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3. Did bc rcquest that hc bc rcturned ta Canada in Novemrber. 1979, due ta a
bcilth problcmn of his daughtcr and, if so. did he decidc ta reconsîder such a
rcqucst as a re.suît of bcing ,isked to remaîn in Prague by the C,înadian Arrned
Forces'?

4. Was hc adviscd in January. l1980. b) C..olonel Spencer thiat the t,înadian
Ambassador to Prague had decidcd ta have bîm rcturn to Canada and. if sa.
what wcrc the rcasons gîven for such action'?

5. On what date did hc, bis ssîfe and daughter Icave Prague for Canada and
'oas iton or about May l0. 1980*'

6. On rcturn to Canada 'oas hce intcrroa.ted on or about May 22, 1980, by the
sccurity and intelligence unit of thc Dcpartmcent of National 1)efcncc and, il' so
(a) 'oas hce qocstioncld on thc snbjcct of whcthcr or niot hie had in any was bccn in
liaison ssîth Russian agents 'ohilc in Prague (b) did lic volonteer ta sobniit ta a
lic dctcctor tcst and was thtis test followcd by foriher interrogation (c) an or
about Mav 23, 1980, %vas hc given a fnrthcr lic detector test and additional
interrogaition and was hie requcstcd ta return an May 27. 1980'!

7. (a) On or about Ma) 27. 1980, did he tel) Commander Vallevand bhat hc
had gîvn SIU aIl possible information and spccificall>. did hie suate that hc and
bis famîily werc being harassed and rcquest th,ît tl cease (b) on the sanie date
'oas hie gîvcn a furthcr lic detector test on orders af Captain Roberts of SIU (c)
on t he a ftcrnaon of' tte sanie date 'o as lie foreed ta si t i n a sinl l room for over
an hour and, if sa, for whaî porpase (d) on the sanie datc dîd bis 'oife contact
legal services of tlic Canadian Armced Forces asking for assistaince and 'oas she
refosed leg.il aid and, if so, for 'ohat reasan'!

8. (a) Since the return ta Canaîda of' Sergeant 1 lutchison aînd bis famîil), luis
their telephone been boggcd or tappcd in any way ,înd, if su, 'ohat arc .111 the
details (b) bas a miliî.iry police vehîcle been parked in front of their hanse oa
number of occasions sînce the> masved in an Mays 15, 1980,. and ssere the most
receni occasions the evenings of Jli I 1 aînd Joly 12, 1980, arnd, if sa, 'ohat w.îs
the porpase (c) was bc informied on Joly 10. 19810, by Captain Richîardsan that
the investigation 'oould bc carrîed on untîl Navemiber, 1980'!

9. Dnrîng ail of the above incidents, 'oas be frequently asked durîng îîîterroa.î
tion whetbcr he was a Rossî,în agent. 'ohether he h,îd connections v.ith the
Russian or Czchasloakian intelligence ,înd, if so, whaî are tII the details on
sxhich the Cinadian Arnied larces hase basedi such questions'

10ý If there is no evîdence that Sergc.înî Flutchison did colltboraîe ,sith
Rossian Intelligence. lor wh,ît reasan is hie beîng frcqucntly intcrrog.îted, etc.
and wîll the Mînîster of National Defence order i full investigation into aIl
aspects of thîs situation'

I 1 Was Sergeant Flotchison aî anc tfinie vîsîted b) an Rf MP oflicer n,,nied
Mcean sînce he rcturned ta Canatda and did an ippranîmîtae two-hour discus-
sion take place and 'ohat was the porpose of the discussion'

12. Fs there in existence ai sritten ninari sîgned b) Anne Scott. a Caînadaî
Customs inspectar, canccrnîng Sergeant Hlutchisan aînd, il' so, is tl d,îcd inne
1I1, 1980). aînd dues tl suate in paîrt: "Sperintendent Iitherall c,îlled tlie office ta
înform us that the Militar) Police had a loakout an Sergeant Hutchison., he svas
învolvcd in sonme dcalîngs 'oith thc (blan)- and, if sa, lin ishit bîsîs dîdi
Superintendent H,îtherall mike sncb a cilI'

13. (a)( s there in existence i report he,,ded -Rogh Repart- bs 1 Smith in
regard ta Sergeant Ilutchison and compîled by a Canaida C ustoîns officiaI and
does tl stîte in part,.. suspectcd th.,î lie mîgbî haîve been in liaison wîth the
Rossians- and th,ît he w.îs a -c.gey, conniving type aI' persan mnd that lie might
bc up ta soinething- (b) sobseqoentlv 'os lie cb,îrged $479.688 lCanadi,în) dut>
b) Canada C ustonis for .îlleged items brought b,îck fromn Furope (c) w,îs he
ch.îrged for twa sîec speakers porch,îsed for 489 fkrman marks on tlic bîsîs af'
$489 rather tban ,ictuilly eanverting ta C,în,,dî,n dollars (d) 'oas be charged
dois an ather items wîthout conversion af' currencs i,îkîng place aînd, if so. %,bat
siere they (e) wis bc given the imipresson or told b) C,înadî,în dîplomîatic
officiaIs thît tny itemns purehised ,îbro,îd prior ta six months before bis retorn ta
Canadaî woold bc duty Irecil

14. Daes the Dep,îrtmcnt of Naîtional Defence follo'o the polîc', th,ît i persan
is not goilt) untîl proven otherwise'

15. Durîng bis st.îy in Prague, was Sergeant Hutchîson of considerible service
ta Canada or ans meniber of the Western Alliance bx the duties he perfarmed
therc'

16. Fs il the intention of the goscrnment or the C,înadîan Armied Farces ta
charge Serge.înt HuFtchison as aîn agent for a forcîgu passer and allais hiim
court mairtialI be are ssh ch lie cou Id de fend hinmsel f aînd I a) if' 5. an 55ha t date

(b) il nat. ssill inv .îlleged hirssmnent. cbaricter ,îssssîîî,tîîîn. etc. igainsi hinm
aînd bis faimils ceise forthss îth'

Mr. D. M. Collenette (Parliamentary Secretary to Presi-
dent of the Privy Council): 1 amn informed by the Departments
of External Affairs, National Defence, National Revenue and
the Solicitor General as follows:

I. Yes.

(a) April 13, 1964,
Supply and Security Branches.

(b) Yes.

(i) Yes.
(il) Yes.

2. Yes.

(a) JuIy 20, 1979,
(b) Administrative duttes in the Canadian Forces

Attachés office.

(c) Yes.

3. N o. Jn November, 1979, he told the Canadian Forces
Attaché that he was eonsidering asking for permission to send
his famnily home but tntended 10 remain in Prague himiself.
After diseussions with the Attaché regarding this malter he
reconsidered his situation and aftcr a short interval advised the
Attaché that he would like 10 remain in Prague with his
famtly. I-is personai decision was acccpted by the Attaché and
the Arnhassador.

4. Yes. Medical reasons.
5. Yes.
6. He was interviewed on return to Canada as part of a

routine security debriefing.
(a) No. He was questioned in regard to his dealings

with Czechoslovakian authorities.
(b) Yes 10 both parts of the question.
(c) Yes to which he rettdily agreed.

7. (a) Yes.
(b) No. He underwent voluntary polygraph examina-

tion.
(c) No. He sat in a large comnfortble furnished roorit

awaiting the arrivai of the case officer who was 32
minutes laIe returning from a meeting with his
supervisors. While he waited, the roomi door was
open, he was advised there would be a delay and
was provided with reading matertal.

(d) On or about May 27, 1980, N4rs. Hutchison con-
tacted a legal officer in the office of the Judge
Advocate General by telephone at which lime she
requesîed advice concerning a legal mialter involving
her husband. The legal officer explained that she
was not entiîled to bc given legal aid by himi
because she was not a member of the Canadian
Forces. However, the legal officer did state that her
husband, as a memiber of the Ctnadttn Forces,
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