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SECRET/CANADIAN EYES ONLY

2012 11 66

CAVEAT

This Yeport is issued under the authority of the Dirsctor, Camadian Secirity Intelligence Service. It is provided for the
scipient and colleagues of the recipient’s departiment (r agency who have the appropnate security clearance

This reportmay be par

phrased and used in infemal departrental or agency correspondence. Netther the report norany of its
contertts should be disserninated outside the recipient’s department or agency without pricr consultation wath CSIS. The
Director. USIS, should be informied of any action taken by a depattment or agendy besed an its contents.

This docwmert constitutes a record which may be subject to mandatory exemption under the sccess ro bformation Act o
Act. The rfommation or mtelligence may also be protected by the provisions of the Canads Evidence dcr. The
on o intelli gence must not be disclosed or used as evidence without prior consultation with the Caradian Security

Priviey

miomats
Intelli gen

2 Service.
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MANDATE

1. This assessment has been prepared by the Intelligence Assessments Branch (IAB) of the
Canadian Security Intelligence Service (CSIS) for the National Energy Board (NEB). The scope
of this report is limited to a strategic assessment of current national security threats, within the
context of CSIS’s legislated mandate, which may be pertinent to the department.

2. The Service has reviewed classified and open-source reporting in addition to recent
intelligence assessments relating to to identity and assess
relevant threat information. This assessment is current as of July 2012. (C)
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ANNEX II
ADVANCED PERSISTENT THREATS
1. The Canadian Cyber Incident Response Centre (CCIRC) has produced a publication

related to mitigation of Advanced Persistent Threats. The annex in its entiretv is
UNCLASSIFED and is available of the Public Safety Canada website at:
htip:/'www publicsafety. gc.ca’prefemvceire/201 L/4r1 1-002-eng. aspx

©)
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SECRET (w/attach.)

Our file: [ NN

Your filer A-2012-00439

| SEP 4 2012
Ms. Amy Cruickshank

Roval Canadian Mounted Police

Access o Information and Privacy Branch

73 Leikin Drive -
Otawa, Ontario- K1A OR2

Dear Ms. Cruickshank:

This refers 1o your consultation letier of August 8, 2012 wogether with attachments, requasting
recommendations for exemption under the Access.zo fnformation et pursuant 1o a fequest for
*RCMP materials and/or investigation into people or organizations opposed to the Northern i
Gateway Pipeline project. Memos, emails, reviews and reports, not excluding other materials,
that will details RCMP investigations into orgapizations ete”.

We recommend that-the intormation highlighted in PINK in the attached records be exempted

n order that we may address any media issues, a copy
of these documents as released to the applicant would be appreciated.

It 1s CSIS practice not to enter section numbers for exemphions next to the deleted postions on pages
released to the applicant. Therefore, for national security reasons, please ensure that this section
sumber is not included on any of the released documents.

Should you disagree with our reccsmmemic,d exemptions, please advise us to that etfect prior (o the
release of these docunients.

I would also be grateful if your staff contacted —wﬁh the date on

which you expect to release this material to the applicant.
Thank you for consulting with-us on this matter.

Yours truly,

Coordinator
Access to Information
and Privacy

Altachments

{anada

ssale T, Otaws (Ontarko) 16 #

PO Box 3732, Stanon "7, Ontaws, Ontano KUE 4G4 C.P. 9732, S
Tel {813} 2310107 HBT7-685-0303 Fax (67318421271

1ofb AGC1034




[T EaN

Nt x 3pt ;
ST POt peantagat |
2y SRR ) H {
CProtgeiod A §
FACSHAILE iMESSAGE EMNVO D'UN MESSACE . o
- A i . LR ramadenie L Feogora
TRANSMITTAL PFAR TELECCRIEUR ' ;
[ “Assistant Combrisalanar M{ac!myse'» Ciwsicr SROUPS
Sisapt Killam . K™ Givisics CROPS C01058-23
-Z’fafv'«v\!n Mo W de rEBTEnge
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SUBJECT - Enbridge Northern Gatoway Pipoling Project Totah =mebar ol 2701 wnciudug i one
CRJEY Norrbrg total du pifies, i v “iyp b 2
COMMENTS i '
COMMENTAIRES

Natonal Sacurity Criminal intailigones (NSCI) hostad 2 working geoup mresling on 2010-68-08 st HQ.

i attendancs:

] ns #Men3 Imgrund, Ms, Alsxandra Espinoza
“E" Civishon v Insp. Ray Fast, M8 Sofla Manaliag
Criminalintelligencs - Sgt. Mactin Bedard, M3, Catheiing Greenley
NSEL : Ma, Wonuy Nicol, 8 o O Neit

The: objactive ol the meeting was ta discuss the Endridge Nerthera Gataway Pipshne Prajact, which of
appfoved will saa the Bulding of 3 twinad petrolaum pipeling o run Irom Edmonaton District to Kitimat, BC

Thig IFREIIGH N Hlended TAf 1N ube 0Fthe adotsscqa. Tolta edmmesicaticy a5 saciuaivemant 2astinse ¥ Qul ofle 89 adrgxene.
e P L mERA .
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FACSIMILE MIESSAGE
TRANSMITTAL

LORMENT Bl atirysdi

CUMMENTARES (suite}

Tha financial zenefits of the pipeling to tha Canadlan {including the Albena and 8C) gconomies are wall
documentad, 95 ara tha benatits to the US and posubly Asian angrgy marksis

Enually, thero arsibiany who oppose the construction of tho pipelisae and # I8 assessed that ariminal aclivity
will by pxperinacad during the regulatery hearnngs, sna subyaguentiy of £onstruchion s approved

Discussion:

Currantly this Profaclis within the National Enorgy Board (NEB) reviow process. whichinciudes NEB public
hearings being conducled afong the proposaed cordder. The resuits of the NEB ravisw will b providad 1o the
Fadaral governmment, which has ths final authority 1o sithorize e construton of tho pipsiing.

fhere are many factory that ywust be considared prior 10 870 subsequnnt to ihe fnat ruling.

The approval, construction, oporation zod maintenanse of the pigsling wiibe complatod in acTordance With
strictly anforeed fodsrel government regulations which will inciude corsideration tor the heaith and safaty of
Conadians, Aboriginst Soacse a9 waell a3 the safaly ot the naturat environment.

Thers Is wide suaport for the burtding of the pipelina from: the Urads uniony whoss membaers will be
amployed; [he companies that 'will provide tha pips for the pipslins, the support!servite industries that wili be
wsad ducing the construction, as well as the many spin off jobs that will be created duringthe construction of
the pipeiing 1d wall s tha legacy jubs that will be created to maintain the pipeline during theiife of the

pipeting.

Yhers are 1is0 many opponunts of the pipsiine project ingiuding thoss a3ssociated 10 Abdrigindt sovareignty
cangarns, a iariety of eavironmentat awarenass groups and oihers who may:be knpacted Juring the
CoNSIructian and {ha subsaquent e of the pipating, ,

The Faderal government's dacision to aither accept or rejact Enbridga’s proposal will not bs providag within
the near tulure, and will anty be.the start of the naxl - and langthy - phase ia the aclual conatruction

Thera 19 the possibillty that thery will be civil unrast and criminal oceurrences during the NER consuitation
SrOCH8S.

Tha spillags of oil associated 10 the Enbridge pineline rupture In Michigan has provided opgonants with
Sddid fmpatus 1o profect thair oral, written ng physicgifvigient epposition to the Frojest,

Thare is {na pogsiblilty that Enbridge’s property may be atblectsd ta vandallsim and ather forms of griminal
activigm during the NEB consultaiion pro¢ess.

H Enorlege's preposa ix approved by the Fadaral governmant; the many opponsnts of the Plpstine will tikely
ulilize tha nourts 1o prevent the construction of the pinsiing, rasulting In many vears of delay

H Enbridge's proposal mests with success through Botn the regulatary and 1Fg court systam, the years of
stpoline construstion will fikely include many oenurrented of civil and CHirinal unrest

A ' | Canadi

AGG1I671 158060245
: 200002
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Page 3 olide 3

Royal Canadisn | Sesdarmarie royeie Ralarance Mo, - N° 8 rpldrence;
Moynted Pollce  dy Canada

FACSIMILE /MESSAGE  ENVDS D'UN MESSAGE
TRANSMITTAL PAR TELECOPIEUR

COMMENTS {sontinued)
COMMENTAIRES [3uite}

Recommendations:

1l was agreed that:

The RCMP ("€~ K" and HQ), C5I8 sotlaborate In the produstion of classified and unclassifind
Intalllgence producty for the benstit of the RUMP and other law-anforcement agenclaes; othar fedaral snd
provincizl depariments, relatad stakeholders and not axclusivaly: Natural Resources Canada, Environment
Cansda, Deportment of Fisherlas and Oceans, Indlans and Northern Affairs Canada, Natlonal Energy Board,
Transport Canada, Nationa! Enérgy Board, Enbridge and othar ensrgy sector stakehoidera.

As snd if requirad, other stakehiciders will bo sollcited for essistance in the production of the Intelligence
products;

RCMP communication betwaen "E” and "K" Divialon and HQ will be completed through the Divisionsl TROPY¥
and Critlcal-infrastructire Criminal intelligence {Nationa! Sscurity Criminal Investigstiona).

K" Division suggests that consideration b9 givan to a JIG balng developed for this initiatlve.

RCMP inltlatives will be initlated betwosn "E* & "K™ Divisiona and HQ ‘through Divisienal CROPS snd CICL
Information and intelilgence sharing wilf be conducted dirsctly betwesn the HQ and Divistonal CICK analysts.
"E" and K" Divisiornr CROPS will determine the appropriate reporting mechanism far the exchange of
inteiligance and Information hetwoaen EANSET and Calgary N5E3 and the detachmants,

Divizional CROPS will ensure information and intelligence generatad at the detachmentisvel s provided to
E/AINSET andior Calgary NSES to assist In ths deveiopmont of the intalligencs praducts.

“E" Divislon re¢ommends that Morth. District identify a dediceted reqourca t¢ be the Northem Gatewsy
Plpeling coordinator for the reglon. This resource would be responsibie to coordinate the exchange of
‘intefligence and information betwaen the detachments and EANSET. This will snsure that incidents occurring
in the Horth District are systematically réparted. Exch detachment would identify one membar to bs the

squivalent of & Counter Terrorism Information Officer [CTIO} who would 381ve a5 2 point of contact. EANSET.

with tha assistance of CIC) wili develop 8 training and awarenass program for these members, The CTICs will
DE rgaponiblo to provide detachment members with intelligance and Information from a nationa! yecurily and
aritical infrastrusture grotection perspective.

Passnge of Inteitigence products to the dotachments wili be coordinated through the CROFS and. the DIO.

Mr. Tim O'Nell will be the NSCI contact, You are welcome to sontact him directly for additiona! information or
clarfication.

Regards
Gilies Michaud,

Asaistant Commissioner
Nations! Security Criminal Investigations

ROMP GRE 287% [2503-08} (: ad!é

RODTIETE_159:000280003

»
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Royal Canadian - Gendarmeria rovals Benutity Gias
Mounted Police  du Canada Classificalion £ Des

AUG 08 2012

Ms, _ Your file Vatze réference
ATIP Coordinater .

Canadian Security intelligence Service

PO Box 8732, Station " T

Ottawa ON K1G 4G4 Ao oha%

oo

Re:  RCMP materials and ! or investigation into people or organizations opposed to the
Northern Gateway Pipeline project. Memos, emails, reviews and reports, not'excluding other
materials, that will details RCMP investigations into organizations etc.

Access to Information Act

The Roval Canadian Mounted Police are processmg a request under the Access 1o infcmation Act
for inforrmation relating to the above noted subject: in reviewing the relevant records, we found 3
pages of correspondence which was either provided to the RCMP by your Department or may be of
greater mieresk to your Department.

| would appreciate your recommendations with respect to the disclosure or protection of this
information. Should you wish to deny access ¢ any portion, please indicate the appropriate section
of the Act and provide rationale. In order fo meet our legisiative diary date, a repiy by Augusi 28
2012 would be appremated

Should you wish clarification on a'ny matter conceming this request, contact the unde%signed at613-
843-6843 or by writing at amy. cruickshank@remp-gre.ge.ca of to the address %:eiow For ease of
reference, please guote the file number appearing on this letter

Yours truly,

Ms. Amy Cruickshank

Access to information and Privacy Branch
Mailstop 061

73 Leikin Drive

Ottawa, Ontario

K1A OR2

Altach

S5of 5
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TO:

Head, -
BC REGION (BCR)

FROM:

Intellizence Officer

I =GOy

FILE:

SECRET

RECORD OF MEETING

PERSON(S) ATTENDING:

Tab/Onglet 8
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DATE & PLACE OF MEETING;
RCMP North Detachment

4020 Fifth Avenue

Prince George, BC

PERSONNEL ATTENDING:

- -
I 5

ADMINISTRATIVE DETAILS:

1) On 20120605, attended the Counter Terrorism
Information Officer (CTIO) Workshop held in Prince George from 2012 06 05 to 2012

os o7 I - o irovided a presentation on the role and mandate of

the Service. During the presentation, touched upon issues regarding
information sharing and the appropriate mechanisms for disclosure.

TOPICS DISCUSSED:

2) The CTIO course covered the following topics:

2 of 4 AGC1035




a. Overview of Federal Government Anii-Terrorisra Plan and National Security
Criminal Investigations

b Critical Infrastructure — Types, Their Importance / SIR program

¢. National Security Criminal Investigation / Critical Infrastructure

d. National Energy Board — Role and Mandate

e. {SIS - Role and Mandate
Overcoming Stereotypes and sharing information

renomencn of 1erronism, Origins of Contemporary Terrorism, Motivations and
Justifications of Terrorists

. Group profiles: AL QAEDA

J. Tactics Used by Terrorists / Criminal Extremists
I internet & Terrorism

n. Radicalization
Terrorist Event Pr

OPERATIONAL COMMENTS:

Tabi/Cngiet 8 Page 42¢
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Recently Minister Oliver wrote the follewing:

Unfortunately, there are environmental and other radical groups that
would seek to block this opportunity to diversify our trade. Their goal
is to stop any major project no matter what the cost to Canadian families
in lest jobs and economic growth. No forestry. No mining. No oil. No gas.
No more hydro-electric dams. '

These groups threaten to hijack our regulatory system te achieve their
radical ideological agenda. They seek to explcit any loophole they can
find, stacking public hearings with bodies to ensure that delays kill
good projects. They use funding from foreign special interest groups to
undermine Canada’s national economic interest.

They attract jet-setting celebrities with some of the largest personal
carbon footprints in the world to lecture Canadians not to develop our
natural resources. Finally, 1f all other avenues have failed, they will
take a guintessential American apptroach: sue evervone and anyone to delay
the project even further.

They do this because they know it can work. It works because it helps
them To achieve their ultimate objective: delay a project to the point it
becomes economically unviable.

Anyone lcoking at the record of approvals for certain major projects
oss Canada cannot help but come to the conclusion that many of these
cts have been delayed too long. In many cases, these project

je S WO
ate thousands upcen thousands of jobs for Canadians, yet they can take
ears to get started due to the slow, complex and cumbersome fecaral
e 11 process.

Mackenzie Valley Gas Pipeline review tock more than nins

o < In comparison, the western expansion of the nation-

g Ca Pacific Railway under Sir Jchn A. Macdonald took four
vears. Under our current system, building a temporary ice arenz on a
frozen pon

¢ in Banff reguired the approval of ths federal government.

Tab/Onglet 9
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fashion. We do rnet want prcjects that are sa
new jobs and open up new export markets, to d
to unnecessary delays.

major projects can ke accomplished in a @
s

tem seams to have lost sight of balance over
broken. It is time to take a loock at it.

I hed three rescently articles on this issue.—
cne by Ezra Levant, where he
writes:

's Mocre Foundation has poured in mcre than $% milli
ocups con the north coast of B.C. to coppose resource
Their Canadian lcbby group, Ecotrust, will testify
According to research by Vivian Krause, the U.S.
w nd thelr Canadian affiliate have poured millicns of dollar
inte 38 coeokle-cutter groups to oppese Canadian resource industries. They
LGCQT and real -- the Dogwecod Initiative, the Rainforest
the Natural Rescurces Defence Council, estc.
—entacles of the same foreign foundation.

be and Ma

, 2012 4.ﬁOnM EST
The Cor e government will br¥ing forw
shecrten virormental reviews of pipelines

arguing

lical groups” are exploitin
to Canada’s economic future.

letter was h:ovided in
Ind

Tab/Onglet 8 Page 60¢
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Oil-sands pipelins hits its highest hurdle
An open lestter from Natural Rescurces Minister Joe Oliver
‘Foreign meney’ could gum up pipeline approval, Harper warns

Infographic
How the Northern Gateway pipeline intersects with B.C.'s First Nations

Video

Harper concerned about Gateway pipeline hearings

The letter warns of “environmental and other radical groups” including
“jet-setting celébrities” funded by foreign special interest groups who
aten to hijack our regulatory system to achieve their radical
ideolecgical ends.”

system “is broken,” Mzr. OCliver concludes in the letter. “It’s time
X 1
ake a look at it.”

an interview Sunday, the minister said his department is examining the
sTin es around the environmental review process Lo prevent the

ons from being made repeatedly by different people or groups.
"What we are looking at is providing definitive timelines from start to
finish on the regulatory process,” said Mr. Oliver.

“The cbjective should be that these reviews would no lconger go on for
many, many years. They would have a definitive timeline that would
provide certainty to the participants who are sponsoring the project.

Such changes could not be easily or quickly imposed. “There may be a need
for legislation,” Mr. Oliver acknowledged, though he couldn’t say when
such legislation would be introduced.

The minister would not comment on whether the lmgisla'ian could affect
the environmental review of the Gateway itsel

On Friday, Prime Minister Stephen Harper himself warned of “the use of
foreign money to really overload the public consultation phase” of the
pipeline rev1ew, promising his government “will be taking a close look”
to ensure “our regulatory prccesses are effective and deliver decisions

in a reasonable amount of time.”

vironmentalists as well as agricultural interests and both state and
ederal politicians succeeded in forcing the Cbama administration to
-

de.ay a decision on the proposed Keystone XL pipeline from Alberta tc the
southern United States.

rmined to
markets. The
ntial tce that

Partiy in response to that delay, the Harper govern
open the market for Alberta ¢il to China and cther
Conservatives see the Northern Gateway pipeline as
goal.

ut isn’t outside interests who are raising the great
the ject. Canadian environmental and aboriginal grouu
stro opposed, claiming that spills frem the pipel

Tab/Onglet 9 Page 609
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The government claims that this has reduced the regulatery approvals
rrocess for many projects from four years to ZZ months

The HWarning
An open letter from Natural Resources Minister Joe Cliver
nday's Ceobe and Mail
lished Monday, Jan. 02, 20

updated Monday, Jan. 09, 20 EET
anerts Email Print/License Decreass text size
ze text size Canada is on the edge of an histeoric choice: to
diversify our enerqgy markets away from sur traditional trading partner 1n
the United States cor to centinue with the status cuc.

Vi:t ally all our enexrgy exports ¢o to the US. As we must seek
new markets Zor our products and services and the ia-Pacific
sconomies have shown great interest in our oil, gas, metals and minerals.

More related tTo this story

@ ‘Raclcal groups’ spur Tories tc speed pipeline review process
9 Fcreign money’ could gum up pipeline apprcval, Harper warns
o} E B.C. residents support Northern Gateway: poll

r concerned about Gateway pipeline hearings For cur government, the
cheoice 1s clear: we need to diversify cur markets in order To create Jjobs
£Co [

now1c growth for Canadians across this country. Ws must expand our
trade with the fast growing Aslan eccnomies.

thers a1~ environmental and othex rs that
would seek to block this oppoxtunltJ to diversify our Their go i
is to stop any maicr project no matter what tha cost to
in lost jobs and economic growth. '

ning. No ¢il. No gas. Nc more nvdro-electric dams.

¥o forestry. No m

50f 10
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ing celebrities with some ci

T Lh world to lecture Can
natural resources. Finally, if all cther
take a guintessential American approact
the prcject even further.

They dc this because they know it can work. I
them tc achieve their ultimate objective: delay a
becomes economicelly unviakle.

Anyone locking at the record cof approvals for certain major projects
across Canada cannot help but come to the conclusion that many of these
projects have been delayed too long. In many cases, these projects would
create thousands upon thousands of jobs for Canadians, yet they can take
vears Lo get started due to the slow, complex and cumbersome federal
Covernment approval process. '

For example, the Mackenzie Valley Gas Pipeline review tock more than nine
vears to complete. In comparison, the western expansion of the nation-
building Canadian Pacific Railway under Sir Jchn A. Macdonald took four

/ezrs. Under our current system, bulelng a temporary ice arena on a
frozen pond in Banff required the approval cf the federal government.
This delayed a decision by two months. Two valuable months to assess

something that thousands of Canadians have been deing for over a century.

[

3

Our regulatory system must be fair, independent, consider different
viewpoints including thoses of Aboriginal communities, review the evidence
dispassicnately and then make an objective determinatlon. I% must be
based on science and the facts.

We believe reviews for major projects can be accomplished in a quicker
and more streamlined fashion. We de not want projects that are safe,
generate thousands of new jobs and copen up new export markets, to die in
the approval phase due to unnecessary delays.

Unfortunately, the system seems to have lost sight of this balance over
the past years. It is broken. It is time to take a look at it.

It is an urgent matter of Canada's national interest.

‘Foreign money’ could gum up pipeline avproval, Harper warns
gloria galloway
OTTAWA— Globe and Mail Update
Posted on Friday, January 6, 2012 4:

1466 comments Email Print/License D e

increase text size The Prime Minister is threa to prevent foreign
environmental interests from delaving the approval of a pipeline that
would take bitumen from the Alberta oil n to The West Coast for
shipment to Asian markets.

The petroleum lobby greup EthicalCil.org, which wants “Foreigners and
foreign groups” tc be excluded from hearings on the vroposed Northern

Tab/Onglet 9 Page 611
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Harper cocncerne out Gateway pi ine hearings
Video

Enbridge pipeline could face uphill battle
Infcgrapaic
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Map cf the Noxrthern Gateway pipaline
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“"This is somethirg that

government of Canada wi
that our regulatory »ro
reasonabie amount of t

On Thursday, Kathryn Marshall, & spokesperson for EthicalOil.org.
Canadians have much at stake irn the constructien of the pipeline and
"must take a stand against f reigners and their le

interfering in our decision.’

The c¢roup says the oxganizations registered to give testimony
pipeline hearings include companies owned by foreign interest
Venezuslan President Hugc Chavez’s oil company, CITGO.

‘

Mr. Harper said the govermnment would not interfere in the regulatory

process.
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But, particularly in
the constructicn of TransCanada 3 Keystor
threatened by the lobbying of environmer t\f'
government 1s clear about the necessity

for enexrgy products.

ine has be

I think it is parui

we have the capaci markets
of Asia,” he said.

“We want to ensure in Canada that we g am that
protects our envﬁronmatt and chviousl s ety and various
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reascnable amount of a acked.”
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and a glcobal climate crisis n bo h worry and stop the large
P <

dirtiest, multinational oil
"Tar sands companies with multimillion dollar public relations budgets
backed by a governrent that takes its talking polnts from a former
tobacco lobbyist are feeling the pain of the toxic truth about what they
are deing to the pilanet,™ said Mr. Hudema. "It is time for the Harper
government to pull its head ocut ¢f the tar sands and look at who the true
climate criminals are.”

The Prime Minister was alsc asked about a propcsal by Alberta Premier
Alison Redford to create a national energy strategy that would pull
togéther Rlberta's oil sands, the hydro power of British Cclumbia,
cffshore oil in the Ztlantic and Ontarioc Premier Dalten McGuinty's green-
energy agenda.

Mr. Harper said he has been broached by Ms. Redford about the idea and is
anticipating a meeting in the near future with Alberta and with several
other provinces to get more details

“The approach of the federal government for some vears has been toc have
an energy sector that is primarily driven by market demand,” the Prime
Minister said. “That policy I think generally has served this part of the
country and served the country as a whole guite well.”

The Conservative government has made it clear it considers the oil sands
to be critical to Canada’s econcmic growth and jcb creation.

On Friday, Statistics Canada said 17,500 new jobs were created in this
country in December.

Mr. Harper said that was gcod news as were the job numbers from the
United States where 200,000 more pecple were working last month than in
November.

“This has been one of the things that has been lacking over the past
couple of years,” he said. “We have seen 600,000 net new jobs created in
Canada, but we haven't been seeing the kind of job growth we need in the
United States to help with our trade.”

Publication: The Edmonton Sun
Headline: A Non-foreign Affair Pipeline Hearings Allowing Foreign
Input Is Ridiculous -- We Don't Nesed Ancther Country's Permission
Pub Date: Sunday, January 08, 2012
Recv Date: 08/01/2012 3:50:48 AM
Page: 18
Section: Editorial/Cpinicn
Edition: Final
Byline: EZRA LEVANT
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That's what the Sure,
it's alse about aousands
cf jebs. It's eb ensugh

new tax do ke
But it's really

o

v abkout Canadian ignty. Do we get to make our own
national decisions, cr wiil we let foreign interests interfere?
The answer should be zelf-re spectlng Canadian: This is a
Canadian matter, and Canadians should decide it. Unlike the proposed
Keystone XL pipeline that would have crossed into the U.S., we don't need
another country's permission. It's zll Canada
The Zederal government's review peanel begins public hearings this week.
But the bureauvcrat in cha S & Leggett, has done something bizarre:
She opened up the hearings to foereign citizens, forsign lokbvists and

[

gven foreign governmen
Here's what Leggett say
everyone who wanis to t
be heard, ™ she says. "W

s on her website: "Our job 1s to make sure that
1k te us abeut this project has an opportunity to
! take whatever time it takes to ensure that

everybody's views are heard.
The world's Canada-bashers laughed; then signed up to testify. 2almost
5,000 of m. I a o ez's state-owned oll company, CITGO.
Inc7ud ng i a ulsiana to ta

o

to Austria.
se foraigners have
t;me to

5

Leggett told Canadian workers

¢ of telling foreig
r £o people who don't live here,

W
a

ar on their shovels
here or have any con

%,

i

st foreigners.
Blementary Scheol signed up. Ma
snack time Lo her heavings.

Captain Jack Sparrow has s < urg has "Cave Man.” And 20

childrern from Tahavghen
i1l build in nap time and

different peopie, all with sawyer<Prhayduke.ca.
Jorn Stevenson signed u hen he signed up again as
J. )

It's wns. ft's the well-
paid fer 's weakness o take

eig
over the process.
Like the New York-ba

sed R yv've hired the West
Coast Envi Law ¥ evelopment of a
pipel porth™
That _ogbv group Took 520 efellers' bidding. They're
i : the

in more than 5% million to
. te oppose rescurce
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According to research by Vivian Krause,
their Canadian affiliate have poured mill
cutter groups to oppose Canadian resource industries.
They all sound sc local and real -- the Dogwood Initiative, the
Rainforest Action Network, the Natural Resources Defence Council, etc.
But they're just tentacles of the same foreign foundation.

don’t blame foreign billionaires like the Rockefellers. It's normal for
hem to want to control other people, even other countries.
ANADIAN PUPPETS

I blame their Canadian puppets for taking money to undermine their own
country's interests.
One group, the Pembina Institute, was recently caught soliciting money
from a foreign embassy to fight against Canada (they got $60,000).
On Friday, Stephen Harper warned that the pipeline review "cannot be
hijacked (by) foreign money %o really overload the public consultation
phase of the regulatory hearings, just for the purpose of slowing down
the process.” So whe's geing to win?

Foreign billionaires? Cr Canada?

The prime minister has now taken sides puklicly. It will be fascinating
to see if Leggett listens to him -- or to Hugo Chavez and the
Rockefellers instead.

Supplier: SunMedia
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SECRET (CEQ)

2011 1027 ’

CSI1S cominent:

Your comments are essential to ensure the relevance of CS1S Intelligence Reports being
provided to your department/agency.

CSIS-IAB s

CAVEAT

This decument is the property of the Canadian Seécurity luntelligence Service and may constitute "speciai opérational
informzation” as defined in the Security of Information Act. It is loaned to your agency/department in confidence. The document
¢ must not be reclassified or disseminated, in whole or in part, without the consent of the originator.

. Canadian departments sizations: This document constitutes a record which may be subject to mendatory
i exemption under the Access (o In%ounat ion Act or the Privacy Act. The information or intelligence may also be protected by
© the provisions of the Canada Evidence Aci. The information or intelligence must not be disclesed or used as evidence without
¢ prier consultation with the Canadian Security Intelligence Service.

Foreign agencies or crganizations: This document is loaned to your agency/department in confidence, for internal use ont
It must not be reciassitied or disseminated, in whole or in part, without the consent of the originator. if you are sulject t©
. freedoin of informetion or other laws which do not allow you to protect this information from disclosure, notify CSIS
immediately

nd return the document.
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ops-702-1 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret
2011-04-01

OPS-702-1 PROCEDURES - HUMAN SOURCES - CASE MANAGEMENT

1. INTRODUCTION
Scope
1.1 These procedures outline the considerations. approval authorities and reporting requirements

related to the validation, recruitment and management of a human source ||| | NG

Definitions

1.2 For definitions of specific terms used .in procedures, refer to "Glossary of Terms and Definitions”.

Temporary Authority

13 Unless otherwise specified, when a specific position or title is mentioned in procedures, the
authorities and responsibilitics bestowed on that position or title apply to any employee perforniing
the duties of the position or title in an acting capacity.

Delegation of Authority

14 Where identified in procedures, the term "or designate” denotes the option to delegate an authority
to an assigned individual or position.

1.41  Notwithstanding any delegation of authority contained within these procedures, any issue that is
likely to cause embarrassment or controversy for the Government of Canada (GoC) overrides the
delegated authority and must be immediately reported to the appropriate Service Executives via

Human Sources and Opeérations Security (HSOS).

2. VALIDATION PROCESS

2.1 The vahidation process comprises an assessment of:
a) the information provided by a human source_
b) any other information provided by a human source;
<) a human source’s | I ~ccxss to relevant information;
d)
¢)
H

New publication
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2.6 _
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ors-702-1 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret
2611-04-01

Corroboration of Reported Information

27 An employee can corroborate a human source’s reporting by etther confirmmg and/or
substantiating the information

2.8 Notwithstanding a human source’s -and reporting history_ an employee qualifies
the reported mformation as to its aceuracy as part of the human source validation process.

Reporting History-

New publication
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ops-702-1 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret
2011-04-01

For additional information and guidance on the refer to
OPS8-702-3. "Procedures - Human Sources - Case Management - Source Evaluation- and
for the refer to OPS-702-4. "Procedures - Humnan Sources - Case Management .

N
[
L

For additional information and
idance on the refer to OPS-702-4. "Procedures - Human Sources - Case Management [l

2.14

2141

2.15

For additional information and
guidance on the human source précis refer to OPS-702-8. "Procedures - Human Sources - Casc
Management - Human Scurce Précis”.

the human source précis

New publication
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ors-702-1 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret
2011-04-0]

- For additional mformation and guidance on the human source précis, refer to

GPS-702-8. "Procedures - Human Sources - Case Management - Human Source Précis”.

5. recrurrment approacH - [

3.1 Employees should be familiar with the provisions of section 4 of OPS-702. "Human Sources -

Case Management"” and QPS-703, "Human Sources - Special Provisions” prior to making a

recruitment approach [

Approval Authorities

the approval authorities identified in
OPS-703-1. "Procedures - Human Sources - Special Provisions”, the Regional Director General

{RDG) approves a recruitment approach to an individual || | N_G—G—G—GTGNNEE

When there 1s a potential that a recruitment approach mayv have _adverse impact.
the Director will notify the Mimster as per paragraph 2.2 of OPS-701. "Huiman
Sources - Human Source Program”.

41 _should be familiar with the provisions of paragraph 6.3 of OPS-702. "Human
Scurces - Case Management" and section 6 of QP8-706. "Human Sou

B o (o sccking approval to provide

human source.

[V3)
[¥5]

Appreval Authorities

<
=

51 —shouid be familiar with the provisions of section 6 of QPS§-702. "Human Sources -
Case Managoement” prior to directing a human source te participate in activities

Approval Authorities

New publication

[s)]
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ors-702-1 Operations Policies and Procedures Scerct
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52 ¢ RDG approves directing a human source to participate in activities

New publication
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Reporting Requirements

which condition(s) of paragraph 6.5 of OPS-702. "Human Sources - Case

Management” appiy.

_should be familiar with the provisions of section € of UPS-702. "Human Sources -
Case Management" prior to seeking approval for an operation

- LR

Approval Authorities

SAFETY

A —who believes that a human source’s safety and/or security s at risk should advise
his/her supervisor immediately [

New publication
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ops-702-1 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret
2011-04-01

Approval Authorities

9.1 Employces should be familiar with the provisions of section 10 of OPS-702. "Human Sources -
Case Management” and OPS-707. "Human Sources - Compensation” prior to conducting an [ Il

93

The_can provide an-payment during the _Rcfer to OPS-707.

“Human Sources - Compensation” for guidance on payments.

94

New publication
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ops-702-1 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret
2011-04-01

Disclosure of Assistance

95 _HSOS employee should ask the human source

whether he/she wishes his/her identity to be protected in perpetuity or accept that it may be
revealed after the 123-year retention period.

9.6

Approval Authorities

97

9.8

Reporting Requirements

New publication 11

12 of 14 AGC1039
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10.

10.1 should be familiar with the provisions of secticn 11 of OPS-702, "Human Sources

= Case Management” and OPS-704. "Human Sources - Conduct || G o

o

as outlined in section 3 of OPS-704. "Human Sources - C

Approval Authorities

164

1o.s

Reporting Requirements

10.6

OPS-703. "Human Sources - Special Provisions”.

. HUMAN SOURCE LITIGATION

111 All litigation matters mvolving human sources must be brought to the attention of the DG HSOS

New publication
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I - < 25 possible
Approval Authorities
112 The DG HSOS approves all human source _
New publication
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SECRET

FROM:
FILE:

RECORD OF MEETING

PERSON(S) ATTENDING:

Conference of approximately 100 reples\,ntdtiv:\ of Energy Sector Stakeholders.
The main contacts pertinent to mdudua

Adriana POLOZ, RCMP Criminal Intelligence
]

Please refer to— for further contact information.

DATE & PLACE OF MEETING:

Classified Briefing for Energy Sector Stakeholders.
Reception on 2010 05 11 arthe Chateau Laurier, Ottawa.

Conference at CSIS HQ, 1941 Ogilvie, Road, Otrawa, ON, 201005 12.

PERSONNEL ATTENDING:

TOPICS DISCUSSED:

The following presentations were given:

TabiOnglet 7 Page 501
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- RCMP Suspicious Incident Reporiing (SIR) update,  Presentation by frene LAMERE and Wendy NICOL, RCMP.

-Debrief of Vancouver 2010 Olympic games.  Presentation by Adriana POLOZ, RCMP.

- Elecrricity Infrastructure Protection During the 2010 Olympic Games.  Presentation by Doug POWELL, BC Hydro.

-GB/ (G20 updates.  Presentation by_v, Csis.

- World Energy Cenference (WEC) update.  The WEC will be held in Mentreal from Sept 12 + 16, Presentation by Jean-Guy
QUIMET, Hydre-Quebec,

This conterence was an excellent networking opportunity for-- and provided realinsight into the sectirity practises in

the energy sector and avenues for cooperatien between CSIS and energy infrastructure partniers.
OPERATIONAL COMMENTS:

A request has been made for copies of the a/n presentations.  Detailed information on issues pertinent to-desks

will be ferwarded when it is received.
ADMINISTRATIVE DETAILS:

Alf artendees of this conference were cleared 10 SECRET and presentation material was up to that level.  This was a CSIS

conference and cepies of the presentations should be made available.
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OPS-100 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret

2010-04-28

2010-04-28
OPS-100  TARGETING - SECTION 12 CSIS ACT
1. INTRODUCTION
Objective
11 To state the principles and directives governing the approval process for an initial request, a
renewal, an upgrade. a downgrade or a termination of a targeting level pursuant to the CSIS Aer.
Scope
12 This policy and related procedures outline the principles, as well as the organizational and a
functional responsibilities, pertaining to targeting.
1.3 Procedures for the preparation of an Assessment Report to initiate, rencw, modify, or terminate a
targeting level are covered in OPS-100-1, “Procedures - Targeting - Requests for Approval”.,
Policy Centre
1.4 The policy centre for this policy is the Targeting and Warrants Section (TWS) of the Deputy
Director of Operations (DDQ) Secretariat.
Authorities and References
15 CSIS Act |
1.6 Anti-terrorism Act
1.7 Ministerial Direction - CSIS Operations (2008 10 29)
1.8 0PS-201, “Conduct of Operations - General”
1.9 OPS-209, “Warrant Acquisition - Section 127 ’
1.10  OPS-301, “Operational Reporting™
L1l OPS-601 to OPS-603, “Authorized Disclosure of Operational Information and Intelligence”
1.12 SIS Operational Message Svstem (COMS) User Manual |
Definitions
113 For definitions of specific terms used in this policy, readers should refer to OPS-700 “Glossary of
Terms and Definitions™
1.14  For the purpose of targeting policies and procedures, the term “targeting decision” refers to the s

final determination made bv the approving autherity of an Assessment Report requesting to initiate,
renew, upgrade. downgrade or terminate a targeting level.

Temporary Authority

Maye L op 7
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OPS-100 Operations Policies and Procedures Secret
2010-04-28

1.15  Unless atherwise specified, when a specific position or title is mentioned in this policy, the
authorities and responsibilities bestowed on that position or title apply to any employzee performing
the duties of the position or title in an acting capacity.

2. POLICY STATEMENT

2.1 The Targeting Policy is established under the authority of the Director pursuant to subsection 6(1),
CSIS Acr, and directs the Service’s targeting process.

9
[\

Further to a Memorandum from Cabinet of national intelligence coliection priorities the Minister of
Public Safety issucs a Ministerial Directive outlining general collection requirements. The DDO
then provides a strategic directive to operationalize the Ministerial Directive,

23 Targeting will be governed by the following fundamental principles:

a) the rule of law must be observed,
b) the means must be proportional to the gravity and imminence of the threat;
c) the greater the risk associated with a particular activity, the higher the authority required

for approval; and
d) with regard to the use of intrusive techniques:

i) the need for their use must be weighed against possible damage to civil liberties
and to Canadian fundamental institutions

ii) the least intrusive techniques must be used first, except in emergency situations or
where less intrusive techniques would not be proportionate to the gravity and
imminence of the threat; and

it1) the level of authority required for approving their use must be commensurate with
their intrusiveness and with any risks associated to using them.

24 Lawful advocacy. protest or dissent may not be investigated unless such activities are carried out in
conjunction with threats as defined in section 2, CSIS Act.

23 When there is uncertainty concerning the lawfulness of an operation, technique or action, the issue
must be referred to the appropriate Director General (DG) for direction.

26 When approving an Assessment Report, a Headquarters (HQ) DG or Regional Director General
(RDG) must consider the intrusiveness of each technique allowed under the approved targeting
level and may impose special restrictions if deemed appropriate considering the gravity and
imuninence of the threat.

IMoye 2 0 7
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3, RESPONSIBILITIES

Directors General

Lad
-

An HQ DG or RDG 1s responsible for:

b) ensuring targeting decisions are consistent with the Service’s mandate and policies, and
current Government of Canada (GoC) mtelhgence requrements;

¢} ensuring that consultation between Regions and the approprate HQ Branch(es) has taken
place on all targeting decisions;

d) assessing the intrusiveness of the techmques 1o be used to collect information and
mtelhgence;

c) assessing the reliability of the information in an Assessment Report;

B assessing the implications, magnitude, seriousness and immediacy of the activities

suspected of constituting the threat; and
g) appointing a Targeting Coordinator.
Chief, Deputy Director Operations Secretariat
32 The Chief DDO Secretariat is responsible for:
a) providing the DDO, Assistant Director Operations (ADO), and the Assistant Director
Legal Services. within five (5) working days from the date of approval, written

confirmation of all rargeting decisions pursuant to this policy;

b) updating the targeting database within three (3) working days from the receipt of a
notification of a targeting decision from a Region or HQ Branch;

c) maintaining the targeting databasc mcluding all active and inactive targets;

d) providing advice and guidance to the Targeting Coordinators in HQ ‘and the Regions to
cnsure the consistent application of the targeting policy;

e) providing Security Screening Branch; on a regular basis, an updated list of targeting
decisions;

f) maintaimng statistical information and producing, on request, accounts of targeting
decisions;

g}

h) performing other admimstrative functions as directed by the DDO.

Deputy Director Operations

TMaye 30 7
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[

34

3.6

3.7 _

4.

4.1

The DDO is responsible for:

a) managing the application -of this policy and providing direction to resolve issues arising
from its implementation; and

b) ensuring that targeting decisions are consistent with the Service’s mandate and policies,
and current GoC intelhgence requirements.

Director

Only the Director can approve targeting pursuant to subscction 2(d), CSIS Act.
The Director is responsible for reporting to the Minister of Public Safety where:
a) there 1s a well-founded risk of serious violence;

b) there is a potential that a CSIS activity may have significant adverse impact on Canadian
mterests, such as:

1) discrediting the Service or the Government of Canada;

1) giving rise to public controversy;

1i1) a clear nisk to human life;

iv) affecting domestic interdepartmental or intergovernmental relations;

v) affecting Canadian relations with any country or interndtional organization of
states; and/or,

vi) contravening any of the guidelines set out in the Mimsterial Direction on CSIS

Operations with respect to the management of the Service.

TARGETS OF THE SERVICE

Information from a foreign state or agency may be used whep submitting an Assessment Report,
taking into consideration the human rights record of that foreign state or agency and the specific
circumstances under which the information was obtained.

Persons

A targeting level may be approved by an RDG or an HQ DG to collect information and intelligence

on the activities of persons who may on reasonable grounds be suspected of constituting a threat to
the security of Canada pursuant tos. 2, CSIS 4cr.

Hays 4 0 7
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Groups and Organizations

A targeting level may be approved by an HQ DG to collect information and inteiligence on the
activities of a group of persons or an organization, including its gencral membership, where there
are reasonable grounds to suspect:

a) the objectives or activities of the-group or organization constitute a threat to the secunty of
Canada pursnant to s. 2, CS75 4cr; and

b) participants 11 the group or orgamization understand and sympathize with threat-related
objectives or activities.

Collection of information and intelligence on a group of persons or an organization may be used to
determine:

a) the clements, structure, policies or plans of the group or organization as they relate to
threats to the secunity of Canada; and

b) a person’s relationship with, or role within, a group or organization.

Once a deternmnation has been made that a member of a group or of an organization is involved in
a threat-related activity and that further information and intelligence on that person 1s necessary, a
separate targeting level on that person will be obtained.

Issues or Events

A targeting level may be approved to collect information and intelligence on the activities
associated with an issue or event in relation to which the Service has reasonable grounds to suspect
these activities constitute. a threat to the security of Canada.

Once a determination has been made that a person, a group of persons, or an organization is
involved 1n a threat-related activity associated to an issue or event, and that further information and
intelligence on that person, group of persons or crganization is necessary, a separate targeting level
on that person, group of persons or organization will be obtained.

GENERAL AUTHORITY

The following activitics do not require a targeting level and are exempt from this policy:

aj collecting incidental information which may be disclosed pursuant to subscction 19.2(a) to
(d), SIS Aer,

b) collecting information pursuant to s. 15 and 5. 16, CSIS Acer;

)

d)

) conducting internal investigations pursuant to s. 8 and s. 20, CSIS Act,

DareSop 7
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f) researching and using internal records and databanks;
2) researching and using open information;
h) accepting and reporting unsolicited information; and
1) placing individuals on watch lists, e g. the Citizenship and Immigration Canada

Enforcement Information Index (EII).

5.11 Employees reporting unsolicited information are responsible for ensuring the information is
reported on the appropriate file and retained in the appropriate database. It 1s also the employees’
responsibility to assess the origin and reliability of the information and the need to report it if the
information originates from a foreign organization with a poor human rights record (see OPS-301
“Operational Reporting™).

Maye 6 o 7
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COOPERATION WITH DOMESTIC OR FOREIGN AGENCIES

Collection of information and intelligence by the Service pursnant to's. 12, CSIS Acr, in cooperation
with a Canadian federal, provincial or a territorial government department, a Canadian law
enforcement authority, or a foreign police, security or intelligence organization, will only be
undertaken when approved under the terms of this policy.

The collection of information and intelligence described above wiil be in compliance with all other
Service policies.

Tove 7ad 7
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OPS-100-1  PROCEDURES - TARGETING - ASSESSMENT REPORT

1. INTRODUCTION
Scope

1.1 To provide guidance for the preparation and dissemination of an Assessment Report.

12 For authorities and responsibilities related to a specific targeting level, employees will refer to
OPS-101, “Targeting Section 12 - Level 17 and OPS-102, “Targeting Section 12 - Level 27
Governing Policy

13 OPS-100, “Targeting - Section 12 CSIS Aer™.

2. DIRECTIVES ON ASSESSMENT REPORT

2.1 Prior to completing an Assessment Report, emplovees will consult with their supervisor or
targeting coordinator to ensure they use the current edition of

2.1.1 Where there is some question as to the appropriate format for a request or the content required,
supervisors, targeting coordinator and/or the policv centre should be consulted.

22 An Assessment Report provides a brief written review of the threat related activities of a person,
group, issue or event, and assesses whether:

c) the collection activities remain in compliance with Service policies.

23 An Assessment Report will be submitted:

231
Reporting file

2.4 Assessment Reports are not required for an initial request, for the renewal or for the termination of
reporting files approved by a Headquarters (HQ) Director General (DG).

3. CONTENT

3.1 An Assessment Report should include:

Tays 1 o¢ 4
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3.2

33

34

41

42

43

All Assessment Reports should clearly separate and distinguish:

a) facts;
b) analyses and/or opinions; and
c) the request or recommendation.

All factual information used to request a targeting level must be attributable to documented sources
and contained in supporting documents retained

If the activities suspected of constituting a threat are carried out in conjunction with lawful
advocacy, protest or dissent, the circumstances must be fully explained in the Assessment Report.

PROCEDURE

When completing an Assessment Report, emplovees will use the appropriate template in
and will ensure that the information included in the applicable paragraphs is accurately
reported,

Prior to forwarding the request, the employee must ensure that the Assessment Report accurately
reflects the current position of cach signing officer including acting positions.

The information submitted should include:

[Daye 2 0d 4
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Groups and Organizations

4.6 Requests for targeting a group or organization should include the following additional details:

Issues or Events

Move3 0 4
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5. DISSEMINATION

5.1 —
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DATE
20030401

RE / OBJET:

SYNOPSIS / SOMMAIRE:
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INFORMATION / RENSEIGNEMENTS:
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From:
To:

Date: 2005-07-06 5:42.38 PM
Subject: Fwid: Re: MEETING WITH NATIONAL ENERGY BOARD

iClassification: Secret
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret

" T——

Cheers and thanks,

>3 06/08/05 :55 am >>>
Class#ication: Secret =

Classification: Secret
Mot for PA / Me pas Classer

Duwill PA the correspondence on -

I Tab/Onget 1 Page 12
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>>>_06/07/05 3:03 pm >>>

Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret
Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

Cheers,

>>3 06/07/05°12:38 pm >>>

Classification: Secret
Classification; Secret
Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

Let us know.

Cheers.

>>> 06/07/05 1:48 pm >>>
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secret
Mot for PA / Ne pas Classer

1 hope this help,

Tab/Onglet 1
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> [ o s 10 o 5>

Classificatio
Classification: Secret
Not for PA/ Ne pas Classer

Any questions, please drop in.

Txs.

>>> 06/G7/05 11:10 am >>>
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secret
Not for PA / He pas Classer

Thanks-

Cheers,

S3>
Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret
Not for PA./ Ne pas Classer

06/07/05 8:34 am >>>

Please keep me informed.

o't have an immediate sofution, but itis an interesting string on which 1o tug.

Tab/Onglet 1 Page 14 -
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Cheers.

>>] 06/06/05 5:04 pm >>>
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secret
Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

>>> _06/05/05 2:41 pm >>>
Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret

e pas Classer

10 ¥, H

Cheers.

>>>F 06/06/05 1:37 pm >>>
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secret

Further to various correspondance regarding a request for assistance by the National Energy Board {NEB) located in Calgary, the

40of6 AGC1047




follovdng is'a summary of discussions with the NEB localiv.

Cn 2005 05 16 I met with Leo Jansen and Jamie Kereluk {Eoth of Operations Compliance) at the NEB office in Calgary. For the
uniniated, the NES is an federal agency headquartered in Calgary {as cppesed to Citawa) which reguiates the pipeline industry
and energy devalopment in Canada. They are responsible for compiiance {and as of recently, security) issues when pipelines cross
provincial or nationzl boundaries, for hydroelectic issues when they cross intemational borders, etc.  The purpose of our meeting
was to discuss the roles and tasks of both the NEB and the Service {they were unfamiiiar with details of our role)-and establish
contact locaily. Boeth Jansen and Kereluk hold fevel 1T clearances.

The NEE, as a federal agency, is independent, but answers ta Parfiament through the Minister of Natural Resources {NRCan).
Given that they are located in Calgary, the NEB often feel 'left cut’ of discussions with federal partners, yet feel a need to have
some link into' the federal security apparatus.

The NEB recently completed a study of critical infrastructure Under their purview across Canada. They are now wondering what to
do with the report given its classification (Confidential). I suggested they may wish te speak with PSEPC on the matter.

-fc-r our purposes, the NEB advised that they currently receive only unclassified ITAC reports {via PSEPC in Edmonton), and
these through a secure fax in their Calgary office. They do not receive applicable Laser reparting or classified ITAC reports, ‘and
currertly do not have any electronic means of receiving them (save the fax). Jansen requested that the Service consider a way in
which Laser reporting could be previded to them and advised that they have secure facilities to store up to TS {1 am not aware who
completed the certification).

As the NEB is a federal agéency with a specific security mandate, it is logical that they should be included in Laser dissemination
when the reporting refers to threats to the energy sector. Given the potential difficulty of ransmitting dlassified documents to
them electronically at this time, Calgary Districtwill undertake to provide hard copies locally if so directed by PR and HQ.

Cheeérs.

PS:  Pardon the delay in filing this note as we were awaiting assignment of a file number. -

Tab/Onglet 1
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From:—

To: PAPA
Date: 2005-06-08 9:19
Subject: Fwd: Re: MEET

5 AM
WITH NATIONAL ENERGY BOARD

iClassification: Secret
Classification: Secret
Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

s

>>> 06/08/05 8:55 am >>>
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secret
Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

>>> 06/07/05 3:03 pm >>>
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secret

Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

>>>
Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret
Not for PA/ Ne pas Classer

06/07/05 12:38 pm >>>

1of5 AGC1048




Let us know.

Cheers. )
-

55> DE/07/G5 1:48 pm >>> )
Classification: Secret

Classification: Secrat

Notfor PA / Ne pas Classer

1 haope this help.

>>>_06/'07,f05 1114 am >>>

Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret

Notfer PA/ Ne pas Classer

Any questions, please drop in.

TS,

>>3 06/07/05 11:1C am >>>
Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret
Not for PA { Ne pas Classer

Thanks-
— ,s‘:

Cheers,

>>> | NNEGNGE__los o o ¢34 om >>>

Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret
Not for PA{ Ne pas Classer

- N

Tab/Onglet 1 Page £
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I don't have an immediate solution, but it is an interesting string on which to tug.
Please keep me informed.

Cheers.

>>> _06/06/05 504 pm >>>

Classification: Secret
Classification: Secrét
Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

>5>
Classification: Secret

6/05 2:41 pm >>>

Classification: Secret
Not for PA / Ne pas Classer

3of5 AGC1048




Cheers.

>>> [ os/05/05 1:37 pm >>>
Classification: Secret
Classification: Secret

Further to varicus correspondance regarding. a request far assistance by the National Enérgy Board (NEB) located in Calgary, the
following is & summary of discussions with the NEB locally.

On 2005 05:16 1 met with Leo Jansen and Jamie Keraluk {both of Operations Compliance) at the NEB office in Calgary. For the
uninitiated, the NEB is an federal agency headquartered in Calgary (as opposed to Ottawa) which regulates the pipeline industry
and energy development in Canada. They are respensible for compliance (and as of récently, security) issues when pipelines cross
provincial or national boundaries, for hydroelectic issues when they cross international borders, etc.  The pumpose of our meeting
was to discuss ihe roles and tasks of both the NEB and the Service (they were unfamiliar with details of our rele) and establish
contart locally.  Both Jansen and Kereluk hold tevel 11 clearances.

The NEB, as a federal agency, is independent, but answers to Parliament through the Minister:of Natural Resources {NRCan).
Given that they are located in Calgary, the NEB often feel ‘left out’ of distussions with federal partners, yst feel a need to have
some fink into the federal security apparatus.

The NEB recently compieted a study of critical infrastructure under their purview across Canada. They are now wondering what to
do with the report given its dlassification (Confidential). I'suggested thay may wish to speak with PSEPC on the matter.

for our purposes, the NEB advised that they currently receive only unclassified ITAC reports (via PSEPC in Edmontan), and
these through a securé fax in their Calgary office.  They do not receive applicable Laser reporting or classified ITAC reports, and
currently do not have any elecronic means of receiving them {save the fax). Jansen requested that the Service consider a way in
which Laser reparting could be provided to them and advised that they have secure facilities to store up to TS (I am not aware who
completed the certification).

As the NEBis a federal agency with a specific security mandate, it is logical that they should be included in Laser dissemination
when the reporting refers ta threats to the energy sector. Given-the potential difficulty of transmitting classified documents to
theém electronically &t this time, Calgary District will undertake to provide hard copies locally if so directed by PR and HO.
Cheers,

PS: Pardon the dalay in filing this note as we were awaiting assignment of a file number. - b
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Date:  2003-06-126:19,28 PM
Subject: Re:

Ctlassification: Secret - Canadian Eyes Only
Classification: Secret - Citoyens canadiens seulement
Not for PA/ Ne pas Classer

>>> [ 05/12/03 03:43pm >>>
Classification: Secret - Canadian Eyes Only
Classification: Secret - Citoyens canadiens seulement

Classification: Secret - Canadian Eyes Only
Ciassification: Secret - Citoyens canadiens seulement
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IMTHE MAT‘?ER of a mmplaiﬁt filed by PR AR
- before GIRC
pursuant to section'V of the C5/S Act, R.8.0. 1885, ¢. C-23

Date: Vet TCEY gRCFile g VSOOI SIRC Case # Ve

T terat

g‘:s g,gém £y S O , {j;Cam;fa Ex Parte
Presiding Member R R Q ¢ AR
SIRC’s Senior Counsel Ty e 8o b
~ SIRC’s Counsel Cdryaonke e g
SIRC's Registrar B : .
Stenckgra;z-her gl weoQa. ’§
Complainant Pt 71 £
Counse! e O s T e
{ounsel o x
CSiS Counsel %W e
CS8I8 Counsel
Counsel
7 Caunsel
Witnass féstls 30
Witness [CSIS )
Witness { ]
Witness { i
Witness f i
Transiators
Translators
Observer I A A VAL .ELOSE-}
Ohserver [ (LOSE]
Observer i {LOSE]
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16,
11.
12.
13

14.

PROTECTEDR

Fite No.: 1500-481
THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE
IN THE MATTER of a complaint filed by the
pursuant to section 41 of the Canadian Security intelligence Service Act

PRE-HEARING CONFERENCE ON WEDNESDAY, MAY 20, 2015, at
10:00 a.m.

Honourable L. Yves Fortier, P.C., C.C., 0.0, QC, Presiding Member
AGENDA
Infroduction and identification of the partiag
Purpose of the conference
Identification of the document(s} setting out the complaint
Allegation(s} of the complaint to be investigated
Format of hearing: in writing or orally

Number and identity of withesses including a brief summary of the nature of their
tastimony

Number of days for testimony

Hearing date{s) and place of hearing

Lise of electronic devices

Schedule for fiing of documents prior to hearing

Need for an interpreter and/or simuitaneous translation
Request for ex parte hearing

Written submissions

Any other matters

Pags 7368 8 33
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| 50481 &2,

Comité de surveillance des activités
de renssigniement de sécuritd

PROTECTEDB

Security Intelligence
Review Commities

File No.: 1500-481

May 15, 2015
BY COURIER

Mr. Paul Champ
Counsel

Champ & Associates
Equity Chambers

43 Florence Street
Cttawa, ON K2P 0We

Ms. Stéphanie Dion

Counsal

Naticnal Security Litigation & Advisory Group
Department of Justice Canada

PO Box 8127, Station T

Ottawa, ON K1G 3H6

Dear Counsel:

RE:
COMPLAINT AGAINST THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE
SERVICE PURSUANT TO SECTION 41 QF THE CANADIAN SECURITY
INTELLIGENCE SERVICE ACT

| am writing on behalf of the Presiding member, the Hon. Yves Fortier, P.C, C.C.,
Q. Q.C. The Presiding member has considered the lefter of complaint dated
February 8, 2014 and the correspondence dated September 22, 2014, March 25, 2015,
and Aprit 7. 9 and 15, 2015. With respect 10 the proposed issues to be examined as partof
the complaint as set out by Ms. Dion in her letter dated April 15, 2015, the Presiding
member has raised the following questions which the parties are invited to consider and
acdress during the pre-hearing conference to be conducted on May 20, 2015

1} Given the wording of section 12 of the CS1S Act which provides that the Service "shafl
cofiect, by investigalion or othenvise” and the allegations in the letter of complaint to
the effect that the Service is "gathering information” and “monitoring and surveilfance”,
what meaning shali be aftributed to the words “investigate” and “investigafion” in the
April 15" jetter?

2} Whether the “groups or individuals” referred to in questions 1 and 3 of the April 15
letter are those set out on pages 2 and 6 of the letter of complaint?

Q. Box 7 C.P, 2430, Siatinn / Succursale "D
Oflawa, Tanada K19 BWS
e £13390-8441 Fax F13980-5230

Pagn 256 ¢4 330
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PROTECTEDR

3) Whether the expression “non-government members of the peiroleum industyy” is
fimited 1o the private-sector indushry?

4} While the issues to be examined in the April 15" letter only refer to the Northern
Gateway Project, the March 25" letter refers to “protests concerning the pelroleum
industry, including the Northern Gateway Projecl and the attachment to the lefter
refers to hydraulic fracturing protests in New Brunswick. What is the intended purpose
of the references 1o the protests in New Brunswick?

Should you have any questions with respect to the foregoing, please do not
hesitate to contact me at {613) 890-8319.

Yours sinceraly, ‘é/i
%’r"@— >

Shayna Stawicki
Registrar

Pagr 2347 «F 333
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Shayna Stawicki

From: Karolyne Chenier

Sent: dorday, Aprit 27, 2015 1013 A

Ta: Shayna Stawicki

Subject: FW: Operator Assisted Confivmation 4216364
£y

From: Conferencing Service [malito 36T Reservations ST8Rmenvations@issespo ool

Sent: Monday, April 27, 2015 10:07 aM
Ta: Karolyne Chessier
Subject: Operator Assisted Confirmation 4216364

Operator Assisted Service Confirmation: 4216364

Special Instructions

Thank you for using Government Teleconferencing Service,

1 800 228-6338 1 612 941-9854

SGTReservaton ST SReswryationsBese sunue.La,

Conference call defails

Conference date: 2G-May-2015 Call typs:
Conferance time: HO0AM Time zone:
Duration {minutes): 8¢ Number of lines:

Particinants
Local { toli-free (Canadafils) 51325344085 { £66-333-5268
diakin nomberis}:

Internationat diad-in numbers:

Contact details

Depariment name: Securily inleligence Review Commities

Moderator fite number: 1539182

Moderator nams: Mme Sybae Roussat Telephone number:
20 of 108

Operalor Assisied

(GMT-05:00) Fastern Time {US &
Canacla)

4

£513-981-0157
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Contact name. Ms. Karulyrie Chenier Telephone numbar: 613-960-8441
Billing code: GUGO308

Conference

Language: Engish call

This:

Recording

Conference recording NO
Click here to socess and relrieve your recording.

Introduction

Announce Participanis:
Roll aall: N

Participant restrictions
Authorized participants:

Cperators will obtain the
following information
trom callers:

Participant list
Send to:
Will be sent by:

Guest speakers

Guest speakers) shouid be prepared o join the conference  minudes prior 10 the conference start tirme.

List of participants to dial-out
Call Moderator:  First

fots. Svivie Roussel 6139810187
Mr. Yves Fortier 514-286-2011
Mr. Paul Champ | 613-237-2441
Ms. Stephanie Cion 613-842-1356

Far a list of Teleconferencing telephone key pad commands visit alinihvww gopedinac ondnisiBTs Weblx

Click heee 1o diznover how you tan reduce Green House Gas emissions by using conferencing for your next
mauting,

NOTICE: This mevsage is confidertinl, prviloged aag intended far e o
probibited from distlosing, dislahuting or repromiuaing 1t i you have re
telephong ang detete all copiea

wsive use of the addrmssee. Ay olfier person B sPictly
¢ hia message by mistaka, pleass nobify us mmedialely by

o

Page 239 ¢ 335
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i}ate::";y_ﬁ;i% 7o “dyu BIRCFile # {"’f‘zﬁ»§

IN THE MAT?ER of a complaint filed by T < L 0

 before SIRC

pursuant 1o sectioriof the SIS Act, R.S.C. 1985, ¢. C-23

SIRC Case # 1 e

e,

y i, \“'\
}/‘
i Camera-~  Ex Parte
A mera-- E ,

o

Presiding Member

“Mye s Doo—ide

JURC's Senior Counsel

SIRG‘S_ Cc}ur}mi

- Lo
CAhoetol g EnemR A,

SIRC's Registrar

g}

r O Ty ey .
\?’M}y"?’ S AT = %ﬁw LAY

e

':;-(.;
e D Veoolews

Stenpgrapher
Complainant
Counsel | -p, , & ¢ b i
Counsel ) | g
{818 Counsel Em?*’:f DINDEAE D e
8IS Counsel
Counsel
Counsal
Withess F SIS ] i
Winess S A T | |
I Witness { 1 R S
YVithass [ A i
Witness { i
Transiators
Transialors
Observer (e | 4 {LOSE]
Observer { {LOSE!
Observer I i {LOSE}
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M THE MATTER of 2 complaint fled by (0.0 0”
before the Secwrity Intelligence Review Commiliee pursvant o
Sehon L § of the i’.?’*?is z%a::f REB.LC 1885 ¢ €23

Date: Y iy 291 rew S SIRC File #  fgi] SIRC Case # ¥ (o
Page § of
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N THE MATTER of a complaint fled by 2L C_ 1A
before the Sccudtly intelligence Review Commillee pursuant 1o
seotion of the CBIE Act, RE.C. 1885, ¢ C-23

Date: Sl e 2905 $IRC File SIRC Case #
Page 7 of

Fid  Twee PARTY

e {j{‘z”{ {‘5’?3“’3 N W e ;—*’*\'{: Y e

£t

AV e f&_@ A 3\ oy
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Shayna Stawicki

From: Manon Vincent

Sent: Thursday, Julby 23, 201% 315 P

To: Shayna Stawick

Subject: W Operator Assisted Confumation 4221442
Follow Up Flag: Follow ap

Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Shaynag,

Here is the revised reservation for tomoarmw. | okt them that as they will e calfing vou first {in the hearing room} tha
youwouid let them know if Chamtedle needs 1o be colion her cell ne i sha iz preseat with you.

WAL VINCent @sro-Usars B8

From: Confavencing Service {malto: 36T Resarvations £TSRaervations Gsst-5n0.6043
Sent: July-23-15 $:50 aM

Yo Manon Vincent

Subject: Operator Assisted Confirmation 4221447

St Sandres
Canada

Qperator Assisted Service Confirmation: 4221442

Special instructions
Revised confirmation.

We have noted that Ms. Bowsrs might e with #s. Stawicki.

Thank you

Fage 244 4 33
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Thank you for using Government Teleconferencing Service.

1 8060 226-8338 / 613 941-9554

S8 TReservations BT SHeservalionsdsse-spo.no.c

vy
&

Corderence call details

Conference date: 24-Jub2018 Call type: Ogperator Assisted
: . {GMT-0500) Fastern Time {US &
Conferance time: 11:304M Time zone: i B
Carada}
Duration {minutes): 6 Number of lines: )

Participants
Local tolidres (Camaﬁa!uS} §13-854-4004 / 866-333-5268
taldn numberis):

international dixd-in numbers:

Contact details

Departmeant name: Securily inlelligency Raview Commition

Moderator file number. 1540808 :

Modsrator name: Ms. Chantedle Bowers Teleprhone number; £13-958-5063
Contact name: Mre Manon Vincest Telephone numben 613-991-9111
Bilting code: 980308

Conference

Language: English ozl

Title:

Recording

Confersncs recording:NQ
gk here to access ang relrisve your rerording.

Introduction

&nnounce Parficipants:
Kol sall: NOY

Participamnt restrictions
Authorized participants:

Panticipants will be
prompted for the
following details:

Participant list
Send to:
Wil he sent by

Guest speakers

Fage 245 «f 333

27 of 108 AGC1050




Gues! spesker(s) should be prepared (6 join the conrferencs | mimutes prior 1o the conferance atart fime

List of participants to dial-out
Sall Moderator:

ephone number | Atternate number

513-991-0157 first

ks Stawicki
tis. Chantelle Bowers H13.863.0112 ced

Mr. Pad Champ 613-816-2441

Ms. Stephanie [ion 613-842-1358

M. Yves Fuortior 514-286-20311

WebEx Web conferencing
*Recording: MY
*Mositoring: G
URL:

Meeting/Session/Event oumbgr
Meeting/Sesesion/Event pasewned:

For a list of Telesonferencing telephone key pad commeands visit bin/ewatoedia oo calviiiGTE WabEx,

Giliok here to discover how you can reduce Green House Gas smissions by using conferencing for your neod
meeting.

CTICE: This messags is cosfidaotial, prvileged anit intende for ihe exclusive use of the addresass. Ary oifmr presen iv sticty
prohibited fom deniosiog. distiluting o reprodecing it i vou have recafved this messags by visleke, plesse rotify us immediaiely by
telephors angd delels ot copies,

3 Fagpr 235 8 333
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Date: «f%ug 12 2,5 SIRCFile# 15on 8

INTHE MATTER of & complaint filed by GC< LA

before SIRC

purauant to sectionH of the C3IS Act, R.8.C. 1985, ¢. C-23

SIRC Case #_ *‘“ i‘w

(ﬂ Camera } Ex Parte

Presiding Member

wﬁw o PR A

SIRC's Senior Counsel

 BIRC's Counset

(M}YY' 5y oo, S ,i %%’ ::}'Bﬁ':& e

1 8IRC’s Registrar _ .
e e P {:‘f‘“;m”“%ﬁ”f«?\«_..u)x - -
Stenographer M&}Q){& ) oo g
Complainant W:},% RN /&s;‘(;«-« - B £
Counsel N mmgl.;
Counsel Lot N N A
CSIS Counsel »ﬁf@s’fﬁ"@*~°‘”‘ e TR
G845 Counsel
 Counsel
Counssl
Witness [C8Is ]
Witness [C8IS ]
Witness f i
Witness { ]
Witness [ i
Transiators
Transiaors
Cbserver [ 1 1 NS [LOSE]
Observer { i {LOSE]
Observer { _ i {LOSE]
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Hull, Alastair

Fromy Shayne Mawi :i‘"}avra.Szazu&ck&f NN A B
Sent: August-13-1% 1227 PM -
RE Sl Alastgr

Subjech S camplaing 1303-481

Ae disrusend

Senv ‘mm% &w; 13, P t P

Ce: Chardely &Q&w:\
Subject: complant 1800-981

Good aftarnoon,

2{ has come 1 aur attentisy that e complainant itends on providing recaps of the witvesses testirnordes given 3t the

vors hewrings hittps Sfbaclhargidon vapy-nm-roed), TS b concarning froay & Sorvioe perapective 204 appears &
contravene sifgertion 4&{3§n“ The THIB At which provides that the investigations are condeited in private.

We would e to discuss this issue seithopou al your carliest eamvenience.

Bigphanie Dioy
A&aws g §Cuu el

Kedvisory Group

$
*
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Date:

N THE MATTER of a complaint filed by

0 €10

belore the Security intelligence Review Commifies pursuant &

section 4

A
<

Party

{2 ~2ea

SIRC File # ST wd

of the 0818 Act, RS.C. 1885, 0. £-23

SIRC Case #
Page 1 of

e

FAI- Timg
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A, Y
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e

N THE MATTER of 4 complaint filed by
before the Becurily Intelligence Review Cormittee pursuas 1o

seciion A1 ofthe CSIS Act RE.C. 1685, ¢. €-23
Date:  [Yroa 120 -3al SIRG File # &5y SIRC Case # ik
= Fage ;? of
Fis . Time Party e

x
BN, A Py

/..

W&MQ\%\{M

—_—
1 R Rt Lo iy
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SMERC File No. 1500-481
THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE -

in the matier of a Complaint filed by the
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
pursuant to section 41 of the
Canadian Securily intelligence Service Act, RSC 1985, ¢.(-23

BETWEEN:
BRITISH COLUMBLA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
Complainant
- and -
THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE

Respondent,

SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED EVIDENCE OF JOSH PATERSON
{Pursuant to Rule 15.01{1)}{b) of the SIRC Rules of Procedure}

Assogiation {“BCCLAY), the Complainant in this matter, Without imiting the scope of
his evidence or the Complainant’s rights before the Committee in this regard, it is
anticipated that the substance of Mr Paterson’s evidence to the Committee will

include the following:

1. Mr Paterson will testify about the BCCLA as an organization and its history of
defending the democratic rights of protest and dissent.

2. Mr Paterson will introduce and testify about government documents obtained
under the Access to Information Act which indicate that several groups opposed
to the Northern Gateway Pipeline have been monitored and surveilled by €515,
and that this information has been shared with petroleum industry actors and

34 of 108 AGC1050
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the National Energy Board. The groups are identified in the complaint and most
of the documents to be introduced are referred 1o in the complaint and

subsequent correspondence with the Commitige.

3. Mr Paterson will testify about the groups identified in the complaint -
Leadnow, ForestEthics Advocagy Association, the Council of Canadians, the
Dogwood Initiative, EcoSocisty, the Sterra Club of 8ritish Columbia, and idle No
#ore - and what he knows about their organization and their activities. He will
testify that to the best of his knowledge those oryanizations have not been

involved in viclent activities,

4. i addition to the evidence described above, Mr Patersorny will provide such
further and additional testirsony and documentary evidence as may support the

allegations set out in this complaint or a5 may be requested by the Committee.

Dated at Ottawa, this 177 day of June, 2015.

PauBChamp

CHAMP & ASSOCIATES
Barristers & Solicitors

Equity Chanbers

43 Florence Street

Ortawa, ON K2P OWé6

T: 613-237-4740

F: 613-232-2680

E: pchamp@champlaw.ca
Solicitors for the Complainant

Pagn 75348 330
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IN THE MATTER of 2 complaint fled by =X LA
before the Secyrily Intelligence Review Committee pursuant 1o
seohion Wb of the C8IS Aot R8.L. 1985, ¢ ©-23

Date: fuyiz-201% SIRC File » L4253 SIRC Case #y0y,
\( Pane :1:} of

FLJ

- Pamgy

e ,..A..wk"l,gw
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Shayna Stawicki

Trony: NMetlay, Molisea « Medisca Netlop@cas - sat.goras
Sent: Thursday, August 08, 2015 202 PM

To: Shayna Stawicki

e Hall, alastar; Goidoan, Julle

Subject: RE: 1306-481: {ontract for Vancouver Federal Court

Thauks

Metisze Metivy
Regisiry Bfficer

Nadevss

s

- S West Sfreet

From: Shayna Stawicki ImailtrsShayne SlawickiBsirocsams.gerad
Sent: Auqust-05-15 7.53 AM

To: VAN-SRO

Subject: RE: 15004611 Contract for Vancouver Faderal Court

Could you please respond in Melissa's shsencs?
Thank you.

Shayna Stawicki »

Registrar- Senior Legal Assistant Greffigre- Adjeinte juridigue principale 7 )
Securily intelligence Review Commitles/ Comité de surveillance des activités de renseignement de sécurité
(613} 990-6319

From: Shayna Stawicki

Sent: Tharsday, August 05, 2015 1):40 A

To: Netley, Melisea’

Caz Chantelle Bowers

Subject: 1500-481: Contract for Yancouver Fedaral Cowrt

Good morning Melissa,
Could you please confirm the following befure my departure for Vancouver on Tuesday, August 11, 2015

The Committes has Courtroom # 701 at the Vancouver Federal Court available to us on the following dates:
August 12 from 2 pm- 420 g

* Pagn 350 o
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August 13V from 2 am- 8:30 pm
August 14" from 3 am- 12:00 pm

lso, would it be possibife for e 10 mest with semecne from your office on August 127 prior to the hearing 1o introducs
myself and ensure that the raom is sed-up for cur nestds?

Many tharks,

Shayna Stawicki :

Registrar- Senior Legal Assistant/ Greffiére- Adjointe juridique principale _
Security Intsfigence Review Committes/ Comité de surveilance des activités de renseignement de sscurité
{8133 980-6318

*d

Page 254 «f 330
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Shayna Stawicki

Frany Registrar-Greffigr

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 934 AM

To: Shayna Slawick

Subject: 1500-481 Order of witnesses In Camears

PROTECTED B
Charm

Insh Paterson = U5 Sat LRGN
Celing Trojand

Terry Dance-Bennink

¥ VRITI

ki Shucs

dande Bigear

Reg Whitaker

After eslifying, b Paterson will reroain with myseif and Mr Roy as the instructing client.

{515 Robert

1 -~

Fage 257 (8 333
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before SIRC

IN THE MATTER of a complaint filed by 00,1 2\

pursuant to sectiord of the C3I5 Act, R.5.C. 19885, ¢. £-23

Date: ;&A\ 2, -z v SIRC File # 13500 “180 BIRC Case # Wl

P
o,

% W' .
.g‘fﬂ Gamera

Ex Paite

Tt oA

Presiding Mamber

L{k.}é?«.»:m f'fa_sf "4 s

SIRG's Senior Counzel

SIRC's Counssl

Chreremse 08 8 Baen 3= (S

AN A A,

SIRC's Ragistrar

Stenographer

teel veooloiy

omphainant

- . b ,
gty e M2A S {“éuﬁ-.( i

Counsel | {2 0 T hewey o
Counssi !
C8IS Counsel Qﬁm"ww{& 3 O
CSIS Counsel
Counseal
Caunset
Witness Ceonme e \f*:s.m(":ff,i (e
Winess f‘%im\”‘ ?\g;i;,,;i G T e N ff“ E'L(!"*XS) ,
Witness i Ry |
Witness { i "
Wiinass {
Translators

Translaiors

Obgerver { i [LOSE]
Qbserver { ] {LOSE]
Observer [ i {LOSE]
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SIRC File No. 1500-431
THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE

in the matter of a Complaint filed by the
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
pursusnt to section 41 of the
Canudian Security Intetligence Servicg Act, R5C 198%, ¢.£-23

BETWEEN:
BRITISH COLUMBEA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSCUIATION
Complainant
- and -
THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE

Respundert

SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED EVIDENCE OF CELINE TROJAND
Pursuant to Rule 15 01{1 b} of the SIRC Rules of Procedure)

CELINE TROJAND is Director of Organizing with Dogwood initiative, one of the groups
identified by the Complainant in SIRC File Na. 1500-481. Without Umiting the scope of
her evidence or the Complainant’s rights before the Committee in this regard, it is
anticipated that the substance of Ms Trojand’s evidence to the Commitlee will

include the following:

1. Ms Trojand will testify with respect to her background and history of activism,
including her involvement with Dogwood Initiative and herintersstin

environmental and-energy-policy imdtiers.

Z. Ms Trojand will testify with respect to her work as Director of Organizing with
Dogwond initiative, including the methads by which Dogwood Inftiative carries

out 1ts organizing, engagement, and advocacy activities.

Pagge 2068 o 330
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. Ms Trojand will testify with respect to the history, mandate, structure,
membership, and activities of Dogwood Initiative. Ms Trojand will testify that
Dogwood Initiative was founded in 1999, and presently identifies approximately
315,000 supporters, of whony approximately 2,200 are active volunteers.

. Ms Trojand will testify with respect to the demographics of Dogwood
Initiative’s supporters, as well as participation rates in various Dagwoaod

nitiative campaigns and events.

. Ms Trojand will testify with respect to Dogwotd nitigtive®s-activitigsinrelation

Initiative did not participate directly in the NEB’s Northern Gateway hearings,
but will restify with respact to Dogwood initiative’s other activities, including
promuoting and encouraging individual participation, organizing and/or
supporting public campaligns, rallfes, seminars, letter-writing, and onling/social
media activities, relating to the NEB’s Northern Gateway hearings.

. M Trojand will testify with respect to the concermns expressed by current and
prospective Dogwood Initiative members and supporters regarding reports of

“increased scrutiny by security agencies like CS15. For example:

a) Dogwood Initiative staff have frequently received comments and
inquiries from supporters and members of the public, expressing
concerns that they may become a targel or “end up on & list” becawse of

their support for or invelvement with Dogwoad Initiative;
b} Dogwood Initiative's organizers and {ocal teams have becoms
increasingly concerned shout internal security , expressing concerns

about the possible monitoring of Doegwood-related emails, meetings, and

correspondence;

Pagg 293 of 33
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¢} Dogwood Initiative’s regional organizers have expressed concerns about
the impact of monitoring and surveillance activities by government and
law enforcement agencies on their efforts to develop and maintain
engagerment with members and other community members, noting that
prospective members are frequently apprehenstve about the possibitity

that they may become “targeis™;

d) Dogwood Initiative’s supparters and community organizers frequently
voice concerns about having thelr photos taken and published, and
carefully review and revise written materials cut of concern that
provocative language may attract the attention of government and law

enforcement agencies;

e} Community organizers have reported being photographed while out
canvassing (for example, at West Hills mall on July 1, 2014), and have
expressed reluctance te stand or wallc in prominent locations at rallies or
ather community gatherings; and

f} A communily organizer in Port Hardy ceased her activities with Dogwood
Initiative following news reports of (515 and RCMP spying, indicating thak

she felt “too vulnerable” as an immigrant to Canada.

7. Ms Trojand will testify with respect to the impact of increased scrutiny by
goverament and/or law enforcement agencies on Dogwood Initiative’s
activities. Ms Trojand will state that these concerns have resulted in a
noticeable “chill™ in Dogwood Initiative's organizing efforts, membership
engagement, fundraising, and participation in campaigns and events.

8. Ms Trojand will testify that she attended the NEB hearings in Kelowna and

Comox, providing communications and other activities on behalf of Dogwood

Initiative,

Pagn 7785 ¢d 333
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9. Ms Trojand will testify with respect to an incident which took place outside the
NEB hearings in Comex on March 31, 2012, in which law enforcement and/or

security officers accessed her laptop and reviewed her Facebook account.

10.Ms Trojand will testify that she participated in a workshop and training session
presented by Leadnow and Dogwood inftiative in Kelowna on January 27, 2013,
The event featured sessions on storytelling, engagement tactics, and creative

design in conjunction with the NEB hearing the following day.

11.In addition to the evidence described above, Ms Trojand will provide such
further and additional testimony and documentary evidence as may support the
allegations set out in this complaint or as may be requested by the Committee.

17.1n giving her evidence to the Committee, Ms Trojand will refer to documents
included in the complainants” Book of Documents, as well as any additional
relevant documents which may come to her sttention before or during the

hearing of this complaint.

Bated at Ottawa, this 179 day of June, 2015.

PaulChamgp

CHAMP & ASSOUIATES
Barristers & Solicitors

Equity Chambers

43 Florence Strest

Ottawa, ON K2P OW6

T: 613-237-4740

F: 613-232-2680

E: pchamp@champlaw.ca
Solicitors for the Complainant

Pagne 271 ¢4 335
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SIRC File No. 15003-481
THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE

in the matier of a Complaint filed by the
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
pursuant to section 41 of the
Canadian Security Intelligence Service Act, RSC 1985, ¢.C-23

BETWEEN:
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION

Complainant
«andg -

THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE

Respondent

SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED EVIDENCE OF TERRY DANCE-BENNINK
{Pursuant to Rule 15.01{1}{b} of the SIRC Rules of Procedure)

TERRY DANCE-BENNINK is Regional Organizer ~ Vancouver lsiand South with Dogwood
Initiative, one of the groups identified by the Complainant in SIRC File No. 1500-481.
Without limiting the scope of her evidence or the Complainant’s rights before the
Comymittes in this regard, it is anticipated that the substance of Ms Dance-Bennink’s

evidence to the Committee will include the following:
1. Ms Bance-Bennink will testify with respect to her personal and professional
background and history of community engagement and activism, including her

involvement with Dogwood Initiative and her interest in environmental and

energy policy matters.

Page 273 ¢4 333
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Ms Dance-Bennink will testify that, prior to joining Dogwood Initiative in 2013,
she travelled to the tarsands and participated in the Mational Energy Board’s

public hearings regarding the Northern Gateway project as a private citizen.

Ms Dance-Bennink will testify with respect Lo her work as volunteer Regional
Crganizer - Vancouver Island South with Dogwood initiative, including her
organizing, engagement, and advocacy activities on behalf of Dogwood

Initiative.

Ms Dance-Bennink will test#fy that she joined Dogwood ivitiative as a Regional
Organizer for Vancouver island South in December 2013, Ms Dance-Bennink will
testify that Dogwood Initiative has more than 100 volunteers in this region, and

that the overwhelming majority of these voluntesrs are over the age of 60,

Ms Dance-Bennink will testify with respect to the impact of increased scrutiny
by government and/or law enforcement agencies on Dogwood initiative’s
arganizing activities. Ms Dance-Bennink will state that these concerns have
resuylted in a noticeable “chill” in Dogwood Initiative’s organizing efforts,

membership engagement, and participation in campaigns and events.

Ms Dance-Bennink will testify with respect to her concerns aboul new
volunteers who seem interested in escalating Dogwoed’s activities. Ms Dance-
Bennink will testify that it is always her practive to emphasize that Dogwood’s

focus is on grassroots organizing and advocacy through democratic processes.

Ms Dance-Bennink will testify with respect to her concerns about nternal
security within Dogwood Initiative, including the potential monitoring of

communications, correspondence, and events.

Ms Dance-Bennink will testify that she and other Dogwood organizers and
supgorters have become reluctant to stand or walk in prominent locations at
rallies or other community gatherings, dug to concermns about being identified

or photographed. In particutar, Ms Dance-Bennink will testify with respect to an

Fage 274 ¢4 33
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incident in which she and other organizers were photographed while canvassing

autside the West Hills mall on July 1, 2014,

2. In addition 1o the evidence described above, Ms Dance-Bennink will provide
such further and additional testimony and documentary evidence as may
support the allegations sef out in this complaint or as may be requested by the

Committee.

10, In giving her evidence to the Committee, Ms Dance-Bennink will refer to
documents included in the complainants’ Book of Documents, as well as any
additional relevant docurments which may come to her attention before or

during the hearing of this complaint.

Dated at Ottawa, this 26th day of June, 2015.

CHAMP & ASSOCIATES
Barristers & Solicitors
Equity Chambers

43 Florence Street
Ctrawa, ON K2P OwWb

T: 813-237-4740
Fr§13-232-2680
£r pchamp@®champlaw .ca

Solicitors for the Complainant
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SIRC File No. 1500-481

THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE

In the matter of a Complaint filed by the
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
pursuant {o section 41 of the
Canadian Security intelligence Service Act, RSC 1985, ¢.C-23

BETWEEN:

BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION

Complainant
-and -

THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE

Respondent

SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED EVIDENCE OF REG WHITAKER
(Pursuant to Rule 15.01(1}{b) of the SIRC Rules of Procedure)

Political Science at York Umiversity and an-adjunct professor of Political Science at
the University of Victoria. Without lmiting the scope of his evidence or the
Complainant’s rights before the Commmitiee in this regard, it is anticipated that the
substance of Professor Whitaker’s evidence to the Committee will inciude the
fotlowing:
1. Professor Whitaker has studied the security and intelligence activities of RCMP
and CSIS for nearly forty years. He is a lgading authority on the history of

security and intelligence activity in Canada, including the targets of security

and ntelligence investigations.
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Professor Whitaker will explain the history of choosing targets for intelligence
investigations in Canada. For most of Canada’s history, there has been no clear
demarcation between tegitimate and illegitimate targets for investigation. A
royzl commission in 1977 discovered that the RCMP security service maintained
a name index with 1.3-million entries, reprasenting 800,000 files on

individuals,

Beyond protecting the country from espionage, sabotage, terrorism, political
violence, and covert foreign interference - threals generally recognizad as
reasonable targets for intelligence investigations - RCMP and CSI5 has also
targeted groups and individuals said to be “subversive”, a vague and elusive
term that can take many forms in the minds of those hunting it. These targsts
of RCMP and C5I5 surveillance for “subversive” activities have often been those
engaged inn what might be described as ‘left wing' activism, or those who
appear to challenge the politiczl/economic status quo. Those targeted over the
years in Canada include workers striking for higher wages and better working
conditions, refugess fleeing political conflict and persecution abroad, gay men
and leshian women, religious sects like Doukhobors and Jehovah's Witnesses,
democratic socialists, Quebec separatists, First Nations activists, anti-

globalization activists, and so on.

Histarically, intelligence investigations in Canada have involved undercover
agents and other searel sources of information within ‘private’ associations in

civil society.

CSIS was created in large part to address the problers of improper Largeting in
security investigations, Operating under a statutory mandate that imposes
restraints on 1t reach and methods, CSIS has shed some, but not i, of the
idectogical baggage of the RCMP. In many cases, (SIS operates under the same
sort of bias towards those who challenge the economic or political status quo,

and Service investigations have in some cases extended beyond genuine threats
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to security to encompass those suspected of the subverting the established

order.

Dated at Ottawa, this 26th day of June, 2015,

Paul*Champ

CHANP & ASSOUIATES
Barristers & Solicitors
Equity Chambers

43 Florence Strest
Ottawa, ON K2P OW6
T: 613-237-4740

Fr 613-132-2680

E: orhamix
Solicitors for the Complainant

arvisiaw, oa
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SIRC File No. 1500-481
THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE

in the matter of a Complaing filed by the
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
pursuant 1o section 41 of the
Canadian Security Intelligence Service Act, RSC 1985, ¢.C-23

BETWEEN:
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
Complainant
~and -
THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE

Respondent

SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED EVIDENCE OF JAMIE BIGGAR
{Pursuant to Rule 15.01{1)(b) of the SIRC Rules of Procedure)}

JAMIE BIGGAR is Campaigns Director with Leadnow, one of the groups identified by
the Campiainant in 5IRC Fite No. 1300-481. Without Umiting the scope of his evidence
or the Complainant’s rights before the Committee in this regard, it is anticipated that
the substance of Mr Biggar's evidence to the Committes will include the following:

1. Mr Biggar will testify with respect to his background and history of activism,
including his involvement with Leadnow and his interest in environmental and

energy policy matlers.,

2. Mr Biggar will testify with respect to his work as Campaigns Director with
Leadnow, Including the methods by which Leadnow carries out its organizineg,
engagement, and advoracy activities.
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Mr Biggar will testify with respect to the history, mandate, structure,

membership, and activities of Leadnow. Mr Biggar will {estify that Leadnowsis .

an‘independéent advocacy organization that runs. Campaigns. on major issyes,.

engages-peopls in participatory decision-making; “and-organizes.in communities:

across'Canada.

My Biggar will testify with respect to Leadnow’s activities in relation to the
Morthern Gatéway project and the proceedings of the National Energy Board's
joint review panel. in particular, Mr Biggar will testify that Leadnow did not
participate directly in the NEB's Morthern Gateway hearings, but will testify
with respect to Leadnow’s other activities, including promoting and
encouraging individual participation, organizing and/or supporting public
campaigns, rallies, seminars, letter-writing, and online/social media activities,
relating 1o the NEB’s Northemn Gateway hearings.

Mr Biggar will testify with respect o the impact of increased scrutiny by
gavernment and/or law enforcement agencies on Leadnow’s activities, and the
concerns these activities have raised among Leadnow staff and supporters, Mr
Bigzar will state that these concerns have resulted in a noticeable chil” in
Leadnow’s organizing efforts, membership engagement, and participation in

campaigns and events. For example, Leadnow has:

a) Received inquiries from supporters expressing concerns that they may
became a target or “end up on a list” because of their support for or

involvement with Leadnow;

b} Become increasingly concerned about internal security and the
monitoring of Leadnow related emails, meetings, and correspondence;

£} Become concerns about the impact of monitoring and surveillance
activities by government and law enforcement agencies on their efforts
to develop and maintain engagement with members and cther
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community members, noting that prospective members are frequently
apprehensive about the possibility that they may become “targets™; and

d} Become concerned that simply drawing attention to the fact that law
enforcement agencies have identified Leadnow as an organization of
interest will adversely effect engagement and participation with their

crganization,

6. Mr Biggar will testify that Leadnow participated with Dogwood Initiative in a
workshop and {raining session in Kelowna on January 27, 2013, The event
featured sessions on storyielling, engagement Lactics, and creative design in
conjunction with the NEB hearing the following day.

7. in addition to the evidence described above, Mr Biggar will provide such further
and additional testimony and documentary svidence as may support the
allegations set out in this complaint or as may be requested by the Committes.

3. in giving his evidence to the Committee, Mr Biggar will refer to documents
included in the complainants’ Book of Documents, as well as any additionsl
relevant documents which may come to his attention before or during the

hearing of this complaint.

Dated at Ottawa, this 17% day of June, 2015,

\g

Paul* hamp

€ M \_/N
2& e

CHAMP & ASSOCIATES
Barristers & Solicitors
Equity Chambers

43 Florence Street
Ottawa, OM KZP OWS

Paggz 251 4 339

63 of 108 AGC1050



T: 613-237-4740

F: 6313-232-2680

£: pchamp@champlaw.ca
Saticitors for the Complainant
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SIRC File Mo. 1500-481

THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE

in the matter of a Complaint filed by the
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
pursuant to section 41 of the
Canadiun Security Intelligence Service Act, RSC 1985, ¢.C-23

BETWEEN:
BRITISH COLUMSBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCATION

Complatnant
~and ~

THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE

Respondent

SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED EVIDENCE OF CAITLYN YERNOH
{Pursuant to Rule 15.01(1}{b} of the SIRC Rules of Procedure)

CAITLYN VERNON is Campaigns Directorwith Slerra Club of BC Foundation (“Sierra
Club BC™y, one of the groups identified by the Complainant in S?RC File No. 1500-481.
Without limiting the scope of her evidence or the Complainant’s rights before the
Committee in this regard, it s anticipated that the substance of Ms Yernon's evidence

to the Committee will include the following:

1. Ms Vernon will testify with respeét to her background and history of activism,
including her involvement with Sierra Club BC and her interest in

environmental matters.

2, Ns Vernon will testify with respect to her work as Campaigns Director with
Sterra Club BC, including the methods by which Sierra Club BC carries put its
education and public awareness-raising activities.

Paiie 284 4 330

66 of 108

AGC1050



2

3.

Ms Vernon will testify with respect to the history, mandate, structure,
membership, and activities of Sierra (lub BC. In particular, Ms Vernon will
testify that Sierra Club BC was formed in 1969 and is a registered charity.
Sierra Club B has played a major role in numercus campaigns, agreements,
and court victories which have helped protect BCs witderness. Sterra Club BC
also has a longstanding tradition of providing nature education for young
chitdren both within and outside BC's school system.,

Ms Vernon witl testify that Sierra-Club BC s 'mission Is toprotecty conserve-and

gcosystems;withintheurgent-context-of climate change impacts. To this end,
Sierra Club BC works collaboratively with communities, youth, First Nations,
workers, government, businesses, and NGQOs.

Ms Yernon will testify with respect to Sierra Club BU's activities in relation to
the Northern Gateway project and the proceedings of the National Energy
Board’s joint review panel. In particudar, Ms Yernon will testify that Sierra Club
BC’s campaign involved ralsing public awareness of the ecological values at
stake, litigation, railies, and providing support and assistance to First Nations
and individuals who were expressing concemns about the Enbridge pipeline and

oil tankers praject,

Ms Veranon will testify that Sierra Club BC did not participate in the NEB’s
review process as an intervener. Sierra Club BC did, however, provide
backgrounders and support to individuats who wished to provide written or oral

presentations to the joint review panel.

Ms Yernon will testify with respect to the concerns expressed by Sterra Club BC
board, staff and supporters regarding reports of surveillance and information
sharing by security agencies tike (SIS, in particular, Sterra Club BC board, staff

and supporters fell a “chill” and expressed concerns about internal security
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and feelings of shock and distress that Sierra Club BC's lawful activities would

be regarded as a national security matter,

8. Ms Vernon will testify that Sierra Club BC is concerned that surveillance and
information sharing by security agencies including CSIS will impede its public
awarenessraising efforts, making it increasingly difficult for Sierra Club BC to
engage members of the public in meaningfut public debate and discussion

regarding environmental issues,

G, In addition to the evidence described above, Ms Vernon will provide such
further and additional testimony and documentary evidence as may support the
atiegations set out in this complaint or as may be requested by the Commitiee.

10.1n giving her svidence to the Commitice, Ms Vernon will refer (¢ documents
included in the complainants’ Book of Documents, as well as any additional
relevant documents which may come to her attention before or during the

hearing of this complaint.

Dated at Ottawa, this 17 day of June, 2015,

Paul*Champ

CHAMP & ASSOCIATES
Barristers & Solicitors

Equity Chambers

43 Florence Street

Ottawa, ON KZP 0WS

T: 613-237-4740

F: 613-232-2680

£: pchamp@champlaw.ca
Solicitors for the Complainant
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SIRC File No. 1500-481

THE SECURITY INTELLIGENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE

in the matter of a Complaint filed by the
BRITISH COLUMBIA CIVIL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION
pursuant 1o section 41 of the
Canadian Security Intelligence Service Act, RSC 1985, ¢ .(-23

BETWEEHN:
BRITISH COLUMBIA CiViL LIBERTIES ASSOCIATION

Complainant
- and -

THE CANADIAN SECURITY INTELUIGENCE SERVICE

Respondent

SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED EVIDENCE OF NIKKI SKUCE
{Pursuant to Rule 15.01{1k} of the SIRC Rules of Procedure)

NIKKE SKUCE 15 former Senior Energy Lampaigner with ForestEthics Advocacy k
Assaciation (“ForestEthics™), one of the groups identified by the Comptlainant in SIRC
File No. 1500-481. Without Uimiting the scope of her evidence or the Complainant’s
rights before the Committee in this regard, it is anticipated that the substance of Ms

Swuce’s evidence (o the Committee will include the following:

1. Ms Skuce will testify with respect to her background and history of activism,
including her involvement with ForestEthics and her interest in environmental

and energy policy matters.

2. Ms Skuce will testify with respect to her work as Senior Energy Campaigner
with ForestEthics Advocacy Association until November 2014, including re role
in ForestEthics’ education and advocacy activities.
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Ms Skuce will testify with respect to the history, mandate, stricture,
membership, and activities of ForestEthics. Ms Skuce will testify that

sustainableqise,

Ms Skuce will testify with respect to ForestEthics’s activities in relation to the
Northarn Gateway project and the proceedings of the National Energy Board's
joint review panel. in particular, Ms Skuce will testify that ForestEthics’s
carmpaign nvolved education/awarseness putreach, letter-writing, meeting with
governments, litigation, rallies, and direct participation in public processes

including the NEB’s juint review panel.

Ms Skuce will testify that she registered ForestEthics to become an intervener
in the Northern Gateway hearings, along with Raincoast Conservation
Foundation and Living Oceans Society (collectively, the “Sustainability
Coalition”}, with iegal representation from EcpJustice. #s Skuce conducted
research, worked with experts, prepared submissions, and participated actively

throughout the process.

Ms Skuce will testify that ForestEthics attended the NEB’s technical hearings in

Edmonton, Prince George, and Prince Rupert, as well as community hearings in

Ms Skuce will testify with respect to the concerns expressed by ForestEthics
staff and supporters regarding reports of increased scrutiny by secwity
agencies like CSI5. In particular, ForestEthics staff and supporters felt a “chill”
and expressed feelings of anxiety regarding Forestithics’ lawful activities as
allegations that ForestFthics was perceived as potential security threat were

published in the media. Staff whose families included members who had

Pagp 7980 ¢ 335

70 of 108

AGC1050




immigrated from other countries were especially fearful that serious
repercussions may result from ongoing involvement with ForestEthics” advocacy
work. Ms Skuce will also testify that these concerns prompted efforts to

identify more secure means of internal communications for staff,

. In addition o the evidence described ahove, Ms Skuce will provide such further
and additional testimony and documentary evidence as may support the
altegations set out in this camplaint or as may he requested by the Committee.

. I giving her evidence to the Committee, Ms Skuce will refer to documents
included in the complainants’ Book of Documents, as well as any additional
relevant documents which may come to her attention before or during the

hearing of this complaint.

Dated at Ottawa, this 17" day of June, 2015,

PaufdC hamp

CHAMP &t ASSOCIATES
Barristers & Solicitors

Equity Chambers

43 Florence Street

Ottawa, ON K2P OW5

T: 613-237-4740

F: 613-232-2680

E: prhampSchamplaw.ca
Salicitors for the Compiainant
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§§ *mma:e’s edassified books o docinents, o5 wall as any addfitional relevant decuwsnts
which vesty oo to her ateiging belore or durmg the hesnng of tis vomplaint.
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IN THE MATTER of a complaint filed by | 2401 &

%}efore SIRC

pursuant to section M1 _lof the CSIS Act, R. 5.C. 1985, . C- 3
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SIRC s Counset

SIRC's Repistrar
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§ Deapsrtmant of Justics
Ganads

Pasiosss! Bevaniiy Lisgetion
& Adivisory Goug

PG o S127, St ¥
Chtawa, Ceass
K43 3¢

March 14, 2016
BY HAND

Mz, Shayns Stawieki
Registrar

Ministeen de fa Juslice
Canada

Grosspe Jigas o oongatis
01 EONARE neforey

£8 $18F, Suecprsnde ¥
s $05BRY

K35 shiz

RECE

2880 % %
BAR YR

WED

35
3

S
e

Securtty Intelligenve Review Commities

Jacksou Building

122 Sank Sueet, 4% Floor

Civgwen, Undardo
KiP 5N&

Doy B, Stawickis

SRCRETY

RE:  BOCLA - Conpiaint against CSTS Prrvins to Section 31 of the €5 Aot
Your File iiﬁiﬁ;%«&& ;

This is further to your correspondence of Magch Jud, 2018, wetting out the Nmelnes
for the shove-mentioned matder,

Please find snclosed the summary of antivipsted evidence ef-

Should vou reguire fuether infrrmation, phuase contars the endorsigned

{613) 8421338,

/‘Q » xfi/v { 5 f
5-15@3;&%‘1& 3
Coimnsel

Encl

st ER&L

- $100-677

Canadi
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Fie No, 1358481

SECURITY INTELLICENCE REVIEW COMMITTER

BETWERN:

BRITFISH COLUMEBIA GIVIL LIBEHTIES 4SBOCIATION
Complainant

~ e

CAXADIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE
Responsiont

ANTICIPAY

v Sestifving upon the Commities’s seguent U hoar testhwey

feon an investigatar By st Begion (BOR] for the yours

relevny to shix complaiag,

<

Servies

2. - Bogan his career at thy Uwnsadisn Security Intelligeuee
{CSIS or the Bevvios) s an Totedlipense Qffcer 8O in Fh o
Hadids the p

positions within the BOR between 1958
specifically, betwess 2018 and 30313

X

20048 o 0 0 pregent. Mo

wan the supervisos R ¥ e {or J

P 38 0 308
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e -will provide sech Suder and additions destinony and
docanenisry evidence ag may rospond to the allegations st out is this
complaint or as may be requesiod by the Committes.

5, In giving his svidence to the Cﬁﬂmim&-wm refer fo dovuments
included in die Servioe’s olassified hooks of documents, as well gs 2y
additional refevant documents whick may ooene to My sttention before or
during the hearing of this vomplaint.

3
J(x"“; w‘%ww\-»mw‘,‘x

] ﬁ% i

j‘; i J

Per: Stéphanie Dion
Depanwens of Jusdes Conada
Ngtional Security Litigation &
Adyizory Group

PO, Box 8137, Netlon 1
Ottawa, Onlarde, X1G 3HS

Tel: 613-842133¢
Fax: 613-842-1343

Counsel for e Respondent

Py 328 o 378
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Depariment of Justice.  Ministere de Iz Justion
Ganada Canxda

Decembes 4, 2015 | TOP SECRET
BY HAND

Ms, Shavia Sawicki
Registrar
%wum} Intelligones Review Commities
Jackson Bmiduw
122 Rank Steeet, 4% ¥Finor
Qitwg, Ontirio
KiPs

Pagr M. Stawick

RE BOCLA «~ Conyplaint agninst CSES Pursisan o Section 38 of the CYIS Act
Your h}c 500481

This 1 finther to Ma. Bowers corvegpondence off
deadling for the productioned
bearig 14 the above-mentioned

Neovember 30, 2015, contieming the
¢-Service's Books of Docuusents for the January
IRty

EX YIrte

Please find enclosed the Service’s Books of Documents:

Volumis FA; 18 and 1C conta

»

sl BRS reporting found

These volumes are provided for the Comn
cv in the condand ol Hy i su;,atmn The Servive does not ivtend on
refving o these solumes for the prepese of the hearing. The documents that Will
be reliedupon by the Serviee’s withesses are found at volumes 2 and 3.

5 RS

Voltme 2 contaimg b
Stutenwls

tion on Inseiligence Priovitiey, Mreetiongl

\\\\\\\\\\\\\ N Bl oceingy intormation RGN

Canad4

Page 003 of 718
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2 TOP SECRET

~ ¥olume 3 contsing docwmentarion n relation 0 exchanges with &
Eoavrgy Hoard and (10 poivate sectory 1t inclisles a sampling 0*‘ 3% siligonee
Assessments Branch AR} produets, briefimgs. sy wmformation relativg o the

MR Cay classiliad bm!m o8 raenticied o the crnpplmint lefter,

Please vote that . additional book containing sensitive oforntation 5 alse being

preparvd i prepurstion for the hearing,

51 will be stored oo offices and

will be pavailable for the Commitior’s consultation ay per the usual practice.

Shobld v require further information, please contad] ¢ vudersiyned at
{613y 8421386

Siacerely,

REL W }.
(_ owrsesl

Enel.

£ FR&L.

B 00677
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3
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22-Dec-14

23-Dec-14
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5-Dec-12]
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13-Jan-14

" {4-3an-14

1-May-14
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~6-Feb-14 |

29-Nov-11

14-Feb-14

19-Feb-14
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13-Mar-14

"14-May-14 |

3-Jun-14

24-Apr-13
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25-Jun-13
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