide. | would have
to actually conpare the two side by side, though.
There would be a high degree of simlarity, but
sone -- definitely I nade sonme changes.
Agreed. So when | speak about your opinion, |'m
tal ki ng about the opinion evidence you' ve given
and the PowerPoint presentation. It is based on
your reading of two reports, correct?
Correct.
Thank you. And based prinmarily on the LePard
report, correct?
No, | would say based on both reports.
Al right.

| just -- if it helps you, M. Hira, | think
there's an error here, because we only received
the PowerPoint in the |ast few days, and, of
course, the PowerPoint wasn't avail able back --
anyway, | just want you to hear that. And | just
checked wwth M. Skwarok, who sent it to us. So
there's sonme confusion. Renenber, we didn't have
the Evans report until early Novenber. [|'m not

sure it matters to your client, M. Moulton.

MR. HRA: It doesn't, but let's just get the record

strai ghtened out on that point.
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MR. VERTLI EB:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

Just having raised that, though, M.
Conmi ssi oner, the recognition of participant
status would go to the participant as it rel ates
to that person's interests. And I'mnot trying to
interfere with M. Hra, but it seens to nme none
of this would matter to M. Multon anyway. Just

a comrent .

THE COW SSI ONER: How does it even affect M. Multon?

MR HRA Well, if it doesn't affect M. Multon, that's fine,

MR. H RA:  --

but you're left with a record -- the point that he

refreshed hinself from --

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

reads:
|"mnot sure if you' ve seen the slide show
that | sent to Boddie (phonetics) sone tine
ago, and | probably should send it to you
again because | think that is ny best
anal ysi s of what happened based on the LePard

report.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Yeah.

MR. HRA: That's the evidence. You should have that. And |I'm

A

not going any further with it.

| believe I could clear it up, M. Comm ssioner.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al l ri ght .

A

Wien | was first contacted by John Boddi e of the
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MR. H RA:

MR. H RA:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

comm ssion back in 2011, | sent him sone material,
including, | think, part of ny book chapter, but
al so a presentation on the m ssing wonen case that
| had done at the Western Society of Crim nol ogy
meeting. That was also -- that was the
presentation | was referring to that | sent
Jennifer Evans followng the interview The
presentation that we have in evidence here is
based on that but was revised as a result of ny

readi ng the Evans report.

Thank you. That's very hel pful .
THE COW SSI ONER: All right.

Q And just a couple nore points. Wen you were an

i nvestigator -- I'msorry, when you were on the
beat, patrol beat, did you at all -- did you at
any tinme put together informations to obtain
search warrants?

Yes, sSir.

And when was the last tine that you did that,
approxi mtely? Late '80s probably?

| can say with certainty that it would have been
no |ater than 1994 after | left CLEU Intelligence.
Thank you. And as you know, one of the things

that you've got to be able to do when putting
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Hra

together an information to obtain a search warrant
and a search warrant itself is to be able to
articulate the offence, that is, the tinme period,
the actual offence, the victim the |ocation, and
things of that nature, correct?

Yes, | renenber that.

And you'll agree with ne that that was very
difficult to do in this particular case?

Whi ch particular case? W have a nunber of
different victins.

Wl |, when do you believe you could articulate an
of fence, at which point in tine, sir?

" mjust |ooking at ny original case assessnent
because | believe the tine frane for the

di sappearance of sone of the m ssing wonen was
fairly tight, and, of course, others were quite --
it was quite a bit longer. Yeah, | believe that
the tinme wi ndow was narrower for sonme wonen than
for others, so those would be the ones perhaps you
m ght have to focus on, but there have been ot her
cases of nurders occurring when the police are

i nvestigating m ssing persons and they've been
successful in obtaining search warrants. They, |
believe, create a window franme that the person was

killed between this day and that date. So it all
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

depends on how the search warrant request is
constructed and all the different pieces of
information that can be pulled together to provide
you reasonabl e and probabl e grounds.

Is that your best answer to ny question?

VWl |1, okay, you said case. Let ne ask you which
speci fic case, which victim

Wll, ny questions -- on this occasion | get to
ask the questions. |'masking you is that your
best answer to ny question?

"' mnot even sure | know what your question is.

When do you believe you could have articul ated the

charge?
Well, considering | wasn't involved in the actua
investigation in Anelia or following that, | don't

have anywhere near the information | would need to

answer your question.

MR. HHRA: Al right. Thank you. Those are ny questions.
THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.
M5. SRI VASTAVA: M. Conm ssioner, Anila Srivastava, counsel

for retired Staff Sergeant Brock Gles of the

Vancouver Gty Police.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY Ms. SRl VASTAVA:

Q D. Rossno, | think you really are in the hone

stretch now, and | do thank you for your
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

fortitude. | want to, |ike nmany counsel, go back
once again to your PowerPoint presentation. Do
you still have that binder?

Yes.

And the slide that | have marked as slide 20 -- |
know t hese pages aren't nunbered. It is the first
flow chart or diagram the centre rectangle of

whi ch says "Refusal to accept serial killer

t heory".

Yes.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: M. Comm ssioner, | think you have that as

wel | .

THE COW SSI ONER: Which? Ch, yes. Al right.

M5. SRI VASTAVA:

Q

Now, Dr. Rossno, you had descri bed your key in the
bottom | eft-hand corner of that chart as having

t hree conponents to it of factors that you had
classified; is that correct?

Yes. Personnel, organi zational, situational.
Right. And any factor that you identified as
organi zational is depicted on the diagramby a
rectangle; is that right?

A green rectangle, yes, ma'am

| think sonme of us have black and white. |'mnot

sure of their col our.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

Rectangl es definitely.

Thank you. In the top, roughly speaking, right-
hand corner of that diagramis a rectangul ar box
that says "Sickness and retirenents". Do you see
t hat ?

Yes.

And so you've identified that as an organi zati ona
factor?

Yes.

Is it fair to say that in your analysis sonething
you' ve defined as an organi zati onal factor neans
that no fault or blanme can be attached to the

i ndividual who is on sick |eave or about to
retire; is that correct?

Ceneral |y speaking, yes. However, M.
Conmi ssi oner, sonetines there's an overlap between
the two. So, for exanple, extended sick |eave
before retirenment when soneone's not really sick,
whi ch unfortunately used to be not unconmon in the
Vancouver Police Departnent, would also be a
personnel issue. It would also be an

organi zational issue because they were all ow ng
that to happen. So there can be sone overlap, but
general ly speaking, ma'am | would agree with your

st at ement .
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

And do you have any reason to believe, Dr. Rossnho,
that any of the individuals that were in Mjor
Crime Section in 1998 and 1999 were using sick

| eave i nproperly?

|"ve heard runmours to that effect, yes.

Do you have any reason to believe that Staff
Sergeant G les was using sick |eave inproperly?
|'d say, ma'am that | have a lot of respect for
Brock Gles. He had a very good reputation.

t hought he was very conpetent and professional. |
never saw any ot her behavi our from him

Thank you. | also want to clarify, if I can, just
the use of the term managenent. | don't know if
you've had a chance to follow Deputy Chief Evans'
evi dence, but in her testinony she clarified that
in her report when she refers to senior nmanagenent
she neans inspector |evel and above. |Is that the
same way that you use the ternf

Primarily, yes, though we have to recogni ze at

|l east in the VPD set-up sonetines staff sergeants
will act for either a short termor, nore
critically, long termin an inspector position,
but yes.

And when you tal k about sergeants and staff

sergeants, the termthat's used, | think you
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

referred to it earlier today in your testinony, is
non- conm ssi oned of ficer or NCO?

Correct. Those individuals at a supervisory |evel
versus -- along with corporals.

And when you're referring to supervisory, those
are not the sorts of tasks that you have descri bed
as managenent in your various reports and
particularly in this PowerPoint; is that correct?
That is correct. The responsibility for a section
is wth the inspector, and therefore -- sorry, the
authority for the section is with the inspector,
therefore, the responsibility, not with the
supervisors directly, other than for what
particul ar assignnents they may have been given.
Thank you. Now, in 1998 and 1999 | know that you
were not a nenber of Major Crinme Section, but you
consulted both formally and informally fromthe
tinme that you started in your position as
geographi cal profiler from 1995 on with nmenbers of
the Major Crinme Section; is that correct?

Yes, M. Comm ssioner, | believe | worked seven
files, could represent, you know, maybe 200
crimes, for Major Crine, Robbery, Sex Ofence
Squad and Homicide in the period fromwhen | first

started the CGeographic Profiling Section to the
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MR. VERTLI EB:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

Sept enber 22nd neeting of 1998.
And, sir, through that exposure to the Major Crine
Section and also just by virtue of being a nenber
of the departnent at that time you were aware that
the violent crime scene in 1997, 1998, and 1999,
particularly wth respect to gang-rel ated
hom ci de, expanded explosively, if | mght say?
|"msorry, that could well be the case. | just
can't say that | can, you know, renenber that
happening. | can say | do renenber Major Crine
having a lot of work to do, a lot of high-profile
cases.
" mgoing to nane a couple of those high-profile
cases. | can certainly take you to a newspaper
article. Perhaps just rem nding you of the nanmes
and tines will refresh that. One was Bi ndy Joha
bei ng shot in a Vancouver nightclub Decenber of
1998.
| remenber that case.
Anot her was -- sorry. Excuse ne. | think it was
pronounced Venus News MKenzie (phonetic) in the
sumer of 1998.

|"msorry, M. Comm ssioner, but perhaps counsel
can once again be rem nded that their

participation is related to the interests of their
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

client. Now, if M. Gles is in sone way invol ved
in away that we need to hear about this, we
shoul d hear about it. [|'mjust not sure where

this is going.

THE COMM SSIONER: | don't know how rel evant any of this is.

M5. SRIVASTAVA: |I'msinply trying to illustrate, M.

Conmi ssi oner, the context of violent crime in

whi ch the m ssing wonen's investigation --

THE COM SSIONER: Wl |, he's already said he doesn't know but

he accepts your contention that it could have
happened. | nean, | would think that there are
ot her witnesses who could give that evidence as to

the i ncidence of violent crine.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: That may very well be, M. Conm ssioner, and |

MR. VERTLI EB:

am at sonmewhat of a di sadvantage for two reasons:
one, fairly recent retainer on this file; and
second, | don't believe that we have a
conprehensive witness list. It may very well be
that there are witnesses comng in the future to
which | can direct very specific questions. Wat
| may do then is instead of putting these
guestions to these witnesses, if | can direct you,
M. Comm ssioner, to two pages out of the LePard
report that describe that context.

Again, that's mssing the point, with respect.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

The participation that you are recognizing is
because these individual people had interests at
stake. They were not given a w de-open grant of
standing to go through everything. |If it relates
in sone way to M. Gles, that's fine. | haven't

heard it, but maybe I'mmssing it.

THE COMM SSI ONER: You know, we asked for participant status

way back | ast year, and so the reason you're here
is because there's sone interest, your clients
have a legitimate interest for being here, and M.
Vertlieb's position is that you're asking
guestions at large that in no way even affect your

client.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: Wth respect, M. Comm ssioner, | don't agree

MR. VERTLI EB:

that these questions are being asked at |arge.
Staff Sergeant G les was a nenber of the Mjor
Crime Section at the relevant tine. This wtness
knows Staff Sergeant G les and worked with himon
Major Crinmes files at the relevant tine. But |I'm
happy to put questions like this to another
W tness on the understanding that at sone point
we'll know who those w tnesses are.

Vel |1, again, though, you' ve already got the
evi dence of how he views your client, and I would

have thought that was anple, but I'mnot telling
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

what you to do. It seens to ne if there's a
concern about Gles, who was a staff sergeant, not
a chief of police or deputy chief, that's fine.

"' mnot aware of one, but you obviously have sone
different instructions. | just want to rem nd
everyone that the grant of a right to be here was
because of your individual clients having an

i nterest.

THE COMM SSIONER: | nean, how does any of this affect Staff

Sergeant Gles? As a matter of fact, you' ve
al ready got good evidence out of him He said
that as far as he knew he was a, | think,

conpetent officer and he commended him so --

M5. SRl VASTAVA: "Il npbve on fromthat area, M. Comm ssi oner.

Thank you for your clarification. | do want this
W tness's assistance in clarifying a m sconception
that | think may have been raised in M. Ward's
cross-exam nation of this wi tness from yesterday,
and that is the area about the garage robberies.

If I may just ask one or two questions about that.

THE COM SSIONER: Well, M. Ward's in a different position.

Are you going to start cross-exam ning on the

garage robberies now?

M5. SRI VASTAVA: M. Comm ssioner, M. Wird's questions about

t he garage robberies may have left this comm ssion
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Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

with the erroneous inpression that they were a
series of property crines, break and enters.

wi sh to correct that m sapprehension.

THE COW SSIONER: Wl I, | don't think you have to tell ne that

if it's arobbery it's not sinply a property
offence. | know what the definition of robbery

is.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: May | put a docunent to this w tness about the

MR. VERTLI EB:

garage robberies?

Again, it's relevance relative to M. Gles. |If
there's sone inplication to M. Gles, that's
fine. 1'mjust not aware of it. | just think
it's inportant that we have the discipline to stay

wWth this.

THE COW SSI ONER:  You know, we need to be focused here. This

is an inquiry, and it's not sonething that --
cross-exam nation at |arge, and so -- now, what

docunent do you want to put to hinf

M5. SRI VASTAVA: M. Comm ssioner, ny client was a staff

sergeant in the Major Crine Section at the
relevant tinmes, and as |'ve said, Dr. Rossno
worked with ny client and was aware of other files
and circunstances that were going on in Myjor
Crimes at the tine. | do not see this as a

cross-exam nation at large, and |I' m concerned that
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Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

the comm ssion was left with a m sapprehensi on by
M. Ward's cross-exam nation of Dr. Rossno on the
garage robberies. |If the comm ssioner is
accepting that the garage robberies were a series
of 28 violent at-gunpoint robberies wthin a
period of three nonths of residents of Vancouver,
then | do not need to cross-examne this w tness
on that point.

THE COMWM SSIONER: Wl |, ook, I"'mnot prepared to say what |'m
accepting. The fact is if they're robberies, by
definition they're violent. | nean, that's the
definition of robbery under the code.

M5. SRIVASTAVA: And | do think for the purposes of this
comm ssion that the nunmber of offences, the
frequency of them and the tinme frame in which
they took place is relevant to your
consi derations, M. Conm ssioner

THE COMM SSI ONER:  How does that affect Staff Sergeant G| es?

M5. SRI VASTAVA: Because Staff Sergeant Gles, ny client, who
has been referred to in both the Evans report and
the LePard report, was a staff sergeant in Mjor
Crimes at the tine.

THE COM SSI ONER: Wl |, okay, but would this wtness know
anyt hi ng about that?

M5. SRI VASTAVA: That's what | was about to cross-examne this
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Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

W t ness on.

THE COW SSIONER:  All right. Do you have any objection to

MR. VERTLI EB:

t hat ?
Yes, but | think we should just deal with it
because we can deal with it with other w tnesses.

| think it's inportant that everyone understand

the way you granted them status. | just don't see
it. I'mnot sure. | haven't seen the docunent or
what it is.

THE COW SSIONER: | don't know.

MR. VERTLI EB:

W' ve heard nmuch about the Hone | nvasion Task
Force. Renenber all that with Deputy LePard. And
your mandate is mssing wonen. And with the
greatest of respect, ny colleague is not here on
behal f of the Vancouver Police Depart nment
expl aining away resources. | just don't

understand it.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: As you know, M. Conmm ssioner, and | don't

wi sh to bel abour the point, our retainer on this
file cane quite late. W have not had an
opportunity to cross-exam ne |nspector LePard, and
we don't have a witness list, so |I'mnot aware of
what w tnesses are comng, so |'ve put questions

appropriate to the witness that's here.

THE COM SSIONER: Wl l, I'msorry you cane here late, but it's
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Cross-examr by Ms. Srivastava

not for us to fill you in at what happened before

you got here.

M5. SRIVASTAVA: That's absolutely fair, M. Conmm ssioner.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: It will be helpful at some point, I'msure, if

| do understand -- if we're all aware of what
W t nesses are comng so that we know who to direct

t hese sorts of questions to.

THE COW SSIONER: All right. Go ahead.
M5. SRI VASTAVA: Thank you, M. Conm ssioner.

Q

O » O >»

W are very pressed for tine, Dr. Rossnb. This is
a short article, and perhaps you can skimit while
| distribute sone further copies.

Yes, na'am

Dr. Rossno, have you had tinme to review that?

Yes, | have.

You had sone invol venent in providing sone
assistance to Major Crinme Section on the so-called
garage robbery cases; is that correct?

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe directed that a geographic
profile be done in this case. It took two nonths
for me to obtain the data.

And you may now renenber, or perhaps this article
has refreshed your nenory, the garage robbery

cases were a series of 28 hold-ups, face to face,
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by Ms. Wnteringham

by an assailant with a handgun of people in the
Vancouver area, those 28 taking place within a
three-nmonth period; is that correct?

It doesn't go into details of how the crines
occurred except they were robberies, there were 28
of them and one in Ri chnond, 28 in Vancouver, one
in Richnond in a three-nonth period. The

i ndi vi dual was charged with 17 counts of robbery,
and an imtation handgun was seized. One of the
charges, M. Conmm ssioner -- sorry, charged with
17 counts of robbery, unlawful confinenent, and
break and enter.

In your opinion as an experienced anal yst,
statistical analyst, is that rate of robberies
quite high for a three-nonth period, exact sane MO
and ultimately sane perpetrator?

Yes, very high.

M5. SRI VASTAVA: Thank you. Those are ny questions.
THE COW SSIONER: All right. Thank you.
M5. W NTERINGHAM M. Commi ssioner, Janet Wnteringham for now

retired Inspector Don Adam. | just have a few

guesti ons.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY M. W NTERI NGHAW:

Q D. Rossnpb, | amgoing to ask you to draw on your

expertise, if you wouldn't mnd, for a nonent,
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pl ease. And during your testinmony on Tuesday you
tal ked about a conference in Kel owna in Novenber
of 20007

Yes, M. Conm ssioner.

And I'mnot going to go through that conference in
any detail, but just to rem nd you that was
yoursel f, Keith Davidson fromthe Profiling Unit,
and al so Scott Filer as well as a nunber of
hom ci de investigators, correct?

Yes, including Gerany Field fromthe VPD.

And one of the things that the hom cide

i nvestigators were doing at this conference was
addr essi ng the nunber of unsolved sex trade worker
hom cides in the province; is that fair?

Yes, it was a major focus of the conference.

And so there was discussion of the m ssing wonen,
t here was discussion of the unsolved hom cides in
Prince CGeorge, there was discussion of the
hom ci des, the unsol ved hom ci des over on
Vancouver |sland, there was nention of the Agassiz
killers?

And | also believe -- yes to everything you said,
but | also believe there were sone nurders in
Nort h Vancouver, North Vancouver District as well

that was | ooked at -- that were | ooked at.
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Cross-examr by Ms. Wnteringham

And this collection of experts, if | could say,
were trying to determ ne how best to solve these
unsol ved hom cides in the province?

It was -- yes, M. Comm ssioner, it was a
presentation, discussion, brainstormng trying to
conme up with ideas and sol utions for noving
forward in the investigations.

And anong ot her things, one of the topics was the
i nportance of identifying suspects; is that fair?
|''mal nost certain that would have happened. |
just don't renmenber a |lot of discussion on

i ndi vi dual suspects, but |'msure that woul d have
happened.

Vel |, based on your experience would you agree
that it's inportant when you're investigating a
serial killer to have a wi de net when you're
consi deri ng suspects?

Yes, generally, but it's a balance. So you want

i nformation, but you want relevant, high-quality
information, so you -- it's inportant to coll ect
suspects, but then it's also inportant to
prioritize them according to how they fit with
what you believe are the essential paranmeters of
the particular crime that you're | ooking at.

Maybe you have a description fromthe victim
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Cross-examr by Ms. Wnteringham

maybe you have sone partial physical evidence,
maybe you have nodus operandi, these types of
things. Geographic and tenporal factors.

And one of the things that you want to do is to
make sure that your net is w de enough so you've
included the killer init, correct?

Yes, and in actual fact, often, nore tines than
not, investigations of nurders do have the nanme of
t he suspect sonewhere in their files.

And woul d you agree that it's a good and solid and
sound investigative strategy to commence a seri al
killer investigation by having a broad net?

| think you want to comence by collecting
evidence and information. And, again, | would say
we have to be careful about being too broad. W
don't want to be |looking in necessarily Quebec in
t he begi nning stages of an investigation for our
suspects or California. So it's not a bl anket
wide is good. It's determning the appropriate
bal ance between quality and conprehensi veness.

And sonetines a | ess experienced hom ci de

i nvestigator mght be too focused on a particul ar
suspect; is that fair?

Yes. M. Comm ssioner, this is a very good point,

because often in these cases, and | personally saw
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it inthe D.C sniper case, which | was invol ved
with, the G een Ri bbon investigation into Paul
Bernardo, there would be really good suspects that
woul d energe, people that you would swear on your
nmot her's grave were the person responsi bl e because
they fit so well with all the paranmeters, unti
subsequent investigation determ ned that the DNA
did not match or they had a rock-solid alibi. So
if you don't know that, inexperienced

i nvestigators can sonetines junp too solidly to
such a concl usion, suffer from tunnel vision,

pl ace too nmuch enphasis on their intuition rather
than the evidence and the facts. So you're
absolutely right.

M5. W NTERI NGHAM  Thank you, Dr. Rossno.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

MR. VERTLIEB: | think everyone's concluded, and we just have
M . Skwarok, who has one area, and | have a few
areas.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al right.

MR. VERTLI EB: M. Skwarok.

CRCSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, SKWARCK

Q Thank you. Sir, you gave evidence about Exhibit
nunber, | believe it's 77, which is the series of

e-mai |l s between you, |nspector Biddl econbe et al?
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Yes.

And you were -- it was suggested to you by counsel
for I nspector Biddl econbe that you "bypassed”

Bi ddl econbe by witing to McGQuinness. 1Is that a
fair assessnent of what you did by going to
McGui nness?

That is inaccurate, incorrect. M chain of
command was Brian McQ@ui nness and then the chief
constabl e. Bypassing sonebody would be if |
bypassed Brian and went to the chief. |nspector
Bi ddl econbe was in a separate section, so he was
not in ny chain of command, and, therefore, |
coul d not bypass him

You requested i nformati on on Septenber the 22nd,
1998, fromthe inspector, and that was shortly
after the tenper-tantrum neeting, correct?
Correct.

And sone weeks | ater you received sone response
fromone of the nmenbers of his section, M.

Caner on, suggesting that she woul d get the
information to you in due course, correct?
Correct.

There were no further e-mails in the chain that we
| ooked at which suggested you foll owed up your

request with Major CGrine. A, does this appear to
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Cross-examr by M. Skwarok

be a conplete copy of all relevant e-nails in the
chai n?

Definitely not. W are just |ooking at this one
thread. | am sonmewhat obsessive-conpul sive about
these things. | nmade nunerous requests, and |
think you can see evidence of ny frustration in ny
annual report when in md-Decenber | wite that
|"mstill waiting for information on the m ssing
wonen case and then finally in the February
nmeeting at the Carnegie Centre where | see sone of
the data that |1've been waiting for for so |ong.
It's been said by several w tnesses that during
that tine frane, the '90s, e-mails were not
necessarily the primary nmethod of comruni cati on.
Is that your assessnent?

Yes. This is the Vancouver Police Departnent, so
we had e-mail, but we probably nore comonly
comruni cated by tel ephone and al so, you know,
physically seeing soneone or visiting their
office. For exanple, the first nmeeting with

| nspector Greer. Just walked up to his office a
coupl e of floors above and we had our neeting
after. So that exanple. Doug MacKay-Dunn phones
me. He cones down to see ne. W go up to talk to

| nspector G eer.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Skwarok

You were asked whether or not or at |east the
inplication of the question was that you did not
have any followup with Magjor Crinme with respect
to your requests for information. 1Is it your

evi dence that you did or did not request again
from sonebody at NMCS the information you first
asked for in Septenber of '98?

| made multiple attenpts.

And in what formwere those attenpts nade?

| cannot recall .

And are you saying that you nmade further

comuni cations with MCS for the same information?
Correct, just like | did when | tried to get the
wor kl oad estimate filled out, just like I tried to
do with the garage robberies. It was very
frustrating, ny efforts to obtain information from
Major Crime or in ny communication with them As
|'"ve pointed out, | think, in all this materia
fromafter Septenber 22nd there's no record of any
correspondence from I nspector Biddl econbe to
nmysel f .

Was there correspondence between yourself -- from
you to I nspector Biddl econbe after Septenber the
22nd, 1998, of any description?

Yes. For exanple, ny case assessnent report.
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Q So you were comunicating with him but he not

you, correct?

| communi cated with himas needed, and | did not
recei ve responses back.

Ref erence was nmade by ny learned friend for the

i nspector of an e-mail dated May the 21st, 1999,
to, anongst others, Deputy Chief Constable

McGui nness regardi ng what the proposed plan was
with respect to a working group |looking into the
murders. You saw that e-mmil, correct?

Yes, | did.

And that wasn't c.c.'d to you, was it?

No, it was not, even though |I was referenced and
apparently assigned to sonething.

In fact, did Inspector Biddl econbe or anyone at
MCS request further services from you?

As | said, for the first -- just over half, 55 per
cent of ny contract period | worked seven cases
for Mpjor Crine. After the Septenber 22nd
nmeeting, which was -- till the end of ny contract,
whi ch was about 45 per cent of ny tine, 28 nonths,
| only worked a single case. That was the garage
robberies, and it was only because Brian

McQ@ui nness, our deputy, insisted upon it, and it

took ne two nonths to obtain the data, and in the
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Cross-examr by M. Skwarok

end the only way | got the data was by physically
wal king into Major Crine and saying, "I'mhere for
the data," and just standing there until finally
after an enbarrassing couple of m nutes sonebody
decided to give it to me so | would go away.
| just want to be very clear. In this e-mail is
the foll ow ng phrase:
Supporting this Work Goup will be the
CGeographic Profiling Section.
D d anybody at Major Crine conmunicate to you that
your services would potentially be used in the
ensui ng i nvestigation?
From Major Crinme, no.
So the first you | earned that your services were
to be available for this 1999 investigation was
t oday?
Vell, if we |ook earlier back, there's
correspondence or a neno from Brian MQui nhness
back in Septenber or August of the previous year
saying that | would be involved, so as far as |
was concerned in terns of ny boss, | was still to
gi ve assistance. | was obviously very interested
in the case, and on an informal |evel ny
relationship with Sergeant Field and with

Det ective Constabl e Shenher was good, and whenever
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MR, SKWARCK:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Re-examr by M. Vertlieb

t hey wanted sonething, and there's sone e-nmail
traffic in that regard when they were | ooking for
this bit of information or that bit of information
or they wanted a neeting or they wanted to di scuss
sonmething with ne, | fully cooperated with them
Do you believe your services could have been used
nor e?

Yes.

Those are ny questions.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

RE- EXAM NATI ON BY MR. VERTLI EB:

Q

Pr of essor Rossno, you were asked in cross-
exam nation that led to you nmaki ng the coment --
or soneone nentioned Truman, and the comment was,
"The buck stops here.” You renenber that?
Yes, sir.
And that was fromthe interview that the counse
had read. You also then went on to say, and
correct me if |I'm wong:
You know, in the Vancouver Police Departnent
they could have had a sign saying, "The buck
stops anywhere but here.™
| renmenber that, M. Conm ssioner.
You said that?

Yes.
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Re-examr by M. Vertlieb

And that reflected your opinion at the tinme?

Yes, and today.

And today. Thank you.

Ref erence, please, that we're tal king the
Vancouver Police Departnent at that tine.

Yes. You were asked about the LePard report and
your agreenent with it, and | had the inpression,
and | may be wong, that it was suggested that you
agreed with the LePard report. You in your
interview with Evans actually said, and correct ne
if I"'mwong here as | put this to you, that

you -- the one area in the LePard report you

di sagreed with, and you agree with Doug, who cares
about this, but you disagree that this would have
happened wi th any group?

Yes. | felt that -- Deputy LePard was trying to
make the point that the Vancouver Police
Departnent did care about and did actively and

t horoughly investigate crinmes of violence,

i ncludi ng hom ci de, against street prostitutes,
and he's right, and | had sone involvenent with
such cases. | know that to be so. But | also
believe that if this group of m ssing wonen were
froma different strata of society we woul d have

seen a radical police response. And | think one
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K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Re-examr by M. Vertlieb

of the reasons | felt that it would be helpful to
do an analysis was to show how t hese two
conflicting things could actually co-exist, and
this ended up with the idea of nmanagenent
di sengagenent due to the |ack of power and
pressure fromthe politicians, the nedia,
surroundi ng society, the Police Board, etcetera.
Thank you. Now, another counsel asked you about
the RCMP Gazette article, and there was sone
di scussion with you about that. |In fact, there
was a di scussion between you and counsel about the
term"science fiction". Do you renenber that?
Yes.
| just wanted to find this part of your interview.
The reference was nade to the ROWP Gazette
article, and you said it was pulled back at the
request of the VPD, and you said, "Yes, Doug
LePard shared that with ne." |Is that correct?
He shared that information wth ne.
And then you said:
Quite worrisone. It paints this whole thing
as sone wonderful, great investigation by the
RCWP, and that was just not true, and it's
really worrisone that they would distort the

truth to that extent. So I'mjust telling
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Re-examr by M. Vertlieb

you that as a warning.

That was a comment made by you to Ms. Evans when

you nmet with her?

Yes.

That was your attitude about the RCOMP Gazette

article?

Yes.

And then later in that same interview on the sane

subject did you say this:
| am of the opinion that both VPD and RCW
made a nunber of errors at the tine, and if
the goal of the comm ssion is to cone up with
i deas that would prevent sonething like this
from happening again in the future, we really
need to know what went wong.

You are of that view?

Yes, | am M. Conm ssioner

You t hen said:
Not to lay blane, nothing |like that, anything
like that, but just to make sure the sane
m st akes are not repeated in the future.

Yes, M. Conm ssioner.

And, sir, | didn't ask you earlier, but | think

gi ven the cross-exam nation that has been

conducted I wanted to ask you what's your
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Re-examr by M. Vertlieb

principal notive, sir, in being here from Texas?

| have three. The first one is to tell you what
nmy experiences were at that tinme in relationship
to the mssing wonen matter. The second one was
to provide sone sort of framework or analysis so
that all the information and all the files could
be understood; nore accurately, the information in
the Evans and the LePard report could be
understood in terns of the dynamcs of how this
failure occurred. And the third was to assist the
conm ssion wth at |east sone ideas in sone
specific areas for preventing this from --
sonething like this from happening again. |[|'ve
said that the m ssing wonen have been the victins
of three tragedies: whatever circunstances and
events in their lives that resulted in them being
on the street addicted to drugs and engaged in
prostitution, the second was when Robert Pickton
attacked and nurdered them the third

victim zation was when the police investigation
failed them and all we can hope for is that there
isn't a fourth victimzation in that we don't, and
by "we" | nmean society -- police, the governnent
learns fromthis horrible tragedy so sonethi ng

like this will never happen again.
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MR. VERTLI EB:

K. Rossmo (for the Conm ssion)
Re-examr by M. Vertlieb

Thank you.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Are you done?

MR. VERTLI EB:

Yes.

THE COM SSIONER:  Dr. Rossnpb, | want to thank you sincerely

A

for comng here, and I know it's a mgjor

i nconvenience in that you' re disrupted from your
normal life, and | just want you to know that your
attendance as well as your expertise, your

anal ysis, and your advice is very mnuch
appreciated, and I want to thank you for all that
you have done for this inquiry.

Thank you very nmuch, M. Conm ssioner.

THE COW SSIONER: Al right. W'IlIl adjourn.

THE REA STRAR. The hearing is now adjourned for the day and

will resume Monday at 9:00 a.m -- at ten o'cl ock.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 4:10 P. V.)

| hereby certify the foregoing to
be a true and accurate transcript
of the proceedings transcribed to

the best of ny skill and ability.

Leanna Smth

O ficial Reporter
UNI TED REPORTI NG SERVI CE LTD.
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