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Analysis of the Respondent’s Disclosure (June 2008) 

Anticipated evidence of Mr. Michael Jack (Schedule A): 

 

 

 

(June 2, 2008) (Volume 6, 50):

 

Of interest is that this e-mail appears to be the only e-mail I sent to Sgt. Haennel that the Respondent 
provided in the disclosure. I sent more than one e-mail to Sgt. Haennel during the month of June 2008 and 
received e-mails from him as well.  

If it was the intention of the Respondent to show that they were unbiased in gathering all e-mails from any 
of my personal respondents as well as anyone that had any involvement with me (such is the case of Sgt. 
Haennel since he is not a personal respondent) then why did the Respondent only provide one e-mail out 
of all my e-mail correspondence with Sgt. Haennel?  

It would appear that the Respondent disclosed ONLY 8 e-mails I sent from my Justice account (Volume 1, I-
106 to I-113). I sent way considerably more than 8 e-mails from my Justice account! I sent numerous e-
mails to various OPP officers, yet they are nowhere to be found in the Respondent’s disclosure! 

For example, consider the following e-mails I printed out and saved prior to my termination: 
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Re Break and Enter investigation at Young’s Point Public School (correspondence with Crown Attorney 
Kelly Eberhard) (Exhibit 34b):
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Re: Large illegal drug grow op (letter of commendation from PC Ernie Garbutt) (Exhibit 35):

 

Could the Counsel for the Respondent furnish to the Tribunal a rational explanation as to the reason these 
e-mails along with numerous other e-mails I sent and received in my Justice E-mail account were withheld? 
Where did all the e-mails I sent to various officers disappear to? If it was the intention of the Respondent to 
show that they were unbiased, why did not the Respondent disclose all my e-mails and all my officer’s 
notes?  


