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Airdrie, Alberta 

September 14, 2017                   MY FILE: 084 

 

Ms. Suzanne Legault  

The Information Commissioner of Canada  

30 Victoria Street, 7th Floor  

Gatineau, Quebec 

Ottawa, Ontario  

K1A 1H3  

 

Dear Ms. Legault:  

 

Re: MISSING RECORDS COMPLAINT- RCMP ATIP FILE: A-2014-05939 

 

For the third time, the RCMP have failed to provide the records I requested more than three years ago.  

What does the Alberta Crown counsel legal authorities paper say that will be so embarrassing or legally 

damaging to the RCMP that they have been going to such lengths over the last three years to keep it a 

state secret?  What are they hiding, who are they protecting and why? 

 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

 

1. Copy of my original ATIP request dated August 19, 2014. 

https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ATI-084-RCMP-High-River-Crown-Counsel-paper-on-legal-

authorities-Aug-19-2014.pdf 

 

2. First RCMP ATIP response dated May 01, 2015 exempting all records in their entirety and my letter of 

complaint to the Information Commissioner of Canada. 

https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/Info-Comm-Complaint-RCMP-Exempted-in-Entirety-A-2014-

05939-May-13-2015.pdf 

 

3. Second RCMP ATIP response dated April 6, 2017 releasing four pages of media lines and still refusing to 

release the Alberta Crown counsel legal authorities paper I originally requested.  A copy of my follow-up 

letter of complaint to the Information Commissioner is included. 

https://dennisryoung.ca/2017/04/17/once-again-rcmp-fail-to-provide-legal-authorities-paper-for-high-river-door-

kicking-spree/ 

 

4. Third RCMP ATIP response dated August 24, 2017 (received September 11, 2017) with 154 pages of 

records but still excluding the most important record requested; namely; the Alberta Crown counsel legal 

authorities paper we now believe is entitled: ‘’The Local State of Emergency-Mandatory Evacuation 

Order Police Officer Authorities’’ written by Peter Mackenzie. 

https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/RCMP-ATIP-Response-legal-authorities-paper-Aug-24-

2017.pdf 

 

https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ATI-084-RCMP-High-River-Crown-Counsel-paper-on-legal-authorities-Aug-19-2014.pdf
https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/ATI-084-RCMP-High-River-Crown-Counsel-paper-on-legal-authorities-Aug-19-2014.pdf
https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/Info-Comm-Complaint-RCMP-Exempted-in-Entirety-A-2014-05939-May-13-2015.pdf
https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/Info-Comm-Complaint-RCMP-Exempted-in-Entirety-A-2014-05939-May-13-2015.pdf
https://dennisryoung.ca/2017/04/17/once-again-rcmp-fail-to-provide-legal-authorities-paper-for-high-river-door-kicking-spree/
https://dennisryoung.ca/2017/04/17/once-again-rcmp-fail-to-provide-legal-authorities-paper-for-high-river-door-kicking-spree/
https://dennisryoung.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/RCMP-ATIP-Response-legal-authorities-paper-Aug-24-2017.pdf
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2 
 

General Complaint 

 

The RCMP cite three sections of the Access to Information Act (see attached) as their justification for withholding 

the records I requested; however, nowhere in the 154-page response do they indicate where they applied the 

exemptions.  The exemption of ‘Personal Information’ seems pretty straight forward but not for the exemptions 

under sections 16(1)(a)(ii) and 21(1)(a).  It seems in most cases they just withheld pages of documents without 

even telling me how many pages there were, where they originated, descriptions, etc. Usually, departments 

provide blanked-out pages and show the section of Act that was used to exempt the particular records.  It makes it 

very difficult for me to understand where, how and to which records the exemptions are being applied.  I imagine 

this missing information also makes it very difficult for your Investigation team. 

 

Missing Records Complaint 

 

I wish to complain about the records that are missing from the RCMP’s most recent 154-page response: 

 

A. After reviewing the 154 pages released by the RCMP in this response I am unable to find ALL 

the records I requested. Missing are the detailed description of the legal authorities as promised 

to be provided to the front-line troops in High River by RCMP Asst. Commissioner Marianne 

Ryan.  She made this statement in her e-mail to Alberta Justice Asst. Deputy Minister Bill 

Sweeny, “You do raise a good point on communicating the legal authorities are using [to 

forcibly enter private property] and on that point, we will get something on paper from Crown 

counsel tomorrow morning to give to our folks speaking to media for their reference and 

confidence in speaking to this issue to the public.” (copy of this e-mail exchange attached to with 

my original request).  The ‘Media Relations Plan’ released by the RCMP says only this: “The 

RCMP has the authority to enter a residence to verify vacancy and will do so.”  This does not 

describe the ‘legal authority’ for the forced entries and does not inspire any ‘confidence’ for 

RCMP officers speaking to the media or the public.  The words ‘will do so’ are a clear indicator 

of the arrogance with which senior RCMP officers were treating the entries and excessive force 

their troops (and soldiers) were kicking in doors, entering and searching High River homes 

without warrants.  I believe there exists other records in the RCMP files with the media lines 

describing the actual “legal authority’ for the forced entries that the RCMP have failed to 

provide in response to my request.  I believe Assistant Commissioner Ryan made good on 

her commitment to Alberta Justice and Solicitor General ADM Bill Sweeney and by 

extension Justice Minister Jonathan Denis by providing this more detailed information to 

her front-line troops in High River.  I respectfully request copies of ALL the records I 

requested three years ago. 

 

B. It’s odd that your Investigator assigned to my complaint was told by the RCMP that the document I was 

seeking was entitled: ‘’The Local State of Emergency-Mandatory Evacuation Order Police Officer 

Authorities’’ written by Peter Mackenzie. The RCMP told your investigator that the document was 

being withheld because it was prepared for the Government of Alberta and they couldn’t release it 

without the approval of the Alberta Government.  No where was this excuse provided in the RCMP’s 
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most recent response nor did they indicate which of the three exemptions cited were being used to 

withhold this document. 

 

C. Also in discussions held with the RCMP by your Investigator, he was told that release of the 

aforementioned Alberta Crown counsel legal authorities paper “…would negatively affect court 

proceedings” and this was the RCMP’s reason for not releasing this document in response to my ATIP 

request. This excuse and records with respect to these court proceedings is also missing from the 

response to my request as are the exemptions used to withhold this record for this reason. 

 

D. The RCMP response to a media Q&A on (PDF page 143) states: “On what authority did RCMP 

enter a home? The RCMP was deployed to assist during a State of Emergency declared under Section 

24(1) of the Alberta Emergency Management Act (EMA). Under Section 19(1) of the EMA, authorities 

are granted the power to do a number of things including the following: (h) Authorize the entry into any 

building or on any land, without a warrant, by any person in the course of implementing an emergency 

plan or program.” COMMENTARY: If the above truly is the legal authority the RCMP relied on to kick 

in hundreds of doors and damaging 2,210 High River homes in the process, causing $2.3 million dollars 

in damages (so far), then why are they withholding the Alberta Crown counsel legal authorities 

paper, unless of course, the document being withheld says something different?   

 

E. Does the Alberta Crown counsel legal authorities paper agree with the legal opinion of the Alberta 

Property Rights Advocate? Which states: “As previously noted, Deputy Commissioner McGowan 

advised that the RCMP Members involved in this situation did not take operational direction 

from elected officials or public service employees. Instead, they relied on the authority of section 

19 of the Emergency Management Act. But if such actions were taken by the RCMP Members 

under section 19 without Ministerial approval or direction, as normally would be required by 

the Act, their interpretation of that section is misguided.”  

http://dennisryoung.ca/2015/09/09/high-river-forced-entries-alberta-property-rights-advocate-reports/ 

These legal contradictions cannot be resolved and trust in the RCMP and Alberta Government 

Emergency Management officials by residents of High River cannot be resolved without the release 

of the Alberta Crown counsel legal authorities paper and other records produced as a result. 

 

F. On PDF page 133 of the RCMP response they state in an e-mail dated June 29, 2013:  

“- Information Sheet completed for damage caused by RCMP during search and rescue 

operations. Forwarded to Sgt. Neely for dissemination.”  COMMENTARY: I am unable to find 

this ‘Information Sheet’ that was disseminated by the RCMP High River in the 154-page 

response to my request.  According to the e-mail from Asst. Commissioner Ryan (attached to my 

original request – above) the Alberta Crown counsel ‘legal authorities’ paper was to be prepared 

the morning of June 26, 2013.Consequently, details from the Crown counsel paper should be 

included in this Information Sheet.  I respectfully request a copy of this ‘Information Sheet’. 

 

G. On this same PDF page 133 the heading for the above e-mail reads: “Media Release regarding Property 

Damage Plan for property believed to damaged during RCMP seach(sic)” The legal authorities for the 

RCMP causing all this damage ($2.3 million taxpayers dollars) should have also included details from the 

http://dennisryoung.ca/2015/09/09/high-river-forced-entries-alberta-property-rights-advocate-reports/
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Alberta Crown counsel ‘legal authorities’ paper and should have also been a part of this RCMP media 

release.  I respectfully request a copy of this ‘Media Release’ concerning the Property Damage Plan. 

 

H. On PDF page 156 there is the following reference: “DOC00247 - PROPERTY DAMAGE PLAN - 

Document Date: 2013-06-29 - Summary: TASK00053: Property damage plan memo dated 2013-06-29.” 

This document would very likely have also included details about the legal authorities justifying the 

forced entries that caused all this damage to High River homes. I respectfully request a copy of this 

‘Property Damage Plan.’ 

 

I. As I complained in my follow-up letter of complaint dated April 12, 2017,  I completely disagree with the 

RCMP exemption of the records I requested under section 16(1)(a)(ii) of the Act. The RCMP High River 

door-kicking spree was not a ‘law enforcement’ operation, it was a ‘search and rescue’ mission. It didn’t 

become a ‘law enforcement operation’ until the RCMP started unlawfully entering High River homes.  

The RCMP responses to other ATIP requests and Alberta Government responses to my FOIP requests 

confirm 2,210 High River homes damaged by the RCMP during these unlawful and unnecessary entries 

has so far cost taxpayers of $2.3 million and severely damaged the trust for the RCMP among High River 

residents (which will have very serious public safety consequences in future emergency evacuations). If 

the Alberta Crown counsel legal authorities paper (and resulting correspondence and e-mails) just 

confirms what the RCMP have been saying all along, that their authority to forcibly enter High 

River homes was section 19(1)(h) of the Alberta Emergency Management Act, then there should be 

no problem releasing the Crown counsel paper to the public and the residents of High River. 

 

J. The RCMP have added a new exemption under ATI Act section 21(1)(a) into their attempts to 

hide the truth from the public, the media and especially the residents of High River claiming the 

records they have deemed to be a state secret constitute, ‘advice or recommendations developed 

by or for a government institution or minister of the Crown.’ Once again, I disagree with the use 

of this excuse for withholding documents that were produced with the full intention of making 

them public.  Yes, these records exist because the Alberta Justice Minister, Jonathan Denis, 

asked his Deputy Minister, Tim Grant: “What legal authority do the police rely upon to forcibly 

enter private property in the flood stricken area?” However, the Minister asked the question 

because he needed the answer in order to respond to questions by High River residents. 

Therefore, the Minister himself asked the question so he could make it public. Secondly, 

RCMP Assistant Commissioner Marianne Ryan requested the ‘paper from Crown counsel’ with 

the full intent on providing the details in the paper to her media personnel so they could have 

‘confidence in speaking to this issue to the public.”  Therefore, her original intent was to 

make the contents of the details of the ‘legal authorities paper’ public – NOT kept secret! 

 

Thanks again for your tireless efforts over the last three years to get the RCMP to release all the records I 

requested. 

 

 

Yours sincerely,  

 



5 
 

[Original signed by] 

 

Dennis R. Young 

1330 Ravenswood Drive SE 

AIRDRIE, AB  T4A 0P8 

Home Phone: 587-360-1111 

New E-Mail: dennisryoung@telus.net 

Website: www.dennisryoung.ca 

 

SECTIONS OF THE ACCESS TO INFORMATION ACT THE RCMP CITE AS JUSTIFICATION FOR 

WITHHOLDING A COPY OF THE ALBERTA CROWN COUNSEL ‘LEGAL AUTHORITIES PAPER’ 

(AND RELATED RECORDS AND CORRESPONDENCE) REGARDING THE HIGH RIVER FORCED 

ENTRIES BY RCMP FOLLOWING THE FLOOD IN JUNE AND JULY OF 2013. 

Law enforcement and investigations 

16 (1) The head of a government institution may refuse to disclose any record requested under this Act that 

contains (a) information obtained or prepared by any government institution, or part of any government 

institution, that is an investigative body specified in the regulations in the course of lawful investigations 

pertaining to (ii) the enforcement of any law of Canada or a province,  

Personal information 

19 (1) Subject to subsection (2), the head of a government institution shall refuse to disclose any record requested 

under this Act that contains personal information as defined in section 3 of the Privacy Act. 

Operations of Government: Advice, etc.  

 

21 (1) The head of a government institution may refuse to disclose any record requested under this Act that 

contains (a) advice or recommendations developed by or for a government institution or a minister of the Crown, 

 

 

mailto:dennisryoung@telus.net
http://www.dennisryoung.ca/
http://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/P-21

