
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Fisher, Shari <Shari.Fisher@crtc.gc.ca> 
Date: Tue, 16 Oct 2018 at 06:34 
Subject: RE: CRTC file 1000-121 and breach of trust 
To: keith.mahar@gmail.com <keith.mahar@gmail.com> 
 
 
Mr.	  Mahar, 
	   
I	  am	  writing	  in	  response	  to	  your	  email	  of	  1	  October	  2018	  addressed	  to	  the	  Commission	  
Chairman,	  Ian	  Scott. 
	   
With	  respect	  to	  your	  request	  for	  an	  explanation	  as	  to	  “why	  exactly	  CRTC	  file	  1000-‐121	  was	  
destroyed	  on	  March	  27th,	  2006”,	  as	  previously	  indicated	  to	  you	  in	  my	  emails	  of	  24	  August	  
2007,	  10	  October	  2007,	  12	  October	  2007,	  15	  August	  2012	  and	  22	  August	  2012,	  File	  1000-‐121	  
was	  destroyed	  in	  accordance	  with	  the	  Commission’s	  Retention	  and	  Destruction	  Policy	  (the	  
Policy).	  	  File	  1000-‐121	  was	  a	  complaint	  file	  and,	  pursuant	  to	  the	  Commission’s	  practices,	  
complaint	  files	  would	  be	  kept	  for	  at	  least	  4	  years	  from	  the	  date	  of	  the	  close	  of	  record.	  	  File	  
1000-‐121	  was	  closed	  on	  11	  July	  1996.	  	  Accordingly,	  its	  destruction	  could	  have	  occurred	  any	  
time	  after	  11	  July	  2000.	  	  	   
	   
With	  respect	  to	  your	  request	  to	  “identify	  who	  at	  the	  CRTC	  made	  the	  decision	  to	  destroy	  
CRTC	  file	  1000-‐121	  at	  that	  particular	  time”,	  as	  also	  previously	  indicated	  to	  you,	  the	  
Commission	  authorized	  the	  destruction	  of	  File	  1000-‐121	  in	  accordance	  with	  the	  Policy. 
	   
I	  consider	  that	  these	  questions	  have	  been	  fully	  answered	  in	  accordance	  with	  Commission	  
practices	  and	  policies	  and	  trust	  that	  this	  information	  is	  helpful. 
	   
Sincerely, 
	   
Shari	  Fisher 
	   
	   
Shari M. Fisher 
Senior Legal Counsel / Conseillère juridique principale 
Tel : (819)997-6141 | shari.fisher@crtc.gc.ca  | Fax (819) 953-0589 
Legal Sector / Secteur juridique 
Canadian Radio-television and Telecommunications Commission (CRTC) / Conseil de la 
radiodiffusion et des télécommunications canadiennes 
Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0N2 
	   
 	   
From:	  Keith	  Mahar	  [mailto:keith.mahar@gmail.com]	  	  
Sent:	  October-‐01-‐18	  6:32	  AM	  
To:	  Scott,	  Ian	  <Ian.Scott@crtc.gc.ca>	  
Cc:	  justin.trudeau@parl.gc.ca;	  jody.wilson-‐raybould@parl.gc.ca;	  pablo.rodriguez@parl.gc.ca	  
Subject:	  CRTC	  file	  1000-‐121	  and	  breach	  of	  trust 
  
Dear Mr. Scott,   
  
During the 2006 federal election, my lawyer Paul Armarego notified Stephen Harper and three other 
politicians about my allegations of corruption at the Canadian Radio-television and 
Telecommunications Commission in relation to CRTC file 1000-121 (as attached).  
  



Shortly after Mr. Harper became prime minister and appointed a former CRTC commission as minister 
of Canadian Heritage, CRTC file 1000-121, and all of the documents stored in that file, were 
destroyed. 
  
Fortunately, the CRTC was not in a position to destroy all copies of those documents and several are 
currently available for review on www.onemedialaw.com, including an unpublished decision by the 
CRTC in which it ruled itself and cable television companies innocent of unlawful activities.      
  
I am writing to formally request an explanation as to why exactly CRTC file 1000-121 was destroyed 
on March 27th, 2006.  
  
In addition, I am requesting that you identify who at the CRTC made the decision to destroy CRTC file 
1000-121 at that particular time.  
  
As background, I've requested the same information from the two previous CRTC chairs but they both 
opted not to provide this specific information to me.  
  
You may be aware that I was involved in a precedent-setting legal case years ago that is related to a 
company subsidy scheme and CRTC file 1000-121. However, that was a civil matter (as attached).  
  
Presently, I am far more interested in the methods employed by individuals at the CRTC to 
obstruct  proper scrutiny into that company subsidy scheme in the context of how the Supreme Court of 
Canada determined what constitutes the offence of breach of trust in R v. Boulanger (as attached).  
  
I look forward to your reply. 
  
Keith Mahar 
www.onemedialaw.com 
    
	  


