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Cakville, Ontario
--- Upon commenci ng on Thursday, February 24, 2005
at 9:30 a.m

REG STRY OFFI CER°  Order, please.
Al rise.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Good nor ni ng.

M5 MAILLET: Good norni ng.

REG STRY COFFI CER: Pl ease be seat ed.

THE CHAI RPERSON: One nonent, pl ease.
ARGUMENT BY MR, KULBASHI AN (Cont' d):

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Ckay. Actually I
have --

MR RICHARDSON: | did alet little
fixing up of nmy closing statenent yesterday.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | was told about
that, you just sort of cleaned it up; is that it?

MR. RICHARDSON: | cleaned it up and
| added ny rebuttal to the top it.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Okay. And |
understand that - | have a copy. Ckay.

MR. RI CHARDSON: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: G eat .

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Thanks.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: | understand it was
nostly editing; right?

MR. RI CHARDSON: Mostly and then just
the rebuttal at the top fromwhat | had to say.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No objection is

t here?

M5 MAI LLET: No.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Actually there's
a prelimnary, like basically | want on the record, |

think I speak for nyself and both ny co-respondents,
that our intents and from our understandi ng these
weren't going to nake the record, our closing
statenents weren't going -- the actual docunents
weren't going to nake the record from our inpression.

The whol e idea basically is just, |
guess, in case M. Warman or sonebody wants to go suit
happy, | guess, just to protect ourselves fromthat,
because we didn't expect that this woul d be handed out
to everybody and put on the record.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  If you are worried
about the content in ternms of if there's spelling
m st akes - -

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Not spelling
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m stakes, | nmean, it's nore about maybe all egations
made in the content in witing that was supposed to be
only a guide for us and if nobody decides, | guess, to
open a lawsuit to take advantage of the situation.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | see what you are
saying. The record -- you used the word the record.
The record is really what's being said here, okay.

MR. A KULBASH AN: That's what |'m
just saying, |I'msaying for the record basically.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What you' re reading
into the record is what counts and | think we've
al ready di scussed the issue.

| think your issue is taken. It is
of assistance to nme to read it, but because precisely
who is making the decision is consulting a certain
docunent it has to be public. 1It's not an exhibit,
it's just part of your authorities basically.

MR. A KULBASH AN. All right, thank
you

kay. I'monto ny first section
after the introduction.

kay. As | nentioned in ny

i ntroduction, | was questioned in |length and
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extensively by Det. WIson the night of my arrest which
was pretty nmuch testinony in effect.

During the whole questioning | was
honest and consistent. | wasn't afraid to hide any
information in my involvenent or ny views at that tine
and the docunents that were produced and sone of the
statements of the witnesses to this court corroborate
nost of what | said during ny questioning.

And | also want to basically let the
court know that the respondents (sic) and the
Comm ssion did not bring any concrete evidence,
docunentary evidence to refute what | said in ny
t esti nony.

And the Tribunal has at its disposa
the Crown brief and this was extensively dealt with in
the examination in chief and the cross-exam nation of
Det. W/ son.

And |I'm going to be basically talking
about, you know, taking excerpts fromthe transcript
and comrenti ng on them

The foll owi ng statenents pretty nuch
sumari ze the extent of ny involvenent and ny political

views -- well, political views at the time of the
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interview, not necessarily right now.
|"mreading fromline 783 -- these
lines are according to what we received, so this is
like frominterview day one, |ine 783.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.
MR. A KULBASH AN. So it says, okay:
"DET/ CST. WLSON: nenber of,
whi ch one are we?
Ki Well, I was a nenber of."
|"mnot sure, like it's copy and
pasted, so...
THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.
MR A KULBASH AN:
"W So did you start the
Canadi an Et hni ¢ O eansi ng Tean?
K'W kay. So the Canadi an
Et hni ¢ O eansi ng Team whi ch you
were or are a: Un we. It was
col l ective."
And says, yeah:
"W It was collective"
So, | never actually admtted to

starting it as nuch as stating that it was a collective

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3216

unli ke the closing statenment by Ms Maill et suggested.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Okay. So, your
point on that statenent is --

MR. A, KULBASHI AN:  Yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- that you never
admtted to starting the organi zation, just that you
were part of it; is that it?

MR. A KULBASH AN. Yeah. And | did
not -- well, the idea as | stated it was collective and
| didn't state that | actually started it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. A KULBASH AN:. As Ms Mail | et
suggested in her closing argunent.

And it says:

"W And | understand that you
on-line on the conputer identify
yourself as Toten Kopf as well.

And | stated:

"Ki Um actually | identify
nmysel f as Al ex KRAUSE, Tot enKopf
is part of u, | guess...",

And then it just stops:

“...(inaudible) get into that,
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should | because this is
branching off."

And then next |ine 788:
"K:  Yeah sonebody donated a
domain to Janes...",

Tal ki ng about the CECT domai n during

"W So now you start it, you
have a donmain in the spring of
2001, okay. Um who nanages the
site or who, because it's a
pretty decent | ooking site.
Li ke when you pull it up it,
it's professionally done. Like
it really is a good | ooking
site.”

| said:
"K: I, | made the |ayouts.
W  You nade the | ayouts.
K:  And designed the scripts for
it."

And he says:

"Ckay. Basically if uh the site
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vi ewed on (i naudi bl e)
perspective there is two
sections to it. There is
scripts that pretty much contro
what it |ooks like...

W  Uh huh.

K...and there's the content.

W  Ckay.

Ki | made just a tenplate, the
| ook.

K: | had, well | had nothing to
do with information. | just had
to do with tenplate right.

K: No, | devel oped, | devel oped
and sonebody el se did the
content, yeah.

CST. WLSON: --"

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And just to be

we are tal king here about the CE C T. site;

MR A KULBASHI AN: Yes.

"W You | ove doing sites.

Wul d you up-date this site,
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like the | ook of the site every
once in a while,

K: No the ook um for the past
year pretty much has been
exactly the sane.

And this is in regard to the CECT
site not the Vinland Voice site.

And it says -- and this is just
commenti ng on Totenkopf on its own, you know, like, the
identity issue. It goes on:

"K: Well the, the, if it's just
Tot enkopf on it's own it

woul dn't be nme but since there's
alittle, this here."

And as Det. WIlson testified at that
time, | was actually pointing at the synbol.

"W..a little death head beside
it. So the one with the little
death head beside it that's you
is that right? That's,
that's. ..

K:  That specific uh logo is ne.

O herwise it just says Tot enkopf
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it's not ne.

W Ckay so that |o..that, that
| ogo i s yours.

K:  Yeah.

W Is it, is it like a copyright
logo or is it just everybody
knows that's you

K:  Everyone knows that's ne."

As far as | ogo goes.

And this is tal king about donai ns:

"K: Yeah. Um | would register
domains, um after a while
because basically everybody

woul d register to nmy account.

W Uh huh.
K: ...since | have secure
account."

And Det/Cst. W/ son continues in

readi ng the transcript continuing, it says:

"W ...you did receive e-mails
under totenkopf.
K: Yeah | did.

W Everybody subnmtted the
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contents. D d you ever --
There's a typo there.

" -- ever submt content for it?
K: Yes | did.
W Ckay. Did you give space to
t he Canadi an Et hni ¢ C eansi ng
Team
K:  Yes. Because, since | was
part of it | figured |I'd donate
t he space.
W Did you charge them 10 bucks
to put it up?
K: No. | donated that.
W  Vinland Voi ce.
Ki | got paid for it."

Af f or dabl e- Space -- see, there's

anot her issue basically that Affordable-Space as far as
t he evidence brought to the court there's no evidence
at all as to how the sign-up procedure was of this
site, nobody ever took screen shots or print-outs of
how t he sign-up procedure | ooked.

Basically they did, both the

conpl ai nant and t he Comm ssion suggested that there was
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a full control, | guess, nethod of signing up where
sonmebody woul d contact ne, tell nme what the site was
and sign up.

However, they brought no evidence
t hat woul d show exactly how the sign-up procedure was
or if they were automated scripts that the site was
sign-up and |I' m suggesting the sign-up was autonati c.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, there's the
probl emright there because fromwhat | understood no
evi dence was |l ed by you either to contradict the
evi dence that is being suggested by the
conpl ai nant / Conmi ssi on.

MR A KULBASHI AN: But the idea is
bringing information, just nmaking like, | guess, bogus
cl ai s about sonet hi ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, no. You have
to understand, | nean | think | explained this from
very early in the case, we tal ked about the burdens of
proof in cases and the bal ance of probabilities, one
side nmay | ead sone evidence, the other side to counter
it with its own evidence and then the scale is weighed.

Now, |'msure the other side will say

that they have | ed whatever evidence, to whatever
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extent it is, and argue that it's credible and that
there is no evidence -- no evidence has been | ed by you
ot her than through cross-exam nation to contradict that
and that, therefore, the scale remains tipped one way.
MR. A KULBASH AN: And Det. W/ son
testified that it was a possibility that the site was
automatic, but I'lIl get to that.
THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.
MR A KULBASH AN:
"DW ....In this case we're
dealing with white supremaci st
busi nesses or organi zations, but
he has ot her businesses invol ved
as well."
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Whiere are you
readi ng fronf
MR A KULBASHI AN: This is continued

where Det. WIlson said that |'mal so involved in other

busi ness.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Actually go up a
bit, I just lost nmy track there for a second.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.
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MR A KULBASHI AN W/ son sai d:
"W ...to affordabl espace.
K:i Well, you just go to the
site you can sign up on line."
That's fromny interview and so far
no one has brought anything to refute that.
It says, okay:
"K: Were they get either, they
get 10 bucks a noth or a 100
bucks a year U. S.)"
For the cost of signing up on line.
It continues, Det. WIlson admts that
"' m al so involved in other businesses.
"DW ....In this case we're
dealing with white supremaci st
busi nesses or organi zations, but
he has ot her businesses invol ved
as wel | .
K:  Okay. Basically uh the
concept is the reason why | got
umquite a few raci al people
signing up is because it's
affordable. ...
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K: Both site, nost places

charge you 50 bucks a nonth..

Ki Un but a lot of pe...racial

peopl e advertised ny server."

That was nme during ny interview

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hmm

VR.

A. KULBASHI AN. And al so during

the interview | stated:

actually say that they know of me visiting the sites or

"K: | don't visit the sites |

host .

W Ch okay. Okay.

K: Because it's |li ke a waste of

time too."

um ..

That's what | state. And no one can

even know of me knowi ng of any of the content.

Sayi ng |

shoul d know t he cont ent

is

akin to, like, me telling themthey should know what's

buried in their backyard.

agai nst ny belief

t hat :

So,

when | find out about acts

resigned, so this is comng to

"K: Because after

StenoTran

| eft



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3226

didn"t, I wouldn't say |I left on
very good terns because | just
got pissed off. Basically what

happened with.."

The nane, | wasn't okay with the

Canadi an Et hni ¢ C eansi ng Team nane.

t hat, please.

fromnmy interview.

okay with the nane?

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can you repeat

MR. A KULBASHI AN. This is reading

"K: Basically after | left I
didn"t, I wouldn't say |I left on
very good terns because | just

got pissed off. Basically what
happened with the Canadi an

Et hni ¢ O eansing Teamis when
the nane | wasn't al ready okay
wth. ..

W Yeah."

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay, you were not

MR A KULBASHI AN:  And:

"K: ...and once, | don't even
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know how to explain it, but once
uh this whole thing with Janes
happened. . . "

relating to the arrest.

"K:i...l said Look. You take the

name and what James did...",

And at that point it was kind of

al | eged because | was telling the police officer.

He sai d:
"Yeah. "
| said:
"...the shoe fits."
"K: | said That's, that's fine.

| won't have anything to do with

this.
W  Ckay.
Ki: After |, after | heard Janes

was raided, that's it.
W  Ckay.

Ki So | got pissed off."

So basically because of what happened

to James and, like, the allegations, | stated in ny

interviewthat I didn't want to have anything to do
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with it.

And Af f ordabl e- Space, basically --
bei ng appoi nted on Affordabl e-Space is |ike any ot her
server designed to generate incone.

And this is me during the interview.

"Ki It's not. [It's not
designed to be a racial server.
W  Yeah.

Ki In fact it was just designed
to be a server.

W To make noney.

Ki It's a hosting server.
Yeah.

W To make a dollar, |
understand that. Now to get
sort of the technical..."

In the follow ng statenents -- so,
that was just |ike a conment there.

In the follow ng statenents | state
that I don't nonitor the sites that | host. So, com ng
back to interview

"W How do you find out about

that? (anti-racists) Do you
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do you sort of nonitor the
anount of sites you have?

Ki No, | don't. That's the
thing, uh I don't and that's why

| take the risk...wll...where."

It's just kind of fromthe interview

"K: No. That, that | don't
remenber. Actually don't um if
you ever read ny articles I'm
very noderate in the way |
wite. ..

W Ckay....unless I'mwiting a

sarcastic article."

|"'malso worri ed because | know t hat

my articles can be nodified, so then | state:

on |line,

"K: And that's, that's what
really worries ne.

W  Ckay.

K:  ...because if sonebody

nodi fi es what you wote."

This is tal king about positing stuff

which is also a very big possibility that
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sonebody with control of the site could nodify an
article before posting it.

So, inthe followng I also explain
the procedure how | contacted Vinland Voice to renove
the article, you know, after | heard about the whol e
all egations of threats, et cetera, said:

"K: No, no. I'mtalking, |ike
| nmean sonebody told ne that it
was illegal to, to wite that

ki nd of stuff...

W  Ckay.

K: and then | got in contact

with the people by e-mail.

Ki ...Yes. And | get in touch
Wi th.

W ...right.

Ki ...imediately with the

peopl e who uh. ..

W How do you do that?

K: ...editor of the Vinland
Voice. There's a e-nail address
that you click on..."

On the site, so basically you contact
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t he people who are in charge of the site.
He sai d:
"W Ckay.
Ki ...link and | just say get
rid of this article.”

And then also this is where | state
that all the articles witten by Totenkopf are not ne,
it says, and during the interview

"W Okay. Um and after that,
after Janes was arrested there
area a couple of nore articles
witten by Totenkopf.

K Yes.

W  You agai n.

K: Not all.

W Not all of them How nmany,
how Many articles you think you
wr ot e?

K: Two by Tot enkopf and
anyt hing el se that started
identifying nme as Al ex Krause,
t hat was ne."

As in other, |ike, the pseudonym Al ex
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Krause.
"W Ckay. So everything el se
that's identified as Al ex Krause
is you and two from Tot enkopf.
Two from Tot enkopf .
K: Two from Tot enkopf."

And al so anot her thing, Vinland Voice
was sponsored by CECT and it was an independent site
with a different URL address, so this is where we talk
about that during the interview

"K: Vinland Voi ce was sponsored
by the Canadi an Et hni c C eansing
Team maybe or | guess there's a
| ot CECT nenbers involved in it
but articles would conme in from
ever ywhere. "
| also state that Affordabl e-Space
was |ocated in the United States, not only like, as
t hey suggested, the legal inplications as they tried to
|l ook at it from one angle.

So as it says here:

"..Canada is horrible for

co-l ocation or dedi cated server
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services."
That is what | state during ny
i ntervi ew.
Al so the foll owi ng paragraphs expl ain

why the server was in the U S A
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"W So what I'mtelling you, so
what |'mgoing to ask. The next
guestion is, is that the reason
you feed it through the States.
Ki Is first of all cheaper
connections. One nore thing
after your | ast.

W Ckay. Cheaper connections
fine. And you though that

you' re borderline, you're
borderline crimnal activity...
K: No.

W ...hosting it on a Canadi an
site. Wiy don't you hosting it
on a Canadi an site then?

K:  Anot her thing because
Ca..Canada is horrible for

co-l ocation or dedi cated server
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servi ces.

W ...let's step back then.

You work at a company.

Politically how woul d you cl ass

your sel f?

K: Um one hundred per cent

political just umright w ng.
.K: Uh, nyself? | consider

nmyself nore of a, right wng

politician. 1 don't know how to

explain it.

W Ckay. What do you think

about race m xing?

Ki Un | would personally not,

| mean uh | personally woul dn't

mx. | mean | wouldn't even go

as far as uh m xi ng outside of

my culture, but...

W Ckay, okay. Um now in the

past --

This is tal king about nore tattoos

and stuff that they were testifying to.

"W ...nowin the past and its
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renoved. .. ",
He's stating that ny tattoos
been renoved.
"W ...and you've had a
swasti ka tattooed on you

K: It wasn't a swasti ka

have

rarm

(i naudi ble) It's a sun-wheel ."

So, this is just nme talking a
tattoos frankly with the detective.

And it says, okay:
"W Why do you identify
yourself as Al ex KRAUS a
your own nane because of
politics?
K: Um because of uh
opposition. Anybody who
doesn't, because opposit
whose pretty | guess rut
uh, in carrying out al
attacks on people who do
agree with their polic..
their politics.”

In the foll ow ng paragraph
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expl ain that Totenkopf is the section of public/press
relations, it's not soneone's nane. Many people could
wite under that nane.
It says:
"W Ckay. You, you also go by
or identify yourself as another
name and we've already said it
Tot enkopf .
Ki Um..
W How does that cone about?
K:  Tot enkopf was actually a
concept for CECT group. It was
uh public press relations. It's
the section of public press
rel ati ons and basically uh
initially started off to be a
coupl e peopl e.
Ki ...And they would wite
under that nane. |It's kind of

like the, think of it as a

sub- gr oup.
K:i No, I'mjust web naster.
W  Ckay.
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Ki 1 just did the design part.
W You are the website master,
okay. D d you get paid by the
Canadi an Et hni ¢ C eansi ng Team
to do it?"
That was part of the interview
Basically | al so expl ai ned that
Vi nl and Voi ce | ooks |ike the CECT site and al so about
the domain registration as far as Vinland Voi ce goes.
So, Vinland Voice took the CECT
| ayout and nodified the name. That's what | stated
during nmy interview.
"K: Yeah. Um | would register
domains um after a while
because basically everybody
woul d register to ny account..."
That's al so a key point about donain
regi stration
"W Uh huh.
K:  ...since | have a secure
account .
W \What does WP stand for for
you?
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Ki Wite Pride."

al so explain the foll ow ng, that

the systemis automated. Wien e-mail is received it

automatically forwards as far as the e-mail system

goes.

So:

article,

guess,

the Tri bunal

so |'mjust

"K: Right now we have

t ot enkopf @wcect.comright.

W  Yep.

K: Wen an e-mail is sent this

address is tied to an account on
t he server.

W  Ckay.

K: Right, so sonebody sends an

e-mail to this.

W  Yep.

Ki It goes to the server:

W  Yep.

K:  ...and the server determ nes

okay, totenkopf..."

And it continues fromthere.
don't want to read the entire

i ke readi ng segnents to guide, |
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Also | was tal ki ng about how I

directly and the person in charge

woul d be in charge of that, so..

goes.

Thi s

Then

"K: The person who woul d be
able to have access to this is

t he person who actual |y upl oaded
the content or the people.”

is as far as |like Vinland Voice

"W Who did that?

K:  That's what, that's what |
don't know. Wsat | would do is
| would..."

it stops, it's just a

continuation of the interviewthere.

W son st at es:

"W Ckay. GCkay. Did you ever
add stuff to the website?

K Drectly no.

W Never directly?

K: No.

W  Yep.

Ki ...um @wcect.comis tied to
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a certain account. It's a

wpcect three or so right.

W Right.

K:  And then what we have under

t hat account. ..

W  Uh huh.

K: ...was the file called

.forward which had a list, a

constantly changing |ist of

e-mui |

addresses that every

single e-mai|l that cane here

woul d forward to nmany, many

other e-mail addresses.

W So
person
Ko It
peopl e.
Now, the poi

problens go is the fact that

would it just go to one
or all those people.
would go to all those

nt as far as these e-mail

tal ked, that the

interview was done frankly and openly with Det. WI son

and | did have extensive conputer experience at the

time and what | was talking to Det. WIson, as WI son

admtted to.
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Nei t her of the witnesses that cane to
the Tribunal hearing, nor the conplai nant nor the
Comm ssi on have any conputer expertise by their own
adm ssion and | don't believe that they can in any way
refute any of the information that was, | guess, put
into evidence fromny testinony fromthe interview at
the police station.
So anyways it continues with WI son,
he says:
"W You don't |ike the Klan
very rmuch
K:  Red necks.
W So, so what you're saying is
that you, you don't really like
t he peopl e holding up the bible
sayi ng. ..
Ki No."
Al t hough |'ve covered so many
subj ects, it's noticeable that the following is the
only question asked by Det. WIson regarding the
Tri-Cty Skins and Det. Wlson told nme that -- he
had -- Det. WIlson had said that | had told himthat I

was a nenber of the Tri-Cty Skins and says:
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"W Yeah, okay. Um Tri-City
Skins. Are they on
Af f or dabl espace?

K: They're on ny server.

maki ng a note there. And

"W So they pay. They're the
ones that pay you 10 bucks a
month to put Tri-City Skins on

t here.

K:  They have office space on ny
server. Well that's the way
it's set up.”

| also state that:

"Ki I don't visit the sites |
host .

W Ch okay. GOkay. Um..

K: Because it's |like a waste of
tinme too."

| say:

"K: Well | nean, well you,
well: You have to understand

that I don't nonitor anything
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t hat goes on ny server.
Ki I can't. I, it's literally
i npossi ble. ™

THE CHAI RPERSON: I's there any
evidence to explain to ne the distinction between
server and Affordabl e-Space? | don't want you to
testify here, but is there any evidence on the record
to explain to me the distinction between server and
Af f or dabl e- Space?

MR A KULBASHI AN: As in difference
bet ween one bei ng conpany and one being the actual
equi pnent. | think there was evi dence.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Okay. So, that's
the distinction that is being alluded to here, the
equi pnent versus the conpany that operates the
equi pnent, the business.

MR A KULBASHI AN: Because there's
all egations that the single server in Cari.net bel onged
to me and that was only property of
af f or dabl e- space. com no evidence that -- there was no
ot her property in affordabl e-space.com they brought --
Ms Maillet stated in her closing argunent that

af f or dabl e- space. comwas sold to Steven Wi ngand when
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t hrough evi dence that was provided in court the only
thing that Det. WIson stated was that

Af f or dabl e- Space's account with Cari.net was sold to
Steven -- or transferred over to Steven Wi ngand.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | just want to be
cl ear though on the distinction as you interpret it
here, that server in your interpretation nmeans the
physi cal equi pnent |ocated in California?

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

There was testinony to that in court.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Your interpretation

of what's being said here server is that this is Car
Net equi pnent, so to speak?

MR A KULBASH AN:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But | say ny
server.

MR. A KULBASH AN: As in |like the
equi pnent physically, because it doesn't state that |
own all the servers, per se, it just states that ny
server, neaning it would be, | guess, the property --
specific property of that conpany that belongs to ne.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, your

interpretation of "nmy server” here is that it refers to
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the server that you are utilizing in California

physi cal ly?

MR A KULBASHI AN:

itself.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's where

Tri-City Skin's website is | ocated.

MR A KULBASH AN: Right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Physi cal ly.

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: In a virtual

MR A KULBASHI AN: That's righ

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And

Af f or dabl e- Space neans the actual

that you are operating,

The physi cal box

way.

t.

busi ness operations

so that you're saying that this

statenent here suggests that Tri-Cty Skins did not

enter into the real mof Internet through

Af f or dabl e- Space' s busi ness operations, but it was to

be | ocated physically on Cari Net in California.

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Kind of, in

way. Kind of confused ne a bit.

THE CHAIRPERSON: |I'mtrying to

under st and what you're sayi ng.

So,

|"mputting it to you --
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MR. A KULBASH AN.  As in
tri-cityskins.comwas not, like, as in
af f or dabl e- space. comdidn't have policy to say, okay,
we're only going to be serving, you know, hosting
certain anount of sites.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, |et ne rephrase
then. 1Is it your subnission the evidence shows
Tri-Cty Skins did deal with affordabl e-space.comto
enter into the world of the Internet?

MR A KULBASH AN: It's ny --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  The i nformati on.

MR A KULBASHI AN:  The information
shows that Tri-Cty Skins --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  \Website.

MR A KULBASHI AN: -- deal with as
in, like, sign up or in any way, right?

Yeah, it would have dealt with
af f or dabl e- space. com

THE CHAI RPERSON: It dealt with
Af f or dabl e- Space.

MR. A KULBASH AN. To sone degree.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. A KULBASH AN. To get on Iline.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: Let ne just take a
note here.
MR. A KULBASHI AN. See the thing is,

like, "ny' is like a figure of speech in essence for..
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, | know, it's
like you're saying this is ny hotel room upstairs.

MR. A, KULBASHI AN:  Yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | think |
under stand what you are saying by that, but I'mstill
not clear on why you are nmaking a distinction.

You are saying that Tri-Cty Skins is
on the server that's located in California.

MR. A KULBASH AN: That is what I'm
saying in ny interview, but the other thing is that
what |'mstating in ny closing argunent is that the
only information that canme out about tri-cityskins.com
t hroughout the whole interview, regardless of the fact
that Wlson did at sone point testify that | told him
during the interview -- that sonmebody had tol d anot her
officer that during the interview, which is a |ong
chain, that | was part of tri-cityskins.com

The only information that cane out

regardi ng TCS t hroughout the interview was that

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3248

information regarding their hosting. There was no
i nformati on about ny nenbership.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You said that. But
you nade a statenent about how there's a distinction
bet ween Affordabl e- Space and server and I"'mtrying to
under stand t hat .

MR. A KULBASH AN: Well, one is
conpany and one is property, if you think of it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes. But then
asked you, did they go in through the conmpany and you
told ne --

MR. A KULBASH AN. They woul d have.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- they woul d have.
There was a relationship there, according to the
evi dence, you said.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Yes, in a way.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. A KULBASH AN:. Li ke anybody does
busi ness with anybody has a relationship with that
per son.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's right.

MR A KULBASHI AN: But doesn't state

anyt hi ng about the busi ness.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: So, are you
interpreting his question: "Are they on
Af f or dabl e- Space” as neaning are they on
Af f or dabl e- Space' s physi cal equi pnent and your answer
to that was no, they're on the server.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Well, the idea
is -- making a comment |ike, are they on
Af f or dabl e- Space is a very broad statenent, so | kind
of narrowed it down saying -- | didn't say no
necessarily, it was nore |ike narrow ng down the
possibilities.

It was nore a figure of speech but as
in, like, the idea of narrowing it down from being
Af f or dabl e- Space. Like sone people say, I'mon the
I nternet, you know, in a general sense.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And you were being
nore specific?

MR A KULBASH AN:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Okay. So go on
t hen.

MR A KULBASH AN: Ckay.

The followi ng |ike are exanpl es why

Det. WIlson had so nmuch aninosity towards ne especially
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regardi ng the database that was sort of threat for Det.

W1 son and his col |l eagues.

And so anyways W/ son starts off:

Al so

"W Did you wote the Werry
Tilson site, the Wer..Werry
Tilson article?

Ki Umn | don't know, which one
is that?

W The one that says Terry

Wl son but it says Wer..Werry
Tilson right at the top of the
thing I think.

K:  Yeah."

goi ng down it says:

"W How do | check to see if

Al exi KULBASHI AN nane is there?
How woul d I check that? How
would | check to see if don
MCKI NNON' s nane there, mne or

whatever's nane i s there?"

And this is regarding the database

during the interview

So anyways, regarding the threat of
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Septenber 14th, it is quite remarkable that Det. WI son
asks -- Det. WIlson's questions inply that | was part
of the threat.

Det. W/Ison said:

"W Did you have anything to do
with that threat?

Ki In fact the only thing I had
to do with that threat is the
fact it's on ny server."

Again, a figure of speech.

And W son said:

"W Who wote the editor, the
editor's voice Septenber 14th?
K: Don't know. And you have to
understand that and um | can
assune it's Janes because you
arrested himfor it."

So, that would pretty much explain
nore of the situation with saying Janes' nanme earlier
on, this was during nmy interview.

Conti nui ng, although Det. W1 son has
tried. to show the court that the conmputers were

handl ed in a professional manner, the foll ow ng shows
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that that was not true. They just unplugged it and due
to the encryption the whole -- like, all the data was
lost. | say --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Here you are
referring to your conputer?

MR A KULBASH AN:  Yes.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR A KULBASHI AN. Wi ch could
obviously translate to, like, the way they generally
handl e conputers.

| said:

"K: ...has the programruns in
menory all the time. |If the
conputer is um basically the
way wh..when | |eft ny conputer
and this is what, I'mnot sure
i f you guys, did you guys | ook
on ny conputer when you were

t here before you unplugged it?
W  No.

K: That's fucking stupid.

W Why? Wiat's on your

conmput er ?
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K: Like did you ook into, |ike
did you actually try to access

anyt hi ng on the conputer or

just...
W  No.

..."...which is encrypted..."
W  Yeah."

And | tal k about the encryption
t here.

Now, |"'mjust going to get to the
hi ghlights of the interview

kay. | was a nenber of the Canadi an
Et hni c O eansing Team but not Tri-City Skins and there
was no evidence put in front of the court, in fact,
there's no evidence that wasn't eventually taken back
that | was actually a nmenber of Tri-City Skins or had
anything to do with them other than the server.

| state that | only designed the
tenpl ate of the CECT but did not control the content.
| state that the Vinland Voice's tenplate was copi ed
fromthe CECT and it was sponsored by CECT but it's a
different site with different address.

And when | tal k about sponsor, | was
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tal king about a | ot of nmenbers being involved in the
Vi nl and Voi ce.

| also stated that designed
Af f or dabl e- Space and that | was a major contributor,
but Affordabl e- Space's location was in the U S. and
managed t hrough there because of better service.

| did not and could not nonitor sites
and their content and was not required to by |aw for
that matter.

| was involved in a |lot of projects
by adm ssion of Det. WIlson and nyself in ny interview
and that | had full-time enploynment at that tinme.

| also stated that -- and by
adm ssion of Det. WIson too, people signed on |ine for
Af f or dabl e- Space and al so paynents were done on |ine.

Al so Affordabl e- Space woul d regi ster
domai ns because they had secure accounts.

And also stated that Tri-Cty and
Vi nl and Voi ce paid af fordabl e-space.comto have their
served hosted on there, which was basically a sense of
busi ness nore than, | guess, freebies for friends, the
way they tried to put it, stating that | knew exactly

what they were.
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So, anyways, | was identified as Al ex
Krause and | also stated that Totenkopf was a subgroup
of CECT for public/press relations.

| stated that many people w ote under
t hat pseudonym and so far no evi dence has been brought
to suggest that it is only nme or ne.

| also stated that | wote two
articles under Totenkopf and that | never submtted
articles directly to CECT.

And | also stated that all the
articles were submitted on Iine and automatically sent
to the addresses on its list.

So, basically to add articles to the
Vi nl and Voi ce.

| also state that | wote nostly what
was under the Al ex Krause pseudonym and that ny
articles and ny views are noderate and so far no
articles have been brought that can be stated that it's
definitely me and that there have been any kind of wld
threats or anger in there.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The two articles
that were witten by you under Totenkopf as referred to

in the transcript, is there evidence of which those
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articles were?

MR. A KULBASHI AN:. There's no
evi dence as to which those articles were. |In fact,
there's no suggestion as to which those articles were
ei t her.

During the interview | get asked but
| state that, he says he doesn't renenber. | don't
remenber exactly which ones they are either.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, see that cuts
bot h ways.

If there is an adm ssion on your part
in the interview conducted in the interrogation room
that two of the articles were Totenkopf, then that
opens the door for a conclusion that any nunber -- any
two of those articles witten by Totenkopf are ones
witten by you.

MR A KULBASHI AN: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: And if there are,
to use your word, sone that are noderate and sone that
are |l ess noderate, any one of those could be attributed
to you and you have not |ed any evidence to indicate
whi ch ones are in accordance with the statenent under

the transcript of the interrogation.
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MR A KULBASHI AN: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: No evi dence has
been led to indicate which one is truly yours, as you
state, and which ones are not.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Ckay. The thing
is that the burden of proof is on the conplainant. The
issue here is there's no indication as to whether or
not there were hundreds or even, like, tens or even
hundreds of articles witten by Totenkopf.

Not all articles by Totenkopf were
brought by the conplainant by his own adm ssion, and
that just because it could have been any one of the
articles under that nanme, | nean, it's possible that
there were articles on other sites, it's possible there
were articles -- the idea is that just because sonebody
wrote under a certain pseudonymthat there could have
been many other articles on, does not nean that that
person necessarily wote the articles that are an
i nfraction.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That may be, but
you see what the problemis here, renmenber we're not in
a crimnal court here; right.

MR A KULBASH AN: Right.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: So, the burden of
proof is on the conpl ai nant and Comm ssi on and t hey
have, at the bare mi ninmum they have an adm ssion from
you in an interview conducted by M. WIson way back
that at |east two articles were penned by you as
Tot enkopf .

You were, of course, being
interrogated at the tine.

So they are going to argue that, with
all the other circunstantial evidence, that perhaps
there were nore than two and you admitted to two and
there may be nore, and you have not | ed any evidence to
contradict that.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Actually there
was sone evi dence on --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay. Well, let's
hear that.

MR. A KULBASH AN. The first thing
is that there's no indication that those articles were
on line, for that matter, the articles by Totenkopf
could be articles that were posted off line or e-muiled
to sonmebody.

Another thing is that Det. WIlson did
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al | ege that Totenkopf wote two articles against the
police, one of them about arrest procedures and your
rights.

THE CHAI RPERSON: |Is that the Wrry
Tilson article?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. No, just talking
about articles stating that know your rights when you
get arrested, et cetera.

There were articles he was talking
about, about police commtting assault, et cetera, et
cetera, and the articles they brought up about
sel f - def ence agai nst police.

THE CHAI RPERSON: And those are what
you would call noderate articles?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The idea is, they
woul d not have been political or they would have not
been agai nst the Canadi an Human Ri ghts.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, there are sone
articles signed by Totenkopf that are not --

MR. A KULBASH AN:  And Det. W/ son
claimed those articles are by nyself, so in which case
the only articles that | in a way, if anything, Det.

Wl son should admt those are the articles that |
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wr ot e.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, but you see it
is your own statenment, which in some way may have been
self-serving, during the interrogation that two of the
articles signed by Totenkopf are yours.

| don't have any evidence, it seens
to me, I'masking if there is, to contradict that
statenment or to el aborate or enhance on it.

That is what |'masking you, if it
exists. | think | have your answer though. | think
you have answered the question.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. | guess I'll cone
back to that.

So, conti nue.

Al so when | found out that there was,
i ke, you know, an alleged threat posted, | resigned
and where there was a conplaint | used ny influence to
renove that article

Now, but | also explain in detai
that this does not nmean | have control over those sites
or | was aware of the materials posted.

| also explained in detail that ny

conput er was not handl ed professionally by the police -
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this was explained in the interviewto Det. WIson.

And it's al so apparent that the
police aninosity towards ne, you know, before ny
arrest, there is also no questions posed to nme during
nmy interview about the Tri-City Skins group aside from
you know, questions whether or not they were on ny
server regardless of the fact that Det. WI son that
sonebody had said, et cetera, that | told himduring
the interview that | was part of Tri-Cty Skins.

Mor eover, there's no allegation by
Det. Wlson that | told himl actually was Totenkopf.

See and the problemis, getting into
t he i ssue of renoval of contents.

Det. Wlson testified that every tine
he knew that a conplaint was sent to nme about content
t hat woul d have been either against the | aw or possibly
against the law, that I would take action and try to
have sonebody renove it, as in the owner of the site,
et cetera.

And he testified to either sonebody
posting an article telling themto call the police and
harass them or other articles that he woul d say

apparently sonething about the Tri-City Skins, et
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cetera, site.

There is no indication -- like, no
one has stated so far that any conplaints posted to ne
have been ignored and al so nobody stated that they even
conplained to ne about the content before the court
here today.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So you're saying
t he evidence of - which I will check - the evidence of
M. WIson was that when conplaints were made to you
personal ly --

MR. A, KULBASHI AN:  Yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON: W th regard to --

MR A KULBASH AN: Content.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- website content
on Aff ordabl e- Space?

MR. A KULBASHI AN: No, basically
content on any of the sites that were on
Af f or dabl e- Space.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Sites that were on
Af f or dabl e- Space, the articles were renoved, pronptly
renoved

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Not necessarily

pronptly, but | nean there is only a matter of how fast
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peopl e can act, but the idea is that they were, action
was taken to have themrenoved if by notifying the
owner of the site or editor or news editor or by
contacting to a link on the sites.

And neither Det. WIson nor M.
Warman could testify that they actually did conplain
about the content on the sites.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can | take you back
to your conment about how the conputer was not handl ed
professionally at the top of that paragraph. Your
pages aren't nunber ed.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Ch, sorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  But that | ast
section there, the unprofessional handling; is it in
reference to what | saw in one of the excerpts before,
that they pulled the plug w thout securing -- by
pulling the plug it automatically encrypted your
i nformation.

MR A KULBASHI AN:  The information
was encrypted but it was accessible until the plug was
pul | ed.

The other question is, | also asked

Det. WIson about kill switches on the computer and
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possi bly of conputers being rigged, and that he al so
stated that basically all they did is they went in and
pull ed the plug as opposed to making sure there would
be no kill switches or any kind of rigging on the
conputer that m ght destroy the data directly, which
I'"'mnot -- like, then he stated those were their
practices.

So, inny opinion, it left the
conputer for, |ike, you know, there was danger of
damage.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But, sir, what it
sounds to ne is what you're being critical here is of
their police techniques for getting information and
maki ng their case.

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What you' re saying
in fact, is that you' re saying they did a bad job of
collecting information to make a case agai nst you.

MR. A KULBASH AN. And handling the
conput er was one of them

THE CHAI RPERSON: But you're not
sayi ng that what information was collected from

conputers is inaccurate, you' re saying that they just
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did a bad -- they could have had nore informtion had
t hey done their job right.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Det. WIson
testified that no informati on was coll ected from ny
conput er what soever.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That's right, in a
sense. Zero in effect.

MR. A, KULBASHI AN: Yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  |' m perhaps trying
to see if you are - | think you did nmention this - that
you Wi sh to extrapolate fromthis treatnment of your
conputer to the treatnent that was made of the conputer
t hat was seized in London

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What |'m findi ng
here is that your suggestion is sinply that they didn't
do what shoul d have been done to keep the information
accessi bl e, as opposed to dropping the conputer on the
fl oor or sonmething and destroying the hard drive or the
ot her way around, which is a suggestion that perhaps
mani pul ati ng the dat a.

That's not what you' re condemming the

police here for doing, you' re condeming them for not
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doi ng what a proper forensic police investigator should
do.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Well, basically I
could be critical of them because had they done their
job ma be they woul d have conme here with a little nore
evi dence in hand, rather than with the papers that he
cane with.

Maybe he woul d be able to, Ilike,
corroborate his stories nore or ny stories nore or
maybe have a different view, but the fact of the matter
is, my opinion is that he took the path of not know ng
and then assum ng what happened as opposed to the path
of know ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That begs a
guestion. H's evidence was -- M. WIson's evidence
was, | renmenber in answer to your cross-exam nation,
that if you wanted nore information, all you would have
had to do was give us the encryption key and we woul d
have been able to obtain it, but you exercising your
rights as an accused --

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- refused to

provi de that information.
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MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

Well, the allegations -- like, going
to continue. They are just basically a break down by
me, I'mgoing to get into the breakdown of nme. This
the section about Det. W/Ison that basically wll
address a |l ot of those issues.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Al l right.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Now I'mgoing to
proceed to the section about M. Warman.

kay.

M. Warman was one -- well, actually
t he conpl ai nant and he was also a witness at this
Tri bunal hearing, therefore, he was actually a party
to, | guess, the conplainant side and I would ask the
court not to consider himas an i ndependent w tness.

Mor eover, he has personal nonetary
interest in this trial. He's an experienced | awer,
i nvol ved especially in Internet hate crines, he
actual ly brags about that.

| will denonstrate that he has not
done the mninmum factual investigation on his own
regardi ng these sites and the respondents and his own

adm ttance he has based his concl usi on on assunptions
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rather than concrete facts.

He states that discussion in the
Canadi an Human Ri ghts Comm ssion led himto believe
certain things.

He also relied nostly on information
of the only other witness, | guess the only w tness
that could testify to the events, Det. WIlson, who is
al so, | guess, a collaborator during the investigation.

W will be dealing with the issue of
Det. Wlson's credibility in the follow ng section, but
right now we'll denonstrate that M. Warnman has based
all his case on his own assunptions and unreliable
Wi t nesses.

W will also denpbnstrate that he's
not a trustworthy w tness.

There is al so nore contradictions
about his statenments that we will be getting into.

Al so, other than his testinony he has
not produced any docunents to show the validity of his
case.

The followng is a clear exanple of
the way he tried to inplicate nyself. He is not

tal ki ng about any concrete facts and basically just
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di scussions in the human rights mlieu and revi ewi ng
websi tes.
Basically it says over here:
"And the docunents that | was
reviewi ng on the websites, along
with discussions | had with
col | eagues within the Human
Rights mlieu in Canada | ed ne
to believe that the person who
was identified as Totenkopf on
the websites was in fact Al exian
Kul bashi an. "
Also with regards to the Vinland
Voi ce materials that he has produced to the court,
there's not a single one which was directly downl oaded
fromthe original website and to M. Warman's
acknow edgenent they are all cut and paste by his own
words and are portions of actual ones.
"And again, although | can't
identify the exact source of it,
it appears to be a cut and
pasted version and | can testify

that | did personally wtness
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this docunment on the CE CT. --
excuse me, the Vinland Voice
website. "

But that |eaves us only with his word
to determ ne whether or not the content is actually, |
guess, legit.

Also M. Warman states:

"Again, |'mnot a conputer
expert, but what | would have
done was cut and paste the
version into a Wrd Perfect or
probably a Wrd docunent and
then just print that up in and
of itself, so..."

" m not sure what exactly he's
testifying on over here, but one way or another it's
his continuation that the pages were not printed
directly fromthe site and they were either copied and
pasted from one place or another or frome-mails that
he received, as he states.

And M. Varman al so states:

"No. And in the subsequent

Vi nl and Voice articles, | can

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3271

state that that's because these
were copies that were

downl oaded, the ones that don't
have URL addresses, fromthe
mat erial that they sent nme as

e-mail."

Basically stating that the reason

there is no URL is because they canme in by e-mail.

"But this material itself, |
can't testify as to why it
doesn't actually have the URL
address underneath it, but | can
testify that | did, in fact, see
this at the opening of the

Vi nl and Voi ce website. "

And assum ng that M. Warman's nenory

is great enough to actually renenber every word exactly

in every article that he read, then | nean maybe he

woul d know if that article was exactly the way it was

on line, but |

woul d suggest to the court that the

articles mght not have been exactly as they were

posted on line.

And al so M. Warman states that:
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"Yes, although | may have gone
directly to it through the

Vi nl and Voi ce website rather
than going all the ways through
because | knew the direct URL to
the website, so | may not have
spent the extra tinme."

Basically M. Warman states that he
al so knew the URL, the website site which, | nean
judging by the fact that he did download a | ot of the
other sites, information fromother sites, he didn't
downl oad information fromthis site, regardl ess of the
fact that he did know the URL and he can't state that
didn't know where it was.

So, anyways M. Richardson asks:

"MR. RICHARDSON: Wiy didn't he
cut and past -- | guess what |
want to know is, why didn't he
cut and paste the whole thing or
why didn't he tenplate the whole
thing? Wy the inconsistencies?
"MR. WARMAN:  I'msorry, the

material was coll ected over a
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period of seven years and |
can't testify as to why specific
things were collected or printed
off in a certain fashion."

So, basically he also admts to not
knowi ng the exact source and | guess the chain of
handling of the information that was finally brought to
trial.

So, the foll ow ng statenent al so
shows that M. Warman has tried to get the original
version of the articles of Tri-GCty Skins.

War man st at es:

"MR. WARMAN:  Yes, because | was
unable to find the origina
version on the Tri-Cty Skins
website anynore. | had gone
back with the intention of

downl oadi ng and printing off a
copy of the actual article that
was present on the Tri-City
Skins website but they had noved
on to the next week's or

subsequent week's versions of

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3274

the articles that were broadcast
by WIlliam Pierce."

The fact of the matter is it also
does show here that as far as Tri-City goes he did,
actually, in fact, go out and try and grab the original
i nformation.

As to why he did not with the Vinland
Voice and bring in, | guess, nore |like second rate
copi es, you know, is for the court to deci de whether or
not those copies could actually be taken as original or
aut henti c.

The problemis that the sites, as
were testified in court, were shut down shortly
afterwards, so there is no way that anybody el se could
have actual ly brought original copies of the site.

And since M. VWarman was, |ike,
nmonitoring the site throughout his investigation, you
woul d expect that sonebody |ike that would actually
downl oad or print the pages of the site as evidence if
he was going to open a human rights case.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, what are you
suggesti ng?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. |'m suggesting --
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THE CHAI RPERSON:.  That the materi al
is fabricated agai n?

MR. A KULBASH AN. -- that the
material, that there's no information, that he can't
testify on, | guess, the chain of command on the
docunent .

THE CHAI RPERSON: Hi s evidence is
that at | east on a couple of occasions --

MR A KULBASHI AN: Like, how it was
collected, why it was printed a certain way, he said he
cannot testify on that.

He also testifies that he says the
articles is the sanme because he renenbers seeing it on
the site but I"msure that no one has that good a
menory to renmenber every word in every article and that
slight nodifications make --

THE CHAI RPERSON: But his evidence
is -- wait. H s evidence is that he got the article by
being on the mailing list, he received themthrough
e-mails, and presunmably at |east for sonme of them he
cited an excerpt where that explanation exists, where
he received it as an e-mail, he cut and pasted text and

put it in a text file.
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Now - -
MR. A KULBASH AN: Wl |, sone of the
articles are only like portions, | guess, they're not

the entire docunents.

It's not -- obviously M. WIlson --
came in -- Det. WIlson cane in with printed out
e-mails. It's also obviously possible to print out

e-mai |l s and show - -

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, it is.

MR A KULBASHI AN: -- and show the
actual docunment rather than make a copy of it and then
show a docunent .

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, the concl usion
that you want me to draw fromthe fact that he cut and
paste out of e-mails is that the docunment shoul d be
rejected entirely because they were done in that
f ashi on.

MR A KULBASHI AN O should not be
consi dered as conpl ete docunents.

In the above statements M. Warnman
al so indicates that those are not the original
docunents fromthe website, that they are cut and

pasted and printed. These are not conplete copies of
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t he docunents and are portions.

M. Warman al so states that he knew
the URL address of the website but he did not want to
spend the extra tinme and downl oading fromthe sites.

This is not a valid reason com ng
froman experienced and trai ned | awyer and according to
him an investigator of hate on the Internet.

Moreover, it is evident that M.
Warman' s sel ective nmenory in his above statenents. He
cannot remenber certain things but he renenbers that he
has witnessed all the articles on the Vinland Voice
site.

How can M. Warman state with so nuch
certainty that these docunents are the exact replicas
of the site and renenbers each detail of the articles.

Moreover, M. Warman states that in
the case of articles fromTri-City Skins he had gone
back to print the actual articles directly fromthe
site. This denonstrates a doubl e standard approach,
whi ch nakes us wonder why he did it -- nore |ike why he
didn't get it from Vinland Voice but did fromthe
Tri-CGty Skins.

Also it is evident that M. Warman
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above statenment shows he might not be telling the truth
because in the case of the Tri-Cty website he has gone
the extra efforts to always downl oad the originals
directly fromthe site.

Hi s statenent proves that he used
doubl e standards. Both Det. WIson and M. Warnman
testified that cut and paste articles can be very
easily edited or nodified.

Regarding his notives, it is probable
that he could have easily tanpered with the articles.

The follow ng is another statenent
that shows M. Warman's sel ective nenory where he
states he doesn't even renenber the procedure when he
filed his conplaint, but still renmenbers all the
details in an article.

It says:

"So, how did you file your
conplaint, did you go see M.
St eacy yourself or how does it
wor k, the procedure?”

M. Warman st ated:

"At the time what | would have

done was submitted -- to the
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So, which shows there's certain

uncertainty about the way a procedure works and he

stated that he renenbers the articles.

So, ny subm ssion is that he couldn't
have actually renenbered the exact content of the

articles and that it's very possible that they could

have been nodifi ed.

The foll owi ng paragraphs show t hat
M. Warman intentionally interpreted the | ogo on the

| eft side of the page as being the signature of the

aut hor, although at the bottomof the article it

si gned VWH TE POAER CANADA.

is

M. Warnman testified that he has

gai ned good know edge of the Internet during the |ast

five years. Mbreover

for the rest of the articles he

has al ways interpreted the bottom signature as the

aut hor's nane. Wet her

it is out of
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intentional, | don't believe this statenment can be
t rust ed.

It says:

"MR. WARMAN: Yes. At the let
just below the sort of |inks
that you can click on, there is
t he skull and cross bones synbol
that is referred to as Tot enkopf
fromthe Wrld VWar ||l Nazi era
and also the word itself spelled
out, Tot enkopf.

And it's ny belief that this
article was, in fact, witten by
M. Kul bashi an."

That's what he states, and this is
tal king about, if you renmenber the layout with the
little synbol on the left side.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Synbol on the left
si de.

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

And al so:

"M5 MAILLET: And it appears

that there's a signature at the
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bottom of the first page,
WPCANADA.

MR. WARMAN:  Yes. And, again,
nmy belief that the person using
t hat pseudonymis Janmes Scott

Ri chardson. "

it says:

"MR. WARMAN: Thank you. Do you
think it's possible then, or do
you have any idea or any belief
as to who m ght have witten the
article at tab 17 entitled
“"Intro to Racial Wes"?

DET/ CST. WLSON: There is no
doubt in my mnd that that's
witten by Janes Scott

Ri chardson. "

In his testinony, whether it was

intentional or by accident, M. Warman stated that in

t he begi nning that he believes the fact that synbol

was

on the left side of the page neans the author of the

article was nyself, but he also stated later on in his

testinmony that an article with WPCANADA at the very
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bottom was James Ri chardson, according to his opinion,
and that the synbol didn't matter, regardl ess of the
fact there was a synbol on the left side of that
article.

So, if the question is he was trying
to force an identification of the article' s author or
whet her or not he didn't pay attention to it, | don't
think that his opinion on that as an identifying
factor as nyself is valid, or nyself witing an
article.

Ckay. Al so when later confronted
during cross-exam nation he refutes what he had sai d.
When | ask him

"Ckay. So, you believe that the
fact that that synbol was found
on every single page of every
site that you say | had
sonething to do with, that neans
| wote every article that that
synbol shows up besi de?

MR WARMAN:  No, in fact, and
that wasn't ny evidence."

Then again he contradicts saying:
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"I"'msaying that it's an
indicia."

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR A KULBASHI AN: More |ike an
i ndi cati on.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, both are
valid terns.

MR A KULBASHI AN. The above is an
indication that M. Warman's opinion on ny identity as
far as just the fact that the synbols pasted on the
page cannot be trusted and, again, | suggest that due
to, | guess, nonetary gains that this case m ght bring
him | suggest that it's possible that it m ght have
been even nore intentional rather than of poor
know edge.

| said to get conpensation because of
the article M. Warman all eges that Totenkopf and who
he alleges is ne, has exposed himand put his life into
danger.

He testified giving all sorts of
reasons that according to a few docunents he produced
he believes that the signature Totenkopf is nyself and

t he aut hor.
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M. Warman nakes a parallel of a
newspaper article in which Al ex Krause and Janes
Ri chardson had an all eged interview.

Following the interview, there was an
article in the Vinland Voice where the author wote
about the interview and nmentioned TOT as one of the
peopl e intervi ened.

The Vinland Voice article was cut and
paste portion of the actual text which could have
easily been tanpered with.

Al t hough we woul d never know t he
reasons for the author using Totenkopf because
Tot enkopf being a public/press relations subgroup, the
aut hor m ght have used it in that context.

But M. Warnman does not explain how
these articles are witten by Totenkopf about a third
party Al ex Krause and still Al ex Krause and Tot enkopf
coul d be the sanme person.

Here | would like to nention that the
two articles about ny resignation are signed at the
bottom by Al ex Krause.

The resignation to the CE.CT. is

signed Al ex Krause and then at the top next to Al ex
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Krause in parenthesis is witten Totenkopf and there
was no explanation as to what that woul d nean.

In the Vinland Voice it only states
Al ex Krause, no nention of Totenkopf.

| suggest that just as peopl e who
sign their names with their positions beside them the
Tot enkopf doesn't necessarily nean that | am Tot enkopf,
it could also nean, as | stated in nmy interviewwth
Det. Wlson, that it's a subgroup rather than an actual
i ndi vi dual .

And so far there is no explanation as
to how Tot enkopf could have witten about Al ex Krause
whi ch, you know, Totenkopf alleges --

THE CHAI RPERSON: It all turns around
the sane problem which |'ve said before and you're
going to have to face the whole way through, the only
suggestion that Tot enkopf represents a group is a
statenent that you made in this interrogation which was
transcri bed by a secretary after M. WIlson's
i ntervi ew

| have no evidence in front ne, to ny
know edge, affirm ng that Totenkopf represents a group.

You have not brought evidence, you
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didn't bring three other nenbers of the organization to
say we all were nenbers of Totenkopf, we all wote
Tot enkopf .

You haven't done any of that. So,
there is a problemhere in terns of the evidence.

| nmean, the only suggestion that
Tot enkopf represents nore than one person is your
statenents during the interviewwith M. WIlson; right?

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: |s there anything
el se?

MR. A KULBASH AN: But that would
be, since that was included as evidence and accordi ng
to Det. Wlson that is what | told him in effect, that
is evidence and, in fact, what |I'mbringing is other
evi dence -- basically using the other evidence to
support that claim

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. Wat's
t he ot her evidence that supports the clain?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. For exanpl e,
Tot enkopf writing about Al ex Krause in the third person
and that during the resignation letter it's signed Al ex

Krause and Tot enkopf in brackets, in one of the
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articles which is nore, | guess, consistent with
sonebody identifying hinself as part of a group rather
t han an i ndi vi dual .

Just |ike sonmebody would say, | don't
know, like I don't know, John Smith human rel ations,
it's not like his name is human relations or that's his
pseudonym

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Okay. So, the
reference to Alex Krause in the third person.

MR. A KULBASH AN:. Yes, by
Totenkopf. Miultiple references actually to Al ex Krause
in the third person.

THE CHAI RPERSON: If you will note
closely, your entire closing docunment here is witten

in the third person. You're presenting it in the third

per son.

MR. A KULBASH AN. No, it was
witten in the first person. It was a collaborative
t hi ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, |'msaying -- |
understand and that is probably fine, but that is a
counter argunent to what you're telling ne is that it's

not unknown for people to refer to thenselves in the
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third person.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, but the
issue is not just |like -- see, this docunent was --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Read this with
ot her things and you could draw the concl usion, is what
you' re sayi ng?

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, but the
fact of the matter is this docunent isn't witten by
sonebody who al |l eges to be sonebody and witing about
sonebody el se, this docunent is nore like a narrative
in essence.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | under st and.

MR A KULBASHI AN: So, there is a
di fference between |ike Totenkopf writing about Al ex
Krause or just sonebody in general witing about Al ex
Krause or Al ex Krause writing about Al ex Krause, which
is different.

And so, see what it says here --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, you were went
to here -- here, we would -- you were around there
sonewher e

MR A KULBASHIAN: Here | would Iike

to mention that there are two articles about ny
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resignation and both are signed -- okay, | actually
read that one.

There is not a single article in the
newspaper or el sewhere Alex Krause is referred to as
Tot enkopf or Al exan Kul bashian being a Tri-Cty Skins
menber, only the police and M. Warman al | ege t hat
Tot enkopf is Al ex Krause.

Det. WIson acknow edged that the
article is a reproduction of a previous article in NOW
Magazine in which it's said that the Otawa based
| awer M. Warman had submtted a formal conplaint to
t he CHRC.

There is no doubt that M. Warman or
sonebody el se fromthe CHRC nmust have contacted the
newspaper regarding the conplaint, thus M. Warnman
exposed hinself, like quite a bit of tinme before the
article in the Vinland Voice wote about it.

M. Warman al so said that when he
heard his nane and address nentioned in the article, he
sai d:

"l was shocked. | had never
antici pated that they would

stoop to sonething |ike that,
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that | certainly considered it
to be a personal threat and to
be a threat agai nst ny personal
safety.

And | certainly contacted the
police as soon as possible after
| received that nessage, and

wi t hout going into specific
details about what the police
have done, they have made what
woul d describe as alternate
arrangenents in terns of ny
personal security that would not
be the case for an average
citizen.

MR. RI CHARDSON: ... have you
recei ved any death threats,

ei ther verbal, through e-mail,
in face or anything by anybody
that you would consider in the
novenent since that time of the
initial -- ", like | guess

all eged, "-- threat?"
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M. Warman st ates:

"No, you know, that | would
consi der --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  "not".

MR A KULBASHI AN:

"Not, you know, that | would
consider to be within the
neo- Nazi novenent, per se.”

So, M. Warman is evasive regarding
the police response. |If this was considered as a real
serious threat it would have been a crimnal act.

M. Warman does not tell us the
actions the police took against the alleged author and
we are obviously still yet to know.

l"mnot sure if they actually acted
agai nst the author or charged him

Moreover, Det. WIlson testified that
M. Warman is a well-known public figure that has
openly acted agai nst other people, organizations
agai nst his beliefs and opinions.

M. Warman also testified that for
over 15 years he was involved in social justice and

human rights issues. Was M. Warman's nanme unlisted in

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3292

t he phone directory or not? He doesn't tell us,
because it woul d have been possible that his nane and
address woul d have been listed in the phone book, in
whi ch case it would have been a matter of public
record.

During the court proceedings his
address shoul d have been nentioned and, you know.. ..

THE CHAIRPERSON: | don't quite
under stand t hat.

MR A KULBASHI AN: Hi s address
listing should have been nentioned, it was |ike
public -- if he was going to nake an allegation that he
was exposed, then he should al so made an all egation
that say his address was not in the phone book and that
no one knew he had done that and sonebody exposed him
in the nedia; whereas sonebody who admits net to,
guess, being a front runner in the battle against
I nternet hate and who apparently had direct interview
wi th NOW Magazi ne tal k about his case, can't state that
he was exposed by sonebody el se when he exposed
hi nsel f .

M. Warman goes further and further

in his exaggerations and states that he was concerned
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about the database because it would provide information
about him
M. Warman adnmits in the foll ow ng
par agraph that he received no threats with association
of the article and damages.
Al this nmakes us wonder if this is a
tactic to ask for personal for conpensation. M.
Warman has a history of asking for persona
conpensation with the Canadi an Human Ri ghts Tri bunal .
In the followng M. Warnman says
according to his opinion that is a wong address, but
does not explain why P.O Box 1061, 31 Adel ai de Street
is the correct address. He then states he has not
checked the validity of either address.
This is like a continuation.
So, |I'm basically saying regarding
the TCS sites, M. \Warman says:
"Yes, it is. And then, what in
my opinion, is a false address
that they have used to register.
It's registered as 14
Ei ght - Ei ght h Avenue and, agai n,

you know t he 88 bei ng neo- Nazi
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parl ance, Kitchener, Ontari o,
and then the postal code is
designed to look or to imtate
the word Smarties.”

M. Warman al so states:
"Yes, it is. And then what, in

my opinion, is a false

address --"
Wait a second, this was just -- oh
it's a double paste. It happens sone tine.

kay.
"THE CHAI RPERSON: Thi s Adel ai de
Street address, are you aware of
what it is? Is it a postal
station?"

M. Warman states:
"Yes, ny information is that it
is in fact --
THE CHAI RPERSON: | nf ormati on.
You haven't visited this place
your sel f?
MR. WARMAN:  No, not

personal ly. "
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Wth all due respect, there could
have been -- there was no evidence that this was
actually a real address and that anybody stated it was
a real address, and even during the dialogue in the
al l eged chats on line the address, when there is a
guestion posed to WPCANADA about use of the P.O Box,
t he address wasn't actually given of the P.O Box.

So, by all means, this could have
been an fake P.O. Box address or a fake address in
general .

So, then M. Varman tries to relate
Af f or dabl e- Space, Tri-Cty Skins and C E. C T.

He says:

"MR. WARMAN.  Yes, there is,

al though I do not have a copy of
the Whois results from

af f or dabl e- space.com | can
state that | personally on that
sane date conducted a \Wois
search on register.com and t hat
the results -- or the address
listed as the contact or the

adm n contact is registered to
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the same P. O, Box...on Adel ai de
Street, the same P.O Box that
was used for the Tri-City Skins
and the CE.C T. websites."

The fact of the matter is that he
states that he doesn't have the copy the Wiois results,
regardl ess of the fact he had a | ot of other
information for Wois results.

| don't think that the court should
rely on his nmenory of what he saw there, on the Wois
results without himactually bringing docunentary
evi dence and | believe that --

THE CHAI RPERSON:. For what do | have
Whois results? | have got a whol e bunch of Wois
results.

MR A KULBASHI AN:  For
af f ordabl e- space.com He states that the sane address
t hat affordabl e-space. com used as a conpany. There's
no evi dence --

THE CHAI RPERSON: For all the others
ones but | don't have Affordabl e-Space's Wiois, is that
what you're saying?

MR A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, that's

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3297

right, because even though he states that
Af f or dabl e- Space had a P. O Box here, right, however
there was no evidence that was brought aside fromhis

menory that Affordabl e-Space had an actual address over

here.
THE CHAI RPERSON:. At Adel aide Street?
MR A KULBASHI AN: Yeah. So, as
nost of the tine again, like, M. Warman does not

produce docunents to back his statenments but he expects
the court to believe himand trust his nenory.

Here we wonder what happened to those
docunents he doesn't give any expl anations about.

M. Warman admits he has not filed
any conplaints with the sites or the server because his
understanding | was in control of the server.

The Chairperson asks:

"Did you file a conplaint with
af f or dabl espace?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASH AN: Did you
file a conplaint with the site
at all?

MR. WARMAN:  No, it was ny

under st andi ng that you, in fact,
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were in control of the company.”

Now, that doesn't actually respond --
you know, give an answer as to why but I'Il continue.
So, | said:

"So, you still didn't go through
and conplain to

af f or dabl espace. conf?

MR WARMAN: | felt that

consi dering ny evidence was that
you were, in fact, in control of
that and that you were, in fact,

affiliated with..."

M. Warman al so says:

“"I't's nmy belief that you' re one
of the owners or one of the
controlling m nds of that
corporation, based on

i nformati on was published in
newspapers, based on the
information that | witnessed in
ternms of the Totenkopf being the
contact address for a nunber of

the sites, and then all being
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related to the same P. O Box
i ncl udi ng af f ordabl espace. "

He still doesn't -- he's very vague
and evasi ve process. He does state that he did not
conplain. He doesn't give a reason as to why he didn't
conplain aside fromthe fact that he believed it was ne
that was in control of the server, and if anything, and
this | feel supports the question as to whether or not
he was expecting the profits fromthese hearings as
opposed to actually doing a service to the conmunity.

The above statenents al so show t hat
M. Warman did not file a conplaint to any of the sites
and Affordabl e- Space.

If M. Warman's sole intention was to
stop alleged discrimnation and the welfare of the
public, couldn't he have at |east conplained to
Af f or dabl e- Space or the websites, or nyself, and wait
for their response and then act.

The reason that M. Warman gi ves are
based on his assunption that he believed that | was in
charge of it.

Again, he admts in the statenent

t hat Affordabl e- Space was a conpany.
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Mor eover, al though M. Warnman said
t hat Affordabl e- Space had a few owners and controlling
m nds, M. Warman backtracks saying that | was in
control

You were in control, just underlined
as in like the quotes.

Whet her | was in control or not, he
doesn't explain what difference it would have nmade on
hi s deci sion not to conpl ain,

Also it is noticeable that he uses
newspaper as reliable source of information or
evi dence, according to him

In the following |ines | asked
specifically if M. Warman is an expert in the Internet
and he says he has learned quite a bit over the past
five years, sort of extensive work in it.

By using extensive work during the
five years, M. Warman's nessage is that he has very
good know edge.

Then during cross-exam nation he
denies what | did specifically ask himand what he told
previously, saying that | asked himif he had used the

Internet or visited themand M. Warman replies yes.
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This is another exanple, | guess, of
hi s poor nenory during testinony.

| state:

10
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23

inmply that he is.

"Ckay. Do you consider yourself
an expert in IRC or computer --
internet-related, | guess the
internet field in general?

MR. WARMAN: | consider that
|"ve learned quite a bit over

t he past five years, sort of

extensive work init."

There's no yes or no answer. So,

it's either an evasive answer or he's trying to

M . Richardson asked:

"Do you believe that it is
possible that "X" is a command
style bot, may | use, that
controls the room #wpcanada and
as it clearly states that it is
"X" that changes topic to wpcect
or vinlandvoi ce and not a

person, not Totenkopf changes
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topi ¢ or not #WPCANADA changes
t opi c?"
M. VWArman says:
"I"'msorry, that's outside ny
know edge.
MR. RI CHARDSON: But you did
state in fact earlier that you
have been visiting the IRC
servers over the last five
years. Did you not l|earn
anything in the five years that
you were visiting these sites?
MR WARMAN:  No, in fact, M.
Kul bashi an asked nme if | had
used themand | had visited them
and | replied yes.™
So, just asserting that he has no
expertise, regardless of the fact that he tries to
coment on it.
M. Warman has not checked the
mechani sm of the sites to know if soneone actually

controll ed them and knew -- or knew about the content

of the material posted, although he's blamng the
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respondents for posting the material.
Sorry, there's a typo there.
| ask:
"Ckay. So, did you by any
chance happen to try or even see
any indication on whether or not
the sites were manual | y updat ed,
automati cal |y updat ed t hrough
scripts or whether or not they
were nonitored, or whether or
not this site was just
statically uploaded to the site
and the content was j ust
statically upl oaded?"
M. WArman answers:
"I"'msorry, that's not within ny
know edge. "
VWen Ms Maill et was questioning M.
War man he answered with servitude, but during the
cross-exam nati on when the questions were not to his
best interest he was evasive.

Moreover, there is no indication that

Al ex Krause or Totenkopf has submtted articles to the
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Tri-City Skins site.
The foll owi ng two paragraphs confirm
t hat .

| ask:

10
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"Sorry. Are there any articles
on the Tri-City site by either
Al ex Krause, Totenkopf or
WPCANADA?

MR. WARMAN: | woul d have to go
back through all the evidence
that 1've already entered into
evi dence, but if there was, then
it would have been indicated at

the tine."

M . Ri chardson asks:

"From your recollection, all the
tenpl ates or all the webpages
had Tot enkopf on the side of the
actual webpage itself, the

synbol itself and the nane.”

The Chairperson asks:

"The webpage of Vinland Voice?

MR. RI CHARDSON: The Vi nl and
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Voice and C.E.C. T.
THE CHAI RPERSON: And CE. C T.?
MR. RICHARDSON: And C. E.C. T.
MR WARMAN: | can't testify to
that for certainty.".
In the following - that's what he
actual ly answers, sorry.

In the following M. Warnman has not
checked ownershi p of Affordabl e-Space, he has not
expl ai ned or shown any evidence if Affordabl e- Space had
any |legal status or not.

Question is:
"Did you check the ownership of
t he conpany aff or dabl espace. com
t he actual ownership of the
conpany itself, not ownership of
t he domai n?
MR VWARMAN: | did not -- "

THE CHAI RPERSON: It didn't.

MR A KULBASH AN:
"It didn't indicate that it was
an i ncorporated conpany or that

it had any formal |egal status.”
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The answer is not yes or no, again
evasi ve but you can assune fromthe answer that the
it's no, he did not check.

So, again, it would be his assunption
as to how affordabl e- space. com wor ked.

M. Warman has al so acknow edged t hat
only three or four alleged hate sites are hosted on
Af f or dabl e- Space on a thousand plus sites that the
server hosts.

| ask:

"So, how many sites do you

beli eve were actually hosted, |
guess from what you read?

MR WARMAN:  |'m aware of at

| east, you know, three to four,
and then after that | would have
to say that |I'mnot sure how
many as a total were being
hosted by the conpany.™

And then HR-1 tab 38 states:

" Af f or dabl e- Space. com started
off as a private project that

turned into a busi ness that
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hosts 1000+ accounts."

This is from-- | believe it's from
there HR, |ike, you know, fromtheir exhibit Iist.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Their exhibit.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. So, the follow ng
chat also confirns what | told the police that the
Vi nl and Voi ce site was desi gned by soneone el se and
t hat sonmeone el se was the founder of CECT.

WPCANADA st at es:

"Just finishing off the Voice"

"its abiggie"

And t hen:
"its madness,...tonight mate, |
haven't left yet, | was

finishing the vinland voice off"
says WPCANADA.

WPCANADA: finishing the web
page for the vinland voice, a
weekly white newspaper that |
do"

"...traveling and doing shit. |
founded CECT and it keeps ne

busy"
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The fact of the matter is --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Sl ow down a little
bit, please.

MR A KULBASH AN:  Sorry.

The fact of the matter is so far as
far as identification process goes, they haven't been
able to bring any concrete evidence as to who i s who,
in fact they are going off assunptions and the danger
of the court relying on assunptions over actual
docunent ary evi dence, proving sonebody's identity, is
t hat anybody coul d then use the Canadi an Human Ri ghts
Comm ssion as either a profit machine or sone kind of I
guess m ddl eman for censoring political speech they did
not agree wth.

And if the court itself decides to go
of f assunptions and stating that these assunptions can
actually be used as evidence, for exanple, saying |
assunme that you ran this so | didn't do anything, or
assunme that this person is this or that there's no
concrete evidence saying that | believe it's so, then
the Tribunal becones -- you know, is at the nmercy of
that person's opinion into making their judgnment and

al so the systemitself is at the nmercy of that
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person - -

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You are aware of
t he concept though of circunstantial evidence.

MR. A KULBASH AN. | am but
circunstantial evidence would require sone sort of
actual docunentary evidence that would, | guess --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Circunstantia
evi dence is taking many pieces of a pie and sort of
putting themtogether to nake one pie.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Yeah, but taking
many pi eces of pie crusts you can't make a pie.

The problemis, if you don't actually
have the docunmentary evidence to back up your clains,
it is just many pieces of clains that could either be
wel | designed or allegations that the person is --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, your submni ssion
is that the circunstances -- the evidence --

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The docunentary
evi dence.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The evi dence is not
sufficient to create a case based on circunstanti al
evi dence?

MR A KULBASHI AN:  And | believe
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that in order for an actual case to be exist there
shoul d be sone formof irrefutable docunentary evidence
and by docunentary evidence | nmean not m ssing Wois
searches on and then making clainms on that m ssing
Whoi s search stating, oh, | remenber this or actua
having originals rather than saying, well, | renenber
seeing it on the site.

Because stuff like that is -- stuff
like that actually makes it a little, | guess,
dangerous for the case and it turns the Tribunal into
nore of a pawn for the person's |ike agenda rather than
to actually seek justice.

kay.

The foll owi ng was submtted by the
conpl ai nants and corroborates what | told the London
Police and that | don't have tinme to read the websites
and that Affordabl e-Space hosts and to get invol ved
with -- sorry, little typo there.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Where are you?

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Sorry.

| don't have tinme to read the
websi tes that Affordabl e-Space hosts and to get

i nvolved with CECT or Vinland Voice sites, as in like,
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| don't have tine to get involved in the CECT and the
Vinl and Voice and that | don't have tinme to read
Af f or dabl e- Space.

Basically it says here, basically
assum ng that these chat |ogs are authentic it says:
"FdaJEWS conti nues, he states:

"i ran into a few old guys in
Toronto, and they were wondering
about al ex.
I i ke how he has so much noney
and shit"
And WPCANADA r esponds:
"too many projects”
FdaJEWS: "i think it is ok"
WPCANADA: "not enough tine"
FdaJEWS: but he is giving al
t hese peopl e web space, po
boxes, etc."
WPCANADA st at es:
"spends a |l ot of his personal
dough on donating web space”

Now, the idea is that by the

adm ssion -- if you take the chats as being fact, then
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the...of the chats are that | have a |lot of projects
and a lot of, you know, that | keep nyself busy and
that woul d, | guess, negate the suggestion that I
shoul d be nonitoring the sites made by the Comm ssion
and the conpl ai nant.
In the above lines there is no

menti on of any particular names or organi zations. M.
War man produced docunents of the Zoom Festival site,
which is a school event and apparently the hosting was
donated by nyself but he conmes to the foll ow ng
assunpti on:

"MR. WARMAN: ..."spends a | ot

of his personal dough on

donati ng web space" and "he is

the best thing that has cone to

this nmovenent in years”, it

further establishes a |ink

bet ween M. Kul bashian and the

hosting of other racialist or

raci al website"

The followi ng is significant because

M. Warman cones to the conclusion on vague statenent

by a third party expressing his own opinion about the
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use of an unidentified P.O Box and he says that this
indicates that | have control over the P.O Box, you
know, 1061.
WPCANADA repl i es:
"hmm e-mail Alex, | amsure he
will let you use the po box"
MR WARMAN: It's ny belief that
that is inportant because |
bel i eve that WPCANADA i s
referring to the P.O. Box on
Adel ai de Street, P.O Box 1061,
and that the Alex he is
referring to is Al ex Kul bashi an,
and that this indicates that M.
Kul bashi an has control over the
P. O Box."
Agai n, com ng back to the whol e point
of assunptions, this becones dangerous considering --
THE CHAI RPERSON:  But it's not just
assunptions, okay, that's why you have to | ook at the
Big picture.
MR A KULBASHI AN. That's true, but

|"mtargeting individual parts of the big picture.
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, no, what you're

doing, you're going into each individual item but you

have to at some point dea

MR A KULBASH AN:

of going through this docunent.

THE CHAI RPERSON:

with the big picture.

That' s the point

Because there's

P.O. Box here and there's P.O Box there and there's

P.O Box there and we see a |lot of P.O Boxes and they

all connect back to Adel ai de and they all connect back

to you, then that's how they make a circunstanti al

case.

as far as evidence cones to the court,

MR A KULBASH AN:

That's true, but

there's no

di rect connection to nyself and the P.O Box, there's

no evidence that states that | actually owned the P.QO

Box, in fact

in this chat that he clains is P.O Box is

1061 it just says the P.O Box and I'mnot sure if M.

Warman is aware that there's many P. O Boxes in the

city.

doesn't tel

THE CHAI RPERSON:
us nuch; does it?
MR. A KULBASH AN:

THE CHAI RPERSON:

StenoTran
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MR A KULBASHI AN: That's why I’

m

getting into nore -- I'"mtargeting every single point

of what he's alleging is evidence | was involved in

certain things.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Fi ne.

MR A KULBASHI AN: So, that's why |

am continuing with this docunent.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do you want a
break?

REA STRY OFFI CER:  All ri se.
--- Upon recessing at 11:00 a. m
--- Upon resumng at 11:20 a.m

REG STRY OFFI CER.  Order, please.
Al rise.

Pl ease be seated.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Al right.

Continuing with the M. Warnman
section of ny closing argunents.

M. Warman has not seen either Al
Krause or Al exan Kul bashian in the chat room

VWhen M. Richardson asks him

ex

"No. So, is it your opinion,

just based on a first nane,

StenoTran
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Al ex Krause was Tot enkopf and
Janmes Ri chardson i s WPCANADA,
even though there is nothing in
the chat |ogs thensel ves that
state that?
MR. WARMAN:  No, that wasn't ny
evi dence. "

The foll ow ng is another exanpl e of

how M. Warman's sel ective nenory operat es.
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M. Richardson states:

"Ckay. So, taking away the

al l eged solicitation by nyself,
is it your understanding that
the typical way to go is you
find it, and you can either
download it, | guess, fromthe
website page, but typically to
be a part of the mailing |ist
that it was part of, you would
have to sign a user nane

i nformati on?"

M. Warman replies:

"You know, this was three years
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ago. | don't renmenber exactly
what informati on was requested
of nme when | signed up.”
So, the foll ow ng statenent concerns
a Tri-City Skins site.

It says:
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"You don't see any articles with
his name on it, you don't see
any guestbook entries or
anything like that; is that
correct?

MR. WARMAN:  Not under the nane
ei ther Al ex Krause or Al exan

Kul bashi an or --

MR. RI CHARDSON:  Tot enkopf .

MR. WARMAN: -- Tot enkopf."

M. Richardson al so asks:

"From your recollection, all the
tenpl ates or all the webpages
had Tot enkopf on the side of the
actual webpage itself, the

synbol itself and the nane.”

This is getting back to the previous
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testimony where the excerpt stated that he -- sorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON: W have seen this
excer pt before.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Yeah, we've seen
this expert before.

kay. M. VWarman during the
exam nation in chief tried to give the information that
he has quite a bit of know edge about the internet, but
during his cross-exam nation reveal ed and he adm tted
that as Det. WIson he knows al nost not hi ng.

M. Warman states that he has
interpreted the technical information of Execulink, the
cat room and internet docunents. W do not believe
that he has the expertise to be able to analyze any
docunents which involve technicalities.

Al so, M. Warman's comment ary about
the articles should be di sregarded because he's not an
expert in hate material and nost inportantly he is
bi ased.

M. Warman, like his, | guess
col | eague as you would say in this investigation, Det.
W son, did not have any evidence that would

denonstrate the extent of ny involvenent in Tri-City
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Skins and CECT websites as well as the server
Af f or dabl e- Space.

The docunents that he produced to
this court were nost of them downl oaded fromthe
Internet sites about articles that he clains are
contrary to s. 13 or newspaper articles.

The rest of the docunents were given
to himby his witness Det. WI son.

He was denonstrated to be a -- |I'm
going to change that part that's witten over there,
he's going to be denonstrated to be an unreliable
Wi t ness.

M. Warman is a lawer and is trained
to collect actual facts, but again he based all his
testimony on his own assunptions and anal ysis made from
newspaper articles, which M. Chair told are proven to
be unreliable sources.

Most of the tine rel evant docunents
are mssing. W also denonstrated that M. Warnman has
doubl e standards to the articles he produced, he has
sel ective nenory and he is evasive. He has
contradicted hinmself on too many occasi ons and nost

inmportantly he is a party of the other side asking for
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conpensat i on.

M. Warman al so brought forward the
nost di shonest witness in this case, Det. WIlson. Wen
he tried to introduce information - just a second - M.
Wl son's report I'mguessing - to this court the
conplainants -- let he just get this for a sec.

Okay. Wien we tried to introduce
evi dence, M. Steacy's report to this court, the
conpl ai nants objected strongly and told that the
docunent was not conplete and was a copy thereof.

But M. Warman's docunents pertaining
to Vinland Voice are all inconplete, cut and paste
versions of the actual articles, therefore, we ask the
court to disregard all docunents which are not
downl oaded fromthe actual site or sources, especially
when they are inconplete, they are only portions of the
originals and with no URL addresses and dat es.

Moreover, we al so demand that this
court, | guess due to ny allegation, |ike, poor
character of M. Warman --

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's fine, you
can go that far.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Al so disregard --
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| don't nean to, like, to be --

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, no,
understand. Go ahead.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Al so disregard
all statements unless he provides authentic
docunentati on to back them up.

M. Warman did not provide any
evidence that | nyself acted knowingly or willingly
contrary to s. 13.

Al t hough the Chairperson rem nded the
conpl ai nants, you know, during a few occasions, M.
Warman - just a sec - | have typos here, sorry about
that. Let ne read this here.

A few occasions -- oh yeah, rem nded
M. Warman on a few occasions to bring forward M.
War man' s conpensation or any other penalty for
di scussion, thus by their own negligence the
respondents did not get a chance to deal with the
validity of their request. By their own negligence
they have forfeited their own claimand we ask the
court to dism ss any conpensation to the conpl ai nants
or any other penalty.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can you el aborate
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on that.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Basically the
fact of the matter is you rem nded thema fewtinmes to
actually bring up the issue of conpensation during the
hearing and they stated to |leave it to the very end.

They didn't bring it up for
cross-exam nation, they didn't bring it up for initial
exam nation

In fact, what they are bringing in,
in a way, basically he's putting his clainms and the
anount of noney right afterwards right nowin his
cl osi ng argunent .

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, we had to put
the particulars -- the statenent of cases which was
referred to this norning, and fromwhat | gather from
the way the argunment was nmade today, they are relying
on evidence that was introduced into the record to
support those anounts.

So, | think a lot of this discussion
may have surrounded the whol e i ssue of expenses, right.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Expenses, yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON: And we have seen

that that's been waived now, in part because the
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| egi sl ation doesn't seemto allowthemto claimthe
expenses, so | think a big chunk of that.

MR. A KULBASH AN. | think it was
also in the closing argunents that expenses would be --

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, ny
under st andi ng expenses are not being cl ai nmed.

MR. A, KULBASH AN: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: I f | m sunderstood
it, 1 see nodding fromthe side there.

That whol e i ssue of expenses we
t hought woul d be an issue in this case is not there any
nor e.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay. Now,
com ng back to the issue of circunstantial evidence, ny
position is that as an unreliable w tness, the Tribunal
shoul d not use M. Warman's evi dence w thout any
corroboration froma reliable source as any kind of
evi dence that could be collected in the pool of
circunstantial evidence, because in order for that to
be circunstantial evidence, there would have to be
evi dence that would be deened, | guess, unrefutable or
at least in sone way reliable and |I believe that M.

Warman acting in his own best interest in this case
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decided to interpret in sonme cases intentionally - or
in sone cases maybe unintentionally because of the
i gnorance on certain matters - he decided to interpret
the information to his own advant age,
and for, | guess, to achieve his own goal.
And ny opinion is that goal is not
necessarily in the name of justice.
kay. Tal king about Ms Maillet now.
I n her opening speech Ms Maillet read
s. 13 of the Canadi an Human Ri ghts Act and especially
she read two amended sections 2 and 3 which states:
"ML and subsection 2
deals with a matter, this was
anended pursuant to the
anti-terrorismlegislation,
whi ch i ndi cates:
"For greater certainty,
subsection 1 applies in respect
of a matter that is communicated
by neans of a conputer or group
of interconnected or rel ated
conputers, including the

internet, or any simlar neans
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of communi cati on, but does not
apply in respect of a matter
that is communi cated in whole or
in part by neans of the
facilities of a broadcasting
undert aki ng. "

And subsection 3 provides for an
exenpti on.

"For the purposes of this
section, no owner or operator of
a tel ecomruni cati on undert aki ng
conmuni cates or causes to be
comuni cated any matter

descri bed in subsection 13 by
reason only that the facilities
of a tel econmuni cation
undert aki ng owned or operated by
t hat person are used by ot her
persons for the transm ssion of

that matter."

This is the subsection. Just to nake

to note that the anendnents -- the

interimanendnents as stated, | think were 2001 from
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her comments, am | right?

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. A KULBASH AN: And that the
threat appeared briefly and di sappeared Septenber 14th
whi ch was before the anmendnent for Internet in
Decenber, 2001.

| just wanted to nake that comment.

THE CHAI RPERSON: My under st andi ng
is, and I will here your side on this point because
it's significant.

Does anyone have a copy of the Act
prior to the 2002 anmendnents, 2001-2002.

MS MAILLET: No, sorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You don't. Ckay.
That's sonmething I'll look into. It's a very
significant point.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The point is
we're tal king about the Internet-rel ated provisions and
the anti-terrorismlegislation was in Decenber, 2001,
after the anti-terrorism..

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That's right. But
|"mal so concerned with ss. 3 was it altered in any
way.
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My sense is that it was not altered,

but . ..

MR. A KULBASH AN: |'mtalking
about -- basically when was the Internet-rel ated
provi sions of the Act, | guess, anended.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | believe it was ss.
2 that was added with the anendnments.

Do you have a copy of the statute

your sel f?
MR. A, KULBASH AN: Actual ly, 2001.
THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.
THE CHAI RPERSON: 2002, the newest
ver si on.

MR A KULBASHI AN.  Yeah, the newest
version, right.

MR V. KULBASH AN:  2002.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's the one.

That's the copy | have in front of
me. Unfortunately | should have had the ol der one.

But 1'd Iike you to look at it. Can
you | ook at s. 13, M. Kul bashi an.

No, | have one, I'masking M. Al ex

Kul bashian to |l ook at it.
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So, you see ny understanding is that
paragraph 2 or ss. 2 whatever was inserted with the
anmendnents but what has No. 3 was originally with the
No. 2 in front.

Do you under st and?

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay. And what |
will try to do during the lunch break --

MR A KULBASHIAN: That's nore a
guestion --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sorry.

MR. A KULBASH AN: This is npbre of a

guestion regardi ng what we were tal ki ng about yesterday

about the anendnents Decenber, 2001.
THE CHAI RPERSON:. Wl |, there are two
i ssues here. The entire article is of relevance to
what is going on here.
There is the business about the
Internet; right?
MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.
THE CHAI RPERSON:. There is also the
ss. 3 that's of relevance, particularly with

af f or dabl e- space. com
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MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay. So, we're
clear on the |egislation.

VWhat | will undertake during the
l unch break, or maybe the Commi ssion could do the sane,
but I will contact general counsel at the Tribunal and
see if | can get you a copy of the statute as it
exi sted prior to the anmendnents.

| don't think -- | think essentially
sub 2 was out, that was not there and 3 was 2 at the
time, but...

MR. A KULBASH AN: Okay. Now, the
above clearly indicates --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Hol d on a sec

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Sorry. Let ne

know.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  We'l| find it.

MR. A KULBASH AN: So, should I
conti nue?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR A KULBASH AN: Ckay.

The above clearly indicates that no
facility of a tel ecomunication undertaking will be
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liable for any matter communi cated in whole or in part

t hrough those facilities, you know, based on whether or

not | knew about

it,

et cetera.

Ms Maillet in her follow ng

statenent inplied that the section also applies to

Af f or dabl e- Space.

Ms Maillet did not state that s.

13.c does not apply to servers, but according to her

interpretation, it only applies to | arge undert aki ngs

where the owner doesn't have know edge of what is going

on by her own words.

As follows, Ms Maillet says:

"It's the position of the

Conmi ssion that in that section
it applies to the owner of a

t el ecommuni cati on undert aki ng,
for exanple, that doesn't have
know edge of what's goi ng on;
for exanple, Bell Canada or a

| arge conpany that sinply the
only invol venent they woul d have
in this subsection in the
nmessages being comunicated is

that they own the undertaking.”
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In the above statements Ms Mil | et
accepts the fact that s. 13 could have also applied to
Affordabl e-Space if it were a | arge undertaking, but s.
13 doesn't specify that there's a statute limting the
size of the undertaking. It states the facilities of a
t el ecommuni cati on undertaking period. There isn't
actually any size limtation or size restriction.

It does describe -- or even
i ncorporation requirenents.

It does not describe the size or any
ot her particulars about the facility.

Ms Maillet by her statenment also
inplies that the size of the conpany is an inportant
factor in determ ning the conduct of a conpany.

This is quite a shocking statenent
comng froma | awer representing the CHRC for an
al | eged discrimnation case, where she herself is
clearly involved in discrimnation against smaller
institutions because of their size.

Mor eover, she is also discrimnating
agai nst the ethics of the institution inplying that
| ar ger conpanies are structured in such a way that they

can be trusted nore than their smaller counterparts.
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Section 13 exenpts the owners of al
comuni cation undertakings irrelevant to their size,
you know basically according to the subsections, not if
| was invol ved.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | understand. The
size as | understand it is one of the elenents that one
woul d | ook at.

It's not a requirenent.

MR A. KULBASHI AN: Her response --
exactly, but her response is the size but the fact of
the matter is --

THE CHAI RPERSON: The statute doesn't
talk about it, but she's arguing that in a situation
where you have an enterprise, a large enterprise.with
50, 000 enpl oyees, it's not the same as an enterprise
where there's one or two or three enpl oyees.

It creates -- it suggests, the
evi dence woul d suggest that the smaller enterprise is
nore |likely to have know edge of what is going on
within its clientele than the | arge.

| think that is what is being
suggested by her.

MR A KULBASHI AN. But that, |
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guess, contravenes the book of authorities where she --
| think it was Supreme Court judge stated that it would
be inmpossible for a conpany to nonitor web pages
because there are so many and they are so dynamni c.

It has nothing to do with the size
itself as much as the pages are dynam c and they change
all the tinme and you can't keep nonitoring every second
t hat sonebody coul d be upl oadi ng sonet hi ng and changi ng
t he content.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, it al
depends on the facts of every case, | think that's what
t he court said.

MR. A KULBASH AN: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, what are you
sayi ng about the facts in this case?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. |'m saying the
facts in this case are that, first of all, com ng back
to some of this information which I'mnot going to be
goi ng over because it's not conclusion tine, they were
tal ki ng about information about Totenkopf witing two
articles.

| f you are tal king about it froma

perspective of a balance of probabilities, if there's
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15 articles out there and Tot enkopf wote two article,
t hen the bal ance of probabilities is that it's possible
that the one or two articles brought by Totenkopf m ght
not be witten by nyself.

You're tal king about probabilities.

If it's a scale it's |ike who says you're going to pick
the red ball if there's 15 other balls. That's the
i dea.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | under st and.

| made to you my conment earlier
about the fact that you have not |ed counter evidence
to contradict that.

And the only evidence -- the two
letters is your own statenent.

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Right. And they
are doing to say those were the two that you admtted
and that was a very self-interested conment on your
part to limt yourself to twd, but they are also - and
t hey have pointed to all these other conponents that
point to you as bei ng Tot enkopf.

MR A KULBASHI AN: But as in the

testinmony so far it would be assunptions nore than
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actual facts.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay. | wunderstand
your subm ssi ons.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: I n conclusion, I
bel i eve that Affordabl e-Space as a facility of
comuni cati on cannot be held accountable, you know, it
has a physical presence and its size is not relevant to
whether it's exenpt or not froms. 13.

It is actually very regrettabl e that
during the beginning of the hearing that Ms Maill et
frequently put us under tine constraint pressure,
nmysel f and nmy co-respondent. She was constantly
conpl aining and wanted us to wrap up our
cross-exam nation in a short period.

And due to our experience, we feel we
were not granted enough tine to cross-exam ne M.
Warman in nore length, in nore detail.

And yesterday in her closing
statement | believe that Ms Maillet has distorted on so
many occasions, the testinony of the w tnesses and
interpretation of the docunents. [It's very shocking to
wi t ness such unethical tactics froma CHRC | awer.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, sir.
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MR. WARMAN:  Making an al |l egati on of
t hat kind, of unethical conduct of an officer of the
court --

THE CHAIRPERSON: It's a strong
al l egation, sir.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. I n ny opinion.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ethics for |awers
are a big deal.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: I n my opinion
woul d say that | believe that her closing statenent
wasn't --

THE CHAI RPERSON: I nstead of -- you
know, here's the key, here's the key.

Deal with the evidence, not with the
persons, all right.

So, what's inportant here is that if
certain facts were msrepresented, point themout to
me, and you've been doing that a ot all the way
t hr ough.

Stick to that, don't get into
personal shots. They don't help any, and you have to
keep in mind, Ms Maillet is counsel, she's not a

W t ness. It was different with M. Warnman because he
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was a party, yes, and a W tness.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Deal with the
W tnesses, deal with the evidence, don't deal with
personal attacks against the representatives.

| nmean -- 1 think you understand what
| amtrying to say.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, if you feel
that the Comm ssion msrepresented the facts in their
final subm ssion, you should just go ahead and poi nt
out what the m srepresentations were, which you' ve
al ready done, you began your discussion yesterday by
referring directly to their docunment and pointing out
areas where you disagree with qualification of that
evi dence, right.

Just stick to that.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Ckay.

Now, to go down to Det. WIson
section, it's kind of a |long section, so..

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR A KULBASH AN. | will be

denonstrating that Det. Wlson is actually
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untrustworthy Vetrovec witness, and just comng up to
the Vetrovec -- R v. Vetrovec which was --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What do you nean by
t hat ?

MR. A KULBASH AN:  Well, it's in the
classification by the court of a witness with a prior
history of, | would say, unreliable actions that would
make himhard, | guess -- | don't know if you actually
read, | think --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wy don't you take
me to it.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. | don't actually
have it with me. The problemis, | don't have access
to all the legal docunents as nuch as | awers beside ne
to.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sonehow you got
your hands onto the Vetrovec decision of the Suprene
Court, and that's accessible on the Internet, but...

MR. A KULBASHI AN. That's right, but
it's kind of not --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What are you trying
to say?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Basically I
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believe that he not only has a past that would nake him
unreliable, but he also was -- in the Vetrovec case it
was an unreliable past that would make it that in order
for a court to take his word they would have to have it
corroborated with actual direct evidence.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So you're saying
Det. Wlson is an unreliable wtness?

MR. A KULBASH AN. Yes, | amand |
believe he didn't stop, | guess, msrepresenting the
truth again during his testinony in this court.

Det. Wlson is a trained and
experienced witness handling difficult situations.

He used many net hods to el ude the
answers when he was in difficulty. He was evasive when
the questions were not in his best interest. At the
begi nning, during his questioning by Ms Millet, Det.
W son acted to show a gentle and trustworthy character
with an al nost perfect nmenory. He pretended to be an
unbi ased policeman perform ng his duties for the best
of the community. But in the early stages during the
cross-exam nati on we believe he revealed his true
identity.

Det. WIlson and his group of police
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i n London, including the London Crown and a few bad
appl es from Toronto police, have been the nobst -- can
use that word?

THE CHAI RPERSON:. Sir, listen, | have
told you. This is strong | anguage, it's not necessary.

MR A KULBASHIAN. It's kind of an
i ntroduction though.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | know. No, |
know. Really you should have thought about this.

MR. A KULBASH AN W didn't get to
change it after what happened yesterday, so..

THE CHAI RPERSON: It wasn't because
of what happened, it just makes conmpbn sense.

Al I'"masking you guys to do here
today is to present the evidence to neet the case,
convince nme one way or the other.

You don't have to start throw ng
wor ds at peopl e.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. M problemis --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You are going to
change the word on the record, | appreciate that but --

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ms Maillet's

closing and as well M. Warman's cl osing did not deal
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wi th evidence as nuch as, like a lot of, | guess,
i nnuendo to what was going on, sone dramatics, et
cetera.

THE CHAI RPERSON: They never used a
euphem sm for you personally, they tal ked about the
information out there as --

MR A KULBASH AN: It's not
euphem smnot, I'mactually trying to state ny
position --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, you say a
person's despi cabl e.

MR. A KULBASH AN: That's why |
didn't want to use that word, that's why | stop.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Be careful and sl ow

down your reading then so you can del ete the words that

are inappropriate and 1'll wite themin.
Li ke, I just took out the other word
that you had there before Vetrovec, | don't know, wote

unreliable.

MR. A KULBASH AN:. So, during ny
visits to the U S. Det. Wlson also lied to the FBI and
sent his own countryman, in a sense, |ike a Canadi an,

to jail by using information from non-existent
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docunent s.

They al so went on by his own
adm ssion to the nmedia to publicize their big catch
woul d be nmy word for it and stain my reputation. The
list goes on.

|'d like to stress to the court that
what we woul d be able to reveal is the tip of the
i ceberg and that only he would know nost of the facts.

So, basically I want to say is, the
following is a typical characteristic of Det. WIson.
Al though he is in the police force and shoul d have
docunent ati on, as al ways he does not show any
docunentation to support his statenents.

The Crown -- sorry. He states that
t he police have kept copies.

Det. Wlson -- you know what, |I'm
getting kind of confused here. [I'mdoing it on the
fly, so...

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Take your tine.
Slow it down. Have a drink of water.

MR A KULBASHI AN. He states that
there were copi es of docunmentation that were with the

police in London, but he doesn't explain why they were
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m ssing fromthe files that he brought with him

THE CHAI RPERSON: (kay, say that
agai n, pl ease.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. He expl ains that
there were copi es of docunmentation that were with the
police in London.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR A KULBASHI AN: However he
doesn't explain why they were mssing fromthe file
that he brought with himto the Tribunal hearing, and
this is part:

"THE CHAI RPERSON. Can | back
you up on sonmething. Al these
e-mai |l s that you received and
sent along the way, did you keep
copi es of thenf

DET/ CST. WLSON:. Yes, | did.

We kept copies for the crimnal,
everything fromthe first
contact with them we kept
copi es of them

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And they were

submtted to the Justice of the
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Peace?

DET/ CST. WLSON: The e-mmils,
no.

The facts that we received in
the e-mails were submitted to

t he Justice of the Peace. | did
have them as an appendix if he
wanted to see them but they
were --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And are they
appendi xed here to your report?
DET/ CST. WLSON: They are not
included in this report that I'm
referring to now, they are
included in the crimnal report
that we provided the crown as
part of the death threat

i nvestigation.”

Al t hough M. Warman is asking for
damages in being, you know, by being exposed in Vinland
Voi ce regarding his conplaint, Det. Wlson testifies
t hat NOW Magazi ne had al ready published an article

about M. Warman's conpl aint and that there was a
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reproduction of that article in the Vinland Voi ce.

In this article he states that:
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"...it was witten by Stuart
Duncan, and in this article Al ex
Krause is identified as a nenber
of the Canadi an Et hnic C eansing
Team who actually runs -- they
describe it as running the
server for the Canadi an Ethnic
Cl eansing Team for the C.E.CT.
websites, and it al so

acknow edges the fact that M.
Richard Warman has filed a
conplaint with the Canadi an
Human Ri ghts Conm ssi on
involving the Tri-City Skins and
the CE C.T....0On Decenber the
2nd, 2001 | |l ogged on to the
Vi nl and Voi ce website, it was
again still operating at this
tinme and in it was a
reproduction of an article done
by NOW Magazi ne. "
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Det. Warman -- sorry |I'magetting
m xed up DW Det. W/l son told the court about the
e-mails which would relate to Al ex Krause or Tot enkopf
but does not produce any docunents to prove it. He
wants us to take his word.
"On Decenber the 14th, Det. Cst.
Ji m Hogan of the Metro Toronto
Hate Crinmes Unit forwarded
another e-mail to Det/Cst.
McKi nnon involving this
i nvestigation and Det/Cst.
McKi nnon had ne read that. The
e-mai | was aut hored by
"Tot enkopf” - C. E C T.
Public/Press relations”...
Al ex sends emai | conpl ai ni ng
signed Tot.. But, again, in that
what's relevant to this is the
fact that Ms Ml es has
identified M. Kul bashian as
Totenkopf, CE.CT. as a
conversation that they had back

and forth."
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sorry, did you just
t ake passages fromthree different pages there?

MR. A KULBASH AN. No, they're
copi ed and pasted. They are just |ine nunbers.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Onh, they are line
nunbers.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, it cones
in. The line nunbers, put it beside it, it was so |ike
difficult to keep renmoving the |Iine nunbers when we
wer e copyi ng and pasti ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do we have |ine
nunbers in the transcript that are that high nunbered?

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, the
transcripts. Yeah, they're nunbered.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | thought it was
only page nunbers that were marked.

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Ch no, no,
there's |ine nunbers.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But just two digit
I ine nunbers | thought.

MR. A KULBASH AN: No, there's -- it
goes all the way to a thousand.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The | i ne nunbers?
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MR V. KULBASHI AN: Yeah, the line
nunbers.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, it's 1 through
25.

MR. A KULBASH AN. But if you turn
t he ot her page.

Those are the earlier ones. Look at
the ones, | guess |l ater ones because | know early on
there weren't that many |ine nunbers, that would go up
t hi s high.

THE CHAI RPERSON: What | want to know
is this: are you taking things -- is this one
conti nuous sentence --

MR. A KULBASH AN: Yeah, it is
actual ly.

THE CHAIRPERSON: -- or is it from
di fferent pages?

MR. A KULBASH AN: No, it's
conti nuous, continuous conversation. It's hard to
expl ai n.

THE CHAI RPERSON: |'m going to | ook
at it, because I'"'mnot sure that's what you' ve done

here.
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MR. A KULBASHI AN. [It's just copied
and pasted and then highlighted sentences.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It doesn't | ook
that way. | nmean, it looks like it's cut and pasted
but it looks Iike you have taken three different
chunks -- because it doesn't close.

MR A KULBASHI AN: \Where is three
di fferent chunks?

THE CHAI RPERSON:

"Al ex sends emai|l conpl ai ni ng
signed TOT. But, again, is that
what's relevant to this..."

Who's speaking? | don't even know
who' s speaki ng.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Sorry, about
that. That's actually M. WIson, but |I guess it was
really -- it actually stopped and it was |ike, so just
copy and past ed.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  |'m going to | ook
at it, all right. 1"Il look at it.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Because the thing
is we don't want to put everything it's nore |like

quot es.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: | need to know
who's tal king at | east.

The ot her ones you have witten you
have M. Vahe Kul bashian, M. WIlson, you see that?

MR. A, KULBASHI AN:  Yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON: On the | ater ones,
but | don't have that here.

MR A KULBASHI AN:. But there's a
header to this, head into it, it says, | guess, he
wants us to take his word and | guess we're just
basi cal | y expl ai ni ng what his word was.

| guess we'll continue and bring nore
i nformati on about that.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, bring nore

i nformati on.

MR. A. KULBASH AN: Det. W son shows

a partial and an un-despicable -- sorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't even know
what that neans.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. This shows
partial docunents and admts that any court would
reject themand, again, expects the court, the Tribunal

here, to take his word for them
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M. Vahe Kul bashi an says:

"Yes. Now, if you |look to those
pictures, all of them do you
bel i eve that any court would
accept those pictures like
puzzl es without the full detai

of each one?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Absolutely
not, sir.

MR. VAHE KULBASHI AN: The first
page, yes. On the right side up
the page we can't even read what
it says...

MR. VAHE KULBASH AN: So, in a
way, we should take your word
for this?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir."

The foll owi ng paragraphs show t hat

Det. WIlson cannot be trusted by this Tribunal. 1In his

testi nony about James Richardson there's no nention

about uncut cards in Janes Richardson's apartnents -

that's |ine 691,

that's for lines nunbers by the way -

and that Det. WIlson testifies that those uncut cards
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During his cross-exam nation by

nmysel f he contradicts hinself and says that he didn't

testify that the uncut cards were in ny honme but they

were found in Janes Ri chardson's.

Al t hough | questioned him| ater about

the cards and he says that's not true, com ng back to

i ne 691:

Thi s

"Also in the apartnent were
busi ness cards --"

is his testinmony by the way:
"These business cards were
Canadi an Et hni c C eansi ng Team
WPCANADA, and | believe it said
public relations -- no, I'm
sorry, he wasn't the public

rel ati ons, WPCANADA was t he
recruiter for WPCANADA and those
busi ness cards were | ocated very

cl ose to the conmputer at which

M. Richardson was sitting."

And he's tal king about my room

"Also | ocated inside the
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apartnent were -- or inside his
bedroom next to the conputer
wer e business cards that were
not cut out of the cardboard yet
and on these business cards it
sai d "Canadi an Et hnic C eansing
Team Tot enkopf Public Rel ati ons”
underneath it."

| ask him

"Ckay. Yesterday during your
testimony you al so stated that
found a batch of uncut cards at
nmy house during the search and
sei zure

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | don't
believe | stated that | had a
set of uncut cards from your
house, | believe | said | seized
a set of uncut card from M.

Ri chardson's place and there was
a set of cards fromyour place."
| continue, M. Kul bashian asks:

"I guess | should just say, is
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it possible that these cards
were actually seized fromny
house?

DET/ CST. WLSON. No, they're
not .

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:. Coul d
you see if you can find a
reference to that in the

evi dence list?

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  |' m not
sure if the cards are actually
explicitly marked with their
content, but if they are, that
woul d obvi ously hel p.

DET/ CST. WLSON. No, the only
reference | have here is | have
an exhibit No. 14 that we seized
on the search warrant at your
pl ace.

There are Tri-City Skins and
C.E.C. T. business cards.

| have anot her reference to

busi ness cards for exhibit No.
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16, three business card
packages, and exhi bit No. 24,
assorted papers and C. E.C. T.
busi ness cards, none of them
express the fact that they were
an uncut version, which I know
nyself is a rel evant piece of
fact, that | would make sure
that would be reflected in the
exhibit list."

Even though he did state earlier on
that they were uncut from ny house.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All of this to say
there was a contradiction in his evidence.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. See, the point is
that 1'mnew to this process and |'"mgoing to do ny
hardest to get every single point across just to nmake
sure that | don't regret anything |ater.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, no, | just want
to be clear, you're raising it --

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Pretty nuch to
show a contradiction.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But the evidence --
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MR A KULBASHI AN: The contradiction
is that uncut cards inplies they are being printed at
t he | ocation.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, | understand
t hat .

MR A KULBASHI AN: What it would do
is it would basically prejudice the court or the
Tri bunal against ne or against M. Richardson. The
idea is --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, you are saying
M. WIlson in his exam nation in chief msrepresented
the facts?

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.
This was in the cross-exam nation.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And changed hi s
position in cross-exam nation.

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

Det. WIlson admts that after his
resignation -- after ny resignation | wasn't invol ved
in any articles.

Det. WIson says:

"Yes, sir, you told nme in the

interview you resigned, as well
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as posted it on the internet
that you resigned at that sane
tinme.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
see any articles or anything
that would indicate that | was
actively \part of the C.E C T.
afterwards?

DET/ CST. WLSON: After Decenber
16t h?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Yeah, |
think it would have been
Decenber 16t h.

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir, |

don't believe | did."

In the following he refutes M.
Warman' s testinony that the author of the article was

this is the article that M. Warnman | Ds as ne.

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
woul d you believe that, | guess,
| ogo and tenplate woul d indicate
t he author of the article or

just, | mean, designer of the
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tenpl ate or --

DET/ CST. WLSON: On the
tenplate? | believe --

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  The
actual Tot enkopf logo with the
skul'l on the side.

DET/ CST. WLSON: | believe that
to be the web nmaster of the
webpage because it's found on
every page after that."

Wl son states that the articles

can be altered easily on the Internet.

| ask:

"Sonebody who -- sonebody who is
a m ddl eman, basically the guy
who received the article and
woul d upload it, do you think

t hat person could nodify an
article he received to upl oad
before he actually did upload
it?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Absolutely.”

Again, Det. W/Ison shows docunents

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3359

with no signature or header and he accepts the fact
that they could easily get forged.
| asked -- this is just tal king about
Execul i nk records by the way for the alleged, | guess,
warrant for Execulink that he said seized M.
Ri chardson's infornmation.
| asked:
"Do you see the nanme Execulink
anywhere, | nean as referring to
conpany nane, other than the
type of information that you
wer e tal king about yesterday?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir, |
don't.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Is there
any official letterhead fromthe
conpany?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir
t here's not.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Is there
a signature by the person who
i ssued this docunent?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir
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there's not.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Have you ever seen the forns
(BELL) they provide with
information that they extract
from customer accounts?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir, it
says Bell Canada on the top
page.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Is it safe to say that a
docunent that |ooks identical to
this can be produced on

M crosoft Wrd or on WrdPad?
DET/ CST. WLSON: A docunent
identical to this could be
produced i n anot her way?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Wl |,
yeah.

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir,

think that's possible.”

Again, the follow ng is another

explicit exanple that Det. Warman, his word cannot be
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trusted -- sorry, Det. WI son.

Det. WIlson would say anything, but
when he gets caught, he is used to react snoothly and
in an evasive manner and changes his testinony.

Det. Wlson testified that Det. Hogan
and Det. Samm net nme at ny address, which is not true.
When he gets caught he says, that is not his
information, he did not say that, he did not testify to
t hat .

Det. WIson says:

"Yes, sir. It says: "On
Decenber 20, 2001 Detective
James Hogan (6274) and Detective
Const abl e Sanuel Samm (1297) of
the Toronto Police Service Hate
Crinme Unit nmet with Al exan

Kul bashi an (1981/12/07) in
person for the purpose of

di scussi ng sonme of his
activities related to web sites
on the Internet. At this tinme
Al exan Kul bashi an confirnmed that

he uses the nanes ' Al ex Krause
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and ' Tot enkopf' as pseudonyns
for hinself when working on the
web.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  |' m not
tal ki ng about punctuation

t hough.

Do you see an address in

par agr aph 1?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | don't.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: (ON DEC
20th) On the first day you
testified you had testified that
Det ecti ve Sanuel Samm and Janes
Hogan nmet nme at ny house. |
don't renenber what date it was
because | don't renenber off the
top of ny head, but do you know
when they nmet nme at ny house?
DET/ CST. WLSON:. Well, it's ny
information that they never net
you at your house and if | gave
that inpression | apol ogi ze.

know t hey nmet you, they did not
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neet you at your house.

DET/ CST. WLSON: On Decenber
the 20th, Cst. Sam Sanm rel ayed
information to me that he had
gone out and spoken to Al exan
Kul bashian, it nostly had to do
with an assault that he was

al ready dealing with in Toronto,
M . Kul bashi an was dealing with
an assault, and as a part of
Cst. Sammi s duties, he went out
to speak with himconcerning
that...Cst. Sanmm

attended at M. Kul bashian's
address, and during this
conversation Al exan Kul bashi an
admtted to being Tot enkopf as
wel | as Alex Krause to Cst.

Samm

MR. A KULBASHI AN. And this actually

as you mght notice fromline nunber.

This is what he had stated and then he said, I'msorry

i f

gave out that

i npression, | apologize. It's a
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little nore than just inpression, once, |ike lately put
t here.

THE CHAI RPERSON: What is the
significance of that, whether it was your address or
not ?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The significance
is contradictions. The entire docunent on Det. WI son
here is contradictions, and I'mnot going to use any
stronger words yet.

The following is a continuation of
this problem This is -- give ne a sec.

They say that | have admitted to them
to bei ng Totenkopf and Al ex Krause and desi gned those
sites, which now Det. WIlson confirnms is not the case
in such an evasi ve manner.

Det. WIson says:

"I can't read ny own duty book
notes sonetines, so..."

kay, this is fromhis duty book, for
t he record:

"During interview Kul bashi an,
Al exan states he designed the

webpage for the foll ow ng
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si tes/ groups:
- Canadi an Ethnic C eansing Team

(CECT.)

Tri-CGty Skins

Toronto Police Leisure dub

Vox Candi di

Vi nl and Voi ce

Kul bashi an further stated --

|"m being corrected, | think it

was from Samm s duty book.

"Kul bashi an further stated he
runs a web server which --

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Hosts.

DET/ CST. WLSON: Ckay. Oh
yeah.

"-- which hosts additional

raci st/ white suprenaci st sites
known as ' Affordabl eSpace’ .

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you consi der him (MKi nnon) to
be a person of integrity?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir.

DET/ CST. W LSON: No, | believe
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the interview stated that you
had the Tri-City Skins site on
your server of

af f or dabl espace. com

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
remenber ne admtting to
designing the Toronto Police

Lei sure Club site?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | believe
you admtted to it being on your
server.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did |
admt to designing the Vinland
Voice site itself?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, you
advised ne, if | recall
correctly, that the design was
actually taken fromthe Canadi an
Et hnic O eansing Teamsite that
you desi gned and the Vinl and
Voi ce was created out of that

design you created.”

The two e-nmils which they clai ned
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about ny invol venent and pseudonyns as al ways are
m ssi ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | missed entirely
what you just read a mle a mnute.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. These are quotes.
| can nake it brief. Basically in the
cross-exam nation --

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR A KULBASHI AN: -- where he
stated that according to sone docunents that he
believed Det. Samm and Det. Hogan stated that Det.
McKi nnon had told themthat during ny interview | had
confessed to doing the following -- or admtting to
doing the foll ow ng things, and according to hi mwho
was actually interviewing ne, during ny interview at
the police station, he said that | did no such thing.

And this idea of trying -- you see
the thing is the fact of the matter is that the
conpl ai nant and t he comm ssi on had brought police
not es.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. A KULBASH AN: And sone

police --
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  These police notes
were contradicted by evidence during the interrogation.
MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.
In a way this m ght show sone sort
of, I guess, group effort on falsifying information.
Okay. Now, we're also tal king about
the e-mails where he was tal king about e-mails from
Carol Mles in Arizona stating that | was Tot enkopf.
He said there was the e-mail that was
sent back stating that | was Tot enkopf by ne.
So, tal king about that Ms Maill et
says:
"l can advise the Chair that we
went through three binders that
M. WIlson has with himand we
didn't see any reference to that
e-mail."
Even though Det. WIlson testified
about such e-mmils.
| say:
"You al so testified about an
e-mai |l where | conpl ai ned about

Carol M1l es and that was

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3369

forwarded to Det. MKinnon

Is that e-mail there too.

DET/ CST. WLSON: 1'd have to

| ook through the binders to
ensure, but | don't believe |'ve
come across it just yet.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No one has
found it. So, it's not in the
possession of this w tness."”

The foll owi ng shows that they went so
far as to |like alienate ny boss to have ne fired. They
even inplicated M. Wi sman which was ny ex-boss as
bei ng the owner of Stop Islamcomsite.

It says two-page |letter, Exhibit No.
R-2 (Appendix |, page 16-17) this is our exhibit.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR. A KULBASH AN. Two-page letter
on the letterhead of Wisman Consultants Inc. dated
Decenber 20, 2002.

And this letter fromwhat | renenber
Det. WIlson said he recognized the letter and seen it
bef ore.

"“...ln addition, we get visits

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3370

fromvarious Police
organi zations, with letters from
the FBI, that Wi sman
Consul tants Inc. is the
regi stered owner of the hate
website, Stoplslam As you were
in charge of our websites, we
can concl ude that we were
exposed to this as a result of
your activity on the hosting
conmputers.”
So, that's actually probably the
letter that he recognized.
Al t hough Det. WIlson dealt with
al nost every subject that came into his mnd during
this whol e questioning, | was never asked any questions
about Tri-City Skins. This is during the interview at
the police station.
Det. WIlson also admtted that he was
i nvestigating the Southern Ontario Wite Supremnaci st
groups.
Det. WIlson knew very well that | had

nothing to do with Tri-GCty Skins other than them being
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on, Yyou now, t he server.

Wien | told himthat his only

relation with Tri-City was that they were on the serve

he did not respond or continue to ask ne anyt hi ng.

Det .

W son says:

"Well, | can tell you that

bef ore Septenber 14th nenbers of
the white supremaci st novenent
in southwestern Ontario were al
bei ng nonitored by nyself and
many other police officers in

t he province.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, and
you obviously just admtted that
| clained that | was part of
Tri-Cty Skins in that phone
conversation

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: If you
were investigating Tri-City
Skins, did you at any part
during nmy interview at the

police station ask nme about
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menbership of Tri-City Skins?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, and | can
expl ain...

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
remenber asking ne about

anyt hing el se other than just
the threat that was posted
on-1ine?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir,
did."

Well, the idea being that he asked ne
about quite a few other things as we, | guess, saw in
court during ny interview but he didn't ask ne about
menbership in Tri-City Skins and the only thing he ever
asked nme about Tri-Cty Skins was the hosting.

And he clains that we have to take
his word for it that | told himduring a phone
conversation, even though there was nessages according
to Toronto officer's |ogs, nmessage fromthe London
Police to the Toronto officers stating that |I told them
during ny interview that | was Totenkopf and | was part
of Tri-City Skins.

So, it's a pretty serious
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i nconsi stency.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. 1'd
like us to take our break at noon today again.

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Sure.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, is this an
appropriate tine?

MR. A KULBASH AN: What time is it,
12: 05?

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR A KULBASHIAN. It's for lunch
br eak.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But | have a
conmi t ment .

So, you will have to acconmobdate ne.

So, we can continue after. You say
you only have half an hour.

MR. A KULBASH AN. | thought you
wer e tal king about half an hour break.

MR V. KULBASHI AN: No, no, no, he's
not . ..

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sorry, | call the
tinmes.

kay, thank you.
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--- Upon recessing at 12:05 p. m
--- Upon resumng at 1:30 p.m

REG STRY OFFI CER°  Order, please.
Al rise.

Pl ease be seated.

THE CHAI RPERSON: M. Levac is
handi ng you out copies of the statute as it was prior
to the anendnments of 2001.

So, | was a bit erroneous in terns of
what | said before, there always were three
subsections, but ss. 2 was a bit different as you can
see, ss. 2 is a four-line paragraph in the first and
now it's longer to include the reference to the
| nt er net .

And you will see that ss. 2, the new
Ss. 2 incorporates what was in the old ss. 2, so you
can refer back to that.

MR A KULBASHI AN: Just kind of a
clarification issue.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  |'m sorry?

MR. A KULBASH AN. Kind of a
clarification issue fromyesterday. So, that is --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, | don't know
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| haven't heard the parties in terns of -- there was
sonme nention fromthe Comm ssion and conpl ai nant about
the new | egislation and it may have sone application.

There was

S0 ongoi ng exi stence of the websites past Decenber,
2001, | think there was a bit of an overlap you
indicated, Ms Maillet?

M5 MAILLET: That's correct. Most of
the material was downl oaded and viewed in the fall of
2001 but there were sonme that were viewed as well in
January and February, 2002.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It is your
subm ssion that the Act, the pre-anendnent Act applies
to this case?

M5 MAILLET: Well, to some of the
mat erial but -- so both versions end up applying
because sonme of it as well was viewed in January and
February.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, it is also your
position in ternms of, when one anal yses the statute,
that that the anendnents did not have a retrospective
effect, they applied fromthat nonment forward; is that
your position?
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M5 MAI LLET: That's correct, that's
correct. However, when the amendnents cane in and they
indicated "for greater certainty”, | believe it was ny
subm ssion that that was always the intent.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | understood t hat
and you also referred to a couple of our decisions to
t hat effect.

M5 MAILLET: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  But pre-anendnent.

M5 MAILLET: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: M. Richardson, |
see you are at the m crophone.

MR RI CHARDSON: Yes, sir. |
understand that we gave the closing argunents in good
faith to the court so that everybody can have tine to
pr epar e.

| witnessed the Commi ssion give ny
closing statenments to the news reporter in the back
here and | have many concerns with this. (a) it being
sonme of the stuff that | have not even put in the
record mi ght end up appearing in a newspaper tonorrow.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. RICHARDSON: |'mvery upset that
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nmy information has been handed out like this (a)
wi thout nmy permi ssion, | mean this was handed out in
good faith, as far as |I'm concerned, you know, and
they're just really handing this out.

My concern is that this is going to
end up in the paper tonorrow before --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Before you have had
a chance to speak.

MR. RICHARDSON: | feel ny closing

statenent is no good now and | actually want to wite a

new one.
| " m di sgust ed.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Hold on, hold on.
M5 MAI LLET: As an officer of the
court, M. Chair, | can advise you that | have not

provided M. Richardson's statenent to the reporter
that's sitting here.

| hadn't even read it, | gave ny copy
back to M. Levac this norning, he gave ne the new
version and | have no idea where M. Richardson is gets
this information from W can ask --

MR. A KULBASH AN:  Qui ck

clarification. He m ght have been using the wong
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term | think he neant the conplainant.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay, so |'ll ask.

M. Warman, did you hand over your
docunent to --

MR WARMAN: | think M. Richardson
may be confusing a decision of the Suprene Court that
was j ust handed out today that | handed to M.

Ri chnond.

THE CHAI RPERSON: To the reporter?

MR RI CHARDSON: All four of us
witnessed it, we seen the docunent, it's ny closing
statenent. | nean --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, let ne
clarify.

| nmean | think it's only fair, yes,
they are public but we haven't even touched upon them
yet, so | think it's fair.

MR. RI CHARDSON: He can pull anything
out of his gymbag, here it was these papers he gave
him Wat does that matter, what he pulls out.

| nmean, there's four people here that
saw you.

THE CHAI RPERSON: M . Ri chardson,
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pl ease.
MR. RI CHARDSON: \What ever.
THE CHAI RPERSON: No, don't
"what ever' pl ease
You know, every tine there is a
di scussi on where soneone says sonething counter to your
consequence, you state 'whatever' and you start packing

your things as if you are ready to | eave.

MR. RICHARDSON: Well, I'myou know
|"mobviously a liar, | did not just see that happen.
THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't know. Can

| find out, please, sir.

So, what is this docunent that was
handed to you, M. Levac?

One thing at a tine, please, M.
Ri char dson

It is a copy of a decision fromthe
Suprene Court, M. Richardson, and M. Warman is this
t he docunent you handed, the decisionis R v.
Cr onouski .

MR WARMAN: Yes, it's a decision
that | just printed off fromthe conputer and handed to

Randy Ri chnond of the London Free Press.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: Did you hand any
ot her docunents to the reporter fromthe London Free
Press?

MR WARMAN:  No, | did not.

THE CHAI RPERSON: This is a statenent
that you are maki ng on your oath of office?

MR WARMAN: |If M. Richardson is
referring to the docunent that nonments ago | handed to
M. Richnond, that is exactly the docunent there.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Let nme ask you a
nore direct question.

Did you hand the journalist a copy of
M. Richardson's --

MR WARMAN:  No, | did not.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- preparation for
hi s subm ssi ons?

MR WARMAN:  No, | did not.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | have his answer
and | have no reason to doubt it. Wiy M. Richardson,
can you not accept the answer?

MR. RI CHARDSON: Four people here saw
himdo it. W seen the article. | nean, it doesn't

matter, you know sonething, it just doesn't matter
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anynor e.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sir, those are the
types of coments that | think are inappropriate.

MR. RI CHARDSON: He pulled a piece of
paper out of his bag, it could have been any piece of
paper .

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can | ask you,
sir --

MR, RICHMOND: Sure.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- to stand up and
approach the m crophone so | can resolve this.

Do you have in your possession a copy
of M. Richardson's subm ssions?

MR RICHMOND: | do not, sir.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Your nanme, sir,
just for the record?

MR. RICHMOND: Randy Ri chnond.

THE CHAI RPERSON: From t he?

MR. RICHMOND: London Free Press.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You did not receive
a copy?

MR RICHMOND: | did not.

THE CHAIRPERSON: |'msorry, M.
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Ri chardson, | have three affirmations that it did not
occur fromthe individuals and | have no reason to
doubt them and considering you say you w tnessed the
handi ng over of papers froma distance, these are
peopl e who were actually allegedly involved. | don't
see any reason to question their --

MR RICHARDSON: | didn't use the
word di stance. .

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And | shoul d point
out that eventually by the end of the day or tonorrow
you wi Il have had your opportunity to rmake your
submi ssi ons.

MR. RI CHARDSON: Well, I'm not using

t hese cl osing statenents now because they are no good

to ne.

THE CHAI RPERSON: M. Richardson,
seriously, | have an affirmation here.

Do you have any proof to the contrary
that they were sent. You say -- at what distance were

you when you saw this transfer?
MR. RI CHARDSON: W were all standing
right here, we were right here.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's a good four
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netres away.

Four nmetres. The papers that were
handed other | ook very simlar to your argunents, |
nmust say.

As a matter of fact it's being shown
to me now by M. Levac, he's putting your subnission in
the left hand and the decision fromthe Suprenme Court
on the right side and they | ook very simlar to each
other froma distance and where | amsitting right now.
It's possible you made a m st ake.

| have no further reason to question
the affirmation of three other individuals in this
room

|"msorry, M. Richardson

Go ahead, M. Kul bashi an, continue,
pl ease. And | expect you, M. Richardson, to make your
subm ssions thereafter and not to take positions that
are extrene. There's no reason for that.

Go ahead.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Ckay. |'mjust
trying to figure out where I was before.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Take a nonent .

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay, here we go.
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Anot her exanple is kind of like, I

guess, irregularities on behalf of Det. WIson are the

fol | ow ng:

Basically we're tal king about the

report by Dean Steacy and where we were asking him

about the encryption on the conputer, et cetera.

It says:

"I spoke with CST WI son

concerni ng Al exan Kul bashi an -

CECT and asked if they had been

abl e to un-encrypt Al exian

Kul bashi an's (AK) hard drive

yet?

CST Wl son said that they had

been able to crack only a snal

portion of the hard drive and

that it take upward of 1000 CDs.

| asked if he seen what was on

the dick's...", dick's -- disk's

| think.

He said that there is

informati on fromthe websites:

the Tri-City Skins;
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Vi nel andvoi ce, by April 19,

2002. He said that he checked

on the 17th and they were cl osed

down."

This is kind of information,

i nformation about the -- | don't know if you renenber

Dean Steacy's report about Det. WIlson telling him

about the sites, et cetera because he stated he had

found - -

according to Dean Steacy who is an

i nvestigator at the Conmi ssion in his neno he had

stated that he had talked to Det. W] son.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ri ght .

MR, A KULBASH AN: And that sone of

t he conputer had been cracked, et cetera.

ask:

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR A KULBASHI AN And | say --

"Do you renenber this
conversation with Dean Steacy?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, | do.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Is this
| guess an accurate portrayal,

guess a generally accurate
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portrayal of the conversation?
DET/ CST. WLSON:. Absol utely,
sir. W never got into your
conputer at all because of
encryption, so at one tinme we
said it's 51 CDs, sonebody --
ot her experts would tell us it
woul d be a thousand CDs to put
on it.

We never got inside.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Thanks.
Ckay. Now, if you can just --
if you're tal king about

par aphr asi ng. ..

Because this is |like a continuation
where he said it was paraphrased, and even though it
says that he had told sorry M. Steacy that he had
cracked the conputer and even though | confronted him
said it was an accurate portrayal,
said it was wrong.

Anyway, now | said

"Ckay. Now, if you can just --

if you're tal king about
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par aphr asi ng, where woul d he
have gotten information about
what was inside the encryption
if you had told himthat it
wasn't cracked?

DET/ CST. WLSON: | have no

i dea, sir.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, are
you saying that he made that
part up?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No |I'm not,
sir.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Actually
the flow of the conversation
says:

"l asked if he had seen what was
on the dicks. He said that
there is information fromthe
websites: the Tri-GCty Skins;
CECT; Vi nel andvoice. "

This is in direct relation to
what woul d be on the disk.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's anot her
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appr oach.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: |
understand. Did you say
sonmething along the lines of a
t housand CDs at all?

DET/CST. WLSON: Onh, | think so
| did, yeah.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Now, woul d you agree that
there's a slight discrepancy in
t he nunmber?

DET/ CST. WLSON:. Absol utely,
sir. Because we never got into
your conputer, we have no idea
if it's 51 CDs, five CDs, a

t housand CDs, (Just thru

nunbers!)”

Sorry, typo there.

say:

"But according to himyou did
also tell himsone things about
what content was on the hard

drive.
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|"mjust getting confused here.
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | don't
believe | said there was
anyt hi ng on your hard drive. |
said it was encrypted and we
couldn't get into it.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, do
you think that Dean Steacy is
being untruthful in his --

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | don't
believe he is."

The problem here is | believe that
this is a blatant and if anything, |ike, a blatant
attenpt at covering up lies that he told Dean Steacy --
| don't knowif he's a detective, Det. Steacy, M.
Steacy | guess.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  The investi gator,
t he special investigator.

MR A KULBASHI AN. | believe that
these are blatant lies that he told himto either, |
guess, raise his profile as sonebody who can get things
done, or he didn't have the heart to tell himthat he

had nothing, or he was trying to nmake things, or he was
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expecting those few phrases in the investigation to go
as far as the court ending up saying: ©Ch well, he says
that he found this information. | don't think he ever
expected to testify.

Anyway one way or another | believe
this is a blatant |lie and he was bei ng evasi ve.

THE CHAI RPERSON: M. W/ son was
bei ng evasi ve.

MR A KULBASH AN:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Bl atant attenpt at

what ?

MR A KULBASHI AN:. Bl at ant
attenpt -- a blatant lie. Not a blatant attenpt,
actually is blatant lie and | don't believe -- | don't
have any reason to question M. Steacy's, | guess -- |

don't have any reason to question M. Steacy's
credibility and in ternms of what information he filed
in his report.

The problemis when he gets told by
an officer, you see the thing is a m sunderstandi ng
woul d be maybe he said it wasn't encrypted but
under st ood wong but when he says that the information

that we found was, | nean sonebody woul d either having
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to be really make up information for that to be that
ki nd of m sconmuni cation between Det. WIson and M.
St eacy.

And | believe that's actually a
blatant lie that was told to the investigator on this
case before this case reached the Tribunal

And | believe that that's a part of
circunstanti al evidence that woul d have, had this not
been addressed, | believe this would have been sone
formof circunstantial evidence saying that this
i nformati on was found on M. Kul bashian's conputer even
t hough we don't have his conmputer here, but we'll trust
his word for what information was found if it had been
addressed in the court.

And | believe that is actually pretty
serious, and I'mgoing to continue with my -- |I'm going
to make nore commentary.

kay. And he also clains that he
didn't conplain to the sites.

"DET/CST. WLSON: Did |
conplain to...?
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Any of

the sites at all.
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DET/CST. WLSON: No, | didn't."
W have the admi ssion of two of the
Wi tnesses that they did not conplain about the content
the sites to anybody.
In the following Det. WIson
acknow edges that nmy attire was not that of a skinhead
and | did not resist arrest and it says:
"MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
So when you raided ny house then
inrelation to that, did you
find any flight jackets, any
boots with white |aces, red
| aces, anything like that?
DET/ CST. WLSON: | didn't find
any flight jacket or boots, |
found T-shirts.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  \What was
| wearing when you arrested ne?
DET/ CST. WLSON:  Your
under wear .
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN.  (Onh,
pretty nuch.

VWhat was | wearing when | was
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wal ki ng out ?

DET/ CST. WLSON: You were just
wear i ng normal clothes, nothing
denoting any affiliation to
anyt hi ng.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did |
resist arrest or fight with the
police officers, or get --

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir. You
knew we were com ng because you
were talking to Det. MKi nnon on
t he phone.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: But did
| in any way try to run or
struggle or anything |ike that?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."

Wl son is not concerned that

Tot enkopf is actually nyself, only so far it is only

the police who have identified nyself as Totenkopf and

there is no other allegation anywhere that | am

Tot enkopf .

It says:

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, do
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you believe that every article
posted that has Totenkopf is ne?
Posted under, | guess posted
under the pseudonym Tot enkopf is
posted by nme?

DET/ CST. W LSON: | don't know "

And then further on | ask:

"Aside from Al ex Krause, is
there any, | guess, any
reference to Totenkopf at all in
newspapers or any ot her,

guess, non-C. E.C. T. sources that
you would |I have seen?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

There was a confidential human
source that said you were

Tot enkopf, there was anot her
police officer that says you
identified yourself as Tot enkopf
or Alex Krause to him
personal | y.

So, there is other indications

t hat you were Tot enkopf.
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MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And to
media or to anybody -- to the
medi a, have | ever 1D d nyself
as anything but Al ex Krause?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, you
identified yourself -- other

t han Al ex Krause?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Anyt hi ng
ot her than Al ex Krause, |I..

DET/ CST. WLSON: Not that |

11

12
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i nformati on of Det.

know of , no, sir.

The problemis he goes back to the

told by Det. McKinnon | told themthat

and he's trying to use that

previously read in the court in his initi

to state after the fact that there is a confidenti al

human source and anot her police officer that says that

you identified yourself as Totenkopf.

notes, the notes don't state |

as Tot enkopf,

McKi nnon

But, in fact, fromthe officer's

anot her detective on this case,

StenoTran

was Tot enkopf

al questioni ng

t hat

informati on that he

Sammli s nmenp that states that he was

identified nmyself to him

they state that they were told by Det.
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identified nyself as Totenkopf at the police station
during nmy interview.

THE CHAI RPERSON: M. WIlson's
under st andi ng of you identifying yourself as Totenkopf
is derived from hearsay he received.

MR. A KULBASH AN: | believe M.

Wl son's opinion is not derived from hearsay, see the
problemis M. WIlson claimed in his testinony that
Det. Samm had told himthat | identified myself to him
or Det. Hogan as Tot enkopf.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's hearsay.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Exactly.

However, when he refers to Det. Sammis notes, Det. Sam
states | identified nmyself to Det. MKinnon and Det.
W son during ny interview.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Doubl e hearsay.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Exactly, and no
information as to ne identifying nmyself to Det. Samm
hi msel f as Tot enkopf .

So, basically -- and there is no
evidence that | did identify myself during the
interview as Totenkopf, in fact, he clains | did not,

which | believe is alittle nore than just using
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hearsay, it's distortion of the events and of the
facts.

kay. The follow ng is another
contradictions by Det. WIson.

In the nmeno it says that the sites
were shut down on April 19th, 2002 but he testified
that a judge ordered Al exan Kul bashian to shut down the
sites on June 6th, 2001.

|"msorry, there's a typo.

So, this is basically in the
conversations between Det. WIlson and M. Steacy.

"So, the meno says as of Apri
19t h, 2002 the websites were

cl osed, were down; is that what
it says?"

| say:

"He testified on June 6th that |
was told to shut down the sites,
whi ch nakes it apparent the
sites were up then."

THE CHAI RPERSON:. Let ne read that
agai n.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Basically he was
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stating, he was trying to say that as of June 6th, |
think it was actually -- oh, June 6th, 2002.

THE CHAI RPERSON: 2002, right.

MR. A KULBASH AN. 2002, right. So,
he was stating that the sites were still up after the
fact, even though -- as in he was trying to inply that
by being ordered to shut done the sites on June 6th,
even though the date was inaccurate, he was inplying
that the sites were still up after I was ordered to
shut them down.

kay. And Det. WIlson testified that
he realized that the one crouching in the picture was
not me, it is in the picture of the Tri-City Skins that
he cl ai ned, and says that upon neeting with nme he
realized that the information was not true, however,
during his testinony he admtted to telling the court
during nmy bail condition that he had a picture of ne
crouching in front of the Tri-Cty Skinheads, as a
menber of the Tri-City Skinheads, and here it is.

It says:

"One of the seized photos
depi cted several individuals,
grouped toget her displaying the
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nazi salute. The nmale crouching
in the front portion of the
phot o was Al exan Kul bashi an. "

This information was in his brief
that was submtted during ny bail hearing..

THE CHAI RPERSON: | recall.

MR A KULBASHIAN: M. Richardson
says:

"So, back to the photo. |Is the
guy crouching on the fl oor

Al exan Kul bashi an?

DET/CST. WLSON: No, it's not."

Det. WIson says:

"At the time | wote this |
believed it to be true, but as
time went on during the
investigation | realized that it
was not, in fact, true."

During his cross-exam nation he al so
admtted to using this docunent during ny bail hearing
totry and get themto deny ne bail.

Knowi ng that that information is not

true and filing it with the court, which would have to
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have been filed as an affidavit for the court to
obvi ously accept it as true information, would nean
that he would have a history of lying by his own
adm ssion giving false information to the courts.

So, Det. WIson worked above and
beyond his call of duty and did not ask why the charges
were dropped. | believe that this is a pure lie. |
believe that he knows full well why the charges were
dr opped.

M. Richardson says:

"Is it safe to say that, |ike

t he coll ection of evidence that
you spent all your own tinme on,
you went above and beyond the
call of duty to achieve this
matter?

DET/ CST. WLSON: | believe

got an award because | did that.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  You got a
reward or award?

MR RI CHARDSON: He got an

awar d.

Speaki ng of that award, you got
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that award for arresting Al ex
and I. The people that gave you
that award, do they know all the
charges were dropped?”

give ne a sec. Oh.

"MR RI CHARDSON: ***  Yeah. Now,
getting into that, in your

opi nion, Later on quoting
again,. can you ell nme why our
crimnal charges were dropped?
DET/CST. WLSON: | don't know.
| have never had a reply from
the crown attorney and | never
asked the crown attorney too, |
apol ogi ze.

MR. RI CHARDSON: You spent three
years on the case and you never
asked hi n?

DET/ CST. WLSON: That's not ny
job. And again, the nmean tine
have noved across the country
and ny job is to present a file

to the crown attorney."”
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Wl son also states |ater on:

"I think I did nore in this

i nvestigation than | have done
in other investigations, yes.
have done in other

i nvestigations, yes."

In the foll ow ng paragraph Det.

Wl son clearly states that Vinland Voice and CECT are

different sites.

| say:

kay.

"Ckay. |'Il get into that

| ater.

Now, do you think that the
CECT. sites and the Vinland
Voi ce sites are the sanme sites?
DET/ CST. WLSON. No, they're
not the sanme site, they're two
different websites.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, they
have different URLs, you'd say?
DET/CST. WLSON: As far as |
know, yes, sir."

Now, getting into the issue
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between ny relation to the Tri-City Skins.

And this is his information and it's

not exactly -- well, if you look at this way, it says:
"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Now,
it's a question, do you believe
that I had anything to do with
ei t her managi ng, creating or
adm nistering the Tri-City site?
DET/ CST. WLSON. The Tri-City
Skin site?
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Yes.
DET/ CST. WLSON:. Yeah, |
bel i eve that you hosted that
site.”

And he doesn't state that he believes
there is any other involvenent. He doesn't state that
| believes that there is any other involvenment with ne
and the Tri-City site, which would, | guess, if he
could state that maybe there was invol venent of design
or maintain, maybe it would give any kind of | guess
evi dence to possibly that | knew what was on the site,
but as the conpl ai nant and the Conm ssion are

suggesting, their is still no proof as far as the
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Wi tness that was investigating the alleged crine in the
first place that he thought there was any invol venent
between nme and that site and he woul d have been the

i nvesti gator.

So, basically if you choose to
believe his testinony, then that is what he said.

Okay. Now, the following is an
issue, it's kind of contradiction.

I n paragraph 1212 it says that |
started the Stoplslamsite and that he states that |
was under investigation and he had not seen the sites.

"DET/ CST. WLSON: Because
know Al exan did, because when he
fled -- when he went to the
United States to Arizona, FB

and the INS had an investigation
when he started a website called
St opi sl am

THE CHAlI RPERSON: St opl sl anf

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: . com
site.

Yeah, it's a site that Detective

W lson attributed to ne | ast
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time, about a couple of nonths
ago.

DET/ CST. WLSON: The

St opl sl am - -

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Yeah.
DET/ CST. WLSON: -- that was
run fromthe hosting conpany
that put a threat on the --

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: That's
right.

DET/ CST. WLSON: -- University
of San Franci sco?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
ever get a chance to review that
site?

DET/ CST. WLSON. No, | didn't.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, you
never saw it?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, the FBI
notified us that you were under
i nvestigation..."

the problemis -- just give ne a

|"mjust going to try to get this in order because
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this is kind of a long section here.

Ckay. By his admttance -- well, by
his adm ssion - | got arrested by the FBI on Decenber
13t h, 2002 and by his adm ssion Det. WIson al so knew
that the server's ownership had changed hands prior to
my arrest by the FBI in the U S.

But regardless, he told the FBI by
his own admi ssion that | was the owner and that upon
cross-exam nation he states that he did not tell them
t hat Affordabl e- Space bel onged to ne.

Det. Wlson in this bunch of quotes
goes fromone lie to another.

kay. After the information that he
not es that Affordabl e-Space changed ownership on
February 8th, 2004 to Steven Wi ngand, the questions
are:

"MR  ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And do
you renenber what you told the
FBlI about ne?

DET/CST. WLSON: | told them
that you were facing charges
here and t hat because of your

trip to the United States that
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you were presently wanted by our
departnment for breaching your
conditions, and as a result of
the information they supplied
anot her breach was | ai d.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
So, are you sure you didn't say
anyt hi ng about e owni ng t hat
server?

DET/ CST. WLSON: You owni ng

Af f or dabl eSpace"... .con?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: That's
right.

DET/ CST. WLSON: | very well
coul d have, because the
information on the February 8th
transfer, | didn't receive unti
July that year when | executed
t he search warrant in San

Di ego. "

And al so, continuing on fromthere, a

"MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
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And so why woul d you have told
the FBI that | owned the server?
DET/ CST. WLSON: | don't
believe | ever told them.."

that "...you owned the server."

Even though he states that he very

And then continuing on fromthere, it

“"Actually, if I put it his way,
the FBI actually told nme that
they were told by a London
police officer that I owned the
server, what woul d you say?
DET/ CST. WLSON:. Very possibly,
sir. 1 can't recall and it's
very possible that | told them
t hat personally.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  It's
very possi bl e?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: So, i f

it's very possible, then why

StenoTran



3409

woul d you tell themthat if you

knew it not to be true?

DET/ CST. WLSON:. Well, | would

never sort of deceive them |

don't know. "

The foll ow ng shows that although

never testified that | designed or clainmed | designed
the TCS site, Det. WIlson went and told the judge that

| did during one of ny cases.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

"MR  ALEXAN KULBASHI AN  And did
t he judge nake the decision
because maybe you had told him
sonet hi ng during your the case?
DET/ CST. WLSON:. Absol utely,
sir, I went and spoke to himin
hi s chanbers when he called ne.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And did
you by any chance tell himthat

| admtted to designing and, |
guess, running the Tri-City site
like you had told the court

previ ously?

DET/ CST. WLSON:. VYes, sir."
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Now, Det. WIson admts that CECT has

never pronoted violence other than the article,

according to him I|ike you know, if you can interpret

it on Septenber 14th.

"MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
And now, have you ever got an

i ndi cation where C.E.C.T. or

Vi nl and Voi ce or anything |ike
that, aside fromwhat you state
if threats of violence, what you
allege is threats of violence in
that article of Septenber 14th,
have you seen any ot her
situations where C.E.C. T. has
pronot ed vi ol ence?

DET/ CST. WLSON: | don't

bel i eve so."

Al t hough M. Warman is trying to,

guess, put sonme claimon nyself for witing the all eged

article or whoever,

Det. WIlson confirned that | am not

the author of the article.

"DET/ CST. WLSON:. It says:

"Lots of fun "crap" has happened
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in the past week. Alex Krause's
nanme has appeared...”

This is where we're tal king about the
article, the one that allegedly targeted M. Warnman,
anyway.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Says:
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"Lots of fun "crap" has happened
in the past week. Alex Krause's
nanme has appeared in the NOW
Magazi ne. He's been exposed.
Oooh! Another C E.C. T. nenber
has been exposed too, however
his name wasn't nentioned, just
his charges of self defence on a
transit vehicle...

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And
referring to himin the third
person?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir."

And this is actually Iike a quote,

"Ckay, thanks. Now, can you
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read the bottom where's there,
guess, a signature.

DET/ CST. WLSON: It says

Tot enkopf .

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: In this
article what would you say

Tot enkopf is doing in the first
par agr aph?

DET/ CST. WLSON: What would |
say he's doi ng?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Yeabh,
woul d he be -- is he witing as
Al ex Krause or referring to Al ex
Krause in the third person?
DET/CST. WLSON: | think he's
writing about Al ex Krause.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And
referring to himin the third
person?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
woul d say that | wote that

article?
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DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."
And tal king about HR-1, tab 25 | ask:
"Ckay. But you would say in
this article Totenkopf is
writing about Al ex Krause;
right?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: I n that
case, still | guess we'll |eave
it. It's just Totenkopf talking
about the third person; right?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Tal ki ng
about Alex Krause in the third
person?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir
The above al so contradicts Det.
W son's previous statenment that Al ex Krause is
Tot enkopf .

Okay. Now, Det. WIlson reading this
docunent tal ki ng about kind of a news report about sone
dat abase.

So, it says -- it's reading Exhibit
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No. R-5 docunent fromthe C.E.C. T. Anti-Raci st

dat abase.

It says:

Cont i

"DET/ CST. WLSON: "The intent
is purely legal and we will not
support or be held responsible
for any illegal activity that
may or nmay not benefit fromthe
validity of this resource. This
dat abase will, however, aid in
the identification of a
perpetrator in the event a
victimw shes to press charges.”
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you consider this a statenment on
behal f of the C.E C T?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, | would.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you consider it's a statenent
denounci ng vi ol ence?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir."

nui ng, | ask him

"Do you know what this docunent
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says roughl y?"

And this is showng himHR-1, tab 28

if you actually wanted to turn to it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:. Tab 28?

MR A KULBASH AN. If you like, it's

up to you. | just have put in the name, if you want
to -- it's the resignation thing.
So, it says:

"Do you know what this docunent
is roughly?

DET/ CST. WLSON: |'ve seen it
before, yes.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
know what the docunent is about?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yeah, it's

Al ex Krause or yourself | eaving
t he Canadi an Et hni ¢ C eansi ng
Team

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Ckay.
Now, | ook at the bottom where
it's signed. What is it signed
by?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Al ex Krause.
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MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
see Tot enkopf anywhere there?

DET/CST. WLSON: No, | don't."

And next and | ask him
"Ckay. Have you seen anyt hing
about -- articles about, so far

|'d say, or anything you

revi ewed, have you seen any
articles that indicate strongly
that Al ex Krause is Tot enkopf
witten on the site?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Any articles?
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Any
articles, anything published,

Al ex Krause, and the publisher
Tot enkopf woul d al so be Al ex
Krause?

DET/CST. WLSON: | can't recal
any, no, sir.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  But you
have seen many articles where
Tot enkopf tal ks about Al ex

Krause in the third person?
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DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: How hard
woul d you say you were trying
to, in effect, get and ny
co-respondent..."

Wait a sec, | think we m ght have
m xed sonme of the pages up here.

|"mjust going to make a note.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's why it would
have been nice to put sonme autonatic page nunbering in
t here.

MR. A KULBASHI AN.  Well, actually
that's a probl em because we didn't expect this to
actually come here and | was going to use ny conputer
and print it out separately.

But this is one that got printed out
for us, that's why I'musing this.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Oh.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Okay. So, Det.
W son contradiction, although he previously stated
that the Septenber 14th article would cause bodily
harm before he had said that it was a threat of death.

So, | ask him
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"And so com ng back to that, is
there anywhere in that article
t hat death is threatened?

DET/ CST. WLSON: You declare
war on Mislins and Jews.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  But you
previously testified that the
article itself was nore a threat
to bodily harmthan a death
threat ?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | --

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: [t
didn't say anythi ng about
killing people.

DET/ CST. WLSON. No, | didn't,
| said that | thought it was
goi ng to cause physical harmto
ot her peoples, Jews and Muslins
as relayed in your article.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And did
you put the word death anywhere
in that comrentary on the

article?
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DET/CST. WLSON:. Did | put any?
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  \When you
were tal king about the article,
did you tal k about death at all?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Is there
any indication that Janmes was
either involved in creating,

desi gni ng, mai ntaini ng or

adm nistering the Tri-City site?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."

Goi ng down:

"MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Did you see anything by

Tot enkopf of Al ex Krause on the
Tri-CGty site?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir, |
don't recall

MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Anyt hi ng

at all, including guest book
entries, including anything?
DET/ CST. WLSON: | don't recal

t hat, no.
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say:

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
know anybody or did you yourself
or anybody in your departnent
ever conplain about the content
on the Tri-City site to

Af f or dabl eSpace. conf

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, you
don't know of any situation
wher e sonebody woul d have

br ought Aff ordabl eSpace. coni s
attention to the content on the
Tri-CGty site?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."

say:

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Now, so do you know of any

si tuations where sonebody
conplained directly to

Af f or dabl eSpace. com or mnysel f
about content that was renoved?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir, |
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have no know edge of that.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
ever go through sign-up

pr ocedur e?

DET/ CST. WLSON: A sign-up
procedure for what?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  The
sign-up procedure to sign up for
an account on the website?

DET/ CST. WLSON:. No, | didn't.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, you
woul dn't have seen any kind of
aut omat ed scripts that
automatically create accounts?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."

The fact of the matter is no one
actually -- no one testified they checked to see if
there was any kind of automation built into the site
when the site was up, so any allegation made that |
woul d have to have known because every site went
t hrough ne woul d be basical |y unfounded.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The problemis, the

problemis --

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3422

MR. A, KULBASHI AN: Yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- they are naking
subm ssi ons on one hand, and perhaps the ideal way for
that -- for what you are saying to have cone into
evidence is for soneone to have testified on autonated,
what ever you call them autonmated sign-ups to create
accounts as part of your defence.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The problemis |
don't --

THE CHAI RPERSON: The problemis,
don't have that evidence.

MR A KULBASHI AN: That's true.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | think. "1l
check. Unless you can tell nme that there's evidence
somewher e about scripts that result in your --

MR. A KULBASHI AN. | guess there was
sonmething like that in ny information at the court.

However, the thing is that, see,
com ng back to what 1'mdoing right now, basically I'm
not - I'mtrying to show a consi stent pattern,
especially in the main witness where M. Warman cl ai ns
to have gotten a lot of his information from [|'m

trying to show consistent pattern of deceit, of -- |
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mean, the best way to put it is lying.

And the fact of the matter is, if
anything, what I'mtrying to do is try to pick slowy
at, like, the pool of circunstantial evidence to try to
shrink to it down because it's com ng down to, | guess,
t he bal ance of probabilities.

The fact of the matter, is at the
very end it's the quality of information that creates,
| guess, a better circunstance not the quantity.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | know, but you
see, if to denonstrate that M. Wlson is "not telling
the truth”, on this particular point is to sonehow put
forth a proposition that there's an automated way to
sign up and I don't know what, | don't have the
evi dence.

MR A KULBASHI AN: That's true.

But --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You asked a
guestion to him --

MR. A KULBASHI AN: This one is not
tal king about truth as nuch as saying did you even
check, nmeaning that they can't deny that it was like

that either.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't even have
evi dence what an automated sign-up procedure is.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. In English pretty
much. The fact of the matter is, does the conplai nant
or the Comm ssion have any evidence as to what an
automated sign -up procedure is.

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, it's not that
fact because that's part of your defence.

MR A KULBASHI AN. That's true, but
the problemis, again com ng dow to, just having a
gi ant volune of information and trying to dunp a gi ant
vol une anount of information.

See, the issue is, like, | understand
this isn't like crimnal court.

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, no.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand
t hat, but however. ..

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Anyway, | think you
understand what I'mtrying to say, it's not what you
said just now, but let ne explain that again.

The point is that they put forth a
set of evidence that supports their proposition. You

are supposed to with your evidence or through the
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cross-exam nation process, if you can, denonstrate your
defence and if your defence on this particular issue is
that there is some sort of an autonated process that
doesn't link -- that prevents you from know ng who was
getting on line and so on, that's your defence and you
have to prove it.

If I don't have evidence to prove it,
then it's an issue. So, either you present ne that
evidence in the existing record, or -- well, that's
what you have to do.

And the problem may be here that you
did not |ead any evidence in defence. So, if | don't
have sonething to contradict it, other than your
guestion suggesting sonmething - which I don't even
under stand what we are tal king about - the sign-up
procedure to sign up for an account on the websites
with automated scripts, | have no idea what you are
tal ki ng about.

MR A KULBASHI AN. Well, that's the
i dea.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You can't | ead
evidence now to tell me what that is.

MR A KULBASHI AN: Ch, well, the
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fact of the matter is, in English, being in English,
the idea of an autonmated sign-up procedure, |'m not

tal ki ng about | eading evidence as to what it is,
meani ng because there is inplication that | would have
known every site that was in there.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Sir, | have no idea
what automated scripts that automatically create
accounts is.

MR. A KULBASH AN: That's a
description of what it does.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't know. You
didn't bring nme sonebody to tell nme what it is or you
testify yourself. You did neither, so that's going to
be a problemfor this part of your defence, if | don't
have any understandi ng of what this is.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.
Now - -

THE CHAI RPERSON: | just want you to
understand how it's going to work.

You asked nmany questions often that
were very technical and they sort of were trying to
suggest sonething that was beyond the scope of the

understanding of the witness, but if you don't give ne
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affirmati ve evidence of what it is, the fact that you
ask a really tough conplicated question doesn't get it
into evidence, understand? right.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, but the
guestion is, you stated that it was beyond the scope of
the technical know edge of the witness. M point was
to show that it was beyond the scope of the techni cal
know edge of the w tness.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, but so...

MR A KULBASHI AN: But the fact of
the matter is --

THE CHAI RPERSON: As far as |I'm
concerned you could have asked him do you know what an
aut omat ed ***do- hi ckey that connects a nmuffler to a car
is and he says, no, sir.

But is it relevant to the case?
don't know, because | don't know what automated scripts
that automatically create accounts is either.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay. See,
exactly com ng back to ny point.

Li ke, | understand you don't
understand what it is and I know there was no evi dence

brought, but | guess on the sanme, | guess, note there
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was no technical evidence brought by the -- see, the
burden of proof is on the conplai nants.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  The burden of proof
is on the conplainants to establish a prima facie case
and then you nust be able to explain it.

| " mthinking back to the case where
M. Richardson, where you cited a question earlier --
or an exchange in the transcript where M. Richardson
said a whol e bunch of stuff about technicalities
regardi ng logs or chat |ogs or sonething.

MR. A KULBASH AN:  Mm hmm

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And it was
determ ned the response didn't -- | believe the w tness
actually in question - | don't know whether it was M.
Wlson or M. Warman - didn't understand the notion.

But if | don't know what the
significance is of that technical gobbl edegook that was
asked of him what good does it do nme?

MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: | under st and.

THE CHAI RPERSON:. The situation here
isif -- it's up to the conplainant to present a case,
to build a case that's prima facie, yes, that's their

burden, but --
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MR A KULBASHI AN: To a certain
extent, like, | guess if you wote down,say, no to
that, if you don't know what -- |ike as the Chair, what
the technical reference is in relation to, even if it's
tal ki ng about the contents of the IRC | ogs and the
Wi tness who cane on the stand basically testified to
havi ng no expertise in conputers, then how can you, as
a Chair, state that any evidence presented to you from
a technical, | guess, source is --

THE CHAI RPERSON: No. The witness
canme and said with the know edge that he had of the
|l ogs, this is what he found on the conputer and this is
what he saw and there was evidence of certain
know edge.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And then you asked
guestions of that witness and you say to the w tness
gobbl edegook, gobbl edegook and he says | don't know,
and then that's interesting that he didn't know what
t he gobbl edegook is, but if you don't tell nme |ater how
know edge of that gobbl edegook is inportant to
understand the | ogs and how it underm nes the

i nformati on being presented about the | ogs, what am!|
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going to do with it?

MR A KULBASHI AN. Ckay. Com ng

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, | just want you

to understand t hat.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand
t hat .

THE CHAI RPERSON: And that's an
i mportant legal point here. It's one thing to

cross-exam ne but sonetines affirmative evidence is
required to contradict a prima facie case if it's
establ i shed.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. That's right. So,
com ng down to the underlying point is that |
understand this isn't a crimnal court, but in any
court if a wtness to a certain extent admts to, say,
m srepresenting the truth in a court beforehand, or
m srepresenting the truth beforehand..

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You are not
under st andi ng what |'m saying, M. Kul bashian. | wll
gi ve you an exanpl e.

MR. A, KULBASHI AN: Yeah.

THE CHAI RPERSON: I f | am saying that
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| was driving down this road and | was doi ng a speed of
70 kil onetres an hour when | saw the car go right past
me, all right, that's an affirmation.

Now, you may ask me: Sir, what do
you know about the size of piston rings and how nuch
oil is consuned by a car, and | will say no, but ny
initial affirmation that | was doing 70 kil onmetres an
hour and sonebody flew past ne is a valid statenent.

Do you under st and?

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, if to ny
statenent it becones inportant to know what the oil
pressure of the vehicle was at that nonent, you have to
denonstrate to nme why it's inportant to know that as
the driver of that car.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So, the Internet is
a wdely used instrunment by mllions and m|lions of
peopl e around this world, and there were affirnmations
made by peopl e about data that they w tnesses through
the Internet.

Now, if nore technical know edge

serves some purpose in clarifying their evidence or
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contradicting it even, you have to denonstrate.

So, if you go back to my analogy with
the car, you have to show how know edge of oil pressure
is inmportant in know ng whether a guy sped past you
whil e you were doing 70 according to your spedonetre.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's what |'m
driving at. | think I've nmentioned enough. W should
| think proceed at this point.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay. So,
basically although he realized the picture in the photo
was not me, Det. WIson went and testified, according
to him saying that -- first he says that he told the
j udge crouching was nyself, then he denies and so on.

From one contradiction to another,

SO -- it says:
"MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
| f you could turn to HR-1, tab
60..."

Docunent, just you guys for the chat,
page 6. Ckay. He states:

"DET/ CST. WLSON:. "Novemnber

27t h, 2001 Detecti ve MKi nnon
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received a fax from Detective
Samm of the Metro Toronto Police
Hate Crimes Unit. The fax
included a Metro Toronto
identification photo. Det/Cst.
W son conpared the
identification photo to the
photo seized from Ri chardson's
apartnent. One of the seized
phot os depi cted several

i ndi vi dual s grouped toget her

di splaying a Nazi salute. The
mal e crouching in the front
portion of the photo was Al exan
Kul bashi an. "

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: That's
good. Can you read the date on
t he docunent, very top?

DET/ CST. WLSON: February the
14t h, 2002.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Do you renenber the day after --

two days after | got arrested
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when | went for bail hearing in
London, do you renenber talking
about ny involvenment with
various raci st groups and
telling the judge that | was
seen in a picture with a group?
DET/ CST. WLSON: It's possible,
sir. Yes, | did."

sai d:

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
woul d that be after you saw ne

or before you saw nme?"

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No probl em

MR A KULBASHI AN:

.or before you saw ne?

DET/ CST. WLSON: After | saw.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASH AN:  And wol d
t hat be inconsistent with what
you said previously that when
you saw nme you realized that
that was not right?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, you
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testified during ny bail hearing
that you had a picture of ne
involved with Tri-City that
where | was in the front
crouching, trying to prove that

| was a nenber of Tri-City
during nmy bail hearing.

DET/CST. WLSON: | don't recal

that at all, sir.

Even though he admitted earlier on to

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ch, he admitted it

MR A KULBASHI AN:. Yes.
THE CHAI RPERSON: R ght up here,

Are you tal king about the top of this

MR A KULBASHI AN: Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- where he said,

MR A KULBASHI AN: Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And now you're

saying there's a contradiction right afterwards?
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MR A KULBASHI AN: It's an inmediate
contradiction, like, not very far after.
And t he Chairperson --
THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, this is in
sequence here, this is one after the other here?
MR. A KULBASHI AN. Yeah, if you | ook
at the nunbers.
THE CHAI RPERSON: (kay. The nunbers.
MR A KULBASH AN: 1592 and 1594.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.
MR. A KULBASH AN: Ckay. And the
Chai r per son
"Sorry, | didn't quite get your
earlier answer.
You said that there was sone
di scussion at the bail hearing
about the photo?
DET/ CST. WLSON: About the
photo, | believe there was from
nmy recollection, there was sone
di scussi on abut the photo,
don't recall, and | don't

believe | would have identified
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M. Kul bashian in the front part
of the photo, but | don't recal
and | can't recall what |
testified to concerning that
phot o, but the photo was
produced. 24"

See, now the problemis by his own
adm ssion just earlier on in testinony he admtted that
he did testify getting caught in a lie, he turns around
and changes his testinony right here in front of the
court.

Now, the problemis if anything the
guestion is showing a history where he does |ie under
oat h whi ch should be, | guess, well, basically that
makes hima Vetrovec w tness.

That's anot her problem | think we'll
have to bring that tonmorrow. Do you still want nme to
bring the Vetrovec statute tonorrow, the Vetrovec
deci sion, sorry?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, maybe you
should if you're going to be referring to it again it
woul d be a good idea, | suppose.

MR A KULBASHIAN: So, | will have
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it tonorrow, but I'mjust referring to it right now
THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.
MR. A KULBASHI AN. So, basically
that woul d make hima Vetrovec w tness, having the
history, having liked -- admtted to having lied on the
stand, like earlier on, and admtted to having lied to
the police, et cetera, nakes hima person -- and by the
Vetrovec decision, his informati on would have to be
corroborated by an independent source in order for his
information to be, | guess, considered with any wei ght
in the judge' s deci sion.
So, I'mjust going to continue from
t here.
So, for the sake of his vendetta,
Det. WIlson got involved in cases that did not concern
him Even the detective in charge did not get involved
in.
So, | say:
"MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
So, the fact that Detective --
do you know who Detective Nei
is?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | don't.
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| think nmaybe Detective Neil is
the Internet guy fromthe Metro
Toronto Police Service. |'m not
too sure.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Just
clarification, Detective Nei

was the detective on ny assault
case.

DET/ CST. WLSON:. OCh, I'msorry.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
remenber him being at any of ny
bai | hearings?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, | don't.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
CGetting back to the threats
then, if | can renmenber where
they were. Did you ever testify
at one of ny bail hearings that
| was not the author of the
article and that | was not the
one who nmade the threats, just
facilitated thenf

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir
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that's exactly what | said.”

So, this is himtestifying that he
was at ny bail hearing for another case, unrel ated case
and testified on the stand.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR. A KULBASH AN. Even though he
had nothing to do with this case.

Anyways, for such a |ong
investigation with so many events Det. W] son that
there are only few docunents that he has about mny case.
He doesn't dare to give an explanation as to what
happened to the rest of the reports, which | believe
wer e shredded.

Anyways, | say:

"Are there nore binders of files
the police have on ne or are
t hose the only ones?"

He says:

"Ch, I"'msure there's nore.
There's an assault binder that's
associated to an assault you
had. "

| say:
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"How about London?"

He says:

“"No, | believe this is pretty
much your incidence in London."

VWhich is his testinmony that this is
pretty nuch all the files that London has because he
said he had brought themw th him

And al so | ower down he al so says:

"No, | don't believe I have an
e-mail fromM Mles."

Wi ch al so himstating -- because
earlier on he testified that they would probably have
it at London, at the London police station however this
is a contradiction where he says:

“"No, | believe this is pretty
much the incidence in London."

And al so sayi ng:

"No, | don't... have an e-mi
of Ms Myles."

Which is not in the binders that he
had. And | say:

"Was it ever in that file?

DET/ CST. WLSON: In that

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

it says:

3442

bi nder ?

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Yes.

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: So, is
there other binders that there's
i nformation regardi ng nmy case?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, there
would be a file associated to
your offences that you comm tted
in the United States in May of

t hat --

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: ' m
sorry, | didn't hear what you
sai d, offences what?

DET/ CST. WLSON: That you
conmmitted in the United States.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: O f ences
|'ve commtted. \What of fences?
DET/ CST. WLSON: That you were
arrested by the FBI and the

I NS. "

And this is where M. Chair steps in,
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"THE CHAI RPERSON. | have to
advi se you as well, | mean
unl ess he was convicted --"
And | say:
"Was | even charged?"
And M. Chair says:
"-- you had to say that he was
charged. "
Det. W/ son says:
"Al |l egedly, allegedly he was --
okay.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  The rul e
applies to you as well, M.
W son.

DET/ CST. WLSON: Absolutely.”

The above al so shows how

irresponsible Det. WIlson can be. He can use any word

irrespective of its consequences.

Det. Wlson admts that he lied to
in this sense:
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
This question is then, are you

sure you followed the case
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fully, my assault case fully?
DET/ CST. WLSON:  Your assault
case?

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Yes.
DET/ CST. WLSON:. Do you know i f
t he case proceeded sunmarily or
by indictnent?

DET/ CST. WLSON: | believe the
crown elected to go sumarily.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And what
woul d be the maxi num sentence |
woul d have gotten?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Six nonths.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And what
did you tell the FBI?

DET/ CST. WLSON. Five years."

W | son acknow edges that no

anti-Arab articles were authored by Al ex Krause, and

like a point of clarification.

“MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Not see
me, sorry. Have you ever
noticed any anti-Arab articles

aut hored by Al ex Krause?
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DET/ CST. WLSON. No, the only

one |'ve seen is the one you

facilitated. "

Well, he alleges | facilitated,

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Have

you season --

okay,

seen

"...any anti-Arab articles

aut hored by who you allege to be

me as Tot enkopf ?
He states:

“"No, sir."

And continuing on, this is about

MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  That's

fine. Thanks.

say. ..

This is about an article,

tab 25.

So,

woul d you

specific

"“...would you say this was a

pro-Pal estinian article or an

anti-Pal estinian article?

DET/ CST. W LSON:
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woul d be an anti-Jewi sh article

nmysel f.

MR ALEXAN KULBASHIAN: Is this

political?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Very nuch so."

Det. Wlson admts the very

possibility of others witing articles under

Tot enkopf' s nane.

My question, and |

say:

"That's not ny question. M

guestion is,

do you believe

every article that's witten

under the pseudonym Tot enkopf is

aut hored by ne?"

He states:

"Do | believe the possibility

t hat sonebody el se used

Tot enkopf and wote an article?"

| say:

"At cect.vinland voi ce?"

He says:
"Yes, sir,

possi ble.™
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Det. WIlson also admts his
al | egati ons about Arizona were unsubstanti at ed.

kay, | ask him

"Do you know i f any charges were
pressed or if bail was pursued
in Arizona?" (regarding
Mles...)

He says:

"No, as a matter of fact |
bel i eve this was
unsubstantiated."

This is tal king about where he said
that I was charged, and he says that no, he believes
that I was not charged or any bail was pursued, even
t hough he -- oh sorry, about Mles -- sorry, yeah,
about the Mles thing I think I m ght have gotten
confused here. 1'magetting like tired.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Woul d you like to
t ake a break?

MR A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, that would
be great.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It's been an hour,

but we'll take our break.
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MR. A KULBASH AN Oh. Shall we go
alittle | onger, mybe.
THE CHAIRPERSON. It's up to you.
MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay, I'll go a
little | onger.
THE CHAIRPERSON: If you're tired --
MR. A KULBASHI AN: Just kind of,
i ke, standing up.
THE CHAI RPERSON: A bit | onger.
MR. A KULBASHI AN: \Whenever she
wants her break, 1'Il tough it out.
Al right. It says, although Det.
Wl son tried to give the inpression that | fled the
country the bail -- my bail condition didn't contain
any clause preventing me fromleaving the country.
And the proof is, | ask:
"And that there was no clause to
not | eave Canada, right?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Right.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  That
woul d be correct; right?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir."

Even though he stated that the reason
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why they arrested nme on the way back earlier on, which
| read, was that | was in breach of bail by going to
the U S.

kay. Regarding the events rel ated
to the U S., such as ny arrest and accusations, Det.
Wlson's lies and contradi cti ons are nunerous.

Mor eover, Det. WIson did not disclose any docunents to
prove his allegations.

The Chairperson could not have put it
better, and as the Chairperson said:

"So, the big picture is that he
m sl ed the Anerican
authorities.”

It would be very lengthy to go into
details, but again regarding Peter Kierluk, the crown
of London, M. Peter Lindsay's affidavit and Det.

Wl son's witnessing, they did not respect his
agreenents and proni ses.

W would like the court to note
t hat --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Just give ne a sec.

M. Richardson, you're speaking so

loud I"m having a hard tinme concentrating on what M.
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Kul bashian is saying. So, if you are going to have an
ext ended conversation, | would ask you to step outside;
otherwise, tone it down a bit, please.

Wth the munbling | hear on the |eft
side, | can't concentrate on M. Kul bashi an.

Thank you.

MR A KULBASHI AN: G ve nme one sec.

Ckay, sorry about that.

Al'so, we would like also the court to
note that a request to the Attorney General for hate
crinme charges to be pressed on the initial case that
never say basically a day in court was rejected by the
Attorney Ceneral.

| " mtal ki ng about the original
crimnal charges.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Is that in
evidence. | see the nunber 1820.

MR A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, he stated
that it was rejected. He was asked that.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Page 1820 of the
transcri pt.

MR. A KULBASH AN, | think that's

i ne 1820.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: | honestly think
it's page.

M5 MAILLET: It's page.

MR V. KULBASHI AN, No, no, no, it's
page.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ch, it's page,
yeah. Okay, page. Sorry, I'mjust getting confused
here. Ckay.

The nunbers are throwi ng nme off than
anyt hing el se, trust ne.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  We have many nore
lines in this case than 1820.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, right.

kay. Anot her exanpl e of Det.

Wl son's |lies and evasi ve responses and contradictions.
He doesn't know how and where | got arrested but he
says they kicked ny door in and then when he is
confronted tried to change the subject.
"DET/ CST. WLSON: The tine they
ki cked your door in with 50 FB
agents."
And he tal ks about that, and | say:

"Do you know if | was arrested
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i ndoors or outdoors?
DET/ CST. WLSON: | have no
i dea.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So why
woul d you say they kicked ny
door in?"

Anot her one, he says:
"Yes, sir, in an interview, they
were investigating a threat to
the University of San Franci sco.
During their investigation,
their investigation led themto
M. Kul bashian. They - | don't
now, | won't say executed a
warrant, they attended his
address and detai ned hi m and
spoke to him concerning the
threats and it was determ ned
during that interview that he
had not nade those threats, that
actually it was posted on a, |

guess, the...

|t conti nues.
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Det. WIlson states that M. Warman is
a very well-known public figure and that is address can
be found on civil court docunents.
This is just getting to the point of
identification and exposure, et cetera.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  You referred to
that earlier when discussing M. Warman, if | recall.
MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah, that's
right.
| ask him | say:
"...say he's (Warman) a very
wel | - known fi gure?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  You know
his field, fighting hate crines?
DET/ CST. WLSON:. Absol utely,
sir.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you consider himnore a public
figure or a private figure?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Wen it cones
to fighting hate crinmes, he's a

public figure.”
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| say:
"Do you believe himto be the
opposite of incognito?"

And he says:
"Yes, he's not got a nmask on."

| say:
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"Do court docunents get posted
on line for let's say civil

cases?"

He says:

"It could, and if sonmebody
posted a charge sheet of an
accused party or his

recogni zance, it would have the
accused party's address if it
was posted as one of his

conditions to conply with."

And ny continuation, kind of:

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
know of any incidents where or
have you heard of incidents
where M. Warnman has approached

the nmedi a hinsel f?
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DET/ CST. WLSON: Oh yes, sir
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And to
tal k about cases he's starting
or cases he's in?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
woul d you consider himto have
gone that step to expose hinself
to the public?

DET/ CST. WLSON: He's gone that
step to highlight the

i nvestigations or the conplaints
he's nmade, yes, sir.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
And when he goes to the nedia,
have you noticed that he al so
exposes ot her peopl e?

DET/ CST. WLSON: He exposes --
I i ke other people he has
conpl ai nts agai nst, yes, |

bel i eve so, yes, sir.

say, in the follow ng specific

Wl son again is evasive in his answer.
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relevant to the question. M

"So, how would that give ne --
how woul d that still -- 1 guess
you're not answering my
guestion, that's why | have to
keep asking this again. How
woul d that nean that | knew what

content was on that site?"

He sai d:

kay.

"Because you had the ability to
excl ude people and told ne that
you coul d include peopl e or
website fromyour sit and,

t herefore, that nmade ne believe
that you woul d know t he content
of those websites and,
therefore, have the ability to
exclude or include certain
peopl e on your hosting conpany.”

The Superior Court judge -- |

think there's a typo there, | think. Oh yes, the

Superior Court judge dism ssed the pictures, he found
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themirrelevant for the case. This is talking about
tattoos and stuff |ike that.
And | ask him
"Ckay. Have you - Ckay, is it
true that when you brought the
pictures of the tattoos to
Superior Court for ny bail
hearing that Justice Hamlton
did not want to see then®?"
He says:
"Yes, sir."
| continue:
"Ckay. So, the other question
is are those in exposed pl aces
of ny body?"
He says:
“"No, sir, they are not."
Det. WIlson admts that | have not
witten any anti-Jewish articles. And | ask:
"My question was, have you read
any articles that you allege
were by me, witten by ne that

are anti-Jew sh?"
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DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."

Even though he stated that the

anti-Pal estinian articles were anti-Jew sh earlier on.

After so many evasive answers, Det. WIson admts that

he has not seen ne with any Tri-City Skins nmenbers,
also admts that | did not have or wore any Nazi
cl ot hi ng.
Well, | guess, except for the
T-shirts that he testified to. And | say:
"Did you find bonber jacket?
No.
Shaved head?
No.
Boots with white | aces?
No.
Was | wearing any Nazi
par aphernal i a?
No. "
That's kind of |like going to the
brief. So, okay, | ask:
"How many tines has, | guess,
hate crinme intelligence

nmonitored Tri-City events?”
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He states:

"Lots of tine, | believe."
| said:

"Have you ever seen..." ne

“...at Tri-Cty events?"

| guess there's a missing word there.

He sai d:

Det .

"No, sir.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Have you
ever seen ne with Tri-City
anywher e?

DET/ CST. WLSON:. No, sir."

W son has testified previously

that the transfer to M. Wingand was i n February.

This is about the Affordabl eSpace account with

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: --"

| ask him "Had there been any

i ndi cation of any control of

Af f or dabl eSpace after July 5th
when there was a transfer of
control from-- when you got the

copy of the transfer of control ?
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DET/ CST. WLSON: You exerted
sonme control | believe in July
when you were able to transfer
your, | guess, ownership to M.
Wei ngand. "
Okay. Even though he stated it was
on April 16th, earlier on.
THE CHAlI RPERSON:  February?
MR. A KULBASHI AN. Yeah, February.
Sorry, February, sorry. You know what |'mgetting the
dates m xed up in nmy head. | guess, too nuch altitude
ri ght now standi ng up.
kay. The follow ng shows that Det.
Wlson is aliar, he also -- | guess I'll take that
word back -- he's a liar and of poor character.
kay. And this is actually the key
poi nt .
"THE CHAI RPERSON: | n Decenber,
2002, you don't have any
affirmati ve know edge of act ual
control ?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir

THE CHAI RPERSON: But you have
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no reason to suspect that he
ceased having control; is that
what you're saying? You have no
affirmative information --

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- that he had
control fromJuly to Decenber of
20027

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir.

Yes, sir.

And ny question is:

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And did
you state to the FBI that | did
have control ?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir."
say - this is later on:
"However, in that time, aside
fromthat specific incident, was
there any situation or anything
that could say - any indication
that | did maintain or

adm nister or run any sites on

Af f or dabl eSpace. con?
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DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."

The danger here is that an officer,
i ke, who admits to -- first of all he testified that
the FBI arrested ne based on those threats. He
testified that he knew not hing about that, and at this
point intime he finally testifies that he had no
indication that | controlled the server, had control of
the server and he also testifies that he told the FB
that | did.

Conmpl etely doing a 180 off his
testimony where he stated he had no idea why they
arrested me, he had sone idea why they arrested ne, he
said it was because of sonething he didn't know about,
and now he admts to telling the FBI that | did have
control of the server - | didn't - and he also admts
that this is the reason why |I've gotten arrested -- he
actually admtted, sorry, earlier on that this was the
reason why | had gotten arrested.

And knowi ng sone information about --
from like, | guess people with Maher Arar which was a
Syrian citizen who got deported from Canada -- sorry,
fromthe U S. because of Canadian, | guess, authorities

sending informati on about himto U S. and got tortured
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in Syria, the sane thing could have actually happened
to me since | ama Lebanese citizen.

And the fact of the matter is, Det.
W son betrayed a citizen of his own country by |ying
to authorities in another country to get ne arrested.

So, | think -- and | believe that
actually says a | ot about his character and | believe
it's not extrene to call hima liar, or if anything, |
guess, in a way, his own agent when he operates
outside, like, you know, the rule of the |aw

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, break.

REA STRY OFFI CER:  All ri se.

--- Upon recessing at 2:45 p. m
--- Upon resumng at 3:05 p. m

REG STRY OFFI CER.  Order, please.
Al rise.

Pl ease be seated.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Ckay. Com ng
back to what we finished off [ast tinme. What | stated
in ny opening statenent of ny closing statenent, ny
introduction that when | stated that Det. WIson
admtted to crimnal activity, this is what | neant.

And | also believe that the lies he told to the FBI are
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simlar in fashion to the lies that he would have told
Det. Dean Steacy -- M. Steacy -- tal king about, |
don't know Steacy or Stacy, | don't know how to
pronounce his nane.

MR. CHAI RPERSON:  The Conmi ssi on
i nvesti gator.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay, Conm ssion
i nvestigator and when he tal ked about cracking
conput ers, cracking CDs, et cetera.

Now, continuing with that
information. Although in the followng | am
specifically asking questions about ny own conputer,
Det. Wlson is trying to shift the focus fromny
conputer to M. Richardson's conputer.

This is kind of Iike the excerpts.

It says:
"Fromthe websites of the
Tri-CGty Skins, the Canadian
Et hni ¢ O eansi ng Team and t he
Vi nl and Voi ce. "
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm
MR A KULBASHI AN: This is where he

reads information that he allegedly told he had found
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"MR  ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And
anybody tell you there was that
kind of information on the
unencrypted portion?

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: I n that
case was there any CD in
guestion at this tinme where
there was information from
Tri-CGty Skins, C.E. CT. and

Vi nl and Voi ce?

DET/ CST. WLSON. M.

Ri chardson's conputer.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Is there
any information fromthe
Tri-Cty site?

DET/CST. WLSON: I'mtrying to
remenber if there was a
Tri-City's icon on the front
page of M. Richardson's
conputer. Again, I'msorry, |
can't recall, so |I'd have to say

no, there was no Tri-City
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i nformation."

Now, the thing is that in that
di al ogue whi ch was actually just cut down seriously,
just to save tinme, Det. WIson when asked why he woul d
tell the thing, the investigator, Conm ssion
i nvestigator that there was

those three sites informati on on ny
conputer, he stated that the information was on Janes
conputer, he tried to shift the focus.

And when | asked himif there was
that information on Janmes' conputer, he tried to
confuse it until he finally came down -- you know,
basically down to the wire, when | asked himwas there
any of that information on Janes' conputer, he stated
no.

| f neither of that information was
found on either my conputer or M. Richardson's
conputer, then it's obvious there was sone ki nd of
manuf acturing of information that went on between -- in
t hat communi cati on

So, then not criticizing the
credibility and I'mnot even questioning the

credibility of the investigator, | believe that it's
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highly likely after all that M. WIlson adnmtted to
that he gave false information to the investigator at
t he Commi ssi on.

The foll ow ng statenent makes us
concerned as to why M. Warman i nstead of going to the
source, he cut and paste the e-mails and brought them
as evi dence here.

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Sorry.
So do you believe that
information that's pasted into
an e-mail is reliable?

DET/ CST. WLSON: That's pasted
into an e-mail, I'msorry.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Yes,
pasted and sent by e-mail; is it
reliabl e?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Just -- no,
sir there's --

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  It's not
reliable. And do you believe
that it's nodifiable?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir, it's

an el ectroni c docunent."
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Wl son adnmits al so that

Af f or dabl eSpace' s sign-up process is autonmated w t hout

nmy know edge.

st at enent s. |

site,

He says:

Anot her contradiction of his past

"Do you renenber seeing any
Vi sa, Master Card, Pay Pal

synbol on the front?"

Referring to the Affordabl eSpace

"Yes, sir.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
talk to sonebody in particular,
specifically when you go and ask
for a product to be shipped to
you when you put your credit car
nunmber in?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: So, is
it possible the entire process
was aut omat ed wi t hout ny

know edge?

DET/ CST. WLSON: The sign-up

process?
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MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Mm hmrm?
DET/ CST. WLSON: Absolutely.”

Det. WIlson during the exam nation in
chief tried to give the inpression that he has quite a
| ot of know edge about the Internet, but during his
cross-exam nation it was revealed and he adm tted that
like M. Warman he knows al nost not hi ng.

Wel |, expertise w se.

Det. WIlson states that he has
interpreted the technical information about Execulink
and the chat room and Internet documents, he al so
admtted to not taking expert advice fromexperts, as
he states, and he does not have the conpetence to
interpret those materials. Therefore, we do not
beli eve he has expertise to be able to anal yze those
docunents and ask the court to reject his testinony
whi ch pertains to the Internet or conmputer materials.

And the chat here is, | ask:

"MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
interpret the contents of the
warrant -- the contents of the

i nformation provided by

Execul i nk?
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DET/ CST. WLSON: Did I
interpret it?

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
do it yourself?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
woul d you say you are conpetent
enough to interpret technical

i nformation provi ded?

DET/ CST. WLSON: Technica
information fromthere?

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:

Provi ded.

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  But you
did just say that you
interpreted it yourself. Dd
you run that information by a
conput er expert?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir."

this is the idea. Now, talking

about the document that was

provi ded from Execulink. He conments on Cox88 and |
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say --

THE CHAI RPERSON: The Execul i nk
information is at HR-4, this is references to --

MR. A KULBASH AN: This is HR-4
ref erences.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. A KULBASH AN. But | only tell
himto |look at it at HR 4 because in the beginning |
asked hi m about the information then | ask himto | ook
at it, which is why it says HR 4.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay, ['Il let you
finish. Go ahead.

MR. A KULBASH AN: This is him
commenting on HR-4 basically.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR A KULBASH AN: | say:

"Do you know what an NAS
identifier is?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
know what an NAS | P address is?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No.

MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Servi ce
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type?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Frane
pr ot ocol .
DET/ CST. WLSON: None of that."
And according to Det. WIson he was
t he one that anal yzed the Execulink paper.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Right. You see, it
conmes right after we see user nane ' Cox88' which has a
significance because we've seen it related to one of

the parties in other evidence, right?

So, | nmean, | gather that's where he
drew sone -- and | think it's at page -- continues on
to the fifth -- somewhere in one of these |ater pages.

Ri ght. Wen one sees the custoner service print-out
from Execul i nk, one sees that the log-in and service ID
for this client is Cox88.
MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Correct?
MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, you asked him
about all these other things, NAS identifier, NAS I P

address and all that kind of stuff at the bottom
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MR. A KULBASH AN. | say the fact of
the matter is --

THE CHAI RPERSON: He doesn't know it.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The fact of the
matter -- what 1'I|l be suggesting or saying or stating,
| guess, is that according to himthis docunent is
legit, authentic and --

THE CHAI RPERSON: He testified that
he obtained it himself from--

MR. A KULBASH AN: He testified that
it was authentic. He also testified that wi thout the
hel p of an expert he interpreted the docunent hinself.

Now, interpreting a docunent is a
nore, | guess, detailed process than just gathering --

getting sone information froma docunent.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | see your point,
but let's --

MR. A KULBASH AN: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But that's what |
read fromthe abstract. | just asked you, it says

service ID for this client is Cox88. He testified that
he got this information with regards to the respondent,

M . Ri chardson.
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MR. A KULBASH AN. Well, basically
what I'mdoing is, some of these topics |I'mtouching on
assum ng that the Tribunal finds that the information
is adm ssible or the informati on has any weight in
establishing, |ike --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ri ght, exactly.

MR. A KULBASH AN. So, this is
assum ng, assumng that it does--

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. -- |'m suggesting
that he m ght be |ying about having interpreted the
docunent because he states that he interpreted it
hi msel f, did not consult an expert and he al so states
he doesn't know what a | ot of the docunent is.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | appreci ate your
comments on that. | understand what you are saying,
but you have to keep it in the context of the actual
evi dence here.

What we saw is that on the first
t hree pages are those technical ternms that you referred
to in your questioning, but right above that was user
name ' Cox88' and | have the dates in question and it's

related to the sanme user nane that appears on the
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custoner service docunent.

Now, it goes back to what | asked you
earlier: Is this oil pressure or is it speed? You
know what | nean.

MR. A KULBASHI AN: Yeah. kay.
Basically what |'m saying --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, the purpose --
do we need to know -- does a person need to know what
account input octets neans in order to figure out that
the user IDis Cox88 for that phone number | ocated at
t hat address at London?

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay. The
problem|'mgetting into --

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR A KULBASHIAN: -- is nore of the
i ssue again of credibility in a sense, but the fact of
the matter is, looking at the information, for exanple,
if you read where it says dates, if you |ook at the
dates and stuff -- like, can you just briefly read what
it says there are the dates.

THE CHAI RPERSON:.  Cust omer service?

MR A KULBASHI AN: No, in the actua

report where he's | ooking at the report for date and
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time, you stated that you just read it, it says --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, it says,
Thur sday, Thursday --

MR. A KULBASH AN: Right. What it
actually says for tinme start, et cetera.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Various tines.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Can you actually
read that line where it says start something.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sept enber 13t h,

12: 26: 46, 2001.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. But can you read
that whole line fromthe beginning where it says start
or actually it says something.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Why don't you | ook
at it instead of asking nme to look at it.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Okay, I'll get
into that. [1'Il get into that. The whole idea is that
i f sonebody brings a docunent that they can't interpret
and they cormment on it, in fact, it basically it's a
statenent that they know what they're tal ki ng about and
maki ng a statenent that they know what they're talking
about when they don't, on the stand, is also a form of
interpreting -- msinterpreting.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: Because this
i ndi vi dual doesn't understand the rest of the
information on this sheet his interpretation of the
line that appears fairly obvious, user nane ' Cox88"' is
not as obvious as one woul d think?.

MR. A KULBASH AN. | would say there
is alot nore information than just 'Cox88', so it
m ght not be as obvious as one woul d think.

THE CHAlI RPERSON;  Fi ne.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The fact of the
matter is this is assumng the Tribunal finds that the
docunent is not manufactured.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But you see, you
hear what you just said, |let ne back you up, | would
say that this is not enough information you just said;
right ?

But | have no evidence to indicate
that to ne otherw se?

MR A KULBASH AN:  No, no.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Did you testify?
Did you bring ne an expert to tell ne that without this
oil pressure you can't possibly draw the concl usi on

about the speed of this car?
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MR A KULBASHI AN: But the idea is,
| woul d suggest that this would not be not, as in |ike
-- this is nmy closing statenent, basically like ny
suggestion that, so I'mnot trying to nmake any --
that's why |'msaying -- using the word suggest rather

than saying it is, as did the Conm ssion and M.

r man.

The reason |' musing suggest so that
| don't basically get, | guess, heat for not testifying
and then --

THE CHAI RPERSON: It isn't for heat,
sir, it was your decision not to testify, not |ead any
evi dence on your own.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand
that, so that's why |I'musing the word suggest rather
than saying it is.

THE CHAI RPERSON: R ght, okay. Never
m nd. Go ahead.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Ckay. Now,
here's the thing, Det. WIson has not done the m ni num
work and he still accuses M. Richardson of being the
author of the e-mails.

And | ask:
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"MR  ALEXAN KULBASHI AN Is it
possi bl e that the | P addresses
get spoofed on I RC or get
m m cked on | RC?"
Well, the m m cked being an English
termfor this. He states:
"If that's a chat line, it's
possi bl e.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Did you get any -- did you
request records of | P addresses
of e-mails that you received
from Janmes?
DET/ CST. WLSON: No."
Whi ch conmes back to the fact that an
e-mai| | P addresses were never vali dated.
Also, the follow ng is another
typi cal evasive nmethod that Det. WIson used during
| engt hy question. He does not answer a specific
guestion. He also admts he has not contacted any of
the sites or server again.
"Did you ever do an

investigation...", | ask,
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"...to see if there was anybody
el se involved with

Af f or dabl eSpace. conf

DET/ CST. WLSON. Again, sir, if
| did an investigation where |

t hought sonebody el se had

know edge, consent, control over
Af f or dabl eSpace and had

know edge about the threat,
there's be three of yous here,

or four of yous.'

guess that's what was typed up
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hmm

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Ckay. | ask:

"But did you do an investigation
to find out if there was anybody
el se that enployed by --

DET/ CST. WLSON: | didn't

| ocat e anybody el se.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASH AN: Did you
do an investigation to try to

| ocate --

DET/ CST. WLSON: Yes, sir,
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did an investigation to try to
| ocate nore nenbers of the
Canadi an Et hni ¢ C eansi ng Team
as wel | .

MR, ALEXAN KULBASH AN: MWy
guestion was specifically to

Af f or dabl eSpace. con? DET/ CST.
WLSON: Yes, sir, and | didn't
| ocat e any.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
try to locate, let's say, tech
support, representatives?

DET/ CST. WLSON: | didn't

| ocat e any.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you

try..." to e-mail,
"...Affordabl eSpace while | was

| ocked up in London?"......

That's kind of |ike probably because

didn't want to continue with the details because he

| say, okay:

"MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ch no,
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| said, did you e-nmai

Af f or dabl eSpace. com e- nai
addresses, for exanple, abuse or
i nf o@f f or dabl espace. com while |
was | ocked up in London?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir.".....
d:

"Did you try e-mailing any of
the e-mai| addresses on any of
the sites you were investigating
during your investigation?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No, sir

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
try e-mailing nore than one
e-mai| address on the CE C T.
sites?

DET/ CST. WLSON: No. Actually
if..."

nues. So, just the fact that

"How many e-nmail addresses did
you see on the Canadi an Ethnic

Cl eansing Team site as
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@wcect . con"
And at that point he testified that
he saw nmany and that he didn't e-nmail any of them
So, the followi ng is other evidence
that, | guess, could not have been Tot enkopf and I
stated Tot enkopf was a subgroup of CE. C. T. | ask:
"Ckay. You stated previously
that you believed | was
Tot enkopf; is that right?"
He st ates:
"Yes, sir."
| said:
"Not a nmenber of a group called
Tot enkopf but just Tot enkopf?"
He says:
"Yes. Just an individual yes,
sir, sorry."
| said:
"Ckay. |If you | ook beside where
it says, what does it say,
public press relations.”

He sai d:

"Public press relations
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comma. . ."
| say:
"Does it say anything about web
mast er or managenent of content
or anything |ike that?"
He says:
"No, sir."
| said:
"Do you believe there was
sonebody el se that was actually
web nmaster for this site other
t han nysel f ?"
He sai d:
"Qther than yourself? No, sir.”
And Ms Maillet was al so conpelled to
ask the foll ow ng questi on because of the preponderance
of evidence against -- sorry, the preponderance of
evi dence agai nst Det. W/Ison showi ng that, you know,
he was corrupt. As the French say "qui s'excuse
s' accuse".
Wiy are you objecting this time? So,
go ahead.

MR. WARMAN: M. Kul bashi an has j ust
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accused Det. WIson of being corrupt. Again, thisis a
repeated pattern of abusing the Tribunal's process to
make these unfounded and unsubstantiated all egati ons
that Det. WIlson is corrupt, he has perjured hinself,
he has engaged in crimnal activities. It is a

conpl ete abuse of the process.

M. Kul bashi an shoul d either
substantiate his allegations or he should w thdraw
t hem

MR A KULBASHI AN, You hold a stack
of docunments there with quotes fromhis own testinony,
so if you want to interrupt nme at |east think about
what you're going to interrupt ne about.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Direct your answer
to ne.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. The fact of the
matter is | showed Det. WIson's own testinony where he
admts --

THE CHAI RPERSON, And let nme draw the
conclusions that | would draw fromthose points.

MR. A KULBASH AN: Exactly.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You don't have

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3486

MR A KULBASHI AN: Just as the
conpl ai nant - -

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Just nove on. Just
nove on, please.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. M point is, just
as the conpl ainant and the Comm ssion did make
al | egations throughout their closing statenents --

THE CHAI RPERSON: | just want to make
one point clear to you, all of you. You can use al
the dirty | anguage that you want agai nst an individual
or deneani ng | anguage, and M. WArnman you may obj ect
all you want, in the end it won't nake any difference
because I'mgoing to work on the basis of the evidence.

So, if you think you're achieving
poi nts M. Kul bashian by bashing individuals with
strong words, you don't.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. | wasn't using
strong words in this one.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, you called
himcorrupt, that's about as strong an accusation as
you can nake about a police officer or any public
of ficial.

MR A KULBASH AN: Wl --
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THE CHAI RPERSON: That's a very
strong statenent.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand
t hat .

THE CHAI RPERSON: And if you say it
on the street, if you said it to the press that's in
this roomyou may find yourself in court at sone point.

So, don't nake strong statenents. In
fact, I"madvising you, it's in your best interest.

MR. A KULBASH AN. M. Chair --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  To just sinply say,
this wi tness has contradicted hinmself and that,
therefore, is not credible, because that's all | need
for ny purposes. | don't need to -- this is not a
trial for a corruption charge, all right.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. So,
limt your comments, and that way you won't get
obj ections, you won't | ose your rhythm get it?

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand,
okay. | take that back then. Okay.

So, Ms Maillet says:

"Thank you. Sir --"
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This was in her re-direct, | guess.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You want to refer
to this extract, this excerpt fromthe transcript?

MR. A KULBASH AN: Yeah, this is
during the re-direct | believe.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, during the

re-direct. GCkay. Go ahead, yes.
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MR. A KULBASHI AN. M Millet says:

"Thank you. Sir, there were
al so suggestions during
cross-exam nation that

t hroughout your investigation
and possibly thereafter that
there were tines that you, it
was suggested by the
respondents, either msled the
court, there was even a
suggestion that you perjured
yoursel f, were the words that
they used, and | want to give
you an opportunity as well to
answer to that in

re-exam nati on. "
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Det. W/Ison answers back:

"l can answer, at no tine did |
m sl ead a court at any tine and
at notinme did | mslead an

of ficer of the court at any
tine."

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. And
your point is, | read your next --

MR. A KULBASH AN. My point is
t hat --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You' ve al r eady
identified situations where you feel he nade
representations to other instances --

MR A KULBASHI AN: And | believe he
forgot what his answers earlier on -- | believe at
this point he had forgotten all the answers he gave
earlier on in the testinony in cross-exam nation and |
t hi nk he answered that way because | guess he had
forgotten what he said.

During cross-exam nation, Det. WIson
realized that -- revealed that he was an unreliable
wi tness who woul d, | guess, | would suggest even go as

far as crimnal activity to reach his goals.
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To his own adm ssion he was
inplicated in many irregularities which could be
considered crimnal acts in a court of |aw

And | believe that the persona
vendetta agai nst nyself and M. Richardson noti vated
himto these.

Basically what | have to say is that
if this is what he admtted to, | don't know what he
didn't admt to, and | only tried for sake of brevity
to include only a little bit of his information on the
testinmony here and I don't believe the court has tine
to go over seven days of testinony, | guess, and have
it shredded apart, so basically --

THE CHAI RPERSON: What are you
referring to?

MR. A KULBASH AN. Basically it's
the idea, the only reason that -- basically the points
that | made here.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR. A KULBASHI AN. And | guess
guotes that |I nade of his testinony and noted
information fromhis testinony, there is probably nore

and there could be nore but for the sake of brevity I
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didn't to go through every single point, and I didn't
want to waste the court's tine but | believe at this
time the Tribunal should, | guess in ny opinion, it
woul d be hard to conme to any ot her decision nyself that
he hinsel f was anything but an unreliable wtness and
that his information should either be directly
corroborated by, like, irrefutable evidence,
docunent ary evi dence and not evi dence that he provided
or evidence that's nodifiable or his evidence should be
t hr own out.

During ny bail hearing when | was in
appeal court, Chief Justice Mrden said, if any w tness
gets caught with one lie, I would throw himout of this
courtroom

And | believe that this is the policy
that this Tribunal should adopt and I'm not saying j ust
with one lie, there is enornmous anounts of information
t hat suggests that Det. WIson was | ess than honest
t hroughout his investigation and in the court and in
the Tribunal here, as well as in other courts earlier
on.

THE CHAlI RPERSON: \What about the

docunents though that have been introduced? You may
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take issue with his testinony, including the transcript
that you' ve referred to extensively in order to present
your side of the story.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sone of the issues
that you brought forth in your defence energe out of
the transcript of your interrogation too because it was
filed by that w tness?

MR. A KULBASHI AN. That was filed by

us.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, okay. It was
filed by you.
MR. A KULBASHI AN. Actually it was
filed by the --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sorry, but it was
drafted by that wtness.

MR A KULBASHIAN: It was drafted
by, | guess, the reporter at the police station.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR. A. KULBASH AN: The fact of the

matter is -- see, it's the idea of -- that's what |
meant when | said, | guess, docunentary and
irrefutable, | guess, docunentary evidence.
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The fact of the matter is any
evi dence that he brought in and stated that | assert or
| assure the Tribunal that this evidence has not been
nodi fied, this evidence has not been tanpered, the fact
of the matter is he also did admt to certain actions
t hat woul d make nodi fying evidence -- small anounts of
evi dence even seemtrivial to sonebody who adnmitted to
sonmet hing he admitted to.

And | believe the Tribunal should, I
guess in a way, decide for itself, I"mnot going to
make any -- I"mnot going to tell the Tribunal, you can
deci de for yourself.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | under st and.

MR A KULBASHI AN.  \Whet her or not
he's a witness whose testinony should carry any wei ght
in this Tribunal hearing.

The fact of the matter is that
according, like, to M. Warman's adm ssion, a |ot of
i nformation he got during the investigation, a |ot of
information that the investigator at the Comm ssion got
were fromM. Warman and that | believe that --

THE CHAI RPERSON: M. ...

MR A KULBASHI AN:  Sorry, |I'msorry,
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" mgetting m xed up.

THE CHAI RPERSON: DW, yes.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. So, we got all
the DW yeah, were fromDet. WIlson, and | believe it's
kind of like the information is poi soned and goi ng
t hrough a system and spreadi ng fromone person to
anot her, where many people say that | believe this is
it without realizing that the sources are identical

It all conmes down to the sanme
of ficer.

Here the remarkable fact is the
scarcity of investigation docunents produced to this
Tribunal to back his claimsuch as police reports,
personal notes, even the crown brief were supplied by
us.

Det. WIlson did not disclose a single
docunent to back up his clainms about the extent of ny
i nvol vement, all he told the court was based on his
bi ased and untrue assunpti ons.

Det. Wlson is a police officer that
is trained to gather factual information which he has
not done. He has not contacted the sites or the

server, does not have docunents to support his clains.
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There are very few docunents that he
did produced to this court -- the very few docunents
that he produced to this court are inconplete,
illegible and to his own acceptance, not acceptable to
any court of |aw.

He cannot be considered as an
i ndependent witness.. Det. WIlson is a party brought
forward by the conpl ainants. After knowi ng his true
character -- after himshowi ng his true character, |
don't believe that the court could think it was out of
the real mof possibilities for himto tanmper with
docunents that he produced to this Tribunal. For
exanpl e, chat docunents, Execulink docunents and CDs of
James Richardson's hard drive.

Com ng back to the e-mail, since Det.
Wlson clainmed that the e-mails were direct
correspondence with M. Ri chardson and he was trying to
identify M. Richardson through the chats as well, and
what | don't understand is why obscure chat |logs and I P
addresses fromthose obscure chat |ogs were the only
i nformation requested in the warrant for Execulink
rather than the I P addresses fromthe e-mails of direct

correspondences with the person that he clainmed to be
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was Janmes Ri chardson

| believe the evidence he provided
was patchy at best, and | believe that the evidence he
provi ded by his own adm ssion would not be, | guess,
acceptable in a court of law and | don't believe that a
Federal Court should accept that too, or a Tribunal.

Wiile Det. Wlson tried to show t hat
| had control over documents posted on Vinland Voice,
CECT. and Tri-City sites, he did not produce any
docunent to prove it, so if you want the Tribunal to
take his word, the sane applies for Affordabl eSpace.
Det. WIlson based all his testinony on biased
assunptions which are contradictory and full of many
flaws and |ies.

Al so, he did not produce any
docunents that | knowi ngly, willingly produced or
facilitated any articles on the Internet contrary to s.
13 of the Canadi an Human Ri ghts Act.

| believe that to help, | guess, a
col | eague, sonebody he's worked with, M. VWarman in his
per sonal conpensation |awsuit, Det. WIlson also tried
to denonstrate to the court that | was in fact

Tot enkopf. but under ny | engthy questions he gradually
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retrieved his testinony. He did not have any factual
evi dence, he was full of contradictions. Sonetines
going as far as refuting his own evidence, his own
evi dence a very short while later.

That's the end of the section on Det.
W son.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Oh, right. Sorry?

MR. A KULBASHI AN:. Just checking. |
at | east got that over.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It's 3:30, if you
could proceed directly to the next portion of your
submi ssi ons.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay. Now,
tal king about -- now, the third witness that appeared
before the court is Dr. Francis Henry. She had a |ist
of, | guess, basically a CV that she showed the courts
with all her experience.

| believe she had a biased approach
to the way she anal yzed information, a bias towards |
guess Jewi sh people in essence and, noreover, | think
she has limted know edge in her field.

Al t hough, basically, Iike the way she

made comments -- sonme of the stuff that she commrent ed
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on were not even in her field of expertise.

An exanple, for exanple, | guess is
genoci des and Hol ocaust, et cetera. And even though
she admits it's due to extrene racism she hasn't nade
an effort to study it.

The question | asked her was:

"...you know a | ot about

Hol ocaust ?

DR HENRY: | know a fair anount
about it, yes.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Wbuld it
be safe to say that you studied
in nore detail about the

Hol ocaust than about any ot her
genoci de?

DR HENRY: That's correct.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Did you
make any other efforts to study
any ot her genoci des?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Di d you nake
any other efforts --

DR. HENRY: Any ot her.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- to study
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ot her genoci des?

DR. HENRY: No, not in specific.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you happen to know anyt hi ng
about the Arneni an genoci de and
what year it was, roughly?

DR. HENRY: Not in any detail,
no.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you happen to know how many
peopl e di ed during that

genoci de?

DR. HENRY: No.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Wul d you know a | ot about the
Hol ocaust ?

DR HENRY: | know a fair nount
about it, vyes.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you consi der genocide to be one
of the key issues of racism at
its extrene?

DR. HENRY: Yes.
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MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you consi der sonebody who was
agai nst, | guess, the Jew sh
occupation of Palestine to be
raci st?
DR. HENRY: Not necessarily.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASH AN:  Woul d
you consider that to be a key
i ssue of politics?
DR HENRY: It is at the nonent,
yes.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay,
"Il go to a different
guestion. ™
Because | was cut off at that point. And Dr. Francis
finds it hard to accept the notion of Pal estine.
Agai n, she shows her biased opinion in the
Pal estinian/lsraeli conflict.
And when | asked:
"Have you ever been to
Pal esti ne?
DR HENRY: |'ve been to Israel,

yes.
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MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: My
guestion was, have you ever been
to Pal estine?

DR HENRY: Yes."

Now, if anything it shows her
reluctance to answer questions straight forward either
because of her own principles or her own politics. M
guestion was never whether or not she went to Israel, |
sai d, Have you been to Pal estine. She says, |'ve been
to Israel, yes, in her first answer.

And if that was a way to try to
contradict my question with her own answer, it's kind
of off to a bad start.

So, the following is a long list of
straight forward questions that require straight
forward answers that Dr. Francis Henry was evadi ng.
Sorry, | keep saying Francis instead of Henry.

Her statenent shows that she does not
have the qualifications to differenti ate between
politics and raci sm

| say:

"Wbul d you believe politics

plays a big role in racisn?
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DR. HENRY: Everything plays a
role in racism

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Wl |,
woul d you be able to
differentiate politics from

raci snf?

DR. HENRY: |'mnot sure how you

use the termpolitics, so |I'm
afraid | can't answer the
guesti on.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
woul d you possibly, in reading
an article that woul d be
political, |ean towards
interpreting it as racism as
opposed to political?

DR HENRY: [|I'mafraid | can't
answer that question because |
don't know what it neans.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Do you think you woul d have --
do you think you woul d have a

bi as that woul d make you | ean

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Then

3503

towards interpreting an article
as racism even if it was purely
political? That's a straight
forward questi on.

DR. HENRY: Again, | --"

t he Chairperson asks:

"Perhaps if | possibly could
interpret the question. Have
you ever noted in some way in
your experience when review ng
an expression of opinion that
you find yourself nore likely to
interpret it as being of a
raci al nature as opposed to an

expression of a political

opi ni on?
DR. HENRY: Well, | suppose so,
but, I nean, it's an area that |

find very difficult to

differentiate.”

By her own admission. 1In the

following Dr. Henry --

|"ve got to read DF --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You got it right
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there, Dr. Henry.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Yeah. Dr. Henry
admts that she doesn't have the qualifications to
testify about articles regarding the Pal estinian
conflict. | say:

"Have you formed an opi ni on
about the Pal estinian situation?
DR HENRY: | think that
situation is so extraordinarily
conpl ex that, | nean, obviously
have opinions, but they are
nmerely opinions, not based on
any degree of expertise."

In the following Dr. Henry states
that she has not concentrated on the Jew sh peopl e
saying "not at all", but I name a whole |ist of books
related to Jewi sh descent that she has authored.

Dr. Henry says:

"l have tended to concentrate on
racismas it is directed towards
peopl e of col our.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And

peopl e of Jew sh descent?
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DR. HENRY: No, not necessarily

at all."
conti nue:
“And would you still state that

you haven't done any form of
research or witing in the field
of racismtowards Jews?

DR. HENRY: | didn't say that."

M. VWArman says:

"Obj ection, that's not what she

said."

sai d:

"Wuld you still state...",

this is after reading the |ist of books by the way, |

just didn't want to go into the list there.

"Wuld you still state that you

haven't concentrated so nuch on

raci smtowards Jews?

DR HENRY: No, | haven't. The

majority of my witings, despite
t he ones you have picked up, if

you do a nunerical count, there

are nore on the area of col our
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than there are on religion.™

The above clearly shows that she is
trying to hide her biased approach. Also she is
contradicting herself. Wen she used the phrase "not
necessarily, at all" her nessage is clear, she has not
done any. Then she deni es what she said previously, "I
did not say that".

Dr. Henry tells that the majority of
articles are not related to Jew sh people but the issue
here is that sonme of the rest of the articles seemto
be nore of a national and interaction related as
opposed to specifically anything agai nst blacks, as far
as her books go at |east.

Al t hough Dr. Henry previously told
that she is not an expert in politics, in the follow ng
she tells that she is qualified to give an expert
opinion on politics. Moreover, she had said that
racismand politics is an area very hard to
differentiate and now she gives a clear list of all the
factors involved in this case. This is another exanple
of her contradictions and inconsi stenci es.

| ask:

"Wbul d you consider this case to
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i nvol ve politics and

race-rel ated rel ations?

DR. HENRY: OCh, I'msure it

i nvolves politics, race, racism
religion, ethnicity,
nationality. You nean it, it's
i nvol ved.

MR ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you consi der yourself to be
qualified to give any expert

evi dence on politics?

DR HENRY: Yes."

Because the list is too long we w ||
be dealing only with a few sanples of the follow ng
articles and Dr. Henry's observations about them

Here | would like to nention that
| ater on during her testinony she admtted that nost of
these articles were racist by inplication, not
necessarily outright racist.

The following is an explicit
statenent showi ng Dr. Henry's very biased approach and
her lack of political qualification in analyzing the

articles and casts serious doubts about her | guess
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position as an expert w tness.

She admts these are reprintings from
newspapers with no comments, then she admts that the
article is purely against Israel, but she does not
explain why this article can be considered racist.

Because an article is against Israel
does it necessarily mean it is anti-Semtic? Could it
be political?

Regarding the arrest of the Arab
terrorist again she conmes to her own concl usi ons
wi t hout explaining why that article is criticizing
Canada for his arrest.

| f she woul d have gone through the
whol e site and read all the articles she would have
found out that usually the Canadi an governnent is
bl aned for letting these unchecked terrorists in.

Her followi ng statement she is in
contradiction of her previous statenment about the
arrest. She says:

"And essentially the nessage
here seens to be that war should
be decl ared on Jews and Arabs as

a formof retaliation. He al so
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suggests, or advocates that they
shoul d not be allowed into the
country.
Later during cross-exani nation she
admts that those two articles are racist by
i nplication.
Dr. Henry does not state that these
articles in their own context are contrary to s. 13.
"DR HENRY: Yes, it seens
to be reprinting news reports in
the first instance about
Canada's role in supporting the
view that there is anti-Israel
| anguage expressed at a UN
conference. Then it also tal ks
about the arrest of a Toronto
teacher who is believed to be an
Islamic terrorist. The first
two articles in the newsletter
then call attention to Canada's
role in fighting terrorismand
in defending Israel. Although

there is no particul ar
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commentary involved here, it
seens obvi ous that the reprint
of these itens are designed to
criticize Canada for its defence
of Israel and its arrest of
suspected terrorists.”

| think that was an exanpl e of how
she was trying to create an i ssue where naybe there was
no issue. Trying to -- expert witness | believe should
be testifying on actual evidence and try to stay away
frominterpreting things and saying, oh, this inplies
this, this inplies that, especially when these are just
reprints of news articles.

Because in the following article
there are the words "Aryan" and "white" again she cones
to all sort of conclusions. Again, this shows her
state of mnd and her biased approach. She does not
state that the article is contrary to s. 13. Later she
admts that this article is racist by inplication.

The next one is, | guess, on page 2,
whi ch is headed WAU Canada, and that is a letter or
nmessage from Wnen for Aryan Unity and the announcenent

is made that a Canadi an chapter of this group is being
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formed and it tells us what this particular
organi zation is about. It works to "unite, educate and
protect our white race.”
It identifies itself as being nade of
a group of "proud nothers who believe in raising our
Aryan children to strong and to fight for our cause.”
The organi zation then, Wnen for
Aryan Unity, clearly again is a white suprenaci st
or gani zati on based on the biological belief on the
superiority of the white or what is referred to here as
t he aryan race.
Again, Dr. Henry has not expl ai ned
why the following article is contrary to s. 13.
"DR HENRY: In the m ddle of
page 3 and it's headed, "In
Response, ARA Report, August
24th", and it relates to the
activities of the Anti-Raci st
Action G oup who were protesting
out side a Montreal courthouse
where one of the warriors,
presumably one of the nenbers of

a white suprenaci st
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organi zati on, were up on certain
charges. The charges | think
were unspecified in the report.”
But she read the information anyways,
she didn't state that the article itself was racist,
she just read the information, either to try to create
sonme kind of prejudice at the Tribunal, even though
| ater on she admts she didn't read every article and
that she only read articles that people directed her to
read. For sone reason, this was one article she read.
Again, Dr. Henry does not explain or
state why that article is contrary to s. 13. M
Mai | | et says:
"That woul d be on page 3 of tab
19.
DR. HENRY: In the m ddle of
page 3 and it's headed "In
Response, ARA Report, August
24th", and it relates to the
activities of the Anti-Raci st
Action G oup who were protesting
out si de a Montreal

courthouse...", et cetera.
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"The charges | think were

unspecified in the report. It

appears that the intent of these

notices is to poke fun and nock

the activities of the ARA, of

the Anti-Racist Organization."

Even though the article had no

commentary to poke fun and nock at ARA, again, she felt
hersel f, | guess, qualified to nake a decision based on
what she didn't know was a m nd set.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Let's be clear

here. | didn't qualify her to nake decisions that the
Tribunal wll be nmaking.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand
t hat .

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And |' m sayi ng |
see your point. Let's be clear on this. The decision
on what qualifies under s. 13 as a violation of that
provision is the Tribunal's, not Dr. Henry's.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand
that, but what I"'mtrying to showis that as an expert
Wi tness she was here to provide expert testinony, not

totry to throw out as nuch information as possible and
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hope one of them sticks.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | forgot exactly
what she was qualified under. She was to provide any
specific information the Tribunal may not have had
regarding, | forgot --

MR A KULBASHI AN: | renenber she
was qualified as an expert in racismand hate
propaganda, |ater which she admtted she was not an
expert in hate propaganda during her interview

THE CHAI RPERSON:. But there was nore
tothat. | specify in ny ruling exactly what sort of
hel p she nmay provide.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | did not include

her telling me hows. 13 is going to be interpreted.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | see your point
exactly.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. But using s. 13
is kind of like -- it's nore |ike | guess a netaphor
because the idea is, like, she did state it was raci st
or it was -- in violation of s. 13 is |like nore our

words rather than her words that we are expl ai ni ng.

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3515

Li ke, her saying it would cause violent effect in
society, et cetera.

THE CHAI RPERSON:.  The deci si on on
whet her a person will be exposed to hatred or contenpt
by reason of the fact that those persons are
identifiable - and now |I' m paraphrasing s. 13 - that's
the Tribunal's mandate.

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand
t hat .

THE CHAI RPERSON:. Rest assured of
t hat .

MR A KULBASHI AN: | understand that
but the reason why | used s. 13 is neaning she did not
state that these would actually fall under that
speci fication.

THE CHAIRPERSON: | think it's
possi ble that this wi tness nay have gone further than
is necessary. The Tribunal wll exercise its own
mandate and not give it up to sonmeone el se.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay, thank you.

The foll ow ng statenent of Dr. Henry
is very noticeable. Although in her previous testinony

she tried to show a neutral approach, this shows that
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she is very biased agai nst the Pal estinians. Wy did
she name specifically the Pal estinians between so many
peopl e.
Al so, she used the word Pal esti ni ans
i nstead of using Palestinian extrem st or nam ng any
or gani zat i on.
This is a generalization of the
entire Pal estinian population which is discrimnatory.
Dr. Henry in her witing says:
"The attack on the Twi n Towers
in New York is the work of...",
that's what she says:
"...is the work of Jews and the
| sraeli Governnent rather than
Pal estinians...",
which is in her own words, this is in her, | guess --
THE CHAI RPERSON:  She nust be
referring here to a text that says that.
MR A KULBASHI AN:  No, no, no, this
is her test when she was reading the --
THE CHAlI RPERSON:  She said this?
MR. A KULBASH AN. -- the brief.

THE CHAI RPERSON: She nust have been
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readi ng sonet hi ng.

MR A KULBASHI AN: It was in her
brief. As it was in the paper that she submtted when
she was doi ng the commentary.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yeah.

MR A KULBASHI AN: In her brief she
said, they are blamng the attack on the Twin Towers in
New York and saying it's the work of Jews and the
| sraeli Governnent rather than Pal estinians.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR A KULBASH AN O even GCsama
Bi nLaden.

"And essentially the nessage
here seens to be that war shoul d
be declared on Jews and Arabs as
a formof retaliation. He also
suggests, or advocates that they
shoul d not be allowed into the
country and those that are

al ready here shoul d be deported,
if not killed."

Dr. Henry al so says:

"Because | suspect that by the
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time of Septenber 14th there had
been specul ation that these two
comunities m ght have had
sonmething to do with the attack.
But, again, |I'mon very shaky
grounds because | don't really
know i f that was the case.”

And this is the answer she gave when
she was asked as to why she clained the Pal estinians,
why she suggested it woul d have been sonebody ot her
than Jews and she suggested that that would be the
Pal esti ni ans.

Agai n, she does not explain how the
foll owi ng can be discrimnatory or contrary to s. 13,
and again used in the context that she didn't state --
say t hings.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, | know.

MR. A KULBASH AN:  Wiich is
purely -- which purely states that we should not get
trapped in other conflicts, as opposed to stating, you
know. . .

Regardi ng the comrents about Israel,

that's the author's opinion about the policy of the
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country. She does not explain again how this can be
di scrim natory.

Dr. Henry says:

"What he's urging in that letter
is that we nust observe a Canada
or Anmerica first policy in order
not to get trapped by other

peopl e's conflicts.

And he notes that both
countries, that is, the United
States and Canada, shoul d cease
letting the Israeli tail wag the
dog of foreign politics.”

Agai n, does not explain why it's
discrimnatory. |If anything, that's a political, if
anything -- but she still does feel a need to coment
on it and does feel a need to say there's an inplied
reason to the article.

Again, in the follow ng she does
explain why M. Paul Fromm s article is contrary to s.
13. Is it discrimnatory stating that Israel's
influence is so strong or just a political statenent,

or facts. Moreover, in her report she calls Paul Fromm
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a white supremaci st with no expl anati on.

contrary to s. 13,

Henry al so says:

article.

Thi s

And

"This suggests..."

is her words:

"This suggests -- | think this
is areference to a filmof that
name, and it suggests to ne
that, again, the influence of
Israel is so strong that foreign
policies of countries like the
United States and Canada are
actual ly being influenced by
it."

think -- is isolationism

that's a question that | posed. Dr.

Thi s

"And it's also in reference to
Septenber 11th. And Davi d Duke
is fairly..."

i s tal king about the David Duke

"David Duke is fairly well -
known, | think for his

i solationist views, and this
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letter also advocates an

i sol ationist foreign policy for
the United States. ..."break
the grip of this Zionist power
in our mdst." Again, there
appears to be the suggestion

t hat behind the tragedy of
Septenber 11th is Zioni st
control and power."

That's what she states. Dr. Henry
does not consider the article "You Have Made Me a Human
Bonb" as a racist one. On the contrary, she
acknow edges that it cones froma human bei ng who has
suffered too nuch

M. Richardson asks her:

"Do you consider this article
raci st?

DR HENRY: | don't think so.
think this is the lanent of a
very, very sad human bei ng who
has suffered a great deal."

Al t hough she had stated she found no

di fference between Tri-City Skins and CE. C. T. sites
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Dr. Henry contradicts herself again and admts that
CECT. is anorecivilized site with no commentari es.

M . Ri chardson asks:
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"And ny very |ast question, once
again, just like the old
guestion, in your opinion, do
you find this would be the kind
of article that you woul d see on
the Tri-City Skins website?

DR HENRY: | don't recal

seeing any articles such as

t hat .

MR RICHARDSON: |'msorry, |
meant -- | wasn't asking if you
did see it, I'masking, in your

opinion, is this the kind of
article you woul d see.

DR. HENRY: No, | think they
tend to deal in nore blatant

kind of material ."

Dr. Henry says:

"Or at least if they printed an

article like this, they would
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make a conmentary perhaps on
it."

Dr. Henry lacks the politica
expertise as well as the psychol ogi cal expertise to
judge the article.

She al so has a narrow range of
general know edge and is biased towards Israel and the
Jewi sh popul ation. She may know t he consequences of
di scrim nati on agai nst people or groups, but definitely
on her own acceptance, she does not have the expertise
to judge the nmessages of those articles. To her own
acknow edgenent, she does not have the expertise to
differentiate between politics and racism especially
in the case of the Palestinian/lsraeli conflict.

Her reasoni ng shows a clear bias
towards Jews and Israel, and because of he bias Dr.
Henry has difficulty differentiating between the words
| srael and anti-Semtism

The foll owi ng statenent regarding the
nunbers of Pal estinians during M. Arafat's funeral is
very sarcastic. This again shows Dr. Henry's bias
agai nst Pal estinians, but nore it shows a pathetic kind

of | ogic.
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M . Ri chardson asks:

"Do you consider what's
happeni ng to Pal estinian peopl e
t oday genocide, in your opinion?
DR. HENRY: | think it's very
difficult to use a general term
to apply to all specific
situations. Genocide al nost

al ways refers to, if not the
total destruction of a people,

t he al nost total destruction of
a people, and I"'mreally not --
| do not know how many

Pal esti ni ans have been killed
and | do not know how many

Pal estinians remain alive, so
therefore, just as an aside,
judgi ng by the funeral of Yasser
Arafat this norning, there are
many, many Pal estinians still
alive, so | have a difficulty in
appl ying the term genocide in

that situation.”
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So, and M. Richardson conti nues:
"So, if Prime Mnister Sharon
passed away tonorrow, is it fair
to say that there would be as
many, if not probably nore,
peopl e at his funeral ?
DR HENRY: | suspect so, yes."
M. Richardson conti nues:
"So, if that would be under the
sane following at all, then the
Jewi sh people did not get w ped
out, they did not come close to
getting wi ped out, so it would
not be a Hol ocaust ?"
| believe that the foll ow up question
by Janes tries to expose to her her own | ogic where she
bl anes peopl e of using the nunbers games, saying a | ot
of Jews are still alive, et cetera, for blam ng the
Hol ocaust, however herself, as an expert on racism she
does not have the sensitivity to, | guess, stay away
fromthat kind of game when trying to determ ne the
answer to a question that M. Richardson asked her

bef or e.
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Stunned by the unexpected answer by
t he above remarks of M. Richardson, Dr. Henry tries to
correct her m stake in an evasive way. She states:

“I think we're all on very, very

mur ky ground here and it's

extrenely difficult, you know,

to make answers to -- that nmake
any sense... "

Now, al so coupled with a news article
that she read, the fact that she had previously
referred to a genocide at Nan-king as Asian Affairs,
believe that Dr. Henry does not have the sensitivity,
even if she is an expert on racism | don't believe she
has the sensitivity to testify in front of a Tribunal
and give such contradicting, | guess, testinony to what
her original intention is -- original purpose is.

The followi ng clearly shows that Dr.
Henry read only partial | guess portions of the sites,
t hose portions that the Comm ssion and the conpl ai nant
t hought woul d be beneficial for their case.

The Chairpersons asks:

"You never actually w tnesses

the site electronically then?
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DR. HENRY: No, | did not.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Only

phot ocopi es or print-outs?

DR. HENRY: Only what was
supplied to ne by the

Commi ssi on, which was text
material and the CD Rom

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh. So, did
you | ook at the CD Romitsel f?
DR HENRY: Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, in that
format at | east you were able to
see the site. So, for instance,
if this site contained any -- at
tab 2, contained any colour in
it, you would have seen it on
your screen?

DR HENRY: | don't think so.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Ri ght, we had
sone evidence fromyou, if
recall, that sonme of the
print-outs where the letters

were cut off at the end and you
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i ndicated that was in the
printing process that you
utilized.

DR HENRY: Yes, yes."

She also admtted to being given

docunents and being pointed to specific articles in the

docunents to read and anal yze.

And |

bel i eve that she

didn't get the entire context when she made a genera

comment about the sites.

The following is related to her

know edge about the sites and their interconnection.

M . Ri chardson asks:

“Now, when you went over the

literature

especi al |y anyt hi ng

related to the Tri-GCty Skins

websi t e,

did you see anything

linking the Tri-City Skins to

the CE.C.T. or the Vinland

Voi ce?"
DR. HENRY: | didn't pay
attention to the links, | only

paid attention to the materi al

that was given to ne."
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kay. The following is
sel f-explanatory. M. Richardson asks:
"Ckay, thank you. Do you
bel i eve that not every nenber of
a group, let's say -- we'll use
Tri-Cty Skins because it's the
best exanple we can use. Not
every menber of Tri-City Skins
shares every ideology with al
t he other nmenmbers?....
DR HENRY: Yes, | think so."
Dr. Henry has only read |Iimted
portions of the websites. She has concentrated only on
a few articles and not on a general picture, but she
then comes to general conclusions regarding the
nmessages on the sites.
When M. Richardson asks her:
"You read the C.E.C. T. website,
or at least the information that
was given to you, and you read
the Tri-City Skins and you read
the Vinland Voice. Wuld you

say there was a difference..."
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She asks:

Between the CE.C.T. and the
Vi nl and Voi ce conpared to the

Tri-City Skins?

that's what he asks, conti nuati on.

Dr. Henry states:

"l can't answer that because |I'm
not aware of any difference.

MR. RI CHARDSON:. Would it be
fair to say that the CE C T.
site was nore political, none of
the pictures and all the bad
stuff, where the Tri-GCty Skins
was nore mlitaristic and
conbative?

DR HENRY: | did not nake that
observation. | was |looking -- |
was followi ng a mandat e of
reviewing these materials in
terms of the way | do analysis
of racism | was not | ooking
for such differences between the

tV\D, n
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The problemw th the questions --
with the way she answers those questions, | believe
that Dr. Henry was controlling her answers and, in
fact, trying to stray away from giving answers that
were, | guess, blatantly beneficial to respondents
case, in fact, she would go as far as conpletely
straying fromthe question itself to make that kind of,
| guess, effort.

To the question of the difference
between TCS and the CE C. T. sites, contradicting
herself again, Dr. Henry admits that the C. E C T.
provi des only basic test.

The Chai rperson asks:

"The suggestion that's being put
to you by M. Richardson is that
there's a distinction between
the two, there's a difference, a
dissimlarity between the two
that is of some significance.

Do you see any significance in
the different nature of the two
groups of docunents?

DR. HENRY: (kay, as you
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clarified, obviously there is a
difference in that one is nore
graphi c, one shows pictures, one
tells jokes, the other one
per haps only provides basic
text."
For some reason Dr. Henry did not
understand the very blatant question that M.
Ri chardson asks, saying would it be fair to say that
C.ECT. site was nore political, none of the pictures
and all the bad stuff, where Tri-City Skins is nore
mlitaristic and nore conbative and she states, | did
not make that observation
| f she clainms she did not nake that
observation, how can she provide an answer to the
Chai rperson's question which was very simlar and woul d
have obvi ously have had to nade that observation
| believe that her testinony was
controll ed and evasive as | stated before.
Al t hough previously she said there
was no difference, the following is a contradiction of
her statenent. Again, the Chairperson says:

"Before we | ooked at two
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websites, now he's suggesting a
nmovenent that pronotes viol ence
and one that espouses the sane

i deas wi t hout vi ol ence,
explicitly so; does that nake a
di fference?

DR HENRY: Yes, | would have to
agree that that nakes a
difference."

This is again commenting on
information between Tri-City Skins and CE.C.T. and if
she felt if there was a difference.

Again, the idea of mlitaristic and
conbative statenents on the Tri-Cty Skins site and the
ot her which she apparently did not |ook at in that
perspective when she was asked by M. Richardson, but
when confronted by the Chairperson she decided to give,
| guess, nore of a correct answer.

Ms Maill et acknow edges that Dr.
Henry was only supplied with partial documents and that
she was given instruction to read only certain
docunents, or articles. But Dr. Henry with a limted

know edge without being able to see the whole picture

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3534

canme to a general conclusion about the sites.

By consequence she coul d not nmake any
di stinction between the Tri-Cty Skins and the
C.ECT., especially that the latter did not pronote
any vi ol ence.

There was anpl e evi dence given
regarding that fact, and especially by her afterwards
when asked agai n by the Chairperson.

THE CHAI RPERSON: We' || try to push
it as far as we can. Maybe we can finish by the end of

t he day your section here.

MR. A KULBASH AN: | don't think
can. The problemis, I will be done soon enough |I can
say, but...

THE CHAI RPERSON:.  You'd like to think
about --

MR A KULBASHI AN. Wl |, because
there's sone issues, there's sonme things | need to
bring in. 1 wll be done, but...

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Actually ny
proposition was going to be to see if we can finish
your witten portion --

MR. A KULBASHI AN. And bring nore
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t onor r ow.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- and tonorrow you
can conpl ete your thoughts, because you must give an
opportunity for M. Ri chardson.

MR. A KULBASH AN. | want to bring
the Vetrovec case and | want to nmake sure that | have
it all.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | want a good
buffer there for M. Richardson to nake his argunents
tonorrow as wel | .

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

For sure, thank you.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And of course the
reply after that. |I'massumng it wouldn't be as |ong
as M. R chardson.

MR RICHARDSON: | won't be nore than
an hour.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's fine.
want to nmake sure there's enough tine for all of you,
okay.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay, thank you.
If I can finish this today, that will be great. | wll

keep the rest for tonorrow, because | don't want to,
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like, break it apart.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, | will give you
a chance to revi ew your notes.

Ms Maill et says:

10
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"I believe so. | believe so.
But she was not specifically
asked to go through that

di scl osure, there were certain
docunents on the websites that
she was asked to review |
didn't have her review every
singl e piece of paper that the

Commi ssion did."

The Chairperson says:

"Did you review closely anyt hing
el se other than the material

that you have referred to in
your report?

DR. HENRY: No.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  So, that
narrows down the docunents that

she's | ooked at."

Regardl ess of that fact, Dr. Henry
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felt that she was | guess in the position to offer a
general statenent about the site. And | believe an
expert is an expert because they have little nore, |
guess, self control, little nmore knowl edge and nore,
guess, discipline in the field that they' re reporting
on, and | don't believe that commenting in general when
she only read a few articles, or coormenting on articles
by saying that they inply things when they' re direct
replications of newspapers or trying to, | guess,

anal yze sonebody's thought process when the article is
posted, | don't believe that that's discipline in her
field.

And | believe that by going further
she shows that not only -- that by her own adm ssion
that she stated, she wasn't an expert in hate
propaganda, | believe that that doesn't nake her an
expert w tness because | believe that she | acks
di scipline to becone an expert w tness.

| nean, a |ot of people can know a
| ot about a lot of | guess fields, like, I know a | ot
about conputers but that doesn't make ne an expert
wi tness unless | have discipline to stay away from ny

own personal biases and nmy own person opinions when |'m
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testifying on what |'m supposed to be testifying on.

Dr. Henry says that she has a

scientific approach analyzing the articles, but she

states that she believes that an article is posted on

that site for a specific reason, which is her own

per ception, not a science.

| ask her:
"I lost nyself there for a
second there too. That
situation where you woul d be
commenting on, | guess, the
avai lability of an article on a
specific site and where you
state that you believed that it
woul d be there for a specific
reason, would that be your
perception of why it would be
t here, your opinion of why it
woul d be there, or the real fact
as to why it would be there?"

And that was the question | asked her

and apparently | think it got cut off, sorry about

t hat .

This is sonething I'Il conplete tonorrow

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3539

In the following, Det. (sic) Henry
has admtted that she has only reviewed a portion of
the articles that were brought to her attention on
Vinland Voice and Tri-City Skins, but Dr. Henry did not
study all the materials on the site. She has read
nothing but the CE C T. website. Al so she has tw ce
admtted that without reading all the materials she
cannot give a general opinion about the intentions of
the website; nanely, Vinland Voice, Tri-Cty Skins and
CECT.

The people that control the site
cannot be held liable unless the site's main intention
is proven to be racist propaganda. Dr. Henry's
testinmony was only a small section of the content of
the websites, therefore only the individual who posted
the article can be held liable, if those articles are
really in violation of s. 13.

| asked:

"Do you believe that you

reviewed all the pages on the
sites that were given to you?
DR HENRY: | reviewed -- no,

didn't review all the pages, |
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reviewed the ones that were
brought specifically to ny
attention to review
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  And
doesn't context refer to the
general picture..."

This is after she makes a comment

about the content of the site. | say:

"And doesn't context refer t
general picture as opposed t
specific picture?
DR HENRY: | believe so.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
you believe that the entire
context needs to be eval uate
order to forma valid -- or

educat ed deci si on on whet her

0O a

0O a

do

din

an

or

not something inplies racismor

sonething inplies -- doesn't
i nply racisnf

DR HENRY: Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | t hought

was all. Well, did you read
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anything on the CE C T.
websi te?
DR. HENRY: No.
The Chai r person asks:
"Let nme rephrase your questions.
We have to nove this along. Do
you think the ability to conduct
a neutral assessment of a series
of docunents, for instance, an
entire website can be nmade when
only presented with excerpts of
t hat website?
DR HENRY: Yes, | do.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  You feel you
can?
DR HENRY: Yes."
This is in contradiction to her
earlier on thing tal king about context, her context.
Dr. Henry admits that there are
t housands of pages of docunents and she did not want to
wast e her energy reading themall.
But again contradiction of her

previ ous testinony, she says that a few articles are
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sufficient to cone to a concl usi on.

Dr. Henry says:
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"My mandate was to exam ne
certain materials to see if they
cont ai ned el enents of racism and
hate, and | read the articles
and anal yzed the materials |
shoul d say that were presented
tome in that light. | think
you should realize that it is
virtually inpossible to take
time and energy out to rad

t housands of pages of

docunentation. ...’

O which the court is aware there

wer e t housands of pages of docunentati on.

"What was provided to nme was
sufficient evidence that the
material contained anti-Senitic,

anti -black and other..." anti -

"...racist kind of ideology."

Again --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ot her racist, not
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anti. You said anti.
MR A KULBASHH AN:  Sorry.
"...other racist kind of
i deol ogy"

Sorry. Again, Dr. Henry
re-contradicts herself and says that the concl usion of
one paragraph at the end nade her change her perception
about a text.

| ask:

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

said it wasn't

“In reading the | ast

article...",

And this is tal king about the article

"You Have Made Me a Human Bomb", when she had

"In reading the last article
that you briefly I guess went
over, | guess the Pal estinian
article, would you consider that
one line at the very end nade a
di fference in how you perceived
the article?

DR. HENRY: | think it was not

only the one line, | think it
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was the | ast two paragraphs.”

The article itself, as the court is
aware -- the Tribunal is aware, is a long article. In
t he begi nning she had cone to the conclusion that the
article as not racist and just by reading the last two
par agr aphs, which were |ike small paragraphs, she
stated --

THE CHAI RPERSON: That was the one
about the individual victim

MR. A KULBASH AN. That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:.  The Pal esti ni an
victim

MR. A KULBASHI AN. And showi ng t hat
by her own adm ssion even little bits of information
can change context.

Dr. Henry admitted that she has only
read a very limted portion of the articles in those
sites and she cones to the conclusion on her assunption
that the rest of the articles were al so racist.

| ask:

"So, would you believe that
getting three -- review ng three

or four pages froma site, would
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gi ve you a general picture of
what the site is about or what
kind of thenme it enconpassed?
DR. HENRY: \When those three,
four, five or however many
articles contain raci st
i deol ogi cal statenents, then
yes."
She admits again that M. Fronm s and
M. Duke's conmentaries aren't racist in the general
context of the newsletter they are, but she has
admtted that she has only read a tiny portion of the
sites again.
Dr. Henry says:

"I didn't say, if you read the

par agr aph, that either the --

what ever comentary of Paul

Fromm or even the conmentary

from David Duke is racism It

is all in the context of the

general context of the

newsl etter in which a tragic act

is imediately blaned on a
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particul ar group of people.”

Agai n, contradicting herself when it

| believe she's al so evasi ve

and has poor nenory or clains to have poor nenory when

ask:

"So, how many of those would you
suggest are not racist on their
own, however the thenme of the
site would indicate they were

pl aced there for racist reasons?
DR HENRY: [|I'mafraid | don't
foll ow that question.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: How many
articles would you say you
roughly comented on?

DR. HENRY: Really, | don't

know.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASH AN: MWy
guestion was in and of itself,
how many articles -- |'m not

tal ki ng about inplications or,
you know, a perception that

sonmeone woul d get - how many

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3547

articles in and of thensel ves
had raci st speech in thenf"

Dr. Henry admitted that a | arge
portion of the articles that she read from Vinl and
Voi ce are racist by inplication.

Dr. Henry - there's a DH - Dr.

Henry --

THE CHAI RPERSON: At one point you
figured it out. WelIl, better |ate than never, | guess.

Is it the only occasion?

MR A KULBASHI AN: |'m about to find
out. No, no, there's nore DH Ch wait it goes back.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl I, I'Il know
that DF or DH means one thing.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Dr. Henry al ways
associates the word Aryan with the events of Germany
whi ch we believe is a very biased and discrimnatory
approach agai nst the Aryan people, as she m ght have
put it, | nmean basically using her own words to
descri be what she did.

Mor eover, her double standards are
apparent in her parallel between Aryan Unity

organi zations and B ' Nai Brith. W have denonstrated
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t hat both have al nost the sanme manifesto. The
following is a biased approach based on generalization
and assunptions and al so we have shown that B Nai Brith
has a nmeaning that states, 'chosen people', in which
case Wnen for Aryan Unity would al so have, like, a
parallel neaning in its name. And for sonme reason she
could find a difference w thout know ng anythi ng about
WAU, Wonren for Aryan Unity group, sonehow she was abl e
to state a difference between one group and the ot her,
even though their mani festos were practically identical
by her own adm ssion and that the nanes were very
sim lar by meaning.
"Aryan Unity in atitle, it
reads white supremacy and it
reads Arianismfromthe
Hitlerian period and it,
therefore,, reads racismto ne."

That's her conment.

Anot her exanple of Dr. Henry's
irresponsi ble opinions with no facts to back them up
and her poor selective nenory. Before expressing her
opi nion, she should at |east refresh her nenory.

| ask -- | state:
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"Ckay. What kind of -- has he
(Paul Fronm ever referred to

ot her races in derogatory terns?
DR. HENRY: |'mnot sure. |
don't...

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
know -- do you renenber what you
read in other people's analysis

at all?"

Because she stated that it was ot her

|l ed her to believe that he was.

"I have already said | don't.
It's been quite a while since |
had to review those materials
and they are not exactly bedtine

| ei sure readings."

Furt her down | ask:

"Now, com ng back to the fact
that you said the chosen people
woul d be in Jew sh scriptures,
woul d that be, | guess, simlar

to the Ku Klux Klan stating that
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in our Bible it says that whites
are superior?

DR HENRY: |'mnot famliar
with the Ku Klux Klan's Bible.
MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Ckay.
Have you ever read -- | hear you
testified at Ku Kl ux Klan Human
Rights trial?

DR HENRY: Many years ago, Yyes.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  \Was
there -- | guess, did you brush
by any religious bigotry that

t hey m ght hol d?

DR. HENRY: | don't really
remenber, it was a very |long
time ago, but | would assune so,

yes.

Further down | say:

"Ckay. Do you consider yourself
to have a good nenory?

DR. HENRY: For certain things I
do and for other things I

don't."

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3551

The questions that | asked her were
all relating to her field, and | believe that expert
evi dence should also rely on history and experience,
and if her menory is not good enough for her own
history and for, like, you know for her own experience,
then | believe she's not an expert wtness.

Another thing is, | did not as
suggested by the conpl ai nant or Comm ssion bring up the
scriptures issue when questioning her in order to
chal l enge her, | brought it up to see what distinction
she made in her analysis of racism between the idea of
scriptures stating that, you know, Jews are superior
and the Ku Klux Klan Bible saying that white race is
superior, and in no way did | inply that one -- you
know, anything, but | just wanted to see how she
differentiated things in her mnd.

Dr. Henry not only has selective
menory, but she is biased and conpletely insensitive to
ot her people's problens. | believe she is only
sensitive to the Jew sh cause.

| ask:

"Wbul d you consider if sonebody

call ed the Hol ocaust a Jew sh
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affair, would that be a form of
raci sn? Wuld that be a form of
mtigating the menory of the

Hol ocaust ?"

And M. Warnman obvi ously obj ect ed:

"Mtigating is quite an

i npreci se term

THE CHAIRPERSON: |'msorry, |
did not quite get that."

| ask:

"Whuld that be mtigating the --
| guess the concept of the

Hol ocaust, in the way, I|iKke,
belittling it?

DR. HENRY: Belittling it, yes,

| would agree with that.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, and
woul d belittling the Hol ocaust
be a form of Hol ocaust denial or
raci snf

DR HENRY: Yes.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASH AN: Did you

refer to genocide at Nan-Kking
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and all the transgressions
related to it as Asian Affairs
inatrial previously?

DR HENRY: Not that | am
famliar wth, no.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
remenber testifying in front of
a panel for Doug Collins, a
journalist?

DR HENRY: | renenber it, but I
don't renenber the specifics,
no.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
remenber filing a report where
you referred to the genoci de of

Nan- ki ng as Asian Affairs?"

And those are the pages that it was

"No, | don't.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
remenber what year you testified
for the Doug Collins case?

DR HENRY: No, | don't.
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MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
have a good nenory?

DR HENRY: M. Kul bashi an, |
do. | lead a very, very busy,
conpl ex, acadeni ¢ and research
life of which testifying is one
smal | part of what | do.

| do not renenber the specifics
of what | said or wote in a
trial that took place 12 years
ago or whenever.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: 12 years
ago, you sai d?"

Now, the funny thing is she said she
had no i dea what happened. So, | think her nmenory
conmes out when she gets angry or when she gets tested.

| ask:

"Do you consider yourself to
have a sel ective nmenory?"

M. Warman obj ects:

"MR. WARMAN:  (Obj ection. The
guestion is solely objective.

M5 MAILLET: Yes, | object. |
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agree absolutely. No need to
insult the wtness.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  No, it's
not insults -- needs to..."

Qoviously I didn't get that question
answered. Now, the thing is that during this part, if
you renenber we showed an article that refreshed her
menory as far as what she said.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  During the
foll ow ng part?

MR. A KULBASHI AN: No, during this
article about the nmassacre at Nan-king, an article from
a newspaper report on her trial where she referred to
t he massacre at Nan-king and the transgressions as
Asian Affairs, actually genocide at Nan-king in fact,
and even though she clainmed in her own -- early on in
her cross-exam nation that that's a form of Hol ocaust
and raci smand that was her acting in the capacity as
an expert at a thing -- a Tribunal hearing for Doug
Col l'i ns.

kay. | say:

"Do you think that Jews are

psychol ogi cal |y denoralized by

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

3556

t he Hol ocaust ?

DR HENRY: | don't think

understand the terns that you're

using. | would prefer to say

that Jews were strongly affected

by the Hol ocaust.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: | guess

that's the way to put it. Do

you know what effects that woul d

have on thenf

DR. HENRY: Yes, they are

bitter, angry, sad, tragic --

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Up to

t his date?

DR HENRY: | think the ol der

generation probably is.”

The follow ng is another exanpl e of
Dr. Henry's doubl e standard approach, with regards to
the statue after 9/11. Wthout checking the facts she
cones to a concl usi on.
| ask:
"Do you know if the statue..."

This is tal king about a statue of
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"Do you know if the statue was
removed as a result of people
conpl ai ni ng?

DR. HENRY: No, | don't.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
woul d you be conmenting on Dr.
WIlliamPierce's reference to
this, | guess, statue purely
based on what he said, w thout
| ooki ng into what events
occurred around the statue, or
what opini ons were expressed
around the statue?

DR HENRY: That's correct.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So, it
woul dn't be in context -- would
you agree it would be out of
context, the actual statue?

DR. HENRY: | commented on his
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coment in the context of his
whol e article which I revi ewed,
| did not check the validity of
his facts in regard to that

st at ue.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  So,
would it be fair to say that by
not checking the validity of the
facts, you made a deci sion that
woul d not have been scientific?
DR HENRY: No, it would not."

Al t hough the Canadi an Parl i anent

voted to recogni ze the Arneni an genocide, Dr. Henry

stil

considers it a conflict, and at the sane tine

conmes to the conclusion about subjects that she has

adm tted of having very little know edge of.

guess,

Dr. Henry says:

“I"mnot an expert on the
Armeni an genoci de, but | believe
it was a conflict between the
Turks and the Arnenians.”

And using the termconflict in the,

you know, instead of genocide, | think it's
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pretty serious in itself.

maybe not .

t hat ,

"' mj ust

| sai

| think there's a typo there,

d:

"Did you just refer to the

genoci de as a conflict between

the Turks and Arneni ans as

opposed to perpetrated by Turks

and Arneni ans - -

or

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You said 'and' and

MR. A KULBASH AN. Sorry, about

l'ike...

"by the Turks on Arnmeni ans?DR

HENRY: No, | believe that's

exactly what history tells us

happened.

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:

It's a

mtigating term it's like a

trivializing term A lot of

peopl e use conflict between

Germans and Jews in order to

refer to the Hol ocaust.
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trivializing term"

And | believe that using the word
conflict, | believe that anybody of Jew sh descent if
they were told that the Hol ocaust was a conflict
bet ween Germans and Jews woul d consider it offensive or
maybe even a form of Hol ocaust denial, in you knowits
extrene sense.

So, Dr. Henry agrees that Israelis
and Jews can be taken in the same context. And | ask:

"Is it possible that in that

case that when the sane person

doesn't recogni ze Israel as a

country, just refers to Israelis

as Jews then?

DR. HENRY: That's possi bl e,
yes."

And this is talking about it's
possible to say that people wite articles saying Jews
they don't necessarily nean Jewi sh peopl e and they
m ght mean what sone people would refer to as Israelis
or, you know, Israeli government or just actually use
the word Pal estinians instead of Pal estinian extrem sts

when she was conmenting on why they weren't blamed for
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t he Septenber 11th attack.

The follow ng is undi sputable
evidence that Dr. Henry was gui ded by the Conmm ssion.
She was pointed to read a few articles fromnunmerous in
the sites. Was this intentional or by m stake, but
this prevents definitely Dr. Henry from expressing her
opi nion about the intention or main intention of those
sites.

| ask:

"But did they tell you what to
read?

DR. HENRY: Certainly the

ones -- there were sone articles
that were pointed, were flagged,
yes.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Those
were the ones you concentrated
on?

DR HENRY: Yes, those were the
ones that | concentrated on.

MR. ALEXAN KULBASHI AN:  Woul d
you say you were gui ded?

DR. HENRY: Well, if you insist
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on using the term | can agree
with you there was sone sort of
framewor k provi ded, but |
woul dn' t --"
| say:
When you -- I'mgoing to skip
this area. That's pretty much
the last one | had. Wen you
refer to straightforward
journalism you didn't happen to
refer to any of the articles
that had no commentary that were
taken from newspapers as
straightforward journalism did
you?
DR HENRY: No, | didn't"."
Even though the articles were as Det.
Wl son testified to and I think M. Warman did, stated
that the articles were taken straight from newspapers.
It is clear that Dr. Henry has not
used any, | guess, science. statistics in her analysis
and nostly relies on her own assunpti ons when she gives

her opi ni on.
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| say:

"does she -- do you have any..."
Sorry, statistics.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Statistics, yes.

MR A KULBASH AN: My eyes are

blurring for sonme reason. | say:
"does she -- do you have any
statistics that you -- is not

necessarily included in here in
the report, but did she rely on
statistics to base a | ot of her
argunment s?

THE CHAI RPERSON: | think you
asked that question, but | don't
mnd hearing it again. D d you
rely on statistics in order to
conme to your findings?

DR. HENRY: No."

Dr. Henry was asked specifically why
she included in her report Kallen's research about the
i npact of hate trials on people. She could not cone
with a reasonabl e answer.

Al t hough many tinmes the question was
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asked but she cones with an evasive question or an
answer. Dr. Henry says:
"That was one of the ideas that
was tal ked about in that
particular article that I have
referenced, yes.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
bel i eve they shouldn't go to

trial and go straight to jail?"

Tal ki ng about racists. |'mjust
trying to wonder why she -- basically since she kept
commenting on why -- that specific articles were put

there with no coomentary but they had an intention, so
nmy question to her was what her intentions were by
pl acing, | guess, Kallen's decision on there -- or
Judge Kallen's article and | stated do you believe --
you know, was the purpose that she believed that
"raci sts" should not go to trial and should go straight
to jail. She states:
"Do | believe?
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: Do you
believe -- go ahead.

MR. WARMAN:  (Obj ection. That
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guestion is abusive, as many
others, and irrel evant.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl | no, and
it is abusive. Do you honestly
expect the witness to say yes to
your question?

MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: | don't
see the rel evance of being

i ncluded in her report then.
THE CHAI RPERSON: | am sorry.
MR, ALEXAN KULBASHI AN: | don't
see the relevance of it being

i ncluded in her report.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's a good
argunment. Bring it up at the

end.

THE CHAI RPERSON: There you go.

we'll take a quick break.

It's critical for us for you to
conplete your witten statenent, you subm ssions and
then all ow you to get to --

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Actually, there's

two nore pages left on Dr. Henry before ny, | guess,
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final remarks. There's just three pages. Should I
just finish themoff today and then do the concl usion
with the rest of the conclusion tonorrow?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That m ght be nore
| ogi cal .

MR A KULBASH AN:  So, we can go to
break and then come back and. .

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Okay, we'll take a
break. Let's not take it too |ong.

REA STRY OFFI CER:  All ri se.
--- Upon recessing at 4:30 p.m
--- Onresumng at 4:45 p. m

REG STRY OFFI CER.  Order, please.

Al rise.

Pl ease be seated.

MR. A KULBASH AN:. Ckay. The
foll ow ng statenent -- should | continue?

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. A KULBASH AN. Ckay. The
foll ow ng statenents about Dr. Henry are
sel f-explanatory. This is kind of detail ed description
of her know edge regarding this case, her biased

approach to the articles.
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ask:

"Ckay, | believe that she does
not have -- that she, of her own
adm ssion, dabbled in certain

t hi ngs and concentrated mainly
on a specific vein in the field
of racism as opposed to getting
a stronger general view of
racism And | believe that from
the testinony we've got in this
case so far and evidence
presented, that there is a nuch
broader aspect -- issue in front
of the Tribunal today than she
can testify to.

She adm tted -- first of all,
actually I wll get into that
first.

She adm tted that raci smal so

i ncluded politics, also includes
a whol e bunch of econom c as
wel | as national issues, et

cetera. Second of all, |
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bel i eve her know edge of racism
her expertise of racismis too
narrow to be able to testify in
this case.”

say:

"Narrow in the sense that, first
of all, she cannot provide an
opi nion on the

| srael i/ Pal estinian issue when
there was | ots of testinony
brought that she admtted to
concentrating particularly on

i ssues with "people of colour”.
She al so stated she had done
sonme extensive studies in the
Hol ocaust, however, as Hol ocaust
specifically as opposed to any
ot her genoci des.

...she also got into an argunent
with ne as to whether or not
anyt hing el se applies as a

Hol ocaust, which | believe to be

a personal bias nore than an

StenoTran



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

gualified as an expert.

3569

i ssue of technicality, because
she did define the word

Hol ocaust as anni hilation of a
race.

For exanpl e, the book Hol ocaust
Denial, seens to be limted to
t he Hol ocaust itself as opposed
to ot her genocides that were
commtted during the 20th
century or even before...et
cetera, et cetera.

| feel that she m ght have gone
outside her field of expertise
and | feel that wold be in the
field of psychol ogy as opposed
to the field of sociology, and |
bel i eve that there was no
evidence put in front of us that

she is an expert in psychol ogy.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | believe that

t hese were argunents that you submitted before she was

MR. A KULBASH AN. |'mreading from
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ny not es.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You're
re-affirmng.

MR A KULBASH AN:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's what |
understand you to be doing.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Ckay, com ng back
to certain other things. 1In her testinony when she was
asked what kind of, | guess, hate propaganda she did
research on, she stated that she didn't do research on
hat e propaganda and she was kind of evasive. In fact,
| can actually find that -- | mght be able to bring it
in tonorrow. For sone reason | copy and pasted,
think it got del eted.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Mm hnm

MR. A KULBASHI AN:  She was ki nd of
evasi ve and then she admtted that she was not an
expert in hate propaganda and at which point M. Chair,
you verified that she had been tendered as an expert in
raci smand hate propaganda and her own adm ssion that
she was not an expert in hate propaganda, | guess,
caused nme to believe that she msled the court in the

very beginning, early stages during the debate to try
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to get the court -- sorry, not the court, the
Tribunal -- try to get the Tribunal to believe she was
an expert in those fields.

| mean, whether or not she's an
expert in racism | guess that's up to the Tribunal to
decide at this point but I don't know about as far as
her being an expert versus being an expert w tness, the
decision is not mne to make, it belongs to the
Tri bunal .

Anot her not abl e thing was her,
guess, her tendency to judge people and events w t hout
any information about them w thout know ng anyt hing
about them or maybe havi ng heard sone peri pheral
i nformati on about them from other parties, which is
contrary to what, | guess, people who are anti-raci st
bel i eve, that people should not be judged before being
seen.

And al so, for exanple, even though
she stated that she didn't know very much about M.
Fromm Paul Frommor Dr. WIliam Pierce or David
Duke -- she had heard a few things about Dr. WIIliam
Pierce and a few things about David Duke -- and ny

case, strong -- as far as M. Fromm goes where she
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stated she had no information at all, she still managed
to call these three individuals and | believe that if
the court decides that she's qualified -- | nmean, the
Tri bunal decides that she's qualified to take the stand
to tal k about racism then | don't understand why the
Tri bunal would also not -- would believe her word over,
say, Dr. WIlliamPierce's because Dr. WIIliam Pierce
seens to be just as qualified as she is in the field of
raci sm

My conclusion -- basically the
previ ous questions and responses fromDr. Henry
confirns that she has done the m nimumresearch for her
report. Moreover, she has cone to this Tribunal
unprepared. She did not want to nake the extra effort
to study the whole picture. To her own acceptance from
t housands of pages she has studied a very few articles
and through her limted scope she reaches general
concl usi ons.

During her whol e process of
testinmony, her biased attitude and approach is apparent
towards certain people, especially Israel and the
Jewi sh popul ation. She has very poor nmenory and a

sel ective nenory. She has not been able to renenber or
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expl ain nost of the specifics on which her report is
based, frequently saying that she does not renenber but
she still defends her views.

Dr. Henry has many times contradicted
her own statenents or refuted them. \Wen she is
cornered in a difficult situation, she is evasive.

Dr. Henry acknow edges that she is
not an expert in politics or psychology. She also
admts that the materials include politics, but still
irrel evant of her know edge she reaches concl usi ons.

The sane al so applies in psychol ogy.
Al t hough her know edge about hate propaganda is
limted - and by her own adm ssion she's not an expert
in hate propaganda - but nevertheless this did not
refrain her expressing her views, opinion nostly based
on assunptions rather than facts.

In her studies, Dr. Henry has
concentrated only on limted and specific portion of
her major. She has not made an effort to w den her
know edge.

But the following is a crucial point,
Dr. Henry has only a very limted know edge about the

websites, nanmely, TCS< W and CECT, to be able to
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assert what is their main thenme. But when she anal yses
each article her opinion is based on inplications vis a
vis the site, rather than analyzing each article inits
own context.

Therefore, we ask the Tribunal
guess not take the view that Dr. Henry is actually an
expert in her field and take her for what she is, nore
of a civilian conmenting on her opinions on racism as
opposed to science and al so disregard her remarks
regarding the Tri-City Skins, Vinland Voice and
CECT. sites. She is not qualified and, noreover,
she does not have enough know edge about those sites to
be able to come to a fair opinion.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, | did qualify
her as an expert, but | think you' re saying that I
should re-visit her evidence.

MR A KULBASHI AN: Yeah re-visit her
evi dence.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And di scount it
for...

MR. A KULBASH AN.  Well, by her own
adm ssion she's not an expert in hate propaganda and

that's by her own adm ssion on the stand.
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| even renmenber exactly where that
was and | remenber the questioning that led to it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:. | have a
recoll ection of that too. | believe -- | can find that
on the transcript. Well, you can bring it to ny
attention tonorrow, if you w sh

MR. A KULBASH AN: Okay. So, that
woul d be ny subm ssions. There isn't nuch left, so..

THE CHAI RPERSON:. There's a reference
to M. Kierl uk.

MR. A KULBASHI AN. Yeah, we're going
to go into that part.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Tonorrow, okay.

MR. A KULBASHI AN.  Well, | guess
sonme of the reference to Kierluk rely on evidence that
really didn't make it into the court, so | guess it's a
better idea to just ignore that.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. So, we
will start with you tonorrow, hopefully it won't be too
long so as not to cut into the time of M. Richardson,
then we'll hear from M. Richardson, and then we wil|
hear reply.

kay, great.
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REG STRY OFFICER: Al ri se.
--- \Wereupon the hearing adjourned at 4:50 p. m,
to resunme on Friday, February 25, 2005

at 9:30 a.m

| HEREBY CERTI FY, to the best of
my skill and ability, that the
foregoing is a true and accurate

transcri pt of the proceedings
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Beverley R Dillabough, C S R
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