
Canada has been following the federal government’s
attempts at anti-terrorist legislation since the murder of
Warrant Officer Patrice Vincent in Quebec on October

20 last year. Though unconnected, this was followed by the
murder of another soldier who was standing ceremonial guard
at the War Memorial in Ottawa on October 22. A few minutes
later, the single gunman gained entry to the Houses of
Parliament, where he was killed in a shoot-out.

On that day, Prime Minister Harper stated with conviction
that Vincent was killed by an ISIL (Islamic State of Iraq and
Levant) inspired terrorist. The claim has since been
shown to be false. Again, on October 23, referring to
the previous day’s events, he said: ‘Canada will
never yield to terrorism, and neither will this
House of Commons.’

The Prime Minister has recently introduced a
second anti-terrorism bill (C-51), which is being
fast-tracked through Parliament, despite a
number of debatable provisions. Polling firm Angus
Reid conducted a small sample poll, and announced
that 80% of Canadians supported the bill. 

Both fast-tracking and the poll were anti-democratic and
illegitimate—and so is the bill.

Two ‘Anti-Terrorism’ Bills
Bill C-44—An Act to amend the Canadian Security Intelligence
Service Act and other Acts was introduced in the House of
Commons last October 27. This Bill permitted CSIS to operate
within or outside Canada, and to maintain the anonymity of
sources. The Bill passed third reading in the House of Commons
on February 2, and is now in the Senate.

On January 30, before C-44 cleared the House of Commons,
the government introduced the second bill, ‘C-51, The Anti-
Terrorism Act, 2015’, a 63-page omnibus bill. C-51 includes: ‘An
Act to Enact the Security of Canada Information Sharing Act’;
‘The Secure Air Travel Act’, to amend the Criminal Code; ‘The
Canadian Security Intelligence Service Act’; ‘The Immigration
and Refugee Protection Act’; and proposes related and
consequential amendments to otherActs. 

Both bills were subject to ‘Time Allocation’, which limited
debate in the House of Commons, and were rushed through as

fast as possible. C-51 received Second Reading on February 23. 
Meanwhile, Prime Minister Harper announced repeatedly

that we are ‘at war’ with ISIS/ISIL.
The Angus Reid Poll

Members of Parliament have long complained that the
government’s omnibus bills, combined with time allocation,
don’t allow them sufficient time to understand bills, let alone
debate them. In the case of C-51, there has not been sufficient
time for the public to understand the implications of the bill,

either. Yet, on February 9 to 11 the polling firm
Angus Reid carried out a small sample (1,509
respondents) internet poll about Bill C-51,
and announced on February 19 that ‘four
out of five’ Canadians supported C-51. 

Not A Public
Referendum

This Angus Reid poll, widely publicized,
has been reported in much of the media as

if it were some kind of public referendum on
C-51. 
Hastily conceived, the poll was nothing of the

sort. Over half of the respondents admitted to scant knowledge
of the bill. The questions asked were shallow, the response
options allowed were inadequate, and the final question—
support for or opposition to C-51—did not allow for any shades
of opinion. 

Finally, the results seem to have been released for maximum
impact just as the public and parliamentary debate was starting
to achieve momentum.

Are You Really Aware?
The first question of the poll asked whether respondents thought
there was a ‘serious threat of terrorism in Canada’. There were
only two choices. 64% agreed there was; 36% said ‘the threat had
been overblown by politicians and the media’. (Of course, the
main cheerleader for the ‘threat’ was the Prime Minister himself.)

A lack of information and public knowledge was borne out
by Angus Reid’s second question, which asked, ‘If the federal
government introduced new anti-terror legislation, Bill C-51, it
would expand the powers of police agencies and the Canadian
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of public referendum on
C-51… It is nothing of

the sort.’



Security Intelligence Service (CSIS). How familiar are you with
the proposed legislation?’

The answers were: 18% read/saw stories about it and
discussed it; 25% saw a story or two and had the odd
conversation; 36% just scanned/saw the headlines; and 20%
had not read/seen anything at all 

Allowing for a little self-justifying exaggeration on the part of
respondents, it would appear that well over half did not know
enough about C-51 to give an informed answer to any survey. This
is not surprising; they had only had a week, and it took some time
for the media to carry out any analysis of this complicated bill.
However, Question 2 validated the government strategy of
rushing the bill through before anyone understood it. 
Don’t Know The Bill? Let Us Tell You

Given the discouraging response to Question 2, one would have
thought that Angus Reid would have abandoned the poll on the
grounds that their respondents didn’t know what they were
talking about. 

Undaunted, Angus Reid ploughed on, interpreting selected
features of the bill and asking respondents whether they would
be in favour of or opposed to them:

• make it illegal to promote terrorism, with sentences of up
to 5 years: 91% in favour;

• block internet websites that promote terrorism: 89% in
favour;

• make it easier for law enforcement agencies to add a terror
suspect’s name to airline no-fly lists: 87% in favour;

• extend to seven days, instead of three, the length of time a
terrorism suspect can be detained without charge: 80% in
favour, and;

• give government departments the authority to share private
information—such as passport applications or commercial
data—with law enforcement agencies: 81% in favour.

Incidentally, the poll made no mention of CSIS’s new power
to ‘disrupt’ terrorist activities; combine this with the ability to
operate inside or outside Canada (in Bill C-44), and to do
anything short of causing death, bodily harm, or ‘violation of the
sexual integrity’ of an individual.

Oversight
Question 4 was: ‘People point out that the proposed anti-terror
legislation provides for no additional oversight of the police
agencies as they use these expanded powers. Which of the
following broad views is closest to your point of view?’

• we already have adequate oversight of the police agencies,
nothing additional is required in this new legislation: 31%

agreed, and; 
• there should be additional oversight to ensure the police

agencies do not go overboard with these new powers: 69%
agreed.

The government has been unable to explain what ‘oversight’
currently exists for ‘police agencies’ (CSIS had not been
mentioned since Question 2).

Balance
Question 5 was: ‘What is your view of the overall balance
between security concerns in Canadians’ freedom and privacy
under this new anti-terror legislation? Would you say this
proposed legislation’:

• goes way too far, and not enough protection for freedom
and privacy: 19% agreed;

• strikes the right balance overall: 45% agreed; and
• does not go nearly far enough, if you’re not a terrorist you

have nothing to hide: 36% agreed.
However the government has been unwilling (or unable) to

define what a terrorist is; ‘Look it up!’ says Justice Minister Peter
McKay. Even experts very familiar with the legislation might
have difficulty answering this question.

Trust
Question 6 was: ‘Thinking generally about Canadian law
enforcement agencies having expanded powers and access to
people’s personal information, to what extent do you trust them
to use this only for anti-terror purposes and nothing else?’ 

• 12% said they had a great deal of trust;
• 51% said they had a fair amount of trust;
• 27% said they had not that much trust; and
• 10% said they had no trust at all.
It is difficult to determine what factors would have informed

answers to this question.
The ‘Referendum’ Question

And the final question: ‘All things considered, do you yourself
support or oppose the proposed new anti-terrorism legislation?
This is the equivalent of the government’s question: are you with
us, or are you with the terrorists? ’

• 25% strongly support;
• 57% support;
• 12% oppose; and
• 5% strongly oppose.
So 82% supported Bill C-51, despite knowing very little about

what is in it—which is exactly what the government wanted to
hear and have reported in the media. 0
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