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MICHELLE DOUGLAS AND 
HER MAJE TY 'I'I·m QUEEN 

In my l$tter of 1 March 1 1 (p rt of my re pon e 
tote Douglao-epecif'c und_rtakings) I did not ddr as 
Brigadier-General Munro's reply o ueat'on 46 on page 15 
of the transcript. How ver, on revi w, I boli v som 
cl ification is desirable. F rther, my r ponse to 
quest'on 49 is pot ntially misle ding. 

It i uncle r from question 46 whether Ma Sachs was 
seeking d statement of the curr nt pol'cy cone ·ning 
in~estigations, the policy a~ · wns in 198B an 1969. or 
Doth. General Munro' eapoose oe not id n ify the tim 
frame to which 1t pplies. 

In _()88 nd 1989 ' comlll.anding off"cer who ad 
~ea on to believe that a memb~r of the Can~dian Forces had 
commit eo a homose ual act wa r quire o ·nve tigate and 
d term'n the fact of the matter . This •ction was 
requir a y CFAO 19-20 (E~hibit l1 T b 46) a am n d by 
the message ADM(Pe ) 019 is ued lOlBOOZ FEB a (Exhibit 1, 
Tab 50) . If hat investigation t nde to d bet ntiate the 
oelief, the com~an in9 officer Wa9 thP.n obliged to c 1 it 
the loca Special Inveatiq tion Uni (STU) to 1nvestiga te 
further. That gen r 1 policy w·s ill in effect in 
October 1990 when General unro ~ppear d for discovery~ 
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HoweVeJ.'", unbeknow t Gene 1 Munro, e inv 1gation of 
bomosexudl ty had b ••' mov. from th. m n~ eo the SIU 
on 29 Augus 1990 (uee roemorand1m at Sera 9 to my tter 
of 22 March 1991 reupo di g tu th common Charter 
isau s). Thu , alth ugh a comm nding officer was still 
obliged to call in the local sru, after 29 August 1990 the 
SIU would not h~ve undertaken n investigation into 
alleged "omosexuality p r . On 21 November 1990, thie 
oblig tion for the commanding officer to oall in the local 
SIU was cancelled by a message from the Aa~;~istant D puty 
Mini t$r (Personnel) (see S r' 1 10 to my letter of 
27 March 199 ). Moreover, that message requires a 
commanding officer to refer to specified staff at National 
Defence Headquarters be£ore co noinq a y formal 
investigation into alleged homosexuality, Th t policy 
remains in effect. 

Turning now to my response to qu stion 49, I 
advised that in 1988 and 1989 CFAO 19~20 required a 
comm nding officer to investigate any report th~t a member 
of he Canadian Forces is a homosexual. That statement 
was not factually correct. In 1988 and 1969, CFAO 19y20, 
as amended by them sage of 10 February 1986 (see above), 
only required a commanding o fioer to inv sti9ate if ther 
was reason o believe that a member had co~mitted a 
homoe xual act, As stated above, if th ~ investigation 
tended to substantiate the belief, th co~manding officer 
1"as then obliged to call in the local SIU to investigate 
furthar. 

You will note that in the above comments I have 
om tted any reference to ''openly eel red" homosexuals and 
to real or imagined breaches of security. These were not 
elements of the polioy in 1988 and 1989 and they are not 
elements of the poli~ today. 

As we discussed last week, I hope th·s 
cl rification will be h lpful. If not helpful, I hope 
that it will not be too damaging. 

cc. 

Yours truly, 

~~~ 
George L. Loqa 

Di~ ctor Personnel 
Policy 2 
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