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PUBLIC HEARING 1
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE

-—- Upon commencing at 9:34 a.m./
L”audience débute a 9h34

THE REGISTRAR: Order; all rise. A I’ordre;
veuillez vous lever.

This hearing of the Cornwall Public Inquiry
IS now In session. The Honourable Mr. Justice Normand
Glaude, Commissioner, presiding.

Please be seated. Veuillez vous asseoir.

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you. Good morning,
all.

Mr. Guzzo, good morning.

MR. GUZZO: Good morning.

MR. ENGELMANN: Good morning, Mr.
Commissioner.

Good morning, Mr. Guzzo.

MR. GUzZO: Good morning, sSir.

MR. ENGELMANN: You have got some water to
your right if you need it, sir.

MR. GUzZZO: Thank you.

MR. ENGELMANN: |If you will recall, Mr.
Commissioner, with respect to the evidence Mr. Guzzo -- Mr.
Lee had finished cross-examination for the Victims Group.

THE COMMISSIONER: M”hm.

MR. ENGELMANN: He had actually gone first.

THE COMMISSIONER: Right.

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 2
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE

MR. ENGELMANN: So | believe we are
following the regular order and we are going to start with
The Citizens for Community Renewal with Mr. Manson.

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you.

MR. ENGELMANN: Thank you.

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Manson.

MR. MANSON: Can you speak to the motion?

THE COMMISSIONER: Motion?

MR. ENGELMANN: It was a housekeeping
matter, Mr. Guzzo.

Just before we start, there was a motion
returnable for this morning, Mr. Commissioner.

THE COMMISSIONER: M”hm.

MR. ENGELMANN: It was a motion that was
brought by the CCR.

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes.

MR. ENGELMANN: Dealing with police
discipline records.

THE COMMISSIONER: M”hm.

MR. ENGELMANN: Mr. Manson can speak to
that. There were certainly meetings and a discussion about
that back in December and the matter was, as | understand
it, adjourned to today for either a report or argument.

THE COMMISSIONER: Right.

MR. ENGELMANN: So Mr. Manson is here to

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 3 SUBMISSION/REPRESENTATION
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE (Manson)

report.

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you.

——— SUBMISSIONS BY/REPRESENTATIONS PAR MR. MANSON:

MR. MANSON: Mr. Commissioner, | am sure you
have read the material that was filed which was a notice of
motion and two affidavits.

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes.

MR. MANSON: The affidavits outline only the
CCR side of this story. 1°m sure other people have done a
lot of work and have been involved in this issue for a long
time. You don’t have any of that material.

The notice of motion asked for a lot. Since
that time, a number of people In this room have done a lot
of work. There have been a lot of meetings and I have a
package of letters and emails that satisfies me that the
documents that we need will be produced to Commission
counsel and then will be distributed.

On that basis, we are withdrawing the
application at this time, Mr. Commissioner.

THE COMMISSIONER: All right.

And so 1T no one else has any comments, |
will note for the record that the motion is withdrawn.

All right.

So Mr. Manson, are you prepared to cross-

examine this witness?

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 4 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

MR. MANSON: Yes.

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you.

Mr. Guzzo, you understand you are still
under oath?

MR. GUZZO: I do.

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you.

GARRY GUZZO: Resumed/Sous le méme serment
--- CROSS-EXAMINATION BY/CONTRE-INTERROGATOIRE PAR MR.
MANSON :

MR. MANSON: Mr. Guzzo, my name is Allan
Manson. 1°m one of the lawyers for The Citizens for
Community Renewal, which is a local citizens group
concerned with institutional reform and especially the
protection of young people and children.

I first want to ask how”’s your health? Are
you feeling better today?

MR. GUzZO: |I’m feeling much better, thank
you very much.

MR. MANSON: Good.

I’m sure you know that -- you know many of
my clients and they appreciate the work you’ve done in
promoting the need for an inquiry and they certainly agree
with you that there are a lot of questions that need to be
asked and a lot of answers that need to be sought. 1In a

few minutes 1 want to go to some of your correspondence and
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public statements, but there is one area that you touched
on that we’ve heard very little evidence about, and that’s
Laurencrest.

IT you recall, you told the Commissioner
during examination in-chief that you would often go to the
annual dinners for Laurencrest which 1 take i1t were kind of
financial support for Laurencrest. Is that true?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: And if we could just talk about
Laurencrest for a minute. It was a local group home iIn the
Cornwall area?

MR. GUzzO: It was, yes.

MR. MANSON: Is i1t still iIn operation?

MR. GUzZO: | haven’t heard that it has
closed but 1 think it may have another name now.

MR. MANSON: And | take it was run by an
executive director probably with a board of directors
supervising i1t?

MR. GUzZO: That’s my understanding.

MR. MANSON: And other than these annual
dinners, did you have any business or professional
involvement with Laurencrest?

MR. GUzzO: Well, when I was on the Bench,
up until about a year before 1 left the Bench, we, the

judges, would be asked for recommendations as to where a
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PUBLIC HEARING 6 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

person should be placed for rehabilitation, help or
whatever, and 1 had referred people to Laurencrest.

But after 1 left the Bench and I did go to
the -- 1 did go to the dinners, | believe, the last few
years | was on the Bench when they started -- but after 1
left the Bench the only relationship I had was 1 knew some
of the board of directors and I would come down and buy a
ticket and go to the dinner.

MR. MANSON: So you had some continuing
involvement after you left the Bench with people that you
knew who were involved with the supervision of Laurencrest?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: And when you were meeting with
any of those people did you ever hear any allegations about
abuse at Laurencrest?

MR. GUzZO: | can’t say that 1 did. No, 1
did not.

MR. MANSON: No one came forward to you with
an allegation of abuse at Laurencrest? Like you told us
other people came to you but not with respect to
Laurencrest?

MR. GUzZO: No, I cannot say that that ever
happened.

MR. MANSON: But you are familiar with the

name Brian Dufour; correct?

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 7 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE

MR. GUzzO: | heard that name, yes, and 1
read it, yes.
MR. MANSON: And, in fact, if we look at
Exhibit 1004 -- could we have Exhibit 1004, please, on page
3?
(SHORT PAUSE/COURTE PAUSE)
MR. MANSON: About two-thirds of the way
down, Mr. Guzzo, you see the sentence:
“We know learn of the untimely death of
Mr. Dufour.”
Do you see the reference?
MR. GUzZO: Yes, | do.
MR. MANSON: And Mr. Engelmann in-chief
asked you about that. Did you know that Mr. Dufour had
been involved with Laurencrest?

MR. GUZZO: No, 1| did not.

THE COMMISSIONER: |I’m sorry, 1004?
MR. MANSON: [I°m sorry?
THE COMMISSIONER: I°m must trying to catch

up to you now.

MR. MANSON: It”’s 1004 on the third page,
two-thirds of the way down.

THE COMMISSIONER: Right.

MR. MANSON: Mr. Guzzo writes:

“We now learn of the untimely death of

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 8 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

Mr. Dufour.”

THE COMMISSIONER: M~”hm.

MR. MANSON: And my question was, did you
know that he had been involved with Laurencrest
professionally?

MR. GUzZZO: No, I don’t think I did. |
certainly didn’t recall it if | did.

MR. MANSON: Did you know that there were
formal allegations against Mr. Dufour?

MR. GUzZO: | must have known that, you
know, there were some questions raised with regard to Mr.
Dufour because 1°m linking him, I guess, here with others
who had allegations against them.

MR. MANSON: Well, if we can look at Volume
165 of the transcript; this would be November 22", 1|
believe, at page 31.

(SHORT PAUSE/COURTE PAUSE)

MR. MANSON: Do you see halfway down Mr.
Engelmann -- oh, do we have i1t up?

THE COMMISSIONER: No, not yet. Okay.

MR. MANSON: | will slow down a little bit.

Halfway down, Mr. Engelmann says you are --
and he’s talking about this letter to Tsubouchi, your
letter, Exhibit 1004, and Mr. Engelmann says:

“You are also referring to an untimely

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 9 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

death of a Mr. Dufour or Dufour. Do
you know that individual?”

Mr. Guzzo:

“Only that he was named or charged and
died rather quickly thereafter.”

How did you learn that Mr. Dufour was the
subject of allegations? Can you recall?

MR. GUzZO: | certainly don’t recall anybody
coming to me and making an allegation against Mr. Dufour.

I must have read it in documentation someplace.

MR. MANSON: Or did someone from Cornwall
tell you about 1t?

MR. GUzZO: |If they did, I don’t recall. If
they did, I don’t recall.

MR. MANSON: Thank you, Mr. Guzzo. | want
to leave Laurencrest for now.

I understand that at some point you became
so interested In the Cornwall situation that you decided to
write a book; correct?

MR. GUzZO: | had planned to write a book,
yes.

MR. MANSON: Can you tell us when you made
that decision; approximately?

MR. GUzZO: | would think -- 1 start to muse

about 1t and talk to some people about 1t In my second --

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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during my second term in the legislature, when I°m quickly
coming to the conclusion that no matter how many bills 1
get through, they’re never going to be called for third
reading and -- so 1’m never going to have a piece of
legislation to bring about what we have here today and it’s
-- some people have mentioned to me that, you know, a book
would be a good i1dea. 1 start to think about it and I

start to put some material together and position it and

draft it.

MR. MANSON: It is a fascinating story;
correct?

MR. GUzZO: It i1s a fascinating story, Mr.
Manson.

MR. MANSON: And you played a large role in
it and so you would have a lot of views about it; correct?

MR. GUzZO: Yes, | guess you’d say that.

MR. MANSON: So you started a file and you
started saving material?

MR. GUzzo: | did.

MR. MANSON: And | take it you wanted to
ensure that you had good source material to rely upon when
you actually sat down to start writing the book?

MR. GUzZZO: Yes, | recognize that what 1 had
was one-sided but, yes, 1 think 1 could agree with that

statement.

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 11 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

MR. MANSON: Just to try and place the time
again, you said early in your second term. Your second
term would have started in 19997

MR. GUzZO: Ninety-nine (’99). | don’t
think I said early in my second term but sometime during my
second term.

MR. MANSON: During your second term.

MR. GUzZO: The first Bill is in 2000; the
second Bill is in 01 and I think when that happens --
certainly in ’03, certainly in 03 when 1 have the third
Bill coming forward. 1 also have a motion coming forward
and I want the motion to be dealt with instead of the Bill
and my own party blindsides me on that without notice and
when that happened, I mean, it’s clear. 1It’s clear that
I’m never going to change anybody’s mind.

MR. MANSON: About the decision to write the
book, 1t may have been 2000, 2001, but certainly by 2003
this was an i1dea that had formed iIn your head; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: And as far as your own
involvement, your own records would be very helpful to you;
correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: And you told us in-chief that

you’re daytimer was your bible; correct?

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 12 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

MR. GUzzO: Well, I lived by my daytimer
both as a practitioner and then, again, as a politician.

MR. MANSON: But what’s puzzling me is that
you destroyed your daytimer?

MR. GUzzO: Well, destroyed them -- when 1
got back to Ottawa after 1 cleaned out my office at Queen’s
Park, 1 didn’t have them.

I don’t know that I consciously intended to
but like a lot of other things, when 1 got home 1 had
things 1 didn’t want and things that | might have wanted to
keep were gone.

MR. MANSON: So i1t was thrown out as part of
the stuff that you didn’t want to keep?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I’m talking about maybe
daytimers for all eight years at Queen’s Park.

MR. MANSON: And during those eight years
you were involved with the Cornwall story?

MR. GUzZO: Yes. Yes, most of them.

MR. MANSON: And the daytimer might indicate
when you met with X, when you met with Y, that sort of
thing?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: So i1t would be a helpful source
when you’re writing your book?

MR. GUzzO: Well, yes.

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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MR. MANSON: It’s unfortunate that it
doesn’t exist anymore?

MR. GUZZO: Yeah, I have to tell you --
well, yeah.

MR. MANSON: That’s all -- 1t’s unfortunate
that i1t doesn’t exist.

MR. GUzzO: It is. I°m looking -- when 1
look at the book 1°m looking -- again, 1°m looking at the
government and the government’s involvement and the
government’s reaction and the positions that 1’ve
encountered in a political nature.

As I’ve said before, the -- you know, what
the 80 or 90 people who spoke to me about abuse or alleged
abuse was not the basis of what I was doing at Queen’s Park
and 1t wasn’t going to be the basis of my book. My book
was going to be on governance or lack thereof.

MR. MANSON: Well, let’s move to that. |
want to talk about your role iIn promoting a public Inquiry.
You certainly played a leadership role on that issue;
correct?

MR. GUzzZO: | think so.

MR. MANSON: And people in Cornwall
appreciated that leadership role and you must appreciate
that you have a lot of respect from the people in Cornwall?

MR. GUZZO: | think I understand that | have

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 14 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

some, yes.

MR. MANSON: And that that’s in great
measure because of your background as a judge and a member
of the provincial legislature; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: Now, when you started the
campaign for a public inquiry you were already an
experienced politician. You’d been a municipal politician;
you were elected to the provincial legislature; correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I don’t know how
experienced 1 was but I had been involved i1n politics over
the years ---

MR. MANSON: You weren’t a rookie?

MR. GUZZO: --- continually, right.

MR. MANSON: You weren’t a rookie?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: And so you had experience in
dealing with the media; correct?

MR. GuUuzzo: | did.

MR. MANSON: And you had experience in
making public statements; correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct, correct.

MR. MANSON: You had experience in dealing
with other politicians?

MR. GUZzZO: Yes.

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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MR. MANSON: You had some sense of how to
promote a political issue. That’s a fair statement?

MR. GUZzZO: Yes, Yyes.

MR. MANSON: And you appreciated that in
doing so, language is an important tool; right?

MR. GUZZO: Yes, It is.

MR. MANSON: How you praise things; how you
make -- pitch your argument. These are important tools
that the politician needs to know; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: Now, with respect to promoting
a public inquiry, I want to just try to synopsize your
concerns and say -- please correct me if I get any of this
wrong, but is it fair to say that you had three underlying
concerns?

They would be the abuse of children and
young people in Cornwall; a possible cover-up; and your
concern about police iIncompetence?

So other that governance issues, those three
local issues were the pillars of your campaign for a public
inquiry. Is that fair?

MR. GUzZO: | don’t know that I would term
the third one “police i1ncompetence”, but the behaviour of
the police force -- the behaviour of police forces, yes.

MR. MANSON: Well, we’ll come to that iIn a

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 16 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

minute, but on a number of occasions you did, as a possible
explanation, raise the question of competence or
incompetence; correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: Now, 1l want to look at your
correspondence and your public statements for a minute, and
iT we could start with Exhibit 983 which is your letter to
Michael Harris, the Premier at the time, September 18%",
1998.

THE COMMISSIONER: |I’m sorry, 9937

MR. MANSON: Nine-eighty-three (983) I
believe, Mr. Commissioner.

THE COMMISSIONER: Okay. Same book, same
binder, Mr. Guzzo.

MR. MANSON: Mr. Commissioner, 1 should
perhaps warn you that I was here for some of Mr. Guzzo’s
testimony not all of it and I’m -- 1 hope 1°m accurate with
the reference numbers to exhibits.

THE COMMISSIONER: Not a problem.

MR. MANSON: But if we have to hunt for --
so far 1°m okay but if we have to hunt for a minute I
certainly apologize.

THE COMMISSIONER: NoO, no, no problem.

MR. MANSON: So this is your letter you the

Premier, September 18", 1998. It’s fair to say this is

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 17 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

early In your campaign to promote a public inquiry;
correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, yes. 1In light of the fact
that it carried on for another five years, six years, |
guess, yes.

MR. MANSON: But just to situate the date,
September 18", 1998, you’d already met the Dunlops at that
point; correct?

MR. GUzzZO: | believe so.

MR. MANSON: Yeah, you told us in-chief --

MR. GUZZO: Yeah.

MR. MANSON: It’s at Volume 164, page 101 --

MR. GUZZO: Yeah.

MR. MANSON: --- that you met them maybe
July, August. Certainly the summer of 19987?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: So that would be prior to this
letter; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: And if we look at the first
page, the bottom of the first large paragraph. The one
that starts “The above caption”. You say:

“1 have been extremely careful not

doing anything that in any way will

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 18 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

embarrass the Government.”
That’s one of your early comments, correct?
MR. GUZzZO: Yes.
MR. MANSON: And up above in that paragraph
you say:
“1 have been most careful and diligent
in a manner in which 1 have satisfied
myself of the information I am about to
relay.”
Correct?
MR. GUZZO: Right.
MR. MANSON: You’re trying to tell the
Premier that you’re being conscientious iIn this, you’re not
being opportunistic; correct?
MR. GUZZO: Yeah, I think -- I’m trying to
get his attention to have a look and discuss this with him.
MR. MANSON: Well, I want to look at just
some use of language. Can we turn to page 2? You see the
third paragraph, “On or about the month of April.”?
MR. GUZzZO: Yes.
MR. MANSON: I’I1l read the rest of the
sentence.
“During the first week of April of
1997...~

-— that’s iIn brackets:

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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PUBLIC HEARING 19 GUZZO
AUDIENCE PUBLIQUE Cr-Ex (Manson)

“...a Cornwall Police Officer...”
I take it you are referring to Perry Dunlop?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: “...who has been very
actively involved in this matter and a
retired police officer from the Toronto
Police, served upon two ministries in
our government volumes of documentation
with regard to this issue.”

That’s the statement; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: | want to look at the word
“served” for a minute.

You’ve had a long career as a lawyer and a
judge and you’d agree with me, to lawyers, “served” means
the delivery of a legal process, the delivery of a document
within litigation to another party; correct?

MR. GUzZO: | wouldn’t limit It to
litigation, but yes, yes, it has ---

MR. MANSON: It has that formal word
meaning; correct?

MR. GUzZO: Yes, it does.

MR. MANSON: So i1t could be an originating
document or it could be a document that’s already -- that’s

part of a litigation process, but i1t refers to legal

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.
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process iIn that sense; correct?

MR. GUZzZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: And, in fact, what Mr. Dunlop
had done was deliver material to various ministries in
Toronto that apparently he thought would be useful to them;
correct?

MR. GUzzZO: | don’t know what he thought. 1
know what some people in Toronto thought.

MR. MANSON: But you do know that he just
delivered material; correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, 1°m -- you know, I’m not a
100 percent certain to be honest with you that he
personally delivered the documents. 1 was told that at
OCOPS -- at OCOPS when the Solicitor General’s office would
not accept service, they were sent downstairs to OCOPS and
somebody there told me that they had been served by a
former Toronto police officer.

MR. MANSON: Well, 1 want to come back to
that because i1t’s really not a question of accepting
service, is i1t? Someone is delivering documents. That
would be -- the accurate way to put it would be, he
delivered -- he was trying to deliver material -- whether
it was him or someone else --—-

MR. GUZZO: More accurate, yes.

MR. MANSON: -- it would be more accurate to
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say he was delivering them.

I want to suggest to you that you are using
the word “‘served” because i1t has a formal, legal meaning
and 1t makes the sentence sound stronger; correct?

MR. GUzzO: | don’t know that that was my
intention but that’s certainly a fair iInterpretation.

MR. MANSON: All I°m suggesting is that it’s
-- 1t’s the rhetorical use of the word “serve”, not the
accurate, literate, legal use of the word ‘“serve”; correct?

MR. GUzZO: Fair.

MR. MANSON: Because in politics sometimes
you need to be rhetorical; correct?

MR. GUzZO: Very often.

MR. MANSON: Sometimes you need to pepper
statements with catchy phrases; correct?

MR. GUzZO: Sometimes, yes.

MR. MANSON: Sometimes you even need to
throw 1n a little bit of a zinger, particularly i1If you’re
dealing with political colleagues; correct?

MR. GUzzO: | think that’s fair.

MR. MANSON: And in your examination in-

chief 1 found two examples where you used the phrase --

talking about political colleagues -- “lI was jabbing them
in the ribs”. Do you recall using that phrase?
MR. GUzzO: | do.
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MR. MANSON: And what you were talking about
was throwing a zinger into a letter, because it would get
their attention; correct?

MR. GUzZO: That’s correct.

MR. MANSON: And, In fact, one of those
examples you used the word “ring” and Mr. Engelmann
questioned you about that and you said:

“Well, it was really an in joke at the
time that a dope ring was a group of
cabinet members.”

MR. GUzZZO: That’s right.

MR. MANSON: So that’s an example of using a
zinger to get someone’s attention; correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: Well, let’s look at some other
ways to get people’s attention.

On many occasions, you used the phrase
describing investigations especially by the OPP 1in
Cornwall, “No stone unturned”. You recall using that
phrase?

MR. GUzZZO: | do.

MR. MANSON: And I want to tell you, Mr.
Guzzo, 1°m not here to either defend or attack the OPP,
they have their own people they can take care of

themselves, 1 just want to look at some of the language.
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Is it fair to say that when you use the
phrase, ‘“No stone unturned”, it was part of an argument
where you were trying to say how is it that in 1994 the OPP
would not lay charges when in 1998, after Project Truth,
there were 115 charges against multiple accused. That was
your rhetorical argument, wasn’t 1t?

MR. GUzzO: Well, 1t may have been my
attempt, but I honestly believe that | took that term from
some kind of a press story that quoted a person by the name
of Klancy Grasman in 1994. Now, I did at one point take a
look back, I haven”’t done an exhaustive search, but 1 seem
to believe that it was iIn one of the two Cornwall papers
where that -- where 1 took that from and 1 believe 1t —- 1
attributed it to him -- I don”t know whether he iIs an
officer or a lay person, but that’s my recollection.

MR. MANSON: But whatever the source of the
phrase 1s, my point is the argument you were making -- and
iIt’s a smart argument -- how is 1t In 1994 no charges were
laid, but four years later there were 115 charges. That
was your point, wasn’t it?

MR. GUZZO: Yeah, I made that point a number
of times.

MR. MANSON: A number of times.

For example, i1f we look at Exhibit 1008,

which is your letter to various colleagues on October 4%,
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2000, this i1s just before Bill 103 is coming forward for

first reading -- can we look at 1008, please? If we can

turn to page 4 where you outline specific issues?

along with me:

“Issue 1” and I’m -- if you could just read

“On Christmas Eve, 1994, the Ontario
Provincial Police investigation was
wound up. The OPP reported that there
were no charges to be laid and there
was no evidence of a pedophile ring
operating in Cornwall either at that
time or In previous years. The OPP
could find no Improprieties as a result
of the Cornwall Police activity and the
Cornwall self-investigation of police
procedures.

At that press conference, the
spokesperson for the Ontario Provincial
Police stated that the OPP had left no
stone unturned. Please note the
similarity to the Ontario Provincial
Police announcement when the
investigation at Walkerton was
announced. At that time, the OPP

officer said, “We shall leave no stone
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unturned”. The OPP officer speaking at
Walkerton was one Klancy Grasman, the
same OPP officer who on four difference
occasions has announced the end of
Project Truth only to have additional
charges laid immediately after each of
his four announcements.”

And now, you come to your argument.
“Project Truth commences without notice
and miraculously, 115 charges are then
laid during the second i1nvestigation.
And here are your three questions: Was
the first investigation totally botched
and very incompetently handled or was
there an attempted cover-up which would
have succeeded had the Cornwall
Citizens Committee not spent $200,000
of their own money to do the work that
should have been done by the Ontario
Provincial Police, or is there a third
possible answer to this situation?”

That was the argument you were making to

your colleagues; correct?
MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: And it’s a strong rhetorical
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argument, isn’t it? How come there’s nothing there one day
and there’s 115 charges there another day. 1t’s a good
argument; correct?

MR. GUzZO: The Bill -- the Bill passed ---

MR. MANSON: The bill passed ---

MR. GUZZO: --- but the Premier making the
cabinet not support i1t and lobby against it.

MR. MANSON: Can we just for a minute go to
Exhibit 1000, please?

MR. GUzZO: 1°m sorry, what number is this?

MR. MANSON: It’s Exhibit 1000. 1It’s up on
the screen. It’s ---

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: --- big. This, Mr. Guzzo, 1is
the December 23", 1994 OPP press release.

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: |I’m going to ask you to read
it, but 1 anticipate that we’re going to hear evidence that
this was the only press release and that there was no press
conference. | don’t know what the media did after this,
but this was the press release. Could you please read the
first couple of paragraphs?

(SHORT PAUSE/CAUSE PAUSE)

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: You’d agree with me that
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Detective Inspector Smith, who iIs apparently the author of
this, i1s talking about the investigation of a single priest
and the role of the diocese; correct?

MR. GUzZO: Yes, it does.

MR. MANSON: And he’s not talking about
anything other than that, i1s he?

MR. GUzZZO: It doesn’t appear that he 1is.

MR. MANSON: So your rhetorical argument
that you’re making to colleagues, which was very
successful, is not quite accurate, is it?

MR. GUzzO: Well, in light of this document
which I had not seen the actual press release until I -- 1
either met with counsel for the Commission or came down
here. It’s true, but from the newspaper reports of what
happened and, indeed, from the comments received from the
Ottawa Police force people who had done a previous
investigation and issued a report which I have not read but
I had 1t relayed to me by people In that service, they tell
me that they, in making their report, suggested that the
circumstances cried out for a complete investigation. And
I was of the opinion that that’s what this force was doing
for 9 or 11 months up until Christmas Eve of 2004, but, you
know, when 1 read this, you’re correct. You’re correct.

MR. MANSON: Mr. Guzzo, 1’ve seen the report

of the Ottawa Police and it’s not in -- | don’t believe
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it’s In evidence yet ---

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes.

MR. MANSON: --- but it will be and 1t was
talking about the work the Cornwall Police had done. It
was very critical of the work that they had done with
respect to the investigation of a single priest iIn the
diocese.

MR. GUzzO: Well, you know, you have an
advantage. 1 have not seen the report.

MR. MANSON: So looking back now, you agree
that as successful as your rhetorical argument was, it’s --
and 1t’s a great argument, but i1t’s not accurate?

MR. GUzZO: Based on this document, i1t is
not, but I -- i1t back to I have the press some place along
the line -- the press reports of two papers here in
Cornwall and I draw a conclusion that is different.

MR. MANSON: And can you -- I’m sure | know
it’s almost silly to ask -- you can’t show us the press

reports, this is a long time ago, but you’ve actually read

them?

MR. GUZZO: The press report?

MR. MANSON: Yes.

MR. GUZZO: Yes, I -- 1°’ve -- | have and
some place in that file would be clippings from the -- from
the -- from two newspapers, a weekly and a daily, iIn the
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Cornwall area.

MR. MANSON: And you’re saying that they
suggested that the iInvestigation was broader than a single
priest In the diocese?

MR. GUzzO: Well, 1 took that from it, but 1
think -- 1 think what was probably giving me that
impression more were the comments of the Ottawa Police
department people.

MR. MANSON: Well, you met with them quite
later, wasn’t it? You talked about a dinner where someone
said to you, you know, you haven’t quite got it right about
the Ottawa Police. We didn’t do a general investigation,
we were just looking at what the Cornwall Police had done
with respect to a single incident.

MR. GUzzO: Well, some -- some place in --
before the second election In 99, 1°m getting some
feedback from Ottawa area police officers, but as far as
talking to Chief Ford, or former Chief Ford, 1 think that
was later, yes.

MR. MANSON: And the feedback that you were
getting i1s that you got it wrong about the role of the
Ottawa Police; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yeah, I1°m assuming up until this
bill that they have whitewashed the situation which ---

THE COMMISSIONER: If 1 can intervene, my
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understanding of the testimony beforehand was that this

gentleman was in -- his opinion was that the Ottawa Police

had just rol

led into town, did a -- a very superficial

investigation and left.

MR. GUZzZO: Yes.

THE COMMISSIONER: But at no time was there

any discussion that it was just about one priest. It was

about the quality of the investigation they had done.

you now that

the iIncident

MR. MANSON: Well, I -- 1°m suggesting to
that’s what -- it was about a single priest in

with the diocese. Did the Ottawa Police

confirm that to you?
MR. GUzZZO: |I’ve never had that confirmed,
but you’ve read it, | haven’t.

issue?

minutes ago,

MR. MANSON: Can we move on to another

Like in the exhibit I read to you a few

you talked a lot about the local citizens

committee; correct?

committees.

MR. GUZZO: Plural.
MR. MANSON: Pardon me?

MR. GUZZO: Plural, local citizens

MR. MANSON: Committees.

MR. GUZZO: You know, I°ve got this idea
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that there are three or four -- at some point along the
line, three or four operations, factions that are -- yes.

MR. MANSON: But if we talk about the
private investigations that you’ve referred to that -- we
would be talking about a single citizens committee In that
regard; correct?

MR. GUzZO: | think so.

MR. MANSON: And the members of that
committee would include the Dunlops, Carson Chisholm and

Ron Leroux; correct?

MR. GUzzZO: | -- 1 -- yes, | think so —- 1
think -- 1 had never heard Leroux’s name mentioned other
than I read his affidavit. 1 think his affidavit was with

the material that Dunlop left with me and 1 think I said it
was left with me in July, but 1 really didn’t -- I didn’t
really read that material until 1 got back to Toronto when
the House opened In October, yeah.

MR. MANSON: Can you think of anyone else
who was involved -- talking about this particular group
that was doing a private investigation. Can you think of
any other names of people who were involved with them?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I had this woman who later
was sending me material and | think I had the name Eleanor
attached and 1 thought she was doing a pretty good job of

providing me with documentation, and I associated her with
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that group. And I think at that time | had started to hear
from Alain Seguin and | had associated Alain with that
group.

MR. MANSON: Other than that, there is no
other names that occurred to you?

MR. GUZZO: They don’t spring to my mind,
no.

MR. MANSON: Now, a minute ago when | was
reading to you from Exhibit 1008, your letter to colleagues
dated October 4, 2000, it made mention to the Citizens
Committee having spent $200,000. This was a fact that you
mention a number of times, correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: Can you tell us where you got
that information?

MR. GUzZO: | remember the first time 1
heard it was from Alain Seguin and 1 -- | asked a couple of
people about 1t. Nobody seemed to know too much about what
was being spent. There was talk that there were excessive
legal fees for a lawyer up around Toronto someplace who was
supposed to be conducting some stuff for the Dunlops but 1
remember the first time | questioned Mr. Seguin about that,
about the amount, you know, where did the money come from.
He didn’t have any i1dea but he assured me that they were

spending a lot of money.
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MR. MANSON: Did -- this $200,000 figure,
was it ever mentioned to you by the Dunlops?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I don’t know that in *98
when 1 met with them, and to my recollection that’s the
only time 1 talked to them other than 1 think they were
present at the meeting at the -- 1 have an i1dea that they
were present at the meeting at City Hall when we -- Mr.
Cleary and 1 attended at City Hall to get a resolution by
City Council to support one of the bills.

MR. MANSON: Did you ever have phone
conversations with Carson Chisholm?

MR. GUzzO: Carson Chisholm called me -- 1
got correspondence from him from time to time. And I don’t
-— 1 don’t recall specific conversations with him but, yes,
I think 1 remember at least two telephone conversations
with him. 1 don’t know what we were talking about, what
the issue was that came up.

MR. MANSON: Did you ever talk to him about
his trip to Florida?

MR. GUzZO: No, I had assumed that the

Dunlops had gone to Florida, quite frankly, when 1 heard of

it. | didn’t know that -- until very recently, that that
was done by -- I think 1 read Chisholm and this fellow
Leroux.

MR. MANSON: Leroux, yes.
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MR. GUzzO0: Yes.

MR. MANSON: We have heard evidence about
that.

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: But you didn’t talk to Chisholm
directly about his trip to Florida?

MR. GUzzO: | did not.

MR. MANSON: Can we look at a new document?
I don’t believe it’s an exhibit. This is one of the early
versions of what would be your Bill 103. 1It’s 714696.

(SHORT PAUSE/COURTE PAUSE)

MR. MANSON: It looks like this document is
a fax copy of a draft of your bill. And the date on the
fax that 1 have got is July -- right at the top i1t says
“Date: Thursday, July 6, 2000.”

Before I -- can you recall when you spoke

with Alain Seguin?

MR. GUzZO: | spoke with Alain Seguin a
number of times. | didn’t encourage him to call me but 1
always took his calls. |1 always took his calls. He was --

Alain was hurting and he was struggling and, yeah, you
know, 1 always took his calls.

MR. MANSON: Can we just look at the first
page of this document?

We had better mark it as an exhibit, Mr.
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Commissioner.
THE COMMISSIONER: All right.
So 1137 is a draft of an Act called the Act
-- 1s the “Inquiry into Police Investigations and Sexual
Abuse Against Minors in the Cornwall Area, 2000.”
--- EXHIBIT NO./PIECE NO. P-1137:
Draft Private Member’s Bill 103

MR. MANSON: | just want to point out

paragraphs four and five and six to you, Mr. Guzzo. Number

four:
“...the circumstances that led private
individuals to commence private
investigations in relation to the
complaints of sexual abuse.”

I take it you are referring to the Dunlops
and Carson Chisholm and anyone else involved with their
citizens committee, correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: And number five:

“...whether private investigations
contributed to the laying of charges
arising from the complaints of sexual
abuse.”

And six:

“The expenses incurred by any person
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who financed the private
investigation...”

IT you turn the page:

“...and the amount, if any, of
reimbursement that should be provided
by the Government of Ontario to such
persons.”

I take i1t, 1t was your view that this very
large amount of money, $200,000, there should be an inquiry
into whether that was the correct amount and whether people
should be reimbursed for i1t?

MR. GUzzO: Well, that’s what the bill says,
yes.

MR. MANSON: And that’s one of your
concerns, should people be reimbursed. Correct?

MR. GUzZO: Yes, that was -- well, yes,
that’s what the bill says.

MR. MANSON: But the only information you
had about this $200,000 was from Alain Seguin, correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I don’t know whether I
spoke to anybody else about it or tried to get a handle on
the amount but I can tell you this, that -- first of all
you have to understand how the bill is drafted. As a
Member 1 don’t sit down and draft a bill.

MR. MANSON: M7”hm.
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MR. GUzZO: There are legislative council
filling rooms up there. So two of them come down to see
me, what do you want to do; how do we do 1t? 1 give them
the information and they prepare the documentation; this is
what has to be In i1t; this 1Is how -- you know, this iIs how
we will do it.

Let me tell you about -- in reply to a
question that you asked me earlier about a call from Carson
Chisholm. When this bill came out about the reimbursement
I did have a call from Carson Chisholm at that time saying
that, you know, 1 don”’t know who you are going to give the
money to. | spent my money and he was concerned about
whether he was going to be paid for i1t, you know. |
remember that rather -- quite frankly, you know, when 1 saw
the bill it was too late to make any modifications to it.
This draft, | think, is what went forward and it went
forward without any changes because | think we were up
against a time delay.

MR. MANSON: My only point, Mr. Guzzo, 1is
this question about reimbursement came from you?

MR. GUzzO: It did.

MR. MANSON: You raised that?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: And it’s fair to say that this

$200,000 figure was swirling around the community in
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Cornwall?

MR. GUzzO: Swirling around?

MR. MANSON: The community in Cornwall.

MR. GUzZO: Yes, | think, you know.

MR. MANSON: That was the talk?

MR. GUZZO: Yes, that was the talk, yes.

MR. MANSON: Now, | want to talk about
Florida for a minute. Your evidence in-chief was that
through a contact that you made, a retired police officer,
you eventually were taken to meet an employee or maybe
former employee at the Solitaire Motel and you were shown
some copies of registration documents that had four names
on them. Correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: And you had the sense that
three of those names came from Cornwall. Correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: Other -- that was the extent of
the material that you brought back from Florida. Correct?
That knowledge.

MR. GUzZO: That knowledge, not the
documents.

MR. MANSON: No, no, just the knowledge.

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: We know that Carson Chisholm
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and Ron Leroux went to Florida and we’ve heard evidence
from them about their efforts to investigate. Did you get
any idea from them about what they found out in Florida?

MR. GUZzZO: No, as I say, | wasn’t aware
that they were the people who went to Florida. For some
reason, | thought i1t must have been Mr. or Mrs. Dunlop.

MR. MANSON: What I want to ask you about is
a statement you made apparently in May 17™, 2001, it

appeared in two of the Sun papers; both the Toronto Sun and

the Ottawa Sun and 1f we could look at Exhibit 978 please.

I believe this is the Toronto Sun version.

THE COMMISSIONER: We”ll need a new book
then.

THE REGISTRAR: 978 (Nine seventy-eight)

THE COMMISSIONER: 978 (Nine seventy-eight).

Oh yes, you’re right. Sorry.

MR. MANSON: Mr. Commissioner, | haven’t
seen you glancing at the clock but I should tell you that
I’m probably 10 or 15 minutes from being finished so i1t’s
up to you 1If --—-

THE COMMISSIONER: No, try and finish then
we’ll take a break.

MR. MANSON: Okay.

IT we can just scroll down -- oh, you’ve got

to scroll up, sorry. There. The paragraph that starts
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“Guzzo said he has seen registration” -- can you find the
paragraph, Mr. Guzzo?
MR. GUZZO: Yes.
MR. MANSON: Completely accurate statement:
“Guzzo said he had seen the
registration records of a sleazy Fort
Lauderdale hotel strip where victims
claim they were taken by their
assaulters and passed around to other
paedophiles. “They were traded like
baseball cards,” he said.”
Where did that idea come from?
MR. GUZZO: The question of “traded like
baseball cards” came from the individual who tried to sell

me registration slips.

MR. MANSON: | don’t believe you told us
that 1n your Examination-in-Chief, that the -- you broke
off that contact because you were concerned about -- this

was a money deal and your friend the police officer seemed
to want a commission and you smelled a rat and you left.
Correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, you know whether he wanted
a commission or was going to get a commission, | didn’t
think the, you know, the issue of purchasing that material

was a proper thing and 1 wanted out of there, yeah.
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MR. MANSON: But you didn’t tell us that
this former employee said that ‘“young people were passed
around like baseball cards.”

MR. GUzZO: You’re probably correct. 1
wasn’t asked and 1 didn’t get into that; yeah.

MR. MANSON: But, again -- or is this
another example of rhetoric? Because i1t’s a good, catchy
phrase “they were traded like baseball cards.”

MR. GUzZZO: There were better examples of
comments made at different places that 1 could have used
that wouldn”t be fit for a family newspaper too, you know.

MR. MANSON: Comments that you gained while
you were iIn Florida?

MR. GUzZO: Um, yeah, comments 1 heard;
yeah.

THE COMMISSIONER: Can we -- SO are you
saying that the expression ‘“they were traded like baseball
cards” i1s something that you learned from the former
bookkeeper? He said that?

MR. GUzZO: He used the term “baseball
cards,” yeah.

THE COMMISSIONER: “They were traded like
baseball cards.”

MR. MANSON: | just focused on it because 1

know you’re a sports fan -- we’ve had a number of -- you
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had that great line about the football statue.

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: Taking the -- I’m missing the
name ---

MR. GUZZO: Heisman trophy.

MR. MANSON: Heisman -- the Heisman pose so
-- but this wasn’t your phrase. This came from the guy who
worked at the Saltaire.

MR. GUzZO: That’s the way I recall it.

MR. MANSON: Can we talk for a minute about
the videotapes that were seized from Ron Leroux’s house?
Do you recall what I’m talking about?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: These were the ones that were
subsequently destroyed by the OPP.

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: Now, we’ve heard evidence from
two witnesses, Ron Leroux and C8 -- the person has a
moniker ---

MR. GUzZO: Yeah.

MR. MANSON: Ron Leroux went to the OPP
detachment and said ‘“they’re not mine.” C8 was in the
house when the search warrant was executed, but neither of
those witnesses said that they viewed the tapes.

That’s been the evidence, Mr. Guzzo.
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MR. GUZZO: Repeat that for me? Neither
said they ---

MR. MANSON: Viewed what was on the tapes.

MR. GUzZO: 1| see. | wasn’t aware of that.

MR. MANSON: It looks like what was seized -
- I’m sure we’ll hear more evidence about this but 1t looks
like what was seized was a brown case with maybe 20
videotapes in it and, perhaps, two other videotapes but
neither Ron Leroux or C8, according to their testimony,
ever viewed what was on those tapes. That’s been the
evidence.

Have you seen those tapes or copies of them?

MR. GUzZO: | saw what was purported to be a
copy of a tape but I haven’t got a list of the monikers ---

MR. MANSON: We’re not talking about the
eight millimetre film, are we?

MR. GUzZO: Yes, that’s what I’ve seen.

MR. MANSON: You’ve seen —-- at some point iIn
May 1999 you had a visit and someone came and showed you
part of an eight millimetre film. Correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: And they suggested to you that
the people on the film, the two males, were one of your
visitors and the other was Ken Seguin. Correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.
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MR. MANSON: But you couldn’t identify those
faces.

MR. GUzZO: No, I couldn’t.

MR. MANSON: All you could say was “here’s
an eight millimetre film that looks like two males having
sex;” correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: Is that correct?

MR. GUzZZO: That’s right.

MR. MANSON: They didn’t say to you that
this 1s part of a videotape collection; did they?

MR. GUZZO: No.

MR. MANSON: So, other than that you’ve
never seen any of these videotapes that were subsequently
destroyed. Correct?

MR. GUzZO: That’s correct.

MR. MANSON: Have you ever spoken to anyone
who claims that they’ve seen them?

MR. GUzZO: No; other than the individual
who brought that, C whatever the number is, | think was of
the opinion that this was part of a collection which he
attributed to be the ownership of Ken Seguin and -- rightly
or wrongly.

MR. MANSON: But he didn’t say anything to

you linking that old eight millimetre film with a
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collection of videotapes that had been seized by the OPP in
February, 1 believe, 1993.

MR. GUzzO: Well, no -- this is “99 and he
doesn’t, you know, that’s correct.

MR. MANSON: [Is that -- we have your
testimony In-Chief when Mr. Engelmann asked you about this
and you were very frank that a guy shows up and he wants to
show you an eight millimetre film and he tells you what’s
on it and you went through the story in detail. Correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: So this person isn’t linking
this to these destroyed tapes iIn any way. He’s saying
“Look what I1°ve got. [I°m on i1t and Ken Seguin.” Correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: Now, I want to look at Document
701019 please? |1 don’t believe this was made an exhibit.

It’s a letter from Pat Hall, an OPP officer, dated July

18, "01.

THE REGISTRAR: It’s 1013, yes.

THE COMMISSIONER: It’s 10137?

MR. MANSON: It was made an exhibit, oh,
okay.

THE COMMISSIONER: So Exhibit 1013, sir.
MR. GUzZzO: It’s 1013? Thank you.

MR. MANSON: He i1s writing you and he’s
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basically saying, 1If you know anything about videotapes and
their existence, please help us out and give us some
information; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Right.

MR. MANSON: In a nutshell that’s what he is
saying. And then in Exhibit 1012, you respond. Have you
got that up? Can you see i1t, Mr. Guzzo?

MR. GUzzO: | have it here, yes.

MR. MANSON: “‘Dear Inspector Hall, this

will refer to yours of July 18 and our
subsequent telephone conversation of
July 24™. 1 advise that I do not have
copies of these films nor any films,
nor have 1 seen same, but they have
been described to me as commercially
purchased copies of Ffilms which were in
the possession of the individual from
whom some materials were taken some
time ago.”

You don’t mention the eight millimetre film
to him in this letter, do you?

MR. GUzZO: No, I don’t.

MR. MANSON: Is there any reason why that
skipped your mind at the time?

MR. GUZzO: Well, 1 had a discussion with
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Detective Inspector Hall in November of 00, 2000 I think
or November *01. After the first bill is passed he and a
Mr. Lewis, Constable Lewis, Detective Inspector Lewis, come
to visit me at Queen’s Park and we have a discussion. And
I bring up the issue of the films or the tapes and my
recollection and what I put In writing and someplace along
the line thereafter described our position.

I asked him about the tapes and why they
were destroyed and he said to me, well, you know, we talked
about homemade movies and films and he said they were
commercial tapes. And I said -- well -- | remember saying
to him, well, you know Bernardo and Homolka had commercial
tapes but they would take the homemade films and use them,
sell them to be incorporated into the commercial. That was
the game.

And 1°m questioning whether this was
happening here and maybe -- you know, 1 don’t know why --
otherwise why the films would be made. But anyway -- and
you know, when 1 say that, I mean 1 get a -- he says to me
-- but he says to me, you know, he said, “Well” -- “Why
would you do that?” and he says, “Well, they are no more
good. They are no more good.” He says, “You can’t
prosecute a dead man”. Seguin was dead.

MR. MANSON: Can I just stop you for a

second? During that conversation, did you tell him that
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you’ve seen eight millimetre films apparently of Seguin and
a young man, or young boy? Did you tell them during that
meeting?

MR. GUzzO: | told them that I knew that
they existed, yes. 1 don’t know whether I got into the
detail as to when 1 saw them and what | saw and who showed
It to me.

MR. MANSON: But you told -- during that
meeting you think you told them that you had seen these
films?

MR. GUzZO: Yes, because | remember the
discussion of saying, well, you know, there are these
homemade movies but they can take those and put them into -
- you know, and sell them.

MR. MANSON: Yes.

MR. GUzZO: And we’re talking about Homolka
and we’re talking about Bernardo and we are talking about a
number of things.

MR. MANSON: Well, can we just go back to

Queen’s Park for a second? Can we look at Exhibit 1011,

please?

This is a Hansard excerpt which 1 believe is
from June 27, 2001. So we’re now -- we’re now at the time
when you talked -- you are working on your second bill now.

We are in 2001; correct?
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MR. GUZZO: Right.
MR. MANSON: And you can see the subheading
“Investigation into Child Abuse” and you’re talking about
videotapes. Let me just read at the top, first paragraph,
part-way through:
“...but without a warrant for the next
door neighbour’s home, they entered the
home of the neighbour of the probation
officer’s and again found no trace of
arms or narcotics in that home. They
did however seize a suitcase containing
24 or more pornographic films. Some of
these were commercially edited and sold
and some were homemade, some from the
camera mounted at the foot of the
probation officer’s bed.”
Can you recall who told you that?

MR. GUZZO: See, | haven’t got a list of the

MR. MANSON: This iIs the same person who
showed you the eight millimetre videotape?
MR. GUzZO: That’s right.
MR. MANSON: If we go on:
“This evidence, these films have been

in the hands of the OPP for over six
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years. The evidence has never been
tendered in court.”

You’re still talking about the stuff that
was seized from Ron Leroux’s house; correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: Yes, you’ve made a mistake when
you said It was Ken Seguin’s house. It was -- we know it
was Ron Leroux’s house.

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: Correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: And we do know that there was a
search warrant; correct?

MR. GUzZO: But I was led to believe that
the search warrant was for Seguin’s house not for Leroux’s
house.

MR. MANSON: When you said “led to believe”
who told you that, do you think?

MR. GUzzO: | don’t know where 1 got that
information.

MR. MANSON: Was that because that was the
talk in Cornwall?

MR. GUZZO: There were a lot of people
talking to me and, you know, but I would -- I don”t know

where 1 got that idea.
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MR. MANSON: Now, later down that page you
are talking about the November meeting with Pat Hall. [IFf 1
can just read:

“1 want to tell you this. 0On November
22"4 of last year when | was debriefed
by the OPP, visited by Detective
Inspector Hall, the lead investigator
for Project Truth and one of his
superiors from Orillia, I put that same
question to Inspector Hall. He said,
“Mr. Guzzo, we don’t have those tapes.
We don’t have those films anymore. We
destroyed them.””

This is the meeting that you were just
telling us about?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: And in that meeting you believe
that you told them about the films that you saw in May,
1999; correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: So, again, when you write to
him on July 25 and don’t mention those films that’s very
curious, isn’t 1t? You’ve already told them that you have
seen films and now in your May 25 letter, which is Exhibit

1012 I believe, you are saying you have never seen any
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films.

I just want to ask you again, how is it that
you could have forgotten about the eight millimetre film?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I don’t think I’m talking
-- you know, 1 think 1 am restricting myself here to the
video that he is talking about. He doesn’t accept when 1
tell him in 2000 in our meeting that 1 think there are, you
know, films, the eight millimetre films that may be being
sold or whatever. He says, “No, no, all we have are the
commercially edited films”, and | don’t accept that because
when he says to me -- when he says to me, “They were no
more good, we can’t charge a dead man” 1 said to him, “What
were you going to charge him with? |If they are
commercially edited you can rent them at any corner store.
You can get them at the public library.”

MR. MANSON: So now I understand your
position.

In your letter Exhibit 1012 what you are
telling us now iIs that Pat Hall was concerned about the
videotapes seized from Ron Leroux, that’s the purpose of
his letter to you so when you write back that’s all your
talking about. Correct?

MR. GUzZZO: That’s -- the way | interpret --

MR. MANSON: --- you’re focusing on the
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videotapes. Correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yeah. That’s what I°m ---

MR. MANSON: --- and so, yeah ---
MR. GUzZO: --- interpreting.
MR. MANSON: --- okay, so let’s go back to

those videotapes and let’s go back to Hansard Exhibit 1011.
IT we go right to the bottom of the page, this is your
comment after your meeting with Pat Hall, you say:
“No, no you can’t destroy evidence in
the process. That’s against the law.
And he said...”
And this i1s just what you told us a minute
ago:
“...the man was dead, he wasn’t going
to be charged. 1 said, “What about the
other people in the movies? What about
the kingpins of this organization who
were also seen iIn these movies?””
That’s what you said at Queen’s Park.
Correct?
MR. GUZZO: Right.
MR. MANSON: But you’ve never seen the
videotapes, have you?
MR. GUzZO: No, I haven’t.

MR. MANSON: And you’ve never spoken to
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anyone that’s seen them, have you?

MR. GUzzZO: No, I have not.

MR. MANSON: So the use of this i1dea that
the videotapes would show the kingpins, this is more
rhetoric on your part?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I don’t know that i1t’s
rhetoric, but if I’m right about the Homolka-Bernardo
situation being re-enacted here, then the eight millimeter
films that would be incorporated into these ---

MR. MANSON: No, we’re talking about the
videotapes now.

MR. GUzZzO: | know - but I’m -- and I’m —--

MR. MANSON: Just the videotapes.

MR. GUzZZO: --- and I°m suggesting to you,
my opinion is that the purpose for the films, the eight
millimeter, is to sell them to commercially -- commercial
makers of these pornographic and incorporate these into the
movies -- into the videotapes that are being sold
commercially and that”’s why 1°m assuming that or suggesting
that if they were, that that’s what we would see in the
ones that were burned.

MR. MANSON: But you had no idea who might
be on these videotapes. Did you?

MR. GUzZO: No. |1 mean, as far as specific

names of -- I had heard, you know, suggestions but no, 1
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hadn*t ---

MR. MANSON: But you told us you had never
spoken to anyone who had seen the videotapes. Correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: So you have no idea whether
they are professional actors or the Ottawa Rough Riders.
Do you?

MR. GUzZO: Other than I had at least one
other person, someplace along the line, tell me that they
had been photographed.

MR. MANSON: They had been photographed.

MR. GUzZzZO: They had been photographed.

MR. MANSON: But, I mean, this is a very
powerful argument, Mr. Guzzo, that the OPP had destroyed
evidence by destroying videotapes that showed the kingpins
of the organization, meaning people perpetrating crimes on
young people. Correct?

MR. GUzZzZO: That’s what 1 believe, yes.

MR. MANSON: That is what you believe. But
you had no reason to believe that, did you?

MR. GUzzO: Well, I don’t know whether I
agree with that or not. 1 don’t know whether 1 agree with
that or not because when 1 put the question to Detective
Inspector Hall and 1 said, “Well, what were you going to

use them for?” If they are just commercial films and the
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guy In the corner store has them. 1 put the same question
to Detective Inspector Miller on television and he
confirmed it in a Canadian press story of August 20" —~ that
was on August 24™, ’01 and he confirmed it.

MR. MANSON: He confirmed it that they had
been destroyed.

MR. GUzZO: No, he also confirmed that they
had no more need for them. They had no more need for them.

MR. MANSON: Yes.

MR. GUzZO: He didn’t say because “X” was
dead. He said, “We had no more need for them,” therefore
that means they had a need at some point In time. What was
the need to prosecute somebody iIf you can rent them at the
corner store?

MR. MANSON: I°m losing you Mr. Guzzo. |
thought your argument was, this stuff would have been
evidence. They are the kingpins of the organization on
these videotapes. Aren’t you suggesting that this i1s part

of a cover-up?

MR. GUzZZO: |I’m suggesting that this
material should not have been destroyed. It should have
been returned, at the very least, as evidence. It should

have been returned to the lawful owner.
MR. MANSON: Well, Mr. Leroux signed a Quit

Claim saying it’s not his, he didn”t want it and they
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destroyed 1t. That’s my understanding.

MR. GUzzO: Well, that may be true of
Mr. Leroux but he didn”’t own them. He said they were Ken
Seguin’s.

MR. MANSON: But your concern here isn’t
returning property, your concern is that evidence of the
kingpins was destroyed. That’s your argument. Correct?

MR. GUzZO: I°m concerned that the
documentation, whatever it was, these videotapes or films
or whatever, I’m concerned that they were destroyed because
they shouldn’t have been destroyed. They should have been
returned to the estate of Ken Seguin.

MR. MANSON: Okay.

MR. GUzZO: And they might be here today and
we might be able to tell who was on it.

MR. MANSON: But you do agree with me,
you’ve never seen them and you’ve never spoken to anyone
who’s seen them. Correct?

MR. GUzZO: That’s correct.

MR. MANSON: That’s correct.

MR. GUzZO: That’s correct.

MR. MANSON: Let’s -- | just want to finish
up for a sec. 1 want to go back to your role i1n promoting
this Inquiry, which was a very important role. You were

probably the leader of the cause in promoting the Public
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Inquiry. As a result of that a lot of local people came to
support you. Correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: We’ve heard about petitions
with 12, 13,000 names on them. Correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, yeah but, let me give
credit where credit is due. |1 mean, that was the local
Member John Cleary, who was very strong on this and he
deserved the credit for the petition, and Mr. Cleary of
course, was a former police officer with the Cornwall
police force for a couple of years, and | think he was
elected at some place, Warden, Mayor for maybe 30. 32 years
straight around here.

MR. MANSON: All 1°m suggesting, Mr. Guzzo,
is you had a lot of support from local people in promoting
a public inquiry; correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: And you became one of the
public voices concerned about the situation in Cornwall;
correct? That’s a fair statement.

MR. GUzzO: Well, that’s correct but let me
just make it clear that the story, the issue is bigger than
Cornwall.

MR. MANSON: Oh absolutely but we’re just --

this Commission is just concerned about Cornwall. So ---
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MR. GUzzO: Well, I know but as a Member of
the Legislature 1 was concerned about all of Ontario.

MR. MANSON: Yes, of course.

MR. GUzZO: And remembering that physically
-- physically three-quarters of the Province i1s governed or
policed by the Ontario Provincial Police and 1°m having
questions about what -- you know, so yeah, but it”’s bigger
than, 1t’s bigger than Cornwall for me.

MR. MANSON: Okay. But 1 want to suggest
two things to you: You had a lot of support from local
people, and secondly, as you’ve told us a number of people
came to you with allegations of abuse. Correct?

MR. GUZzZO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: You did achieve some public
stature In Cornwall because of your concern about Cornwall
and your promotion of the public inquiry. Correct?

MR. GUzzO: | believe so, 1f you -- yes, 1
think so.

MR. MANSON: And people came to you because
they trusted you. We can assume that. Correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, 1 hope so.

MR. MANSON: And is it fair to say that a
number of people had lost their trust in some public
institutions?

MR. GUzZO: Yes, | think very definitely.
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MR. MANSON: And | want to say that iIn
promoting the Public Inquiry you used some very forceful
arguments, occasionally you used rhetorical arguments.
Correct?

MR. GUzzO: | think that’s accurate.

MR. MANSON: And the rhetorical arguments
were helpful in promoting your bills, calling for a public
inquiry. Correct?

MR. GUzzO: | think so.

MR. MANSON: Like the, “no stone unturned”
that 1s a very compelling argument. Correct?

MR. GUZzO: Correct.

MR. MANSON: Occasionally, like In your
letters, you provided some extra spice to your political
arguments to get people’s attention. Correct?

MR. GUzZO: Definitely. It’s not like
practicing law, sir.

MR. MANSON: Absolutely.

MR. GUzZO: It’s a different game ---

MR. MANSON: It’s a political game and you
added some extra spice. From the examples 1’ve given, Iis
it fair to say that some of your rhetoric was at least an
exaggeration?

MR. GUzZzO: | don’t like the word,

“exaggeration,” but ---
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MR. MANSON: There were some inaccuracies
that you later learned about?

MR. GUZZO: Yeah, they were not deliberate,
but yes ---

MR. MANSON: Oh, 1°m not suggesting that ---
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MR. GUZZO: No, no -- from time to time and

I did from time to time try and correct them, yes.

MR. MANSON: And some of your rhetoric
related to local public institutions? Correct?

MR. GUZZO: Yes.

MR. MANSON: And i1t may well be that that
was part of the loss of trust iIn local Institutions; the
fact that you were being critical iIn raising questions
about competence. Correct?

MR. GUzzO: Well, not on the part of the
people who came to me. They were talking about what
happened five and ten years before, you know.

MR. MANSON: But this was part of the
milieu, part of the discourse in Cornwall; your comments,
your position, your statements. It was all part of the

Cornwall culture; correct?

MR. GUzzO: Very definitely and I refer you

in that regard to the comments of Sgt. Lortie and Deputy
Chief St. Denis in the trial book of the prosecution of

Dunlop.

INTERNATIONAL REPORTING INC.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

PUBLIC 