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A.

BACKGROUND AND SCOPE OF SUBMISSIONS

The Canadian Coalition for Peace and Justice (CCPJ) came into existence on or about
December, 2006 with mandate of protecting the rights of Canadians consistent with the
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms and International law. Given the correlation of
the timing of its inception and the infamous Toronto 18 arrests, the organization launched
a campaign to ensure that these alleged terror suspects were granted their full rights under
Canadian law, including without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the presumption
of innocence which was seriously undermined as a result of some of the issues raised in
this submission. Given our focus and intimate understanding of this particular case, we
have limited the scope of our submission to this case. Notwithstanding the foregoing, we
have worked closely with other civil society and civil rights groups on broader issues of
national significance and hereby endorse in full the submissions made by Amnesty
International and the Canadian Council on American Islamic Relations/Canadian Muslim
Civil Liberties Association.
We provide some background and context before we begin to address the issues we have
with the case and how it has unfolded from the perspective of Canada’s international
obligations.
B.

BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT OF ARRESTS

June 2, 2006 is etched in the minds of Canadians as a day when 18 alleged terrorists were
arrested in an unprecedented and coordinated effort by various Canadian intelligence and
law enforcement agencies.1 It was heralded as a great success for the anti-terror
initiatives hastily enacted post the tragic events of 9/11. Since then, the case has
unravelled and even a member of Canada’s National Security Advisory Council has
commented on the overblown an exagerated characterization of the alleged plot.2 Seven
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of the accused have had their charges dropped or stayed and the case has lost much of its
steam.3
Within months of 9/11, the Canadian government enacted the Anti-Terrorism Act; agreed
to start working on implementing the Smart Border Declaration; enacted policies and
practices to tackle the alleged new breed of terrorists; began working on the Security and
Prosperity Partnership; and in 2004 Ottawa even adopted its first ever National Security
Policy.4 As a number of legal commentators have pointed out, none of these addressed
the issue of potential human rights violations in any meaningful way.5 Moreover, it did
not address the concern with the potential targeting of Muslims and Arabs. In fact, there
is growing evidence that Muslims are bearing the brunt of the anti-terror legislative
initiatives, policies, and practices.6
We hereby respectfully submit that the shift from liberty to security, the growing
Islamaphobia,7 the pressure from special interest groups8, and the pressure coming from
the United States9 has contributed to a climate where Muslims and Arabs are
disproportionately and discriminatorily impacted by all of these initiatives. It is our
further submission that the plight of the Toronto 18 is part and parcel of this overzealous
and overbroad use of the new powers by intelligence and law enforcement.
We remain cautiously optimistic that the legal system will salvage Canada’s reputation.
We remain hopeful that the judiciary will take a closer look at some of the political
motivations and climate of fear that has fueled much of this case.

C.

AREAS OF CONCERN

We hereby submit the following concerns with reference to Canada’s international
commitments and obligations pursuant to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights;
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights; the International Covenant on
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Economic, Social and Cultural Rights; the Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of
Prisoners adopted by the First United Nations Congress in 1955; and the Basic Principles
for the Treatment of Prisoners adopted by the United Nations General Assembly in
1990:10
Investigations and Targeting of Muslims:
The climate of fear and distrust of the Muslim community post 9/11 discussed above has
significantly impacted the case of the Toronto 18 from its very inception.11 The
investigation itself was tainted by political pressure on the various investigative agencies.
As a former senior government bureaucrat, Gar Pardy, pointed out, it is the political
climate that fuels the abuse by intelligence and law enforcement.12 This is confirmed by
a recent book by a former CSIS agent, J. Michael Cole, who has written about the poor
training on Islam/Muslims, culture of Islamaphobia and targeting of Muslims and Islamic
institutions, which pervades CSIS.13
It is our submission that as a result of the ignorance, misinformation and lack of training
the investigators may have jumped to conclusions that were not necessarily substantiated
by the facts.14 For years the community had been complaining about CSIS and RCMP
harassment and inappropriate investigative tactics including profiling and focusing on the
religiosity of individuals.15 In fact, guilt by association and presumption of guilt has been
a constant theme.
We respectfully submit that the conduct of CSIS, RCMP and the various other agencies
contributes to the erosion of fundamental rights to freedom of thought and religion and
opinions enshrined in the ICCPR and the UDHR. We do not make this assertion lightly,
but from cases in the community and the investigations leading up to these arrests, where
unpopular religious and political views are sufficient grounds to target someone for
investigation.
Solitary Confinement:
Canadian prison officials are aware that solitary confinement is “the most individually
destructive, psychologically crippling and socially alienating experience.”16 Despite this,
all eighteen were initially held in solitary confinement. Eleven spent fourteen months in
solitary and three continue to be held in this inhuman state to this date. These individuals
have not been convicted of any crime and yet are kept in this state. We hereby
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respectfully submit that Canada is in breach of its obligations to work to abolish the use
of solitary confinement as per the Basic Principles. We respectfully submit that this is
also contrary to Article 5 of the UDHR and Article 7 of ICCPR. Moreover, despite the
serious psychiatric concerns raised by solitary confinement, none of the accused have
been assessed.17 The accused and family members have also alleged sensory deprivation
such as keeping lights on 24/7, prevented from sleep, etc. which is part of the law
enforcement strategy to breakdown the accused.18
The two levels of government have both shirked responsibility to address this issue when
it was brought to their attention. In fact, when a member of the opposition, Peter Tabuns,
asked about the plight of those in solitary confinement, the Minister responsible, the
Honourable Rick Bartolucci, dismissed him by saying that this was a federal matter.19
The federal minister in turn, the Honourable Stockwell Day, pointed the finger directly
back at the provincial minister.20
Treatment of Accused:
A number of disturbing allegations have surfaced with respect to the treatment of the
accused both at the Maplehurst Correctional Center and the Don Jail.21 In fact, to
highlight some of these issues, the accused have gone on a hunger strike. Moreover, their
family members and civil society groups launched rallies and campaigns.22 We hereby
catalogue a number of violations of the Standard Minimum Rules, which every UN
member should strive to uphold:
1) Medical services have been withheld or delayed; 23
2) The Educational needs of the detainees have not been upheld. Despite the fact
that convicted prisoners in Canada enjoy full educational rights and access to
libraries, these detainees do not enjoy similar rights;
3) None of the accused have been provided with the recommended minimum of one
hour of suitable exercise in the open air daily. In fact, they are not even permitted
sufficient time to do indoor exercises;
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4) Contrary to Canadian human rights legislation, the three accused at the Don Jail
have been deprived of their religious rights to pray in congregation. The
inconsistent and incoherent religious diet rules has resulted in unnecessary
restrictions on the available foods;
5) They have been exposed to harassment, abuse and insensitive comments about the
religious views and beliefs;24
6) The accused do not have access to any social programs;
7) Visits have been restricted to behind glass doors and in some cases friends who
have visited with the accused have been harassed and intimidated by intelligence
agencies;25
8) Excessive force in restraining and disciplining the accused at Maplehurst. In
some cases accused have alleged degrading punishment such as making them
crawl around the facility, pointing weapons at their privates, hair being pulled,
etc.;26
9) In the beginning they were deprived of personal hygiene items (no soap, no towel,
no toothbrush, no toothpaste, etc.;27
The accused, acting through family members and community organizations have
attempted to raise all of these issues with government officials without any real success.
In fact, various community organizations even wrote a letter and did not receive a
satisfactory response from the Minister.28
Fair and Impartial Trial, Due process:
The judicial process has also raised a number of concerns as a result of the media circus,
the political climate, the lack of accurate information on Islam and Muslims, and the
unequal resources available to the accused. Legal commentators have questioned
whether the accused can get a fair and impartial trial given the media circus which
essentially convicted the accused and their families in the press even before the trials
began.29 The specific concerns revolve around the following: 1) limited legal aid funding
of accused hinders a full defence;30 2) abuse of process by the prosecution when they
abruptly cancelled the preliminary inquiry and moved the matter to trial;31 and 3) denial
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of bail on grounds of public perception;32 4) the use of secret evidence;33 5) extensive
wait for their matters to proceed to trial while they wait in detention;34 and 6) Serious
questions about the use and abuse of informants.35
The impact of the political climate and lack of knowledge of Islam can also not be
underestimated. In fact, some defence lawyers have had to educate the judiciary about
Islam and also convince them that certain political and religious beliefs, although
possibly detestable, is not illegal or a criminal act. Without commenting on the full
decision, the level of ignorance and lack of nuance is evident, for instance, in the written
decisions of Justice Fragomeni in Asad Ansari’s bail denial:
“The proposed plan and sureties does not give me any comfort that Ansari, if released,
will not continue to pursue his deep commitment to Allah.”36
This speaks volumes of the level of understanding of Islam and Muslims and will clearly
impact the trials of the remaining eleven.

D.

CONCLUSION

It is our submission that based on the foregoing, Canada is in breach of its international
commitments and obligations pursuant to various provision of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights; the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights; the
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights; the Standard Minimum
Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners adopted by the First United Nations Congress in
1955; and the Basic Principles for the Treatment of Prisoners adopted by the United
Nations General Assembly in 1990. We respectfully request that the Human Rights
Council investigate these allegations and raise these concerns with Canada in the
international arena.
All of which is respectfully submitted by the Canadian Coalition for Peace and Justice on
September 8, 2008.
Faisal Kutty, Kutty, Syed and Mohamed, 80 Corporate Drive, Suite 302, Toronto,
Ontario, Canada, M1H 3G5, Tel. (416) 289-9666x28, Fax. (416) 289-0339, Email:
faisal@ksmlaw.ca.
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