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ACTIVITIES

Mr. Francgois Langlois (Bellechasse) moved:

That this House denounces the government for its refusal to set up a Royal
Commissionofinquiry onthe illegal activities of the Canadian Security Intelligence
Service.

He said: Madam Speaker, one word was omitted from the text
of the motion. I would ask for my colleagues’ consent for this
word to be deemed included in the motion. The word ““alleged”
should appear before ‘‘illegal activities’ so that the motion
would read as follows:

That this House denounces the government for its refusal to set up a Royal

Commission of inquiry on the alleged illegal activities of the Canadian Security
Intelligence Service.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): Does the hon. member
have the consent of the House to amend his motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

Mr. Langlois: Madam Speaker, today the Official Opposition
moves the following motion:
That this House denounces the government for its refusal to set up a Royal

Commission of inquiry on the alleged illegal activities of the Canadian Security
Intelligence Service.
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This motion has become necessary following the allegations
made about the Canadian Security Intelligence Service in recent
months and the events revealed and corroborated during the
same period.

In addition, the many obstacles encountered by the Parlia-
mentary Sub—Committee on National Security chaired by the
hon. member for Scarborough—Rouge River make it even more
imperative to set up a royal commission of inquiry responsible
for investigating the alleged actions of CSIS.

CSIS has become a state within a state as it is answerable only
to the Security Intelligence Review Committee, commonly
known as SIRC, which reports to the Solicitor General himself
who, in turn, discloses to the House only some of the few
elements he deems relevant.

Although the enabling legal provisions give SIRC very wide
powers of investigation, the fact remains that it controls only the
elements voluntarily submitted by CSIS.

The very composition of the SIRC greatly undermines our
trust in this institution. In fact, of its five members, three were
appointed on the recommendation of the Progressive Conserva-

tive Party of Canada and one on the recommendation of the New
Democratic Party of Canada. These two parties no longer enjoy
official status in the current Parliament.

Without enforcement legislation, a simple sense of ethics
would dictate that the people appointed on the recommendation
of political parties no longer recognized in this House should
resign so that the Review Committee can reflect the current
membership of this House as elected by the people last October
25¢

The Official Opposition, the Bloc Quebecois, and the second
opposition party, the Reform Party, could then be represented on
the review committee. However, this would only be a provision-
al measure until the act is amended to abolish the Review
Committee and restrict to parliamentarians the power to control
and monitor CSIS.

What could be more normal and healthy in a democracy than
putting this function under the exclusive jurisdiction of elected
officials? Our American neighbours have shown us the way by
demonstrating for many decades that such a system of parlia-
mentary control is the only one acceptable in a free and
democratic society.

The royal commission whose creation we are calling for today
is in no way intended to compete with the Sub-Committee on
National Security. All the Official Opposition is asking for is to
obtain the most results in the least amount of time.

We fully recognize the legitimacy and authority of the Sub—
Committee on National Security and we also acknowledge that
Parliament never abdicated its powers to CSIS or its Review
Committee. Nevertheless, given the present situation and the
composition of the review committee, we must expect parlia-
mentary guerrilla war with the members of SIRC instead of full
and total co—operation from them.

Creating a royal commission would keep members of the
review committee from using delaying tactics to avoid being
accountable.

Last week, the Solicitor General, in answer to a question from
the Official Opposition, refused to set up a royal commission, on
the pretext that SIRC’s internal verification was sufficient.

© (1040)

You need only see how the meeting of the Sub—-Committee on
National Security went on September 13 to realize that SIRC
members are past masters in the art of subterfuge, rather than in
investigation. The minister should definitely review what hap-
pened at that meeting. He would see that clearly the Sub-Com-
mittee on National Security will not obtain from the members of
SIRC the full and entire co—operation which it is entitled to
expect.




