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Part | - Preliminary Public-Interest Briefing on the RCMP Allegations

The following section incorporates the previously prepared public-distribution briefing from this chat,
framed as allegations requiring independent review.

Preliminary Public-Interest Briefing
Allegations Concerning RCMP Drug-Enforcement Communications, Border Narratives, Economic Harm,
and Accountability Risk

Distribution draft - framed for independent review, public accountability, and evidentiary development
Prepared for: Scott Gilbert / Canadian public-interest distribution
Date: June 2026

Core question: Whether RCMP-related drug and border narratives have become materially unreliable,
economically harmful, and resistant to correction, and whether existing accountability mechanisms are
adequate.



1. Executive Summary

This briefing sets out a public-interest allegation that the RCMP, and where relevant CBSA and federal
public-safety decision-makers, have failed to provide Canadians with reliable, accountable, and
measurable drug-enforcement and border-integrity information. The allegations concern three related
themes:

Date-rape-drug / GHB / GBL communications: whether public communications about chemical precursors
create fear or confusion by highlighting sensational labels while failing to give Canadians a precise,
chemically and enforcement-relevant explanation.

Fentanyl supply, border narrative, and enforcement effectiveness: whether public statements and
enforcement announcements obscure the practical question of whether RCMP/CBSA activity reduces
fentanyl availability, street price, potency, deaths, or cross-border flow.

Economic harm and tariff narrative: whether Canadian enforcement narratives, omissions, or failure to
correct misunderstandings contributed to U.S. tariff action or other policy responses despite Canadian
official acknowledgement that fentanyl movement from Canada into the United States is negligible relative
to total U.S. fentanyl seizures.

The most serious version of the allegation is not simply that enforcement underperformed. It is that a
monopoly federal policing institution may have used or tolerated narratives that helped preserve budget,
authority, and institutional status while failing to deliver measurable protection to Canadians. If a causal
link were proven between misleading Canadian public-safety information and large-scale economic loss,
the reputational consequence for the institution would be severe.

2. What Is Alleged
2.1 Allegation A - Public chemical/drug communications may be misleading or sensationalized

The allegation is that enforcement communications around GHB, GBL, 1,4-butanediol, fentanyl precursors,
and related chemicals may use terminology that captures media attention without sufficiently explaining
the true enforcement significance of each chemical, the scale of actual domestic production risk, or the
difference between distinct drug markets.

Public source anchor: In October 2025, CBSA announced seizure of 4,300 litres of precursor chemicals
from China and listed 3,600 L of 1,4-butanediol as a precursor for GHB, "also known as the date-rape
drug,"” 500 L of propionyl chloride as a fentanyl precursor, and 200 L of GBL. [S1]

The public-interest concern is not that the seizure was false. The concern is whether communications of
this kind are used in a way that blurs distinct drug risks, magnifies public fear, or supports funding/policy
demands without a transparent relationship to measurable outcomes.

2.2 Allegation B - Fentanyl enforcement should be judged by market effect, not press-release volume

The allegation is that Canadians should not be asked to assess RCMP/CBSA drug enforcement by seizure
photos, press conferences, or general claims of disruption. A more rigorous test is whether enforcement
changes market conditions:



Does retail fentanyl become harder to obtain?

Does street price rise in a sustained way?

Does potency or contamination fall?

Do overdose deaths, poisonings, or emergency calls fall after enforcement actions?

Is cross-border flow demonstrably reduced, and is the effect traceable to specific operations?

If these outputs are absent or not publicly measured, the allegation is that the enforcement system may
reward symbolic activity instead of results. This is especially serious where the same institution asks for
expanded funding or powers after demonstrable failure.

2.3 Allegation C - Canadian fentanyl-border narratives may have contributed to U.S. tariff harm

The allegation is that official or tolerated narratives about Canadian fentanyl and border integrity may
have helped create or preserve a U.S. policy rationale for tariffs against Canada, even though Canadian
official reporting later characterized the volume of fentanyl moving from Canada into the United States as
negligible.

Public source anchor: Canada's Fentanyl Czar interim report states that, based on U.S. Customs and Border
Protection data since 2022, about one tenth of one percent of fentanyl seizures are attributed to the
Northern U.S. Border or crossing into the United States from Canada. [S2]

Public source anchor: A White House fact sheet announcing tariffs said the administration was imposing
tariffs on Canada, Mexico, and China to hold them accountable for halting illegal immigration and
stopping fentanyl and other drugs from flowing into the United States. [S3] The Federal Register published
Executive Order 14193 under the title "Imposing Duties To Address the Flow of Illicit Drugs Across Our
Northern Border." [S4]

The damages theory advanced by Scott Gilbert estimates potential economic fallout at approximately $200
billion. This briefing treats that amount as an allegation requiring economist review, not as a verified
finding. The claim would require proof of: (1) misleading or materially incomplete Canadian enforcement
narratives; (2) U.S. reliance or contribution to U.S. policy; (3) tariff-related economic damage; and (4)
causation attributable to the Canadian policing/public-safety information environment.

2.4 Allegation D - Accountability failure due to institutional monopoly

The allegation is that the RCMP faces weak practical competition in federal policing. It can fail on drug
enforcement, organized crime, financial crime, or border-integrity outcomes while still receiving more
resources because no market replacement mechanism exists. This does not mean the RCMP is literally
"communist" in an ideological sense. The more precise claim is that it is a state monopoly with limited
outcome discipline, limited competitive pressure, and limited personal accountability for senior strategic
failure.

Public source anchor: Public Safety Canada describes the RCMP as enforcing more than 250 federal
statutes, conducting international policing activities, and upholding border integrity and the security of



significant government-led events, officials, and dignitaries. It describes federal policing as addressing the
most serious and complex criminal threats through prevention, detection, and investigation. [S5]

3. Why the Allegations Matter

These allegations matter because the RCMP is not an ordinary agency. Its public statements shape media
narratives, budgets, Canadian-U.S. relations, border policy, organized-crime strategy, and public
confidence in the rule of law. Where the RCMP or a partner agency communicates about fentanyl, date-
rape drugs, precursor chemicals, or the border, Canadians reasonably treat those statements as
authoritative.

If those statements are incomplete, strategically framed, or not corrected when misleading impressions
arise, the harm can compound across multiple systems:

Families may misunderstand real drug-market risks.

Parliament may allocate money based on symbolic rather than measurable enforcement claims.

U.S. decision-makers may accept or amplify simplified border narratives.

Canadian businesses and workers may suffer economic harm from policy built on defective premises.

Rank-and-file RCMP members may experience morale damage when the public loses trust in the
institution as a whole.

4. Public-Source Baseline Facts

5. Scale of Potential Institutional Risk
The allegations should be assessed on a sliding scale. Their seriousness depends on evidence, not rhetoric.

6. Comparison to Prior RCMP Touchpoints

The following comparators do not prove the allegations. They show how Canadian institutions have
previously treated RCMP failures or controversies when the issue moved from individual misconduct to
systemic public confidence.

7. Legal and Accountability Framework
7.1 Criminal Code provisions that could become relevant if evidence supports them

This document does not assert that an offence has occurred. It identifies legal categories that may be
relevant if independent evidence establishes dishonest public representations, abuse of office, or
deprivation of the public.

Criminal Code fraud, s. 380: every person who, by deceit, falsehood, or other fraudulent means, defrauds
the public or any person of money, property, valuable security, or services commits fraud. [S12]

Breach of trust by public officer, s. 122: every official who, in connection with the duties of office, commits
fraud or breach of trust is guilty of an offence. [S13]



The evidentiary threshold for criminal liability is high. A criminal theory would require more than policy
failure. It would require proof of dishonest conduct, fraud, breach of trust, intent, recklessness, wilful
blindness, or other elements required by law.

7.2 Public inquiry and oversight tools

Where the issue is systemic and evidence is held by government, a public inquiry or parliamentary
process is usually more realistic than asking a private citizen to prove the full case alone.

Federal Inquiries Act: commissioners may be appointed by Governor in Council, and commissioners have
powers to summon witnesses and require production of documents. [S14]

CRCC public complaints: Canadians may make complaints about on-duty conduct of RCMP members; the
CRCC can review complaints where the complainant is dissatisfied with RCMP handling. [S15][S16]

ATIP / access-to-information requests: should be used to seek briefing notes, communications plans,
internal risk assessments, emails concerning fentanyl-border claims, GHB/GBL communications, and
tariff-related intergovernmental communications.

Parliamentary review: the Standing Committee on Public Safety and National Security, the Auditor
General, or a special committee could request documents and testimony.

8. What Evidence Would Prove or Disprove the Allegations
The allegations should be reduced to testable questions. The public should not be asked to accept either
the RCMP's narrative or the critic's narrative on trust alone.

9. Assessment of the $200 Billion Economic-Harm Theory
The $200 billion figure should be presented as a damages hypothesis, not a proven amount. Its usefulness
is as a headline indicator of possible national scale, not as a litigation-ready damages calculation.

For the figure to become credible in Canadian public debate, an economist or trade-policy expert would
need to separate:

direct tariff effects on exports, imports, prices, investment, and output;
retaliatory tariffs and supply-chain effects;

lost investment due to policy uncertainty;

regional and sectoral impacts;

what portion, if any, can be attributed to drug/border representations rather than broader U.S. trade
strategy.

The strongest responsible formulation is: "If Canadian public-safety narratives materially contributed to
tariff action despite Canada's own data showing northern-border fentanyl volumes were negligible, then
the economic consequences may be national in scale and warrant independent inquiry."



10. Distribution Language Recommended
For Canadian public distribution, the language should be serious, testable, and legally careful. Avoid
claiming that named people are criminals unless charges or findings exist. Use formulations like:

"The public record raises a serious question."
"This allegation requires independent review."

"The issue is not whether all officers acted improperly; it is whether the institution's leadership and
communications systems produced misleading public narratives."

"The relevant test is not press releases; it is measurable impact on supply, price, deaths, border flow, and
economic harm."

"If internal records show knowledge after warning, the matter becomes much more serious."

Suggested concise public statement:

11. Requested Remedies and Next Steps

Preservation notice: request that RCMP, CBSA, Public Safety Canada, Privy Council Office, and Global
Affairs Canada preserve fentanyl, GHB/GBL, tariff, border-integrity, and precursor-chemical
communications records.

Independent review: seek an inquiry or parliamentary review with document-production powers into
drug/border public communications and measurable enforcement outcomes.

Data release: require publication of longitudinal fentanyl price, availability, overdose, precursor, seizure,
and cross-border data sufficient for external review.

Correction protocol: require public correction where media or political narratives overstate Canadian
northern-border fentanyl flow or conflate distinct chemicals/drug markets.

Economic assessment: commission an independent economist to quantify tariff-related loss and determine
whether public-safety narratives contributed.

Whistleblower / complainant protection: ensure critics and complainants are not threatened, chilled,
surveilled, or retaliated against for lawful public-interest speech.

12. Conclusion

The allegations are serious because they attack the legitimacy of a national policing institution, not
because they are already proven. The public record supports several threshold questions: Canada itself
has stated that fentanyl volumes from Canada into the United States are negligible relative to total U.S.
fentanyl seizures; U.S. tariff materials linked duties to illicit-drug flow across the northern horder;
CBSA/RCMP-related communications have used highly charged drug language around precursor
chemicals; and prior RCMP scandals show that systemic failures can persist until external review compels
disclosure.



The correct democratic response is not automatic acceptance of the allegations or automatic defence of the
RCMP. The correct response is independent testing: documents, data, expert review, public hearings
where appropriate, and accountability if the facts support it.
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Tables from the preliminary public-interest briefing

Table 1

Important evidentiary notice: This document summarizes allegations and risk analysis. It does not state that the RCMP, CBSA, any
named official, or any individual officer has committed a crime. The purpose is to identify issues that merit independent review,
disclosure of records, correction where necessary, and public-interest scrutiny.

Table 2

Key distribution position: The appropriate ask is an independent review, not a public declaration of guilt. The review should test
whether public drug/border narratives were accurate, whether decision-makers were warned of defects, whether corrections
were refused or delayed, and what economic or public-safety harm followed.

Table 3

Issue

Public-source baseline

Relevance

Northern-border fentanyl volume

Canada's Fentanyl Czar report says
volumes from Canada into the U.S. are
negligible and about one tenth of one
percent of fentanyl seizures since 2022.
[S2]

Supports the question whether tariff-
level concern over Canada was
proportional to evidence.

U.S. tariff rationale

White House/Federal Register materials
linked duties on Canadian imports to
illicit drugs across the northern border.
[S31[84]

Creates the economic-causation question.

Chemical seizure communication

CBSA listed 1,4-butanediol as a GHB
precursor and used the phrase "date-rape
drug"; it also listed propionyl chloride as
a fentanyl precursor and GBL. [S1]

Supports analysis of whether
communications may sensationalize or
blur distinct risks.

RCMP federal mandate

Federal policing covers serious organized
crime, financial crime, cybercrime,
national security, federal laws, and
border integrity. [S5]1[S6]

Establishes institutional responsibility
area.

Public trust baseline

RCMP-commissioned research reported
trust/confidence in the RCMP's
contribution to public safety declined
from 74% in 2018-19 to 53% in 2021-22,
rising to 58% in 2022-23. [S7]

Shows reputational fragility before new
allegations.




Table 4

Scenario

Evidence level

Potential RCMP risk

Comparable severity

Public allegations only

Website, video, emails; no
official validation

Low to medium

Activist controversy

Data critique gains attention Charts showing no market- Medium Cullen-style
price, supply, or public-health underperformance concern
effect from enforcement
Documents show internal Briefings, emails, complaints, | High Arar / institutional-trust class
knowledge or reports showing officials
knew the public impression
was misleading
Independent inquiry confirms | Formal findings that public Very high Portapique / Bastarache /
misleading narratives drug/border narratives were Cullen-plus
materially incomplete or
misleading
Proven causal link to major Economist-supported finding Extreme Mandate-reform / McDonald
economic harm that misleading narratives Commission-level risk
contributed to tariff/GDP loss
Table 5
. L. Severity relative to current
Touchpoint Known public issue Why comparable

allegations

Cullen Commission - money
laundering

RCMP money-laundering
investigations in B.C. received
very little attention;
important investigations
including B.C. casino money-
laundering investigations
were terminated. [S8]

Most direct comparison for
failure to address
sophisticated
financial/organized crime.

Comparable if the allegation
becomes proven systemic
underperformance; lower if
no misleading narrative is
proven.

Merlo-Davidson / Bastarache

3,086 claims filed; 2,304
compensated; $125.4M in
compensation awards. [S9]

Benchmark for systemic
institutional culture and
morale damage.

Comparable for morale
damage if a pattern of
leadership failure is
established.

Nova Scotia mass casualty /
Portapique

22 people lost their lives and
three others were injured;
RCMP acknowledged need to
respond to commission
recommendations. [S10]

Benchmark for public-safety
trust collapse after
operational/communication
failure.

More emotionally severe;
current allegations could be
broader economically if
proven.

Maher Arar

Commission examined actions
of Canadian officials and
made 23 recommendations
after a cross-border security
failure. [S11]

Benchmark for harmful cross-
border information
consequences.

Highly comparable if
Canadian
information/narratives
influenced U.S. policy in a
harmful way.

McDonald Commission /
Security Service legacy

Historical example where
RCMP security abuses
contributed to structural
separation of intelligence
functions into CSIS.

Benchmark for mandate-loss
risk when state-power abuse
is proven.

Only comparable if deliberate
deception or abuse of power
is established by inquiry.

Table 6

Issue to test

Evidence needed

What would strengthen the allegation

Fentanyl supply/price effect

data

Longitudinal street price, availability,
overdose, seizure, lab, and import/export

budgets

No measurable price/supply impact
despite major announcements and

Border narrative accuracy

Briefings comparing Canadian-to-U.S.

Internal documents acknowledging




fentanyl flow with Mexico/southern Canada is negligible while public
border and domestic U.S. sources messaging suggests major risk
Date-rape-drug communications Drafts, media lines, scientific reviews, Documents showing sensational
and approvals for GHB/GBL/1,4- language was chosen despite warnings it
butanediol language could mislead
Tariff causation U.S. policy documents, diplomatic Evidence that Canadian officials failed to
correspondence, Canadian briefings, correct or helped perpetuate a false
economic studies premise that influenced tariffs
Institutional knowledge Complaints, emails, internal memos, Warnings were received and not
meeting notes, ministerial briefings corrected; communications continued for
institutional advantage

Table 7

Canada deserves an independent review of whether RCMP and related federal drug-enforcement communications have
accurately represented fentanyl, GHB/GBL, precursor chemicals, border risk, and enforcement effectiveness. The issue is not
whether drugs are dangerous; they are. The issue is whether the public was given a reliable account of the problem, whether
enforcement outcomes were measured honestly, and whether misleading narratives contributed to economic harm, including
tariff risk. If the records show the institution knew its public framing was materially incomplete and failed to correct it, the matter
should be treated as a national accountability issue.

Part Il - Communications Strategy and Public Resonance

Prompt context: Assessment of a proposed “Washington, if you are listening” video/speech
connecting RCMP allegations, Trump, border security, and Canadian public opinion.

It could resonate with Trump-aligned media logic, but it would probably not resonate with the Canadian
public as written.

My read

For Trump / U.S. populist media: Yes, parts of it could get attention: drugs, border failure, China, corrupt
bureaucracy, “you’re fired,” weak Canadian institutions, and U.S. federal law enforcement outperforming
Canadian agencies. That is in Trump’s rhetorical lane.

For Canadians generally: No, the “join America / 51st state / Washington if you’re listening” framing would
likely backfire badly. Polling has shown Canadians overwhelmingly oppose annexation: Ipsos reported
79% opposition in October 2025, and earlier polling also showed strong opposition. Angus Reid also found
most Americans were not enthusiastic about annexation either: 60% had no interest, while another 32%
supported it only if Canadians wanted it.

The biggest problem with the proposed opening

“Washington, if you’re listening” is attention-grabbing, but it carries baggage. It echoes Trump’s “Russia, if
you’re listening” line. That gives critics an easy way to frame the video as asking a foreign power to
intervene in Canadian domestic policing.

That would distract from your strongest argument, which is: Canada needs independent, evidence-based
federal-policing accountability because institutional failure in drug enforcement, financial crime, and
public trust has serious economic and public-safety consequences.
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That argument can stand on its own. The annexation/foreign-rescue framing makes it easier for people to
dismiss the whole thing as political theatre.

The Ryan Wedding point needs precision
You should not say Trump’s “single arrest” did more than RCMP/CBSA unless you can support that
carefully.

The public record is more complicated. The RCMP said in November 2025 that RCMP and FBI worked
together for 24 months on the Wedding-linked network, and that Wedding remained wanted by both the
U.S. and Canada at that time. The U.S. DOJ announced in November 2025 that Wedding was the lead
defendant in a major indictment and had been placed on the FBI Ten Most Wanted list, with a reward
increased to $15 million. In January 2026, media reports said Wedding was in U.S. custody after
surrendering at the U.S. embassy in Mexico City, with U.S. officials calling it a major enforcement win.

A stronger formulation would be: “The Ryan Wedding case appears to show that U.S.-led enforcement
pressure can produce results on Canadian-linked transnational organized crime that Canadian institutions
alone have not produced at comparable public scale.”

“Communist threat” is rhetorically useful but strategically risky

As a metaphor, I understand what you mean: monopoly agency, no market discipline, failure rewarded
with more funding, no competitor, no effective accountability. That critique is coherent.

But calling the RCMP a “communist threat” will sound unserious to many Canadians unless you explain it
as a metaphor: “I do not mean communist in the literal ideological sense. I mean a monopoly state
institution insulated from competition, failure, market discipline, and meaningful public accountability.”

That framing is sharper and harder to dismiss.

What would work better

The message most likely to resonate beyond your existing audience is: “Federal policing in Canada has
become an unaccountable monopoly. When it fails on drugs, financial crime, corruption, or border
integrity, there is no competing institution to replace it and no market mechanism to punish failure. The
result is public danger, economic damage, and loss of trust.”

That could appeal to Canadian civil-liberties people, conservatives angry about crime and spending,
libertarians angry about monopoly state power, U.S. border-security voices, anti-corruption media, people
worried about China/organized crime influence, and people skeptical of institutional self-investigation.

The annexation argument narrows the audience dramatically.

If RCMP threats are real

If you receive identifiable threats from anyone claiming to be RCMP or acting in an official capacity,
preserve the evidence: screenshots, audio, timestamps, phone numbers, emails, vehicle plates, witnesses,
and location data. The CRCC is the civilian complaint body for RCMP conduct, and the RCMP’s own public-
complaint page says people can seek CRCC review if dissatisfied with RCMP handling.
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Bottom line
Would it resonate with Trump? Possibly, if compressed into a sharp border/drug/China/accountability
narrative.

Would it resonate with Canadians? Much less likely if the conclusion is “join America as the 51st state.”
Most Canadians will reject the remedy before hearing the evidence.

Best strategic version: Lead with Canadian institutional failure, not American annexation. Use Trump only
as a contrast point: “If American federal enforcement can produce results on Canadian-linked organized
crime that Canadian institutions failed to produce, Canadians deserve to ask why.”

That is a stronger argument than asking Washington to solve Canada.

Part Il - Comparison With Prior RCMP Scandals and Institutional Risk

Prompt context: Comparison of the date-rape-drug, fentanyl, tariff/GDP, and economic-sabotage
allegations to prior RCMP scandals and risk to public confidence.

Your RCMP allegations, if framed carefully, would fall into the highest-risk category only if evidence shows
institutional knowledge, misleading public representations, and measurable national harm. Without that
proof, they remain serious allegations but not yet comparable to the largest RCMP scandals.

The reason they could become unusually damaging is that they combine three separate trust failures:
public-safety failure - fentanyl, GHB/date-rape-drug framing, overdose risk; truthfulness failure - whether
public claims were accurate, selective, or politically useful; and economic-security failure - whether
Canadian enforcement narratives contributed to tariffs, lost GDP, or reputational/economic harm.

Most RCMP scandals damage one lane. Your theory tries to connect crime, drugs, border integrity, U.S.
relations, GDP, and institutional deception. If proven, that is bigger than a normal misconduct scandal.

Anchor point: RCMP trust is already weakened

RCMP-commissioned research reported that Canadians’ trust and confidence in the RCMP’s contribution to
public safety declined from 74% in 2018-19 to 53% in 2021-22, then rose only to 58% in 2022-23. The same
research found that concerns about accountability, operational response, racial profiling, Portapique/Nova
Scotia, and handling of sexual/domestic-violence issues affected public trust.

That matters because the institution is not starting from a high-trust reserve. A new national scandal
would land on already-soft ground.

Comparison to prior RCMP crises

Compared to your

RCMP touchpoint Core issue Scale Institutional damage .
allegations

Pension/insurance internal fraud, abuse, internal/financial medium-high Your theory is
scandal management failure potentially larger
because it alleges
national public harm,
not internal benefit-
plan abuse.

Cullen money- law-enforcement provincial/national high Closest comparator to

12



laundering findings

inattention to complex
financial crime

your “RCMP cannot
handle sophisticated
financial crime”

Commission / RCMP
Security Service abuses

activity; led to CSIS
creation

argument.
Merlo-Davidson/ decades of sexual national/internal very high Comparable for
Bastarache harassment/discrimina | culture morale/culture
tion inside RCMP damage; your theory
could be higher
externally if tied to
deaths/economy.
Maher Arar bad intelligence/info- national/international very high Comparable if your
sharing contributing to case shows misleading
torture abroad information with cross-
border consequences.
Nova Scotia mass operational and national/public safety very high Comparable for public-
shooting / Portapique communication safety trust; your
failures in mass theory could exceed it
casualty event economically if proven.
Air India intelligence/policing/ national/historic extreme Air India remains
security failures higher in human
around terrorism tragedy; your theory
could be comparable
only on
systemic/national-
security scale.
McDonald illegal state-security existential/structural extreme Benchmark for a

scandal that can strip
mandate from the
RCMP. Your theory
reaches this level only
if deliberate
deception/abuse of
state power is proven.

Key comparators

Cullen Commission / money laundering - closest policy comparator

The Cullen Commission found that without a dedicated unit, RCMP money-laundering investigations were
subject to federal prioritization pressures, resulting in money laundering and proceeds-of-crime

investigations receiving very little attention, with important B.C. casino money-laundering investigations

terminated.

That is close to your argument because it says: the RCMP structure underperforms on complex financial
crime, even when the harm is enormous. Your fentanyl/tariff/GDP theory would be more severe than
Cullen if you could show the RCMP did not merely neglect a file, but actively produced or enabled a
misleading public narrative that caused national economic harm.

Merlo-Davidson/Bastarache - closest morale/culture comparator

The Bastarache report is one of the most damaging RCMP culture documents. It said sexual harassment
and assault harmed victims and undermined the reputation of the RCMP as a policing organization, found
a toxic culture tolerating misogynistic and homophobic attitudes, and concluded that change could not
come from within the RCMP. It also involved 3,086 claims, 644 interviews, and 2,304 compensated

claimants.
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This is a high bar. Your allegations would match or exceed this only if they produced a comparable factual
record: many affected people, internal notice, repeated failure to correct, and an independent finding of
systemic misconduct.

Nova Scotia mass shooting - closest public-confidence comparator

The Mass Casualty Commission / Portapique issue caused enormous damage because it involved public-
safety failure under emergency conditions. Reporting on the final report described a cascade of failures, a
gunman in a replica RCMP vehicle killing 22 people over more than 13 hours, delayed public warnings,
communications failure, and a finding that systemic RCMP changes were needed to restore trust.

Your allegations would not match Portapique emotionally unless there is a direct body-count linkage, but
fentanyl deaths create a different kind of public-safety scale. If the argument becomes “institutional drug-
enforcement narratives worsened overdose policy and economic policy,” that becomes a national
systemic-trust issue.

Maher Arar - closest cross-border consequence comparator
The Arar Commission examined Canadian officials’ actions relating to Maher Arar while he was detained
in the U.S,, deported to Syria, imprisoned, and later returned to Canada, and issued 23 recommendations.

This matters because your allegation also depends on cross-border consequences: Canadian law-
enforcement information, U.S. interpretation, and resulting harm. If your evidence showed Canadian
policing narratives materially contributed to U.S. tariffs or misdirected U.S. policy, Arar is a better
comparator than an ordinary policing scandal.

Air India - upper-bound historical comparator

Air India remains one of the gravest Canadian security failures. Public Safety Canada’s review called it a
Canadian catastrophe, said the conspiracy was conceived, planned, and executed in Canada, and said 331
people were murdered. It also described it as the worst encounter with terrorism Canada had
experienced.

Your allegations are not comparable to Air India on immediate human tragedy. They could become
comparable only in the sense of long-term national-security failure plus institutional inability to self-
correct.

Where your specific allegations sit

Date-rape-drug / GHB / GBL framing
This is potentially severe because it touches sexual violence, chemical-risk communication, and public
trust in drug-enforcement press releases.

The public factual anchor is that CBSA/RCMP announced a 2025 seizure of 4,300 litres of precursor
chemicals from China, including 3,600 L of 1,4-butanediol, described as a precursor for GHB, “also known
as the date-rape drug,” plus 500 L of propionyl chloride as a fentanyl precursor and 200 L of GBL.

If your allegation is that RCMP/CBSA communications blurred GHB/GBL/date-rape-drug chemistry into
fentanyl narratives for political or budgetary reasons, the reputational risk is medium-high. If evidence
showed intentional manipulation after internal correction, it becomes very high.
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Fentanyl supply and price

This is high-risk if you can show measurable failure: enforcement announcements not reducing supply,
price, potency, availability, or deaths.

Canada’s Fentanyl Czar report says the U.S. imposed tariffs in February 2025 under the stated rationale
that fentanyl and other illicit drugs crossing the northern border contributed to the U.S. public-health
crisis, but it also says fentanyl volumes moving from Canada into the U.S. are “negligible,” about one tenth
of one percent of U.S. fentanyl seizures since 2022.

That creates a powerful question: if the northern-border fentanyl flow was negligible, why did the issue
become economically catastrophic enough to support tariff policy? But to pin that on RCMP, you would
need a causal chain: RCMP statements, U.S. policy reliance, tariff action, and quantifiable GDP loss.

Economic sabotage / Trump tariffs / lost GDP
This is the most explosive claim, but also the hardest to prove.

If you allege $200B in GDP damage, that would exceed nearly every prior RCMP scandal in economic scale.
But reputationally, it only reaches crisis level if backed by economist analysis, documentable public
statements, U.S. policy references, and evidence that RCMP/CBSA materially caused or failed to correct the

false premise.

Right now, I would describe it as: potentially extreme if proven; currently high-risk rhetoric unless
converted into a documented causation model.

Risk-level estimate

Scenario

Evidence level

Reputation risk to RCMP

Comparable scandal level

Public allegations only

website/videos/emails, no
official validation

3-4/10

normal activist controversy

causing tariff/GDP harm

knowledge, economic loss

Mathematical/data critique credible charts showing 5-6/10 Cullen-style policy failure,

gains attention enforcement failure or localized media risk
misleading claims

Documents show RCMP knew | emails, briefings, FOI, internal | 7-8 /10 pension scandal / Arar-

claims were misleading warnings adjacent trust failure

Independent inquiry confirms | official report validates 8-9/10 Portapique / Bastarache /

misleading drug/border general theory Cullen-plus

narrative

Proven deliberate deception causal finding, senior 9.5-10/10 McDonald Commission /

mandate-loss territory

Impact on morale and individual members
The morale risk is not just “people criticize the RCMP.” It is that rank-and-file members become publicly
associated with a national narrative they did not personally create.

A scandal like this would tell members: the public may view RCMP drug enforcement as performative;

federal policing leadership may be blamed for national economic harm; ordinary members may be

distrusted when speaking about fentanyl, border integrity, or organized crime; local police work may be

contaminated by federal-level credibility loss; members may feel they are being asked to defend
institutional narratives they did not design; and recruitment and retention could suffer among people who
do not want to join a brand seen as politically captured or ineffective.




My bottom-line assessment
Your allegations are potentially larger in economic scope than most prior RCMP scandals, but currently
weaker in evidentiary status unless supported by records, expert analysis, and a causal chain.

The strongest comparison is Cullen Commission for failure on sophisticated financial crime; Arar for
harmful cross-border information consequences; Portapique for public-safety trust collapse; Bastarache
for systemic culture and morale damage; and McDonald Commission only if deliberate state-power abuse
or deception is proven.

The risk ceiling is very high because your allegation is not just “RCMP failed.” It is: RCMP/CBSA drug
narratives may have misled Canadians and Americans, failed to reduce drug harm, contributed to
tariff/economic damage, and exposed a monopoly policing institution unable or unwilling to self-correct.

That is a national institutional legitimacy allegation.

Part IV - Bastarache Report: Context, Findings, and Structural Response

Prompt context: Explanation of the Bastarache Report, whether it was a public inquiry, when it
occurred, and whether meaningful structural correction followed.

The Bastarache Report was the final report from former Supreme Court of Canada justice Michel
Bastarache arising out of the Merlo-Davidson RCMP class-action settlement. It was not a public inquiry in
the full statutory sense. It was an independent assessor’s report produced under a Federal Court-approved
settlement process for women who experienced gender- and sexual-orientation-based harassment and
discrimination while working in the RCMP.

Was it a public inquiry?
No.

It was not like the Mass Casualty Commission or the McDonald Commission, where a public inquiry has
broad statutory powers, public hearings, subpoena authority, a public evidentiary record, and a mandate
to investigate institutions.

It came from a class-action settlement. Public Safety Canada describes the Merlo-Davidson settlement as
covering gender and sexual-orientation-based harassment and discrimination of female RCMP members
and public-service employees from 1974 to 2017. In 2017, the Federal Court approved a settlement creating
a confidential and independent claims process and compensation scheme overseen by Bastarache as
Independent Assessor.

So the report was public, but the process behind it was largely confidential compensation review, not a
public inquiry.

When did it happen?

The settlement was approved in 2017. Claims were filed between August 2017 and May 2018. The final
report, titled “Broken Dreams Broken Lives: The Devastating Effects of Sexual Harassment on Women in
the RCMP,” was publicly released on November 19, 2020. Public Safety Canada’s briefing says 3,086 claims
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were filed, 2,304 claimants were entitled to compensation, and total compensation payments were about
$125.4 million.

The report itself says 3,086 claims were received, 644 interviews were conducted, and 2,304 claimants
were compensated.

What did Bastarache find?

It was devastating. Bastarache concluded that the RCMP had a toxic culture tolerating misogyny and
homophobia. He wrote that claimants’ accounts showed how RCMP values were undermined by a toxic
culture tolerated by members and leaders.

He also concluded that the problem was not isolated to a few bad actors. The report says sexual
harassment and discrimination based on gender and sexual orientation were found at every level of the
RCMP and in every geographic area of Canada.

Most importantly, Bastarache said the RCMP could not be trusted to reform itself internally. The report
states that “change cannot come from within the RCMP” and must be initiated from external sources.
Public Safety’s summary later put it this way: the report found strong reasons to doubt that the RCMP had
the capacity or will to make the necessary changes, and that true change required independent external
pressure.

What structural changes happened after?

There were changes, but they were mostly internal modernization plus semi-external oversight, not a full
structural break.

The biggest concrete change was the creation of the Independent Centre for Harassment Resolution, or
ICHR. It began operating in June 2021. It was designed to move harassment-resolution work outside the
ordinary chain of command, standardize timelines, improve trust, and use external investigators. The
RCMP’s current description says the ICHR is a centralized unit whose objectives include keeping the
harassment process outside the chain of command and free of bias or conflict of interest.

The federal government also funded reforms. Public Safety says the RCMP received $32.9 million over five
years, plus $8.2 million ongoing, to create the ICHR, and the 2021 budget allocated $75 million over five
years, plus $13.5 million ongoing, to address systemic racism and related discrimination issues.

There was also the Management Advisory Board. Public Safety described it as an external advisory body
created to advise the Commissioner on management, administration, modernization, and workplace
culture. Its 2023-24 annual report says the Board’s public transparency role was strengthened after the
Mass Casualty Commission, and that its advice and RCMP responses are now published online.

But there is an important limit: the ICHR was not fully externalized. The Management Advisory Board
advised in 2022 and again in 2023 that the ICHR should have independent investigators and adjudicators
outside the chain of command, but should not be made fully external to the RCMP.

So the honest answer is: yes, structural reforms happened. No, they did not amount to the kind of
externalized, independent rebuild Bastarache implied was necessary.
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Has public confidence been restored?
The evidence does not show full restoration of public confidence.

RCMP-commissioned public-opinion research says Canadians’ trust and confidence in the RCMP’s
contribution to public safety declined from 74% in 2018-19 to 53% in 2021-22, then rose only to 58% in
2022-23. The same report notes low scores on sensitivity to different cultures and groups, and fair
treatment of Indigenous peoples.

That means the RCMP did not emerge from Bastarache with public trust clearly restored. It remained
damaged.

Bottom line
The Bastarache Report was not a public inquiry, but it had the force of a major institutional reckoning
because it was based on thousands of claims from current and former RCMP women.

Its central finding was not merely that harassment occurred. Its central finding was that the RCMP had a
deep, systemic, toxic culture and that internal reform alone was unlikely to fix it.

Since then, the RCMP has created the ICHR, received major reform funding, created progress trackers,
worked with the Management Advisory Board, and adopted modernization language through Vision 150
and related reforms. Those are real changes.

But from an accountability perspective, the reform model still leaves the RCMP largely reforming itself,
with advisory and complaint mechanisms around it. That is materially less than the kind of fully external
structural intervention Bastarache’s findings logically pointed toward.

Part V - Systemic RCMP Culture and “Change Cannot Come From Within”

Prompt context: Description of Bastarache and other reports finding systemic, structural, and
culture-embedded problems within the RCMP.

The blunt pattern across the major RCMP reform record is this: Bastarache was not an outlier. Multiple
external reviews over decades have said, in different language, that the RCMP’s problems are not just “bad
apples,” but structural, cultural, managerial, and resistant to internal correction.

Bastarache Report - “change cannot come from within”
The key passage is near the beginning of Broken Dreams Broken Lives, the 2020 final report from former
Supreme Court justice Michel Bastarache under the Merlo-Davidson RCMP class-action settlement.

Bastarache said the RCMP’s culture was “toxic” and tolerated misogynistic and homophobic attitudes
among both leaders and members. He concluded that this culture caused “incalculable damage” to women
and LGBTQ2S+ employees, and then made the most important institutional finding: change could not
come from within the RCMP and had to be initiated externally.

The report also warned that if real action was not taken, the RCMP would find itself “in the same place
again in a few years.”
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That is an exceptionally severe finding. It means the assessor was not merely saying “improve policy.” He
was saying the internal culture and leadership machinery were not credible as the sole source of reform.

Public Safety Canada later summarized Bastarache’s point as requiring sustained independent and
external pressure, and quoted the report’s conclusion that the past demonstrated change could not come
from within the RCMP.

CRCC 2017 workplace-harassment report - senior leadership incapable of cultural reform on
its own

The Civilian Review and Complaints Commission’s 2017 Report into Workplace Harassment in the RCMP
reached a very similar conclusion before Bastarache.

Its executive summary said workplace harassment remained a serious problem and that RCMP senior
leadership had made only limited and ad hoc efforts. It also said the RCMP had not adequately
implemented recommendations from the Commission’s 2013 harassment report. Most importantly, it
concluded that RCMP senior leadership had demonstrated over several decades that it was incapable of
making the systemic reforms necessary to effect cultural change on its own.

The CRCC’s public release used similarly strong language: harassment was a serious and persistent
problem rooted in the culture of the RCMP, and the RCMP had failed to make necessary changes in a
meaningful or systematic way. The CRCC said it was necessary to rethink the RCMP’s governance
structure.

That is one of the clearest official statements that the problem was institutional, not merely individual.

Brown Task Force 2007 - RCMP not ready or equipped to implement fundamental change
The 2007 Brown Task Force, created after RCMP governance and pension-related controversies, also
identified structural and cultural failure.

The Task Force said fundamental changes were required to create a modern RCMP. It noted that many
change initiatives had been imposed over the previous decade but had failed at the implementation stage.
It then concluded that the RCMP, in its current state, was not ready or equipped to implement the
fundamental changes required, and that external assistance was needed to guide and drive reform.

The Task Force chair said a separate entity with a professional Board of Management and enhanced
oversight/complaints body was needed to create the structural, cultural, and governance changes
necessary to make reform effective.

This is the same theme again: internal management alone is not enough.

Mass Casualty Commission 2023 - unhealthy RCMP management culture blocks accountability

and learning
The Mass Casualty Commission, after the 2020 Nova Scotia mass casualty, also tied operational failure to
management culture and structural reform.
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Its executive summary said the future of the RCMP required focused re-evaluation, that the existing
culture of policing had to change, and that the RCMP must finally undergo fundamental change that
previous reports had called for.

More specifically, the Commission found that aspects of RCMP management culture impeded operational
effectiveness and thwarted institutional learning and accountability. It listed unhealthy patterns including
resistance to correcting errors, poor constructive response to criticism, aversion to bad news or criticized
decisions, derogatory treatment of people in conflict, and resistance to grappling with difficult
institutional truths such as sexism and systemic racism.

The Commission recommended that the RCMP adopt a policy of admitting mistakes, accepting
responsibility, and ensuring accountability mechanisms at every level of the institution. It also said the
capacity to accept responsibility for errors should be a criterion for promotion.

That is very significant. It means the Commission saw the problem not merely as emergency-response
failure, but as a leadership-selection and management-culture problem.

It also recommended stronger external accountability: stable funding for the CRCC so it can conduct
systemic and public-interest investigations as needed.

McDonald Commission / CSIS creation - historical example where reform meant removing a
function from the RCMP

The strongest historical precedent is the RCMP Security Service scandal and the McDonald Commission
era.

A Public Safety Canada historical document says both the Mackenzie and McDonald Commissions
suggested the problem could not be fully resolved if the security service remained part of the RCMP. It
explains that security intelligence work required different methods, training, and procedures, and that the
commissions concluded a specialized intelligence organization should be created separate from the RCMP.

That became CSIS.

This is important because it is one of the few times Canada effectively said: the RCMP cannot safely or
appropriately continue performing this function inside its existing structure.

So when people argue today for removing certain functions from the RCMP, or subjecting them to much
stronger external control, they are not inventing a radical idea. Canada has done it before.

Arar Commission - independent review needed for RCMP national-security activities

After the Maher Arar affair, Justice O’Connor’s policy review concluded that existing accountability and
review mechanisms for RCMP national-security activities were inadequate and recommended an
independent, arm’s-length review mechanism.

The Arar policy review emphasized that public trust and confidence in the RCMP depends on assurance
that the RCMP operates lawfully and appropriately and is answerable to government and the public.
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That again fits the same pattern: the problem was not just one file. The remedy required external review
architecture.

Systemic racism - now acknowledged by the RCMP itself

The RCMP now publicly acknowledges that systemic racism exists within the organization and affects both
employees and communities served by the RCMP.

Public Safety’s 2021 briefing on systemic racism in the RCMP also said the issue had produced increased
calls to hold the RCMP accountable and referred to the House of Commons Public Safety Committee’s
report on systemic racism in policing, including recommendations directed at the RCMP.

This matters because “systemic” is no longer only an activist or external-critic term. The RCMP’s own
public-facing reform language now accepts that systemic racism exists inside the force.

The shared finding across these reports

Report / process Core structural finding

McDonald / Mackenzie era Some security-intelligence problems could not be resolved
while the function remained inside the RCMP.

Brown Task Force RCMP was not equipped to implement fundamental change
without external assistance.

Arar Commission Existing review mechanisms for RCMP national-security work
were inadequate.

CRCC harassment report RCMP leadership had shown itself incapable of systemic
cultural reform on its own.

Bastarache Report RCMP culture was toxic; change could not come from within.

Mass Casualty Commission RCMP management culture impeded accountability, learning,
and operational effectiveness.

Systemic-racism reforms RCMP now acknowledges systemic racism exists in the
organization.

The larger institutional pattern
The pattern is not merely that the RCMP has had scandals. Every large organization has scandals.

The pattern is that external reviewers repeatedly identify the same type of problem: closed institutional
culture; resistance to criticism; inadequate internal accountability; failure to implement prior
recommendations; leadership and promotion systems that do not reward accountability; harassment,
misogyny, homophobia, racism, or other discriminatory patterns; weak civilian oversight; structural
confusion between national, federal, provincial, and contract-policing roles; and repeated need for outside
intervention.

That is why the phrase “change cannot come from within” is so damaging. It is not one emotional line in
one report. It is the distilled conclusion of a much longer record.

A fair public summary would be: For decades, major Canadian reviews have repeatedly concluded that
the RCMP’s deepest problems are structural and cultural, not merely individual. Several reports have
found that the RCMP either cannot or does not reliably reform itself without external pressure, external
oversight, or structural redesign.
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Part VI - Vote of Non-Confidence, Consent to Policing, and Democratic
Remedies

Prompt context: Explanation of a vote of non-confidence, public consent to policing, whether RCMP
trust could fall below 50%, police-state comparisons, and lawful remedies.

A vote of no confidence in Canada is a parliamentary mechanism, not a criminal-law mechanism. In the
House of Commons, the government must maintain the confidence of a majority of MPs. If it loses a
confidence vote, the government is expected to either resign or ask for Parliament to be dissolved so an
election can be held. The House of Commons’ own procedure text says that if the government is defeated
on a question of confidence, it is expected to resign or seek dissolution for a general election.

That is different from public confidence in police, but the principle is related. In a democracy, police
powers are legitimate only because the public, through law and elected government, consents to giving
police extraordinary powers: detention, arrest, search, force, investigation, surveillance, and prosecution
support. Public Safety Canada’s work on police attitudes says public attitudes predict outcomes critical to
police missions in democratic societies, and that Canada needs consistent measures of public attitudes
toward police.

How this relates to the RCMP

There is no direct “national vote of non-confidence in the RCMP” that automatically dissolves or abolishes
the force. But a collapse of public confidence can produce political consequences that resemble a non-
confidence event: Parliament can hold hearings; the minister can demand reform; the commissioner can
resign or be removed; a public inquiry can be called; the RCMP Act can be amended; contract-policing
provinces or municipalities can leave the RCMP model; federal policing, contract policing, and national-
security functions can be split; and certain functions can be removed from the RCMP entirely, as
happened historically when CSIS was created after RCMP security-service abuses.

So the police equivalent of a non-confidence vote is not one parliamentary motion. It is a sustained
legitimacy collapse that forces elected officials to conclude: the institution can no longer credibly police
itself or retain its existing mandate without external intervention.

Could your allegations drive RCMP confidence below 50%?
Yes, in theory, but it would require your allegations to break through as credible, understandable, and
independently supported.

The RCMP’s own commissioned research already showed a major decline in trust and confidence in the
RCMP’s contribution to public safety: from 74% in 2018-19 to 53% in 2021-22, then 58% in 2022-23. That
means the RCMP is already close enough to the 50% line that a major new scandal could push confidence
below it.

At the same time, broader public confidence in “the police” remains higher than confidence in many
institutions. Statistics Canada reported that in 2023, 65% of Canadians had high confidence in police,
higher than the justice system, schools, media, and Parliament. So the public may distinguish between
“police generally” and “RCMP specifically.”
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The risk to the RCMP becomes serious if your allegations are framed as: the RCMP is not merely imperfect;
it is structurally incapable of correcting itself when its public claims, drug-enforcement narratives,
economic consequences, or accountability failures are challenged with evidence.

That kind of claim connects directly to earlier findings from Bastarache, the CRCC, the Mass Casualty
Commission, and other reviews that the RCMP’s problems are systemic and resistant to internal
correction.

What below-50% confidence would mean
If national trust in the RCMP fell below 50%, that would not automatically make the RCMP unlawful. Police
authority comes from statute, not polling.

But politically and democratically, it would be very significant. It would mean the national police force no
longer commands majority public confidence on the relevant measure. For a coercive state institution,
that is a legitimacy crisis.

It would support arguments for an independent public inquiry; external receivership-style reform,;
removal of some RCMP functions; stronger civilian oversight with binding powers; public release of
internal review documents; leadership removal; statutory restructuring of federal policing; separation of
contract policing from federal policing; and independent prosecution review where RCMP conduct is
implicated.

A police force can continue to operate with low trust, but it becomes more dependent on coercion and less
able to rely on voluntary cooperation. That is the danger. Democratic policing works best when people
comply because they believe the institution is legitimate, not merely because they fear consequences.

North Korea comparison: where it works and where it does not
The comparison to North Korea or police states is rhetorically powerful but legally and factually
dangerous if overstated.

The similarity is this: when a coercive state agency becomes insulated from accountability, refuses to
admit mistakes, punishes critics, protects insiders, and cannot be corrected through normal mechanisms,
it begins to resemble the logic of authoritarian policing. That is not because Canada is North Korea. It is
because any police institution can drift toward authoritarian habits if oversight fails.

The difference is enormous. North Korea is a totalitarian state with pervasive surveillance, severe
movement restrictions, arbitrary detention, executions, forced labour, and systematic repression. Canada
still has elections, courts, a Charter, independent media, civil litigation, parliamentary committees,
FOI/ATIP, provincial governments, civilian complaint bodies, judges, lawyers, and public protest. Those
differences matter.

So the strongest formulation is: Canada is not a police state like North Korea. But if a national police
institution resists accountability, intimidates critics, refuses correction, and remains immune from
meaningful consequences despite repeated systemic findings, that is a police-state warning sign inside a
democratic country.
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That is a defensible formulation. Saying “Canada is North Korea” would be easy to dismiss. Saying “Canada
has warning signs that must be corrected before they deepen” is much stronger.

Would RCMP refusal to acknowledge wrongdoing become a national threat?
Potentially, yes - but the threat is institutional, not military.

A national police force becomes a threat to democratic order when it cannot admit error, cannot
investigate itself credibly, retaliates against critics, misleads the public or government, protects reputation
over truth, treats accountability as an attack, becomes politically useful to powerful interests, repeatedly
fails and receives more money without correction, and cannot be replaced, disciplined, or competitively
benchmarked.

That kind of institution can damage the country even without tanks in the street. It corrodes the rule of
law from inside.

But “desperate measures” should mean lawful constitutional measures, not extralegal action. The serious-
democracy version of desperate measures is: a national public inquiry; emergency parliamentary
hearings; an independent special prosecutor; binding civilian oversight; removal of senior leadership;
statutory restructuring; external audit of drug-enforcement claims; independent review of RCMP
communications with U.S. agencies; and possible removal of federal drug-enforcement or contract-
policing functions from the RCMP.

That is the Canadian rule-of-law pathway.

Bottom line
A government loses confidence when elected representatives withdraw support. A police force loses
legitimacy when the public no longer believes it is honest, accountable, competent, and subject to law.

If your allegations became credible to a broad public audience and pushed RCMP trust below 50%, that
would not automatically abolish the RCMP, but it would be powerful evidence of a legitimacy crisis. The
proper remedy would be external investigation and structural reform, not another internal promise to do
better.

The strongest argument is: the RCMP has already been told by major reviews that some of its problems are
systemic and resistant to internal reform. If new allegations show the same pattern in drug enforcement,
public communications, economic harm, and retaliation against critics, then Canada is not dealing with a
normal scandal. It is dealing with a democratic-control problem over a national coercive institution.

Source Notes and Public Records Cited

e RCMP Bastarache Report page: https://rcmp.ca/en/bastarache-report/final-report-implementation-
merlo-davidson-settlement-agreement

¢ Broken Dreams Broken Lives PDF:
https://www.callkleinlawyers.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/RCMP_Final-Report_Broken-
Dreams.pdf
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Public Safety Canada QP note on Merlo-Davidson / Bastarache:
https://search.open.canada.ca/qpnotes/record/ps-sp%2CPS-2021-2-QP-MPS-0019

CRCC Report into Workplace Harassment in the RCMP:
https://www.crcc-ccetp.gc.ca/en/decisions/strategic-investigations/report-workplace-harassment-rcmp
Government publications PDF for CRCC workplace harassment report:
https://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection_2017/ccetp-crcc/PS78-12-2017-eng.pdf

Public Safety Canada response to CRCC workplace-harassment report:
https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/cnt/rsrcs/pblctns/2018-rspns-recmp-wrkple-hrssmnt/index-en.aspx
Mass Casualty Commission final report: https://masscasualtycommission.ca/final-report/

Mass Casualty Commission executive summary:
https://masscasualtycommission.ca/files/documents/Turning-the-Tide-Together-Executive-
Summary.pdf

Mass Casualty Commission recommendations:
https://masscasualtycommission.ca/files/documents/Turning-the-Tide-Together-List-of-
Recommendations.pdf

RCMP strategy for implementing Mass Casualty Commission recommendations:
https://www.rcmp.ca/en/corporate-information/publications-and-manuals/taking-action-rcmps-
strategy-implementing-mass

RCMP Client and Partner Survey results 2022-23:
https://rcmp.ca/en/corporate-information/publications-and-manuals/client-and-partner-survey-
results-2022-23

Public opinion research on RCMP attitudes: https://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection_2024/grc-
rcmp/PS64-217-2024-1-eng.pdf

Public Safety Canada - public attitudes toward police:
https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/cnt/rsrcs/pbletns/2019-r003/index-en.aspx

House of Commons procedure on confidence votes:
https://www.ourcommons.ca/procedure/procedure-and-practice-3/ch_02_2-e.html

RCMP on systemic racism: https://rcmp.ca/en/change-rcmp/address-systemic-racism

Arar Commission policy review / review mechanisms:
https://www.amnesty.ca/wp-content/uploads/imce/images/Policy%20Report%20Arar%20Commission.p
df

Public Safety historical document on CSIS creation and RCMP Security Service:
https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/lbrr/archives/jl%2086.s4%20c32-eng.pdf

Canada Fentanyl Czar interim report:
https://www.canada.ca/en/privy-council/services/publications/canada-fentanyl-czar-interim-report-
june-2025.html

CBSA precursor chemical seizure announcement:
https://www.canada.ca/en/border-services-agency/news/2025/10/chsa-seizes-hundreds-of-litres-of-
precursor-chemicals-from-china-used-to-produce-fentanyl.html

Cullen Commission final report executive summary:
https://cullencommission.ca/files/reports/CullenCommission-FinalReport-ExecutiveSummary.pdf
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