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He should find grounds for reviewing his position and
establishing a royal commission of inquiry without delay. We
cannot remain in the dark where SIRC is keeping us, when
serious charges have been leveled against CSIS. Let us see what
these charges are. First, CSIS is accused of having used people
like a certain Grant Bristow to set up or infiltrate the Heritage
Front, a Canadian neo-Nazi organization based in Toronto
which advocates white supremacy. The purpose of this orga-
nization is directly contrary to the values of Quebec and
Canada, as proclaimed many times in our most important laws.

- Grant Bristow reportedly continued his work or was recycled
as a bodyguard of the leader of the Reform Party of Canada in
the last election campaign. This Reform ‘“volunteer” was
allegedly well paid by CSIS for doing this infiltration work. We
are entitled to know whether the Reform Party of Canada, which
has no other ambition than to take power through the normal
democratic channels, was infiltrated on CSIS’s orders or with its
knowledge or if some ill-intentioned individual, following
written or verbal instructions, or with CSIS’s guilty silence,
penetrated the inner circle of the Reform Party leader.

Was the Reform Party of Canada at any time considered a
threat to Canada by CSIS or by the Conservative government?
We have eloquent proof in this House that the Reform Party was
a real threat to the Progressive Conservative Party, but surely
not to Canadian democratic institutions.

It is possible that CSIS, either at the request of the Conserva-
tive government or on its own initiative, decided to infiltrate the
Reform Party, knowing that it was acting with complete impuni-
ty, since its review committee was controlled by a majority of
people appointed by the Conservatives who, by virtue of the
Canadian Security Intelligence Service Act, were directly ac-
countable to the Solicitor General of that same Conservative
government.

If the Reform Party of Canada was indeed infiltrated and
considered, at one time or another, to be a threat to Canada, what
was the attitude of these people towards other opposition
parties, including the Bloc Quebecois, whose ultimate political
raison d’étre is to help Quebec become a sovereign state?

We want to know how CSIS was able to resist the temptation
of finding out a little more about the Quebec sovereignist
movement. Let us not forget that, in the seventies, the RCMP
stole the list of Parti Quebecois members, burned barns and also
stole dynamite.
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Is it possible that CSIS may have decided to pursue similar
activities? A royal commission of inquiry would, in all likeli-

hood, provide the answer.

The Official Opposition is not the only one requesting that all
the facts be known. The chairman of the Sub-committee on
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National Security, the hon. member for Scarborough—Rouge
River, also asked for some explanations, as reported by the
media on September 13.

Another allegation was made against CSIS. Indeed, the Cana-
dian Broadcasting Corporation may have come under surveil-
lance by CSIS after reporting that it was conducting an
investigation into possible links between Heritage Front and
some Canadian peacekeepers in Somalia. Given the behaviour
of some soldiers in Somalia, the existence of such links is
plausible.

Are Grant Bristow and other agents part of a plot by CSIS to
spy on the CBC?

Another allegation made is to the effect that CSIS, Grant
Bristow or other individuals who may or may not be related to
the neo-nazi group Heritage Front have targetted the Canadian
Jewish Congress, by leaking information on Canadian Jewish
organizations to violent American racists, by promoting the use
of violence by members of Heritage Front and by organizing a
campaign to harass anti-racist leaders by telephone.

According to another allegation made, CSIS apparently fol-
lowed every step of French secret service agents interested in
the Quebec sovereignist movement. Consequently, even if CSIS
did not directly investigate Quebec sovereignist forces, which
have been called “the enemy within” in this House by the
member for Beaver River, it may have indirectly obtained
privileged information through its contacts with the French
foreign security services, the DGSE.

According to a Canadian Press dispatch published in Le
Journal de Québec on Friday, September 9, 1994, CSIS is said to
have infiltrated the Canadian Union of Postal Workers during a
labour conflict to provide useful information to Canada Post
management. The same newspaper also reported that other
documents confirmed the existence of a link between CSIS and
some foreign secret service organizations, including Mossad in
Israel and the secret services in Italy and Jamaica.

Finally, some light should be shed regarding claims made by
Brian Mclnnis, an advisor to former Solicitor General Doug
Lewis, who admitted violating the law by giving a confidential
note to the Toronto Star. Mr. MclInnis added that CSIS also
violated the law by infiltrating the Canadian Broadcasting
Corporation, because that network was inquiring into possible
links between the racist organization Heritage Front and Cana-
dian peacekeepers in Somalia. Following these allegations, the
RCMP arrested Mr. Mclnnis and thoroughly searched his home.

As you can see, some serious accusations have been made and
too many questions remain unanswered. Even though the Sub-
Committee on National Security will look into this issue, the
Official Opposition remains convinced that only a royal com-
mission of inquiry with a very wide mandate can inform
Quebecers and Canadians on CSIS activities.



