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The following brief comments are the joint views of
Foreign Services and "A" Operations regarding the draft
prepared by the PCO concerning the establishment of a Security
Review Board.
2. The PCO draft concisely outlines the historical
considerations and the three main areas that must be considered
in the establishment of such a Board. These ares

1) Areas of Jurisdiction
2) Method of Establishing
3) Powers

3* Rather than provide a critically detailed examinationof this draft, we feel it would be more meaningful to you if
we confined our views to the three main areas above.

AREAS OF JURISDICTION

The Security Service would favour one Security
Review Board which would be responsible for the
three areas, namely Personnel Security cases,
Immigration and Citizenship. This would ensure
necessary expertise and a consistent uniform
approach to all cases that would not otherwise
be obtained by a fragmentized piece meal situation
as suggested by the PCO’s draft.
METHOD OF ESTABLISHING

Statistically we do not foresee a great
many cases being presented to this Board and as
a result we would question the need for a full y’
time Board. Rather we would think a Board could
be appointed on an ad hoc bases, but nevertheless,it still should be created by legislation for the
stated reasons in the PCO’s draft and also to
avoid the potential of political persuasive abuse.
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There seems to be some ambiguity in this
area, in that it has been suggested that the
Review Board would be set up to offer "advice,
recommendations or comments" to the Minister who
would make the final decision. In our view such
a posture and role the Review Board should serve
is unrealistic. In reality, an unfavourable
decision has already been made by the responsible
Minister to an individual or otherwise he would
not wish to appear before the Review Board to
have his case heard. In other words, we suggest
that the Review Board in essence be an appeal
body and their findings or decisions should be
directed to the Governor in Council and not back
to the Minister. Undoubtedly, this was the
concept envisaged by the principles involved in
the Report of the Royal Commission on Security.
In relation to Immigration cases, the formation
of such an Appeal Board may on the surface seem
redundant in view of the already established
Immigration Appeal Board and this fundamental
question will have to be resolved as to the
powers and jurisdictions of each. Regarding
Citizenship applications, net; legislation may
be required in the Citizenship Act to give final
decision responsibility to Governor in Council
as opposed to the now Secretary of State in the
granting of Citizenship applications. Concerning
Personal Security matters, as you are aware recent
amendments to CD 35 incorporating Section 7 of
the Financial Administration Act created the
formation of a formalized Appeal Commissioner for
dismissal cases only. This position could also
become redundant with the formation of a Review
Board whose responsibilities would be not only
to review dismissal recommendations, but also
all argumentive or contentious Personal Security
cases dealing with Public Service employees.
Although not favourable to us, this also could be
extended to encompass applicants for employment.

A. In conclusion the formation of a Security P.eview Board
will not fundamentally assist or detract from our role as a
Security Service. Nevertheless, we should support the forma­
tion of such a Board if for no other reason than it will allay
in the minds of the general public the misguided fear that
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there is nothing within the labyrinth structure of the Security
community whereby an individual can be heard and any injustices
rectified* La short a formalized Review Board would in fact
serve the role of an ombudsman, balancing hopefully the interests
of the State with the interests and rights of the individual.

J.F. FRIEND, Supt.,
Officer 1/c "A" Operations.
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