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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Crossin

Vancouver, BC
February 2, 2012
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUVED AT 9:40 A M)

THE REA STRAR Order. This hearing is now resumned.

THE COW SSI ONER: M. Crossin.

MR. CROSSI N

Thank you, nmy lord. | won't be very long. |I'm

concerned that we finish today.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, CROSSI N

Q

Exhibit 34 is what | would |ike produced to the
w tness which is the Evans report with the
appendi ces. There's a couple of areas | want to
cover and the first one relates -- both areas
relate to questioni ng yesterday.

The first area is, M. Conm ssioner,
yesterday you may recall M. Ward cross-exam ni ng
Det ecti ve Constabl e Shenher concerni ng her phone
calls to Lynn Frey and the nature of those calls
and the witness indicated that she had found
actual ly sone notes that were outside the
framewor k of the mandate, beginning in February
of '02, and she indicated that in those notes
there was a notation of the call she nmade to Lynn
Frey and she's brought those notes and | just
want her to go to the notation and read that out

and leave it at that, and if soneone wants to see
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those notes or cross-exam ne on those notes then

they' re avail abl e.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Ckay. Thank you. Yes.

A

M. Comm ssioner, this was one of the calls |

made on February 22nd of 2002.

THE COW SSI ONER: February 22nd?

A

MR. CROSSI N

February 22nd, that's right. These calls were to
notify nmenbers of the famly that M. Pickton had
been arrested and there was several of us making
famly calls, but | asked if | could nmake the
calls to those famlies that | had had dealings
with during ny course of time working on these
files. The call in question got notated at 1540
hours, 3:40 in the afternoon. It says "Lynn
Frey" and their phone nunber is witten there.

Do | need to say the actual nunber?

No.

It says: "Good chat". A couple exclamation
points and a little kind of a smley face and
bel ow that |'ve got an e-mail address for them
and | recall when | saw the e-nail address they
said, here's our e-nmail, stay in touch, and
that's the call that | testified to yesterday.

Al right. Thank you. You can put that away.



MR. CROSSI N

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Crossin

Go to Exhibit 34 which is Deputy Chief Evans'
report and appendix D. Again, ny lord, if I
could just set the context for these questions.
Yesterday during Ms. Tobias's cross-exam nation
Ms. Tobias took the witness to Appendi x D which
an overview and outline of the investigative
steps and conduct relating to each individual

m ssi ng person.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

Q Ms. Tobias asked her sone broad questions about

that and you'll recall that the w tness indicated
that generally she could not due to circunstances
do everything that she possibly could, but there
were sonme areas in Evans' report that she thought
she coul d add sonme context to in terns of

i nvestigative steps and | want to take her to
sone exanples of that for you. The first --
these are difficult to find because they're not

t abbed but Sheila Egan is the person | would Iike
you to find. That's about 20 or so pages in from
the front. Do you have that?

| have it here, yes.

Al right. If you could go to the back, three

pages in at the end of the docunent you'll see
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Evans' assessnent.

Yes, | have it here.

You'll see nunber 1: "Lots of conputer checks
conducted in the early stages to |locate Sheila
but not a ot of investigative work." Do you see
t hat notation?

Yes, | see it there.

By way of exanple, do you have sonething to say
about that?

Vell, | do, because with respect to the file,
again, the note, the conplete notes that I
believe | made on this file | haven't seen and
there was a person of interest identified in the
file quite early on and that was 1409, and |
recall having quite extensive dealings wth him
as well as doing a lot of investigation and |
ended up -- he was the -- there was a vehicle
stop where he'd been identified as a person of
interest and al so by sone people, | can't
remenber if it was famly or friends, that said
that he was the | ast person to see Sheila Egan
So | can't recall all the specifics because |
don't have those notes, but | have a notation in
alog that I think you mght be able to point ne

to where | said | was call ed out Decenmber 20th or
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21st of | think "99 -- but |I stand to be
corrected -- | believe that's when I was called
out to conduct a search which was a search of a
storage | ocker that bel onged to person of
interest 1409 and | brought several police
officers with me at that tine. | Dbrought
Detective Clarke with ne, Sergeant Torvik, these
were Patrol nenbers that canme and assisted ne.

| can't renenber how this all cane to be
because | don't have the notes, but the storage
| ocker notified me that 1409 had defaulted in
paynent on the |ocker, and at sone point | had
indicated to them | was interested in that
| ocker. They contacted nme and said you can cone
now, we're going to cut the locks off. W
searched that | ocker and found di sposabl e
caneras, all kinds of what | believe to be stolen
expensi ve books, but the caneras and fil mwere of
particular interest and |I took them for sone
anal ysis. There was sone difficulty around
anal yzi ng di sposal canmeras with our ident
section. So what happened was all that
i nformati on ended up going out with Evenhanded
and |1've since received calls frominvestigators

aski ng where that is because they don't have it
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and | don't know where it is, but ny point being
we did extensive work on Sheila Egan's file
out si de of what appears to be in this assessnent.

We have | ocated the notes in the Project Anelia

investigation log and "'mnot -- it's at Exhibit
83. Is that the one you have?
Yes.

Tab 13. Are those the | ogs?

That's correct, yes, they are.

Page 91.

There is a notation where it says | tried to

| ocate 1409 on Cctober 6th of '99 and there's an
address there where | knew -- what | knew to be
his residence. Then --

Page 92.

Thank you. There's a notation here from Cctober
28th, it says: Bob Martin called regarding 1490
and two ot her names comng in, neaning comng in
for an interview

Page 94.

Then that's the notation that | was speaking to
earlier from Decenber 20th of '99, it says called
out for 1490 search, and then the next day,
Decenber 21st, 1999, it says interview 1490 and |

recall he cane to 312 Main and | interviewed him
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t here.

Put that away. We'Ill go back to the report and
find another exanple is Cynthia Feliks, that's

t he next docunent, is it?

Yes.

Have you found that?

Yes.

If I could take you to the assessnent, nunber 2:
"Shenher received tip from26 August '99.
Reference to trailer and dead bodi es given.
Difficult to determ ne what foll owup was done in
relation to this tip. Information vetted police
informer privilege. Unable to determne if
connection with Pickton.” Do you have any
comments on that?

| do. | recall that. At the tine Detective Les
Yeo, who is now an inspector, but at the tinme he
was a detective in Robbery and this was
information that had cone in fromone of his
sources and he had spoken to ne about it because
C ndy Feliks -- there had been sone debate, we
had sone people say she was m ssing and ot hers
said no, she's not, so it was unclear. Sone

i nformati on was she had gone to the States. So

she had sort of -- | can't recall from when --
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but flitted on and off of our radar. After
receiving that information, being alive to the
Pickton information, | right away asked Detective
Yeo can you check with your source, where is this
trailer and the dead bodies, | need nore
information, and he tried to do that. H's source
was quite adamant this was in R chnond and it had
to do with chickens, | believe, and that's what
he recalled with it. At that tinme | assigned the
tip to one of our investigators, | don't recal
who, but it's probably inthe tiplog if we refer
to that.

In fairness to Chief Constable Evans, if she
didn't ask you these particul ar questions and she
couldn't find docunents there's no way she woul d
know about that?

No. Based on the information she had, these are
fair assessnments but there's obviously nore to
it.

By way of another exanple, Marcella Creison.
Again, | can't help you, you' re going to have to
struggle to find it.

| have it.

I f you go to the back, Evans' assessnent, you see

nunber 1.
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Yes, | do.

"Consi der abl e nunber of associ ates and addresses
were identified in the early stages. None appear
to have been investigated.”" Can we offer a
comment about that?

| believe there -- I'"'mhaving a little trouble
recalling that but | believe there were nore
steps taken than what are indicated here and
there was nore to ny notes than what Deputy Evans
had access to. | can't recall exactly right now.
Is it fair to say that you pursued it but the
detail s escape you at the nonent?

That's correct.

| want to just take you to another area just
generally and pick out two or three exanples, and
this relates to the issue of famly contact.

Yes.

Sarah de Vries is one | would like to
specifically take you to.

Yes.

That's right at the back. 1It's a | engthy one.

Do you have that?

| do.

If you go right to the back page under

Assessnent, nunber 2, it says this: "Famly
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contact slows in late 1999 and then al nost ends.™
That's correct.

What is your recollection of that?

M. Conm ssioner, ny recollection of that was
Maggi e de Vries, Sarah's sister, was living in
Vancouver and she was ny normal contact person
and she at various points later on in the file,
bei ng soneone who was a bit of a spokesman for
the famlies, spokesperson, taking on a |ot
enotionally in ternms of trying to advance the
file from her perspective, she had points she
really wanted to take a step back from her

i nvol venent, so she asked nme if | would -- she
said | want to take a bit of a break, only cal

me i f sonmet hing maj or happens, which | respected,
and prior to that | also had contact wth Pat de
Vries, Sarah's nother, and her aunt Jean Little,
and they designated Maggie as the famly contact
and felt the sane way, unless we had sonet hi ng
significant they would like to try to have a

little bit of distance fromthe file, if you

will, so they were happy with this | evel of
cont act .

That was actually not unique. | had a
couple other files. | recall G ndy Beck's

10
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parents, Florence and Stafford Beck in Ontari o,
they said we know you're trying and just let us
know i f sonet hi ng cones up

" mnot going to take you through every one but
is there another that falls into the category of
the famly saying sl ow down?

As | said, the Becks | recall and I'm struggling
to recall others, but I know there were one or
two others like that.

Just a couple nore. Catherine Gonzal es.

| have it here, yes. | actually recall now

anot her exanple of this.

"1l give you the context. Nunber 4 under
assessnent .

Yes.

"1l just read it out. "Mninmal famly contact
in the early years and then not at all."

That's right. It was Ms. Gonzal es' brother that
| had contact with. | wasn't able to | ocate any
parents or other famly menbers and he was in
contact wwth nme but he was having his own
personal issues as well and he eventually just --
he nmoved, | didn't know where he went, and | had
no ability to pursue himto find out where he

Wwas. | believe he had sone substance issues of

11
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his owmn and | wasn't going to spend the bul k of
my time searching for soneone who wasn't m ssing
when | was | ooking for all these other m ssing
person.

One nore, Helen Hall mark.

That's another exanple | can recall. Initially
her famly was quite invol ved.

If you recall it fromnmenory that's fine. 1'll
just read out the context under Assessnent for
the record. Nunber 6: "Mnimal famly contact”.
Yes. Early on there was extensive contact and at
sonme poi nt her nother and stepfather, their

marri age di ssol ved, and the stepfather had been
my maj or point of contact and after that | wasn't
abl e to continue speaking wth the nother. She
didn't want to seemto take other calls or speak
with ne.

Al right. Thank you.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

M. Commssioner, it's Claire Hatcher for

Constable Fell and Mark Wl t hers.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY M5, HATCHER

Q

Det ecti ve Const abl e Shenher, before Fell and

Wl thers canme to the teamyou hadn't nmet them

12
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bef ore?

No, that's not correct.

You hadn't worked with them before?

| had worked with Constable Fell

Where was that?

Patrol in District 2.

That's when you first started?

Yes.

You were aware of a reputation that they had?

I was.

Cowboy reputation?

Uhm | don't knowif that -- | was aware that
they seened to have a tendency to work on their
own and to -- | know certainly within the Patrol
squad I was on with themthere was a | ot of
conplaints fromthe other nenbers that they

woul dn't answer the radio, they wouldn't take
calls, they went off and did their own thing.
Many tinmes it didn't seemto lead to any arrests
and nobody really knew what they were doing.
Sone of this was referred to as we've seen the
termor heard the term "baggage"?

| don't recall that specific termapplied to them
specifically.

You wanted seni or Hom cide investigators on this

13
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team on the m ssing wonen teanf

No, | don't think that's accurate. | wanted
experienced investigators.

Maj or Crine?

| don't think so. | wanted experienced

i nvestigators who woul d be consultative and ask
for help.

You had testified that you were thrilled with
Chernoff and Lepi ne com ng on?

Yes.

Fell and Wl thers woul d not have been your picks;
is that fair?

No, that's correct.

Actual ly, you felt that that team the m ssing
wonen team had been slighted in sonme way by
managenent by sendi ng these two?

| wouldn't say slighted exactly, M.

Conmi ssioner, but | would say that the way that
they cane to the teamwas that they had this
suspect, which I think is 390 we're calling him
rather than cone to the VPD Major Crines Section
with information they went directly to Provincial
Unsol ved Hom cide Unit and they were told go back
to your own departnent, which they did, and went

to Deputy McCGuinness -- that's ny understandi ng

14
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of what happened -- and presented this suspect
and Deputy MCGui nness was clearly excited by the
prospect that we have a person of interest who
could be a suspect for the m ssing wonen and ny
understanding is this was all in concert with our
request for help.

You needed bodi es?

We certainly did. So what happened was -- |
recall at the tinme both Sergeant Field and

| nspector Biddl econbe feeling a little bit Iike
they had been forced to accept these two people
by Deputy M CGuinness and all of us were cautious.
| certainly didn't have any personal experiences
in ternms of anything where | felt that they had
conprised anything | personally investigated, but
these -- Sergeant Field and | nspector Biddl econbe
had their own concerns.

You all talked about that | take it before they
cane in?

W did. W all agreed that we woul d wel cone them
as two abl e-bodi ed investigators that could
assist us and we all had an accepting and
co-operative attitude at that point.

Right. You were on |leave for nost of July you' ve

testified?

15
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That's right.

So you actually weren't around the first nonth
that they cane in?

That's correct.

Lepi ne and Chernoff, their tenure on the team was
abbreviated by the Wall Street nurders; right?
There were a nunber of factors that affected how
long they spent with the investigation. | know
physically there cane a point where they didn't
want to stay in the roomw th Detective
Const abl es Fell and Wl thers. They hadn't
actual ly been asked -- ny understanding is they
never officially left the investigation but they
slowy were absorbed back into Hom cide and |
know the Wall Street hom cides were a part of

t hat but --

Ri ght .

' mnot finished. Detective Chernoff cane to ne
and actual ly apol ogi zed and said, "I'msorry, we
can't stay in here anynore. W don't nean to

| eave you with these two but we can't work with
t hem anynore. "

You don't recall when that was?

Sonetinme in the fall of '99.

Fell and Wl thers were on | eave nost of August;

16
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do you recall that?

Not of f hand, no.

So Lepine and Chernoff -- the Wall Street
killings, just to put that in context, they
happened in the fall of '99, does that --

"1l have to take your word for it. | can't
recal | .

And Homcide it's fair to say was quite
overwhel med with that case and with others?

| believe it was a very busy tine for them yes.
Personnel -w se then, given that you were on

| eave, you accepted that Fell and Wl thers had
sonme | eave in the sumer, Chernoff and Lepi ne
were working on Homcide, it's fair to say that
Project Anelia had a bit of a fragnented start
per sonnel - w se?

| don't think that that's any different than any
other policing squad at any tinme in the sumer
especially, that's fairly standard.

So the answer is yes?

| wouldn't call it fragmented. | would call it
peopl e on | eave for vacation.

The Laurel and Hardy comment -- | had to | ook

that up, it was before ny tine, WKkipedia -- that

was a conedy duo, was it not?

17
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Yes, it was, but just to be fair, | don't think

it was that they were particularly --

THE COMM SSI ONER: You coul d probably go to YouTube or Googl e.

| think it's nore their physicality, they're

tall

THE COW SSI ONER: How many | awers in this roomwoul dn't have

to look it up?

Fell and Wl thers both are very tall nen?

They are.

So it was Fell that that comment you under st ood
was referring to?

It was Fell and anot her Constable, Ron Brown, at
the time when | was in Patrol, the one that the
sex workers, that was their noniker.

He was the unfortunately short one then?

No, it was actually kind of funny because they're
both really tall. It didn't entirely fit but
that's what the sex trade workers had called

t hem

You gave sone evi dence, hearsay evidence, you had
a conversation with a sex trade worker about

t hen?

| had nore than one conversation with sex trade

wor ker s about them

18
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You never made notes of those conversations?

No, | didn't.

You don't know the dates those conversations
occurred?

No.

That cane up, | take it, in the context of you
doi ng questionnaires on the teamor was that

bef ore?

At different tinmes, it was sonetines at the WSH
|ater on when | went to the WSH and if | had any
particular reason to speak to any of the sex

wor kers, | had sonme of them vol unteer that
information. It wasn't constant but | had
several comments nmade to ne.

When you were working with Fell and Wl thers?
Yes, after they joined the team

There's no record that you ever talked to Fel
and Wl thers about that?

No. | can tell you I didn't talk to them about
that. It wouldn't have been sonething | thought
woul d be producti ve.

You were aware during that tinme that of course
Fel | and Wl thers were out canvassing photos with
sex trade workers?

| absolutely was and, M. Conm ssioner, part of

19
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|'d ask you just to answer the question because
we have limted tine.

If | could give sone context, M. Conm Ssioner.
It was a "yes" or "no" question.

| don't believe this is a "yes" or "no" answer,

if I may continue, M. Comm ssioner.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Sonetines -- | knowit's a "yes" or "no"

reply to that but, on the other hand, it's
sonetines a bit unfair. Are you able to say
"yes" or "no"?

|''mable to.

THE COM SSI ONER. Ckay. (Go ahead.

Yes, | was aware they were show ng phot os.

Part of that conplaint | take it was that the sex
trade workers felt that | suppose Fell was just
| ooking for drug contacts and drug i nfornmation?
No, that's incorrect actually. Are you talking
about nmy conplaint or --

|"mbeing a bit vague. Wen the sex trade

wor kers told you about their concerns, | renenber
you giving evidence that, "They just cared about
drug deal ers" or "They just cared about finding

drugs. They didn't care about us"?

20
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They didn't get a sense, fromwhat they told ne,
they didn't get a sense fromFell and Wlthers
that there was a genuine concern for what was
happening to the wonen. They felt it was
utilitarian, their approach

Just Fell though?

My recollection is both of them

Bot h had been working on "D', both had been drug
officers in their past careers?

" mnot sure. | know for sure that Detective
Const able Wl thers was. | don't know about Fell.
So you' ve nentioned that Chernoff and Lepine
woul d get up and leave. | take it you were
trying to keep that small roomliveable for
everyone?

| was. M. Commssioner, if | can relate a story
that made it not |iveable. At one point
Detective Constable Clarke and | were sitting in
the room and Chernoff and Lepi ne had wal ked out
because Detective Constable Fell and Wl thers
were starting to tell stories of -- it may have
been when they were both in "D' because they were
tal ki ng about drug arrests that they'd nade --
and they began to tell a story about how they had

arrested a Vietnanese nan and they were doing a

21
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search of his residence wth himand at sone
poi nt they were going through the kitchen
cabinets and they pulled out a bag of white
flour, and they're telling us this story and said
they dunped it on this man's head and sai d,
"There you go, now you're white. Wat do you
think of that?" and they were | aughing, and
Detective Constable Clarke and I were just

absol utely stunned that A, that they would do
this, and B, that they would relate this to us
and think it would be sonething that we would
find in any way acceptable or funny or anything
else. That was the climate in the room M.
Commi ssioner. | just wanted to tell that story.
You never made a note of your concern about that
story?

No, | haven't.

You never had a note of telling any of your
supervi sors about that?

That's right. | have spoken to Sergeant Field
about it but I didn't nmake any notes of it.

You didn't confront Fell and Wl thers?

No. | was a constable at the sane |evel as them
| didn't have that ability. | do recall saying
that to themat the tinme, "I can't believe you

22



© 00 N oo o B~ W N Bk

N NN N NN R P PR R R R R R R
a A W N P O O 0O N O 0o M W N+, O

Q

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

guys,"” and both Alex Carke and | were shocked.
You' ve testified that you didn't re-read your

statement to Evans?

THE COWM SSIONER.  Didn't really what?

M5. HATCHER

Q

Didn't re-read the statenent that you gave to DCC
Evans?

Not in any great detail, no.

Do you recall discussing with DCC Evans Fell and
Wbl thers and the potential harassnment claim do
you recall that?

In general terns, yes, | recall that.

And | put it to you, and | can show you this if
you like, but I"'mtrying to canvass your
recol l ection now, you were conveying to DCC Evans
that you and Alex would just sort of try to
ignore them Does that accord with your
recol | ecti on?

Vell, | recall that for the nost part we would
try and carry on without really dealing wth them
because it seened fruitless, but I do recall that
Detective Constable C arke had a fairly intense
confrontation with Detective Constable Wlthers
about -- there was a situation and perhaps if

she's here she can relate it -- there was a
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

situation he was going around telling people that
she had done an inproper job investigating an
aspect of a file and she heard that he was
essentially bad nouthing her on this and she felt
it was conpletely unfair so she confronted him
and Sergeant Field was involved in that. So it
wasn't that it wasn't always confronted.

That was sonething | take it about the
productivity of the team and the investigative
activities, that was related to that aspect of

t hi ngs?

Yes.

Not anything --

Not personal harassnent of that nature but an
unfair characterization in her perception of her
wor k.

She will be a witness. One problemthat you' ve
identified is a lack of reporting by Fell and

Wl thers to you about their activities and you
expected this to be done every day?

| expected to have an idea what each investigator
was wor ki ng on every day.

And initially you, | suppose, had to work with
the teamto get that systemin place, to get

people m nded to do that?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Yeah. What | did initially was through neetings
we established a procedure for reporting and
that's when those tip case investigation | ogs
came out and everyone had access to that on their
conputer so everyone could wite up their own
notes and send themto ne. So it was clearly
communi cated to the teamfromthe start.
Initially Dave D ckson was not consistent in
doing that either?

That's correct. | think that's part of ny
testinony earlier, that was part of the
difficulty with him He would cone and report
verbal |y about what he did and I would ensure his
information got into the file.

Wth DCC Evans in that interview you used the
words "coax" and "coach" with respect to Dave

D ckson?

As | said, it was a cooperative effort between
the two of us because he very openly acknow edged
this was an area for himthat was difficult.
Certainly there may be days when officers arrive
back fromthe field and you' re doi ng sonet hi ng

el se, you're not there to report to; that could
have happened?

M. Comm ssioner, that's entirely possible, but
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

in many circunstances what | would get back from
Detective Constables Fell and Wl thers | would
determne -- the roomis very small, so | could
hear themtal king on the phone to ot her

i nvestigators. They were having sone contact
with investigators in Alberta with respect to sex
trade hom cides and doing a |lot of really good
wor k, but those conversations | was hearing, and
they got off the phone and I'd say, "Wat's that
about?" | don't want to be that person in the
sayi ng, "Who are you talking to?" But these were
things that they were speaking of and | had no
know edge of and they weren't reporting to ne and
| would be getting what | imagi ne was probably 10
percent of what they were actually working on. |
subsequently cane to | earn they showed phot os of
M. Pickton to sex workers in the Downtown
East si de and those three wonen identified himand
t hey never reported that back to our team and
didn't learn that until 2002.

You know that they have a different view of what
happened t here?

| don't know what their viewis.

Their view was that in fact that conmunication

was nade?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

That absolutely didn't happen.

You can di sagree with that.

| amfully, yes.

|"mtrying to renenber the question that | asked
you.

| think | answered it initially. | said yes.

We were tal king about the fact that officers have
different schedules. Fell and Wlthers were
often out on the street?

Yes.

They were active investigators?

| think you could certainly deemthem as active.
They had a | ot of energy?

Yes.

The lack of reporting isn't sonmething that was
ever put in witing or the subject of a witten
conplaint until after the neno that Fell and

Wl thers wote to the chief?

| would disagree with that. It wasn't the
subject of a witten conplaint but it was al ways
the thrust of my comunication with the teamin
every neeting, and | actually had to go to two
meetings a week because | really felt the
informati on wasn't being shared effectively. The

ot her investigators were all very open and
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

consci entious about advising ne as the file
coordi nator what they were working on, because
felt like this was an area with Fell and Wl thers
that we weren't getting information and | tried
to inprove that by adding an extra team neeting.
That was because they had started to make
inquiries on sone files that were under the
purvi ew of Detectives Lepine and Chernoff and
they didn't advise Detectives Lepine and Chernoff
that they were making these inquiries, and these
were the Valley homcides | referred to
yesterday, and Detectives Lepi ne and Chernof f
were actually excluded fromneetings on their own
files. So | was trying to enhance and facilitate
that kind of discussion, not just reporting but
actual discussion and sharing of communication
Your | og does not reveal tw ce weekly neetings;
isn't that right?

No, | don't think that's correct. | think
there's an entry in ny log that actually says |
will be going to twi ce weekly neetings.

If that's the case, you certainly didn't record
every neeting of the teamin the | 0og?

No, that's correct. | recorded that in the tip

| ogs which |'ve referred to.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Whi ch we don't have?

Yes. | think there's an actual entry but, again,
|'"d have to find it, that |'ve got underlined
"informati on nmust be shared".

There's never any reference to Fell and Wl thers
specifically in any of those notes?

No.

One readi ng that woul d assune that was a genera
t eam nessage”?

| was trying to at that point as a constable far
junior to themat the tine, | was trying to not
single themout. | was trying to nmake it a team
i ssue and I was sharing ny concerns with Sergeant
Field at that tine as well.

s it your evidence that the team neetings that
are recorded in here are not the full extent of

t he neetings hel d?

Sorry, not the full extent of what?

The neetings hel d.

| nsofar as there are notes, | know Sergeant Field
has m nutes that she kept and | had kept rough
notes that | put into the tip log that are not

t here.

Sonme of the team neetings got in this general

| 0og?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

The fact that they happened?

Right, and a brief description of who was there
and the topics, sone of them did?

Yes.

And you'll agree that those do not reflect tw ce
weekl y occasi ons of neetings?

| disagree. If I --

Well, have a look it's at tab 13.

THE COMW SSI ONER:  Wait a m nute. Let her finish.

A

MR. BUTCHER

On the break if |"'mable to | ocate that docunent
"Il speak to it specifically.

It's Exhibit 83, tab 13.

THE COW SSI ONER: What tab?

M5. BUTCHER
M5. HATCHER

Q

O r» O >»

13.

| may be able to assist you.

Go ahead.

| have a neeting on the 29th of July, '99.

Yes, | have that.

The 24th of August, '99, that's a nonth apart;
the 28th of Septenber, ten days |later

The 24th of August not a teamneeting. That's a

meeting with a psychic.

THE COMM SSI ONER: You sai d August 24th and then you said

Septenber 28th, ten days | ater
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1 M5. HATCHER

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Yes.

2 THE COM SSIONER:  How is that ten days later?

3 M5, HATCHER

4
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You know what, | was junping ahead.

| want to clarify. |'mnot suggesting every tine
we had a neeting that | noted it in there. W
met twice a week and there's a neno that |

di stributed saying we will be having neetings
twice a week, and I know I discussed it wth
comm ssion counsel in nmy preparation that note
exists and I can find it on the break, but I
clearly addressed that issue.

The team neetings were a roundtable, they were
every nenber reporting what they had done?
They were supposed to be, yes.

Have you seen Sergeant Field' s notes of the
meet i ngs?

|"ve seen sone here and there.

She woul d list every nenber and then the areas?
| believe so, yes.

And Fell and Wl thers would attend neetings
unl ess they were on | eave?

Certainly, yes.

Chernoff and Lepine were really assigned to

Pi ckt on?

They had quite a few different responsibilities
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

innmy recollection. Certainly in August '99 that
was one of their sole focuses.

But that wasn't ny question. The Pickton tip,
tip 30, that was Chernoff and Lepine's tip?

That was their responsibility, in addition to

ot hers.

You were obviously involved in that because of
your source?

To sone degree, and as the file coordinator | was
keepi ng up with what was happeni ng.

Your source and then the second source, that was
Chernoff's source?

As the file coordinator, yes.

You woul d attend neetings in Coquitlamwth
Chernoff and Lepi ne?

| believe | went to one at that tine. As I
testified earlier, | was quite busy trying to
identify the two unidentified m ssing wonen who
were -- the overdose victimthat we had
subsequently identified and three other m ssing
wonen that we were able to take off the list, two
deceased and one had been | ocated, and | was
working quite actively on those at the tine.

The neeting that you went to that you recall --

| believe it was August 3rd, if | am not
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

m st aken.

Fell and Wl thers weren't at that neeting?

| don't think they were at that one.

The only neeting they ever attended with the RCOW
was about the Valley nurders; right?

Yes, and | recall that very well.

The Pickton neetings with Connor at the Coquitlam
detachnent, Fell and Wl thers were not invited to
t hose?

Not to ny recollection

Fromtinme to tinme you and Chernoff and Lepi ne and
maybe Field would tal k about Pi ckton?

Sur e.

Wthout Fell and Wl thers?

| f they were out working. They weren't excluded
fromthe conversations, if that's what --

| suggest to you you didn't want Fell and

Wl thers to work on the Pickton tip.

No. It just wasn't their assignnent. They were
assigned to 390 and the others things they were
followng up. M. Conm ssioner, even if that had
been an issue, they were clearly not interested
anyway.

That was your perception?

It was quite clear to ne.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

It was clear to you?

It was clear to our teamthat they were very
uninterested in M. Pickton. W actually didn't
even acknow edge the nunber of m ssing wonen we
had. W had at sone points between 27 to 31

m ssi ng wonen but when they referred to the
nunmber of m ssings they said 22 because that was
t he nunber of wonen that fit wthin the tineline
of their suspect. | had a very difficult tine
under st andi ng why they woul dn't acknow edge the
other mssing wonen's files and those peopl e
because it didn't nmesh with their tineline of
what they determ ned to be their suspect.

Fell and Wl thers kept a daily investigative |og
of what they were doing, right, you saw that in
the office?

| don't know if | did.

You don't recall that?

| don't.

They obvi ously kept notes?

Again, | didn't see a |lot of notes.

You understand that they took a notebook out with
themin the field and took notes?

"1l take your word for it. | don't know that to

be true. | suspect they nust have but | don't
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

recall seeing that.

It's not your evidence you never saw any notes?
No, but I don't recall how they kept their notes.
You testified yesterday that you got the sense
that they were being secretive, weren't being
forthcomng | think were your words?

Yes, substantiated by the fact those photos were
never revealed to ne.

Whet her or not that is true and whether or not it
was substantiated, that was your sense?

That was ny sense

| take it you thought that was deliberate?

| did certainly, because when | heard Detective
Const abl e Wl thers on the phone tal king to who
woul d cone to |l earn was Detective Sergeant Keith
Kil shaw i n Ednonton -- he was part of Project
Cara which was the Ednonton sex worker hom ci des.
Detective Constable Wl thers was sayi ng sonet hi ng
to the effect, "That's crap, send themto ne and
"Il get the RCMP | ab to test your DNA sanples,"”
and | thought -- when he got off the phone

said, "You know you can't do that. |[Is that
Ednont on?" "Yeah, it's Ednonton."” "Wat are you
pl anning to do?" "Nothing." | said, "It sounds

to nme like you' re planning to test their DNA
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

sanples on the VPD dine or the RCW° dine." He
was concerned about the delay with the lab in
Ednonton wth their sanples on their cases, and
as much as it would be nice to be able assist
like this, | didn't feel that was appropriate and
| went to Sergeant Field at that point with ny
concern because | felt that that was an integrity
issue with our teamthat | wasn't confortable
with.

You' ve never seen any witten notation from
Sergeant Field about that concern?

| haven't seen anything like that.

That woul d have been a serious issue for you?

| reported that to Sergeant Field, yes.

There's no note of that that you' ve nade?

| recall that she told nme she couldn't deal wth
it.

My question was --

I"'mtrying to answer you. | don't recall if I
made a note on it.

You' ve already referred to the fact that you
heard them on the phone, it was a snmall roonf?
Yes.

8 by 127

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Fell and Wl thers both have | oud voi ces?

Yes.

They are | oud individual s?

Yes.

They are ani nat ed?

Yes.

You didn't have to eavesdrop on them when they
were on the phone?

| woul d have preferred not to, actually.

You coul d hear everything, you wouldn't be able
to help it?

| tried not to hear everything on the phone
actual ly.

In general, you tried to tune themout; is that
fair?

| just tried to do ny work and carry on.

As far as secrets, you have just testified about
sonething that Wolthers said in front of you?
Yes.

You haven't ever docunented a secret that you' ve
di scovered they've kept from you?

Yes. The fact that they didn't acknow edge to ne
that three wonen, three sex trade workers, had
identified Pickton fromthe photographs that they

showed around t he Downt own East si de.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Regar dl ess of how you feel that cane to be or
regardl ess of your beliefs about that, there's no
evi dence that they deliberately kept that from
you?

Al | can tell you is | never saw any notes and
t hey never had any conversation with nme com ng
back to the office saying, "Hey, guess what, we
think Pickton is in the Downtown Eastside. W
found three sex trade workers that know him?"
That was never communicated to ne. That's ny
evi dence.

That's clear. But as far as -- aside fromthat
i ssue, you haven't been able to find in all your
interviews wwth LePard and Evans, you haven't
identified any tangi bl e exanple of a secret that
t hey kept fromthe tean?

| think I'"ve testified to what | believe is the
secret they kept fromthe team

| take it your answer to that is no, other than
t hat exanpl e?

There are a couple other things | cane to |earn
| ater on after they had left the team

But not hing was conmmuni cated to themuntil after
they wote the neno to the chief on May 12, 20007

By nme?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

By anyone.

| can't speak for anyone, but | did not have
speci fic discussions wth them about their
contact, it wasn't ny place.

Fell and Wolthers did do other work on the team
ot her than 3907

Yes. Most of it | believe it was through people
and persons of persons of interest they generated
stemm ng from 390

Wth the photo checks?

| suppose so, yes

You did assign themtips that they conpl eted?
They conpl eted sone, yes.

Because it's possible to print out what are
called | ead sheets and sign off on them and
update their status?

That's right.

They conpleted |I suggest upwards of 63 other
tips; does that sound accurate?

| have no idea.

You didn't quantify that?

No.

You didn't do an anal ysi s?

No.

There wasn't a bring-forward systenf
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

No, and that's sonmething | acknow edge as a
deficiency in the system

Simlarly there wasn't a deadl i ne systen?

No.

So. The other work they did, for exanple, one of
the first things -- you mght have been on | eave
-- one of the first things Doug Fell did, for
exanple, is contact his US Custons contact and
distribute the poster to the borders; you know

t hat ?

| probably cane to know that at sone point. The
poster went to a wide variety of places.

He did that in July right when he arrived; fair?
"Il take your word for it, | don't know.

They wor ked on other persons of interest, there
was a nurder in North Vancouver, a person found
there and they worked on that file?

Yes.

There was anot her person of interest with a
German ni cknane that they worked on?

Yes.

And when the Anerica's Mdst Wanted show happened
and there was that flood of new information and a
ot of it was useless; right?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

But sone of it you had to follow up?

We had to followit all up in ny view

Only 20 of 140 or sonething were useful, as it
turned out?

That's probably in the ballpark, yes.

And Fell and Wbl thers foll owed up on those tips
t hat you assi gned?

| believe sone of themcertainly.

They hel ped you with a chronic -- a person who
was al ways phoning with the | ast nanme Bell; do
you recall that?

| don't recall that but it may be true.

They al so on February 2nd of 2000, they attended
at the Portland Hotel. Do you recall that?

| don't.

They attended -- this mght jog your nenory --
t hey obtained the licence plate nunber of a
potential person of interest on the Angel a
Jardi ne case; you don't recall that?

| don't recall that.

They worked on the bad date sheets; right?
Yes, they did.

They provided you with anal ytical information
t hat they had produced?

| suppose you could call it that, yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

That was t hroughout but nostly in January of
2000? Does that accord with --

| wouldn't be able to renenber that.

And the photo canvasses that have becone such an
i ssue, there were sort of two series of those.
The first was in the fall of 1999; right?

| don't know. |'mlearning nore about their
activities fromyou than I ever did fromthem
The spring of 2000, that was the issue around the
Pi ckt on phot 0?

Yes.

Do you recall the controversy around that?

Yes.

You didn't want the Pickton photo on the photo
pack?

No, that's not correct.

You deny that?

| don't believe that was sonething | said.
Sergeant Field directed you to provide a photo to
Fell and Wl thers; do you recall that?

| don't recall that.

You were concerned about conprom sing the Pickton
i nvestigation by putting his photo in the pack?

| was concerned that that was not a proper photo

line-up and | had concerns around that issue,
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

yes.
So that was an issue?

Yes. | was concerned that that was not a proper
photo |ine-up and because we had information
about M. Pickton that |I felt was -- say, for
exanple, if three wonen picked himout, we wanted
to provide a proper photo line-up for that. So |
do recall there was a little bit of discussion
around t hat .

In the late fall of '99 Fell and Wl thers were
seconded, if you will, to the Wll Street

murders; do you recall that?

| don't.

Sergeant Field and Detective Lepine tasked them
with the interview ng on the nmurder cases?

| don't recall that.

When they, Fell and Wl thers that is, returned
from Let hbri dge --

Yes.

-- you've testified about sone tips or sone tasks
that still had to be done by thenf

Yeah. | can't recall exactly -- you nean with
respect to that investigation or others?

No. Ohers?

Yes. There were sone interviews, | think eight
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

or nine interviews of people fromthe m ssing
wonen files that still needed to be done.
Seven |'m going to suggest.

Yes, if that's --

"1l try and I et you finish

| will and let you finish, too.

They got back from Let hbridge around the 22nd of

April; is that right?
|"d have to --
| can help you. | think you were on | eave for

the week before they left?

Yes, | was.

Charges were approved on April 13th by C own
counsel and | think you were away; is that fair?
|"ve got a notation that they were in Lethbridge
on the 18th of April so that woul d have been --
"' mnot sure what day of the week but that sounds
right.

Because your | og actually stops on | believe the
4th of April, that's when you were on | eave,
before that, just at the top of the page.

| don't indicate that I'mon |eave so |'m not
exactly sure, but I know that | was away because
-- prior to nme |eaving there had been no

di scussi on about any sort of arrest attenpt in
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Let hbridge or interview attenpt or trip to

Let hbridge, that was conpletely not discussed
Wth the teamin any way.

And when you got back they were gone?

They were gone.

l"mreally asking you to think back, but it was
the Easter |ong weekend after they got back;
right?

| don't recall

They then -- | think you' ve testified to this --
they then took | eave when they got back, so they
weren't really around until the begi nning of May?
No, | don't think that's right. Wen | got back
to work, which would have been | think a Tuesday,
they were still there in Lethbridge, and I think
they were there the next couple of days because |
know Sergeant Field was in contact with them and
then | don't -- | think they cane back, and the

| eave you' re tal king about m ght have been just a
coupl e days over the weekend, but | believe they
were back the next week or in that tinme because |
remenber having the videotapes of the interview
by that point.

They were brought in by Sergeant Field at the

begi nning of May to tal k about the w nd-down; you
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A Yes, very shortly after | reviewed the tapes ny
concerns arose fromthat, yes.

M5. HATCHER | don't have much -- 1'll finish off one area
and then maybe it's a good tine for the break.

THE COW SSIONER:  |I'min your hands.

MS. HATCHER

Q 390, that investigation, you' ve been fairly
conplinmentary of their work on that file?

A In terns of the energy that they put into it; not
internms of their work interview ng or anything.

Q Certain aspects. You've been conplinentary of
their work ethic certainly?

A Their energy, yes.

They took this violent sex offender off the
street?

A Yes.

What ever your views on the investigative errors,
the prosecution was ultimtely successful ?

A Yes, through the assistance of nore experienced
detectives that hel ped to overcone the
difficulties on the file.

Q You weren't involved in that?

A To some degree | was, yes.

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

agree with that?

You didn't follow that case through the courts?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Follow it in what way do you nean?

To its outcone. You didn't track what was
happeni ng?

In terms of physically going to court and
watching it? | was aware of what was happeni ng
in the case.

It was a conviction and a ni ne-year sentence?
Yes.

It was a conplicated file, that's fair to say,
there were nultiple conplainants?

Yes.

Working with the conpl ainants or the victins and
drawi ng out their stories was a | ot of work?

| think any sexual assault file is a |lot of work.
These conpl ainants were all drug-addi cted sex
trade workers?

Yes, we have many files |like that.

They were reluctant to tell their stories to the
pol i ce?

To sone degree, yes.

Fell and Wl thers were able to draw out their
stories and bring themto the trial and bring

t hem t hr ough t hat process?

| don't know. | assunme so.

They were the only people working on the file?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

They did one thing on it that | thought they did
a good job. Wth the original victim | know
they ended up doing a K@ statenent with her
because she was dying and that was admtted. She
was one of the victins that matched by DNA, so
felt they did a good job there.

The work they did on that file, they were hours
wel | spent?

| don't know how to answer that.

Vel 1, the prosecution was successful ?

Again, there were many errors that were overcone
to get to a prosecution

The question was that the prosecution was
successful ?

|'ve already agreed to that.

So any hours that they spent working towards that
goal it's fair to say were well spent hours?

| can't speak to that, |I'msorry.

390 was a person of interest on the m ssing wonen
file generally?

Yes.

And his information in that tip file went to
Evenhanded, they nmade that transition?

Probabl y, yes.

He was one of the prinme persons of interest or
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

suspects?

Yes, | believe that their -- at one point we had
a neeting wwth the ROWP at the Surrey satellite
office with several investigators and | think
fromthat neeting Sergeant Paul son who is now the
comm ssioner was there, and | think it was kind
of an interesting neeting. It was a very
enbarrassi ng neeting for the VPD because

Det ective Constable Wlthers called out Constable
McCarl in this nmeeting for not working fast
enough to get himall the things that he needed
to work on 390, and so we left that neeting and |
remenber Sergeant Field and | apol ogizing to
Sergeant Paul son for his conduct because we were
so enbarrassed. Wat they did agree to do,
Sergeant Paul son said if we can assist with
surveillance at sonme point we wll, but
essentially in the neeting Sergeant Paul son
actually said to Detective Wlthers -- because
Detective Wl thers kept saying the hair on the
beck of his neck stood up when he dealt with this
person, and Sergeant Paul son and everyone in the
room said, "And? And?" He said, "The hair on

t he back of ny neck." Sergeant Paul son said,

"The hair on the back of your neck not
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A
MS. HATCHER:

M5. HATCHER

MS. HATCHER:
Q

A

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

wi t hst andi ng, what evi dence do you have?," and
he was not able to answer that and it was an
extrenely enbarrassing situation. Wat cane of
that is Sergeant Paul son had recently cone |
think fromthe Prince Rupert area and he had
early awareness of what has cone to be known now
as H ghway of Tears nurders, wonen gone m Sssing
al ong H ghway 16, so he had sone recoll ection of
390 as possibly being soneone that was in that
area. Wat |I'mtrying to say is that actually
did bring to light 309 as a suspect in both our
case and in that case.

Are you finished that answer?

Yes. Thank you.

We can take the break now

THE COMM SSI ONER. Do you want to take a break?

Sur e.

THE REA STRAR  The hearing is now recessed for 15 m nutes.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 10:43 A M.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 11:00 A M.)

THE REA STRAR Order. This hearing is now resuned.

Fell and Wl thers did bring forward investigative
ideas to the tean®

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

For exanple, they wanted to tap into contacts at
Corrections to try and drum up sone nore persons
of interest?

Yes, | recall that.

And your response was that they should wait on

t hat because there were tips that needed to be
cleared first. Do you recall that?

| do recall. They had a | ot of ideas, sone were
new and sone we had as well. Again, as |
testified, we had limted resources. Even when
we added them and ot her people to the team we
were really at bare bones in terns of what we
coul d do.

Anot her i dea was an undercover operation that you
have already testified about, resource problens
with that?

Yes.

They suggested that, they wanted to have fenal e
Vi ce?

Yes.

They suggested caneras on the stroll to try to
capture licence pl ates?

| think that was an idea. They al so suggested
Bic lighters, to put a GPS device in, and that

was one of the things | was concerned about, M.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Comm ssi oner, because they cane in and said,
"Let's put these GPSs in Bic lighters" -- and
apol ogi ze for the termbut "whores" -- "and give
themto the whores and if they go m ssing we can
track the body, find the lighter,"” and that was
one of their ideas.

Not wi t hst andi ng the | anguage of that that you
just used, those ideas were designed to be in
furtherance of this investigation?

| think so, but I think sonme of them had sone
liability considerations we had to | ook at.

They were brainstormng with you, they were
drumm ng up ideas?

Not with nme, | would suggest, but they were
brai nst or m ng.

You knew about these ideas?

At sone point, yes.

Yesterday or the day before you were being
gquestioned by M. Gatl and you gave sone

evi dence that you and Al ex C arke woul d confront
Fell and Wl thers about the use of the word
"whore"; do you recall giving that evidence?
Yes.

| have reviewed your three statenents to Chief

Constabl e LePard and Deputy Chief Evans and |
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

have found no reference to you reporting that you
did confront them Do you recall telling them

t hat ?

| could have omtted that or just failed to
mention it, yes.

Certainly there was no docunent created at the
time that criticized themfor that |anguage?

No, that wasn't ny place to docunent their
activities that way.

You didn't think that was your place, you didn't
think you had duty to go to Sergeant Field and
tell her?

|'ve already testified | spoke to Sergeant Field
about many aspects of their conduct. | tried to
restrict nmy reporting to Sergeant Field as nuch
as | could to things that | thought were of an
investigative nature. | tried to keep sone of
what | thought were personality stuff, if you
wWill, with respect to their personalities out of
it because | felt like -- and | recall Detective
Constable G arke and | both thought they are who
they are and we need to work with them

t hought ny tinme was better spent trying to find
the m ssing wonen than try to docunent the

activities of my own co-workers.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

Right. You wanted to report to Sergeant Field
only things you thought were inpactful in the

i nvestigation?

| think it was nore in terns of expedi ency and
time and Sergeant Field was so in demand with her

full-time job running a Hom ci de squad that often

she would be hard to get a hold of. | want to be
clear, M. Comm ssioner, | was very unconfortable
wWth the role of office tattle-tail. That was a

really difficult, difficult position to be in and
| definitely vacillated between trying to deal
with some of their issues by ignoring themor by
meki ng a conment to themthat we didn't
appreciate their | anguage or their conduct and
when | felt | had the opportunity reporting them
to Sergeant Field and | acknow edged t hat
certainly it wasn't ideal but it wasn't ny role.

| wasn't their supervisor.

The reason it wouldn't have been ideal is out of
the interest of fairness to Fell and Wl thers?
Wi ch woul d have been ideal ?

To wite it down.

| know now in the VPD I'm happy to report we
actual ly have a nmuch better process for that, for

supervi sors to docunent both issues of public

54



© 00 N oo o B~ W N Bk

N NN N NN R P PR R R R R R R
a A W N P O O 0O N O 0o M W N+, O

o » O » O » O

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Hatcher

trust and issues of |abour process with respect
to conduct, and | think that's a nmuch superi or
systemand it's part and parcel of the new Police
Act. W really didn't have that mechani sm back
then. That is not to say that Sergeant Field
couldn't have if she had the tine and ability to
do that, but there really is no mechanismfor a
constable to provide constructive -- aside
obviously froma personal interaction if we were
able sit down and tal k about sonmeone's conduct in
a way that would be receptive, but there's no way
for a constable to investigate a constable.

Quite apart frominvestigation, what about
docunenti ng?

Again, | don't believe that that was ny job and I
t hi nk subsequently | provided a fairly

conpr ehensi ve docunent.

Subsequently, yes?

Yes.

After events?

When asked to do so, yes.

Not at the time that your nenory was fresh?

| think nmy nmenory was fresh enough to wite that.
Not at the tine 13 years later that the people

that you're criticizing nmenories were fresh?

55



© 00 N oo o B~ W N Bk

N NN N NN R P PR R R R R R R
a A W N P O O 0O N O 0o M W N+, O

Q
A

M5. HATCHER

Q

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

|"'msorry, |I'mnot understanding. Wen are you
suggesting | wote a docunent?

Right. You wote a docunent in response to a
meno that Fell and Wil thers wote to the chief
constable in May of 20007?

Yes, and ny response was at the tinme as well.
That was after the events since the fall of '99
-- since July of '99?

No. That was as a result directly of the events
of April "99 with respect to the 390

i nvestigation.

April 20007?

April 2000. Thank you.

Those are ny questions for this w tness.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you, Ms. Hatcher.
M5. W NTERI NGHAM M. Commi ssi oner, Janet Wnteringham for

Don Adarr.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY Ms. W NTERI NGHAM

Det ecti ve Constabl e Shenher, I1'mgoing to try to
be brief with you this nmorning. | want to just
take you to a couple of the pieces of evidence
you' ve given with respect to the transfer over of
Project Anelia to what eventual |y becane Project

Evenhanded.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

Yes.

In particular, I'mgoing to start with this, you
know t hat Don Adamr was hopeful that you woul d be
joining the teamthat eventually cane to be known
as Project Evenhanded?

| cane to |learn that, yes.

You appreciate that having all of your know edge
and experience from Project Anelia would have
assi sted those who | ater becone the team of

Proj ect Evenhanded?

Yes.

You' ve cone to |earn that he understood that you
wer e exhausted by Novenber of 20007

That's correct.

You wote a very careful what | call an "exit
meno" dated Novenmber 21, 2000 describing the
state of the investigation as you were handing it
over?

Yes.

A difficult task for you?

Not particularly, no.

To hand the file over?

Yes, | would say so. | was very reluctant. As |
testified earlier, I was just conpletely done and
| was taking sick leave. | was just -- | was
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

havi ng nightmares, | was having a very, very
difficult time and | really struggled with
feeling that responsibility. | acknow edge that
| woul d have been the obvious person to go with
that file and it probably hanpered it to sone
degree ny not going out there, but | felt it
woul d have been to nmy own detrinent.

Your understandi ng was when the file was to be
transferred that it was to becone a joint task
force; correct?

|"mnot really sure | had a full understandi ng at
the time when | left. As | testified, | ended up
| eaving a nonth or two before | would have
normal ly transferred, so Sergeant Field and |
were working together to prepare all the
docunentation and all the exhibits and things --
what m ght be exhibits down the road, interview
tapes and all that sort of thing to be
transferred over, but | really didn't have a | ot
of -- as | said, there were subsequent nonths
before it went, a period of tine, so yes, | had
an idea of what was going on but | hadn't
participated in a lot of it.

You understood though that it was to be a

coll ection of police officers fromthe Vancouver
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

Cty Police and fromthe RCWP?

My understanding -- | didn't really answer your
guestion, but mnmy understanding that was the type
of discussion that Sergeant Field was having at
the timne wwth Staff Sergeant Henderson and
ultimately | nspector Adarm.

You knew at one point it was believed that Gerany
Field woul d be going over to what becane Project
Evenhanded?

| didn't know that.

It would have made sense for Gerany Field to have
been the Vancouver Police representative for

Proj ect Evenhanded; do you agree with that?

| would agree with that.

Anot her individual that had inti mate know edge of
t he Downt own Eastside that had worked with you
was Dave Dickson; correct?

Yes.

In particular in your exit nmeno, the Novenber 21,
2000 nmeno, you refer to the excellent work Dave
D ckson had done with W SH?

Yes, that sounds correct.

You' re wel cone to refresh your nenory but |
recall that fromyour neno.

Yes, | do as well.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

It woul d have made sense and been hel pful to

Proj ect Evenhanded had Dave D ckson went over to
the new team do you agree with that?

Certainly, and | think at some point he did sonme
work for thembut | don't know if he was actually
seconded out there or continuing to be a resource
in the community.

The original formulation though of what was to
becone Project Evenhanded did not include
yourself or Cerany Field or Dave D ckson?

That's correct.

You' ve testified -- and | amnot going to go into
this in too much detail -- but you' ve testified
about the challenges facing you when trying to
determ ne whether a person was in fact m ssing;
correct?

Yes.

You testified about all the steps that you woul d
try to take to confirmthat the person was in
fact m ssing?

That's correct.

That was because you wanted to ensure that before
you added sonebody to the |ist you had done all

of your due diligence to ensure that person was

in fact m ssing?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

That was certainly true in part, and | think the
other side of that equation was | think to --

al nrost in response to what | have referred to as
that old vice nentality, that they were on a
circuit, they were going to cone back, they were
going off to marry a |ogger, that kind of thing.
So | felt it was incunbent upon us to ensure we
did all that kind of investigation so we could
al so dispute those kinds of statenents as well.
That was a chal | engi ng exercise for each new

m ssing report that cane in for you?

Yes.

You actual ly tal ked about goi ng down to Spokane
and havi ng conversations and neetings wth the

i nvestigators down in Spokane and they praised
you for the work that you had done in incredibly
chal | engi ng ci rcunst ances?

Yes. W initially net in Vancouver and spoke
about that but they seened to think we had been
as conprehensive as we could be with such a smal
t eam

And the fact you were dealing with no crine
scene, no forensic evidence?

That's correct.

And trying to confirmthat a person was in fact
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

m ssi ng?

Yes.

You knew that that was an inportant conponent of
your investigation, the confirmation that the
person was m ssi ng?

| thought so, yes.

One of the issues that you addressed during your
Sept enber 2nd, 1999 interview with Al Arsenaul t
was the fact that the m ssings had stopped. Do
you recall that fromyour interview with Al
Arsenaul t ?

| do vaguely, yes.

If you want to ook at it you can, but it's in
bi nder 83, Exhibit 83, and | believe it's at tab
37 and page 33. This is an interview where both
Al Arsenault and Toby H nton are asking you
guestions; right?

Yes.

It's actually Toby H nton that says -- this is at
line 6, page 33; do you see that?

| do.

Toby Hinton says, the third line, "why the drop
now? Wy all of a sudden are there -- " You
say, " -- January '99 and we haven't had anot her

since. W've had a few a few fal se al arns but
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

that's it." Do you see that?

Yes.

This is Septenber the 2nd, 1999 and you're
confirmng for Toby H nton and Al Arsenault that
there haven't been any new m ssi ngs since January
of '99?

Yes. That was ny evidence yesterday as well and
that was ny belief at the tinme and obviously it
was erroneous.

You go over on the next page to try to explain
why it is that there's suddenly been a drop-off
on the m ssings, and you testified about this a
coupl e of tines, and you were thinking perhaps
sonebody has gone into custody, perhaps sonebody
had di ed, those sorts of options that you were
consi deri ng when you believed that the m ssings
had st opped?

Those were sone of the things | was thinking,
yes.

If I could have you pl ease take a | ook at |
believe it's marked for identification U, that
whi te binder beside you, and it's tab 1 and it's
the transcript of your interview w th Deputy

Chi ef Evans, tab 1. Do you have that?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

" m | ooking at page 241. Page 241. If you | ook
at that transcript you can see there's a little
bit of back and forth between you and Deputy
Chi ef Evans just about the status of your belief
that the m ssings had stopped in January of '99?
Yes.

Sorry?

" mjust agreeing with you, yes.

Do you see in the mddle of the page there where
it says: "And there were sone '99s in there that
we didn't know about, but they hadn't been
reported yet," and you go on at line 12: "Yeah.
And then after nmy tine there, they started to
kind of come trickling through, that we had sone
"99s." "Ckay." "But at the tinme, it seened, we
t hought maybe he had stopped or sonething," and
then again you refer to the issue perhaps this
person has gone into custody?

Yes.

Again, that belief is sonething you expressed to
Deputy Chief Evans during your interviewin 20117
That's correct. | actually cane to learn |ater
of other files that, for exanple, the Cara Ellis
file that I had no know edge of at all that |

felt sick had cone through our office at sone
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

time and wasn't investigated. But that was ny
know edge at the tine when | spoke to Deputy
Chi ef Evans.

If I can take you to page 252 to conpl ete your
exchange with Deputy Chief on this topic. At the
very bottom of the page there she's confirmng
for you, as | understand it, at the very bottom
there she says: "10 reported mssing all were
found really quick with the resources, because
you were following up right away? " Do you see

t hat there?

Yes, | do.

VWhat she's doing there is she's confirmng you
put together a fairly intricate systemto confirm
whet her or not sonebody was m ssing and that
system seened to be working as of 1999?

We hoped so at that tine, yes.

If | could have you please take a | ook at Exhi bit
1, that's the LePard report. In particular, if |
can have you take a | ook at page 323. |It's the
first full paragraph that |I'mgoing to ask you to
| ook at on the |eft-hand side of the LePard
report.

Yes.

Q He states: "The delay in creating the M ssing
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

Wnen Revi ew Team was unfortunate (although not

unr easonabl e, given the circunstances) for

several reasons. Although wonen went m ssing

fromthe Downtown Eastside fromthe md 1990s

t hroughout 1998, by the tine a nore

suspect -focused i nvestigati on began in May 1999,

t he suspi ci ous di sappearances had apparently

stopped, with the last one occurring in January

of 1999." Do you see that?

| do.

Do you agree with that concluding comment from

LePar d?

| agree that the delay was unfortunate, yes.

The belief was the m ssings had stopped as of

January --

Yes,

| agree with everything he's said there.

You can put that away. It was your understanding

that the Project Anelia file was to be handed

over for a review of what had been done by you

and others on Project Anelia?

At the time | left, that was nmy understandi ng,

yes.

At the time that you handed the file over, it was

your

belief that the m ssings had stopped as at

January of 19997
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

Just to clarify, there was never really a file
handed over by ne. | left and it continued to be
prepared for hand-over but that was ny belief,
yes.

To the best of your know edge that information
that being that the m ssings had stopped as of
January of 1999, that information would have been
transferred over to the new team conmander Don
Adan?

| expect he would be able to see there weren't
reports in that tinmefrane, yes.

You did not participate in the early neetings

wi th Don Adam after you left in Novenber of 2000;

correct?
Not after | left. | recall a couple neetings out
in Surrey with -- | think I recall neeting Don

once and also with Staff Sergeant Anderson.

went out there with Gerany a couple of tines.
The notes that |'ve reviewed indicate the next
tinme you' re actually involved with Project
Evenhanded i s Cctober 24, 2001; does that seem
correct?

| think that is correct. Can you direct ne to a
docunent ?

| don't actually have that docunment but | can
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

tell you the circunstances of that neeting.

Sur e.

You were invited to attend at the neeting because
Proj ect Evenhanded was noving into this proactive
phase and they wanted your assistance because
they were going to be in the Downtown Eastside?
| vaguely recall going to a neeting.

Was there people such as -- well, Don Adamr was
there, and do you recall that was the first tine
you nmet Don Adan?

It may have been. That may have been what |I'm
remenbering. It's possible that was the first
tinme.

You testified the other day that you had not had
an opportunity to review your docunents before
you net with Deputy Chief Evans in the sumer of
2011; correct?

To review the docunents that -- ny handwitten
notes and things like that?

Any docunents.

| believe that's correct, yes.

| belief that's what you said the other day, you
hadn't had a chance to do that before you net

wi th Deputy Chief Evans?

| want to clarify, the things that | said that |
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

made witten requests to see were the things |
was never able to review, that's nmy evidence.
Wth respect to your interview wth Deputy Chief
Evans on August 18, 2011, did you revi ew any
materi al before you went into that interview?

| don't believe so, | don't recall

If | can just ask you to take a | ook at page 298
of your interview w th Deputy Chief Evans. Do
you have it there? It's tab 1

2487

298. It's 1.

|"ve got A, B, Cin the Evans report.

It's not the Evans report. |It's your report,
believe it's U For ldentification. | think I can
see it. Page 298.

| have it.

"1l give you a chance to reviewthe first 15
lines there.

Yes.

You were m staken when you told Deputy Chief
Evans that you actually net with Don Adam in

Novenber or December of 2000; is that correct?

Again, | think that was the sane as ny
recollection | stated earlier, | did have a
recollection of neeting -- | had neetings and
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

really can't honestly say if | did or | didn't.
| can't renenber.

You can put that away, |'mnot going to go back
to that. You have testified about a nunber of
persons of interest for Project Amelia during
your involvenent in the investigation?

Yes.

And in your exam nation in chief by comm ssion
counsel you went through in detail really al
that you knew about WIlie Pickton; correct?
That's correct.

Now, you knew many, many, nany ot her details

about ot her persons of interest as well; is that
fair?
Yes, | did.

And in particular, we've heard nmuch about PO
3907

Yes.

And there was reference earlier in your

exam nation this norning about a neeting that

t ook pl ace?

Yes.

And you were describing it was sonme RCVP
officers, it was sone people fromthe Vancouver

Pol i ce Departnment and the primary purpose of that
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

nmeeting was to discuss PO 3907

That's right. | believe Fell and Wl thers wanted
to make a request to Special "O' to conduct sone
surveillance on 390 potentially in the Lethbridge
or Cal gary area.

Have you had an opportunity to review McCarl 1624
that was prepared about this neeting on Cctober
27th, 19997

| don't believe |I have.

| f you could please take a | ook at Exhibit 83,
that's binder 2 of comm ssion counsel's
docunents, tab 48. Do you have that?

| do.

And if you | ook over on what 1'll call page 2,
where it says the entry by Cctober 27th, 1999.
Yes.

W see at 1000 hours there's reference to Paul son
and McCarl attend a neeting in the boardroom at
the Surrey satellite office?

Yes.

That's the neeting you were tal ki ng about?

Yes.

You' re welcone to review this report, but when
you |l ook at it you can see the nunber of details

that are being provided about just PO 390;
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

correct?

That's correct.

That was the purpose of the neeting?

It was, yes.

We go through and | see three pages of
information that is being described to this
collection of police officers about 3907

Yes. He was probably our only other decent
person of interest | think at that tine.

He's sonebody -- again, I'll have you quickly
take a look at tab 21 of Exhibit U That's tab
21. Do you see that?

Yes.

That's the e-mail of May 5, 20007?

Yes.

At the very bottom of that page there, you start
t he paragraph wth, "The truly unfortunate"?
Yes.

In the mddle of that paragraph it says: "He
very possibly is a strong suspect,” and you're
referring to PO 390 there?

Yes.

So he was sonebody that your team Project
Anmelia, was very interested in?

Yes. | think you may have said "likely" and |
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

1 think my word was "possibly".

2 Q I'msorry. Possibly a very strong suspect?

3 A  Yes.

4 If | can take you to binder 83, Exhibit 83, tab
5 64.

6 A  Yes.

7 Q And that's a two-page docunent, you see the

8 e-mail?

9 Yes, | do.

10 Q Attached to that e-mail is this Top Persons of
11 Interest |ist?

12 A Yes.

13 Q There are 13 individuals on this list; correct?
14 A Yes.

15 Q Wiat we have, the nunber 2 is identified as PO
16 1588; can you see that on your copy?

17 A | do see that, yes.

18 Q And 1588 you have on this list, it's nunber 27?
19 A Yes.
20 Q And he, I"'mgoing to suggest to you, is also
21 sonebody that was very interesting as a person of
22 interest to Project Anelia?
23 A | amafraid |I don't know what subject PO 1588
24 refers to, so | can't speak know edgeably.

25 MS. WNTERINGHAM M. Conmi ssioner, if | could approach
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

1 THE COW SSI ONER:  Yes.

2 M5, W NTERI NGHAM

3
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Q

Some of the information you had about this
particul ar person of interest was that he had
been convicted of a brutal sexual assault in
19957

Yes. | believe he was a suspect in the Valley
nmurders that we cane to know from Const abl e
McCarl .

One of the details that you | earned about hi mwas
that he transported his victins to a very renote
area in Agassiz, close to where Tracey O ajide's
body had been found?

Yes, | recall that.

There had been information that had been com ng
out about 1588, that he had been responsible for
killing the m ssing wonen?

l"mnot recalling the information you're
referring to, whether | was aware of it.

Did you cone to |learn that he had been in and out
of prison during the '90s?

| recall information about that, yes.

Did you al so cone to learn that he was eventual |y
excluded as a potential killer in the Valley

killings?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

Yes, | recall that.

Because of the DNA?

Yes.

Fromall of the work that you have done on this
file, you have cone to learn that there was no
end of bad nmen who did awful things to wonen; do
you agree with that?

| canme to |learn that, yes.

And in particular, sex trade workers?

Yes. Having said that, | think we had -- we sort
of had a | ot of bad nen but then we had these
three, four that seenmed to have direct links to
wonen we could name and point to in files or

t hrough source information, or what have you
Wth the exanple of 1588, through a particularly
vi ol ent interaction.

The persons of interest list that | have seen --
and I'msorry, M. Registrar, it is Exhibit N3
mar ked for identification. In particular, |I'm

| ooking at tab F.

Sorry, 3F; is that right?

Yes, that's right. 1It's alist called Persons of
I nterest Project Anelia.

| don't knowif | have the correct --

25 M5. WNTERINGHAM I f | may approach to assi st.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

1 THE COW SSI ONER:  Yes. Wy don't you tell us what it says.

2 M5, W NTERI NGHAM

3
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It says quite a bit. So all I'll dois I'Il let
the witness take a ook at the list |I'm]looking
at and it's the Persons of Interest List;
correct?

Yes.

From Proj ect Anelia?

Yes.

W can see pages --

Just to clarify, I don't recall preparing this
list. This may have cone -- it have been

coll ated by Evenhanded frominformation in our
tip files. | don't recall preparing a list like
t his oursel ves.

That sort of a conprehensive list that contains
pages of individuals?

It does, yes. M. Conmm ssioner, | want to be a
little cautious with this for ny own evidence,
but we were really in that rule in/rule out
mentality and there are many, many people on this
list but | don't believe that at any tinme we
really had on our radar nore than 10 or 15 that
were really conpelling. There nmay have been sone

we hadn't had a chance to |look at in very great
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Wnteringham

depth, but there wasn't the kind of conpelling
information, for exanple, that we had for M.

Pi ckton or 1588 or 390, on all these nen.

Do you recall the e-mail that | showed you
earlier that had as the attachnent that |ist of
13?

Yes, | do.

So that 13, is that sort of the nunber you recal
for Project Anelia during your tine?

My recollection, and I know sonetines | would
rank themthe top 3, and really | don't renenber
in nmy thinking of these persons of interest
really going beyond three or four where we really
felt like we were -- Pickton being nunber 1 --
that we really felt |ike these were probably
going to -- our guy was going to cone fromthese
three or four.

You never told Don Adam Pi ckton was your nunber
one?

| don't recall

You know - -

| think it was probably fairly apparent from our
work that he woul d have been nunber one but |

probably didn't tell himthat directly.

25 THE COW SSI ONER:  Probably di d?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

| don't recall

M5. W NTERI NGHAM  She said probably did not tell himthat

A

Q
A

directly.

That's right.

You know the O ajide, Pipe and Younker nurders
are unsol ved?

| know that, vyes.

You know there were a nunber of wonen that were
on your m ssing wonen |list where their nurders
are unsol ved?

Yes.

You know that there's work to be done on the
m ssi ng wonen investigations?

Yes.

That it is not concluded?

Yes.

M5. W NTERINGHAM M. Comm ssioner, those are nmy questions.

THE COW SSIONER:  All right. Thank you.

MR. BUTCHER

M. Conm ssioner, ny nane is David Butcher and

am here for retired Staff Sergeant Brock G| es.

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR BUTCHER

Q

| want to ask you a couple of questions first
about sone of the issues that you have with your

menory of these events, because | think it's
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

clear to everybody in the roomyou have a very
good nenory of parts of the investigation you
were involved in?

Yes.

You al so told Detective Chief Evans that you had
forgotten nore about this file than nost other
peopl e had ever known?

As an expression, yes.

You told us that you wote a manuscript for a
book in 2002/2003, | think, when you were on
maternity | eave?

That's correct.

And you told us you had realized after the event
that there were things you had witten in the
manuscri pt that were objectively wong, you now
know to be objectively wong?

Yes. Wiat it was essentially was surroundi ng the
chronol ogy of events in August of '99 and |
understood in ternms of how many interviews had
taken place with Ms. Ellingsen.

Was it just one thing that you thought was

obj ectively wong?

| believe so, yes.

You al so told us sonething about your nenory

being triggered visually. Do you renmenber saying
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

sonet hi ng about that?

| think it was with respect to the Attorney
Ceneral neno questioni ng.

So your nmenory works this way, | took fromthat,
that if you see sonething in witing that
triggers a nenory that you're able to recal

sonet hing that you had once known but had
forgotten?

| think what | nmean by that is that -- maybe it's
as sinple as if | see a couple of words with
respect to sonething it triggers ny nenory and |
then renmenber the rest of the event in greater
detail .

| think we had an exanple of that this norning
when you were shown sone docunents by M. Crossin
with respect to an e-nail address and that

rem nded you of sonething that had happened in

your communi cations with one of the victins

famly?

No, that wasn't exactly ny evidence. | had cone
-- I"'ma bit confused. | don't recall that
exactly.

It's not inportant. 1'Il nove on fromthat. You

were at the Mssing Persons Unit for 28 nonths,

from between July '98 and Novenber of 20007
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

Yes.

As | understand the coments you made to Deputy
Chi ef Evans, your transfer to the M ssing Persons
Unit canme about perhaps as a com ng together of a
nunber of factors. One of themwas the unit you
were in, Strike Force, was bei ng downsi zed;
correct?

Yes, that's correct.

And it was bei ng downsi zed as part of the police
departnent’'s contribution to a city-w de project
reducti on progran?

| believe that's true.

Apparently at that tine the police departnent

| ost about 15 nenbers fromits strength?
|"mreally not aware of those details.

The second factor |I'mgoing to suggest was that
you were personally interested in noving into
what you considered to be a neani ngful
investigative role within the police departnent?
Certainly.

And the third coincidence, if | may, was that

t here had been a recognition by the departnent
that there was a need for another detective in
the Mssing Persons Unit to work full tinme on the

m ssing wonen i ssue?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

That was ny under st andi ng, yes.

| think this has come from other w tnesses, and
|"mgoing to ask if you can confirmthis
generally, that particular tinme, the sumrer of
1997 going into the full and wnter of '98/'99,
was a particularly busy tine for the Major Crine
Unit?

That was ny perception, yes.

Both in terms of a spike in the nunber of nurders
general ly, not including the m ssing wonen

mur der s?

Yes.

A spike in honme invasions in the community?

Yes.

And despite that spike in serious crimna
activity, there were no additional investigators
being provided to the Major Crine Unit perhaps
ot her than yoursel f?

| think as | stated earlier, | think in -- this
IS just in ny very narrow view of what was
happeni ng organi zationally with the Crown, those
10 strike force investigators -- | stand to be
corrected -- three or four were going to Robbery
and Assault, to the Robbery Section, and | don't

bel i eve anyone was going to Hom cide and | think
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

a couple to the Sex Crines Unit and Vice and
Drugs were a couple of the other positions.
think there were two or three Robbery positions
but | just don't recall

At this point was Sex Crines in or out of Mjor
Crime?

| think it was out.

| think you're probably correct.

| think it was out.

Your chain of command went |ike this, your

i mredi ate supervi sor was Sergeant Fiel d?

Yes.

But she had other responsibilities in the
Hom ci de Section as well?

She had an entire squad under her conmmand.

Then there was Staff Sergeant Brock Gl es who
when you went there in the summer of '98 had
responsibilities for Hom cide, Robbery and the
M ssing Persons Unit?

| believe so, yes.

And then I nspector Biddl econbe who had
responsibility for the whole Major Crine Section?
Yes.

And above hi mwas Deputy Chief M Qi nness?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

Field was al ready the supervisor for the M ssing
Persons Unit; that responsibility didn't cone
sinply because of the m ssing wonen

i nvestigation?

| believe so.

Gles was -- his actual rank was descri bed
technically as staff sergeant while so enpl oyed?
Yes.

That neant that he had not been formally

appoi nted or pronoted to the staff sergeant rank?
That's correct.

I"'mtold his |ast day of work was around January
29, 20007

| can't recall that.

Can you renenber this, that he left about half
way through your time in the M ssing Persons
Unit?

That's ny recollection. He had what | recall to
be sone health issues so he was off sick for
periods of tine.

|'"ve |l ooked at his leave tinmes and it appears
that in the 18 nonths or so that you and he were
working in the Major Crines Section, he was off
for about six or seven nonths; would you agree

with that?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

| certainly couldn't dispute that. | don't know.
There was anot her staff sergeant in the Mjor
Crinmes Section called Staff Sergeant Dureau?

| stand to be corrected but | think he was a
Staff Sergeant in the Sexual O fence Squad.

He was a full-tine pronoted staff sergeant?
Again, I'mnot certain. | was a fairly junior
constable and | wasn't quite sure of everyone's
actual rank at that point.

But you did know that whenever | nspector

Bi ddl econbe was away it was Dureau who acted as
the inspector, not Gles?

Yes. That's part of why |I had that inpression of
the Sexual O fence Squad being part of WMjor
Crime. It nay or nmay not be accurate.

Do you have any recollection of Gles acting as

t he i nspector whilst you were there?

No.

| want to just touch on a few of the docunents
and revi ew the chronol ogy of sone of these events
very briefly. Perhaps if we can start with

Exhi bit 82, tab Bl1. That is your --

THE COW SSI ONER: Wi ch tab?

MS. BUTCHER:
Q

Tab Bl1. That is your log of contacts with
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

H scox?

Yes.

You |l earnt of H scox very, very quickly after
arriving in the Mssing Persons Unit?

That's correct.

Wthin a week or so?

| believe so, yes.

When and how was this actual typed docunent
created?

|"mnot entirely sure. This particular one

that's all -- that has a |ot of | ower case
entries -- | know !l started with a handwitten
docunment until | received a conmputer and then

believe | typed it into the conputer.

s this docunent in Exhibit 82 actually
physical ly prepared by sonebody ot her than
yoursel f?

| can't say for sure.

| f you can have Exhibit P, please, | think that
was a set of docunments handed up by M. Roberts.
If I can just el aborate further on that, | don't
think this was prepared by ne because of all the
redactions init. M original didn't have any
redactions and | don't renmenber maki ng any.

I f you can go quickly to Exhibit 83, tab 13, to
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

your M ssing Persons Revi ew Team Case

| nvestigati on Log.

THE REA STRAR | just have to find out what that is. That

M5. BUTCHER

o » O » O

was P, not T.

It may be T. | may have m sheard that. Yes. |If
you |l ook in Exhibit T for your copy -- another
copy of your log of Hi scox contact.

It's ny recollection that this is the one
originally prepared.

Now, if we can go to tab 13 in Exhibit 83, the

M ssi ng Persons Revi ew Team case investigation

| og.

Yes.

Go to page 85 and particularly to the 29th of
July, 1999.

|"msorry, | don't knowif | have the right one
here. 83.

Yes.

Tab 85?

No, tab 13.

|"msorry, can you give nme the date again?

The page is 85 and the date I'mlooking at is the
29th of July.

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

That's your handwiting | take it?

Yes.

You'll see there is there a note, if | read it
correctly it says: "Redo Hi scox |og".

Yes.

Looki ng at that, does that refresh your nenory or
assist you in telling us when you created the
typed version of the H scox | o0g?

It doesn't because I'mnot sure if that's -- I'm
not sure what |'mreferring to there. | wouldn't
be able to specul ate.

Your notes with respect to Hiscox were originally
handwitten and put in the tip file?

Yes.

Were they distributed at all?

No.

Was the typed investigation, whether it's the
docunment in Exhibit T or the docunent in Exhibit
82, distributed at all?

Not in an official -- not up the chain, if that's
what you're asking. | think it was shared anong
investigators to look after details but | don't
recall it ever going up the chain of command.

| ndeed, you were quite aware of the obligation

upon you as a police officer to maintain the
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

confidence and privacy of Hi scox as an informnt?
Yes.

And you were keeping the information with respect
to Hi scox close to your chest?

| thought so, yes.

I f you can go now please to Exhibit 82, tab Al2.
Yes.

That should be a nmeno fromyou to acting

| nspect or Dur eau.

That's correct.

Dat ed August 27, 19887

Yes.

That is your first conmunication -- your first
status report of the steps you've taken in this
i nvestigation to sonebody up the chain of
command; is that correct?

| believe so. M first witten conmunication
certainly.

And there is nothing -- by this tine you' ve
already received a fair bit of information from
H scox?

Yes.

And you've interviewed Victim97 at the wonen's
pri son about six days before this nmeno was

witten?

89



© 00 N oo o B~ W N Bk

N NN N NN R P PR R R R R R R
a A W N P O O 0O N O 0o M W N+, O

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

Yes.

And neither of those two investigative steps are
included in this report to acting |Inspector

Dur eau?

That's correct.

This report is not copied to Staff Sergeant
Gles, isit?

No, it's not.

Can you tell us why you're reporting directly to
Dur eau?

| believe Sergeant Field directed ne to do so
because she said that he hoped for an update
because | had been keeping her apprised verbally
about the way things were going with Hi scox.

Now, around Novenber of -- in Novenber of 1998
you were having sone discussions with Corporal
Connor at the Coquitlam RCVP about the steps or
t he assistance that the Vancouver Police could
offer to their detachnent?

That's correct.

If | can take you please to Exhibit U tab 1
your interview with Deputy Chief Evans.

Yes.

And if we can go please to page 109.

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

l"mgoing to read in sonme of the questions and

answers put to you begi nning at the bottom of

page 109 by line 21, Deputy Chief Evans asked you
this:

Q Ckay. And on Novenber 4th, you | eave a
message for Connor, because | think you had
spoken to Staff Sergeant Gles at the tineg,
and you're saying that VPD are willing to
pay costs associated to a UC project, FLIR,
a JFO Did you ever get information back as
to why this was never pursued?

A No.

Q At this tinme?

A No.

I f we skip down a bit to line 11 you say this:

A No, she was gone.

"She" was Sergeant Field?

Yes.

A And | renenber, | renmenber | think I had
that conversation directly with Brock. He
was the acting staff sergeant, but |
remenber we, we spoke directly about that?

Q Brock G| es?

>

Yes.

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

A And then he said, "Yeah, you know, |et them
know, we'll help in any way we can," and he
naned those things specifically, uhm and
| et M ke know that .

Yes.

That comment by you about what Gl es had said was

obvi ously true?

Yes, absolutely. | recall also because -- it

stands out in ny mnd, soneone fromthe

organi zation | felt nade a hel pful suggestion and

a suggestion in terns of offering help and

of fering assi stance.

You certainly told LePard about this back in 2002

or maybe 2003, hadn't you?

Yes, | believe.

| don't know if you have -- |I'll read you a

comrent fromyour statenent at the bottom of page

6. Do you have that with you?

6 in the LePard report?

No, your statenent to LePard, your first

statenent. | have a copy if you need it, but

"Il just read it to you and see if you accept

it. This is what you told LePard:
| renmenber nmeeting with Staff Sergeant Brock

G les and Brock said that the VPD woul d be
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

willing to put up noney for the FLIR photos
for surveillance for UCO for whatever we
needed to do to rule Pickton in or out.
That's correct.
Again, that's an earlier statenent about Gles
wi | lingness to provide resources to this
i nvestigation if asked?
Absol utely, yes.
And the problem arose, as you perceive it anyway,
because you were never asked by the RCWP to
provi de those things |ater on?
| recall communicating that information to
Cor poral Connor and he appreciated it,
appreciated the offer, and ny inpression was that
they woul d get back to us with what they needed.
"' mgoing to suggest that that was an exanpl e of
Staff Sergeant G| es' professionalism
Absol utely, | found himto be a good resource for
me. Wien | was able to | would ask him-- just
internms of -- especially ny initial dealings
Wi th the source, he was very hel pful in terns of
meki ng suggestions with respect to ny keeping a
| og and things because | was very inexperienced
at that tine.

You found hi mapproachabl e, collegial and
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

encour agi ng?

Yes.

On the occasion that you did approach himfor

hel p?

Yes. To be clear, we didn't have a ot of
interactions and that was mainly because he was
away quite sporadically during that tinme but |
found himto be quite approachabl e when he was
present.

Can | take you back into Exhibit 83 -- no,
Exhibit 82, tab A25. | think that's an incorrect
reference. No, it is the correct reference.
This is a nmeno that you wote to Chief Constable
Chanbers directly on February 23, 19997

Yes, that's correct.

| think you've told us that you wote that neno
at the request of Sergeant Field?

| believe so, yes.

And, again, there's no reference in there about
the details of the informati on being provided by
people like H scox and Victim 97?

Yes.

It's not copied to anybody else in that chain of
comuand?

That's correct. | don't recall if it went up the
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

chain or directly. M inpression is it probably
went directly to the chief, but it's nornmal
practice if it does go up the chain that you
address it to the first person in the chain.

If I go a few tabs down to nunber 29, that is the
meno that you circulated at the neeting with the
Attorney General ?

Yes.

Again, | think you' ve gone through why perhaps
you weren't at that neeting discussing informnt

i nformation or specifics about w tness
information, but you'll agree it's not in that
docunent ?

That's correct, yes.

Those facts are not referenced in that docunent?
That's correct.

Gles was not at that neeting, was he?

No. You'll know this better than ne, but it's ny
i npressi on he may have been off sick at that tine
as well, but he was not in that neeting.

Copi es of that docunment were sinply distributed
to the people who were at that neeting?

That is true, and it was ny thought that this did
go up the chain because | thought | had seen

somewher e where Deputy McQui nness had an advance
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

copy but | just can't recall exactly. | don't
know if it went up the chain or not.

You have not seen anything to suggest Gles had a
copy?

| have not, no.

If we can go into Exhibit 83, tab 1. This is the
record of the brainstorm ng -- what everybody has
been calling the brainstorm ng session?

Yes.

Are you confident that everybody listed in that
meno was actually at that nmeeting, or is it
possi bl e that that |ist includes people who were
invited but did not attend?

It's possible. | can't recall if all those
peopl e were for certain there.

Can we all take it that that neeting was the
genesis or led to the creation of the group that
was then forned | ater that nonth?

| think probably it was nore of the -- it was
probably nore the Spokane conversati ons,

believe. Actually, I'mwong about that.

don't think this neeting was necessarily a
catalyst for that. | think many of the events of
that tinme period cane together to have that

happen.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

And certainly one of those -- one of the events
t hat was happening is recorded in your neno at
tab 4 dated May 14, 1999, which if I'mcorrect is
the first request by you for nore resources?
Yes, for nore human resources for sure.

And those resources -- if you look at tab 5, that
is Field s neno sending your nmeno straight to

Bi ddl econbe?

Yes, | believe so.

Tab 6 is Biddleconbe's reference of that on My
19 up to Doern who was then the acting chief?
Yes.

Doern is another of those people you have
identified as being supportive, being
under st andi ng of the investigative needs of your
group?

| may have said that at sone point. | don't
recal | .

Today woul d you accept that?

Honestly, | don't have a lot of recollection. |
mean, | knew himbut | don't have a |lot of
recollection of his involvenent one way or the
ot her.

Certainly tab 8 in that collection of docunents,

t he announcenent by Bi ddl econbe of the formation
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

of the review group?

Yes.

|"mgoing to suggest to you that that was a very
pronpt response to your request for nore
resources?

| agree.

Tab 9 is a docunent that appears to mnute a
nmeeting of the Mssing Persons Review Teanf

Yes.

Do you know who aut hored that?

| don't.

Three lines up fromthe bottomthere's this
coment: "Wekly update to Brock and Fred
concerns equi pment proposals," et cetera. That's
obviously Brock Gles and Fred Bi ddl econbe?

Yes.

That didn't happen over the next nonths, did it?
No, | don't believe it did, not with that

consi stency or regularity certainly.

There were neetings of the review group fromtime
totime, Gles attended two or three of those?
That's ny recol |l ection, yes.

If you can go to tab 45 in this collection. This
is a nmeno authored by you on COctober 21, 1999,

indicating that as at that date on there were
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

going to be teamneetings at 8:30 every Tuesday
and Thur sday?

That's correct. That was the nmeno | was
referring to earlier with respect to this issue.
Did those team neetings take place every Tuesday
and Thursday as proposed there?

Yes, for the nost part they did.

Who was invited?

Menbers of Project Anelia.

Are you aware of whether Gles was able to attend
any of those tw ce weekly neetings?

| don't recall. He nmay have been at one or two
but I wouldn't be able to say for sure.

Tab 47, this is a report fromField directly up

the chain to McQGui nness?

Yes.
And | just want to ask you about -- if you go to
page -- we have a page 94 in the bottom | eft-hand

corner, probably the fourth or fifth page of this
meno.
Yes.

A note there that to date the M ssing Persons

Revi ew Team has -- | don't know if that next word
is "worked" or "received" -- 494 hours of
overti ne.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

| believe it's "incurred".

That woul d have been in about a five-nmonth period
from May?

Yes.

And you'll agree with ne that that was a generous
all ot ment of overtine resources?

| think that it was with respect to sone
surveillance activities that we did. It's hard
for me to characterize it as "generous" because
that's what it takes to conduct surveill ance.
The overtine was bei ng nade avail able to do what
you needed or requested to be done?

Yes.

| want to take you to what Ms. Wnteringham the
| ast | awyer, described as your exit nmeno, tab 88
in Exhibit 83.

Yes.

I f you could go to the page again using the bulk
nunbering systemon this docunent, page 93 of
4147

Yes.

Under the heading Crimnal Perspective you say
this: As | wite this -- sorry, | should go
back. This was a report to Inspector Cordie

Spencer who has taken over from Bi ddl econbe?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

Yes. Sergeant Field had asked -- well, actually,
| did this on ny initiative as a wap-up, but
yes, it's to Gord Spencer.

Again, this is your final report to your

supervi sors and manager about your work on the

file?

Yes.

You wote this: "As | wite this, we have very
few | eads on a solid suspect or suspects."” And

there's sonme description of sonme suspects on the
next two pages, but woul d you today | ooking back
on that say that's understating it? Wuld you
like to rewite those words today?

| think I can understand why | wote themin the
context of how the Pickton investigation
progressed and essentially -- in ny viewthe
investigation had died. | didn't know still the
ci rcunstances by which that investigation by
Coqui tl am had stopped or by who, so | was -- |
woul dn't say assum ng but speculating that it
woul d be ny hope they woul d have found a reason
to potentially either discredit sone of the
information we had or rule it out or sonmething to
t hat degree, but | wasn't confident of that and

that was why | continued to have M. Pickton in
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

here. That was ny mndset at the tine. |
acknow edge that | probably could have been nore
speci fic.

Believe ne, | amnot being critical because
there's an enornous difference between a
perception of events at the tine and hindsi ght
that can be applied.

Yes.

But today -- and |I'm not suggesting you should
have witten sonmething different at the tine --
but today with hindsight do you think you should
have rewitten it or that the | anguage in that
sentence should be different?

There are many things | would rewite in

hi ndsi ght, but | think ny | anguage probably is a
little careful here and in hindsight I may not
have chosen to wite it in quite that way.

Just on that point, the |language -- you' ve got a
degree in English?

Yes.

You' ve obviously been a witer both
professionally and sem -professionally, if | can
call witing TV scripts part-tine

sem - pr of essi onal ?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Butcher

Ms. Wnteringhamtook you to the fact that during
1999 your unit did not -- at |east you did not
realize that there were nore wonen goi ng m ssing
during that year?

That's correct.

When did you | earn that wonen had gone m ssing
during 1999?

| don't knowif | could say for sure. | do
remenber in |earning of sone of M. Pickton's
victinms that that information started to conme out
in the nedia and | learned of it then. | think
heard a little bit in this inquiry about Cara
Ellis and her file and that was one that | said |
just felt sick about because | was unaware of it.
It cane in pieces of dribs and drabs for ne.

You could certainly say today that you weren't
aware of the 1999 victins until after Pickton's
arrest?

Absol utely.

" mgoing to suggest to you as one | ast question
that there's no witten record of any

communi cati on by you of the know edge you had of
Hiscox or Victim97 to Staff Sergeant G les prior
to himleaving the section?

That's correct, M. Comm ssi oner.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

BUTCHER  Thank you. Those are ny questions.

COW SSI ONER: Thank you, M. Butcher.

CHRI STIE: Yes. (Good afternoon. It's Vanessa Christie.
Did you want to take the lunch break now, M.
Comm ssi oner, or should | get started? | don't
anticipate to be that |ong.

COW SSI ONER: What do you nean by "that long"? It's a
favourite expression.

CHRISTIE: | would say about 20 m nutes.

COW SSI ONER: How are we doing tinme-w se?

BUTCHER: W' re ahead.

BROOKS: Actually, | don't have the list in front of ne.

BUTCHER: | was scheduled to go into the afternoon.

COW SSIONER: W' || take the break.

REG STRAR  The hearing is now adjourned until 1:30.

( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 12:23 P.MN.)
( PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT 1:34 P.V.)

REA STRAR Order. This hearing is now resuned.

COW SSIONER: Ms. Christi e.

CHRI STIE: Again, Vanessa Christie, and | appear on behal f
of two former Vancouver Police Departnent
menbers. One is fornmer -- at least with his |ast
hat -- fornmer Chief Constable Terry Blythe and
al so Deputy Chief John Unger.

COW SSIONER: Al right.
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Q Good afternoon, Detective Constabl e Shenher.

Just a few questions for you if | can

Sone of these dates, Detective Constable
Shenher, may not nean a whole lot to you but if |
can try and set the tinmefrane for you as to when
Chi ef Blythe and Deputy Chief Unger were in their
positions so we can sort of get a context to the
guestions |I'm asking you.

As far as | understand it, Chief Blythe was
previously a deputy chief in charge of the
Qperations Division, and as far as | understand
the dates, at least within the terns of reference
of the comm ssion, January '97 to about the
sunmer, June of '99, before he becane at | east
interimor acting chief at the tinme. So taking
me at my word for those tinmefranes, did you have
any interaction wwth Terry Blythe during that
ti meframe when he was Deputy Chief Constable in
charge of Operations?
| don't recall any, no.

And fromthe position you were in, and the chain
of command as it is, would you nornmally have any
interaction with the deputy chief constable in

charge of operations?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

| don't think | even knew who any of them were at
that stage in ny career

That's kind of separate fromthe departnent you
were in or the area you were in?

Yes.

Wth respect to when Terry Blythe becones --
again, accepting the dates as | say themto you
unl ess you di sagree, Terry Blythe was acting

Chi ef Constable in charge of the Vancouver Police
Departnment from June '99 until October 1999 to
when he was confirned in his position as chi ef
and he remained in that position until he
retired. Do you renenber Chief Blythe becom ng

t he chief?

| do vaguely.

As chief constable, did you have any personal
interaction with M. Blythe, Chief Blythe?

Not that | recall, no.

And you had nentioned a couple days ago in your
testi nony Chief Chanbers and you talked a little
bit about -- the way | think it canme up was in
relation -- we were tal king about the worKking
group and you were saying that in your inpression
that was kind of just on paper, the working

group. Do you renenber giving that testinony a
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

few days ago?

| remenber saying that. | don't renmenber it in
conjunction with Chief Chanbers at all.

At the time was that the time when Chief Chanbers
was the chief; is that your recollection?

I n Septenber '98, yes, | believe so.

He woul d have been the chief at the tine?

Yes, | believe so.

Did you notice, and you nay not have, did you
notice any change in the departnent, Detective
Const abl e Shenher, when the chiefs changed, when
it went from Chief Chanbers to Chief Bl ythe,
positively or negatively for that matter?

| really -- | definitely noticed sort of a
collective sigh of relief -- and, again, | want
to stress ny real know edge of the departnent at
that level at that tinme, and I'll speak to that a
little nore later, was very limted.

When you say sigh of relief, what do you nean?
There was just a perception and, again, |I'm
relying on sonme of ny nore senior colleagues to
sort of set the stage a little bit at that point
for me in conversations, but there was a sense

t hat under Chief Chanbers' reign there were a | ot

of resource issues that nmade it very difficult
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

for managers to staff their section. W were, |
bel i eve, |abouring under fairly significant
manpower shortages at that tinme. M recollection
is the norale was | ow and there was a perceived

| ack of connection between the chief's office and
the rest of the departnent.

So woul d you say or did you take notice of it at
all, would you say that was starting to i nprove
under Chief Blythe?

| don't knowif | recall ever sensing anything
direct nyself but | likely wouldn't have at that
stage in ny career

Because of the rank you had at the tine?

Just because even back then there seened to be --
| think it's nore about ny seniority because now
| have nore peers in the nmanagenent |evel so |
have nore know edge. Really, there were people
wal ki ng around there that | had no i dea who they
were at that point in ny career.

Did you have any sense or hear any sort of
runbl i ngs around the departnent, Detective

Const abl e, about the fact that Chief Blythe had
very much an open door policy and he was chief,
keeping that in mnd, for the departnent and he

wanted to send that nessage to the departnent at
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

| arge that he had this open door policy and he
wanted to encourage that?

| had heard things to that effect in later
dealings in ny next position in the Dversity

Rel ati ons Section, | canme to learn that was his
appr oach.

| think you had said some things, Detective

Const abl e Shenher, as you were testifying that it
was unconfortable for you to sort of nove up the
| adder, nove up the chain of command and speak to
people in the junior position you were in in the
early days of this investigation; is that fair?
That is fair. Wuat | neant is certainly unless
asked or invited. | was quite confortable if
invited to give ny input, but I wasn't
confortabl e going outside the chain in that way
unless it was specified to ne | could do so.

| take it it was never specified you couldn't do
so in any formal way?

No, but with nost cultures it's inplied.

You under st ood?

Absol utely.

After it becane Chief Blythe did you ever attenpt
to go to himpersonally wth any kind of issues

t hat you had?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

Not personally, no.

Or any concerns you had?

l"monly thinking with respect to the Fell and
Wl thers issue | was asked to respond to that but
| don't think it was intended to be direct.

Even with the Fell and Wl thers issue did you
have any direct contact with Chief Blythe on

t hat ?

No.

Were you aware, Detective Constabl e Shenher, that
when Chi ef Blythe becane the chief he chose new
deputies to formpart of his team so to speak?
| was aware of that, yes.

Carolyn Daley, is that a nane you're famliar
with?

Yes, it is.

Did you have any interaction wth Carol yn Dal ey?
| did. | knew her well actually.

Any perception of her generally as a deputy

chi ef ?

Very nmuch by the book, professional. | think
soneone who really | aboured within the cul ture,
woul d say, but a respected nenber of the

organi zation certainly.

And Gary Geer, is that a nane you're famliar
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

with?

It is.

That was al so one of the deputies?

| believe so. If you asked ne to nane them|
don't think I could have, but yes.

Did you have any interaction with Gary Geer or
any sense of what kind of deputy chief he was?

| didn't really have a | ot of know edge of it. |
know Dave Di ckson and Detective | nspector Rossno
t hought well of himbut | didn't have any
interaction with himexcept those coupl e of
nmeet i ngs.

John Unger was one of the deputy chiefs as well,
you've nmentioned hima little bit already in your
testi nony?

Yes.

Did you have any personal interaction with Deputy
Chi ef Unger?

| don't believe so.

"1l get to the inpressions that you nentioned
coupl e of days ago in a nonent.

Yes.

One point | want to touch on, a couple days ago
we were tal king about with respect to Rossnb and

the reports that he was doi ng and your i npression
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

of how he did or did not affect the
investigation, and | just want to ask you a bit
about education in the departnent. You're

tal ki ng about the fact obviously Detective

| nspector Rossno, that was his rank, he had sone
hi gher degree of education obviously?

Uh- huh.

He's not the only one in the departnent that had
sone | evel of higher education such as a

bachel or's degree or onward; is that right?

No, that's correct. There was sone nenbers that
had bachel or' degrees, not a lot, | couldn't say
how many, and very few wi th advanced degrees, a
coupl e | aw degrees, a couple of master's degrees
in various disciplines but not a |ot.

Is it fair to say, Detective Constable Shenher

if you know, would you agree it was encouraged by
the departnent to get higher education?

That was an interesting dichotony that existed.

| know at the tinme | was recruited and there were
a |lot of people going through the recruitnent
process that was becom ng a greater and greater
focus in the departnent's recruiting, but | think
what nmany peopl e found when they cane on the

departnent and becane exposed to the culture,
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

there was -- | certainly don't want to paint
everyone |like this but there was certainly a
climate of -- | think the ol der peopl e al ways
probably say this about newer people in the

organi zation but, "These young kids, they have

degrees but they still live at hone, they don't
have any |ife experience.”" You heard life
experience, |ife experience all the tine. | had
life experience, | didn't have a problem | had

gone away to school at 17, but | think that
definitely existed within the departnment and |
don't know exactly the educational |evels of al
our senior managenent, but fromwhat | do know
not many of them!|l don't think held any degrees
and | think there was a perception that certainly
Detective Inspector Rossnb was this educated
person with no life experience and | think it was
unfair.

One nore point on the education issue, Detective
Const abl e Shenher, did you know that the
departnent woul d actually pay for education?

| did know that. |[|'ve been able to take

advant age of that on different occasions.

O reinburse a nenber for education they've

achi eved?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

Yes.

Is it fair to say, Detective Constable Shenher

t hat hi gher education wasn't sonething that was
frowned upon by the institution or the departnent
at large; is that fair to say? Just certain
menbers woul d have certain inpressions of people
because they had achi eved certain things?

| think there was definitely an attenpt to nove
us into the nodern age and there was certainly an
effort there, but it was difficult because you
had a | ot of people at the top end of the
departnent that had gotten there through the
school of hard knocks and experience and didn't
necessarily subscribe to that.

| ' ve asked you briefly about John Unger already
but sone dates just to put it in sone sort of
context for you, detective constable. John
Unger, as | understand it -- again |ooking at the
terms of reference here -- both of these nenbers
obvi ously had |ong careers, but |ooking at the
timefrane we're tal ki ng about, John Unger was
deputy chief constable in charge of the
Qperations Division of the Vancouver Police
Departnment from Septenber '98 to April '99 and
again fromJune '99 to April 20007
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

"1l accept those dates. | just don't know.

Then Deputy Chief Unger was the Deputy Chief in
charge of the Investigation division fromApri
2000 to the end of when M. Pickton was arrested
in February of 2002. Again, looking at the terns
of reference; does that nmake sense?

Yes, | believe so.

Did you have any contact with M. Unger
personal |y, Deputy Chief Unger, in either of

t hose positions?

| renmenber a couple of tinmes being in the

el evator with him "H ," "H," that kind of

thing, but that's it.

Wth respect to one of the comments that you
referred to in your testinony, Detective

Const abl e Shenher, | don't necessarily -- unless
you need me to | won't take you to the statenent
-- but there were certain statenents nade in
preparation for the LePard report when you were
interviewed, there was certain coments nade with

respect to Deputy Chief Unger. One of the things

that you had said, again, I'll show this to you
if you need it but I'll read it to you for now
unl ess you need to see it: "I would hear that

certain managers |like Unger | was told would say
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

they were 'just a bunching of fucking hookers'."
Do you recall saying that?

| heard that from sonmeone third hand that said
they were in a neeting and heard words to that
ef fect, yes.

That is not sonething -- Detective Constable
Shenher, that's not sonmething heard directly
certainly from Deputy Chief Unger in any of his
positions?

That's correct.

And do you know even who you heard it fronf

| can't even recall, no.

Do you ever recall, Detective Constabl e Shenher,
hearing that quote or anything close to that
quote directly from anyone as far as them sayi ng
it, not that it's being reported that soneone

el se m ght have, but did you ever hear that type
of comrent from anyone directly?

| think | heard it from Detective Constabl es Fel
and Wl t hers.

Are those the only two nenbers you heard those
comments fromdirectly?

Yes.

It's fair to say, Detective Constabl e Shenher,

that that wasn't your inpression of how the
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by Ms. Christie

majority of the departnment felt; is that fair?

| don't really know how they felt. | didn't hear
any of those kinds of things fromanyone else. |
had no reason to think they felt that way.

One other comment that | just want to take you to
and, again, we don't need to turn it up, in your
interviewin the LePard interview. Again, |'ll
just read this to you and if you need to see it
"1l be happy to do that. This is what | have
fromthe interview "I think | failed to
under st and t hroughout the process that there was
an attitude from McGui nness and Unger t hat

what ever we were doing was a favour to the wonen,
a nice to do, because we were not obliged to do
anyt hi ng because we didn't have evidence that we
had a killer." Do you renenber saying that?

| do.

Again, fromthe nouth of Deputy Chief Unger, did
you ever hear himsaying that that was his

m ndset, that there was this favour bei ng done
for wonen?

No. M. Comm ssioner, if |I could | want to
address that. At the tinme | gave the LePard
interview | was extrenely angry at the

organi zation at large, extrenely bitter, and ny
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

feeling reflected what | perceived and stil
believe to be a very hands-off managenent style
in terns of investigations which |'m happy to
report is not the case of the VPD anynore.
There's a | ot nore managenent engagenent than

t here had been.

THE COMM SSIONER: | think she has already said that she had

MS. CHRI STI E:
Q

no personal contact w th Unger.
Ri ght .

One final point | wanted to raise with you

Det ecti ve Const abl e Shenher. You raised the nane

Gord Spencer and it's been a nane that's been
rai sed here as well, but you raised himin a
positive way when you were speaking to LePard.
How di d you see Gord Spencer involved in a
positive way in the investigation or assisting
you if he did?

Both Sergeant Field and I recall sitting down
wi th I nspector Spencer when he canme into the
Maj or Crinmes Section and having conversations
about how to nove specifically the Pickton
information forward, and | sensed fromhima

| evel of engagenent and probl em sol ving that
hadn't previously existed. |In the previous

regines it was nore oversight al nost or al nost

118



© 00 N oo o B~ W N Bk

N NN N NN R P PR R R R R R R
a A W N P O O 0O N O 0o M W N+, O

> O » O » O

QO

A

M5. CHRI STI E

Q

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

managenent as a figurehead as opposed to actually
a wor ki ng nmenber of our teans and, as | said,
that was the beginning of that style that now I
know exists in our Major Crines Section, it's
much nore col |l aborative. The managers are al
very experienced Major Crine investigators that
have noved up, people |like Deputy LePard and
Superi nt endent Porteous.

The tinmeframe for -- is it Inspector Spencer?
Yes.

The tinmeframe for him is that in 2000 roughly?
At some point in 2000, | believe, yes.

Spring of 2000 nmaybe?

| think so. | believe he was there April 2000 or
early May.

One final point, when use the term "nmanagenent"
or "managers," what are you referring to?

The I nspector |evel and above.

Thank you. Those are all ny questions.

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you, Ms. Christie.
MR, DELBIA O M. Conmmssioner, it's Craig DelBigio for Brian

Mc QUi nness.

THE COW SSI ONER:  Yes.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR. DELBI G O

You' || be encouraged to hear you're nearly done
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

but disheartened to hear that you' re not quite

t here yet.

Thank you.

Sonme of the previous |lawers stolen ny thunder so
"1l be briefer than | thought | mght be. The
foll ow-up on the questions that you were just
asked about, the coment about favour bei ng done,
my client is M. MQ@inness and you never heard
hi mutter a phrase such as that, did you?

No. | would reiterate nmy answer.

|"ve listened to your testinony over the past
days with interest, and | guess what |'mleft
wWth is the inpression, and | guess ny question
to you is, the nature of this investigation is
incredibly difficult?

Yes.

And you have testified about personality issues.
| don't intend to ask you any questions about
those but | just want to see if | can recap sone
of the things that were done that causes an
investigation of this sort to be so very
difficult inits nature.

Yes.

By the way, M. Butcher asked you a question to

this effect, but now that M. Pickton has been
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

convicted as a nurderer it's, in effect, easy to
| ook back and see how the pieces fit together in
retrospect, isn't it?

It's certainly easier, yes.

Your job of course was the difficult one of
collecting the pieces and trying to nmake sense of
t hen?

Yes.

You were working long, long hours to collect the
pi eces, and | guess sone of the difficulties that
you had -- again, just to recap -- there were no
bodi es?

Yes.

There was no crine scene or crinme scenes?

That's correct.

There was no forensic evidence froma crine scene
that would point you in one direction or another?
Yes.

There were no eyewi tnesses to any one or any
nunber of incidents?

That's correct.

There was often inprecise information as to when
or where a person was | ast seen?

Yes.

And sonetines no information at all?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

Yes.

It was both difficult and | abour intensive to
determ ne whet her the people were mssing or in
fact dead?

Yes.

But that was a necessary step for you to take?
When | say "you," for the teanf

That's correct.

The DNA science as | heard your testinony, the
DNA science at the tine as conpared to today was
undevel oped or underdevel oped?

Yes, it was very new.

| nf or mati on managenent through conputers was
undevel oped as conpared to today?

Yes.

The net hods of nmj or case nanagenent were
under devel oped as conpared to today?

Yes.

You used nmany resources. You used M. RossnD?
Yes.

You utilized the resources of RCMP profilers?
Yes.

You used the resources of US authorities with
expertise in this area?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

Phot ogr aphs were shown to a nultitude of people?
Yes.

Questionnaires were distributed or adm ni stered?
Yes.

Bad date sheets were conpil ed?

Yes.

You held a community neeting and you handed out
your card so that people could contact you?

Yes.

Did you get many responses to that?

| don't recall actually. [|'mnot sure.

There was an award that was of fered?

Rewar d, vyes.

Reward, sorry. You were making inquiries of the
coroner?

Yes.

O the public trustee?

Yes.

O the vital statistics?

Yes.

You were nmaking inquiries of hospital stay

i nformation?

Yes.

You were nmaking inquiries both within the

Provi nce of BC and outside of the Provi nce of BC?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

Yes, that's right.

By virtue of the -- you had received hundreds of
tips; is that fair?

Eventual |l y, yes.

Both by virtue of the tips that you received but
al so by virtue of the nature of the

i nvestigation, there were a nunber of people of
interest that were presented to you?

Yes.

Sonme were better than others but, nonethel ess,
your job as an investigator is to get evidence to
ei ther include or exclude then?

That's correct.

That requires -- to include or exclude requires
i nvestigation?

Yes, it does.

You had the problemthat nmaybe there was one
killer and maybe there was nore than one killer?
Yes.

Maybe the killer or killers were working al one
and maybe they were working with an acconplice of
sonme sort?

Yes.

You had the difficulty that information you had

received fromHi scox referred to another party
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

and so it included hearsay information?

Yes.

Hear say informati on which you had no i dea how
recent it was or howreliable it was?

That's correct.

You told the comm ssioner that you had sought the
advi ce of Hom cide investigators Crook and Pranzl
and Aitken | think it was?

And Fi el di ng.

Those were sone of the nost senior hom cide

i nvestigators at the tine?

Yes.

They had done about 150 hom ci de investigations
bet ween t hen?

| know they had done a | ot, yes.

They said to you that the informati on you
received i s not enough, nore investigation was
required?

Yes.

You recogni zed as an officer that despite the
pressures you need to follow the law in what you
do?

Yes.

Sonebody asked you about whet her you had attended

at the property, the Pickton farm and you said
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

you had not ?

That's correct.

For exanpl e, you understood that there were
strict | aws about trespass?

Yes.

About getting wiretaps or search warrants, such
i nvestigative steps; right?

Yes.

You understood that wwthin all of this you were
required to bal ance interests as well. For
exanpl e, you testified about the objective on the
one hand of pursuing an investigation and on
other of not driving H scox into a further life
of addiction?

Yes.

You understood that what you needed was not | ust
information -- in order to conplete an

i nvestigation you needed not just information but
sonet hing that would constitute adm ssible

evi dence?

That's correct.

The two are quite different fromone another, at
| east potentially?

Yes.

You needed adm ssi bl e evidence to convert a
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

person of interest to a suspect?

Yes.

And a suspect to an accused?

Yes.

And an accused to a person convicted of a
crimnal offence?

Yes.

And sone investigators say that in addition to
hard work an el enment of luck is needed in nost

i nvestigations; would you agree with that?

| would agree with that.

Because sonetines it's sinply luck that causes a
pi ece of information that proves to be critical
to drop onto your |ap?

Yes.

At the tine that you had left you had put in the
hard work but you hadn't had the luck yet?
Actually, | thought | had the luck when | first
sat down at the termnal and ran M. Pickton

t hrough there and saw that '97 incident.

t hought that was the | uck.

It took you close but your hard work, because of
all these things I've took you through, there was
nore hard work to do?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

You were asked a question about information that
was not given to you, CPIC information that

Pi ckt on was stopped in the Downtown Eastside on a
coupl e of eveni ngs?

Yes.

Is it fair to say -- nowin retrospect, you know
that on those occasions that he was stopped he
wasn't arrested or charged with anything; right?
| believe that's correct. It was a check

So that was information that woul d have been of
interest to you but not necessarily case breaking
i nformation?

Not in and of itself, no.

Did you have at the tine any sense of how many
men were going to the Downtown Eastside on any
gi ven week or nmonth to purchase sexual services?
Only fromny undercover work nyself, just the
steady stream of cars goi ng by.

Hundr eds?

In the course of a week?

Yes.

Absol utel y hundreds, naybe even thousands.

The other factor that you needed to take into
account as an investigator is that while it is

proper to | ook at or to distinguish sonme persons
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

of interest as stronger than others, on the other
side of that coin is you nust avoid tunnel
vision; right?

Certainly.

That's anot her bal ance you need to achi eve as an
i nvestigator?

Yes.

So you need to cast the net wi de enough and be

t hor ough enough to nake sure that the person of
interest that you ultimately focus upon is the
ri ght person?

In terns of casting the net, | just want to
clarify that | didn't have to go searching for
persons of interest, but certainly any that were
comng fromas a result of the files or other
informati on we were getting | couldn't discount
until we conducted an investigation.

| guess based upon all of these factors and
conplexities, the task that you were involved in
was a very, very difficult one by its general

nat ure?

Yes.

M. Crossin asked you a question this norning
about your interviewwith Oficer Evans.

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

You testified that based upon the information
that Evans had -- the background was he was
aski ng you about certain comrents in your report
and you said: Based upon the information she had
these are fair assessnents there is nore to it.
Yes.

Do you recall that exchange, question and answer
roughly that you had with M. Crossin?

You need to refresh ne a little bit nore.

| can go to ny question and say that you have
spent nmuch nore time giving information to the
comm ssion over the course of this week than you
did giving information to Oficer Evans sinply
interns --

In terms of hours, yes, absolutely.

You have referred to nore docunents in the course
of this comm ssion than you did in your dealings
with Ms. Evans?

| believe so, yes.

The testinony to the comm ssion is nore

conpr ehensi ve than the informati on you gave to
O ficer Evans?

Yes.

" mgoing to ask you a couple of questions about

M. H scox and that information.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

Yes.

When counsel for the conm ssion was aski ng you
guestions -- all | have is ny notes so | nust
apologize if it's inaccurately witten down --
but you were asked a question about who knew
about H scox?

Yes.

And your answer was you thought everyone, but M.
But cher al so asked you sonme questions about that
t oday.

Yes.

| take it because Hi scox was an informant his
identity needed to be protected?

Yes.

And so it was the investigative team who knew
about him but otherwi se his information was --
his identity was confidential?

| believe so. |I'madmttedly unclear around that
point. | know | comunicated it to the team and
beyond that | don't know whet her anyone el se
woul d have communi cated it up the chain or
anything |ike that.

You never wote any neno, for exanple, to ny
client M. MQiinness setting out the details

about Hi scox's identity and the information he
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VR

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

had provi ded?
No, | don't believe so.
You attended a -- you prepared the neno for the

meeting with the Attorney General ?

A Yes.

Q You attended at that neeting?

A Yes.

Q Aong wth a variety of others but including ny
client?

A Yes.
There was an e-mail that has been -- there was an
e-mai | that has been discussed fromny client in
whi ch you were copied, "Do we have a probl em
her e?"

A Can you direct nme to that? | don't have a date
for that.

DELBIG O | was afraid you were going to ask ne. M ght

approach the w tness?

THE COW SSI ONER: Yes.

VR

DELBI G O

Q You never replied to that e-mail?

A | think I was copied on it so | would have spoken
to Sergeant Field about it, but I wouldn't have
replied directly to Deputy M Qui nness.

Q I'mgoing to show the witness Exhibit 72, tab 12.

132



© 00 N oo o B~ W N Bk

N NN N NN R P PR R R R R R R
a A W N P O O 0O N O 0o M W N+, O

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

It's the Downt own Eastside M ssing Persons
Working Goup, M. Comm ssioner, it's a single

docunent.

THE COMWM SSIONER:  Tell nme what it is so we don't have to read

al ong.

MR. DELBIA O Downtown Eastside M ssing Person Wrking G oup

with handwiting fromBrian Mc on the bottom

s this a docunent you've seen before?

|"ve seen the docunent but | don't think with the
annotations on it.

The annotations are: "I've approved Detective

| nspector Rossnp's participation in this task
force. Please ensure that our people assist him
in any way they can. Thanks. Brian M, A
Chief. You had not seen that transcription
bef or e?

No, | don't think I have.

' mgoing to show you one nore docunent. |'l]
show it to nmy friends. |'mshow ng you a
docunent entitled Vancouver Police Departnent
Qper ations Support Division dated Septenber 1,
1998. Is this a docunent that you have seen
before from McQui nness to a variety of people?

| don't recall having seen this before.

It is -- 1'"Il let you hang on to that and return
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-examr by M. Del Bigio

to ny podium This is VPD 006-003153.

Yes.

And this is a docunent from McGui nness to Bl ythe
with others who have been copi ed?

Yes.

And it states: "Attached please find a report
from Detective Constable Lori Shenher, M ssing
Persons.” Third paragraph down: "As you will
see fromher report, she is making sone excell ent
headway in her research. She is developing a
good network of information gaining the trust of
m ssing persons' famlies. Detective Constable
Shenher will be an excellent resource to the task
force." Final paragraph: "All sections of ny
division will co-operate to ensure that all
information currently available is accessed and
evaluated.” |[|'ve read that accurately?

Yes.

This is a docunent in support of you and the work
you had been doi ng?

Yes.

A fairly clear direction with respect to
co-operation?

Apparently, yes.

Finally, you have testified about hierarchy
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

wi thin the departnent?
Yes.
In order for a direction -- just as a general
comment, in order for a direction to be given
from above the information nust flow up?
Yes.
And direction wll be based upon the accuracy and
conprehensive -- the extent to which that
information that flows up is conprehensive?
Yes.

Thank you. Those are all ny questions. M.
Conmi ssi oner, | should have asked that |ast

docunent be marked as an exhi bit, please.

THE COMM SSIONER: Al | ri ght.
THE REG STRAR  Exhi bit 85.

(EXH BI'T 85: Docunent entitled VPD Menorandumr
dated Septenber 1, 1998, from Brian McQii nness to
Terry Bl ythe)

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR- HI RA:

Q M. Commissioner, ny nane is Ravi Hra. |

represent now retired Assistant Conmm ssioner Earl
Moul ton who was an inspector in Coquitlamback in
'98, '99 and '97. You net himon one occasion
isn't that correct?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

And only one occasion?

Yes.

That was in early August 1999; isn't that
correct?

Yes.

At the Coquitlam detachnent?

Yes.

Wth, of course, Corporal M ke Connor?

Yes.

You will agree with nme that |Inspector Multon, as
he then was, was eager, enthusiastic and quite
wanting to investigate M. Pickton?

Yes, | recall that.

Thank you. Now, what |I'd like to do, officer, is
just deal the difficulty that you had devel opi ng
persons of interest, ruling people in and ruling
people out. That was quite a Hercul ean task, was
it not?

There were a lot of different people to | ook at
and rule in and out, yes.

| noticed that one of your first nmenos was in
August of 1998 to acting | nspector Dureau and
then there was anot her neno February 23, 1999 to
the chief constable tal king about the efforts

that you were making with respect to trying to
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

| ocate m ssing wonen; correct?

That's correct.

What struck ne, and you'll agree with ne, by that
point in time, February 23, 1999 when you were
witing to the chief constable, you hadn't

devel oped a |ist of persons of interest?
Certainly not a formal 1|ist.

In fact, | noted -- and if we need to turn to the
docunment we can but | think you have a very good
menory of matters. | noted that on May 13, 1999,
one of the first neetings of the M ssing Wnens
Wor ki ng Group, one of the things that is noted on
the to-do list is for a person of interest |ist
and profiles to be devel oped?

Yes.

For reference that is, M. Comm ssioner, Exhibit
83, tab 3. | noted that there was actually --
|"mjust using that as a reference, you don't
need to | ook at the docunment, but of course if
you do by all neans. |[|'mnot going to be asking

any further questions on that docunent.

Thank you.
| noted -- and you may want to take a | ook at
this -- at tab 10 you actually cane up with a

to-do list?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

Yes.

One of the things on your to-do |ist was possible
suspects or persons of interest?

Yes.

As comm ssion counsel took you through at tab 11

of Exhibit 83 you devel oped this 96 tip list -- a
tip list that nunbered 96 tips?

My understanding is there were nore than 96.

Per haps there were, it goes on for pages, but the
point is, M. Pickton was nunber 30 on this l[ist?
This list, just to be clear, M. Conm ssioner, it
was never intended as a ranking. He was assigned
tip nunmber 30 so his file was 30.

| under st and.

| just want to clarify that.

As tinme noves on, and by this tine it's June 23,

1999, docunent 27 in Exhibit 83, we have

| nspect or Bi ddl econbe on that date -- sorry,
aging sucks, | can't read anynore -- noting at
item4 that there are -- he's witing about the

M ssi ng Wbnens Wor ki ng Group neeting of that
date; correct?

Yes.

You attended that neeting; correct?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

He notes that there are seven potential targets,
one of whomis Pickton and all are persons of
interest with suspect profiling to be done?

Yes.

Moving on in time, by July 27th of that year, and
" mat docunment 30, M. Comm ssioner, there's --
sorry, July 29, 1999, there's another neeting of
t he group?

Yes.

Are these your notes?

No. Those are Sergeant Field s notes.

Fair enough. You attended the neeting?

Yes.

Item4 is Suspects?

Yes.

And by ny count there are 10 suspects, you go
over to the next page and M. Pickton is one of
t hen?

That's correct.

In fact, these aren't really suspects, they're
persons of interest?

Yes.

As tinme marches on -- I'mat tab 36, August 10,
1999, another working group neeting; are you

t her e?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

I"'mw th you.

And you attended that neeting obviously?

Yes.

And at this stage, |ooking at the bottom of page
1, persons of interest, there are eight persons
of interest including M. Pickton?

Yes, that's correct.

And then on Septenber 2, 1999, you gave an
interviewto M. Arsenault and M. Hinton; is
that correct?

Yes. | was directed to | think by Sergeant

Fi el d.

Thank you. At tab 37, page 12, you noted between
lines 1 and 5: "Uhm there -- one of the

scari est things about working on this is just how
many nmen out there have these types of

predi spositions to do this sort of things." Have
| read that reasonably accurately if not entirely
accurately?

Yes.

And you believed that then and you believe that
now?

Yes.

You'll agree with nme that what you were trying to

convey is that there's just so many peopl e out
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

there and it's difficult to catch a seria
killer?

Yes.

Thank you. Sorry, | thought | was doing this in
order but |'ve just got slightly out of date
order. | need you to junp back in a different
docunment. Wat 1'll do is read to you fromthe
first interview that you gave to Deputy Chief
Const abl e LePard and if you agree with this
proposition you won't need to go to the docunent.
This is 1998, after the Hiscox tip, you said to
Oficer LePard, and it's page 6 on the first
interview "Sonetinme around this tine after
havi ng di scussions with Mke," and that's

obvi ously Corporal Connor?

Yes.

"W were frustrated because the info wasn't
current enough to get on the property.” Firstly,
you recall saying that?

| do, yes.

That was accurate then which was Novenber of 2002
-- sorry, it was accurate at the tine that you
gave the interviewto Oficer LePard which is
Novenber 12, 2002?

| believe so.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

It was accurate back in 1998?

Correct. Yes.

And it's accurate today?

Yes.

In the sanme vein, having noved forward to the
fall of 1999, you said to Deputy Chief Constable
LePard at page 8 of the interview, and I'lIl read

it to you: "W didn't have a legal way to get on
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the farmand we didn't know how to get in with
this group because we didn't have enough for a
wire." Do you recall saying that to Constable
LePar d?

| do, because | recall Corporal Connor had
pursued a potential Part VI application at sone
poi nt .

Di scussed it with Crown counsel ?

| don't know.

That was your feeling in 19997

Yes, | believe so.

And it continues to be your feeling today or your
vi ew t oday?

|"msorry, without |ooking at that, but if |

recall prior to the Caldwell information, yes.
just wanted to clarify -- | know you referred to
t hat date.
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H RA:

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

| may approach the witness, | wish to clarify it
is at the tinme of the Ellingsen information which
is at the tinme of the Caldwell information, so

|'d like her to confirmthat or --

THE COW SSI ONER: Why don't you just refer to it.

MR H RA
Q

A

If you will look at the part |1've read you'l

note Ms. Ellingsen is referred to in that
par agr aph?

Just to clarify, M. Conm ssioner, | just wanted
to ascertain that that was prior to the

El lingsen-Caldwell information. This is the

El I i ngsen check in New Westm nster which are very
di stinct events. | wanted to clarify |I wasn't
agreeing to that. Yes, at the tine | don't
bel i eve Corporal Connor felt there was enough for
a wWwretap at that tine.

Nor did you think there was enough information to
get on to the property as you told Oficer

LePar d?

That's correct.

THE COWM SSIONER: | think that's fairly clear that she at no

time felt that there was enough of a factua
basis to get a warrant to get on the property; is

that not so?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

That's correct.

THE COM SSI ONER:  We heard earlier how she went to the senior

MR H RA
Q

O r» O >»

Hom ci de detectives and named some of them and

they all told her she didn't have enough.

Thank you.

Movi ng on chronologically, I'mat tab 39 of
Exhibit 83. This is another neeting of the
wor ki ng group; is that correct?

| believe so, yes.

Sept enber 29, 19997

| don't see the year here but I'll accept that.

And you're noted as attending that neeting;

correct?

Yes.

The first note under your nane is -- |I'm/|ooking
at the second line on the note: "12 to 14
persons of interest.” Do | have that right?

|"mnot entirely sure what she's referring to but
that's what it says there, yes

Let's nove forward chronologically to tab 42.
This is an October 5 neeting of the working
group; is that correct?

Yes.

You were at the neeting?

Yes.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

And woul d you agree with nme that at this stage
there are five persons of interest including M.
Pi ckton noted in that docunent?

| see four -- yes, | believe that's four in
addition to M. Pickton, yes. Actually, | want
to clarify. There actually are six. You see

t hat Casino Bob, | believe that was another one
at the tine that we were | ooking into

Thank you. | appreciate that, officer. Moving
farther forward in tine to tab 47 which is an
Cct ober 22, 1999 neeting of the group; is that
correct?

| believe so, yes.

And here for the first tinme --

May | stop you there? | don't know if the
nmeeting is Cctober 22 or he's referring to
nmeetings that were held. |'mnot clear on that.
It's a meno from Sergeant Field to Deputy Chief
Const abl e McCGui nness dated Cct ober 22, 1999.
That's correct.

It's reporting on the review teanf

Yes.

It's noted Status Report; correct?

Yes.

And if you proceed to page 92 of 459 at the
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

bottom the third page in, there's a heading at
t he bottom Persons of Interest.

Yes.

Now, we see at the next page, "Active

i nvestigations include,” and by ny count there
are 13 being actively investigated including M.
Pi ckt on?

| believe so, 13 or 14, yes.

And also if you go to page 94 of 459, the next
page.

Yes.

Under Investigative Difficulties, the | ast
paragraph there, you are recommendi ng active
patrols; is that correct?

Yes.

And | don't know whether you know this or not but
that's essentially what eventually led to Oficer
Wells getting a warrant to get on the Pickton
farn®

| believe so.

Thank you. Now noving forward to the year 2000,
tab 59, this is a February 11, 2000 report on the
team by you to acting | nspector Dureau?
Yes.

And we've dealt with the m ssing people and |
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

won't go there. The second page, persons of
interest, there are two persons of interest
mentioned but Pickton is not?

That appears correct, yes.

Tab 64, that's sonething Ms. Wnteringham showed
you in the course of her cross-exanm nation which
is a March 22, 2000 e-mail where you list the
sanme 13 persons of interest that had first been
identified in the October 22, 1999 status report;
correct?

|'"d have to go back and check if they're the sane
but 1'll take your word for it.

They appear to be, but they're 13 people with M.
Pi ckton there and, again, further work needs to
be done to rule these people in or out is the

not ati on?

That's correct.

Thanks. Going now to tab 88, your Novenber 21
2000 exit nmeno, it's fair to say, as you told M.
Del Bi gio and Ms. Wnteringham despite all the
hard work -- and there was a | ot of work done on
t hi s?

Yes.

Despite the reward offers, despite the tip lines,

despite the community outreach, despite all of
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

these efforts by you including getting the
Attorney General involved, you had few | eads or
solid suspects?

Few, yes.

Now, |I'd like to go back to tab 25, the Davi dson
profile. This is work that you' d requested of
Staff Sergeant Davi dson of the RCWP?

Yes.

And he had provided this profile on the 16th of
June 1996, you see that on the second page?

Yes, | do.

At the seventh page, page 420 of 449 -- sorry,
459, | beg your pardon, he has sone investigative
suggestions?

Yes.

You'l | agree with nme that each of these
suggestions required a Vancouver-based approach?
Certainly they were referring to sex work that
woul d be occurring in the Gty of Vancouver, yes.
It required investigation in the Cty of
Vancouver ?

That's correct, yes.

And di d you undertake each of these suggested

i nvestigations?

| don't believe we did, no.
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

And as you told M. Gatl, there was no suspect
file on M. Pickton?

There was -- | believe he had a tip file.

That's right, but it hadn't been devel oped into a
suspect file?

Yes, that's correct. It was a file conpiling al
the information that we had on M. Pickton.

One other thing slightly out of order, this is
junmpi ng back to Septenber of 1998, and for this
you may Wi sh to look at Exhibit U tab 1, it's
your interview with Deputy Chief Evans and |I'm at
page 96 of that interview

Yes.

I"mat the bottom that is |ine 23, you m ght
want to look up at Iine 5 which is a reference to
Sept enber of 1998.

Yes.

And you may want to go to page 95 because this is

about the draft nedia release as you'll see at
line 21.

Yes.

You'l | agree with ne that at that tinme in

Sept enber of 1998 you didn't feel confortable
viewng this investigation as a serial killer

i nvestigation?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

M. Conm ssioner, it wasn't so nmuch that | didn't
feel confortable but | didn't feel | had
responsibly -- that 1'd been able to say that we
had covered off every base and every i ndivi dual
file at that point. | felt there was still sone
investigation on it on a file-by-file basis and |
still couldn't conclude whether or not it was
related -- | suspected that these files were
related but as far as advancing it to a serial
killer investigation | thought there was stil
nore to do in ternms of ruling out individual
things fromeach file

Yes. Referring to Septenber of 1998 you sai d:

"I certainly felt confortable with what | said
earlier about, that | felt that the cases were
linked and we could treat it as such. But as far
as just to ne, that's still a pretty big leap to
say we've got a serial killer preying on people
and, you know what -- it just -- | just -- it
just felt premature to ne." Have | read that
correctly?

That's correct.

Is that a true statenment of your view of matters
back i n Septenber of 19987

| refer back to what | said, M. Comm ssi oner,
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

that ny thinking around that statenment was there
were still individual aspects of each individual
file that weren't necessarily linking the files |
felt I had to cover off. In retrospect, this
press release, it wouldn't have harnmed anyt hing
to have done that.

O ficer, you were hanpered by a | ack of
resources; correct?

Yes.

You have tal ked about not having a conpter to
start off with; correct?

| didn't have one, no.

As in fact, as you told Deputy Chief Evans,
nobody in Hom ci de had conputers at that tinme?
That was ny recol |l ection, yes.

Two nore matters, officer. For this, you may
wish to |l ook at Exhibit 82, tab B3, page 11 of
148. Let ne know when you get there.

| have it.

" m | ooking at Corporal Connor's |og, 1624,
sonet hing call ed continuation reports?

Yes.

At the bottomthere's a notation for Novenber 4,
1998. It reads: "Corporal Connor received a

t el ephone nessage from Det ective Shenher,
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

Vancouver Cty Police.”" Do you see that?

| do.

Over the next page he sets out the nessage; do
you agree with ne?

Yes.

You | eft hima nessage saying that the Vancouver
Police Departnent was prepared to provide

assi stance?

Yes, | did.

And Corporal Connor wites that he called you
back and |l eft a nessage as you had |eft for the
day, suggesting that maybe she and Staff Sergeant
G les and Sergeant Poll ock and Corporal Connor
meet to discuss the matter. Do you see that?

| do see that, yes.

Did you return that call?

| don't recall. | nmean, it certainly would have
been ny way to have done so since | was quite
keenly interested in it but I don't recall

It may well be that you may not have, given the
i ncredi bl e other duties you had i nposed upon you
at this early stage?

Again, | think I would have been quite alive to
t hat because | do recall talking with himfurther

and himtelling me they were going to do the FLIR
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

i nvestigation, FLIR photography thensel ves.

Do you recall having that neeting?

| don't recall if we did.

After the August, early August 1999 neeting that
you had with my client, did you have any direct
contact with the Coquitl am detachnent?

| did. As | testified, | had made a coupl e of
calls in | believe Septenber, COctober, around
that timefrane.

Who did you call?

| called Mke Connor's old nunber and | don't
recall who | spoke to but someone directed ne --
when | asked about the Pickton file | was told

t hat Constable Strachan had the file but he was
away so no one woul d have been working on it at
that point, that's what | was |ed to understand.
| don't know who | spoke to. | called Corporal
Connor's nunber again because it was ny
understanding it was his old desk in A S and |
believe -- I'"'mnot a hundred percent on this --
but at sone point | spoke to Constabl e Yurkiw.
You neet ny client in early August '99; correct?
Yes.

You cal l ed Corporal Connor and | earn that

Corporal Strachan has the file and he's away?
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

Yes.

That's the second contact; correct?

| believe so.

Then you speak to Constable Yurkiw sonetine in
Oct ober of 19997

Sonetine in that tinefrane, yes.

That is your direct know edge of the Coquitlam
investigation at that time, back in 1999?

That is ny know edge of it.

And so when you say that there was an inertia in
Coquitlam you're not basing it on direct

know edge, you're basing it on what you heard or
felt was comng from O ficers Chernoff and

Lepi ne?

No, that's not entirely true. | base it on when
| found out there was definitely an indication to
me -- the person | talked to didn't know who had
the file and it was that kind of "I don't know
who's desk it's on" conversation and that's why |
had t hat percepti on.

And you don't have a note of those calls?

| don't.

THE REG STRAR.  You have about two m nutes.

was trying to get under the two m nutes by saying

|"mfinished. Thank you, officer, for your tine
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Cross-exam by M. Hira

and effort. | nust say you' ve worked very, very
hard on this matter.

Thank you very nuch

THE COWM SSI ONER:  You' re done?

MR. HIRA: You are inviting nore?

THE COW SSI ONER:  You better not ask what | wi sh for.

MR. GOTTARDI

MR. VERTLI EB

M. Conm ssioner, it's Eric Gottardi, counsel
for Gary Bass. | have good news for the
comm ssion, better news for the witness. | don't
have any questions this afternoon. Thank you.

M. Conm ssioner, before we deal with
re-examnation, it seens that many of the | awers
have asked the questions they wanted to ask but
if any of the participants who have been
criticized need to ask any nore questions | think

we should make time for that right now

THE COW SSIONER: | think specifically where your interests

are affected or where your client's interests are
affected, because | listened carefully to the
detective's evidence that there has been

consi derabl e institutional criticismof her own
departnent, that is, a lack of |eadership, |ack
of gui dance and the fact she was |left to her own
devi ces, having never investigated a hom cide

before. But | didn't hear nmuch or any criticism
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M5. BROCKS:

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Re- exanmr by Ms. Brooks

directed towards any individual officers so |
will leave that with you.

As | said at the outset, we have to put sone
kind of restriction on cross-exani nation.
Qoviously we want to be fair about this and nake
sure everybody has an opportunity to be heard.
As you know, if we had conplied with the initial
tinme requests we woul d have been close to two
weeks with the one witness and we would -- |
don't think we'd ever get this inquiry concl uded
within a reasonable period of tine. In any
event, if there is anyone who feels that his or
her cross-exam nation was curtailed or their
interests were affected by Detective Shenher's
evi dence, we're prepared to hear nore
Cross-exam nati on

| just have a few questions in re-exam nation.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Al | ri ght.

RE- EXAM NATI ON BY Ms. BROCOKS:

Q

A

Det ective Constabl e Shenher, yesterday you told
M. Skwarok you were not encouraged to use the
words "serial killer". \Were did that direction
come fromand what did you understand the basis
for it to be?

| just recall it being spoken in our project room
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Re- exanmr by Ms. Brooks

that Sergeant Field -- it was nmy inpression it
wasn't her directive but she had either heard or
had been instructed by soneone else, | can't say
who, to not to refer to it as a "serial killer"
and not to call our group a "task force".

D d you understand why that was so?

| canme to understand that it was with respect to
how it would be resourced if it was a task force
because we clearly weren't resourced as a task
force.

You also told M. Skwarok you were instructed by
Sergeant Field or Inspector Biddleconbe to
exercise caution with respect to the information
Det ective I nspector Rossnb provided and you
mentioned there was an anti-education bias. Can
you tell us what you understood by why you had to
exerci se caution and what you nean by an anti -

educati on bi as?

THE COW SSI ONER:  Does that require further explanation?

Anti-intellectual bias, she said according to her
interpretation was that there were officers who
felt that the practical aspect of policing was
nore beneficial than those officers or better

of ficers than those who were educated. |Is that

not so?
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M5. BROCKS:

L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Re- exanmr by Ms. Brooks

That's correct, M. Comm ssi oner.

We al so know your evidence is that Fell and

Wl thers didn't you tell you about Pickton being
identified by sex trade workers when they did the
phot o canvass?

That's correct.

Had they told you about that, how woul d that have
advanced the investigation?

It would have certainly informed us to sonething
we were alive to which is whether M. Pickton was
continuing to frequent the Downt own Eastside when
we were as a group conmng to a conclusion that
maybe he was not com ng down there anynore. So
clearly it would have given us nore information
to understand that he was active in that area and
| feel it would have kick started a higher |evel
of investigation and vigilance as to what his
activities were in the Downtown Eastside and we
woul d have been able to progress in that way.

You al so told us about your concerns and Fell and
Wl t hers and how that affected the environnent,
climate. Does the fact that a climate |ike that
exi sts have anything to do with the police

culture that you referred to on the first day
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Re- exanmr by Ms. Brooks

t hat you gave evi dence?

| think it does. At that tinme especially there
were several aspects at play. W were at the
tinme very underresourced, we were -- there was
staffing pressures all around which | think

i npacted not only investigators at that |evel but
the ability for supervisors to adequately
supervi se and have the kind of tine and support
to supervise in the true sense of the word to see
if their people were properly equi pped to deal
with the kinds of investigations they were tasked
to deal wth, including nyself, to see if there
wer e human resources-type issues or personality

i ssues, investigative deficiencies to be able to
deal with those issues through either a |abour
process or a public trust or any of those kinds
of things that require docunentation froma human
resources perspective, that at the tine was a
very big problemin the VPD and that is that
there was no docunentation -- very often when a
supervi sor mght start to | ook at so-called
probl em enpl oyees, there was little docunentation
of past behaviour. |'mnot saying that here.

But the fact Sergeant Field was doing two jobs at

the same tinme | can certainly speak to the fact
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L. Shenher (for the Conm ssion)
Re- exanmr by Ms. Brooks

t hat docunenting different enpl oyees' behaviours
at that tinme was probably not very high on her
list and was sonething she clearly didn't have
time to do.

Finally, Detective Constable Shenher, this

comm ssion is tasked w th maki ng recomrendati ons
about the initiation and conduct of m ssing wonen
and suspected nultiple hom cide investigations.
What do you think the inportant areas are for the
conm ssion to | ook at?

Certainly I won't revisit a lot of things |I've
gone on and on about, M. Conmm ssioner, but one
of the things that I look at is -- | think that
we've tried at the VPD certainly to address
issues with different cultures or with different
di senfranchi sed groups through things Iike
sensitivity training and different kinds of
training. Training is all well and good but
training and first-hand engagenent in the
community are very different and I think that we
need to perhaps | ook at what that | ooks |ike and
how we engage. Counsel had asked ne -- various
First Nations, for exanple, resources at the tine
and we clearly didn't engage at all in the way we

woul d have |liked, and I would think that
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M5. BROCKS:

Pr oceedi ngs

certainly First Nations issues are very inportant
Wth respect to this case and | think that -- |
think it would be interesting to have police have
a greater understanding of all the systemc

i ssues that go into why First Nations -- |'m
generalizing -- why there's a tendency for

m strust of the police and a | ack of information
comng forward to the police because that's a
very deeply rooted issue. So around those kinds
of things | think that nore community engagenent,
nmore having those communities cone to us and
having us go to themand really tal k about what
their issues are in a way that isn't just

i sol ated around specific issues but is nore of a
col | aborative effort, I think would be very

hel pful .

Thanks for your input on that and thanks for

answering ny questions.

THE COMM SSI ONER:  Detective, | want to ask you -- we've heard

a consi derabl e anount of evidence relating to
sonme of the changes that have been nmade and

you' ve referred to some of them now dealing with
First Nations. Wat's the relationship now

bet ween t he Vancouver Police and the community on

t he Downtown Eastside? | knowthat's a fairly
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Pr oceedi ngs

general question because the term "community" may
mean sonething different to different people, but
what's the rel ationship? W heard evidence very
early on that the sex trade workers, for

instance, still are distrustful of the VPD, there
was no real dialogue. Do you have any opinion on
t hat ?

| think there's certainly been efforts and

i nroads nmade by our departnment to try to engage
W th respect to sex workers and try to report
through things like Sister Watch, and the
community nmeetings we're having, | think it's
certainly a step in the right direction. Again,

| allude back to what | just said in terns of we
need to get to deeper systemic barriers to the
creation of those rel ationships because | think
we're pursuing the rel ationships but I don't know
if we're necessarily recogni zing that those
relationships are probably limted because in
ternms of the comunity's reluctance to openly
share with us, and we nay be maki ng assunpti ons
they are openly sharing when they could well be
hol di ng back for a multitude of reasons we're not

awar e of.

25 THE COW SSI ONER:  We have of course heard at this inquiry of
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Pr oceedi ngs

horrific crinmes that took place. Wat happened
to the famlies here and those m ssing wonen and
nmur der ed wonen nust never, ever happen again and
that's really the focal point of this inquiry and
at the end of the day we're going to have to nmake
recommendations to policing authorities as to how
peopl e, such as the famlies, how they ought to
be treated and what ought to be done the next
time in order to ensure that this doesn't happen
again. \Wat advice would you give to this

comm ssion as to how we can prevent these
tragedi es from ever happeni ng agai n?

M. Conm ssioner, really the last point | nmake is
that we | ook to the establishnment of the nmajor
case managenent nodel which is terrific, but one
of the things | have a continued concern about is
that still requires soneone to recognize that
what you have is a major case and to designate it
as such, and I think that's the piece that is
difficult. | know you' re asking ne for
recomendations and | wish | had sonething nore
concrete for you but | really think it lies in
system c and cultural issues and that we need to
i ncrease the understanding of the police about

the coonmunity that we serve. | think that's
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Pr oceedi ngs

really the point I want to make.

THE COW SSI ONER: As you know, the philosophy of policing in

the last 20 years worldwide is said to be
communi ty- based policing.

Yes.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Every police force says they' re doing

communi ty-based policing I don't know how many of
themreally are. Community-based policy of
course is bottons-up type of policing where the
community is engaged with the police with their
priorities. In other words, the police have to
go into a community and listen to the priorities
and concerns and problens of the community so as
to solve the problens before they arise. Do you
see any of that happeni ng know?

| think you make a good poi nt because | think
that part of the problemis that we engage on our
ternms and -- again, | refer back to what |

said -- | think sonmetinmes we al nost dismss the
conplexity of the people that we're dealing with
inall comunities and we just assune that when
we're speaking to themthat they recognize our
great superiority and authority which is a really
bi g assunption and that they al so are going to be

forthright with us and place their trust in us
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Pr oceedi ngs

blindly, and I think we have to understand that
that trust is very hard won and w thout that
we're not really operating with full information.

Thank you, M. Conmm ssioner?

THE COW SSI ONER: Thank you. Anything arising out of that?

A

| want to thank you sincerely for com ng here and
telling us what you did and in a candid way
telling us what you think went wong. |It's
instructive to us, to this inquiry and your
advice is very inportant. | knowit's been
difficult for you to cone here. |It's been
difficult for you to have gone through what you
have gone through and you' ve shown us a very
human side of policing and | just want to thank
you sincerely for sharing all of that wwth us and
telling us in a candid way as to what happened
and | appreciate the advice that you have given
us.

Thank you very mnuch

THE COMM SSI ONER: Thank you. |Is there anything el se?

MR. VERTLI EB

MR. VERTLI EB

Per haps the witness could be excused. | have a
few mnutes | need your tine for.
(W TNESS EXCUSED)
For Monday we have Detective M ke Connor and

we're starting to see sone estinmates trickle in.
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Pr oceedi ngs

We don't have estinmates from everybody so we

really need everyone to do that, please. | do
want to say that M. Ward has indicated -- |I'm
grateful for the response in a tinely way -- but
he has said he wants two days. |'mgoing to ask

the participants' counsel to reflect on the order
for cross. | have had sone conments made to ne
by participants' counsel about the order of cross
and the views that it should be changed. In your
practice directive you made the comment you woul d
consider the order of cross. If the lawers do
want to e-mail nme and give nme their thoughts
about the order of cross to accommodate M ke
Connor's evidence starting Monday | wll be
obl i ged.

M. Ward spent sone tine, perhaps
consi derable, | don't know how to characteri ze
it, talking about the AGs mnutes of the neeting
on April 9, 1999, and because there's sonme new
participants in the room!| just want to |et
everybody know that we have endeavoured to find
docunents that we know m ght be rel evant and we
can't always get them and | wanted to tell you
M. Conm ssioner, we've again been inquiring

about the mnutes and the nbst recent information
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Pr oceedi ngs

is | have is there's a three-year destruction
policy for mnutes of governnent neetings and |'m
very -- I'"'mnot optimstic that anynore docunents
about that April 9, 1999 neeting will be found.
| don't want people to think the request is being
ignored, it's not, but we're doing the best we
can with the docunents as we are able get them
The last thing, | believe it's on the
website now, because of your instruction we are
now going to be commencing at 9:30 instead of ten
o' clock but will maintain the present sitting
schedule. | really feel strongly we should
resist Friday sittings because it's so necessary
for everyone to do other work and conm ssion

work, so 9:30 it is.

THE COWM SSI ONER: | feel that | should make comrents about

the Friday sittings. | know that M. Ward has
been critical because we don't sit on Fridays but
"' m m ndful of the work that's involved and the
preparation that is needed. | know that when

go into the comm ssion office on weekends there
are people who are working there. | went to the
office last Sunday and | know that Ms. Brooks was
there at 6:30 when | left on Sunday afternoon and

| know she was there at 6:30 in the norning, so |
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MR. VERTLI EB

Pr oceedi ngs

think we all know of the stress involved in
preparing for all of this, given the fact there's
been a tine | apse and a huge vol une of docunents,
and as well I'm mndful of the fact that all of
you have other practices so | think if we put our
time to useful constructive use during the four
days we sit | think we can get this thing done,
but | don't want to start sittings on Fridays
because | know that nost of you are working
weekends, | know we all are, and it takes a
personal toll on you after a while so |'m m ndf ul
of that. We'll keep with the present schedul e
unless we find out we're falling behind.

Just finally, I want you to know, M.
Conmi ssioner, that the new participants and their
counsel have been very co-operative and | think
they' ve all done a terrific job of comng in
after the hearings were started and they're
wor ki ng hard as well and they're working well
with your staff so I'mgrateful for that

co-operati on.

THE COW SSI ONER: | don't like to cone out with an order for

cross-examnation. | would like to think that
you' re all mature professionals and you should be

able to work that out anongst yourselves as to
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Pr oceedi ngs

the order of cross-exam nation, and | just ask
you to consider one thing, and maybe |I'm stating
the obvious, that is, when you're giving a tine
estimate let's start about thinking about whose
interests are nost affected by any given

W tness's testinony. Sone of the w tnesses who
are called barely touch sonme of your clients, so
maybe that's -- whereas they inpact other people
nmore directly and so we should take into account
where the evidence is directed at, what
particular -- | don't want to use the term
"wrongdoi ng" -- wherever there's exposure, maybe
t hose peopl e should have nore of a -- nore tine
to cross-examnation. Anyway, I'll leave it with

you. Thank you.

THE REA STRAR  This hearing is now adjourned for the day and

w |l resune Monday at 9: 30.
( PROCEEDI NGS ADJOURNED AT 3:15 P. V.)
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