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IN THE FEDERAL COURT OF CANADA 
TRIAL DIV SIO 

BETWEEN: 

MI HELLE DOUGLAS 

- and -

MA STY mE QUEEN 

AN WERS TO UNDERTAKJ GS 0 THE EXAl\fiNA 10 
DISCOVERY 0 BRIG. GE . MUNRO (DO G 

ITELD OCTOB R 26. 1990 

Page 1 5, Que tion 46 

T-J -90 

Plaintiff 

Defendant 

Q. Where there is a suspicion of homosexuality, are inve tigation conducted by the 
.I.U., or at least in 1988 or 1989? 

A It is unclear from question 46 whether Ms. Sach was eelGng a ' tatement of the 
curr nt policy concerning investigation the p licy a it wa in 19 and 9 9 or 
both. General Munro's response does not identify the tim frame to which it 
appli . 

In 198 and 19 9, a commanding officer who had reason to believe that a mem er 
of the Canadian Forces had committed a homo exual act wa required to inv stigate 
and determine the facts of the matter. This action w r quired y C AO 9-20 
(Exhibit 1, Tab 46) as am nded by the message ADM (Per) 018 i sued 01 OOZ 

B 86 ( hibit 1 Tab 50). If that investigation tend d to ubstantiate the belief, 
the commanding offic r was then obliged to call in th local Sp cia! fnv stigation 
Unit ( .l. .) t inv tigate further. That gen ral policy was still in effect in 
Octob r J 990 when Gener I Munro appeared r discovery. 

owever, unknown t General Munro, the investigati n of homosexuality had been 
remov d from the mandate of the S.l.U. on August 29, 1990 (see Tab 12 of 
answer to common undertaking ). Thu,, although a commanding offic r was stiJI 
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obliged to can in the local S.I.U., after August 29, 990, the S.I.U. would not have 
undertak n an inve tigati n into alleged homo exuaHty per se. On ovember 21, 
1990, this obligation for the commanding officer to call in he local S.I.U. was 
cancelled by a message from the Assistant Deputy Minister (Personnel) (see Tab 
13 of the answ rs to common undertakings). Moreover, that me sage requires a 
commanding officer to refer to pecified staff at National Defence Headquarters 
before c mm ncing any formal investigations into al1eged homo exuality. That 
policy remains in effect. 

Page 16. Question 49 

Q. In 1988 or 19 9, would a person who did not declare him or herself to be a 
homo xual, but wa suspected of being a homo exual nece -arily e the ubject of 
an S.I.U. investigation? 

A. The re ponse inltially given to this question in the answers to th Dougl p cific 
und rtaking that in 19 and 9 CFAO 19-20 requir d a ommanding officer 
to investigat any r port that m mb r of the Canadian orces is a homo exual 
is not factually c rr ct. In 19 and 1989, CF AO 9-20, as amend d by the 
m ssage of February 0 19 6 (s e above), only required a commanding officer to 
inve tigat if there was reason to believe that a member had committed a 
homosexual act. As tated above if that inve tigation t nded t 

elief the commanding officer was then obliged to all in th 
investigat further. 

Any referenc to "openly declared" homosexuals and to real or im gin d breach s 
f ecurity has been omitted ince the were not el ment of th policy in 19 

and 19 9, and they are n t elements of the policy tad y. 

002456 

AGC-2024_0002 


