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Canadian Civil Liberties Association, the Canadian Labour 
Congress, the Canadian Union of Postal Workers and the Simon 
Wisenthal Centre all argue that the government should set up a 
mini-commission based on the McDonald Commission which 
investigated the former RCMP security service in the 1970s. To 
ensure public confidence, someone should take a fresh look at 
this whole affair, said Mr. Borovoy, head of the Civil Liberties 
Association”.

That is why the Bloc Québécois considers that a royal 
commission of inquiry would give the people of Canada and 
Quebec a chance to determine whether their tax money is used 
properly and, more importantly, to check if CSIS has infiltrated 
and is trying to destabilize one or several political parties or 
other legitimate organizations. This is a serious matter. After 
all, an agency above suspicion, namely the Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police, did engage in such activities in the past.

We are justified in fearing that history will repeat itself. The 
Toronto Star recently uncovered a confidential note from an 
assistant to former Conservative Solicitor General Doug Lewis. 
According to this note, CSIS used an informant to obtain 
information on a report on the CBC television program “The 
Fifth Estate”.

The Government of Canada also finances other intelligence 
agencies. In addition to CSIS, with its $205-million budget, 
there is the RCMP’s Criminal Intelligence Directorate, with a 
budget of around $5 million, the Security and Intelligence 
Bureau of the Department of Foreign Affairs, with a budget of 
around $10 million, and finally the top secret Communications 
Security Establishment of National Defence.CSIS used and paid an informant by the name of Grant 

Bristow, who is one of the founders of Heritage Front, an 
extreme right-wing group dedicated to the unacceptable promo­
tion of white supremacy. It has even been maintained that this 
individual tried to spy on the Canadian Jewish Congress. Worse 
yet, it was revealed that this mole, namely Mr. Bristow, found 
himself in the entourage of the Reform Party leader at least 
twice as a security guard.

This famous establishment, the CSE, is governed by no law 
specifying its mandate or its powers, nor is it subject to any 
control mechanism. It is not even required to answer to Parlia­
ment. In spite of that, the CSE spends between $200 and $300 
million in the greatest secrecy, without having to account for it, 
because it is so secret that it does not even exist in legislation. 
According to our information, this establishment has two man­
dates: the first is called INFOSEC, whereby the CSE gives the 
government technical advice, reports and assistance on the 
security of the telecommunications of federal departments. The 
second is code-named SIGINT; under this heading, information 
is collected on the activities, intentions and capabilities of 
foreign governments and on individuals and companies in 
various fields.

Mr. Parrot, the president of the Canadian Union of Postal 
Workers, believes that CSIS also spied on his union.

Tell me, is CSIS under control or has it lost its marbles? Is this 
a simple mishap or, on the contrary, just the tip of the iceberg?
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There is no way to know. In parliamentary committee, offi­
cials clearly avoided and even refused to answer the legitimate 
questions asked by members of this House. The Liberal govern­
ment tells us that the Security Intelligence Review Committee, 
SIRC for short, is checking out these allegations and will report 
to the Solicitor General within a month.

We are not being paranoid, but when we see an organization 
like CSIS, which is covered by legislation and faces serious 
charges of infiltrating a political party and spying on other 
legitimate organizations, I am very inclined to suspect that other 
secret services which are not governed by legislation can do 
even more and much worse.

That is not good enough. The people must know that on 
September 13, when the Review Committee itself appeared 
before the House Standing Sub-Committee on National Securi­
ty, committee members were bold enough to tell members that 
they could not reveal their findings and that only the Solicitor 
General could decide what should be made public. We are not 
naive.

As we just saw, these intelligence agencies have a combined 
budget of half a billion dollars and members of this House are 
unable to tell taxpayers if this money is spent in the best interest 
of the public and, most important, in accordance with the laws of 
the land.

Given this flagrant lack of openness, this flagrant lack of 
accountability to parliamentarians and citizens, this flagrant 
lack of control over the activities of Canadian intelligence 
agencies, especially CSIS, it is imperative to review the process 
by which these agencies report to Parliament, to review the CSIS 
Act, to review the process of appointing members to the Review 
Committee, and in so doing, members of this Parliament can 
ensure that the interests and rights and fundamental freedoms of 
the people of Canada and of Quebec are respected.

The report or rather what will be left of it will obviously not 
tell us the whole truth. What about transparency, Madam 
Speaker? The Bloc Québécois is not alone in demanding a public 
inquiry. Several very respectable organizations have called for a 
royal commission of inquiry. If I may, I would like to quote from 
an article published on September 10 in the Quebec City 
newspaper Le Soleil: “More and more groups are calling for an 
independent investigation into the allegations against CSIS. The


