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Otawa, Ontario / Ottawa (Ontari o)

--- Upon commenci ng on Monday, August 29, 2005
at 9:03 a.m [/ L'audience reprend |le |undi
29 aolt 2005 a 9 h 03

MR. DAVID: Good norning,
M. Comm ssioner. We have M. Lawrence Di ckenson
before you this morning, and M. Dickenson, at the
relevant time, was the Assistant Secretary to the
Cabi net for security intelligence and thus part of
t he PCO organization.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Woul d you |i ke
to be sworn or affirmed?

MR. DI CKENSON: Sworn, please.

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Coul d you stand
t hen and take the Bible in your right hand and I
will adm nister the oath.
SWORN: LAVWRENCE THOMAS DI CKENSON

THE COWM SSI ONER:  Your full name?

MR. DI CKENSON: Lawrence Thomas
Di ckenson.

THE COWM SSI ONER: Thank you. You
may be seat ed.

MR. DAVID: | would like to file,
M. Comm ssioner, a book that is entitled "Newy

Redact ed Documents for Lawrence Di ckenson".
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THE COWM SSI ONER: That will be
340.
EXHI BI T NO. 340: Book
entitled "Newly Redact ed
Documents for Lawrence
Di ckenson"

EXAM NATI ON

MR. DAVI D: M. Dickenson, if |
could refer you to tab 1 of the document in
guestion, it is your CV. | would just like to
review that briefly with you.

You have a Bachel or of Science
fromthe University of Guelph. You joined the
Canadi an foreign service in 1969 and retired
recently, and that is in 20037

MR. DI CKENSON: 2003.

MR. DAVID: Thank you. You
reached within the Public Service of Canada the
Director General level in 1986. You were
Ambassador to Kuwait and a number of other
countries, including Bahrain, Qatar, Oman and the
UAE from 1988 to 1992. You were Anmbassador to
| ndonesia from 1992 to 1996, and you joi ned the
Privy Council Office in Septenmber of 1997, becanme

Assi stant Secretary to the Cabinet for security
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intelligence in January of 1999 until your
retirement in May of 2003?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: Thank you. And from
your CV | see that you are presently Vice Chair
for the National Police Services Advisory Council
which is affiliated to the RCMP?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: Thank you.

A brief overview of
M. Dickenson's testinony.

M. Dickenson is the only public
witness fromthe Privy Council Office. We wil
have an overvi ew of the PCOwith M. Dickenson,
its structure, its functions, and then
M. Dickenson will have a few comments on the Arar
chronol ogy per se.

Bef ore we begin, M. Dickenson, |
just want to ensure that there are no personal
notes that are related to this Comm ssi on of
l nquiry in your possessi on.

MR. DI CKENSON: No.

MR. DAVID: Thank you. Let us now

go to tab 3 of the Book of Documents. | want to

briefly review the PCO structure and functions.
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You have probably encountered in
your career with the PCO an understandi ng that
sonetimes it is mysterious in the public's eye
what PCO i s about, and we are going to try to
de-nystify that and try to clarify exactly what
the role of PCOis within our government.

| would ask you to go to tab 3,
and if you could go to page 2 of this document, |
will briefly read to you the first paragraph and
ask for your comments.

By way of introduction it says
t hat :

"The PCO, the Privy Counci
Office, reports directly to
the Prime Mnister and is
headed by the Clerk of the
Privy Council and Secretary
to the Cabinet. It is both
t he Cabi net Secretariat and
the Prime M nister's source
of public service advice
across the entire spectrum of

policy questions and

operational issues facing the

government, including matters

StenoTran
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relating to the management of
t he federation and
constitutional devel opnment.”

Thi s document is dated February of
1999. It was downl oaded fromthe Internet site of
PCO very recently, in August of this year, and
am going to ask you, first of all, is this still
an accurate description of what PCO is about or
what its mandate is?

MR. DI CKENSON: | couldn't really
comment on the structure of PCO at the noment. |
t hi nk the docunent speaks for itself. It
certainly is an accurate reflection of the Privy
Council Office when | was there.

MR. DAVID: Thank you. And | now
bring you to Exhibit P-33, please, which was fil ed
in our public docunments. There are a nunmber of
org. charts that have been filed previously to
your testinmony, M. Dickenson, and there are eight
peri ods covered by this document, which spans from
January of 2002 to November of 2004.

Let us go to the first period that
is indicated in January of 2002. First of all, |
see that there are green boxes and there are bl ue

boxes and there are white boxes. Could you
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di stingui sh between those col ours, what they
represent on this document?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes. The
nomencl ature of offices and individuals in PCOis
not simlar to virtually any other departnment in
government. So you have Deputy Secretaries. They
are the equivalent of a Deputy Mnister in a
department. You have Assistant Secretaries, and
t hey are the equival ent of an Assistant Deputy
M nister in a departnment.

The green boxes are, as the | egend
shows, seni or management. Those are individuals
t hat woul d neet frequently, usually daily. The
green plus the blue boxes represent the nost
senior cadre in the Privy Council Office, and we
refer to themas staff.

It is an ironical description for
peopl e of this seniority, but that is what they
are described, and they would meet on a weekly
basi s.

MR. DAVID: Let's just identify
where you are indicated in this org chart.

If we take the third blue colum
to the right and the third box down, we see

Lawr ence Di ckenson, Assistant Secretary Security
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Intelligence. Now, this is as of January 2002.

Eventual ly |I understand that
M. Elliott replaced you in that role. 1s that
accurate?

MR. DI CKENSON: He repl aced me
sometime after | left. | don't know the exact
date. But he was nmy replacenment.

MR. DAVID: Okay. Now, bel ow your
box is the box of Gregory Fyffe, Executive
Director Intelligence Assessnment Secretari at,
known as | AS.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: Are these boxes in
hi erarchical order or --

MR. DI CKENSON: No. It is just
basically everybody is of the same rank. The
names you all see are all ADM | evel positions, al
reporting to the Deputy Secretary. Where you are
positioned in these boxes doesn't represent
anyt hing other -- just convenient to where the box
is.

MR. DAVID: Thank you. | bring
you now to the green boxes, and if you can go to
t he second row, the second name fromthe right is

Cl aude Laverdure?
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MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: He is Foreign Policy
Advi sor to the Prime M nister and Assi st ant
Secretary to the Cabinet, and it also indicates
Forei gn and Defence Policy.

Was he playing a role in ternms of
t he mandate of your box?

MR. DI CKENSON: Not really.
M. Laverdure was a peer, but a peer with a bit of
a difference in the sense that of all these boxes,
he was one of the few who had a direct
communi cation with the Prime M nister.

MR. DAVID: You reported, in fact,
to M. Ron Bil odeau?

MR. DI CKENSON: At this point |
reported to M. Fadden, as this org diagram shows.

MR. DAVID: We will see that there
was an evolution in terms of the org chart, and
maybe we could go to that right now.

| f you could go to the fourth
evol ution of these org charts, that would be as of
September of 2002. | understand that sometinme
bef ore Septenber of 2002 there was a nodification
to the PCO structure?

It is dated Septenber 23rd --

StenoTran
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MR. DI CKENSON: It's the one
wi t hout col our; right?

MR. DAVID: Well, there is a bit
of yellow, perhaps.

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes.

MR. DAVID: |If you | ook at the
ri ght-hand side, September 23rd, 2002 is the
rel evant date.

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: This chart that | have
entitled the fourth chart is basically indicating
the time when a fairly inportant structural
reorgani zati on occurred within PCO?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: Could you bring us
t hrough this chart?

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, the main
difference here is that nmyself and my coll eague,
Gregory Fyffe, were reporting directly to Ron
Bi | odeau, who was the No. 2 in the Privy Counci
Office. He had the function of being No. 2, the
Associ ate Secretary to Cabinet, and al so the
Security Intelligence Coordinator.

So he took on part of the

functions of M. Fadden in addition to what he was
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doi ng before.

MR. DAVID: So if | understand, if
we conpare to other Canadi an agencies you are
basically at the ADM | evel ?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And then M. Bil odeau
woul d be at Deputy M nister |evel?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And then M. Hinmelfarb
woul d be -- how woul d you descri be hinf?

MR. DICKENSON: M. Himelfarb is
t he nost senior public servant.

MR. DAVID: He is in a category by
hi msel f?

MR. DI CKENSON: So he is in a
category all by nyself.

MR. DAVID: We have seen one of
the roles of PCO, M. Dickenson, is to brief the
Prime M nister on issues that concern him They
can be policy issues, they can be operational
i ssues.

Can you give us a sense how t hat
occurs? What is the process that is encountered
when the Prime Mnister is to be briefed by the
PCO?

StenoTran
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MR. DI CKENSON: Well, there are
two types of briefings. One is oral and one is
witten. Oral briefings would tend to come al nmost
uni quely from M. Himelfarb, who is his Deputy
M nister, the Clerk of the Privy Council, and/or
t he Foreign Policy Advisor, M. Laverdure. The
bul k of the briefings for the Prime Mnister is in
written form and it would start out with an
anal yst doing a draft and then that draft woul d be
wor ked on as it got towards final form

Not hi ng would go to the Prine
M nister without the Clerk's signature or sonmebody
desi gnated by the Clerk, should he be ill or away
or travelling.

MR. DAVID: And who initiates that
process? |Is this comng fromthe top, in other
words, fromthe Prime M nister, or are sometimes
briefings to the Prime Mnister, written
briefings, initiated fromthe actual PCO menmbers?

MR. DI CKENSON: Again, | would say
there are two types of briefings: some are pushed
and sonme are pull ed.

The ones that are pulled are
requested by sonebody in the managenment category.

It could be at the level | was at, the ADM | evel,
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asking his or her staff to draft something. That
woul d be a pull.

A push woul d be where they
initiate something and they push it up the |line
saying, "We think this is something the Prime
M ni ster needs to know," and then it would be a
deci si on- maki ng process by seni or management
whet her that was actually the case.

MR. DAVID: We will shortly review
t he October 18th meno to the Prime M nister that
was prepared by PCO concerning the Arar affair.

Before getting to that,

M. Dickenson, | would like to bring you to tab 2
of the book of docunents, and to specifically deal
with the structure of S&l, Security and
Intelligence Secretari at.

| understand that the docunments
included in tab 2 reflect the structure of your
secretariat at two different time periods, the
first being September of 2002, and then if you go
t hree pages in the second time period would be
April of 2003?

MR. DI CKENSON: | would have to
| ook at them one by one. They are not in a

structure that | was, frankly, famliar wth.
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These are not docunments | woul d have prepared or
signed off on, but if you want to review them one
by one, | am prepared to do that.

MR. DAVID: As | say, the first
t hree documents, the first three pages, concern
the period of time of September 2002, and pages 2
and 3 are the breakdown of page 1.

So basically as we read, as we can
understand the document, your secretariat is
divided into two different sectors. One would be
operations and the second would be security
operations?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: Okay. Then if we go
to page 2 we have the breakdown for operations.

MR. DI CKENSON: And it is broken
into two basic streanms: one a national security
and the other would be foreign intelligence.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And then the
third page reflects security operations.

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: So let's talk
generally now about S& before breaking it down
into operations and security operations.

VWhat is S& 's mandate? What did

StenoTran
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you do?

MR. DI CKENSON: Basically, Ilike
all secretariats in Privy Council Office, you
liaise with those departnments and agenci es
rel evant to your mandate. In my case it was
security intelligence.

You manage the process of itens
going to Cabinet. There is a quality control
there; there is a timng, scheduling, agendas,
what ever .

You provide briefings as
appropri ate, as we have just been di scussing, and
they are either pushed or pulled, as | mentioned.
That is the basic structure.

It is a policy coordination
function.

MR. DAVID: And when we refer to
security and intelligence, what is the domain that
you are interested in?

MR. DI CKENSON: There is an
evol ution over time as to what security
intelligence would be. | would say the inner core
woul d be portions of Foreign Affairs, portions of
Nati onal Defence, CSIS, the RCMP, portions of the

Solicitor General's Office, not all of it, the

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

10867

CSE, the Conmmuni cations Security Establishnment.
Those woul d be the inner core.

Then, to the extent that they
relate to security issues, you would have
| mm gration, you would have -- at the tinme it was
call ed Custons, or the Revenue Agency.

MR. DAVI D:. CCRA?

MR. DI CKENSON: Exactly.

Transport Canada, Food Inspection Agency, Justice,
of course, Finance. Certain elements of those
departments and agencies woul d have a role.

MR. DAVI D: And how many peopl e
reported to you, M. Dickenson, in terms of S& ?

MR. DI CKENSON: Approximtely 24,
25, sonething |ike that.

MR. DAVID: |If we could go to the
fourth page of tab 2, that would be the org chart
for April of 2003. | just want to briefly go
t hrough that with you.

Principally two people reported to
you. One was director of operations, M. Grinius?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And the second was the
Director of Security Operations, M. Deneault?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
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MR. DAVID: Let's deal first with
the security operations mandate. What
specifically do they do?

If you want, we can go to the | ast
page, which is the breakdown of security
operations.

MR. DI CKENSON: I don't think
that's necessary. They have very specific
functions. They provide the actual security when
Cabi net nmeets. They provide the actual security
when the Prime M nister hosts a neeting, for
exanmple, with provincial premers. They provide
security briefings to cabinet mnisters and their
offices. They do security clearances for
empl oyees of the Privy Council Office.

They do actual physical security
for PCO and PMO, which are co-located in various
bui | di ngs.

They are liaison point with the
RCWMP for the physical security of the Prime
M ni ster and the Governor General. Those are the
broad functions.

MR. DAVID: So essentially
physi cal security of the top nmenbers of our

gover nment ?

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

10869

MR. DI CKENSON: And security of
docunment ati on as well.

MR. DAVI D: Documentation. Very
good.

Now, let's go to the fifth page,
or the before-|ast-page of the document, and
that's the breakdown of the operations sector of
your secretariat.

| have referred to M. Grinius
al ready. Can you tell us what the mandate of this
specific sector is or was?

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, there are
two streans there. One is foreign intelligence
and the other is national security.

The national security el ement at
that point in time primarily was a support
mechani sm for PSAT, the ad hoc Comm ttee of
M ni sters on Public Safety and Anti-terrorism

MR. DAVID: W have heard
testimony from M. Manl ey about the creation of
PSAT. It was created in the days follow ng the
9/ 11 crisis?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And M. Manl ey was the

desi gnat ed cabi net member in charge, chairing this
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commttee?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And so part of the
function was support in terms of the operation of
t he ad hoc comm ttee?

MR. DI CKENSON: That was a huge
function, a huge portion of the mandate for that
group.

MR. DAVID: And it was M. Anthony
Ritchie that was one of the key players in that
regard?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: So that is the
nati onal security portion in ternms of foreign
policy?

MR. DI CKENSON: Not foreign
policy, foreign intelligence.

MR. DAVID: Foreign intelligence,
| am sorry.

MR. DI CKENSON: The foreign
intelligence wing of this secretariat primarily
was i nvolved with working with their peers across
government in establishing intelligence
priorities. These are very, very high-Ilevel

priorities that were consulted upon and
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est abli shed.

MR. DAVID: | don't know if you
see the asterisks. It says "identity of
i ndi vidual s redacted”. There is a number of the

boxes on page 5 of the document that indicate that
peopl e are being seconded from ot her agenci es.

For instance, there is a secondment from DFAIT,
secondment from CSE, secondnment from CSI'S and
secondnment fromthe RCMP.

MR. DI CKENSON: This is conpletely
typical of the Privy Council Office.

MR. DAVID: We just want a sense
of that, if you could explain the conposition of
the teamand how it is created and why it is
created this way.

MR. DI CKENSON: The Privy Counci l
Office is made up of enpl oyees that actually come
in and out on a fairly frequent basis. The Privy
Council Office draws on expertise from across
government to staff their secretariats.

In the case of this secretari at,
it is a blend of Privy Council enployees and
experts on | oan for two or three years from ot her
departments and agencies, and they would tend to

be CSI'S, the RCMP, CSE, Foreign Affairs and

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N RBP B PR R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »d W N -, O

10872

Def ence.

MR. DAVID: Let's go back briefly
to P-33, M. Dickenson. That is the original org
chart. | just want to get a sense.

There is a box that is very close
to yours, and | have referred to it. It is
M. Fyffe's box and it is IAS, Intelligence
Assessnment Secretariat.

Can you give us a sense of what
their mandate is as conmpared to yours? MWhat
di stingui shes security intelligence from
intelligence assessnment?

MR. DI CKENSON: The secretariat |
used to manage was a policy shop.

MR. DAVID: When you say "policy",
that is to distinguish it fromoperations?

MR. DI CKENSON: Absolutely. And
the I1'AS, which M. Fyffe was responsible for --
and the Executive Director is an ADM | evel
position; it is the sanme | evel as an Assi st ant
Secretary -- that is made up of a group of
anal ysts that have | anguage skills. They have
background experience. They tend to be drawn from
Foreign Affairs and National Defence.

They have access to public
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informati on, they have access to intelligence, and
they bring to the table their own experience.

They provide analyzed reports to senior
managenment, primarily Foreign Affairs and Privy
Council and to selected senior officers in the
gover nnent .

They tend to be highly classified
documentation. The distribution tends to be
limted on a need-to-know basis. The person
receiving the docunent has to have the security
cl earance that goes with the | evel of
classification of the docunment.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And if we
conpare that to your structure, to your mandate at
| &S -- | mean S& -- what distinguishes their work
fromyour work?

MR. DI CKENSON: Everything. W
di d not provide analyzed documents to senior
managenment. That was their only function. W
provi ded briefing notes, policy advice. They are
totally different.

MR. DAVID: And who --

MR. DI CKENSON: As a matter of
fact, | would rarely interact with M. Fyffe, even

t hough we shared the same seni or managenent.
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MR. DAVID: And who woul d be the
end recipient of your briefing notes?

MR. DI CKENSON: People directly
above, so the Deputy Secretary, on some occasions
the Clerk, and on other occasions through themto
the Prime M nister.

MR. DAVID: |If we conpare 1&S, it
was somewhat of a -- their clients, if | could
express myself in such a way, were wi der than
scope. Other government agencies woul d be
receiving their work product?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVI D: Whereas your work
product essentially was remai ning within PCO and
ultimately destined for the Prime M nister?

MR. DI CKENSON: Prime M nister
and/ or Cabi net.

MR. DAVI D: And/or Cabinet and/or
PSAT, as we have already seen?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And M. Fyffe reported
to whon? Let's take a latter structure as of the
reformin 2002 and thereafter.

MR. DI CKENSON: In the Septenber

23rd document, M. Fyffe and nyself both reported
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to M. Bil odeau.

MR. DAVID: And that remained to
be the case until your departure?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And in terns of |AS
focus, we understand that they are doing
hi gh-1evel intelligence assessnments. How do you
conpare that to CSIS' s mandate?

Al so we have heard evidence that
CSI S woul d be doing intelligence assessnments.
What woul d di stinguish the two mandates, if you
can explain?

MR. DI CKENSON: The CSI S
assessments would tend to be nore operational.
| AS assessments are extremely high-1level. You
know, to use the inpression, it's |like they are
flying at 30,000 feet. It would be what is
happening to a country that is a failed state or a
country that is going through a revolution. It
woul d be of that nature as opposed to operational
assessnments.

MR. DAVID: Can you tell us about
the MOU, if you are know edgeabl e about that.
There is a Memorandum of Under standi ng that exists

bet ween t he Departnment of Foreign Affairs and | AS
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in terms of the sharing of information and the

sharing of personnel.

MR. DI CKENSON: | have no
direct -- | mean, | know it exists, but I am not
sure if | ever read it and I amnot in a position
to comment on it. | just know it exists.

MR. DAVID: Were you aware that at
a given monent there was a shift of DFAIT
personnel fromthe Department of Foreign Affairs

to | AS?

3

DI CKENSON:  Yes.

3

DAVI D: Do you know when t hat
occurred?

MR. DI CKENSON: No, | can't give
you a precise date.

MR. DAVID: Let's go to tab 3,
M. Dickenson, and | refer you to pages 8 and 9.

Basically now the theme | want to
develop briefly with you is your interaction, your
interfacing with other Canadi an agencies to fulfil
your mandat e.

You have descri bed your mandate as
bei ng policy-rel ated?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And that is to pose it
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in terms of being operational. You are not
concerned with specific operations?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: For instance, if we
t ake what our concern is, you would not be
operationally involved in the Arar chronol ogy?

MR. DI CKENSON: No.

MR. DAVID: So on pages 8 and 9,
there is -- again, it is a download fromthe
internet site of the PCO, and it is a document
that is a bit dated but is still being
di stributed. It goes back to 1999, but it was

downl oaded by us this nonth.

At the bottom of page 8, there is

a description for the Deputy Secretary Security
Intelligence. Now, would that be you?

MR. DI CKENSON: No. That woul d
be -- it would initially be M. Fadden and then
towards the end of nmy period it was M. Bil odeau.
Deputy Secretary is |like a Deputy M nister.

MR. DAVID: Thank you. Let us

review what it says about the Deputy Secretary for

S&l .
It says there are four main

functi ons. The first is:
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"To support the Prime

M ni ster by providing
informati on, advice and
recommendati ons on security

intelligence policy matters.”

| s that accurate still today?
MR. DI CKENSON: | can't comment on
is happening today. | have been gone two and

a half years.

MR. DAVID: Put it this way

t hen --

MR. DI CKENSON: That was accur ate

as of April 2003.

poi nt

MR. DAVID: Thank you. The second
in terms of functions is:

"To ensure the effective
coordi nation among the
members of the security
intelligence comunity."

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: 1s that an accurate

statenment as of your departure?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
MR. DAVID: Thirdly:

"To be responsi bl e, together
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with the Deputy M nister of
Nati onal Defence, to the

M ni ster of National Defence,
for the Communication
Security Establishment, an
agency which provides the
government with foreign
intelligence and gui dance on
the security of governnment,

t el ecommuni cati ons and

el ectroni c data processing."”

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
MR. DAVID: And finally:

"To oversee the intelligence
assessment function, a
service based on

i nterdepart ment al

contri butions which produces
and coordinates intelligence
assessments on a wi de range
of subjects for the Prime

M ni ster, other M nisters and
seni or officials of the

gover nment . "

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B P R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »d W N -, O

10880

MR. DAVID: And that is a
reference to | AS?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: |If we go to the next
page, we have a breakdown, | believe, of your box,
S&l, and it says that there are two secretariats.
One is the S& Secretariat and the second is | AS.

In terms of your secretariat, the
first one, it says that:

"The S& secretariat provides
overal |l coordination and
policy direction to the
security and intelligence
sector. It supports the

| nt erdepartmental Comm ttee
on Security and Intelligence,
| CSI, which is a commttee of
deputy m nisters chaired by
the Clerk of the Privy
Council and Secretary to the
Cabi net and vice chaired by

t he Deputy Secretary Security
and Intelligence. The
secretariat plays a

coordinating role in the
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overal |l managenment and
priorities of intelligence
organi zati ons and provides
policy guidance to the
intelligence comunity."

| s that an accurate statenment?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: We see that there is
reference in a couple of places, M. Dickenson, to
this idea of overall coordination.

Coul d you speak to that, please?

MR. DI CKENSON: Basically the
coordination is very, very high-level in terms of
budgets, legislation, itenms going for review by
Cabinet. After 9/11, the biggest job for 1CSI, or
my office, was supporting PSAT. That was a huge
function. So that required coordination across
government in ternms of quality control of
documentation that would go for review at the
political |evel

MR. DAVID: So what mechani sms
were in place to ensure that coordination? For
instance, were there |liaison officers in place?
Was it an informal coordination or exchange? How

did the agencies interact?
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MR. DI CKENSON: The coordi nation
was meetings without end, neetings that were
taki ng place. The ICSI, after 9/11, was meeting
daily. Later on they would neet in coordination
just prior to a meeting of PSAT.

There was a whole infrastructure
t hat was in place before 9/11 that got ratcheted
up in terms of frequency of meeting.

MR. DAVID: And certainly part of
t he mechani smfor interaction with other agencies
is the fact that you would second some of your
personnel fromthese other agencies, and that in
itself would | ead to exchanges.

I s that accurate?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
That's true of virtually every secretari at.

MR. DAVID: And would you receive
formal briefings on occasion fromeither the RCMP,
or CSIS, or DFAIT? Was that part of the
mechani snf?

MR. DI CKENSON: That wasn't part
of the mechani sm no.

MR. DAVID: So staying in the |oop
was basically an informal process?

MR. DI CKENSON: No. Staying in
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the | oop was both informal and formal. You have
this ICSI, 1-C-S-1, that was a very formal
structure, and it had an agenda and dealt with the
document ati on goi ng to PSAT.

| nformal 'y, there would be phone
calls, side bar conversations on the margins of
meetings. There is a constant ebb and fl ow of
communi cati ons between secretariats in the Privy
Council Office and their |iaison partners across
government at all levels. Communications woul d
take place at the Mnisterial |evel, at the Deputy
M nister |level, at my |level, the ADM | evel, and
further down in the organization between and
amongst anal ysts.

MR. DAVID: So, for instance,
M. Di ckenson, who was your counterpart at the
RCWMP t hat you woul d be communi cating w th?

MR. DI CKENSON: Garry Loeppky.

MR. DAVID: And in terms of CSIS?

MR. DI CKENSON: Dal e Neuf el d.

MR. DAVID: So these were people
t hat you had regul ar rapport with?

MR. DI CKENSON: Regul ar. Regul ar.

MR. DAVID: And that was part of

the informal structure? |If you needed

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N RBP BRP R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

10884

information --

MR. DI CKENSON: Both formal and
informal. You pick up the phone. You say,
"What's this about? What's happeni ng?" And then
you woul d see themformally, at nmeetings in
preparation for policy decisions at the political
| evel .

MR. DAVID: W are going to nove
now to the Arar chronol ogy, M. Dickenson.

Woul d it occur, just as a general
guestion, that S& would be informed fromtime to
ti me about specific investigations, about specific
t hreats, potential threats, that individuals could
present to the security of Canada?

MR. DI CKENSON: In ternms of
operational details, the answer would be no. In
terms of threats to Canada where it was believed
that the Prime M nister would need to know, the
answer woul d be yes.

MR. DAVID: Okay. For instance --
and let's get specific now. A-OCANADA is a term
t hat you are obviously famliar with today. When
did you beconme aware of the RCMP's investigation
t hat was call ed Project A-OCANADA?

MR. DI CKENSON: | am only aware of
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A- OCANADA since the start of this inquiry. | was
not aware of it at the tinme.

MR. DAVID: Were you generally
aware that the RCMP was dedi cating resources at
the time that you were ADM to suspected al - Qaeda
presence in Otawa, in the Otawa region?

MR. DI CKENSON: That | evel of
specificity, no. There were structures in place
before 9/ 11 that were ranmped up. The whole world
was concerned about al -Qaeda. Every agency
responsi ble for security and intelligence and | aw
enf orcement in every western country, | amsure --
certainly we did -- increased resources dedi cated
to countering terrorism

MR. DAVID: And at any time did
you become aware within the PCO function and
structure of a free flow arrangenment in terns of
sharing intelligence anongst Canadi an agenci es,
the RCMP, CSI'S, and including the FBI and the CIA?

Was t hat part of what was
knowl edge to you in the post-9/11 environnment ?

MR. DI CKENSON: | think you have
to go further back than that, M David. Before
9/ 11, there were arrangenments in place. They are

call ed | BETs. | am not sure whether that has cone
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up at this --

MR. DAVI D: It has.

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't need to
descri be what an IBET is. There was a

cross-border crime forum

These -- it's hard to call them
organi sations -- these systems, these methods of
wor ki ng had police forces at all levels, not just

federal, provincial, municipal, agreeing to share
informati on across the border. They were done in
structures. There had to be rules of the road in
pl ace to be followed in terms of sharing
i nformati on.

Post-9/11, those are ratcheted up.
We have referred earlier to additional resources
bei ng directed towards al - Qaeda and countering
terrorism So decisions were made to increase the
number of | BETs, for exanmple. To ny mnd, clearly
there was a direction that information should be
shared with those who could make a difference, and
t he Canadi an public, the American public, would be
totally intolerable if they thought that one
agency was not sharing informati on that was
directly relevant to the national security of

Canada and/or the security of North America. That
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sharing of information, though, was according to
the | aws of Canada and according to the mandates
of each agency, and one understood that each
agency had their own rules of the road in terms of
how t hey woul d do that.

So the volume of information being
shared definitely increased after 9/11. It didn't
start with 9/11.

MR. DAVID: Was this a result of
political will? Was it just the environment that
dictated this increasing --

MR. DI CKENSON: | woul d take you
back, M. David, well before 9/11, and if you can
recall, the mllenniumincident, when an
i ndi vidual, M. Ressam was apprehended crossing
t he border in the United States. That was a
wake-up call to a | ot of people in security and
intelligence around the world. It certainly was
in Washington and it certainly was in Ottawa.

So political |evel, senior
bureaucrats, m ddl e-|evel bureaucrats increasingly
understood that the silos could not be maintained
in the same rigid structure as before; that people
had to share information that was relevant to

nati onal security, and were expected to.
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MR. DAVID: 1In ternms of a specific
new arrangement that would have come into pl ace
post-9/11 as a response to 9/11, as a direct
response to 9/11, of information-sharing of
intelligence amongst the RCMP, CSIS, and the CIA
and the FBI, do you have any know edge of such a
specific arrangenment that would have been created?

MR. DI CKENSON: | am not aware of
any new arrangenents, as | mentioned earlier.
Those were well in place before 9/11. They were
ramped up post-9/11.

MR. DAVID: W are going to nove
now to the Arar chronol ogy per se.

As you are well aware by now,

M. Arar arrives in New York City in Septenber of
2002. \When did you first, on a personal basis,
| earn of M. Arar's nanme, of what had happened?

MR. DI CKENSON: To the best of ny
knowl edge, best of ny recollection, it was through
t he press.

MR. DAVID: Okay.

MR. DI CKENSON: And | don't have a
specific date, but whenever it appeared in the
press, that's when | would have | earned that.

MR. DAVID: And certainly in the
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days and weeks that followed M. Arar's detention
and deportation fromthe United States, there were
many, many press reports, and we have filed such
reports, for instance, at tab 80.

| don't think it's necessary to go
t here, but at tab 80 of the DFAIT docunents, P-42,
and tab 90, you have exanples of articles that
were being released in The Gl obe and Mail, in the
Ottawa Citizen, in the New York Times, October
12t h, October 16th, et cetera.

So there was a | ot of nedia
interest and the issue was quite prom nent in the
medi a at the time.

And was this the inpetus that
created the creation of a briefing note for the
Prime M nister on the Arar affair?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't recal
whet her it was a document that was pushed or
pull ed, to be perfectly frank. |If you want to
direct me to a docunent, we can discuss it.

MR. DAVID: Well, we can go to --
now I will refer you to the PCO docunents, and
t hat woul d be Exhibit P-48. There are two
vol umes. The first volunme is tab 4.

And | am not sure that we have the
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push or pull answer in this document, but | wil
at |l east refer you to the docunment as being the
draft --

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Vol ume 1 or
volume 27

MR. DAVID: It's in volume 1,
M. Conmm ssi oner.

MR. DI CKENSON: This one?

THE COWMM SSI ONER: And the tab?

MR. DAVID: Tab 4.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Thank you.

MR. DI CKENSON: Thanks.

MR. DAVID: This document, or this
tab, reflects a number of different docunments.
The first is the draft version that was addressed
to -- | believe it was to M. Bil odeau.

MR. DI CKENSON: | am sorry. MWhat
tab are you at?

MR. DAVID: | amat tab 4.

MR. DI CKENSON: The first thing
see is a draft to the Prime M nister.

MR. DAVID: Correct. |If you go to
t he second document, which is about the fifth page
in, you will see the same draft signed by you and

it's addressed to M. Bil odeau.
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MR. DI CKENSON: Well, nmy signature
box is there but nmy signature isn't, so | am not
sure this was ever the docunent that went forward.

MR. DAVID: No, and we will come
to the docunment. In terms of the process, this is
a typical example of how a document is prepared
for the Prime M nister, a briefing note?

MR. DI CKENSON: No. This is a
typi cal exanple of how one informs senior
management of an issue, an item a situation.

Whet her or not this becomes a docunment for the
Prime M nister would be a decision nmade probably
by myself and M. Bil odeau, eventually.

MR. DAVID: And the second
document, the fifth page in, is addressed to
M. Bil odeau where your unsigned name appears.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: Does this indicate
t hat S&l prepared this document?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right,
that's right.

MR. DAVID: Wuld this have been
the first briefing to the Prime Mnister, or an
attenmpt to brief the Prime Mnister, to your

knowl edge, on the Arar affair?
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MR. DI CKENSON: Well, as | have
just mentioned, M. David, this would be our first
written briefing of the Deputy Secretary. Whether
or not this would become a note to the Prinme
M ni ster would evol ve.

MR. DAVID: Okay. Just to further
review the contents of this tab, tab 4, if you go
the third document in, it is entitled -- and it is
all blacked out, it is redacted. It is a briefing
note. Do you see that at the top?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes.

MR. DAVID: And if you go to the
next docunment, there is al so another document, and
it is obviously a menmo, it is in meno form And
then finally you have "Suggested Press Lines".

|f you go back to the begi nning of
the tab and go to page 2, more than hal fway down,
bel ow t he bl ack paragraph, there is a sentence
t hat reads:

"It is unknown at this tinme
if M. Arar is under crim nal
i nvestigation by the RCWP."

So my first question to you is:

How do t hese draft briefing notes get prepared?

What is the sourcing? What information is
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referred to? Who prepares these? 1Is this
sonmet hing that you do yourself or is there a
policy analyst within your unit that does this
kind of thing?

Coul d you explain the process?

MR. DI CKENSON: The process would
be that a policy analyst would have checked ot her
departments and agenci es and potentially had
access to classified informati on through a
classified sharing, a communi cati on systemthat
shares classified information. Those woul d be the
two sources of information that would go into a
document |ike this.

MR. DAVID: And in terms of --

MR. DI CKENSON: | amsorry. Your
guestion was more conpl ex than that.

| would not have drafted this. An
anal yst woul d have drafted it.

MR. DAVID: And then it would be
submtted to you for your approval --

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: -- or your review and
up the chain?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right. And

probably a few people before it got to me.
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MR. DAVID: Okay. The reference
to the fact that it is unknown at this time if
M. Arar is under crimnal investigation by the
RCMP. | mean, obviously our record now shows
that, yes, he was -- well, perhaps not. He was a
person of interest, put it that way, to the RCMP
at this tinme.

Why woul d this information not be
provi ded to what potentially could be going to the
Prime M nister, which would be potentially
rel evant information?

MR. DI CKENSON: | am not sure
woul d come to the conclusion that's inplied by
your question. To me it is not a question of it
not being shared. It wasn't known at that tinme.

Frequently documents |like this are
prepared with very, very tight time lines. It is
not unknown for you to have an hour or so to get
something up the line, as we would say, to senior
managenment .

My read of this is that the
guestion was asked and the answer had not been
acquired yet when the drafter sent this wherever
it went.

MR. DAVID: |If you go,
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M. Dickenson, to the next tabs, you will see tabs
5, 6, and 7 of the PCO documents.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: There is a variety of
reports that are fromCSIS. They are entitled
"Reports".

They are entitled,"CSIS
Intelligence Brief", and there are four in all and
they are all dated October 18th, 2002.

MR. DI CKENSON: MM hmm

MR. DAVID: Can you tell us
whet her these briefs formed part of the background
mat erial for the preparation of this draft meno?

MR. DI CKENSON: | have no idea.

It is not clear to me what they refer to.

MR. DAVID: And can you tell us
whet her, generally speaking, this would be a
normal ki nd of source of information for preparing
such a draft memo, CSIS intelligence reports?

MR. DI CKENSON: It would depend
very much on what the issue was being -- upon

which the draft is prepared. But | can't tell you

what these reports are. | have no idea.
MR. DAVID: | am not asking you to
describe the contents. | amjust asking you in
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terms of process generally --

MR. DI CKENSON: It is not excluded
t hat they would have been referred to, but it
isn't a guarantee that they were.

MR. DAVID: And so there is
not hi ng abnormal in terms of the process to refer
to CSIS briefs for the preparation of such a
briefing note?

MR. DI CKENSON: No.

MR. DAVID: Now, assum ng,

M. Dickenson -- | understand that you cannot tell
us whether tabs 5, 6, and 7, they are actually
source documents for the draft briefing note. But
assum ng that they are, are there any protocols in
place in terms of sharing the information, the
CSIS information, with PCO? How does that take

pl ace?

These documents, first of all, |et
me i nformyou, for your know edge, tabs 5 and 6
and 7, are in the PCO collection. They were not
produced i ndependently by CSIS. They were
produced to us by PCO. So they are in your
hol di ngs; they were in your hol dings.

So | am asking you basically what

is the process in place in ternms of the exchange
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of this kind of information?

MR. DI CKENSON: There are very
strict protocols. One has to have the appropriate
security clearance to receive a document of this
nature. There is also a need-to-know. When | was
assi stant secretary, chunks of ny secretariat were
not privy to what was happening in other chunks of
secretariat because they didn't need to know. So
something in the foreign intelligence area was not
necessarily a need-to-know in national security or
with security ops.

So within nmy secretariat, only one
or two people probably would have access to this
type of docunment, and | would rarely see sonmet hing
i ke this.

MR. DAVID: Okay. But basically
you are confirmng that in terms of processing
t hese menos, this was a normal course of action to
be referring to a CSIS --

MR. DI CKENSON: It is not
excl uded.

MR. DAVID: So we see there can be
col l aboration from CSI'S and PCO in preparing these
drafts, in preparing these menmos, to the Prime

M ni ster.
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Woul d the same occur with regard
to the RCWP?

MR. DI CKENSON: | am not sure |
woul d use the word "col |l aboration”. PCO would be
responsible for its own drafts. Other departnments
and agenci es woul d not be privy to the actual
wordi ng that goes in to a docunent to the Prime
M ni ster of Canada.

There woul d be liaison with the
RCMP. There would be liaison with CSIS. But they
woul d not work on the actual wordsmthing.

MR. DAVID: | guess really what I
amgetting tois in term of sourcing the
informati on that would eventually potentially go
to the Prime Mnister, the sourcing does take into
account CSIS information?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: And the sourcing, you
are saying, | understand, could also take into
account RCMP investigations?

MR. DI CKENSON: It likely would.

MR. DAVID: And would you agree
with me that in appearance that this document, tab
4, the draft version of the menmo concerning

M. Arar, there does not seemto be any RCMP
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sourcing of information in ternms of the
contribution to its content?

MR. DI CKENSON: | am not sure
woul d come to that conclusion. The only
conclusion | can draw fromreading this is we did

not know whet her or not M. Arar was under

crimnal investigation. | suspect other elenments
within this document -- other pieces of
informati on -- would have conme from conversations

with other departnments and agencies, including the
RCMP.

MR. DAVID: And if the RCMP was
asked by PCO -- because you are preparing a
briefing note to the Prime M nister here; you want
himto be well-informed and you want himto be
accurately informed, too. Wuld the RCMP, in your
experience, confirmor deny the existence of such
an i nvestigation?

MR. DI CKENSON: They woul d.

MR. DAVID: And so you have no
reason -- or you cannot explain the fact that in
this draft menmo, the fact that it is still stated
as being unknown whet her M. Arar is under
crimnal investigation by the RCWMP?

MR. DI CKENSON: My view of the
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wordi ng here is that the question had been asked,
t he answer had not yet arrived. | would not draw
any conclusion that the information was being
deni ed.

MR. DAVID: Thank you.

Now, is it the responsibility of
t he anal yst drafting to go and get the
information? |Is that one of his roles and duties?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes.

MR. DAVID: And this information
is not necessarily systematically distributed to
PCO by CSIS or the RCMP? 1Is it on a -- basically
| am asking you: |Is this on a need-to-know basis,
or are these in your holdings the essentials of --

MR. DI CKENSON: As | have
descri bed earlier, M. David, there is a push
me/ pull you syndrome that affects anything |ike
this, and the push me/pull you is oral and
written. So an analyst can phone and get
informati on over the phone through secure
t el ephone communi cati ons. An analyst can go to
dat abanks, provided they have the right security
cl earances and a need-to-know and access certain
classified information. Or one of the departnments

and agencies may actually push a piece of
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informati on anywhere in government, including to
PCO, where there is a need-to-know and the
appropriate security clearance.

MR. DAVID: Okay. W can go now
to the PCO document that you have in hand and go
to tab 3.

Coul d you identify that this is
the final version of the memo that went to the
Prime M nister?

DI CKENSON: Yes, definitely.
DAVI D:. Concerning M. Arar?
DI CKENSON: That's right.

> 3 3 3

DAVI D: Okay. And we will see
that in the final form-- and it is at page 2 of
t he actual content of the memo -- it was still
recorded as being unknown if M. Arar was under
crimnal investigation by the RCWMP?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes, | see that.
And | also note it is the same date --

MR. DAVID: It is the same date.

MR. DI CKENSON: So this document
was probably prepared m nutes -- or within an hour
or two of the earlier draft.

MR. DAVID: And it is alittle bit

shorter than the draft version 2.
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Let's now nove to tab 6 of your
Book of Docunments, not the PCO documents, the
Di ckenson docunents that we filed today.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: And we will see that
t hree days |ater, on October 21st, M. Bil odeau is
a bit concerned. He is concerned that -- there
are two docunments that went to the Prime M nister,
and one is your docunent, the S& document, and
the other |I believe is comng fromforeign policy?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes, Foreign and
Defence, that's right.

MR. DAVID: And he is concerned
t hat there may be inconsistencies between both
documents.

MR. DI CKENSON: | am not sure he
was concerned. He just wanted assurance that what
we were providing the Prime M nister was accurate.

MR. DAVID: And there were maybe
slight differences between both documents?

MR. DI CKENSON: There inevitably
woul d be. They are very different docunments. One
is a classified document at the secret level. The
ot her one is what we call a QP note, which by

definition -- sorry, QP note, do you know what
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that is?

MR. DAVID: Question period card?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's what sone
people called them We always called them QP
notes, and it says QP at the top of it.

This is a card or note that is
prepared for the Prime Mnister in preparing him
to go to Question Period. And you will note that
it is not briefing himto respond. It is saying,
"This is what the M nister of Foreign Affairs wll
answer if he is asked."

So this is not words for the Prime
M nister to use. This is informng him as
background, that if a question comes up in the
House, the M nister of Foreign Affairs is expected
to say what is in the suggested answer.

And because it is unclassified
document, then the wording has to be -- it cannot
contain classified information.

MR. DAVID: And so one docunment
bei ng prepared by your secretariat at the S& and
t he ot her prepared by the foreign policy
secretariat?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right,
that's right.
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MR. DAVID: And so he is asking
you to |l ook into this --

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
DAVID: -- on the 21st?
DI CKENSON: That's right.

> 3 3

DAVID: There is a "cc" to
Cl aude Laverdure, who was the foreign policy
advi sor - -

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: -- to the Prine
M nister at the time. And his message is:

"Are we coordinated with
Cl aude?"

I n other words, Claude Laverdure.
"We gave the P.M different
advice which is a bit
different.™

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: There is a response to
this concern or query, and you can go to tab 7 of
your book agai n.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: This is a draft
response, M. Dickenson, to M. Bilodeau, that is

bei ng addressed to you?
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MR. DI CKENSON: It would appear to
be, yes.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And if we
summari ze this docunment, the draft response to
M. Bil odeau, the second bullet is explaining
t hat :

"On Thursday, October 17th,
havi ng noted articles in the
Ottawa Citizen and The Gl obe
and Mail respecting M. Arar
and his deportation to the
United States, | contacted
CSIS HQ CT --"

So that's headquarters
counter-terrorism

"...to [something] --"

And it is redacted.

"...in order to see if it
merited a note to yourself."

So that's a push?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's a push.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And that would
indicate to you that the memo to the P.M on the
18t h was therefore a push?

MR. DI CKENSON: Mm hmm
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DAVI D:. Okay. The fourth --
DI CKENSON:  No, no, no.
DAVID: | amsorry?

> 3 3 3

DI CKENSON: That woul d
indicate that the menmo to M. Bil odeau was a push.
Whet her the memo to the Prime M nister was a push
or a pull, I don't remember.

Whet her M. Bil odeau said, "Would
you pl ease convert this into a note for the Prime
M nister," | don't recollect. But this is a push
to M. Bil odeau.

MR. DAVID: Okay. The fourth
bull et also refers that there was contact with
DFAI T on October 17th and additional inquiries
with DFAIT were made and DFAIT reportedly had a
meeting at their building on Wednesday -- and t hat
woul d have been the 16th of October -- that CSIS
and the RCMP al so attended?

MR. DI CKENSON: MM hmm

MR. DAVID: You learn at the next
bullet, which is bullets 5 and 6, that there was
contact with M. Elcock, who is the Director of
CSI'S, and there the analyst finds out that CSIS
had spoken with M. Bil odeau regarding Arar and a

meeti ng was schedul ed between the Deputy M nister
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Manl ey and the U.S. Homel and Security chief, Tom
Ri dge, on a nunber of matters, and it was
under stood that the DPM Deputy Prime M nister
Manl ey, may raise the Arar case with Governor
Ri dge.

And then the anal yst says:

"1 was informed that the
Di rector had encouraged
agai nst the Deputy Prinme
M ni ster raising the Arar
case. "

So we find out at this bullet that
in terms of again background context, M. Elcock
is recommending to M. Bilodeau that there be no
contact between -- that M. Manl ey not be
encouraged to raise the matter with M. Ridge.

And we know, finally, at the next
bullet, that the Bil odeau-Elcock tel. con. had
been occasi oned by other enquiries.

Do you have any know edge as to
what explains M. Elcock's position as reported
here in the document ?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't. I have
no know edge of the content of the discussion

bet ween M. Bil odeau and M. El cock.
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MR. DAVID: Had you read this
draft memp, M. Di ckenson?

MR. DI CKENSON: | frankly have no
idea. If I haven't signed it, | may not have read
t his.

MR. DAVID: Were you aware of the
t el ephone conversation between M. Bil odeau and
M. Elcock at this tinme?

MR. DI CKENSON: | can't -- | don't
know. | really don't know.

MR. DAVID: Finally, did you
contribute anything -- we will come to the final
version of this memo. But did you contribute
anyt hing between this draft version and the final
version that went up to M. Bil odeau?

MR. DICKENSON: | can't really
accurately reply to that because | am not sure |
ever saw the draft.

MR. DAVID: Okay. So let's go now
to tab 8, the next tab.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: This is the final
version of the meno.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: |Is that accurate?
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MR. DI CKENSON: It would appear to
be because ny signature is at the top of the front
page, and | say:

"Ron, this is background
informati on for you."

MR. DAVID: Okay. And if you go
to the last bullet on that page, the reference to
t he Bil odeau-El cock call, there is no |onger any
reference to the fact that there is a
recommendati on being made by M. Elcock to
M. Manley not to raise the matter of Arar with
M . Ridge.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: Do you know what
expl ains the renoval of that reference fromthe
draft to the final version?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't. It may
be that the draft was inaccurate. It may be that,
on reflection, people concluded that that wasn't
necessary because M. Graham had al ready spoken to
M. Cellucci, the American Ambassador, on this
issue a few days earlier.

| don't know why it was renoved,
but it may have been renmoved because it wasn't

accurate. That is the problemwi th a draft.
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Thi ngs get taken out in the final version because
they are irrelevant or they are inaccurate.

MR. DAVID: The person who
prepared this meno or this draft or, in fact, the
final menmo that went up to you, we see contacted
somebody at CSIS, contacted somebody at DFAIT.
And there was again no contact with the RCVP.

Do you know what explains the fact
that the RCMP was not queried about this?

MR. DI CKENSON: | am not sure you
can cone to the conclusion that they were not
contacted. Just the fact that they are not
menti oned does not nmean that they were not
cont act ed.

MR. DAVID: Okay. You have no
recollection in that regard?

MR. DI CKENSON: No, no.

MR. DAVID: And | bring you to the
| ast sentence of the final meno at tab 8.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: And it says:

"We have agreed with

Foreign --"
MR. DI CKENSON: "...and Defence."
MR. DAVID: "And defence."” And
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"P" is policy?
MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
MR. DAVID: "...that future notes
on this matter will be
consul ted back and forth."

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: Now, "this matter",
that's obviously the Arar matter?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: Okay. Could you tell
us about that resolution?

MR. DI CKENSON: My guess, and it
is only a guess, that the analyst spoke to his or
her counterpart in F and DP and just agreed that
they would talk to each other, share drafts,
what ever, before they went forward the next time.
That's what | am assum ng.

It would take place at that |evel.
It would not be at nmy |evel.

MR. DAVID: Those are ny questions
concerning the briefing note to the Prime
M ni ster.

Let's nove on now to your
di scussions with M. Loeppky concerning a nmeeting

bet ween M ni ster Graham and M. Powell, a meeting
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t hat occurred on Novenber 15th.

Just by way of background, let me
qui ckly review certain documents with you.

| f you could go to the PCO binder
and go to tab 11, there is reference to the
Graham Powel | meeting which occurred on Novenber
15th, and there is what is called a Canadi an
di plomatic report that was drafted. It is al most
conmpl etely redact ed.

In ternms of distribution, it is
going to PCO, and that's on the bottom of the
first page, and it is going to M. Bil odeau and

M . Fawnberg?

3

DI CKENSON: That's right.

3

DAVI D: And then DFP, that
woul d be?

MR. DI CKENSON: That woul d be
Def ence and Foreign Policy. They have just
inverted it.

MR. DAVID: So Defence and Foreign
Policy, or Foreign Policy and Defence Policy.
Laverdure, Ausman. It is going to |IAS.

MR. DI CKENSON: MM hmm

MR. DAVID: Dickenson, Barnes and

then it is also going to the Borders Task Force?
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MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: S& is not included in
t hat distribution list?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: |Is that usual? 1Is
t hat normal ?

MR. DI CKENSON: That doesn't
surprise me. At this point intime it is clearly
a consul ar case.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And then one of
t he concerns that canme fromthis neeting was
coordi nating medi a responses.

Coul d you go to tab 10 of the
documents, the PCO docunents?

MR. DI CKENSON: The Dorian one?

MR. DAVID: Yes, exactly. This is
an e-mail fromthe Department of Foreign Affairs
to the Solicitor General's Office. It is going
from M. Doiron to Bl aine Hardy of the Solicitor
General's Office, and basically what is being
hi ghl i ghted here is that the nedia is closely
following the issue of whether the U S. provided
reasons or rationale for M. Arar's deportation,
and in this document, DFAIT suggests a meeting

under PCO s |l ead to coordi nate medi a responses.
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MR. DI CKENSON: MM hmm

MR. DAVID: And we will see the
next document | would refer you to is P-132, tab
2. That would be tab 2, M. Dickenson, and if you
could go to page 2.

It is a series of three e-mails.
And basically the point is -- P-132, tab 2, and it
woul d be on page 3 of 4.

MR. DI CKENSON: | amsorry, you
want me to go to page 37

MR. DAVID: Yes, go to page 3 of
4. Basically we see that Caroline Quenuell e(ph.)
who i s Assistant Communi cation Consultation from
t he PCO, was agreeing that this meeting or this
conference will take place, and so there seens to
be an acknow edgnent by PCO to what is being
suggested by M. Doiron in ternms of coordinating
medi a responses.

My question very sinply is: |Is
this a usual role for PCOto be playing in this
ki nd of scenario, if you could just comment on
t hat .

MR. DI CKENSON: Absolutely. In ny
experience in Privy Council Office, PCO frequently

coordi nated communi cati ons across governnment,
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whet her it was a flood, or an airplane crash, or
an instance |like this, so that there were

consi stent tal king points for spokespeople in
vari ous departnments and agenci es.

MR. DAVID: Then if you could go
to tab 209 of P-42, which would be in the DFAIT
collection. That's volunme 2, thank you.

MR. DI CKENSON: | am sorry, what
was t he nunber ?

MR. DAVID: 209. This is actually
t he reproduction of an Ottawa Citizen article that
was published on the 18th that concerned the
Powel | - Graham meeting on the 15th.

MR. DI CKENSON: MM hmm

MR. DAVID: And it says:

"After denying for nearly two
mont hs that U.S. officials
had provi ded evidence to
Canada | inking an Ottawa man
deported to Syria to the
terrorist network al -Qaeda,
Foreign Affairs officials
were enmbarrassed to | earn
during | ast week's visit by

Secretary of State Colin
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Powel | the RCMP received the
information fromthe FB

weeks ago."

And the second paragraph goes on

That

"Officials from Foreign
Affairs, the Solicitor
General's Departnment and the
Privy Council will meet

t oday --"

is Novenber 18th.

"... to discuss the
informati on provided by the
U. S. about Maher Arar, a
Canadi an citizen who was
deported on October 8th by
the United States. He was
sent to his native Syria
after he was detained in
Sept ember as he swi tched

pl anes at New York's Kennedy

Ai rport."

So there is a reference here to a

Novenmber 18th, M. Dickenson,

in the article with Foreign Affairs, the SOL- GEN
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and PCO.

Do you know who convened this
meeting?

MR. DI CKENSON: | am not sure
whet her a meeting took place or not. | would not

conclude based on a press article that there was a
meeti ng.

MR. DAVID: Okay. So you don't
know who was at this meeting?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't know t hat
t here was a meeti ng.

MR. DAVI D: And obviously you
don't know what outcome there was if this nmeeting
t ook place?

MR. DICKENSON: If I don't know
there is a neeting, | don't know whether there is
an out cone.

MR. DAVID: Okay. Let's just go
to P-182, please, and this is also on the 18th of
November. This maybe will --

MR. DICKENSON: 1Is it in this one?

MR. DAVID: No, it is another
document. This maybe will refresh your menory
about that Novenmber 18th meeting.

This is an e-mail fromyou to
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obviously refers to this Otawa Citizen article
t hat we have just reviewed and the issue is the
apparent |lack of coordination between DFAIT and
t he RCVP.

You are writing an e-mail and
let's go through it.

First of all, Jacques Corteau,

M. Dickenson?

MR. DI CKENSON: Jacques Corteau is

a civilian |l awyer on loan fromthe RCMP to ny

secretari at.

MR. DAVID: Okay. So he was a PCO

officer. The first message to Jacques is:

"Pl ease work asap with

SOLGEN, RCMP bet ween PCO

conmuni cati ons on QP notes

for MFA and SOL- GEN f or

t oday' s HOC. "

| will show you how good | am now

with these acronynms. QP is the Question Period
note for the M nister of Foreign Affairs and the
Solicitor General for today's House of Comons.

"See front page of today's
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Ottawa Citizen."

So obviously that is a reference

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght.
MR. DAVID: So that's fair enough.

The second paragraph of your

"Spoke with Paul K. --"
And that's Paul Kennedy of the

Solicitor General's Office.

"... this a.m and noted I
was unaware of neeting to

whi ch paper refers. However
he notes that Zach is meeting
SOL- GEN at eight o'clock this
mor ni ng and the issue wil
come up. That exchange
shoul d be hel pful to craft
appropriate lines. Contact
point in SOL-GEN will be

Bl ai ne Harvey."

So obviously you are now alerted

to the meeting that you know not hing about ?

MR. DI CKENSON: | woul d underline

that that is a neeting between the Comm ssi oner of
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t he RCMP and his political senior, the Solicitor
General. It doesn't inply an interdepartmental
meeting --

MR. DAVI D: No, | am --

MR. DI CKENSON: This does not
refer -- that does not confirmthat there was any
such interdepartnmental nmeeting.

MR. DAVID: It is because you say
in your first sentence:

"l am unaware of meeting to
whi ch paper refers.”

That's what | was --

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right. And
| amstill unaware.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And basically,
were you |l ooking for briefing material for the
Prime M nister so that he could respond to
guestions? 1|s that what you are doing there?

MR. DI CKENSON: | think the first
sentence of this e-mail says it all. | am saying
to one of my enployees find out what other
departments and agencies are briefing their
M nisters to say in the House of Commons shoul d
there be a question based on the Citizen's

article.
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So our process would be |like the
QP note we referred to earlier, is to informthe
Prime M nister what some of his Cabinet Mnisters
are likely to say should they be questioned.

MR. DAVID: Now, there is also a
second agenda in this e-mail, and obviously there
is some controversy brought on by the fact that
DFAIT feels that they were enmbarrassed at this
Graham Powel | meeting and | guess they are a
[ittle concerned about the fact that the RCMP
maybe had not shared relevant information with
t hem

You seemto be intervening in that
regard, and you are doing so by calling
M. Loeppky. And you speak to M. Loeppky both on
Novenmber 15th and November 18th. |Is that correct?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't think you
can draw any conclusion fromwhat is witten here
in terms of what | understand is happeni ng between
t he RCMP and Foreign Affairs, and certainly |
woul dn't concl ude anyt hing based on a newspaper
article.

MR. DAVID: Okay. But going back
to the article, it says:

"Foreign Affairs officials
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were enmbarrassed to | earn
during | ast week's visit with
Secretary of State Colin
Powel | the RCMP received the
information fromthe FB
weeks ago."

And that is, you know, what
expl ai ned the deportation.

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, that's an
assertion by a journalist. | amnot -- | can't
comment on that.

MR. DAVID: Did you further that?
Did you make inquiries in that regard to
under st and what this article was referring to or
totry to speak to the issue that seens to be
flagged in the article about the disconnect
bet ween t he RCMP and DFAI T?

MR. DI CKENSON: No, no. That
wasn't -- | don't read that out of this e-mail.

MR. DAVID: But without referring

to the e-mail, | am asking you, generally,
M. Dickenson, is that what you were doing in
speaking to M. Loeppky on November 15th and
Novenmber 18t h?

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, clearly --
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and I remember clearly | had frank conversations
with M. Loeppky to make sure that we had accurate
informati on, should we need to advise the Prinme
M ni ster.
MR. DAVID: So you were doing it
on behal f of PCO?
MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
MR. DAVID: And you were not
trying to --
MR. DI CKENSON: Not to sort out
their relationship with Foreign Affairs.
MR. DAVID: Sort out with DFAIT.
So for your own purposes, for your
own agenda, for your own mandate, you wanted to
know, "Hey, M. Loeppky, do we have the full
picture"? |Is that accurate?
MR. DI CKENSON: That is right.
MR. DAVID: And your reference to
t he phone calls, you say this:
"My best read based upon
input fromGarry Loeppky on
Fri day and again a moment ago
was that U.S. had asked RCMP
if they had enough info on

Arar to arrest him and the
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answer was negati ve.
Understand that that was the
sanme for U S. side, i.e.,
insufficient information to
hold Arar. Al so understand
t hat RCMP i s/ was displ eased
with U S. that Arar was
deported before they had a
chance to interview him
Garry was enphatic that RCMP
had not met with Arar in New
York but had wi shed to do so
bef ore arrangements coul d be
made. Arar was deported.”
So did you contact at this time
anybody from-- you obviously took steps with
regard to the RCMP and you spoke to M. Loeppky
twice. Did you do so with regard to CSI S?
MR. DI CKENSON: The focus was on
t he RCMP because that's where the story was. So
t his was maki ng sure that we were adequately
informed by the RCMP what the read was. The
newspaper articles were not focusing on CSIS.
MR. DAVID: And was this your

first conversation with M. Loeppky concerning
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M. Arar?

MR. DI CKENSON: No, | don't
recall, to be perfectly frank.

MR. DAVID: And did you seek
clarification about M. Arar's status with the

RCMP from M. Loeppky?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't recal
t hat particular detail. M information was, |
wanted to make sure that -- that the erroneous

reports that were in the newspaper, that the RCMP
had provided to the Americans informati on which
t hey used, was not accurate.

MR. DAVID: Did you get a sense
from M. Loeppky during these two calls that
M. Arar was sonehowtied in to a joint
U. S. - Canadi an i nvestigation?

MR. DI CKENSON: No, |
can't concl ude that.

MR. DAVID: You can't conclude it.
But | am asking you is that something that you

asked about? Did you question M. Loeppky about

t hat ?

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, clearly,
fromthis third paragraph, | sought and was given
assurance that we did not have -- Canadi ans did
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not have information that would lead to M. Arar's
arrest, nor did the Americans. So obviously | had
asked himthe question.

MR. DAVID: Normally, w thout you
having to ask M. Loeppky these questions, would
you have expected to have been briefed by the RCMP
on issues that you were concerned about? Was that
somet hing that would normally have been shared
wi t h PCO?

MR. DI CKENSON: On an operational
basi s, no.

MR. DAVID: |In the |ast paragraph,
you say the foll ow ng:

"Understood from DFAIT t hat

[ somebody] did not want Arar
back. From above the message
woul d seemto have been nore
nuanced t han that."

Was this discussed with
M . Loeppky by yoursel f?

MR. DI CKENSON: The answer to that
is yes, and he enphatically said that that was
i naccurate; that nobody in the RCMP had told the
Anmericans they did not want hi m back.

MR. DAVID: What else did you find
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out about this allegation, if anything?

MR. DI CKENSON: | can't specul ate.
| have no i dea what has been bl acked out.

MR. DAVID: And did you further
investigation the allegation with anybody el se
than with M. Loeppky?

MR. DI CKENSON: That was not
necessary because M. Loeppky was No. 2 in the
RCMP and assured me that they had done their own
research up and down t he managenment and wor ki ng
| evel and had been assured at all |evels that
informati on had not been shared that would | ead
t he Americans to that concl usion.

MR. DAVID: W are going to now go
to the PCO s involvenent with what became the CSIS
trip in Novenmber of 2002 to Syria.

Just to lead up to that,

M. Dickenson, | would like to first rem nd you
that -- or at |east assert, put it that way, that
in early November, November 6th of 2002, we know
t hat Ambassador Pillarella, around November the
4t h, 2002, brought back to Canada what we have
called a summary of confession that was obtained
by Syrian authorities from M. Arar.

The PCO hol di ngs don't reflect
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t hat you had possessi on of this document. There
was an i nteragency meeting between DFAIT, 1SI,
Ambassador Pillarella, the RCMP, and CSIS on
November the 6th, to discuss the intelligence that
was provided by the Syrians at this time. And
obviously this is inportant in ternms of

under standing the Arar fact line. It is an

i mportant facet of that fact |ine.

So to your knowl edge, ny first
guestion: Were you given a summary of that
confession, a document that came from Syri a?

MR. DI CKENSON: | have no
recol l ection of having seen it.

MR. DAVID: Do you know if S&l,
PCO was invited at this November 6th interagency
meeting to discuss the contents, among ot her
t hi ngs, of --

MR. DI CKENSON: | assune not, if
we were not there. |If we had been invited, we
probably woul d have gone.

MR. DAVI D: Normal 'y, in normal
course of business, would you have expected S& or
PCO nore generally to have been present at such a
meeting?

MR. DI CKENSON: Not really. Can
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you just refresh for me, M. David, who was there?

MR. DAVID: The RCMP. We know
that CSI'S was there. We know t hat Anbassador
Pillarella was there --

MR. DI CKENSON: And obvi ously
Foreign Affairs.

MR. DAVID: And ISI, yes, of the
Foreign Affairs bureau.

MR. DI CKENSON: Those are all the
rel evant bodies. From an operational point of
view, it is either a crimnal issue, a terrorism
issue, and it is certainly a consular issue. So
t he rel evant bodi es were there.

MR. DAVID: Okay. Does it
occur -- and this is a general question. Does it
occur that the Prime M nister should be concerned,
or is concerned, with operational information
concerning certain investigations?

MR. DI CKENSON: There is al nost an
allergic reaction to providing the political |evel
with operational information. It is
i nappropri ate.

MR. DAVID: And so there is no
explicable circunmstances where operational

i nformati on, such as on M. Arar, should
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be flagged to the Prime M nister?

MR. DI CKENSON: | -- nothing is
totally bulletproof, but it would be very rare;
very, very rare.

MR. DAVID: If it was to occur,

t hen who was responsi ble for operationally
briefing the Prime Mnister? Wuld it be PCO, or
woul d it be the agency that would be nost
concerned?

MR. DI CKENSON: The only people
who would, in a witten sense, brief the Prinme
M ni ster would be the Privy Council Office.
Orally it could be one of his fellow M nisters, on
t he margi ns of a cabinet neeting, in a phone call,
in a handwritten note, whatever.

MR. DAVID: M |ast question is
concerning the summary of confession.

To your know edge, was there any
i nvol vement of PCOin terms of assessing the
reliability of the contents of that docunment, of
what apparently is comng fromM. Arar? For
instance, was the I AS involved, the Intelligence
Assessment Unit involved in any way?

MR. DI CKENSON: No. They would

never see a document |ike that. They don't work
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at that level. It is far too operational.

MR. DAVID: M. Comm ssioner, it
is 10:30. We have been going for an hour and a
hal f .

THE COWMM SSI ONER: We will take a
15-m nut e break.

MR. DAVID: Thank you.

THE REG STRAR: Pl ease stand.

--- Upon recessing at 10:31 a.m /
Suspension a 10 h 31

--- Upon resum ng at 10:45 a.m /
Reprise a 10 h 45

THE COMM SSI ONER: M. David.

MR. DAVID: | would Iike to now
deal, M. Dickenson, with the CSIStrip per se to
Syria, and refer you to two documents. The first
is P-134, tab 8, and the second would be tab 10 of
your Book of Docunents.

MR. DI CKENSON: Okay.

MR. DAVID: And just let me rem nd
you, on November the 6th, there was a meeting that
we have already referred to where the participants
di scussed and agreed that it would be useful if
CSIS were to travel to Syria.

There is reference to that, if you
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go to P-134, tab 8, and that would be the top

message dated Novenmber 19th. It is about hal fway
t hrough, and you'll see that there's reference
t hat :

"You wi Il remenber that at an

i nterdepartnmental meeting
hel d on Wednesday, November
6th, it was agreed that it
woul d be useful if CSIS were
to travel to Syria to speak
to Syrian authorities on
international terrorism™
So that's basically just by way of
context, and | want to bring you now to the
message -- the first message, which is the bottom
message, dated Novenmber the 18th. Let me just
read that to you.
It is comng from Jonat han
Sol omon, who is an ISl officer at DFAIT, and it's
goi ng to Anbassador Pillarella in Syria.
He says:
"For your information,
foll owing meeting with
DVA - -"

Deputy M ni ster of
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MR. DI CKENSON: I think that would
be Paul Thi beault. The acronym woul d be the
Associate DM | think.

MR. DAVID: "... of Novenber 18,

senior DFAIT representatives

asked CSIS to delay their
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tab 10 of your

visit to Syria. While CSIS

i ndi cated that they would not
attenpt to visit Maher Arar,
they still intended to
continue with their planned
visit to [sonething] or

[ somebody] . "

And then it says:

"PCO chose not to intervene
on this debate. So unless
the Mnister attenpts to

bl ock this visit, CSIS wil
arrive in Damascus on
schedul e. Updates to

follow "

So that's the first reference |
wanted to bring you to.
woul d Iike to bring you also to

docunments, and | would like to
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refer you to what's identified as paragraph 3.
It says:
"Re the CSIS m ssion to
Syria, | touched base --"
And this is Dan Livernore
speaking, who is Director of |SD.
"... | touched base with al
parties, RCMP, CSIS and PCO
(Di ckenson agai n yesterday
and today)."
So it seenms that M. Livernore
spoke to you twi ce on November 21st, that would
be -- no, that would be Novenmber 20th, |I'msorry.

"The CSI' S peopl e have a cl ear

i dea of what they can discuss

with the Syrians and what
t hey can receive, which is
pretty comprehensive in
scope. "
Do you recall being contacted by
M. Livernore, or by anybody, concerning this

proposed trip to Syria?

MR. DI CKENSON: | certainly was
aware that the trip was on the horizon. | take
you back to the first document. | have no idea
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who Jonat han Sol onon is and who he is referring to
or why he is making that assertion.

MR. DAVID: The assertion that you
speak to is that PCO chose not to intervene --

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: -- on this debate?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: So you --

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't know why
he is saying that. | don't know what his basis is

for saying that.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And then
M. Livernore's reference to his two tel ephone
conversations with you, which he says occurred on
Novenmber 20th and 21st.

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .

MR. DAVID: Again, by inmplication,
you seemto be involved in sonme sort of discussion
amongst parties about the trip. Do you have
any --

MR. DI CKENSON: | certainly was
aware it was happening. W would not intervene to
say it should not happen. That wouldn't be our
role. This is an operational issue.

| don't know whet her M. Livernore
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initiated the conversations or | initiated the
conversations, | don't know whet her they were
phone calls on the margins of other neetings. |
just don't know t he context.

It may well have been that this
wasn't the only issue discussed. It may have been
a side bar conversation. | can't draw any
conclusion fromthat.

MR. DAVID: Clearly there's
debate, there's active debate between CSIS and
DFAI T about the appropriateness of the trip at
this time.

MR. DI CKENSON: It would appear to
be the case.

MR. DAVID: You get a sense from
that fromthe e-mail at P-134, tab 8, where
apparently DFAIT went up to M nister Grahamto
have himintervene on the timng of the trip at
this --

MR. DI CKENSON: And | note that he
chose not to.

MR. DAVID: That's right. So ny
nmor e general question to you is: Does PCO get
invol ved and act as a medi ator or as a broker of

consensus amongst Canadi an agenci es when not
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necessarily everybody is operating on the sane
pl ane or on the sanme "l ongueur d'onde"?

MR. DI CKENSON: On occasion. |It's
not unheard of for a department or agency to want
PCO to get involved because they are not prepared
to, frankly, do their job. And these departments
and agencies are nmuch | arger than PCO, have
| egi sl ated mandates, have M ni sters, have Deputy
M nisters, they meet all the time, they talk al
the time.

PCO, frankly, expects themto sort
out their differences between and amongst
t hemsel ves.

MR. DAVID: And there seens to
have been an appeal to PCO. M question is:

Woul d PCO have had the ability to block this trip
if it had assessed that it was not appropriate, as
DFAI T had, in ternms of tim ng?

MR. DI CKENSON: " mnot sure you
can conclude that there was an appeal to PCOto
bl ock the trip. Certainly you can't draw t hat
concl usion from Jonat han Sol onon's e-mail.

Were we aware it was happening?
Yes.

Were we aware that there were

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

10938

di fferences between Foreign Affairs and CSIS? |
beli eve we were.

Foreign Affairs did what you woul d
expect themto do. |If they were unhappy about
sonmet hing, they consulted their M nister. The
M ni ster made the decision that it wasn't worth
bl ocking. And that's the way government worKks.

MR. DAVI D: We go now,

M. Dickenson, to -- | would |like you to read,
actually, two documents together. And the issue
i s understandi ng what happened to M. Arar by
speaking to the United States, and the subsidiary
issue is also the uncertainty as to CSIS' s role.

And so | would Iike to refer you
to tab 9 of your Book of Docunments, and | also
would like to refer you to tab 10; so both tabs 9
and 10. And as | say, we'll read these together.

Tab 9 is an e-mail that is com ng
fromyou and that is going to M. Livermore, and
the date is Novenber 20th of 2002, and you say
t his:

"Dan: Spoke with Paul T --"

And Paul T. is Paul Thibeault?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: Who was the Associate
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Deputy M nister of Foreign Affairs?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: "... a moment ago on
t he margi ns of PSAT Deputy
M nisters.”

So it was a Deputy M nister |evel

meeting of the ad hoc Cabi net committee.

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. DAVID: "He sought me out. |
shared with himmy conments
to Jim Wi ight."

And Jim Wight is the ADM

Associ ate Deputy M nister of DFAIT in ternms of
security and intelligence --

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes, |ISI reported

to Jim Wi ght.

MR. DAVID: 1In fact |I1SD al so

reported.

MR. DI CKENSON: Or 1 SD.

MR. DAVID: That's fine. You see,

' mgetting used to them

MR. DI CKENSON: You have your

acronynms better than | do.

MR. DAVI D: It says:

"l shared with himny
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comments to JimWight ... on
this issue without clarity on
CSIS role if any and only

t hen maki ng a decision.™

And then there are redactions and
it says:

"Thus, please be careful --

So you are saying this to
M. Livernore.

"... please be careful as

t here seens to be differing
views in DFAIT at | east

bet ween Ji mand Paul. \What a
surprisel!”

Si gned, Larry.

Let's now go i Mmedi ately to the
second docunent, and this one is dated a day
later, and I think it will help you to understand
t he cont ext.

| bring you to the second
par agraph of the tab 10.

MR. DI CKENSON: MM hmm

MR. DAVID: This is now going from
Dan Livernore to Damascus - -

MR. DI CKENSON: No, it's going to
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Jim-- his boss in Prague.
MR. DAVID: Correct, |I'msorry.
You are absolutely right. 1It's going to Jim

W ight, who is in Prague.
And he says the foll ow ng:
"At a meeting at PCO on a
di fferent subject on
Wednesday --"
That again is a reference to
November 20t h, the day before.
"... Paul Thibeault talked to
Larry Di ckenson about this
i ssue --"
The i ssue was again talking to the
U S. A, and you'll see it's identified.
"... and offered the view
t hat we (Canada) shoul d not
bother trying to talk to the
USA about this issue, even to
correct their version of the
events. In Paul's view, it
was water under the bridge.
Larry related this to me in a
matt er-of -fact way, neither

agreeing with Paul nor
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di sagreeing. | think the PCO
viewis that "timng is
everything.""

| have a few questions for you in
this regard.

Was there a lack of clarity, in
your m nd, about CSIS role in what had happened
to M. Arar in the United States at this time, in
Novenmber, and towards the end of November of 20027

Was that still a live issue? Was
it an issue that --

MR. DI CKENSON: | take it from Tab
9 that | was suggesting to seni or managenment in
Foreign Affairs that they assure thensel ves that
t hey have clarity on CSIS role before they did
something. Now, it's a little unclear what they
were going to do because of the redactions.

MR. DAVID: Clearly the idea --

MR. DI CKENSON: It's the usua
sort of mantra of senior management to make sure
you have the truth, the facts, when you go forward
with a briefing note with a QP note or whatever.

| "' mnot sure, because of the
redactions, that I can say much nore.

MR. DAVID: Well, clearly what was
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bei ng contenpl ated is some sort of consultation
with the U S. about trying to figure out what
happened to M. Arar. That's by inplication the
message here --

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, there are
two things at play. That is one possibility, and
t he other was di scussion that was going on between
Foreign Affairs and CSIS on the CSIS mssion to
Syri a.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And did you
have any personal thoughts about CSIS invol vement
at this time when you raised the issue, let's
inquire or "l suggest that we find out what CSIS
role is"? Did you have any information to suspect
anything or to think anything in any way in that
regard?

MR. DI CKENSON: | wasn't concerned
that there was any problem | was flagging to
M. Livernore that his boss, and his boss' boss,
had a differing view on something.

MR. DAVI D: And why advise
M. Livernore of this at this time?

MR. DI CKENSON: As a good friend,
so that he would be aware that his boss and his

boss' boss had differing views.
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MR. DAVI D: And what was your
understanding at this tinme, in this time frame, of
CSIS interest in M. Arar?

MR. DI CKENSON: My assunption is
that CSISin its role on counter terrorism wanted
to make sure that they had information fromthe
Syrians on a range of issues, of which M. Arar
m ght be one.

MR. DAVID: Okay. We go now at
Tab 10 and | am going to bring you now to the
second paragr aph.

It says that M. Thi beault's view
on the matter was that it was water under the
bridge concerning the consultation with the U. S.
and that it wasn't worthwhile even bothering to
talk to themor even to correct their version of
events.

What is your understanding is the
meani ng of his position?

MR. DI CKENSON: My assunption is
that he was referring to assertions fromthe U. S.
Government that were in the media --

MR. DAVID: The Colin Powell
statements?

MR. DI CKENSON: Exactly. And he
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just wasn't -- he didn't think it was worth the
candl e of chall enging that because M. Arar by
this time was a consul ar case in Syria.

MR. DAVID: Okay. M. Livernore
goes on and says:

"1 think the PCO viewis that
‘timng is everything."'"

MR. DI CKENSON: That has to be
read in context of the sentence that inmedi ately
precedes it:

"Larry related this to me in
a matter-of-fact way, neither
agreeing with Paul nor

di sagreeing.”

So nmy advice, | assunme to Paul and
anybody else in this case, M. Livernmore, who
transmtted my thoughts to his boss, Jim Wi ght,
was if you are going to make a démarche on anot her
country you have to have your facts, and timng is
everything. Who does it? When do they do it?
What's the context? 1Is it the only issue
di scussed? |Is it one of a nmultiple series of
subjects in the field of security or in the field
of bilateral relations? It's the big picture.

MR. DAVID: All right. | would
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like to bring you nowto the |last topic for your
testi nony, M. Dickenson, and that is the

coordi nation between agencies in ternms of
responding to terrorist cases. And if | could
bring you to P-183 as an initial document, it is
dat ed February 28th of 2003.

This is an e-mail and it's com ng
fromM. Ritchie and going to you. It is dated
March 3rd, but it's in reference to a meeting that
occurred on February 28th that M. Ritchie
attended. It was a nmeeting with DFAIT and the
RCMP, and in terms of subject matter identified,
it says "DFAIT DEC, consul ar services related to
terrorist cases".

Were you aware of this DFAIT
initiative at this time?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes, | was.

MR. DAVID: And the role that PCO
was expected to play in such an initiative? Your
presence at this meeting, is that something that
was in the normal course of business?

MR. DI CKENSON: My assunption, the
fact that we were invited and the fact that | was
represented by M. Ritchie was that this was a

subj ect that m ght or m ght not have gone to
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Cabi net, to PSAT, because M. Ritchi e managed t hat
process on behal f of PCO.

MR. DAVID: Okay. Now in ternms of
t he attendance at this nmeeting, there is an
undertaking, M. Comm ssioner, that | would |ike
toread into the record at this point in terns of
who was present at this February 28th neeting.

It reads as follows and sinmply to
facilitate the matter, copies of what |I'mreading
have been provided to the stenographer.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Thank you.

MR. DAVI D: It says:

"'"In attendance at the
meeting held on February 28,
2003 at DFAIT offices, and
chaired by Dan Livernore,
were I nspector Rick Reynol ds,
| nspector Ri chard Roy and

| nspect or Ron Lauzon of the
RCMP; Gar Pardy, Don
Sinclair, James Gould and
Jonat han Sol omon of DFAIT,
and Ant hony Ritchi e of PCO.
CSI'S has no recoll ection of

any of its personnel having
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attended this neeting."'"

bring you now to P-42, and that

This is a --
MR. DI CKENSON: |'m sorry, can you
agai n?

VMR. DAVI D: 317 and then it's "A".

MR. DI CKENSON: Okay.

MR. DAVID: W understand that

versi on of the DFAIT deck that was

is dated February 28th.
woul d bring you to page 7 of 7,

and there's a summary of reconmendations. The

first

i S:

"In cases where there are

al l egations of involvement in
terrorismby Canadi an
citizens, the Deputy M nister
of Foreign Affairs or the
Privy Council Office would
convene a neeting of
concerned deputies to provide

advice to Mnisters."

The second i s:

"A coordinated plan of action

and relevant media |ines
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woul d be agreed.”

And the third is:

"An agreed spokesperson for
t he government woul d be
desi gnated. "

Were you aware of these
recommendati ons and were you briefed on these
recommendati ons by M. Ritchie?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't recal
ever having seen this docunent.

MR. DAVID: And were you briefed
by M. Ritchie about this initiative at this time?

MR. DI CKENSON: Not to ny
recol |l ection.

MR. DAVID: 1In terms of the PCO
presence, who was | eading the PCO work on this
i ssue?

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, to the
extent that PCO was working on it, it would have
been M. Ritchie.

MR. DAVID: Okay. We then have,
M. Dickenson, a document filed as P-238.

MR. DI CKENSON: It's in the same
bi nder ?

MR. DAVID: No, no. It will cone
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to you. It's a meno that went to the M nister of
Foreign Affairs and was drafted by M. Pardy, and
it's dated April 7th.

It seens to be inline with the
February 28th document.

The first page, the
recommendations fromthe Foreign Affairs --

MR. DI CKENSON: |'msorry, what is
t he reference on February 28?

MR. DAVID: The reference? It was
P-317A.
DI CKENSON: The one that --

> 3

DAVI D: Yes, the one we j ust
revi ewed.

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes.

MR. DAVID: Okay?

MR. DI CKENSON: |'msorry, |I'm
getting lost in terms of this chronol ogy.

Whi ch docunment did you just refer
to?

MR. DAVID: | just referred to the
draft deck dated February 28th at P-317A.

MR. DI CKENSON: Okay.

MR. DAVID: Okay?

MR. DI CKENSON: Thank you.
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MR. DAVID: |I'mbringing you now
to a menmo that is being addressed to the M nister
of Foreign Affairs, M. Graham dated April 7th,
2003, and the issue is "Inmproving coordination
across government on security-related consul ar
cases". So in ternms of content, it is very
simlar to the draft DFAIT deck that had been
revi ewed on February 28th

And in terms of recommendations,
there is a recommendation to bring greater
coordi nati on and coherence across government when
dealing with security-rel ated consul ar cases.

At this point, in the beginning of

April, M. Dickenson, was the issue raised at your
| evel ?

MR. DI CKENSON: " m not sure you
can draw a direct line fromthe deck to this
document, so -- | haven't read the deck. |

haven't seen the deck, so |I'mnot going to conmment
on that part of it, M. David.

MR. DAVID: That's in reference to
t he docunments. Let's talk about the issue.

MR. DI CKENSON: But the issue,
there certainly was a discussion, and | believe

that | attended a meeting on this issue at Foreign
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Affairs.

MR. DAVID: Did PCO express any
views with regard to what was being recommended to
the M nister of Foreign Affairs at this tinme?

MR. DI CKENSON: We woul d have been
awar e of what in general was going forward to the
M nister. We would not have been part of the
wordsmi t hi ng process, and | don't believe we were
ever copied on this. Not that |I remember.

MR. DAVID: And in ternms of the
concerns raised in the document and the
recommendati ons, "the need for greater
coordi nation, coherence, across governnent", is
t hat somet hing PCO was attuned to at this tinme?

MR. DI CKENSON: | woul d say yes.

MR. DAVID: Wuld you have been
supportive of such an issue?

MR. DI CKENSON: Yes, we were. W
wer e encouraging, as | mentioned earlier,

M. David, for departments and agencies to do
their job. In this case, the neeting was convened
by Foreign Affairs because it was a consul ar case,
and they brought to the table those individuals --
or agencies, | should say -- that they thought

were rel evant.
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MR. DAVID: | bring you nowto, if
you go to your Book of Documents, tab 11. This is
a draft menmo prepared by M. Pardy and it's dated
May the 5th, 2003.

| bring you to pages 3 and 4 of
t he document. There are handwritten notes that
appear written on the docunent, and we understand
that M. Gl en Robi nson wrote these notes in on the
document itself.

Let me bring you to page 3 as a
starting point, and it says in the third |ine:

"Fromthe early days of this
case, Canadi an police
officials (CSISinitially

i ndicated that it had no
interest in M. Arar) have
stated that their interest in
M. Arar was based on his
contacts with persons in
Ottawa who were of interest
to them"

And then the side note, the
handwritten note, from M. Robinson is that this
is not true. MWhat is not true is that CSIS

initially indicated that it had no interest in
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M. Arar.

Did you have any information about
t hat, that assertion?

MR. DI CKENSON: My | ast day on the
j ob was April 24, 2003, so | can't really comment
on this docunment.

MR. DAVID: 1'mnot asking you so
much to comment on the document as to what PCO
knew or did not know about CSIS'" interest, or not,
in M. Arar. The fact is M. Robinson fromPCO is
maki ng a comment with regard to the assertion that
CSISinitially indicated that it had no interest
in M. Arar, and he is saying, M. Robinson is
saying, that that is not true.

And my question to you is: On
what he is saying, did you have any information?

MR. DI CKENSON: My recollection is
t hat both the RCMP and CSIS saw M. Arar as a
person of interest. Beyond that, | really can't
comment .

MR. DAVID: Okay. Now, in the
context of this May 5th memp, there were two
meetings to di scuss what was being reconmended,
and one of the things being recommended is the

fact that both the Solicitor General and the
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M ni ster of Foreign Affairs should sign a document
maki ng representations for M. Arar's release to
their Syrian counterpart, that is, the Syrian
Foreign M nister.

There were two meetings that were
held to discuss that initiative and that proposal,
and one was held on May 8th and the other was held
on May the 12th. M. Pardy has testified that PCO
was i nvolved in those meetings. M. Graham has
testified that PCO was al so involved, and the
Garvie report also nmentions that PCO was invol ved.

| would like to bring you now or |
would like to read into the record, in fact, an
undertaking with regard to the presence of PCO as
regard to May 12th, and it goes as follows:

"'"In attendance at the

i nteragency neeting on May
12, 2003 were Inspector Rick
Reynol ds of the RCMP,

t ogether with two ot her RCWVP
representatives; Gar Pardy,
Scott Heat herington and Myra
Pastyr-Lupul of DFAIT; and
two CSIS representatives. M

Hel en Banal esku of the

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »d W N -, O

10956

Solicitor General's Office
may al so have attended this
meeting.'"
Were you aware of any presence of
PCO at this meeting to discuss the initiative of a

j oi nt document that would be going from Canada to

Syria?

MR. DI CKENSON: | couldn't be
aware. | wasn't working in PCO at that tine.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And in terns
of -- did you have any know edge -- when did you
| eave PCO?

MR. DI CKENSON: April 24.

MR. DAVID: Okay. And previous to
that, there had been no issue, to your know edge,
of a joint letter |eaving Canada --

MR. DI CKENSON: | have no
recol l ection of that.

MR. DAVID: There is a third
undertaking, M. Dickenson, that | would like to
read into the record concerning the letter that
was i ssued eventually on July 11th, 2003.

--- Pause
MR. DAVID: [|I'msorry, there is

anot her undertaking that | would Ilike to read into
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the record that | forgot to mention. And it
concerns again the May 8th and May 12th neeti ngs,
M. Conmm ssi oner.

It goes as follows:
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

"' PCO has confirmed that

t here was no individual
within PCO that was in charge
of coordinating efforts in
regard to Gar Pardy's
proposed letter. The idea of
sending a joint letter was an
initiative of DFAIT, which
engaged the Department of the
Solicitor General, CSIS and
the RCMP. PCO participated
in some discussions on the
proposed letter but had no

| ead or coordinating role."™

And furthernore:

"' Gl enn Robinson fromthe PCO
Security and Intelligence
Secretariat was scheduled to
attend meetings held at
Foreign Affairs on May 8 and
May 12, 2003, to discuss the
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proposal for a joint letter.
PCO has no records to confirm
t hat he actually attended one
or both of those schedul ed
meeti ngs. However,

M . Robi nson does recal

di scussi on of the subject of
ajoint letter at a meeting
hel d by Foreign Affairs
around that tinme, which he

attended. '™

And finally:

""M. Robinson is also the
person who wrote the
notati ons on the Menorandum

of May 5, 2003..."

Whi ch we have just reviewed.

"... which was provided to
him al though that copy of
t he document was not

di stributed within PCO. It
does not appear that DFAIT
was able to obtain a
consensus on a joint letter

and PCO did not attenmpt to
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i mpose one.
Those are three undertakings that
were given in response to the invol vement of PCO
with regard to May 8th and May 12t h.
Finally in terms of undertakings,

M. Comm ssioner, dealing with the Prime
Mnister's letter that was issued in July of 2003,
there is an undertaking and the text is as
follows:

"' The recommendati on that the

Prime M nister sign the

letter to the Syrian

Presi dent was made by the

Clerk of the Privy Council,

consistent with normal

practice and procedure. The

Forei gn and Defence Policy

Secretariat, under the

| eadership of Claude

Laverdure, coordinated and

prepared the |l etter and

supporting briefing materi al.

The Security and Intelligence

Secretariat was consul t ed.

Any such deci sions regarding
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consul ar cases are made
following the recommendati ons
of the Consul ar Services
Bureau of Foreign Affairs
Canada with respect to the
useful ness, timng and
expected i mpact of a formal
intervention of this
nature."'"

So that, | think, concludes the
matter in terms of undertakings.

One | ast docunent | would like to
bring you to, M. Dickenson, and that is tab 12.
It is dated July 30th, 2003. | understand that
you are no | onger there. You are enjoying
retirement and you are enjoying your famly.

This is a draft S& meno, and it
concerns an article that was published on the same
date, on July 30th, referring to rogue el ements
within the RCMP, which we have reviewed in
extenso. | amnot going to ask you any questions
t hat regard because |'mfully aware that you are
not around.

' mgoing to bring you to the

second page, and there is atitle that says " S&l
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Advi ce" and the first bullet says:
"The incident points to the
need to centralize control
over RCMP national security
i nvestigations and ensure
better accountability and
information flow. "

So that's obviously a
recommendati on of substance. Obviously such a
recommendati on i s not thought of overnight, and ny
question to you is: In your tenure, was such a
view held? Was it your position, and was this
shared with t he RCWP?

MR. DI CKENSON: Il think it
reflects the ongoing chall enge, management
chal | enge, of any agency that is highly
decentralized to what extent you del egate down and
on what issues.

The RCMP is a perfect exanpl e of
such an agency. You have 17,000 people spread
across this country. They are the provinci al
police force in many provinces; they are the
muni ci pal police force in many cities and
muni ci palities; they are the police force in sone

| ndi an reservati ons.
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The chal |l enge for management
al ways is to what extent do you retain control at
the centre and what is the inpact on that in terns
of actually doing the job on the ground. | think
that's what it reflects and that ebbs and tides --
ebbs and fl ows, sorry.

MR. DAVID: And was this proposal,
this idea, floating around during your tinme?

MR. DI CKENSON: | was aware of the
ongoi ng chal l enge of getting it right to the
extent of how much you centralize versus how much
you del egate, but whether | would' ve chosen those
words or not, | can't really say.

MR. DAVID: Do you know if the
i dea was shared, again, during your tenure with
t he RCMP?

DI CKENSON: This idea?
DAVI D:  Yes.

> 3 3

DI CKENSON:  To nmy m nd, no.
MR. DAVID: And just to tie up a
few | oose ends, M. Dickenson, going back to the
CSIStrip. Did PCO ever get a briefing on the
CSIStrip fromanybody at CSIS?
MR. DI CKENSON: Not to ny

recol |l ection, nor would we normally get one. CSIS
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conversations with other intelligence agencies are
prof oundly operational.

MR. DAVID: And in your
di scussions with M. Neufeld, your counterpart at
CSI'S, was M. Arar ever described as a person of
interest, to your know edge, to your recollection?

MR. DI CKENSON: | don't recollect
whet her it was a conversation or a docunent -- |
don't remember. | just remember that was what |
under st ood.

MR. DAVID: As to the source of
t hat under st andi ng?

MR. DI CKENSON: |'msorry?

MR. DAVID: As to the source of
t hat under st andi ng, was - -

MR. DI CKENSON: Well, | don't
remenber whether it was oral or written, so |
really can't give you a source.

MR. DAVID: Thank you. Those are
my questions, M. Conmm ssioner.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Thank you,

M. David.
M. WAl dman?
Do you know how | ong you are

likely to be, M. Wal dman?
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MR. WALDMAN: | knew you were
going to ask me that question.
--- Laughter / Rires

MR. WALDMAN: Not very | ong.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Okay, thanks.

MR. TZEMENAKI S: M. Conm ssioner,
| was wondering if we could sinply read in the
conmpl ete answer to the undertaking dealing with
the Gar Pardy meno. There was one additi onal
par agraph that should be read into the record. |If
my friends don't have it, | would be nmore than
happy to read it in for them

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Sure, why don't
you do that.

Do you have it, M. David?

MR. DAVI D: | do.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Pl ease read it

MR. DAVID: |[|'mjust not sure,
M. Comm ssioner.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: We' |l have it
read in. It doesn't matter.

MR. TZEMENAKI S: The | ast
paragraph dealing with the individual in the PCO

office that was in charge of coordinating efforts
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inrelation to Gar Pardy's proposed joint letter
to be signed by the M nister of Foreign Affairs
and the Solicitor General reads:

"'"While Gar Pardy, fornmer

Di rector General, Consul ar

Af fairs Bureau, DFAIT,
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continued to pursue the idea
of a joint letter fromthe
two M nisters, he al so
approached PCOwith the idea
of a letter being sent from
the Prime Mnister to the
Presi dent of Syria. This was
supported by PCO and a letter
to the President of Syria
fromthe Prime M nister was
delivered to the Syrian
vice-M ni ster of Foreign
Affairs by Senator De Bané
when he visited Syria in |late
January 2003. The Foreign
and Defence Policy
Secretariat of PCO was the

| ead on the preparation of

that |l etter which was done in
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consultation with the
Security and Intelligence
Secretariat.""

Thank you.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Thank you.
M. WAl dman?

EXAM NATI ON

MR. WALDMAN: | m ght as well
start with that. This is all new to ne.

Were you aware of this initiative
by M. Pardy to get the joint letter, or was this
after --

MR. DI CKENSON: No, it was after.

MR. WALDMAN: Would it have been
normal for someone at M. Pardy's level to go
directly to the PCO? This seens to be the
suggestion in this undertaking.

| mean, | find it a bit
surprising, don't you?

MR. DI CKENSON: Not at all. There
are daily conversations, e-mails, whatever, at all
levels. It could even start below that |evel. So
t hat where it starts isn't an issue.

MR. WALDMAN: So soneone at the

|l evel of Director General of consular affairs
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woul d have access to the people in the PCO
directly?

MR. DI CKENSON: Absol utely,
absol utely.

MR. WALDMAN: And the fact that
M. Pardy, having tried for several nmonths to get
ajoint letter, took an i ndependent initiative to
go to PCO, would that suggest to you that he felt
that his efforts to reconcile the RCMP and CSI S,
on the one hand, and DFAIT on the other, were not
| eadi ng anywhere, so he tried to take a direct
route to the PCO to solve the probl en?

MR. DICKENSON: | can't draw any
conclusion. This all happened after | left.

MR. WALDMAN: Right. Okay.

| don't have a | ot of issues,
given that a lot of the issues | would liked to
have explored with you happened after you had
left, so | think you are not the right person to
ask a lot of the things that emerged. W had a
| ot of concerns around the |letter and around the
| eaks and around the decision to call the inquiry,
but obviously those are all matters that only
emerged after you left.

So focusing on the time period
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t hat you were there, | would like to ask you a few
guestions.

| just want to understand a bit
about the decision to prioritize security matters
after 9/11, and | think after 9/11 there's a
decision to allocate nmore funds to national
security matters, correct, and nmore resources?

MR. DI CKENSON: There were
many el ements in the S& community after 9/11.
There was significant legislative initiatives.
There was a budget that was designed to deal with
a need for nore resources, financial and human,
across the S& comunity. There was the creation
of an ad hoc commttee of Cabinet. So it's a
mul tifaceted response. |It's a very broad
response.

MR. WALDMAN: | would like to
focus a bit on this new Cabinet comm ttee, PSAT, |
think it was call ed?

MR. DI CKENSON: It was an ad hoc
comm ttee.

MR. WALDMAN: \What i s PSAT?

MR. DI CKENSON: Public Security
and Anti-Terrorism

MR. WALDMAN: So | gather the
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decision to create a new, albeit ad hoc -- what
woul d be the difference -- explain to us neophytes
the difference between an ad hoc comm ttee and an
actual Cabinet commttee?

MR. DI CKENSON: Oh, wow.

MR. WALDMAN: Was there any real
di fference other than one was ad hoc and the other
was not ?

MR. DI CKENSON: |'m not sure | can
really answer that question. When you create a
formal commttee of Cabinet, it's something that
sort of endures until there's a machinery of
gover nment change.

There are ad hoc comm ttees of
Cabi net created for all sorts of things. You'll
see in my curriculumvitae | was Director General
of the M I Il ennium Task Force, which became the
M Il enni um Bureau of Canada. The Prime M nister
of the day created an ad hoc comm ttee which
hel ped us in decision-making on running the
mllenniuminitiatives.

So it's a structure that sort of
pops up and deals with issues and eventually wil
probably go away, unless it's formalized into a

Cabi net comm ttee.
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That's probably the best I can do
with that question.

MR. WALDMAN: But during the tine
it exists, it has the same inportance in the
Cabi net structure as a regular commttee?

MR. DI CKENSON: Absol utely,
absol utely.

MR. WALDMAN: The fact it's an ad
hoc comm ttee doesn't detract --

MR. DI CKENSON: It's menbership is
deci ded by the Prime Mnister, and there are
agendas and all the normal approach.

MR. WALDMAN: And | gat her, given
that you told us a great deal of your
secretariat's resources went into the ad hoc
commttee, it was probably a very deliberate
deci sion by the Prime M nister based upon a

clearly perceived need to have a Cabinet commttee

deal i ng expressly with public safety and terrorism

i ssues?

MR. DI CKENSON: Absol utely.

MR. WAL DMAN: Right. And it was
certainly an inportant priority of the government
at that time?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
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MR. WALDMAN: And | assume t hat
the Prime M nister, before he created the ad hoc
comm ttee, would have been careful about who he
chose to be members of the commttee as well;
right?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. WALDMAN: [If | understood your
evidence correctly, the purpose of this was to
provi de broad political guidance and oversight to
t he government in general and the Cabinet about
nati onal security matters. |Is that correct?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. WAL DMAN: Ri ght . But it
woul dn't be involved in operational matters?

MR. DI CKENSON: Never, never.

MR. WALDMAN: And the choice of
John Manl ey as the Deputy Prime M nister and chair
of this commttee was a careful decision,
obvi ously taken by the Prime M nister, believing
t hat he was the person best-suited to do the job;
correct?

MR. DI CKENSON: You woul d have to
ask the Prime M nister.

MR. WALDMAN: Right. And John

Manl ey's counterpart would have been M. Ridge.
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s that correct?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. WALDMAN: So it would be
appropriate for --

MR. DI CKENSON: Hi s counterpart in
his capacity as chair of this ad hoc commttee.

MR. WALDMAN: Right. So it would
be natural for themto meet when they are
di scussi ng national security issues?

MR. DI CKENSON: It woul d be
natural for themto meet. They primarily | ooked
at border issues.

MR. WALDMAN: Border issues,
right. But M. Manley, as chair, and the Cabi net
commttee's mandate, extended far beyond border
i ssues; correct?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. WALDMAN: Right. So the fact
t hat he would meet with M. Ridge only on border
i ssues didn't mean that was the only area that the
Cabi net commttee was interested in?

MR. DI CKENSON: | can't comment on
di scussions that took place in Cabinet.

MR. WALDMAN: No, but the role of

t he Cabi net commttee, this ad hoc commttee,
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wasn't just border issues; it was broader than

t hat ?

MR. DI CKENSON: My view was it

dealt with I egislation, which is broader than

border. It dealt with money, which is broader

t han border; basic overall political guidance at a

very high | eve

MR. WALDMAN: Right. So that it

woul d be fair to say that the function of this

comm ttee would be to discuss the broad,

hi gh-1evel pol

cy issues that would be decided

before they would go to the full Cabinet --

MR. DI CKENSON: Ri ght .
MR. WALDMAN: -- and give policy

direction on thent?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
MR. WALDMAN: And your function

was to provide assistance, and indeed a great deal

of resources were spent on assisting this

commttee; correct?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.
MR. WALDMAN: So one of the

guestions | have in this regard was that you

testified about

everyone after

the need that was very apparent to

9/ 11 of all the problems of the
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silo effect of information-sharing.
So one of the issues that |
i mgi ne woul d have been of concern to the Cabi net
comm ttee would have been, in broad general ternmns,
how to deal with the problem of sharing
informati on amongst agencies and things |ike that,
not on a specific operational |evel but on a
general theoretical level. 1Is that correct?
Woul d t hat be the kind of thing
t hat this Cabinet commttee would | ook at given
t he obvious concerns that were being raised after
9/ 11 about problems in information-sharing?
MR. TZEMENAKI S: M. Conm ssioner,
| would |like to help ny friend and rem nd the
wi t ness that we do have some concerns about
Cabi net confidence and whet her or not certain
i ssues were raised and/ or discussed at Cabi net,
di scussed amongst M nisters who were part of the
comm ttee at Cabi net.
To the extent that my friend is
going to put questions of this nature to the
wi tness, he will be restricted in the answers that
he can give which we would be nmore than happy to
el aborate further, if required.

VR. WALDMAN: So now in addition
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to National Security Confidentiality |I have to
deal with Cabinet confidence as well.

THE COMM SSI ONER: " mnot sure
it's a big issue. Why don't we just see if we can
deal with the question in general terns?

MR. WALDMAN: |'m not asking for
specific -- |1 want to make it absolutely clear
t hat where I'mgoing with this has nothing to do
with specific questions about what was di scussed
in Cabi net but just about general themes and
topics that m ght have been appropriate.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: See if
M. Dickenson can answer.

MR. DI CKENSON: | woul d draw you
back to, Comm ssioner, an earlier response | gave
to Monsieur David, and that is this all didn't
start with 9/11. There was information-sharing
before 9/11. People recognized that terrorismin
North America was an issue with Ressamat the time
of the mllennium There was a general trend |ine
that if any agency was hol ding i nformati on which
could be legally shared with anot her agency,
whet her it was in Washi ngton, on the border, in
Ottawa, that affected national security,

international crinme, whatever, they had better be

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B PR R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

10976

sharing it. Those are the trend |i nes.

MR. WALDMAN: | understand. But
clearly one of the things we saw after 9/11 was
this i mense concern because of what you, | think,
appropriately described as the silo effect, there
wasn't proper sharing of information. | mean,

i ndeed, you know, in the United States there was
all this soul -searching about how they probably
had the information about what was going to happen
shared between different agencies and it wasn't
properly shared.

So wi t hout going through the
specifics of Cabinet confidentiality, I amjust
wonderi ng whether those are the types of policy
i ssues that would have been discussed in the
Cabinet commttee. |I'mjust trying to get sone
sense of what was being discussed, and what types
of issues would be discussed over and above the
broad general strokes, given that it took up so
much of your time?

MR. DI CKENSON: I think I've been
as clear as | can, frankly. Border issues,
budgets, | egislation, big, broad mandate issues.
| can't really go deeper than that.

VR. WALDMAN: | s that because of
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Cabi net confidentiality or

MR. DI CKENSON: Absol utely.

MR. WALDMAN: Okay. Well, that
makes nmy -- | guess one of the concerns | had was
M. Manley's evidence about -- he described his
role, as chair of this ad hoc Cabinet commttee,
as being basically to keep the border open. And
when he was asked any questi ons about any of the
specifics of the issues that emerged fromthe Arar
hearings, he said that wasn't part of his mandate.

| just find that a bit surprising
given the way you descri bed how much time and
energy that Cabinet commttee required, and you
suggested that it took up so much of your energy.

M. Manley did say that he was
preoccupi ed during a good chunk of this time with
the | eadershi p campaign. But |I'mjust wondering
whet her there was an expectation on the part of
M. Manley, as chair of this commttee, to be nore
engaged in sonme of these broad strokes policy
i ssues that were being discussed or would have
been di scussed, |ike information-sharing,
protecting other Canadians fromsuffering the fate
of M. Arar, things like that, that nmust have

emer ged as broad-based policy issues during your
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tenure?

MR. DI CKENSON: | think that's a
guestion you would have to put to M. Manl ey, what
hi s expectations were. | assunme he was here as a
wi t ness.

MR. WALDMAN: But | was asking you
about what your expectations were, not of the role
of M. Manl ey per se, but of the Cabinet commttee
and whether it was only restricted to really
dealing with border issues?

MR. DI CKENSON: Absolutely not.

THE COMM SSI ONER: I think you
have the answer that you want earlier in response
to M. David's question. M. Dickenson, as |
heard hi msay, said that there was obviously going
to be an enmphasis in sharing i nformation, but it
was going to be in accordance with | aw and as he
said in accordance with the rules of the road of
the institutions.

| "' m not sure whether he attributed
that to the Cabinet commttee, but that was the
under st andi ng he had in his position.

| just wonder if you need to go
beyond t hat.

MR. WAL DMAN: No, | was nore --
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actually the whole of this |ine of questioning was
nmore directed towards M. Manley's role and his
testinony as to what his role, what he perceived
his role to be as opposed to what | perceive to be
t he evidence of this witness as to the role of the
cabinet comm ttee.

THE COVM SSI ONER: | see.

MR. WALDMAN: Now, with respect to
this question of information-sharing, | just have
a few questions on that.

At no point were you ever aware
t hat people within the -- because we know t hat
there are rules, and you may or may not be aware
of them about how informati on was shared between
agenci es and that there would be caveats on
information, that they could only be shared in
certain ways.

Are you generally aware that there
are such things as caveats on information that's
shared with foreign governments?

MR. DI CKENSON: I n broad general
terms, yes.

MR. WAL DMAN: Ri ght. And at any
poi nt was it ever brought to your attention in the

PCO that the rules -- not that the enphasis on

StenoTran



© o0 N o o -~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B PR R R R R R R
ag A W N P O O 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

10980

mor e sharing, but on changing the rules about how
informati on was going to be shared, was that ever
di scussed?

MR. DI CKENSON: No, no.

MR. WALDMAN: So you had no
knowl edge that there m ght have been sone
officials in some of the government departnments
t hat believed that after 9/11 all the rules were
t hrown out the wi ndow and that we should just
freely share information regardl ess of the
consequence?

MR. DI CKENSON: I woul d have
assumed quite the opposite. All of these -- not
| ot of them but the agencies that we have been
di scussi ng have | egislation, they have oversi ght
bodi es, they have Cabinet m nisters. They have
Cabi net mnisters that give themdirection. There
are a |l ot of checks and bal ances there.

And one assunes that they are
followed. You don't assune that they are not.

MR. WALDMAN: The fact that 9/11
happened woul dn't justify changing the rules
wi t hout careful consideration of why the rules
woul d be changed, especially when it comes to

sharing informati on about Canadian citizens with
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forei gn agencies; correct?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. WALDMAN: [If | could ask you
to go to P-239, | just want to take you to one
sentence in that docunment.

The very | ast sentence on the
first page says:

"1 was informed that the
Di rector had encouraged --"

That's El cock.

"... had encouraged agai nst
t he DPM raising the Arar
case. "

| know you testified that because
it was taken out of the final version we can't be
certain of it. But if we assunme for a second that
it istrue -- 1 nmean, |'msure there nust be
evidence or it would be possible to get evidence
asserting that but we are not going to get it in
t he public hearings anyways. |'mnot sure if this
i ssue has arisen or not.

But if we assunme that it's true, |
wanted to ask you a few questions about your view
about M. Manley raising with his counterpart,

M. Ridge, the Arar case, whether you would have
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t hought there woul d have been anyt hi ng

i nappropri ate about that happeni ng?

MR. DI CKENSON: | believe | dealt
with this at length with Monsieur David. | don't
know why t hat sentence is there. |'mnot sure |
ever saw the sentence. This is a draft. |It's not
t he final product. | can't vouch for or against
its accuracy.

As | mentioned earlier, |I am aware
that prior to the drafting -- I'mnot sure of the
date on this -- but prior to the drafting of this,

t hat M nister Graham had raised the issue in
pretty frank terms in diplomcy with M. Cellucci,
t he American Ambassador in Ottawa. There could be
a whol e range of reasons why it m ght be
i nappropriate. | just don't know whether this was
t he case or not.

MR. WALDMAN: Well, | wasn't --
| ' mnot asking you to confirm or deny whether it
was the case. | was nore interested in you
comenting on the reasons why such advi ce woul d
have been -- first of all, there is nothing
i nappropri ate about Director Elcock comruni cating
directly with your superior, M. Bilodeau, |

gat her. That would be routine.
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MR. DI CKENSON: No, absolutely.
But it would be inappropriate if that was an
i naccur ate sentence.

MR. WALDMAN: Yes, okay. Well, we
are assum ng, for a second, that it's accurate. |
was wondering -- | can see several good reasons
why the Arar issue should be raised at every
opportunity with U S. officials, in ternms of
protesting the U.S. conduct of deporting a
Canadi an citizen to a third country.

That woul d be a reasonabl e reason
toraise it. Wuld you agree?

MR. DI CKENSON: |'m not going to
specul ate on what the sentence means or doesn't
mean because it wasn't in the final product.

MR. WALDMAN: Okay. Now, | just
want to make sure. You were not and as far as you
know, no one in PCO was aware of the A- OCANADA
investigation. The most know edge you woul d have
had woul d be a general know edge that there was
some investigation involving --

MR. DI CKENSON: | certainly
personally was not. As mentioned earlier in
replies to Monsi eur David, part of my staff, a

portion of my staff, were secondees with very high
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security clearances from ot her departnments and

agencies. They could well have known but woul d be

unlikely to share it with others because of its
operational nature. There were silos within ny
own secretariat for security reasons.

MR. WALDMAN: That's fine. But
you weren't aware?

MR. DI CKENSON: | was not aware.

MR. WALDMAN: And you weren't
aware that this was an investigation where U.S.
investigators were actively involved in
participating with A- OCANADA investigators?

MR. DI CKENSON: | couldn't,
because | didn't know it was happening.

MR. WALDMAN: Okay. Were you
aware in general terms that there m ght be
i nvestigati ons where joint Canada-U.S. national
security investigations were going on --

MR. DI CKENSON: Absolutely. W
had spoken earlier about |IBETs. There was a | ot
of cooperation just because of the nature of our

economy, of our society, of our border between

agencies, intelligence and | aw enforcement, along

t he border and between the capitals.

VR. WALDMAN: But | think there's
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a big distinction between an | BET, which was an
agency that was -- | think it was border
enforcement. They were co-situated on the border
involving different officials, and they were
basically concerned about the movenment of people
across the border as opposed to an ongoi ng

nati onal security investigation in Canadi an
territory involving Canadian citizens and joint
American participation in that investigation.

MR. DI CKENSON: I don't think
there's a big difference at all. There's a | ot of
t hi ngs that happen on the border. A |ot of
terrorismis funded by illegal activities. Like,
the crosswal ks are very, very robust.

MR. WALDMAN: So you don't see any
significant difference between what was happeni ng
at the border and the IBET in ternms of the
[imted -- | mean, | think the evidence even went
further. | would have to go back and | ook. But
my recollection is that the investigators didn't
have access, the U. S. investigators didn't have
access to the Canadi an i nformati on, whereas we
know from our understandi ng of the A- OCANADA t hat
the informati on was shared freely and openly with

t he A- OCANADA investi gators.
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MR. DI CKENSON: | don't see a
guestion in what you just said.

MR. WALDMAN: |'m asking if you
were aware -- well, 1'"mjust suggesting to you,
sir, that there was a very significant difference
bet ween what was happeni ng i n A- OCANADA and what
was happeni ng at | BET.

MR. DI CKENSON: | didn't know
A- OCANADA existed, so | can't really draw a
concl usi on.

MR. WALDMAN: Now, | would like to
deal with another area, and | think one of the
themes that has enmerged from your testimny was
t he acknow edgment that it was inmportant that al
of the different governnment departments try to
speak with one voice on all of the issues, and
t hat was part of the role that you had at PCO?

MR. DI CKENSON: | think that was
in the context of primarily communicati ons.

MR. WAL DMAN: Ri ght .

MR. DI CKENSON: MWhich is different
t han operational matters.

MR. WALDMAN: And you did testify
t hat you were aware that there was a divergence of

opi ni on between CSIS and DFAIT over the proposed
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trip to Syria. You were aware of that fact.

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. WALDMAN: And that you
deci ded -- or you weren't asked to intervene, as
far as you recall?

MR. DI CKENSON: That's right.

MR. WALDMAN: Were you awar e,
however, of another difference, shall we say,
bet ween CSI'S and the RCMP, which was the fact that
there were statements attributed to CSIS at
various times suggesting that CSIS had told the
Syrians that they did not want M. Arar back?

Did you ever become aware of that?

There was a series of docunents
that | won't -- well, | mean, given that we have
gone over themso many times in the | ast few days,
| won't take you to them

But | think it's fair to say that
on the documentary record that we have, there are
suggestions starting very early on that CSIS
i ndi cated that they did not want M. Arar back.
Were you aware that?

MR. DI CKENSON: Il will only
coment if you show me a document.

MR. WALDMAN: So you weren't aware
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in general ?

MR. DI CKENSON: If you show me a
document, then we can discuss it. |'mnot going
to specul ate on documents that you are referring
to --

MR. WALDMAN: We have been through
t hese docunents so many times, M. Conm ssioner.

THE COWMM SSIONER: It's just the
guestion is: Do you have any recollection --
forgetting about whether you saw the documents.
Do you have any recollection of hearing that
CSIS -- there are people who said that CSI'S had
indicated to the Syrians they didn't want M. Arar
back?

MR. DI CKENSON: No, | have no
recollection that CSIS inplied, stated, whatever,
t hat they did not want M. Arar back.

MR. WALDMAN: That was the only
thing | was trying to get you to clarify.

If I understood your testinmony,

t he whol e process that we have heard a great deal
about on this dispute over the wording of the
letter that M. Pardy wanted, you were not

invol ved in any of that and you have no

know edge - -
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MR. DI CKENSON: No.

MR. WALDMAN: -- of any of those
matters. So that's obviously something that we
woul d want to ask your successor

M. Comm ssioner, given the fact
that M. Dickenson doesn't have a | ot of know edge
about the issues that are of major concern to us,
| just don't really see that any useful purpose
woul d be seen in prolonging my questioning.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Thank you.

MR. TZEMENAKI S: We have no
guestions, M. Conmm ssioner.

THE COWMM SSI ONER: Re-exam nation?

MR. DAVID: | have no questions,
M. Comm ssioner. However, | will ask you for
your i ndul gence.

As you know, this is potentially
the |l ast witness that I may have exam ned before
you. |I'mnot sure where this inquiry will go
forth in terms of the process, in terns of
procedure.

| just wish to thank you sincerely
for the patience that you have shown in these
hearings to me and to everybody. | think that

your presence has been a great confort in a
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difficult process, and |I just wanted to take a few
moments to sincerely thank you on the record for
t his past year and a half of proceedi ngs before
you and to thank you.

| would |like to also thank Lara
Tessaro, who has acconpani ed nme as pinch-hitter in
the | ast few weeks, to replace nmy previous
col | aborator, Adela Mall. | wish to thank you
both. Your assistance has been very, very, very
precious. It is not a job that you can do wi t hout
a good team and |I think that we have conmprised a
good team

| wish to also, on the record,

M. Comm ssioner, thank my coll eagues with whom

| ' ve shared this experience before you. |I'm
t hi nki ng of Paul, I'mthinking of Veena, |I'm
t hi nki ng of Danielle. |'malso thinking of all

t he staff at our Comm ssion. They have been of
fantastic assistance. They have been there for us
t hroughout and for you throughout, and | think
that truly we have been privileged to have the
teamthat we have had for this | ast year and a
hal f .

And if | may indulge, | would Iike

to thank Governnment counsel, Barb's team Si non
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Fothergill's team the coll aborators that have
been present throughout these proceedi ngs, for al
t he agencies, the Arar team Lorne and Marlys and
the intervenors. |It's been truly a very enriching
experience for me. It's quite unique in ternms of
a Comm ssion of Inquiry in terms of subject
matter, but it's certainly been an enriching
process, and it's been a privilege to assist you
in your mandat e.

THE COMM SSI ONER: Thank you very
much for those kind coments.

| want to express ny thanks to
you. | think I will do that more formally at the
end of the hearings, once we have conpl eted the
rest of the evidence and the oral argunments.

But just let me say at this point
that it has been a pleasure, obviously, working
with you, and I think the thanks should go the
other way. But | will do that more formally with
respect to everybody at the end of the hearings.

So thank you, M. David, for those
comrent s.

MR. DAVID: This may be my | ast
opportunity.

THE COVM SSI ONER: Ri ght . I
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under st and what you are sayi ng.

Thank you, M. Dickenson, for your
evidence. That conpletes your evidence, and thank
you for the time and effort you have spent in
preparing to conme here and give evidence. |
appreciate it very much.

That then compl etes for today.

We will start tonorrow at ten
o' clock, was the note | was just handed. So we
will rise now and resume tonorrow nmorning.

THE REGI STRAR: Pl ease st and.

--- Whereupon the hearing adjourned at 11:52 a.m,
to resume on Tuesday, August 30, 2005, at
10: 00 a.m / L'audience est ajournée a
11 h 52, pour reprendre |le mardi 30 aolt

2005 a 10 h 00

;7{;/rbaéa) ;;ﬂ4AJL¢MmQéLLV

Lynda Johansson,

C.S R, RPR

StenoTran



A

ability 10937:16

able 10958:23

abnormal 10896:6

absolutely 10872:17 10914:23
10941:3 10967:3,4 10970:6
10970:7,21 10975:7
10977:2 10978:11 10983:1
10984:19

access 10872:25 10873:1
10893:9 10897:13 10900:23
10967:1 10985:21,22

accompanied 10990:6

account 10898:16,20

accountability 10961:6

accuracy 10982:8

accurate 10857:8,13 10859:4
10878:6,12,21 10881:6
10882:14 10902:18
10908:25 10909:25 10923:2
10923:16 10925:12 10983:5

accurately 10899:16
10908:17

acknowledgment 10914:16
10986:14

acquired 10894:23

acronym 10933:2

acronyms 10918:22 10939:23

act 10936:24

action 10897:18 10948:24

active 10936:10

actively 10984:11

activities 10985:13

actual 10863:19 10868:9,10
10868:16 10898:6,11
10901:15 10969:4

ad 10869:17 10870:5 10939:7
10968:14,20 10969:1,3,7,14
10969:19 10970:8,15
10971:2 10972:6,25
10977:6

addition 10861:25 10974:25

additional 10886:15 10906:14
10964:9

addressed 10890:15,25
10891:15 10904:25 10951:2

Adela 10990:8

adequately 10924:21

adjourned 10992:12

ADM 10862:4 10863:25
10883:12 10885:5 10939:12

administer 10853:16

ADM-level 10859:17
10872:19

advice 10856:21 10873:20
10878:3 10904:16 10945:15
10948:22 10961:1 10982:21

advise 10923:3 10943:21

advisor 10860:3 10863:6

10904:8

Advisory 10855:6

affair 10864:11 10889:16
10891:25

affairs 10866:23 10871:25
10872:24 10873:4 10875:25
10876:9 10903:10,15
10913:17 10915:22 10916:7
10916:25 10918:23
10921:20,25 10923:11
10929:6,8 10938:1,3
10939:1 10942:14 10943:8
10948:18 10950:2,7
10951:3 10952:1,4,22
10955:1 10957:24 10958:9
10960:4 10965:2,6,19
10966:25

affiliated 10855:7

affirmed 10853:12

agencies 10862:3 10866:4
10867:11 10871:6,24
10874:10 10876:20
10881:25 10882:10,12
10885:18 10893:8 10898:6
10899:10 10900:25 10915:4
10920:22 10936:25 10937:7
10946:3 10952:20,24
10963:1 10974:6 10976:10
10979:15 10980:14 10981:1
10984:2,23 10991:3

agency 10867:6,9 10879:6
10885:10 10886:23 10887:3
10887:4 10930:8 10937:4
10961:16,20 10975:21,22
10985:2

agenda 10883:3 10921:6
10923:14

agendas 10866:9 10970:12

ago 10916:3 10922:6
10923:22 10939:3

agree 10898:22 10983:12

agreed 10910:22 10911:14
10931:23 10932:8 10949:1
10949:3

agreeing 10886:9 10914:14
10941:25 10945:13

airplane 10915:1

Airport 10916:22

ajournée 10992:14

albeit 10969:1

alerted 10919:22

allegation 10927:1,5

allegations 10948:15

allergic 10929:20

allocate 10968:6

al-Qaeda 10885:5,10
10886:16 10915:21

Ambassador 10854:20,22
10909:21 10927:21 10928:3

10929:3 10932:20 10982:14
America 10886:25 10975:19
American 10886:21 10909:21

10982:14 10985:9
Americans 10925:11 10926:2

10926:24 10927:13
analyst 10863:9 10893:3,7,18

10900:7,19,21 10906:23

10907:6 10911:13
analysts 10872:22 10883:14
analyzed 10873:3,18
and/or 10863:5 10874:17,18

10874:18 10886:25

10974:17
answer 10884:16,19 10890:1

10894:22 10900:2 10903:11

10903:16 10924:1 10926:21

10964:8 10969:10 10975:13

10978:13
answers 10974:22
Anthony 10870:9 10947:23
Anti-terrorism 10869:18

10968:24
anybody 10924:16 10927:5

10934:21 10945:16

10962:23
anyways 10981:20
aotit 10853:4 10992:15
apparent 10918:5 10973:24
apparently 10930:21

10936:17
appeal 10937:15,20
appear 10905:1 10909:1

10936:13 10953:7 10958:22
appearance 10898:23
appeared 10888:23
appears 10891:16
appreciate 10992:6
apprehended 10887:15
approach 10970:12
approached 10965:10
appropriate 10866:12

10897:3 10901:3 10919:19

10937:17 10972:4 10975:11
appropriately 10976:5
appropriateness 10936:11
approval 10893:20
Approximately 10867:14
April 10864:22 10867:18

10878:13 10950:3 10951:3

10951:14 10954:5 10956:13
Arar 10855:16 10864:11

10877:6 10884:9 10888:13

10888:15 10889:16

10891:25 10892:21 10894:3

10898:25 10899:6,23

10901:11,16 10905:10

10906:24 10907:4,10

10909:11 10911:8 10916:14

10918:2 10923:25 10924:5
10924:7,11,14 10925:1,15
10926:15 10927:24 10928:7
10929:25 10930:21 10933:9
10938:11 10942:8 10943:3
10944:3,7 10945:2
10953:16,18 10954:1,10,13
10954:18 10963:5 10977:9
10977:24 10981:12,25
10983:7 10987:12,21
10988:13,17 10991:3

Arar's 10888:17 10889:1
10913:23 10925:5 10926:1
10955:2

area 10897:9 10972:20
10986:12

arguments 10991:15

arisen 10981:21

arrangement 10885:17
10888:2,7

arrangements 10885:24
10888:9 10924:13

arrest 10923:25 10926:2

arrive 10933:19

arrived 10900:2

arrives 10888:15

article 10915:11 10916:25
10917:6 10918:3 10919:3
10920:25 10921:22,24
10922:14,16 10960:18

articles 10889:7 10905:8
10924:23

asap 10918:16

asked 10894:22 10899:13
10900:1 10903:11 10923:23
10925:21 10926:3 10933:6
10977:8 10987:4

asking 10864:1 10895:24,25
10896:24 10900:13 10904:1
10922:21 10925:20 10954:7
10975:6 10978:6 10982:19
10986:3

assert 10927:19

asserting 10981:19

assertion 10922:10 10935:2,3
10954:3,11

assertions 10944:21

assessed 10937:17

assessing 10930:19

assessment 10859:10 10872:8
10872:12 10879:15
10930:23

assessments 10875:7,10,14,15
10875:21 10879:20

assist 10991:8

assistance 10973:18 10990:9
10990:19

assistant 10853:8 10854:25
10858:8,9,25 10860:3




10872:20 10897:6 10914:13

assisting 10973:19

Associate 10861:22 10933:3
10938:25 10939:13

assume 10928:18 10945:15
10971:1 10978:4 10980:20
10981:16,22

assumed 10980:13

assumes 10980:19

assuming 10896:10,14
10911:17 10983:5

assumption 10944:4,20
10946:22

assurance 10902:17 10925:25

assure 10942:14

assured 10927:9,11

asterisks 10871:3

attempt 10891:24 10933:9
10958:25

attempts 10933:17

attend 10957:23

attendance 10947:4,13
10955:16

attended 10906:18 10946:11
10948:1 10951:25 10956:2
10958:3,11

attention 10979:24

attributed 10978:20 10987:10

attuned 10952:14

August 10853:2 10857:6
10992:13

Ausman 10912:22

authorities 10927:24
10932:11

aware 10876:7 10884:23,25
10885:2,4,16 10888:8,14
10908:6 10934:24 10935:22
10937:23,25 10943:24
10946:15 10949:6 10952:6
10956:4,9 10960:22
10962:9 10966:10 10979:11
10979:13,18 10982:9
10983:18 10984:7,8,10,16
10986:4,24 10987:1,7,13,22
10987:25

A-OCANADA 10884:21,24
10885:1 10983:18 10984:12
10985:23,25 10986:6,9

a.m 10853:3 10919:11
10931:9,11 10992:12,14

B

Bachelor 10854:12

back 10872:2 10877:12
10885:23 10887:13
10892:16 10911:5 10921:23
10926:16,24 10927:22
10934:25 10962:21
10975:15 10985:19

10987:12,21 10988:14,17

background 10872:23
10895:12 10903:14
10907:13 10909:4 10912:2

Bahrain 10854:21

balances 10980:18

Banalesku 10955:25

Bané 10965:19

bar 10883:6 10936:7

Barb's 10990:25

Barnes 10912:24

base 10934:4,7

based 10879:16 10917:6
10920:24 10921:21
10923:20 10953:18
10970:17

basic 10865:17 10866:14
10973:6

basically 10859:16 10861:11
10862:4 10865:8 10866:2
10876:18 10881:12
10882:24 10896:24
10897:16 10900:12
10913:20 10914:7,12
10920:15 10932:13 10977:7
10985:5

basis 10858:20 10871:18
10873:9 10888:16 10900:13
10926:11 10935:10

before-last-page 10869:6

beginning 10892:16 10951:13

behalf 10923:6 10947:2

believe 10880:5 10890:16
10902:10 10938:2 10951:24
10952:8 10982:3

believed 10884:17 10980:8

believing 10971:19

best 10888:18,19 10923:20
10970:1

best-suited 10971:20

better 10939:23 10961:6
10975:25

beyond 10954:19 10972:15
10978:24

Bible 10853:15

big 10945:24 10975:4
10976:23 10985:1,11

biggest 10881:15

bilateral 10945:24

Bilodeau 10860:14 10861:20
10862:6 10875:1 10877:19
10890:16,25 10891:13,16
10902:6 10904:24 10905:5
10906:5,8,11,24 10907:14
10907:25 10908:7,15
10912:12 10982:24

Bilodeau-Elcock 10907:18
10909:8

binder 10912:4 10949:24

bit 10860:9 10861:3 10877:11
10901:24 10902:7 10904:16
10966:18 10968:3,18
10977:11

black 10892:18

blacked 10892:9 10927:3

Blaine 10913:19 10919:21

blend 10871:22

block 10933:18 10937:16,21

blocking 10938:7

blue 10857:24 10858:14,23

bodies 10929:10,13 10980:16

book 10853:24 10854:3
10855:24 10864:14 10902:2
10904:21 10931:18
10938:15 10953:2

border 10886:10 10887:16
10972:12,13,15,19 10973:1
10973:5,6 10975:23
10976:22 10977:7 10978:10
10984:22,24 10985:2,3,6,12
10985:17

Borders 10912:25

boss 10941:1 10943:19,19,19
10943:24,25,25 10945:17

bother 10941:18

bothering 10944:15

bottom 10877:14 10912:11
10932:15

box 10858:24 10859:9,9,20
10860:7 10872:5,7 10880:5
10891:2

boxes 10857:24,25,25
10858:11,14 10859:13,19
10859:23 10860:10 10871:5

break 10931:6

breakdown 10865:7,15
10868:5 10869:7 10880:5

breaking 10865:23

bridge 10941:22 10944:14

brief 10855:10 10862:18
10891:24 10895:8 10930:11

briefed 10862:24 10926:6
10949:7,11

briefing 10873:20 10874:2
10889:15 10891:7,23
10892:3,9,24 10896:8,13
10899:14 10903:9 10911:21
10920:16,22 10930:7
10942:22 10959:22
10962:22

briefings 10863:2,3,7,18,19
10863:21 10866:11
10868:13 10882:18

briefly 10854:11 10855:25
10856:9 10867:18 10872:2
10876:19

briefs 10895:12 10896:7

bring 10857:16 10859:22

10861:15 10864:13 10873:2
10910:18 10932:14
10933:23,24 10940:20
10944:10 10946:1,5
10948:2,11 10951:10
10953:1,5,10 10955:12
10960:13,24

bringing 10951:1

broad 10868:22 10968:15
10971:9 10973:10 10974:4
10976:19,23 10977:20
10979:21

broader 10973:1,4,5

broad-based 10977:25

broken 10865:16

broker 10936:24

brought 10921:7 10927:22
10952:23 10979:24

budget 10968:11

budgets 10881:14 10976:23

building 10906:16

buildings 10868:18

bulk 10863:7

bullet 10905:5 10906:13,21
10907:12,18 10909:7
10961:1

bulletproof 10930:3

bullets 10906:21

bureau 10929:8 10960:4
10965:6 10969:18

bureaucrats 10887:21,21

business 10928:22 10946:21

C

cabinet 10853:9 10854:25
10856:18,19 10860:4
10861:22 10866:8 10868:10
10868:13 10869:25
10874:17,18 10880:21
10881:15 10921:3 10930:14
10939:7 10947:1 10968:14
10968:18 10969:4,11,15,25
10970:5,18 10971:10
10972:14,21,23,25
10973:12 10974:3,10,16,17
10974:19 10975:2,10
10976:13,16 10977:1,6,13
10978:8,21 10979:6
10980:16,17

cadre 10858:15

call 10886:6 10887:17
10902:24 10909:8 10930:14
10967:22

called 10867:6 10884:24
10885:25 10903:4,4
10912:7 10927:23 10968:19

calling 10921:14

calls 10883:6 10923:19
10925:14 10936:3




campaign 10977:17

Canada 10854:18 10867:9
10884:14,17 10886:25
10887:2 10898:8 10915:19
10927:22 10941:17 10956:6
10956:16 10960:5 10969:18

Canada-U.S 10984:17

Canadian 10854:14 10862:3
10876:20 10885:18
10886:21 10912:7 10916:15
10925:16 10936:25
10948:16 10953:13
10980:25 10983:10 10985:7
10985:8,22

Canadians 10925:25
10977:23

candle 10945:2

capacity 10972:6

capitals 10984:24

card 10903:2,6

career 10856:2

careful 10940:7,10 10971:3
10971:18 10980:23

Caroline 10914:12

case 10864:8 10866:5
10871:21 10875:3 10907:4
10907:11 10913:9 10936:14
10945:3,16 10952:21,22
10953:13 10981:13,25
10982:17,20

cases 10946:4,14 10948:14
10951:6,12 10960:1

category 10862:13,16
10863:24

caveats 10979:15,19

cc 10904:6

CCRA 10867:7

Cellucci 10909:21 10982:13

centralize 10961:3 10962:11

centre 10962:3

certain 10867:10 10900:23
10912:3 10929:18 10974:16
10979:17 10981:16

certainly 10857:13 10882:9
10885:13 10887:18,19
10888:25 10921:20
10929:12 10934:23
10935:21 10937:21
10951:24 10970:23
10983:22 10991:7

cetera 10889:10

chain 10893:23

chair 10855:510971:17
10972:6,14 10977:6,19

chaired 10880:18,21
10947:16

chairing 10869:25

challenge 10961:15,16
10962:1,10

challenging 10945:2

chance 10924:9

change 10969:13

changed 10980:24

changing 10980:1,22

charge 10869:25 10957:7
10964:25

chart 10858:22 10860:18
10861:10,11,16 10867:17
10872:4

charts 10857:18 10860:21

checked 10893:7

checks 10980:18

chief 10907:1

choice 10971:16

chose 10933:15 10935:4
10936:21 10971:4

chosen 10962:12

chronology 10855:17 10877:6
10884:9 10888:13 10950:18

chunk 10977:16

chunks 10897:6,7

CIA 10885:19 10888:5

circumstances 10929:24

cities 10961:23

citizen 10889:9 10905:9
10915:11 10916:15 10918:2
10918:3 10919:1 10983:10

citizens 10948:17 10980:25
10985:8

Citizen's 10920:24

City 10888:15

civilian 10918:12

clarification 10925:5

clarify 10856:5 10988:19

clarity 10940:2 10942:6,15

classification 10873:12

classified 10873:7 10893:9,10
10893:11 10900:24
10902:23 10903:19

Claude 10859:25 10904:7,13
10904:14 10959:19

clear 10895:15 10934:14
10975:7 10976:22

clearance 10873:11 10897:4
10901:3

clearances 10868:14
10900:23 10984:1

clearly 10886:18 10913:8
10922:25 10923:1 10925:23
10936:9 10942:18,25
10970:18 10976:3

Clerk 10856:16 10863:5,13
10874:5 10880:19 10959:14

Clerk's 10863:12

clients 10874:8

close 10872:5

closely 10913:21

coherence 10951:11 10952:13

Colin 10915:25 10922:3
10944:23

collaboration 10897:23
10898:4

collaborator 10990:8

collaborators 10991:1

colleague 10861:18

colleagues 10990:14

collection 10896:20 10915:7

colour 10861:2

colours 10858:1

column 10858:23

come 10863:3 10871:17
10885:25 10888:2 10891:4
10894:13 10899:4,9
10908:12 10910:11
10919:17 10949:25 10992:5

comes 10903:14 10980:24

comfort 10989:25

coming 10863:16 10902:10
10930:21 10932:18
10938:18 10946:7

commencing 10853:2

comment 10857:11 10876:6
10878:7 10914:21 10922:11
10951:19 10954:5,8,11,20
10972:22 10987:24

commenting 10982:21

comments 10855:16 10856:10
10939:10 10940:1 10991:11
10991:22

Commission 10855:20
10990:18 10991:6

Commissioner 10853:6,11,14
10853:18,21,24 10854:1
10890:4,7,9,11 10919:25
10931:2,5,13 10947:5,11
10957:3 10959:6 10963:20
10963:21 10964:5,6,13,17
10964:20,21 10966:5
10974:13 10975:3,12,15
10978:12 10979:7 10988:7
10988:8 10989:5,10,12,13
10989:15 10990:14
10991:10,25

committee 10869:17 10870:1
10870:5 10880:15,17
10939:7 10968:14,18,21
10969:3,4,11,19,25 10970:5
10970:9,16,18 10971:3,4,18
10972:6,21,25,25 10973:10
10973:20 10974:4,10,19
10976:16 10977:6,13,19
10978:8,21 10979:6

committees 10969:14

committee's 10972:15

Commons 10918:24 10920:23

communicating 10883:17
10982:23

communication 10860:12
10879:4 10893:10 10914:13

communications 10867:1
10883:8,10 10900:21
10914:25 10918:18
10986:19

community 10878:19 10881:5
10968:9,13

compare 10862:3 10873:14
10874:7 10875:8

compared 10872:10

complete 10964:8

completed 10991:14

completely 10871:10 10912:9

completes 10992:3,7

complex 10893:16

composition 10871:13

comprehensive 10934:18

comprised 10990:11

con 10907:18

concern 10862:19 10865:5
10877:5 10904:20 10974:3
10976:4 10989:7

concerned 10877:2 10885:10
10902:7,7,13,17 10915:12
10921:10 10926:7 10929:16
10929:17 10930:9 10943:17
10948:21 10985:5

concerning 10864:11
10898:24 10901:11
10911:21,24 10924:25
10929:18 10930:17
10934:21 10944:14
10956:21

concerns 10913:11 10952:11
10957:2 10960:18 10967:21
10974:11,15 10977:4

conclude 10917:6 10921:21
10925:18,19 10937:20

concluded 10909:19

concludes 10960:10

conclusion 10894:13 10899:4
10899:5 10900:3 10910:11
10921:18 10927:13 10936:8
10937:22 10967:14
10986:10

conduct 10983:9

conference 10914:15

confession 10927:23 10928:11
10930:17

confidence 10974:16 10975:2

confidentiality 10975:1
10976:13 10977:1

confirm 10899:17 10920:6
10958:2 10982:19

confirmed 10957:5

confirming 10897:17

consensus 10936:25 10958:24

consequence 10980:11




consideration 10980:23
consistent 10915:3 10959:15
constant 10883:7
constitutional 10857:3
consular 10913:9 10929:12
10945:3 10946:13 10951:5
10951:12 10952:22 10960:1
10960:3 10965:5 10966:25
consultation 10914:13
10943:1 10944:14 10966:1
consulted 10870:25 10911:5
10938:5 10959:24
contact 10906:13,22 10907:15
10910:7 10919:19 10924:15
contacted 10905:12 10910:5,6
10910:12,14 10934:20
contacts 10953:19
contain 10903:19
contemplated 10943:1
content 10899:2 10901:15
10907:24 10951:6
contents 10892:7 10895:25
10928:16 10930:20
context 10907:13 10932:14
10936:4 10940:19 10945:9
10945:21 10954:22
10986:19
continue 10933:11
continued 10965:7
contribute 10908:12,13
contribution 10899:2
contributions 10879:18
control 10866:8 10881:18
10961:3 10962:2
controversy 10921:7
convene 10948:20
convened 10917:2 10952:21
convenient 10859:20
conversation 10908:7
10924:25 10936:7 10963:8
conversations 10883:6
10899:9 10923:1 10935:14
10936:1,2 10963:1
10966:21
convert 10906:9
cooperation 10984:21
coordinate 10913:25
coordinated 10904:12
10914:25 10948:24
10959:20
coordinates 10879:19
coordinating 10880:25
10913:12 10914:17 10957:8
10957:18 10964:25
coordination 10866:15
10878:17 10880:11
10881:10,13,17,22,24
10882:1,4 10918:5 10946:3
10951:4,11 10952:13

Coordinator 10861:23

copied 10952:9

copies 10947:9

copy 10958:19

core 10866:22 10867:2

correct 10890:22 10921:16
10941:2,20 10944:16
10968:7 10971:11,21
10972:1,16 10973:20
10974:8 10981:1

correctly 10971:8

Corteau 10918:1,9,11

Council 10854:24 10855:6,13
10856:13,17 10857:14
10858:15 10861:20 10863:5
10866:3 10868:15 10871:11
10871:16,19,22 10873:5
10880:20 10883:9 10914:24
10916:9 10930:12 10948:19
10959:14

counsel 10990:25

counter 10944:5

countering 10885:14
10886:16

counterpart 10883:16
10911:14 10955:3 10963:4
10971:25 10972:5 10981:24

counter-terrorism 10905:15

countries 10854:21

country 10875:18,19
10885:12 10945:19
10961:21 10983:10

couple 10881:9

course 10867:10 10897:18
10928:22 10946:21

covered 10857:20

co-located 10868:17

co-situated 10985:3

craft 10919:18

crash 10915:1

create 10969:1,10

created 10869:21 10871:14,15
10888:7 10889:15 10969:15
10969:19 10971:2

creation 10869:20 10889:15
10968:13

crime 10886:5 10975:25

criminal 10892:21 10894:3
10899:7,24 10901:17
10929:11

crisis 10869:22

crossing 10887:15

crosswalks 10985:14

cross-border 10886:5

CSE 10867:1 10871:8,25

CSIS 10866:24 10871:8,25
10875:10,13 10882:19
10883:19 10885:19 10888:5
10895:5,7,19 10896:7,16,21

10897:19,23 10898:10,16
10900:12 10905:13
10906:17,23,23 10910:6
10924:18,23 10927:15
10928:3 10929:3 10931:15
10931:24 10932:9 10933:6
10933:7,18 10934:3,8,14
10936:10 10938:1 10940:3
10942:7,15 10943:8,8,11,13
10944:3,5 10947:24
10953:14,24 10954:9,12,18
10955:24 10957:14
10962:22,23,23,25 10963:5
10967:9 10986:25 10987:9
10987:10,11,20 10988:12
10988:12,16

CSIS's 10875:8 10938:13

CT 10905:13

curriculum 10969:16

Customs 10867:6

CV 10854:10 10855:5

C.S.R 10992:25

D

daily 10858:13 10882:4
10966:21

Dale 10883:20

Damascus 10933:19 10940:24

Dan 10934:5 10938:22
10940:24 10947:16

Danielle 10990:17

data 10879:11

databanks 10900:22

date 10859:7 10861:8
10876:15 10888:23
10901:19,20 10938:20
10960:19 10982:11

dated 10857:4 10860:25
10877:11 10895:9 10932:2
10932:16 10940:17 10946:6
10946:8 10948:10 10950:3
10950:22 10951:3 10953:3
10960:14

David 10853:5,23 10854:8,17
10855:4,9,23 10857:15
10858:21 10859:8,13,22
10860:2,13,17 10861:3,6,10
10861:15 10862:2,6,9,13,17
10863:15 10864:9 10865:4
10865:14,19,22 10866:17
10867:7,12,16,23 10868:1
10868:23 10869:3,19,24
10870:3,9,13,18 10871:2,12
10872:2,15 10873:13,22
10874:1,7,13,18,21 10875:2
10875:5,22 10876:7,12,16
10876:25 10877:4,8,21
10878:10,14,21,24
10879:13 10880:1,4

10881:8,21 10882:9,17,23
10883:15,19,21,24 10884:8
10884:20 10885:3,15,23
10886:2 10887:9,13
10888:1,12,21,25 10889:21
10890:6,10,13,19,22
10891:4,14,18,22 10892:2,6
10892:12 10893:14,19,22
10894:1,25 10895:4,11,16
10895:24 10896:5,10
10897:16,22 10898:12,18
10898:22 10899:12,20
10900:5,10,16 10901:4,11
10901:13,20,24 10902:5,13
10902:19 10903:2,20
10904:1,4,6,10,19,23
10905:3,22 10906:1,3,12,20
10908:1,6,11,19,22,25
10909:6,14 10910:3,15,18
10910:21,25 10911:3,7,10
10911:20 10912:15,20,24
10913:2,5,10,16 10914:2,11
10915:5,10,15 10917:8,12
10917:18,22 10918:14
10919:5 10920:4,8,15
10921:5,23 10922:12,20
10923:5,8,12,18 10924:24
10925:4,13,19 10926:4,12
10926:25 10927:4,14
10928:14,21 10929:1,2,7,14
10929:23 10930:5,16
10931:2,7,13,14,20 10933:4
10935:3,6,8,12,17 10936:9
10936:15,22 10937:14
10938:8,25 10939:3,9,17,20
10939:24 10940:23 10941:2
10942:18,25 10943:10,21
10944:1,9,23 10945:4,25
10946:18 10947:3,12
10948:6,8 10949:11,15,21
10949:25 10950:10,13,16
10950:21,24 10951:1,20,21
10952:2,10,16,20 10953:1
10954:7,21 10956:10,14,19
10956:24 10962:7,14,18,20
10963:3,11,14,19,22
10964:15,16,19 10975:16
10982:4 10983:24 10989:14
10991:21,23

David's 10978:14

day 10940:17 10941:10
10954:4 10969:19

days 10869:21 10889:1
10902:6 10909:22 10953:12
10987:16

De 10965:19

deal 10864:14 10868:1
10931:15 10968:11
10970:14 10973:18 10974:5




10975:2,5 10986:12
10988:21

dealing 10951:12 10959:6
10964:8,24 10970:19
10978:10

deals 10969:23

dealt 10883:3 10973:4,5
10982:3

debate 10933:16 10935:6
10936:10,10

DEC 10946:13

decentralized 10961:17

decided 10970:11 10973:11
10987:4

decision 10891:12 10938:6
10940:4 10967:22 10968:4
10968:6 10969:1 10970:17
10971:18

decisions 10884:6 10886:17
10959:25

decision-making 10864:7
10969:20

deck 10948:9 10950:22
10951:7,17,18,19

dedicated 10885:13

dedicating 10885:4

deeper 10976:24

defence 10860:5 10866:24
10872:1,24 10879:2,3
10902:12 10910:24,25
10912:18,20,21 10959:17
10965:22

definitely 10887:7 10901:10

definition 10902:25

delay 10933:6

delegate 10961:17 10962:12

deliberate 10970:16

delivered 10965:17

Deneault 10867:24

denied 10900:4

deny 10899:17 10982:19

denying 10915:16

department 10858:5,8,10
10875:25 10876:9 10913:17
10916:8 10937:4 10957:13

departments 10866:4
10867:11 10871:24 10893:8
10898:5 10899:10 10900:24
10915:4 10920:22 10937:6
10952:20 10980:7 10984:1
10986:15

departure 10875:3 10878:22

depend 10895:20

deportation 10889:2
10905:11 10913:23 10922:8

deported 10915:20 10916:16
10924:8,14

deporting 10983:9

deputies 10948:21

deputy 10858:6,7,9 10859:18
10862:7 10863:4 10874:4
10877:15,20,20,22 10879:1
10880:18,22 10883:11
10892:3 10906:25 10907:3
10907:9 10932:25 10937:8
10939:1,4,6,13 10948:17
10971:17

describe 10862:10 10886:4
10895:25

described 10858:19 10876:22
10900:16 10963:5 10976:5
10977:5,12

description 10857:8 10858:17
10877:15

designated 10863:13
10869:25 10949:5

designed 10968:11

destined 10874:15

detail 10925:8

details 10884:16

detained 10916:19

detention 10889:1

detract 10970:9

develop 10876:19

development 10857:3

de-mystify 10856:5

DFAIT 10871:7 10876:8
10882:19 10889:6 10906:14
10906:15,15 10910:6
10913:24 10915:6 10918:5
10921:8 10922:17 10923:12
10926:14 10928:2 10932:19
10933:5 10936:11,17
10937:18 10939:13
10940:12 10946:11,13,15
10947:15,22 10948:9
10951:7 10955:23 10957:12
10958:22 10965:6 10967:10
10986:25

DFP 10912:15

diagram 10860:16

Dickenson 10853:6,7,13,17,19
10853:20,25 10854:6,8,16
10855:3,8,12,14,16,18,22
10857:10,19 10858:3,25
10859:5,12,15 10860:1,8,15
10861:1,5,9,14,17 10862:5
10862:8,11,15,18 10863:1
10863:20 10864:13,23
10865:13,16,21 10866:2,20
10867:8,13,14,22,25
10868:7 10869:1,12,23
10870:2,6,12,16,20
10871:10,16 10872:3,13,17
10873:17,23 10874:3,12,16
10874:20,24 10875:4,13
10876:3,11,14,17,24
10877:3,7,17 10878:7,12,20

10878:23 10879:12,25
10880:3 10881:7,9,12
10882:1,15,21,25 10883:16
10883:18,20,23 10884:2,9
10884:15,25 10885:7,22
10886:3 10887:12 10888:8
10888:18,22 10889:17
10890:8,12,17,20 10891:1,8
10891:17,20 10892:1,11
10893:6,15,21,24 10894:12
10895:1,3,10,14,20 10896:2
10896:9,11 10897:2,20
10898:3,17,21 10899:3,19
10899:25 10900:9,15
10901:10,12,18,21 10902:3
10902:4,11,16,21 10903:3
10903:24 10904:3,5,9,18,22
10904:24 10905:1,21,25
10906:2,4,19 10907:23
10908:2,3,9,16,21,24
10909:1,13,17 10910:10,17
10910:20,24 10911:2,6,9,12
10912:14,17,23,24 10913:1
10913:4,7,15 10914:1,4,9
10914:23 10915:8,14
10916:24 10917:4,10,15,21
10918:10,11 10919:4,24
10920:5,13,19 10921:17
10922:9,18,22,25 10923:7
10923:10,17 10924:19
10925:2,7,17,23 10926:10
10926:21 10927:2,7,18
10928:12,18,25 10929:5,9
10929:19 10930:2,10,24
10931:15,19 10933:1
10934:9,23 10935:5,7,9,16
10935:21 10936:13,20
10937:3,19 10938:9,24
10939:2,8,15,19,22
10940:22,25 10941:12
10942:12,19 10943:5,17,23
10944:4,20,25 10945:8
10946:2,17,22 10948:4,7
10949:9,13,18,22,23
10950:8,12,15,17,23,25
10951:14,16,23 10952:5,15
10952:18 10954:4,17
10956:8,13,17,20 10960:13
10961:14 10962:9,17,19,21
10962:24 10963:7,13,16
10966:13,20 10967:3,13
10968:8,20,23 10969:5,9
10970:6,10,21,25 10971:6
10971:12,15,22 10972:2,5
10972:10,17,22 10973:3,13
10973:16,21 10975:13,14
10976:21 10977:2 10978:2
10978:11,14 10979:21
10980:4,12 10981:2

10982:3 10983:1,13,22
10984:8,13,19 10985:10
10986:1,8,18,21 10987:2,6
10987:23 10988:2,15
10989:1,6 10992:2

Dickenson's 10855:11

dictated 10887:11

difference 10860:10 10861:18
10886:20 10969:2,3,7
10985:11,16 10986:5
10987:8

differences 10902:20
10937:12 10938:1

different 10864:19 10865:10
10873:21 10890:14
10902:22 10904:15,17
10941:7 10976:10 10985:4
10986:15,21

differing 10940:11 10943:20
10943:25

difficult 10990:1

diplomacy 10982:13

diplomatic 10912:8

direct 10860:11 10876:4
10888:3 10889:20 10951:17
10967:11

directed 10886:16 10979:2

direction 10880:12 10886:19
10973:15 10980:17

directly 10856:14 10861:19
10874:3 10886:24 10966:16
10967:2 10982:24

director 10854:19 10859:10
10867:21,24 10872:19
10906:22 10907:8 10934:6
10965:5 10966:25 10969:16
10981:9 10982:23

disagreeing 10942:1 10945:14

disconnect 10922:16

discuss 10889:20 10916:12
10928:4,16 10934:15
10954:23 10955:6 10956:5
10957:25 10973:10 10988:3

discussed 10926:19 10931:23
10936:6 10945:22 10974:17
10974:18 10975:9 10976:15
10976:17,18 10977:21,22
10980:3

discussing 10866:12 10972:9
10980:15

discussion 10907:24 10935:18
10943:7 10951:24 10958:7

discussions 10911:24
10957:16 10963:4 10972:23

displeased 10924:6

dispute 10988:22

distinction 10985:1

distinguish 10858:1 10872:16
10875:11




distinguishes 10872:11
10873:15

distributed 10877:12
10900:11 10948:10
10958:21

distribution 10873:8
10912:10 10913:3

divergence 10986:24

divided 10865:10

DM 10933:3

DMA 10932:24

document 10854:9 10856:8
10857:4,12,20 10858:2
10865:9 10869:6 10871:5
10873:10,12 10874:25
10877:10 10889:18,20
10890:1,2,13,23 10891:3,5
10891:6,11,15,19 10892:8
10892:13,13 10893:13
10897:4,14 10898:7,23
10899:8 10901:5,21
10902:9,9,23 10903:18,20
10905:4 10907:22 10913:24
10914:3 10917:23 10928:1
10928:11 10930:20,25
10934:25 10940:17 10946:5
10949:10,22 10950:5,19
10951:18 10952:11 10953:6
10953:7,9 10954:6,8
10955:1 10956:6 10958:20
10960:12 10963:8 10981:5
10987:24 10988:3

documentary 10987:19

documentation 10869:2,3
10873:8 10881:19 10883:4

documents 10853:25 10854:5
10855:24 10857:17
10864:14,17 10865:1,5
10873:18 10889:6,22
10890:14 10894:16 10895:2
10896:13,18 10902:2,2,3,8
10902:15,20,22 10912:3
10913:14,14 10931:16,18
10933:25 10938:10,15
10951:22 10953:2 10987:14
10988:4,7,10

doing 10862:1 10863:9
10875:6,10 10920:18
10921:14 10922:22 10923:5
10962:4

Doiron 10913:19 10914:17

domain 10866:18

Don 10947:20

Dorian 10913:15

download 10877:9

downloaded 10857:5
10877:13

DP 10911:14

DPM 10907:3 10981:12

draft 10863:9,9 10864:1
10890:3,15,21,24 10892:24
10895:13,19,22 10896:13
10898:24 10899:22
10901:23,25 10904:23
10905:4 10908:2,14,18
10909:16,18,25 10910:4
10948:9 10950:22 10951:7
10953:3 10960:17 10982:6

drafted 10893:17,18 10912:8
10950:2

drafter 10894:23

drafting 10900:7 10982:10,11

drafts 10897:24 10898:5
10911:15

draw 10899:5 10900:2
10921:18 10936:7 10937:21
10951:17 10967:13
10975:14 10986:9

drawn 10872:23

draws 10871:19

duties 10900:8

démarche 10945:18

d'onde 10937:2

E

earlier 10886:15 10888:9
10900:16 10901:23
10909:22 10921:2 10952:19
10975:15 10978:13 10982:9
10983:23 10984:20

early 10927:20 10953:12
10987:20

ebb 10883:7

ebbs 10962:5,6

economy 10984:22

effect 10974:1 10976:5

effective 10878:16

effort 10992:4

efforts 10957:8 10964:25
10967:9

eight 10857:19 10919:15

either 10866:13 10882:18
10929:11

elaborate 10974:24

Elcock 10906:22 10907:13,25
10908:8 10909:10 10981:10
10982:23

Elcock's 10907:21

electronic 10879:11

element 10869:15

elements 10867:10 10899:7
10960:19 10968:9

Elliott 10859:3

embarrassed 10915:23
10921:8 10922:1

emerged 10967:20,24 10977:9
10977:25 10986:13

emphasis 10978:16 10979:25

emphatic 10924:10

emphatically 10926:22

employees 10868:15 10871:17
10871:22 10920:21

encountered 10856:1
10862:23

encouraged 10907:8,16
10981:9,11

encouraging 10952:19

ends 10962:21

endures 10969:12

energy 10977:13,14

enforcement 10885:12
10984:23 10985:3

engaged 10957:13 10977:20

enjoying 10960:15,16

enquiries 10907:19

enriching 10991:4,7

ensure 10855:19 10878:16
10881:22 10961:5

entire 10856:22

entitled 10853:24 10854:4
10861:11 10892:8 10895:5
10895:7

environment 10885:21
10887:10

equivalent 10858:7,9

erroneous 10925:9

especially 10980:24

essentially 10868:23 10874:14

essentials 10900:14

est 10992:14

established 10871:1

establishing 10870:23

Establishment 10867:1
10879:5

et 10889:10

events 10941:21 10944:17

eventually 10859:2 10891:13
10898:14 10956:22
10969:23

everybody 10859:16 10937:1
10989:24 10991:20

evidence 10875:9 10915:18
10971:8 10977:5 10979:5
10981:18,18 10985:18
10991:15 10992:3,3,5

evolution 10860:18,21
10866:21

evolve 10892:5

exact 10859:6

exactly 10856:5 10867:8
10913:16 10944:25

EXAMINATION 10854:7
10966:7

examined 10989:18

example 10868:12 10886:18
10891:6,9 10961:19

examples 10889:7

exchange 10881:24 10896:25
10919:17

exchanges 10882:13

excluded 10896:2 10897:21

Executive 10859:9 10872:19

Exhibit 10854:3 10857:16
10889:23

existed 10986:9

existence 10899:17

exists 10875:24 10876:4,6
10970:4

expect 10938:4

expectation 10977:18

expectations 10978:4,7

expected 10887:25 10903:15
10926:6 10928:22 10946:19
10960:7

expects 10937:11

experience 10872:23 10873:2
10899:17 10914:24
10990:15 10991:5

expertise 10871:19

experts 10871:23

explain 10871:13 10875:12
10893:5 10899:21 10969:2

explained 10922:8

explaining 10905:5

explains 10907:21 10909:15
10910:8

explicable 10929:24

explored 10967:18

express 10874:9 10952:2
10991:12

expressly 10970:19

extended 10972:15

extenso 10960:21

extent 10867:3 10949:19
10961:17 10962:2,11
10974:20

extremely 10875:15

eye 10856:3

e-mail 10913:17 10917:25
10918:7 10919:7 10920:20
10921:6 10922:19,21
10936:16 10937:22
10938:18 10946:7

e-mails 10914:6 10966:21

F

F10911:14

facet 10928:8

facilitate 10947:9

facing 10856:24

fact 10860:13 10873:24
10882:11 10894:2 10899:21
10899:22 10909:9 10910:4
10910:8,12 10921:7,10
10928:7,8 10939:17
10946:23,23 10954:10,25




10955:13 10967:5 10970:8
10972:18 10980:21 10987:1
10987:9 10989:5

facts 10942:21 10945:19

Fadden 10860:16 10861:25
10877:18

failed 10875:18

fair 10919:5 10973:9
10987:18

fairly 10861:12 10871:18

familiar 10864:25 10884:22

family 10960:16

fantastic 10990:19

far 10931:1 10972:15
10983:17 10987:5

fate 10977:23

Fawnberg 10912:13

FBI 10885:19 10888:6
10916:2 10922:5

February 10857:4 10946:6,10
10947:7,14 10948:10
10950:5,9,22 10951:8

federal 10886:9

federation 10857:2

feels 10921:8

feet 10875:17

fellow 10930:13

felt 10967:8

field 10945:23,23

fifth 10869:5 10890:23
10891:15

figure 10943:2

file 10853:23

filed 10857:16,18 10889:3
10902:3 10949:22

final 10863:10 10901:8,14
10908:12,14,22 10909:16
10910:1,5,19 10981:15
10982:7 10983:15

finally 10879:13 10892:15
10907:17 10908:11
10958:12 10959:5

Finance 10867:10

financial 10968:12

find 10907:12 10920:21
10926:25 10943:13
10966:18 10977:11

finds 10906:23

fine 10939:20 10984:6

first 10856:9 10857:7,22,23
10864:20 10865:4,5
10868:1 10877:25 10880:9
10888:16 10889:24
10890:15,20 10891:23
10892:2,23 10896:18
10912:12 10918:9,15
10920:9,19 10924:25
10927:18 10928:9 10931:16
10932:15 10933:22

10934:25 10948:13 10950:6
10961:1 10981:7 10982:22

flagged 10922:16 10930:1

flagging 10943:18

floating 10962:8

flood 10915:1

flow 10883:7 10885:17
10961:7

flows 10962:6

flying 10875:17

focus 10875:6 10924:19
10968:18

focusing 10924:23 10967:25

follow 10933:21

followed 10886:12 10889:1
10980:20

following 10869:21 10913:22
10926:13 10932:23 10941:5
10960:2

follows 10947:8 10955:15
10957:4 10959:9

Food 10867:9

force 10912:25 10961:22,23
10961:24 10969:17

forces 10886:8

foreign 10854:14 10860:2,5
10863:6 10865:18 10866:23
10869:13 10870:14,16,17
10870:18,20 10871:25
10872:24 10873:4 10875:25
10876:9 10879:7 10897:9
10902:10,11 10903:10,15
10903:22 10904:7 10910:23
10912:18,20,21 10913:17
10915:22 10916:6,25
10918:23 10921:20,25
10923:11 10929:6,8
10938:1,3 10939:1
10942:14 10943:8 10948:18
10950:2,7 10951:3,25
10952:4,22 10955:1,4
10957:24 10958:9 10959:17
10960:4 10965:2,18,21
10979:20 10981:1

forgetting 10988:10

forgot 10957:1

form 10863:8,10 10892:14
10901:14

formal 10882:18 10883:1,2
10884:2 10960:7 10969:11

formalized 10969:24

formally 10884:5 10991:13,19

formed 10895:12

former 10965:4

forth 10911:5 10989:20

forum 10886:5

forward 10891:3 10911:16
10942:21 10952:6

Fothergill's 10991:1

four 10877:24 10895:8

fourth 10860:20 10861:11
10867:17 10906:1,12

frame 10944:2

frank 10889:19 10923:1
10925:3 10982:13

frankly 10864:25 10908:3
10937:6,11 10976:22

free 10885:17

freely 10980:10 10985:24

frequency 10882:8

frequent 10871:18

frequently 10858:13
10894:16 10914:24

Friday 10923:22

friend 10943:23 10974:14,20

friends 10964:11

front 10909:2 10918:25

fulfil 10876:20

full 10853:18 10923:15
10973:12

fully 10960:22

function 10861:21 10866:16
10870:4,7 10873:19
10879:15 10881:17
10885:16 10973:9,17

functions 10855:15,25
10861:25 10868:9,22
10877:25 10878:15

funded 10985:13

funds 10968:6

further 10883:13 10885:23
10892:6 10922:12 10927:4
10974:24 10985:19

furthermore 10957:19

future 10911:3

Fyffe 10859:9 10861:19
10872:18 10873:24
10874:21,25

Fyffe's 10872:7

G

Gar 10947:20 10955:21
10957:9 10964:9 10965:1,4

Garry 10883:18 10923:21
10924:10

Garvie 10955:11

gather 10968:25 10970:13
10982:25

general 10854:19 10868:21
10884:10 10918:24 10920:2
10929:15 10936:23 10952:6
10954:25 10957:14 10965:3
10965:5 10966:25 10969:16
10971:10 10974:4,8
10975:5,10,20 10976:19
10979:21 10983:20
10984:16 10988:1

generally 10865:23 10885:3

10895:17 10896:1 10922:21
10928:23 10979:18

General's 10866:25 10913:18
10913:20 10916:8 10919:10
10956:1

getting 10864:12 10898:13
10939:21 10950:18
10962:10

give 10862:22 10872:9
10876:14 10948:5 10963:18
10973:14 10974:23
10980:17 10992:5

given 10876:8 10925:24
10928:10 10959:3 10967:17
10970:13 10974:10
10976:19 10977:12
10987:15 10989:5

Glen 10953:8

Glenn 10957:20

Globe 10889:8 10905:9

go 10855:24 10856:7,8
10857:22 10859:23
10860:19,20 10863:11
10864:20 10865:14
10867:16,18 10868:4
10869:5 10872:2 10876:16
10880:4 10881:19 10885:23
10889:5,21 10890:22
10892:7,12,16,17 10893:12
10894:25 10898:14 10900:7
10900:21 10901:4,5
10903:8 10904:20 10908:19
10909:6 10912:4,5
10913:13 10914:5,10,11
10915:510917:18 10918:8
10927:14 10932:1 10938:8
10940:16 10942:21 10944:9
10953:2 10966:15 10967:8
10969:24 10973:12
10976:24 10978:23 10981:4
10985:19 10989:19
10991:18

goes 10873:11 10877:12
10898:7 10916:4 10945:5
10955:15 10957:4

going 10856:4 10857:7
10866:8 10875:19 10881:14
10883:4 10884:8 10888:12
10894:9 10912:11,12,22,25
10913:18 10921:23
10927:14 10931:3 10932:20
10938:19 10940:23,25
10941:3 10942:17 10943:7
10944:10 10945:18 10946:8
10951:19 10952:6 10956:6
10960:21,24 10962:21
10964:2 10974:21 10975:8
10976:9,12 10978:15,17
10980:2 10981:19 10983:13




10984:18 10988:3

good 10853:5 10869:4
10918:21 10943:23
10977:16 10983:6 10990:11
10990:12

Gould 10947:21

government 10856:6,25
10858:6 10868:25 10870:23
10871:20 10873:6 10874:10
10879:7,9,24 10881:18
10883:10 10901:1 10914:25
10938:7 10944:22 10949:4
10951:5,11 10952:13
10969:13 10970:23
10971:10 10980:7 10986:15
10990:25

governments 10979:20

Governor 10868:21 10907:4

Graham 10909:20 10911:25
10936:17 10951:3 10955:9
10982:12

Graham-Powell 10912:6
10921:9

great 10970:14 10973:18
10988:21 10989:25

greater 10951:10 10952:12

green 10857:24 10858:11,14
10859:23

Gregory 10859:9 10861:19

Grinius 10867:21 10869:9

ground 10962:4

group 10870:8 10872:21

guarantee 10896:4

Guelph 10854:13

guess 10898:12 10911:12,13
10921:9 10977:4

guidance 10879:8 10881:4
10971:9 10973:6

H

h 10853:4 10931:10,12
10992:15,16

half 10878:9 10931:4 10990:3
10990:23

halfway 10892:17 10932:2

hand 10853:15 10901:5
10967:10

handed 10992:9

handwritten 10930:15
10953:6,23

happen 10935:23 10976:9
10985:12

happened 10888:17 10938:11
10942:7 10943:3 10967:14
10967:18 10980:22

happening 10875:18 10878:8
10884:4 10897:7 10921:19
10935:22 10937:23 10982:2
10984:14 10985:16 10986:6

10986:7

happy 10964:12 10974:23

hard 10886:6

Hardy 10913:19

Harvey 10919:21

headed 10856:16

headquarters 10905:14

heard 10869:19 10875:9
10978:15 10988:21

hearing 10988:11 10992:12

hearings 10977:10 10981:20
10989:24 10991:14,20

Heatherington 10955:22

held 10932:7 10947:14
10955:6,7,7 10957:23
10958:9 10961:12

Helen 10955:25

help 10940:18 10974:14

helped 10969:20

helpful 10919:18

Hey 10923:15

hierarchical 10859:14

high 10973:7 10983:25

highlighted 10913:21

highly 10873:7 10961:16

high-level 10870:24 10875:7
10875:15 10881:13
10973:11

Himelfarb 10862:9,11
10863:4

hoc 10869:17 10870:5
10918:20 10939:7 10968:14
10968:20 10969:1,3,7,14,19
10970:9,15 10971:2
10972:6,25 10977:6

hold 10924:5

holding 10975:21

holdings 10896:23,23
10900:14 10927:25

Homeland 10907:1

horizon 10934:24

hosts 10868:11

hour 10894:18 10901:22
10931:3

House 10903:15 10918:24
10920:23

HQ 10905:13

huge 10870:6,7 10881:16

human 10968:12

|

TAS 10859:11 10872:7,18
10875:5,15,25 10876:10
10880:2,7 10912:22
10930:22

IBET 10886:4 10985:1,17
10986:7

IBETSs 10885:25 10886:18
10984:20

ICSI 10880:17 10881:15
10882:3 10883:2

idea 10881:10 10895:14,23
10908:4 10927:3 10934:15
10934:25 10942:18
10957:10 10962:8,15,17
10965:7,10

identified 10934:1 10941:15
10946:12

identify 10858:21 10901:7

identity 10871:3

ill 10863:13

illegal 10985:13

imagine 10974:3

immediately 10940:16
10945:9

immense 10976:4

Immigration 10867:5

impact 10960:7 10962:3

impetus 10889:14

implication 10935:17 10943:3

implied 10894:13 10988:16

imply 10920:2

importance 10970:4

important 10861:12 10928:6
10928:8 10970:23 10986:14

impose 10959:1

impression 10875:16

Improving 10951:4

inaccurate 10909:18 10910:2
10926:23 10983:3

inappropriate 10929:22
10982:2,16,23 10983:2

incident 10887:14 10961:2

included 10864:18 10913:2

including 10854:21 10856:25
10885:19 10899:10 10901:1

inconsistencies 10902:14

increase 10886:17

increased 10885:13 10887:7

increasing 10887:11

increasingly 10887:21

independent 10967:7

independently 10896:21

Indian 10961:25

indicate 10871:5 10891:18
10905:23 10906:5

indicated 10857:23 10858:22
10933:8 10953:15,25
10954:12 10987:21
10988:13

indicates 10860:4

indicating 10861:11

individual 10887:15 10957:6
10964:24

individuals 10858:4,12
10871:4 10884:13 10952:23

Indonesia 10854:23

indulge 10990:24

indulgence 10989:16

inevitably 10902:21

info 10923:24

inform 10896:19 10921:2

informal 10881:24 10882:24
10883:1,25 10884:3

Informally 10883:5

information 10873:1 10876:1
10878:3 10884:1 10886:10
10886:13,19,23 10887:1,6
10887:24 10892:25 10893:9
10893:11,12 10894:8,11
10895:18 10896:15,16
10897:1 10898:14,16
10899:1,9 10900:3,8,10,20
10900:24 10901:1 10903:19
10909:5 10916:2,13
10921:11 10922:5 10923:3
10924:4 10925:8,11
10926:1 10927:12 10929:17
10929:21,25 10932:22
10943:14 10944:6 10954:2
10954:16 10961:7 10974:6
10975:21 10976:6,9
10978:16 10979:14,16,19
10980:2,10,25 10985:22,24

information-sharing 10888:4
10974:1,12 10975:17
10977:22 10979:9

informed 10884:11 10899:16
10907:7 10924:22 10981:8

informing 10903:13

informs 10891:9

infrastructure 10882:6

initial 10946:5

initially 10877:18 10953:14
10953:25 10954:12

initiate 10864:4

initiated 10863:19 10936:1,1

initiates 10863:15

initiative 10946:16,19
10949:12 10955:6 10956:5
10957:12 10966:10 10967:7

initiatives 10968:10 10969:21

inner 10866:22 10867:2

input 10923:21

inquire 10943:13

inquiries 10906:14 10922:13

inquiry 10855:21 10885:1
10967:22 10989:19 10991:6

Inspection 10867:9

Inspector 10947:17,18,19
10955:18

instance 10871:7 10877:4
10881:23 10883:15
10884:20 10889:4 10915:2
10930:22

institutions 10978:19

insufficient 10924:4




intelligence 10853:9 10855:1
10859:1,10 10861:23
10864:16 10865:18 10866:6
10866:18,22 10869:13
10870:17,18,21,23 10872:7
10872:11,12 10873:1
10875:7,10 10877:16
10878:5,19 10879:8,14,19
10880:13,16,23 10881:2,5
10885:11,18 10887:18
10888:5 10895:8,19
10897:9 10928:4 10930:22
10939:14 10957:21
10959:23 10963:1 10966:2
10984:23

intended 10933:10

interact 10873:24 10881:25

interaction 10876:19
10882:10

interagency 10928:2,15
10955:17

interdepartmental 10879:17
10880:15 10920:2,7
10932:6

interest 10889:12 10894:6
10944:3 10953:16,17,20,25
10954:9,12,19 10963:6

interested 10866:19 10972:21
10982:20

interfacing 10876:20

international 10932:12
10975:25

internet 10857:5 10877:10

intervene 10933:15 10935:4
10935:22 10936:18 10987:4

intervening 10921:13

intervenors 10991:4

intervention 10960:8

interview 10924:9

intolerable 10886:22

introduction 10856:11

inverted 10912:19

investigation 10884:23
10892:22 10894:3 10899:7
10899:18,24 10901:17
10925:16 10927:5 10983:19
10983:21 10984:10 10985:7
10985:9

investigations 10884:12
10898:20 10929:18 10961:5
10984:17,18

investigators 10984:11,12
10985:20,21,25

invited 10928:15,19 10946:23

involved 10870:22 10877:6
10930:22,23 10935:18
10936:24 10937:5 10955:9
10955:10,11 10971:14
10984:11 10988:24

involvement 10927:15
10930:19 10943:11
10948:15 10959:3

involving 10983:21 10985:4,8

ironical 10858:17

irrelevant 10910:2

ISD 10934:6 10939:17,19

ISI 10928:2 10929:7 10932:19
10939:15

issue 10889:12 10891:10
10895:21 10909:22
10913:22 10918:4 10919:16
10922:15 10929:11,12,12
10935:24 10936:6 10938:10
10938:13 10940:2 10941:13
10941:14,19 10942:10,11
10943:12 10945:21
10949:17 10951:4,14,22,23
10951:25 10952:17
10956:15 10966:23 10975:4
10975:19 10981:21
10982:12 10983:7

issued 10956:22 10959:7

issues 10856:24 10862:19,20
10862:21 10867:4 10926:7
10944:7 10961:18 10967:16
10967:17 10969:23
10970:20 10972:9,12,13,16
10972:20 10973:1,11
10974:2,17 10976:15,18,22
10976:23 10977:9,21,25
10978:10 10986:16 10989:7

is/was 10924:6

item 10891:10

items 10866:7 10881:14

1&S 10873:15 10874:7

I-C-S-1 10883:2

i.e 10924:3

J

Jacques 10918:1,9,11,15

James 10947:21

January 10855:1 10857:21,23
10859:1 10965:21

Jim 10939:11,12,16 10940:1
10940:13 10941:1,3
10945:17

job 10881:15 10937:6
10952:21 10954:5 10962:4
10971:20 10990:10

Johansson 10992:24

John 10971:17,24

joined 10854:13,23

joint 10925:15 10956:6,16
10957:11 10958:1,8,24
10965:1,8 10966:11
10967:7 10984:17 10985:8

Jonathan 10932:18 10935:1
10937:22 10947:22

journalist 10922:10

July 10956:22 10959:7
10960:14,19

Justice 10867:9

justify 10980:22

K

K 10919:8

keep 10977:7

Kennedy 10916:21 10919:9

key 10870:10

kind 10893:4 10895:18
10897:1 10914:21 10974:9
10991:11

knew 10954:9 10964:1

know 10859:6 10864:6
10871:2 10875:16 10876:4
10876:6,12 10884:18
10897:8 10899:6 10902:25
10907:17 10908:10,10
10909:14,23 10910:8
10917:2,9,10,13,15,16
10919:23 10922:7 10923:15
10927:20 10928:14 10929:2
10929:3 10935:9,10,25
10936:2,4 10954:9
10962:14 10963:24 10976:7
10979:12 10981:14 10982:5
10982:16 10983:18
10984:14 10985:23 10986:8
10989:17

knowledge 10885:21 10888:6
10888:19 10891:25
10896:19 10907:20,24
10928:9 10930:18 10956:11
10956:15 10963:6 10980:6
10983:19,20 10988:25
10989:6

knowledgeable 10875:23

known 10859:11 10894:15
10984:2

Kuwait 10854:20

L

lack 10918:5 10942:6

language 10872:22

Lara 10990:5

larger 10937:7

Larry 10940:15 10941:12,23
10945:11

late 10965:20

Laughter 10964:3

Lauzon 10947:19

Laverdure 10859:25 10860:9
10863:6 10904:7,14
10912:22 10959:20

law 10885:11 10978:17
10984:23

Lawrence 10853:6,17,19,25

10854:5 10858:25

laws 10887:2

lawyer 10918:12

le 10853:3 10992:15

lead 10882:13 10913:25
10926:1 10927:12,17
10957:18 10965:24

leadership 10959:19
10977:17

leading 10949:16 10967:11

leaks 10967:22

learn 10888:17 10906:20
10915:23 10922:1

learned 10888:24

leave 10956:12

leaving 10956:16

left 10859:6 10967:14,19,24

legally 10975:22

legend 10858:11

legislated 10937:8

legislation 10881:14 10973:4
10976:23 10980:15

legislative 10968:10

length 10982:4

letter 10956:16,21 10957:10
10957:11,17 10958:1,8,24
10959:7,12,21 10965:1,8,11
10965:14,25 10966:11
10967:7,21 10988:23

let's 10858:21 10865:22
10868:1 10869:5 10872:2
10874:22 10876:16
10884:21 10902:1 10908:19
10911:23 10917:18 10918:8
10940:16 10943:12
10951:22

level 10854:19 10862:4,7
10863:25,25 10872:20
10873:11 10881:20
10883:11,12,12,12 10884:7
10885:7 10887:20 10902:23
10911:18,19 10927:11
10929:20 10931:1 10939:6
10951:15 10966:15,22,25
10973:7 10974:7,8

levels 10883:10 10886:8
10927:11 10966:22

liaise 10866:4

liaison 10868:19 10881:23
10883:9 10898:9,10

liked 10967:17

limited 10873:9 10985:18

line 10864:4 10894:19
10928:7,8 10950:4
10951:17 10953:11
10975:20 10979:1

lines 10892:15 10894:17
10919:19 10948:25 10976:1

linking 10915:19




list 10913:3

little 10901:24 10921:10
10942:16

live 10942:10

Livermore 10934:5,11,21
10935:25 10938:19 10940:9
10940:24 10943:19,22
10945:4,16 10947:16

Livermore's 10935:13

loan 10871:23 10918:12

Loeppky 10883:18 10911:24
10921:15,15 10922:23
10923:2,15,21 10924:17,25
10925:6,14,21 10926:5,20
10927:6,8

long 10963:24 10964:4

longer 10909:8 10960:15

longueur 10937:2

look 10861:6 10864:24
10904:2 10974:10 10985:19

looked 10972:11

looking 10920:16

loop 10882:23 10883:1

loose 10962:21

Lorne 10991:3

lost 10950:18

lot 10887:17 10889:11
10967:16,17,20,21
10980:14,18 10984:20
10985:11,12 10989:6

lundi 10853:3

Lynda 10992:24

L'audience 10853:3 10992:14

M

M 10885:23

machinery 10969:12

Maher 10916:14 10933:9

Mail 10889:8 10905:10

main 10861:17 10877:24

maintained 10887:22

major 10989:7

making 10924:21 10935:2
10940:4 10954:11 10955:2

Mall 10990:8

man 10915:19

manage 10866:7 10872:14

managed 10947:1

management 10857:1
10858:12 10863:24 10864:7
10873:4,19,25 10881:1
10891:10 10894:20
10927:10 10942:13,20
10961:15 10962:1

mandate 10857:9 10860:7
10865:25 10866:5 10868:2
10869:10 10870:7 10872:10
10873:14 10875:8 10876:21
10876:22 10923:14

10972:15 10976:23
10977:10 10991:9

mandates 10875:11 10887:2
10937:8

Manley 10869:20,24 10907:1
10907:4,15 10909:11
10971:17 10972:14
10977:15,19 10978:3,8
10981:24

Manley's 10971:25 10977:5
10979:2

mantra 10942:20

March 10946:9

mardi 10992:15

margins 10883:6 10930:14
10936:3 10939:4

Marlys 10991:3

material 10895:13 10920:16
10959:22

matter 10873:23 10907:16
10909:11 10911:4,7,8
10944:13 10946:12 10947:9
10960:11 10964:22 10991:7

matters 10856:25 10878:5
10907:2 10967:23 10968:4
10968:7 10971:11,14
10986:22 10989:3

matter-of-fact 10941:24
10945:12

mean 10873:15 10876:4
10894:4 10910:13 10966:18
10972:20 10976:6 10981:17
10983:15 10985:18
10987:15

meaning 10944:19

means 10983:14

mechanism 10869:17
10882:10,20,22

mechanisms 10881:21

media 10889:11,13 10913:12
10913:21,25 10914:18
10944:22 10948:25

mediator 10936:24

meet 10858:13,19 10882:4
10916:9 10937:9 10972:8
10972:11,19

meeting 10868:11 10882:3,5,8
10906:16,25 10911:24,25
10912:6 10913:11,24
10914:14 10915:13
10916:24 10917:3,5,7,9,11
10917:13,16,24 10919:12
10919:14,23,25 10920:3,7
10920:10 10921:9 10928:2
10928:16,24 10930:14
10931:21 10932:6,23
10939:7 10941:6 10946:9
10946:11,20 10947:4,7,14
10948:1,20 10951:25

10952:21 10955:17 10956:3
10956:5 10958:8

meetings 10882:2,2 10883:7
10884:5 10936:3 10954:23
10955:5,9 10957:2,23
10958:5

meets 10868:10

member 10869:25

members 10863:19 10868:24
10878:18 10971:4

membership 10970:10

memo 10864:10 10892:14,14
10895:13,19 10898:24
10899:22 10901:8,15
10905:23 10906:5,6
10908:2,13,23 10910:4,5,19
10950:1 10951:2 10953:3
10954:22 10960:17 10964:9

Memorandum 10875:24
10958:15

memory 10917:23

memos 10897:18,24

mention 10957:1

mentioned 10866:13 10888:9
10892:2 10910:13 10952:19
10982:9 10983:23

mentions 10955:11

merited 10905:19

message 10904:11 10918:15
10926:16 10932:2,15,15,16
10943:4

met 10924:11

methods 10886:7

me/pull 10900:17,18

MFA 10918:19

middle-level 10887:21

millennium 10887:14
10969:17,18,21 10975:20

mind 10886:18 10942:7
10962:19

Minister 10856:15 10858:7,10
10860:3,12 10862:7,19,24
10863:5,7,12,17,18 10864:6
10864:10 10868:11,21
10874:6,15,16 10877:20
10878:2 10879:1,3,22
10883:12 10884:18
10889:16 10890:21 10891:7
10891:12,23,24 10892:5
10894:10 10897:25 10898:8
10898:15 10899:14 10901:9
10902:8,18 10903:7,10,13
10903:15 10904:11 10906:6
10906:10,25 10907:3,10
10911:22,25 10918:23
10920:17 10921:3 10923:4
10929:16 10930:1,7,12
10932:25 10933:17
10936:17 10938:5,6

10939:1,6,13 10948:17
10950:1 10951:2 10952:4,7
10955:1,4 10959:11
10965:2,12,16 10969:18
10970:11,17 10971:2,17,19
10971:23 10982:12

Ministerial 10883:11

ministers 10868:13 10869:18
10879:22 10880:18
10920:23 10921:3 10930:13
10937:8,9 10939:5
10948:22 10965:9 10974:18
10980:16,17

Minister's 10856:20 10959:7

minutes 10901:22

mission 10934:3 10943:8

Mm-hmm 10895:10 10905:25
10906:19 10912:23 10914:1
10915:14 10940:22

modification 10860:23

moment 10857:11 10876:8
10923:22 10939:3

moments 10990:2

Monday 10853:2 10916:24

money 10973:5

Monsieur 10975:16 10982:4
10983:24

month 10877:13

months 10915:17 10967:6

morning 10853:5,7 10918:1
10919:16 10992:10

MOU 10875:23

move 10884:8 10888:12
10902:1 10911:23

movement 10985:5

multifaceted 10968:15

multiple 10945:22

municipal 10886:9 10961:23

municipalities 10961:24

Myra 10955:22

mysterious 10856:3

N

name 10853:18 10859:24
10888:17 10891:16

names 10859:17

national 10855:6 10865:17
10866:24 10869:14,15
10870:14 10872:24 10879:2
10879:3 10886:24 10887:25
10897:10 10961:4 10968:6
10971:11 10972:9 10975:1
10975:24 10984:17 10985:7

native 10916:18

natural 10972:8,11

nature 10875:20 10897:5
10960:9 10974:21 10984:4
10984:21

nearly 10915:16




necessarily 10897:10
10900:11 10937:1

necessary 10868:8 10889:5
10909:20 10927:8

need 10884:18 10886:3
10897:8 10923:3 10952:12
10961:3 10968:12 10970:18
10973:24 10978:23

needed 10883:25

needs 10864:6

need-to-know 10873:9
10897:5,10 10900:13,23
10901:2

negative 10924:1

neither 10941:24 10945:12

neophytes 10969:2

network 10915:21

Neufeld 10883:20 10963:4

never 10930:25 10971:15,15

new 10888:2,9,15 10889:9
10916:21 10924:11 10966:9
10968:18 10969:1

Newly 10853:24 10854:4

newspaper 10921:21
10924:23 10925:10

nine 10918:1

nomenclature 10858:4

normal 10895:18 10897:18
10913:6 10928:21 10946:21
10959:15 10966:15
10970:12

normally 10926:4,8 10928:21
10962:25

North 10886:25 10975:19

notations 10958:15

note 10889:15 10891:7
10892:4,10 10896:8,13
10899:14 10901:19
10902:24,25 10903:6,8
10905:19 10906:9 10911:21
10918:23 10921:2 10930:15
10936:20 10942:22,22
10953:22,23 10992:9

noted 10905:8 10919:11

notes 10855:20 10873:20
10874:2 10892:24 10903:5
10911:3 10918:18 10919:14
10953:6,8

November 10857:21 10912:1
10912:6 10916:11,24
10917:20,24 10921:16,16
10922:23,24 10927:16,20
10927:20,21 10928:4,15
10931:21 10932:2,7,16
10933:4 10934:12,13
10935:15 10938:20
10941:10 10942:9,9

nuanced 10926:18

number 10854:20 10857:17

10871:4 10886:18 10890:14
10907:2 10915:9 10948:5

(0]

oath 10853:16

obtain 10958:23

obtained 10927:23

obvious 10974:11

obviously 10884:22 10892:14
10894:4 10911:8 10917:12
10918:3 10919:2,22
10921:6 10924:16 10926:2
10928:6 10929:5 10961:8,9
10967:23 10971:19
10978:15 10989:3 10991:17

occasion 10882:18 10937:3

occasioned 10907:19

occasions 10874:4,5

occur 10884:10 10898:1
10929:15,16 10930:5

occurred 10861:13 10876:13
10912:1,6 10935:14
10946:10

occurs 10862:23

October 10864:10 10889:9,10
10895:9 10902:6 10905:7
10906:14,17 10916:16

offered 10941:16

office 10854:24 10855:13
10856:14 10857:14
10858:15 10861:21 10866:3
10866:25 10868:15
10871:11,17,19 10881:16
10883:9 10913:18,20
10914:24 10919:10
10930:12 10948:19 10956:1
10964:25

officer 10918:15 10932:19

officers 10873:5 10881:23

offices 10858:4 10868:14
10947:15

officials 10879:23 10915:17
10915:22 10916:6 10921:25
10953:14 10980:7 10983:8
10985:4

Oh 10969:5

okay 10859:8 10865:14,19
10873:13 10884:20
10888:21 10892:6 10894:1
10897:16 10901:4,13
10905:3,22 10906:1,12
10908:19 10909:6 10910:15
10911:10 10913:10 10917:8
10917:18 10918:14
10920:15 10921:23
10929:14 10931:19
10935:12 10943:10 10944:9
10945:4 10947:3 10948:7
10949:21 10950:16,23,24

10954:21 10956:10,14
10964:5 10967:15 10977:3
10983:4,16 10984:15

Oman 10854:21

once 10991:14

ones 10863:23

ongoing 10961:15 10962:10
10985:6

Ontario 10853:1,1

open 10977:7

openly 10985:24

operating 10937:1

operation 10870:4

operational 10856:24
10862:20 10875:14,20
10877:1 10884:16 10926:10
10929:10,17,21,24 10931:1
10935:24 10963:2 10971:14
10974:7 10984:4 10986:22

operationally 10877:6
10930:6

operations 10865:11,12,15,20
10865:24,24 10867:21,24
10868:2,6 10869:7
10872:16 10877:2

opinion 10986:25

opportunity 10983:8
10991:24

opposed 10875:20 10979:4
10985:6

opposite 10980:13

ops 10897:11

oral 10863:2,3 10900:18
10963:17 10991:15

Orally 10930:13

order 10859:14 10905:18

org 10857:18 10858:22
10860:16,18,21 10867:17
10872:3

organisations 10886:7

organization 10853:10
10883:13

organizations 10881:3

original 10872:3

Ottawa 10853:1,1 10885:6,6
10887:19 10889:9 10905:9
10915:11,19 10918:2,3
10919:1 10953:20 10975:24
10982:14

outcome 10917:13,17

overall 10880:11 10881:1,10
10973:6

overnight 10961:10

oversee 10879:14

oversight 10971:9 10980:15

overview 10855:10,14

o'clock 10918:1 10919:15
10992:9

P

P 10911:1

page 10856:8 10865:7,15,20
10867:17 10868:5 10869:5
10871:5 10877:14 10880:5
10890:23 10891:15
10892:17 10901:14 10909:3
10909:7 10912:12 10914:5
10914:8,10,11 10918:25
10948:11 10950:6 10953:10
10960:25 10981:7

pages 10864:21 10865:5,6
10876:17 10877:8 10953:5

paper 10919:13 10920:11

paragraph 10856:9 10892:18
10916:4 10919:6 10925:24
10926:12 10934:1 10940:21
10944:11 10964:10,24

Pardy 10947:20 10950:2
10953:3 10955:8,21
10964:9 10965:4 10966:11
10967:6 10988:23

Pardy's 10957:9 10965:1
10966:15

part 10853:9 10861:24
10870:3 10882:9,19,21
10883:24 10885:20
10895:12 10951:20 10952:7
10974:18 10977:10,18
10983:24 10986:17

participants 10931:22

participated 10957:15

participating 10984:12

participation 10985:9

particular 10925:8

parties 10934:8 10935:19

partners 10883:9

Pastyr-Lupul 10955:23

patience 10989:23

Paul 10919:8,9 10933:2
10938:22,23,23 10940:13
10941:11,25 10945:13,15
10990:16

Paul's 10941:21

Pause 10956:23

PCO 10853:10 10855:14,25
10856:2,4,6,13 10857:6,8
10857:11 10858:4 10860:24
10861:13 10862:18,25
10863:19 10864:11
10868:17 10874:14
10877:10 10885:16
10889:22 10895:2 10896:16
10896:20,22 10897:23
10898:4 10899:13 10900:12
10901:2,5 10902:2 10912:4
10912:11 10913:14
10914:14,16,20,24 10917:1
10918:14,17 10923:6




10926:9 10927:25 10928:15
10928:23 10930:7,19
10933:15 10934:8 10935:4
10936:23 10937:5,7,11,15
10937:16,20 10941:6
10942:1 10945:6 10946:18
10947:2,23 10949:15,16,19
10952:2,14 10954:8,10
10955:8,10,11,14 10956:5,9
10956:12 10957:5,7,15,20
10958:2,21,25 10959:3
10962:22 10964:24
10965:10,14,23 10966:16
10967:1,8,12 10979:25
10983:18 10986:17

PCO's 10913:25 10927:15

peer 10860:9,9

peers 10870:22

people 10858:18 10867:12,20
10871:6 10874:3 10883:21
10887:17,23 10893:25
10897:13 10903:4 10909:19
10930:10 10934:14
10961:20 10967:1 10975:18
10979:12 10985:5 10988:12

perceive 10979:4

perceived 10970:18 10979:3

perfect 10961:19

perfectly 10889:19 10925:3

period 10857:22 10864:21
10865:6 10877:19 10903:2
10903:8 10918:22 10967:25

periods 10857:20 10864:19

person 10873:9 10894:6
10910:3 10954:19 10958:14
10963:5 10967:19 10971:20

personal 10855:19 10888:16
10943:11

personally 10983:23

personnel 10876:2,9 10882:12
10947:25

persons 10953:19

phone 10883:5 10884:3
10900:19,20 10923:19
10930:14 10936:3

physical 10868:16,20,24

pick 10884:3

picture 10923:16 10945:24

piece 10900:25

pieces 10899:8

Pillarella 10927:21 10928:3
10929:4 10932:20

pinch-hitter 10990:6

place 10881:22,23 10882:3,7
10883:11 10885:8,24
10886:12 10888:2,10
10896:15,17,25 10911:18
10914:15 10917:5,14
10972:23

places 10881:9

plan 10948:24

plane 10937:2

planes 10916:21

planned 10933:11

play 10943:6 10946:19

players 10870:10

playing 10860:6 10914:20

plays 10880:24

please 10853:13 10857:16
10881:11 10906:9 10917:19
10918:16 10931:8 10940:7
10940:10 10964:17
10992:11

pleasure 10991:17

plus 10858:14

PMO 10868:17

point 10860:15 10868:19
10869:16 10878:15 10913:8
10914:7 10919:20 10929:10
10947:6 10951:13 10953:11
10979:11,24 10991:16

points 10915:3 10961:2

police 10855:6 10886:8
10953:13 10961:22,23,24

policy 10856:23 10860:2,5
10862:20 10863:6 10866:15
10870:15,17 10872:14,15
10873:20 10878:5 10880:12
10881:4 10884:6 10893:3,7
10902:10 10903:22 10904:7
10911:1 10912:18,21,21,21
10959:17 10965:22
10973:11,14 10976:14
10977:20,25

policy-related 10876:23

political 10881:20 10884:6
10887:10,20 10920:1
10929:20 10971:9 10973:6

pops 10969:23

portion 10870:7,14 10983:25

portions 10866:23,23,24

pose 10876:25

position 10872:20 10876:5
10907:21 10944:19
10961:12 10978:22

positioned 10859:19

positions 10859:17

possession 10855:21 10928:1

possibility 10943:6

possible 10981:18

post-9/11 10885:21 10886:14
10888:3,11

potential 10884:13

potentially 10893:8 10894:9
10894:10 10898:14
10989:17

pour 10992:15

Powell 10911:25 10916:1

10922:4 10944:23
Powell-Graham 10915:13
practice 10959:16
Prague 10941:1,4
precedes 10945:10
precious 10990:10
precise 10876:15
premiers 10868:12
preoccupied 10977:16
preparation 10884:6

10895:13 10896:7 10965:24
prepared 10864:11 10865:1,3

10891:6,19 10892:24

10894:17 10895:22

10901:22 10903:7,21,22

10910:4 10937:5 10953:3

10959:21
prepares 10893:1
preparing 10895:18 10897:23

10897:24 10899:13 10903:7

10992:5
presence 10885:6 10946:20

10949:16 10955:14 10956:4

10989:25
present 10884:14 10928:23

10947:7 10991:2
presently 10855:5
President 10959:13 10965:13

10965:15
press 10888:20,24 10889:3

10892:15 10917:6
pretty 10934:18 10982:13
previous 10956:14 10990:7
previously 10857:18
primarily 10869:16 10870:21

10873:4 10972:11 10986:19
Prime 10856:15,20 10860:3

10860:12 10862:19,24

10863:7,11,17,18 10864:5

10864:10 10868:11,20

10874:6,15,16 10878:1

10879:21 10884:18

10889:16 10890:21 10891:7

10891:12,23,24 10892:4

10894:10 10897:24 10898:7

10898:15 10899:14 10901:9

10902:8,18 10903:7,12

10904:10 10906:6,9

10907:3,9 10911:21

10920:17 10921:3 10923:3

10929:16 10930:1,7,11

10959:6,11 10965:12,16

10969:18 10970:11,17

10971:2,17,19,23
Principally 10867:20
prior 10882:5 10982:10,11
priorities 10870:24,25

10881:2
prioritize 10968:4

priority 10970:23

privilege 10991:8

privileged 10990:21

privy 10854:24 10855:13
10856:13,17 10857:13
10858:15 10861:20 10863:5
10866:3 10868:15 10871:11
10871:16,18,22 10873:4
10880:19 10883:8 10897:7
10898:6 10914:24 10916:9
10930:12 10948:19
10959:14

probably 10856:1 10891:12
10893:25 10897:13
10901:22 10928:20
10969:24 10970:1,16
10976:8

problem 10909:25 10943:18
10967:12 10974:5

problems 10973:25 10974:12

procedure 10959:16 10989:21

proceedings 10990:3 10991:2

process 10862:23 10863:16
10864:7 10866:7 10882:24
10891:5 10893:5,6 10896:1
10896:6,25 10921:1
10947:2 10952:8 10988:21
10989:20 10990:1 10991:8

processing 10879:11
10897:17

produced 10896:21,22

produces 10879:18

product 10874:11,14 10982:7
10983:15

profoundly 10963:2

Project 10884:24

prolonging 10989:9

prominent 10889:12

proper 10976:6

properly 10976:11

proposal 10955:6 10958:1
10962:7

proposed 10934:22 10957:10
10957:17 10965:1 10986:25

protecting 10977:23

protesting 10983:9

protocols 10896:14 10897:3

provide 10866:11 10868:9,10
10868:12 10873:3,18
10948:21 10971:9 10973:18

provided 10873:20 10894:9
10900:22 10913:22
10915:18 10916:13
10925:11 10928:5 10947:10
10958:18

provides 10879:6 10880:10
10881:3

providing 10878:2 10902:18
10929:20




provinces 10961:22

provincial 10868:12 10886:9
10961:21

PSAT 10869:17,21 10874:19
10881:16 10882:5 10883:4
10939:4 10947:1 10968:18
10968:22

public 10854:18 10855:12
10856:21 10857:17
10862:12 10869:18
10872:25 10886:21,21
10968:23 10970:19
10981:20

public's 10856:3

published 10915:12 10960:18

pull 10864:2 10890:1 10906:7

pulled 10863:22,23 10866:13
10889:19

purpose 10971:8 10989:8

purposes 10923:13

pursue 10965:7

push 10864:3,4 10890:1
10900:16,18,25 10905:20
10905:21,24 10906:5,6,10

pushed 10863:21 10866:13
10889:18

put 10878:10 10894:6
10927:19 10974:21 10978:3

P-132 10914:3,7

P-134 10931:17 10932:1
10936:16

P-182 10917:19

P-183 10946:5

P-238 10949:22

P-239 10981:4

P-317A 10950:11,22

P-33 10857:16 10872:3

P-42 10889:6 10915:6
10948:2

P-48 10889:23

P.M 10904:15 10905:23

10954:15 10961:11 10964:2
10969:10 10970:2 10975:5
10978:3,14 10979:9
10986:2 10988:9

questioned 10921:4

questioning 10979:1 10989:9

questions 10856:23 10911:20
10920:18 10926:5 10942:4
10960:21 10963:20 10968:2
10973:23 10974:21 10975:9
10977:8 10979:10 10981:23
10989:12,14

quickly 10912:3

quite 10889:12 10980:13
10991:5

R

Q

Qatar 10854:21

QP 10902:24,25 10903:4,5
10918:18,22 10921:2
10942:22

quality 10866:8 10881:18

Quenuelle(ph 10914:12

queried 10910:9

query 10904:20

question 10854:10 10884:11
10892:23 10893:16
10894:14,14,22 10900:1
10903:2,8,14 10914:19
10918:22 10920:24
10925:21 10926:3 10928:10
10929:15 10930:16
10936:23 10937:15

raise 10907:4,16 10909:11
10983:12

raised 10943:12 10951:14
10952:11 10974:11,17
10982:12 10983:7

raising 10907:10 10981:12,24

ramped 10885:9 10888:11

range 10879:20 10944:7
10982:15

rank 10859:16

rapport 10883:22

rare 10930:3,4

rarely 10873:24 10897:14

ratcheted 10882:7 10886:14

rationale 10913:23

RCMP 10855:7 10866:24
10868:20 10871:9,25
10882:18 10883:17 10885:4
10885:19 10888:5 10892:22
10894:4,6 10898:2,10,20,25
10899:11,12,16,24
10900:12 10901:17
10906:18 10910:7,9
10916:1 10918:6,12,17
10920:1 10921:10,20
10922:4,17 10923:23
10924:6,10,17,20,22
10925:6,10 10926:6,23
10927:9 10928:3 10929:2
10934:8 10946:12 10947:20
10954:18 10955:19,20
10957:15 10960:20 10961:4
10961:13,19 10962:16
10967:9 10987:9

RCMP's 10884:23

reached 10854:18

reaction 10929:20

read 10856:9 10865:8
10876:5 10894:21 10908:1
10908:4 10922:19 10923:20
10924:22 10932:17 10938:9
10938:17 10945:9 10947:6

10951:18 10955:13
10956:21,25 10964:7,10,12
10964:17,22

reading 10899:5 10947:9

reads 10892:19 10947:8
10965:3

real 10969:6

really 10857:10 10860:8
10898:12 10908:10,16
10928:25 10954:5,19
10962:13 10963:18
10969:10 10976:24 10978:9
10986:9 10989:8

reason 10899:21 10983:11

reasonable 10983:11

reasons 10913:23 10982:15
10982:21 10983:6 10984:5

recall 10887:14 10889:17
10925:3,7 10934:20
10949:9 10958:6 10987:5

receive 10882:17 10897:4
10934:17

received 10916:1 10922:4

receiving 10873:10 10874:11

recessing 10931:9

recipient 10874:2

recognized 10975:18

recollect 10906:10 10963:7

recollection 10888:19
10910:16 10928:13
10947:24 10949:14
10954:17 10956:18
10962:25 10963:6 10985:20
10988:9,11,16

recommendation 10909:10
10951:10 10959:10 10961:9
10961:10

recommendations 10878:4
10948:12 10949:7,8
10950:7 10951:9 10952:12
10960:2

recommended 10952:3
10954:23,24

recommending 10907:14

reconcile 10967:9

record 10894:4 10947:6
10955:13 10956:21 10957:1
10964:10 10987:19 10990:2
10990:13

recorded 10901:16

records 10958:2

redacted 10853:25 10854:4
10871:4 10892:9 10905:17
10912:9

redactions 10940:5 10942:17
10942:24

refer 10854:9 10858:16
10866:17 10876:17
10889:22 10890:2 10895:15

10896:6 10914:3 10920:6
10931:16 10934:1 10938:14
10938:16 10950:19

reference 10880:2 10881:9
10894:1 10909:7,9,15
10912:510916:23 10919:2
10923:18 10931:25 10932:3
10933:22 10935:13 10941:9
10946:9 10950:9,10
10951:21

referred 10869:9 10872:6
10886:15 10893:1 10896:3
10921:2 10931:22 10950:21

referring 10897:19 10922:14
10922:20 10935:1 10944:21
10960:19 10988:4

refers 10906:13 10918:3
10919:13 10920:11

reflect 10864:18 10927:25

reflection 10857:13 10909:19

reflects 10865:20 10890:14
10961:15 10962:5

reform 10874:23

refresh 10917:23 10929:1

regard 10870:11 10898:1
10910:16 10921:14
10922:13 10924:17,18
10942:5 10943:16 10952:3
10954:11 10955:14,15
10957:9 10959:4 10960:22
10973:23

regarding 10906:24 10959:25

regardless 10980:10

region 10885:6

REGISTRAR 10931:8
10992:11

regular 10883:22,23,23
10970:5

relate 10867:4

related 10855:20 10941:23
10945:11 10946:13

relating 10857:1

relation 10965:1

relations 10945:24

relationship 10923:11

release 10955:2

released 10889:8

relevant 10853:8 10861:8
10866:5 10886:24 10887:24
10894:11 10921:11
10929:10,13 10948:25
10952:25

reliability 10930:20

remained 10875:2

remaining 10874:14

remember 10906:7 10923:1
10932:5 10952:9 10963:9,9
10963:17

remind 10927:18 10931:20




10974:14

removal 10909:15

removed 10909:23,24

reorganization 10861:13

replace 10990:7

replaced 10859:3,5

replacement 10859:7

replies 10983:24

reply 10908:17

report 10912:8 10955:11

reported 10860:13,16
10867:13,20 10874:21,25
10907:21 10939:15,18

reportedly 10906:15

reporting 10859:18 10861:19

reports 10856:14 10873:3
10889:3,4 10895:5,6,19,23
10925:10

reprend 10853:3

reprendre 10992:15

represent 10858:2,14
10859:19

representations 10955:2

representatives 10933:5
10955:21,24

represented 10946:24

Reprise 10931:12

reproduction 10915:11

requested 10863:24

required 10881:17 10974:24
10977:13

research 10927:10

reservations 10961:25

resolution 10911:11

resources 10885:4,13
10886:15 10968:7,12
10970:15 10973:19

respect 10960:5 10979:8
10991:20

respecting 10905:10

respond 10903:9 10920:17

responding 10946:4

response 10888:3,4 10904:19
10904:24 10905:4 10959:3
10968:15,16 10975:15
10978:13

responses 10913:12,25
10914:18

responsibility 10900:6

responsible 10872:18
10878:25 10885:11 10898:5
10930:6

Ressam 10887:15 10975:19

rest 10991:15

restricted 10974:22 10978:9

result 10887:9

resume 10992:10,13

resuming 10931:11

retain 10962:2

retired 10854:14

retirement 10855:2 10960:16

Revenue 10867:6

review 10854:11 10855:25
10864:9 10865:2 10877:22
10881:14,19 10892:7
10893:22 10912:3

reviewed 10918:4 10950:14
10951:8 10958:17 10960:20

revolution 10875:19

Reynolds 10947:17 10955:19

Re-examination 10989:13

Richard 10947:18

Rick 10947:17 10955:18

Ridge 10907:2,5,16 10909:12
10971:25 10972:19
10981:25

right 10853:15 10855:3,8
10858:24 10859:12,24
10860:1,19 10861:2,9,14
10862:5,8 10865:13,21
10867:22,25 10869:23
10870:2,12 10874:12,20
10875:4 10876:24 10877:3
10878:20,23 10879:12,25
10880:3 10881:7 10882:15
10891:17,20,21 10893:21
10893:24 10895:3 10898:17
10900:22 10901:12 10902:4
10902:12 10903:24,25
10904:3,5,9,18,22 10908:21
10908:24 10909:13
10910:20 10911:2,6,9
10912:14 10913:1,4
10919:4 10920:13 10923:7
10923:17 10935:5,7,16
10936:22 10938:24 10939:2
10939:8 10941:3 10945:25
10962:10 10967:15,19
10970:22,25 10971:5,6,12
10971:13,24 10972:2,7,14
10972:17,18 10973:8,13,16
10973:21 10979:23 10981:2
10986:20 10987:2,6
10991:25

right-hand 10861:7

rigid 10887:23

Rires 10964:3

rise 10992:10

Ritchie 10870:10 10946:8,10
10946:24 10947:1,23
10949:8,12,20

road 10886:11 10887:4
10978:18

Robinson 10953:8,23
10954:10,13 10957:20
10958:6,13

robust 10985:14

rogue 10960:19

role 10856:6 10859:3 10860:6
10867:11 10880:25
10914:20 10935:24
10938:13 10940:3 10942:7
10942:15 10943:14 10944:5
10946:18 10957:18
10972:24 10977:6 10978:7
10979:2,3,4,5 10986:17

roles 10862:18 10900:8

Ron 10860:14 10861:19
10909:4 10947:19

route 10967:12

routine 10982:25

row 10859:24

Roy 10947:18

rules 10886:11 10887:4
10978:18 10979:13,25
10980:1,8,22,23

running 10969:20

R.P.R 10992:25

S

safety 10869:18 10970:19

saw 10908:18 10954:18
10976:3 10982:6 10988:10

saying 10864:5 10898:19
10903:9 10920:20 10935:10
10935:11 10940:8 10954:13
10954:14,16 10992:1

says 10856:11 10871:3
10877:22,24 10880:6,9
10903:5 10907:6 10910:21
10915:15 10916:5 10919:7
10920:20 10921:24
10932:21 10933:14 10934:2
10935:14 10939:24 10940:6
10941:5 10944:12 10945:5
10946:13 10947:12
10953:11 10960:25 10961:1
10981:7

scenario 10914:21

schedule 10933:20

scheduled 10906:25 10957:22
10958:4

scheduling 10866:9

Science 10854:12

scope 10874:10 10934:19

Scott 10955:22

se 10855:17 10888:13
10931:15 10978:8

seated 10853:22

second 10859:24,24 10864:21
10865:11 10867:23
10878:14 10880:7 10882:11
10890:23 10891:14 10905:5
10916:4 10919:6 10921:6
10931:17 10940:17,20
10944:11 10948:23
10960:25 10981:16 10983:5

seconded 10871:6

secondees 10983:25

secondment 10871:7,8,8,9

secret 10902:23

secretariat 10856:19
10859:10 10864:16,19
10865:9 10869:8 10870:21
10871:21 10872:8,13
10880:7,8,10,24 10882:16
10897:6,8,12 10903:21,23
10918:13 10957:22
10959:18,24 10965:23
10966:3 10984:5

secretariats 10866:3
10871:20 10880:6 10883:8

secretariat's 10970:15

Secretaries 10858:6,8

secretary 10853:8 10854:25
10856:17 10858:25
10859:18 10860:4 10861:22
10872:21 10874:4 10877:15
10877:20,22 10880:20,22
10892:3 10897:6 10915:25
10922:3

sector 10869:7,11 10880:14

sectors 10865:10

secure 10900:20

security 10853:9 10854:25
10858:25 10861:23
10864:15 10865:11,17,20
10865:24 10866:6,18,21
10867:1,4,24 10868:2,5,9
10868:10,13,14,16,20,24
10869:1,14,15 10870:14
10872:11 10873:10
10877:15 10878:4,18
10879:5,9 10880:13,16,22
10884:14 10885:11
10886:24,25 10887:17,25
10897:4,10,11 10900:22
10901:3 10907:1 10939:14
10945:23 10957:21
10959:23 10961:4 10966:2
10968:4,7,23 10971:11
10972:9 10975:1,24
10984:1,5,18 10985:7

security-related 10951:5,12

see 10855:5 10857:24
10858:24 10859:17
10860:17 10871:3 10881:8
10884:5 10890:21,24
10892:10 10895:1 10897:14
10897:22 10901:13,18
10902:5 10905:18 10910:5
10914:2,12 10918:25
10930:25 10932:3 10939:20
10941:15 10969:16 10975:4
10975:12 10979:7 10983:6
10985:15 10986:1 10989:8




seek 10925:4

seen 10862:17 10874:19
10928:13 10949:10
10951:19 10989:9

selected 10873:5

Senator 10965:19

sending 10957:11

senior 10858:12,15 10862:12
10864:7 10873:3,5,18,25
10879:23 10887:20 10891:9
10894:19 10920:1 10933:5
10942:13,20

seniority 10858:18

sense 10860:10 10862:22
10871:12 10872:4,9
10925:13 10930:11
10936:15 10976:17

sent 10894:23 10916:18
10965:11

sentence 10892:18 10910:19
10920:9,20 10945:9
10981:5,6 10982:5,6
10983:3,14

September 10854:24
10860:22,23,25 10861:7
10864:20 10865:6 10874:24
10888:15 10916:20

series 10914:6 10945:22
10987:14

servant 10862:12

service 10854:14,18 10856:21
10879:16

services 10855:6 10946:13
10960:3

share 10886:9 10887:24
10911:15 10980:10 10984:3

shared 10873:25 10886:20
10887:7 10894:15 10921:11
10926:8 10927:12 10939:10
10939:25 10961:13
10962:15 10975:22
10976:10,11 10979:14,16
10979:20 10980:2 10985:24
10990:15

shares 10893:11

sharing 10876:1,2 10885:18
10886:12,23 10887:1
10893:10 10896:15 10974:5
10976:1,6 10978:16
10980:1,25

shift 10876:8

shop 10872:14

shorter 10901:25

shortly 10864:9

show 10918:21 10987:24
10988:2

shown 10989:23

shows 10858:12 10860:16
10894:4

side 10861:7 10883:6 10924:3
10936:7 10953:22

sign 10955:1 10959:11

signature 10863:12 10891:1,2
10909:2

signed 10865:2 10890:24
10908:4 10940:15 10965:2

significant 10968:10
10985:16 10986:5

silo 10974:1 10976:5

silos 10887:22 10984:4

similar 10858:5 10951:7

Simon 10990:25

simply 10914:19 10947:8
10964:7

sincerely 10989:22 10990:2

Sinclair 10947:21

sir 10986:5

site 10857:5 10877:10

situation 10891:10

skills 10872:22

slight 10902:20

society 10984:22

SOLGEN 10918:17

Solicitor 10866:25 10913:18
10913:19 10916:7 10918:24
10919:10 10920:1 10954:25
10956:1 10957:14 10965:3

Solomon 10932:19 10935:1
10947:22

Solomon's 10937:22

solve 10967:12

SOL-GEN 10916:25
10918:19 10919:15,20

somebody 10863:12,24
10910:6,6 10926:15
10933:13

somewhat 10874:8

sorry 10870:19 10890:17
10893:15 10902:25 10906:3
10914:9 10915:8 10934:13
10941:2 10948:4 10950:8
10950:17 10956:24 10962:6
10963:13

sort 10923:10,12 10935:18
10937:11 10942:20 10943:1
10969:12,22

sorts 10969:15

sought 10925:24 10939:9

soul-searching 10976:8

source 10856:20 10895:18
10896:13 10963:11,14,18

sources 10893:12

sourcing 10892:25 10898:13
10898:15,18 10899:1

spans 10857:20

speak 10881:11 10921:15
10922:15 10932:10 10935:4
10986:16

speaking 10895:17 10922:23
10934:6 10938:12

speaks 10857:12

specific 10868:8 10869:11
10877:2 10884:12,12,21
10888:1,7,23 10974:7
10975:7,9

specifically 10864:14 10868:3

specificity 10885:8

specifics 10976:13 10977:9

spectrum 10856:22

speculate 10927:2 10983:14
10988:4

spent 10973:19 10992:4

spoke 10911:13 10919:8
10924:17 10934:12
10938:22

spoken 10906:24 10909:20
10984:20

spokespeople 10915:3

spokesperson 10949:3

spread 10961:20

staff 10858:16 10864:1
10871:20 10983:24,25
10990:18

stand 10853:14 10931:8
10992:11

start 10863:8 10885:1
10887:8 10966:9,22
10975:17 10992:8

starting 10953:11 10987:20

starts 10966:23

state 10875:18 10915:25
10922:3

stated 10899:22 10953:17
10988:16

statement 10878:22 10881:6

statements 10944:24
10987:10

States 10887:16 10889:2
10905:12 10916:17
10938:12 10942:8 10976:7

status 10925:5

staying 10882:23,25

stenographer 10947:10

steps 10924:16

story 10924:20

streams 10865:17 10869:13

strict 10897:3

strokes 10976:19 10977:20

structural 10861:12

structure 10855:15,25
10857:11 10860:24
10864:15,18,25 10866:14
10873:14 10874:22 10883:3
10883:25 10885:17
10887:23 10969:22 10970:5

structures 10885:8 10886:11

subject 10918:2 10941:7

10946:12,25 10958:7
10991:6

subjects 10879:21 10945:23

submitted 10893:20

subsidiary 10938:12

substance 10961:9

successor 10989:4

suffering 10977:23

suggest 10943:13 10967:8

suggested 10892:15 10903:16
10914:17 10977:14

suggesting 10942:13 10986:4
10987:11

suggestion 10966:17

suggestions 10987:20

suggests 10913:24

summarize 10905:4

summary 10927:23 10928:10
10930:17 10948:12

superior 10982:24

support 10869:16 10870:4
10878:1

supported 10965:14

supporting 10881:16
10959:22

supportive 10952:17

supports 10880:14

sure 10876:5 10885:12,25
10889:25 10891:3 10894:12
10898:3 10899:3 10902:16
10908:17 10910:10 10917:4
10923:2 10924:21 10925:9
10937:19 10942:20,23
10944:6 10951:16 10964:13
10964:19 10969:9 10975:3
10978:20 10981:17,20
10982:5,10 10983:17
10989:19

surprise 10913:8 10940:14

surprising 10966:19 10977:11

suspect 10899:7 10943:14

suspected 10885:5

Suspension 10931:10

switched 10916:20

sworn 10853:12,13,17

syndrome 10900:17

Syria 10915:20 10916:18
10927:16 10928:11
10931:16,24 10932:10,20
10933:7 10934:4,22
10943:9 10945:3 10956:7
10965:13,15,20 10987:1

Syrian 10927:24 10932:11
10955:3,3 10959:12
10965:17

Syrians 10928:5 10934:16
10944:7 10987:12 10988:13

system 10893:10

systematically 10900:11




systems 10886:7

S&I 10864:15 10865:23
10867:13 10873:15
10877:23 10880:6,7,10
10884:11 10891:19 10902:9
10903:21 10913:2 10928:14
10928:22 10960:17,25
10968:9,13

S&I's 10865:25

T

T 10938:22,23

tab 10854:9 10855:24 10856:7
10864:13,18 10867:17
10876:16 10889:4,6,7,24
10890:9,10,14,18,19
10892:7,7,17 10898:23
10901:6 10902:1 10904:20
10908:20,20 10910:19
10912:510913:13 10914:3
10914:4,7 10915:6
10931:17,17 10932:1
10933:25 10936:16
10938:15,16,18 10940:21
10942:12 10944:10 10953:2
10960:13

table 10873:2 10952:23

tabs 10895:1,1 10896:12,19
10938:16 10948:3

take 10853:15 10858:23
10874:22 10877:5 10883:11
10887:12 10896:16
10898:15,19 10911:18
10914:15 10931:5 10934:24
10942:12 10967:11 10981:4
10987:17 10990:1

taken 10910:1 10971:19
10981:15

talk 10865:22 10911:15
10937:9 10941:18 10944:16
10951:22

talked 10941:11

talking 10915:3 10941:14

Task 10912:25 10969:17

team 10871:14 10990:11,12
10990:22,25 10991:1,3

tel 10907:18

telecommunications
10879:10

telephone 10900:21 10908:7
10935:13

tell 10869:10 10875:22
10895:11,16,22 10896:11
10911:10

ten 10992:8

tend 10863:3 10871:24
10872:23 10873:7 10875:14

tends 10873:8

tenure 10961:11 10962:15

10978:1

term 10884:21

terms 10860:6,18 10867:13
10870:4,14 10875:5
10876:1 10877:1 10878:15
10880:8 10881:13,18
10882:8 10883:19 10884:15
10884:17 10885:17
10886:12 10887:4 10888:1
10891:5 10893:14 10896:1
10896:6,15,25 10897:17
10898:13 10899:1 10907:13
10912:10 10914:17
10921:19 10928:6 10930:19
10937:18 10939:13 10946:3
10946:12 10947:3,6
10949:15 10950:18 10951:6
10951:9 10952:10 10956:10
10959:5 10960:11 10962:3
10974:4 10975:5 10979:22
10982:13 10983:8 10984:16
10985:17 10989:20,20
10991:5,6

territory 10985:8

terrorism 10885:14 10886:17
10929:11 10932:12 10944:5
10948:16 10970:19
10975:18 10985:13

terrorist 10915:21 10946:4,14

Tessaro 10990:6

testified 10955:8,10 10973:24
10981:14

testify 10986:23

testimony 10855:11 10857:19
10869:20 10946:2 10979:3
10986:13 10988:20

text 10959:8

thank 10853:21 10854:17
10855:4,9,23 10857:15
10859:22 10877:21
10878:14 10890:11 10900:5
10915:7 10931:7 10947:11
10950:25 10963:19,21
10966:4,5 10989:10,22
10990:2,4,5,8,14,25
10991:10,21 10992:2,3

thanks 10890:12 10964:5
10991:12,18

theme 10876:18

themes 10975:10 10986:13

theoretical 10974:8

Thibeault 10933:2 10938:23
10941:11

Thibeault's 10944:12

thing 10890:20 10893:4
10974:9 10988:19

things 10910:1 10928:17
10943:6 10954:24 10967:20
10969:15 10974:6 10976:3

10977:24 10979:19
10985:12

think 10857:12 10864:5
10868:7 10885:22 10889:5
10920:19 10921:17 10933:1
10933:3 10940:18 10942:1
10943:15 10945:1,6
10960:10 10961:14 10962:4
10967:19 10968:5,19
10976:4,21 10978:2,12
10984:25 10985:2,10,18
10986:12,18 10987:18
10989:24 10990:11,20
10991:13,18

thinking 10990:16,16,17,17

third 10858:23,24 10865:20
10892:8 10925:24 10949:2
10953:11 10956:19
10983:10

Thirdly 10878:24

Thomas 10853:17,19

thought 10886:22 10952:24
10961:10 10982:1

thoughts 10943:11 10945:17

threats 10884:13,13,17

three 10864:21 10865:5,5
10871:23 10902:6 10914:6
10959:2

thrown 10980:9

Thursday 10905:7

tides 10962:5

tie 10962:20

tied 10925:15

tight 10894:17

time 10853:8 10861:12
10864:19,21 10865:6
10866:21 10867:5 10869:16
10884:11,12 10885:2,5,15
10889:13 10892:20 10894:2
10894:7,15,17 10904:11
10908:8 10911:16 10913:8
10924:15 10928:5 10936:12
10937:9,10 10942:8
10943:12,22 10944:2,2
10945:3 10946:16 10949:12
10952:4,14 10956:9
10958:10 10962:8 10967:25
10970:3,24 10975:19
10976:20 10977:12,16
10992:4

times 10889:9 10987:11,16
10988:7

timing 10866:9 10936:18
10937:18 10942:2 10945:7
10945:19 10960:6

title 10960:25

today 10878:6,8 10884:22
10902:3 10916:10 10934:10
10992:7

today's 10918:20,24,25

told 10926:23 10970:14
10987:11

Tom 10907:1

tomorrow 10992:8,10

top 10863:16 10868:24
10892:10 10903:5 10909:2
10932:1

topic 10946:1

topics 10975:11

totally 10873:21 10886:22
10930:3

touched 10934:4,7

transmitted 10945:17

Transport 10867:9

travel 10931:24 10932:10

travelling 10863:14

trend 10975:20 10976:1

tried 10967:6,11

trip 10927:16 10931:15
10934:22,24 10935:19
10936:11,18 10937:16,21
10962:22,23 10987:1

true 10882:16 10953:24,24
10954:14 10981:17,22

truly 10990:21 10991:4

truth 10942:21

try 10856:4,5 10922:15
10986:15

trying 10923:9 10941:18
10943:2 10976:16 10988:19

Tuesday 10992:13

twice 10924:18 10934:12

two 10863:2,21 10864:19
10865:10,17 10867:20
10869:13 10871:23
10875:11 10878:8 10880:6
10889:23 10893:12
10897:13 10901:23 10902:8
10915:16 10925:14
10931:16 10935:13
10938:10 10943:6 10954:22
10955:5,20,24 10965:9

type 10897:14

types 10863:2,21 10976:14,17

typical 10871:11 10891:6,9

TZEMENAKIS 10964:6,23
10974:13 10989:11

U

UAE 10854:22

ultimately 10874:15

unaware 10919:12 10920:10
10920:14

uncertainty 10938:13

unclassified 10903:17

unclear 10942:16

underline 10919:24

understand 10859:2 10860:22




10862:2 10864:17 10865:9
10875:6 10896:11 10898:19
10921:19 10922:14 10924:2
10924:5 10940:18 10948:8
10953:7 10960:14 10968:3
10976:2 10992:1

understanding 10856:2
10875:24 10928:7 10938:11
10944:2,18 10963:12,15
10978:22 10985:23

understood 10887:3,22
10907:3 10926:14 10963:10
10971:7 10988:20

undertaking 10947:5
10955:14 10956:20,25
10959:8 10964:8 10966:17

undertakings 10959:2,5
10960:11

unhappy 10938:4

unheard 10937:4

unique 10991:5

uniquely 10863:4

unit 10893:3 10930:23

United 10887:16 10889:2
10905:12 10916:17
10938:12 10942:8 10976:7

University 10854:13

unknown 10892:20 10894:2
10894:18 10899:23
10901:16

unsigned 10891:16

Updates 10933:20

USA 10941:19

use 10875:16 10898:4
10903:13

useful 10931:23 10932:9
10989:8

usefulness 10960:6

usual 10913:5 10914:20
10942:19

usually 10858:13

U.S 10907:1 10913:22
10915:17 10916:14
10923:23 10924:3,7
10925:16 10943:2 10944:14
10944:21 10983:8,9
10984:10 10985:21

U.S.A 10941:15

v

variety 10895:4

various 10868:17 10915:4
10987:11

Veena 10990:16

version 10890:15 10898:24
10901:8,25 10908:13,14,15
10908:23 10909:16 10910:1
10941:20 10944:16 10948:9
10981:15

versus 10962:11

vice 10855:5 10880:21

vice-Minister 10965:18

view 10899:25 10929:11
10941:16,21 10942:2
10943:20 10944:12 10945:6
10961:12 10973:3 10981:23

views 10940:12 10943:25
10952:3

virtually 10858:5 10882:16

visit 10915:24 10922:2
10933:7,9,12,18

visited 10965:20

vitae 10969:16

voice 10986:16

volume 10887:6 10889:24
10890:4,5,6 10915:7

volumes 10889:24

vouch 10982:7

W

wake-up 10887:17

Waldman 10963:23,25
10964:1,4 10966:6,8,14,24
10967:5,15 10968:17,22,25
10969:6 10970:3,8,13,22
10971:1,7,13,16,24 10972:3
10972:7,13,18,24 10973:8
10973:14,17,22 10974:25
10975:6 10976:2,25
10977:3 10978:6,25
10979:8,23 10980:5,21
10981:3 10982:18 10983:4
10983:16 10984:6,9,15,25
10985:15 10986:3,11,20,23
10987:3,7,25 10988:6,18
10989:2

want 10855:19,24 10865:2
10867:18 10868:4 10871:12
10872:4 10876:18 10889:19
10899:14,15 10914:10
10926:15,24 10932:14
10937:4 10968:3 10975:7
10978:13 10981:4 10983:17
10987:12,21 10988:13,17
10989:4 10991:12

wanted 10902:17 10923:14
10925:9 10933:23 10944:5
10981:23 10988:23 10990:1

Washington 10887:19
10975:23

wasn't 10882:21 10894:15
10909:19,24 10922:19
10936:6 10938:6 10943:17
10944:15 10945:1 10956:9
10973:1 10976:6,10
10977:10 10982:18
10983:15

water 10941:22 10944:13

way 10856:11 10871:15
10874:9 10878:10 10894:6
10912:2 10927:19 10930:23
10932:13 10938:7 10941:24
10943:15 10945:12
10977:12 10991:19

ways 10979:17

Wednesday 10906:16
10932:7 10941:8

weekly 10858:19

weeks 10889:1 10916:3
10922:6 10990:7

week's 10915:24 10922:2

well-informed 10899:15

went 10891:3 10894:24
10901:8 10902:8 10908:15
10910:5 10911:16 10936:17
10950:1 10970:15 10985:18

weren't 10984:7,9 10987:4,25

western 10885:12

we'll 10938:17 10964:21

white 10857:25

wide 10879:20

wider 10874:9

window 10980:9

wing 10870:21

wish 10989:22 10990:8,13

wished 10924:12

witness 10855:13 10974:15,22
10978:5 10979:5 10989:18

wonder 10978:23

wondering 10964:7 10976:14
10977:17 10983:6

word 10898:4

wording 10898:7 10900:1
10903:18 10988:22

words 10863:17 10903:12
10904:14 10962:13

wordsmithing 10898:11
10952:8

work 10873:15,16 10874:11
10874:13 10898:11
10918:16 10930:25
10949:16

worked 10863:10

working 10870:22 10886:8
10927:10 10949:19 10956:9
10991:17

works 10938:7

world 10885:9 10887:18

worth 10938:6 10945:1

worthwhile 10944:15

wouldn't 10921:21 10935:23
10971:14 10980:22

would've 10962:12

wow 10969:5

Wright 10939:11,12,16
10940:1 10941:4 10945:17

writing 10918:7

written 10863:3,8,18 10892:3
10900:19 10921:18
10930:11 10953:7 10963:17

wrote 10953:8 10958:14

Y

year 10857:6 10990:3,22

years 10871:23 10878:9

yellow 10861:4

yesterday 10934:9

York 10888:15 10889:9
10924:12

York's 10916:21

4

Zach 10919:14

A

a10853:4 10931:10,12
10992:14,16

0

00 10992:16
03 10853:4

1

110854:9 10865:7 10890:4,6
10 10913:13 10931:10,12,17
10933:25 10938:16,17

10940:21 10944:10
10992:16

10:00 10992:14

10:30 10931:3

10:31 10931:9

10:45 10931:11

11 10912:5 10953:2 10992:15

11th 10956:22

11:52 10992:12

12 10955:18 10957:25
10960:13

12th 10889:10 10955:8,15
10957:2 10959:4

15th 10912:1,7 10915:13
10921:16 10922:23

15-minute 10931:6

16th 10889:10 10906:17

17th 10905:7 10906:14

17,000 10961:20

18 10933:4

18th 10864:10 10895:9
10905:24 10915:12
10916:11,24 10917:19,24
10921:16 10922:24
10932:16

19th 10932:2

1969 10854:14

1986 10854:19

1988 10854:22

1992 10854:22,23




1996 10854:23

1997 10854:24

1999 10855:1 10857:5
10877:12

10914:12 10953:5
4th 10927:22
4510931:12

5

2

210856:8 10861:20,21
10864:13,18 10865:6,15
10867:17 10890:5 10892:17
10901:14,25 10914:4,4,5,7
10915:7 10927:8

20th 10934:13 10935:15
10938:20 10941:10

2002 10857:21,23 10859:1
10860:22,23 10861:7
10864:20 10865:6 10874:23
10888:16 10895:9 10927:16
10927:20,22 10938:20
10942:9

2003 10854:15,16 10855:2
10864:22 10867:18
10878:13 10946:6 10947:15
10951:4 10953:4 10954:5
10955:18 10956:22
10957:25 10958:16 10959:7
10960:14 10965:21

2004 10857:21

2005 10853:2,4 10992:13,16

209 10915:6,10

21st 10902:6 10904:4
10934:12 10935:15

23rd 10860:25 10861:7
10874:25

24 10867:14 10954:5
10956:13

2510867:15

28 10947:14 10950:9

28th 10946:6,10 10947:7
10948:10 10950:5,22
10951:8

29 10853:2,4

510871:5 10895:2 10896:12
10896:19 10906:21
10958:16

5th 10953:4 10954:22

52 10992:15

6

3

3 10855:24 10856:7 10865:7
10876:16 10901:6 10914:8
10914:10,11 10934:1
10953:5,10

3rd 10946:9

30 10992:13,15

30th 10960:14,19

30,000 10875:17

3110931:10

317 10948:6

317A 10948:3

340 10854:2,3

4

410889:24 10890:10,19
10892:7 10898:24 10914:8

6 10895:2 10896:12,19
10902:1 10906:21

6th 10927:20 10928:4,15
10931:21 10932:8

7
7 10895:2 10896:12,20
10904:20 10948:11,11
7th 10950:3 10951:3

8

8 10876:17 10877:8,14
10908:20 10910:19
10931:17 10932:1 10936:16
10957:24

8th 10916:16 10955:7 10957:2
10959:4

80 10889:4,6

9

910853:4 10876:17 10877:8
10938:15,16,18 10942:13

9/11 10869:22 10881:15
10882:3,7 10885:9,24
10887:7,8,13 10888:3,4,10
10968:5,5,9 10973:25
10974:12 10975:17,18
10976:3 10980:8,21

9:03 10853:3

90 10889:7




