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Toronto, Ontario
--- Upon resum ng on Friday, February 23, 2007
at 9:16 a. m
PREVI QUSLY SWORN: DR, KAREN MOCK
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY M5 KULASZKA (Cont' d)

M5 KULASZKA: Yes. Dr. Mock, on your
first report, you talk about Stornfront and some 50
links. Do you renmenber where that is? Stornfront had
50 links to websites. I'mjust trying to find it here.

THE CHAIRPERSON:  In the first
report, you said?

M5 KULASZKA: It's the first report.

DR MOCK: | believe it's in the
m ddl e of page 4, under the title "Cyberhate", in the
bol d quot e.

M5 KULASZKA: Have you had a | ook at
those 50 links? What are they?

DR. MOCK: | haven't had a | ook at
all 50 Iinks, no. | was citing here, just for your
clarification, I was citing Don Black's comment of
how -- how inportant the Internet is to the far right
nmovenent .

M5 KULASZKA: So you never actually
went on-line and | ooked at the 50 |inks?

DR. MOCK: Not all 50, no.
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M5 KULASZKA: Have you been there
recently?

DR. MOCK: Yes, as recently as |ast
ni ght .

M5 KULASZKA: Did you see any links?

DR. MOCK: | saw various hot |inks.
| didn't follow them no.

M5 KULASZKA: How woul d you descri be
the website today, of Stornfront? Is it just a
regul ar --

DR. MOCK: At the nonment, if soneone
asked nme how would | describe it, the first thing that
woul d come to mind is personally intimdating, with

sonme attacks directed at me in recent postings that

describe this particular Tribunal. And so if soneone
asks -- you are asking ne how woul d |I descri be
Stornfront today, | would say extrenely intimdating.

M5 KULASZKA: Is it a website or is
it a very large nessage board?

DR MOCK: Its main function today is
a forumactually, and people sign up to that forum so
it's basically a -- an exchange, still with sone
original material of Stornfront. But it'snpost used as
this forum The Stornfront forumuses that website

primarily.

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

2970

M5 KULASZKA: So you'll agree that --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Are we tal king
about Stornfront or Freedonsite?

M5 KULASZKA: Stornfront, Uh-huh.

Yes, she's referring to Stornfront here on page 4 of
her report.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's right. |
was just falling alittle behind. The original conment
t hough, was with respect --

M5 KULASZKA: To Stornfront.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Al ways? Ckay.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes. So you'll agree
that your statenent on page 4, "Today, he links to nore
than 50" is actually inaccurate, isn't it?

DR. MOCK: Well -- 1'mquoting today.
If you'll notice I"'mciting sonething, so when you
cite, you are doing it "verbatin what was cited in
tab -- sorry, pardon ne, in footnote 4. So David
Hof f man, in 1997, said today. So as of 1997, and this
was -- quote was just to illustrate how, even in just a
coupl e of years, how dramatically ithad grown. So
today, there is many, many, nmany nore postings and even
greater access to nore hate sites. "Today" neaning
today in -- in the year 2007, making it even nore

intimdating, in my view
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MS KULASZKA: Yes, so your report
isn'"t -- isn't an accurate reflection of what is
happeni ng today, is it?

DR MOCK: I'msorry, it is a very
accurate reflection, and it is witten in a very sound
style, such that when | nmake a citation, |I will give a
ver bati m quote of what -- what | amreferencing. So --

M5 KULASZKA: You're referencing a
work that's 10 years old, and Stornfront has conpletely
changed in 10 years?

DR MOCK: Yes. | wouldn't say
conpletely, no, but it certainly has changed
significantly. But again, I'mciting a reference
there. | believe | elaborate in ny second report.

M5 KULASZKA: And where do you do
t hat ?

DR. MOCK: | think footnotes 22, 23,
24, elaborate. And again, | was using this in the
context of the purpose of websites, as opposed to --

M5 KULASZKA: So footnotes --

DR. MOCK: Currently there --

M5 KULASZKA: -- 22, 23 and 24? So 22
is Abel David Schwabb, 1998, right --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can you just give

me a nmonent to find it. ['msorry.
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M5 KULASZKA: It's the second report,
second expert report. |It'd be page 13.

THE CHAI RPERSON: We added the ot her
reports and now |l can't find it. | wll findit. Just
hang in, it's going to be a nonent. R ght, okay. So
footnote -- can you pl ease repeat which footnotes?

M5 KULASZKA: 22, 23 and 24. So
their first footnote is Abel David Schwabb, 1998, "The
Raci st Next Door, New Tines". \Wat is that, "New
Ti mes" ?

DR MOCK: It's a newsletter and
newspaper article.

M5 KULASZKA: "New Tines" is like a
newspaper ?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Footnote 23 fromthe
Stornfront home page, 19967?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: So that's some 11 years
ago?

DR MOCK: If you would --

M5 KULASZKA: Correct?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And footnote 24 is
"Hi gh- Tech Hate, Extrem sts' Use of Internet, 1997,
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ADL", which is 10 years ago?

DR. MOCK: Yes, again, the academc
purpose of that, or their -- the rationale was to speak
about the purpose of using it, the rationale, and there
has been no evidence that | have found in recent years
t hat woul d di scount that.

So had | found any change in the way
it's -- Don Black had cited that -- its inportance,
then | would have included that. But in ternms of the
literature, there has been nothing nore recently said
that woul d discount this notion of why it's so
inmportant to plant seeds for the future, and to attract
di saffected youth, and -- and so on, and to be a
resource. It still maintains that.

If you would |Iike sonmething I've
downl oaded as recently as two days ago from Stornfront,
| woul d be happy to offer that into evidence.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, just so that
|"mclear, so you' ve seen -- you have not seen anyt hing
else with, for instance, M. Black having said anything
different or simlar to what was stated in '97?

DR. MOCK: That's right. O that
woul d di scount that.

THE CHAI RPERSON: And how -- what

woul d di scount it? | just want to understand your

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

2974

answer properly.

DR. MOCK: Well, if he had said, no,
we don't think that the Internet is inportant and |
t hi nk you should stop using the Internet to pronote our
i deol ogy and so on, then that woul d have di scounted
t hat .

But | was citing it here because of
the issue of perpetrators, and what is it that they use
it for. So the notion of the major breakthrough, you
know, the planting seeds for the future, attracting
di saffected youth and hard core supporters to build a
conmuni ty.

This was offered to assist the chair
to comment on or to evaluate Dr. Persinger's report,
and Dr. Persinger had commented that it's not words
that -- that lead to violence. Thereneeds to be a
soci al context and a sense of conmunity.

And so | offer this citation, which
has been repeated and quoted and el aborated. | didn't
gointo -- it's -- it was based on a much | onger
di scourse that Black had given of why this was such a
huge breakt hrough so that we could pronote white pride,
and continue to denonize nen as Jews, while victory
meant creation of ethnically-cleansed politically --

political enclaves.
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So -- sothat's -- | offered it in
that regard, as to the sense of social conmmunity that
Dr. Persinger referred to was so inportant in -- in
giving a sense of belonging, so that people would, in
fact, perpetrate what it was suggesting.

M5 KULASZKA: You've got, in that
par agr aph:

"Hs goal was clearly expressed
in the words of the Stornfront
|l ogo "white pride worldw de'
This site is neant to be a
"white nationalist resource
page, a resource for those

cour ageous nmen and woren
fighting to preserve their white
Western culture, ideals, and
freedom of speech and
association. A forumfor

pl anni ng strategies and form ng
political and social groups to
ensure victory'".

THE CHAI RPERSON:  |'m sorry, where
did you read fromjust now?

M5 KULASZKA: That's from page 7.

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Page 7 of ?

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

2976

M5 KULASZKA: O the second expert
report.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, the second --
we were tal king about Don Black. Okay. Al right.

M5 KULASZKA: |s there sonething
wong with people organizing ethnically?

DR, MOCK:  No.

M5 KULASZKA: Taking pride in their
cul ture?

DR, MOCK:  No.

M5 KULASZKA: Freedom of speech and
associ ati on?

DR, MOCK:  No.

M5 KULASZKA: Then | don't see what
is wong here with that statenent.

DR. MOCK: In isolation and out of
context, there wouldn't be anything wong with it. In
terms of what that site and what others go on to
explain is involved, there is, because of the hatred
and the denoni zati on and dehumani zation of mnority
groups that that involves. There's sone recent
postings, if you d like, as | said, from--

M5 KULASZKA: Well, 1 haven't had
them disclosed so | -- | can't use them |If you can

turn to tab 10 of R-4.
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DR. MOCK: Tab 107?

M5 KULASZKA: Tab 10 of R-4.

DR. MOCK: Yes, | have it.

M5 KULASZKA: Turn to page 13. | was
wondering if you had a chance to read this article?
It's fromthe Canadian Jewi sh News, and it's entitled
"Amel Rips Mlitant Islamin the United Nations."

DR. MXCK: Yes, | glanced at it. If
there's a part you would like ne to ook at, | would
reviewit.

M5 KULASZKA: Well, starting --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can you wait forne
to get there?

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, sorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It m ght be
hel pful -- look up every so often and see if [|'ve
reached the --

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, okay.

THE CHAIRPERSON: |I'mtrying to take
notes and then trying to foll ow these tabs. So what
tab are we at now?

M5 KULASZKA: We're at tab 13 -- or
sorry, 10, page 13.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Tab 10, page 13.

M5 KULASZKA: This is about a speech
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correct?

DR MOXCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And she starts -- at

it starts:

"A British immgrant to Canada,
she said that Jews today are the
victins of |ove, assimlation,
hate and anti-sem tism

Par aphr asi ng t he phil osopher

Bei rut Spinoza, Ami el said that
anti-Semtismhas kept Jews
together "so it can be argued
perversely that the current wave
of anti-Semtismis good for
Jews.' Although Jews face
chal | enges, she -- or they
shoul d know that Jewi sh identity
cannot be erased. 'Go hone and
procreate', she urged her

| isteners, saying that Jew sh
birthrate is too | ow at

present. "

And then further on, down about three

she sai d:

"But Jews need |Israel, 'a
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m racul ous, magni ficent
construction' to maintain their
Jewi sh identity, Am el observed.
Decrying the post-Zionist cal
for a nmulticultural secular

| srael, she said that Israel's
Judai ¢ character nust be

mai nt ai ned. "

So woul d you agree that what Am el
stated in that speech is pretty close to what you woul d
find on Stornfront?

DR. MOCK: Two itenms. Again |l --1'm
alittle frustrated when it's newspaper articles. |'m
not sure if she actually said that, but if she did,

t hen you could find conparable isolated statenents.

But 1'm-- |I'"mnot readi ng anything
in here that is hateful against any other group. So in
isolation, there are sone statements on Stornfront and
ot her hate sites that coul d be deconstructed and -- and
show that they are nationalist or -- or you know, "pro"
their owm culture. But again, that would be out of
context. |I'mnot hearing anything in there that
vilifies, denonizes, or pronotes hatred agai nst any
ot her group.

M5 KULASZKA: No, | didn't allege
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t hat .

DR. MOCK: No, | understand that but
you -- yes.

M5 KULASZKA: No, but you --

DR. MOCK: The sinple answer is yes,
you will find sonme statenents on Stornfront that could
be simlar to this.

M5 KULASZKA: And that actually is a
pretty typical -- you could find many articles |like
this in the Canadi an Jewi sh News, woul d youagree?
They're -- they're tal king about Jew sh pride, they --
Jewi sh identity. There's nothing different fromsites
that -- that talk about white pride, white identity;
isn't that true?

DR MOCK: | would not agree with
that, no. That is not true. There's a great
di fference between the website of the Canadi an Jew sh
Congress or --

M5 KULASZKA: No, | wasn't talking
about websites. | was tal king about the --

DR. MOCK: No, no, you said --

M5 KULASZKA: -- the sane ideas. The
i dea of Jewi sh pride, Jewish identity.

DR. MOCK: That I will grant you,

that there are positive things that are said on their
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websi tes about their own culture.

M5 KULASZKA: So there's nothing
i nherently hateful about talking about white pride,
white identity, white culture; is there?

DR. MOCK: No, not inherently.
Although it is a msunderstanding. It is not that
there is a specific white culture. There are many
cultures of white societies. So -- although -- there
may be -- | won't qui bble over the wording, but if you
are including all whites as having thesanme cul ture, no.

But if -- if one should be proud of
their owm racial identity, if you are speaki ng about
peopl e who are white and Caucasi an and ot hers not
having a | owered sel f-esteem because of their col our,
that's fine, good to tal k about being proud of your
race and your -- and your racial identity. No one
shoul d feel ashamed for being white.

M5 KULASZKA: And of course, Am el
just on a hunorous note, of course noted that she's
married to a dedicated Roman Catholic. So it was nore
of a case of "Do as | say, not as | do".

DR MOCK: No, | don't think she's
saying here that -- ny interpretation is not that she's
sayi ng that people should never inter-marry.

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, no, no, | wasn't
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sayi ng that. ignore that. | was just pointing
that out. It was a -- she was being hunorous herself.
DR. MOCK: | think she was pointing
out that --
M5 KULASZKA: She -- I'IlIl read it:

bit of hunour

a case of "Do as |

report.

this article?

report.

"Clad in a chic black outfit,
Am el , an el egant, inpossibly
sl i mworman, confessed that her
shortcom ngs are all too
apparent. As she succinctly put
it, she neither speaks Hebrew
nor prays, and is narried to a
dedi cated Roman Catholic."

DR. MOCK: And the question?

M5 KULASZKA: | just noted that as a

DR. MOCK: Ch, okay.

M5 KULASZKA: That Am el -- was nore
say, not as | do".

If we can go to your second expert

THE CHAlI RPERSON: What do we do with

M5 KULASZKA: It's the second expert
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THE CHAI RPERSON: No, what do we do
with the article?

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, we can produce it.
| think Dr. Mock has read it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Any objections to
the -- it looks like it's a genuine article from--
whi ch newspaper? Canadi an Jewi sh News.

M5 KULASZKA: The Canadi an
Jewi shNews, of Novenber 23rd, 2006

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

DR. MOCK: Sorry, you nentioned we
are going back to nmy other report?

M5 KULASZKA: We ended off the other
day -- we were dealing with anti-racist action, the
Mock binder, which is R-4.

DR MOCK: I'll add a little hunour,
not to be confused with the real binder about Dr.

Per si nger.

M5 KULASZKA: | think we left off at
tab 7, page 17. This is a letter to you from
Anti-Racist Action, and it states that:

"Several organizations and
i ndi vi dual s have contacted us in
the | ast few days to express

concern with sonme passages that

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

2984

appear on our Internet site. W
t hank you for your concerns and
suggestions, and to inform you
that as of today, we have
renoved the editorial comments
that you cited as problematic".

How did you | earn of these
probl emati ¢ coments on the website?

DR. MOCK: Jani ce Deunbo of the
Mayor's Commttee alerted ne to them

M5 KULASZKA: And what did she say to
you?

DR. MOCK: | don't renenber verbatim
but it was -- she called ne and it was sonething to the
effect, have you seen their website? |It's full of al
ki nds of profanities, and so on.

M5 KULASZKA: Had you not seen their
website before?

DR. MOCK: | had seen parts of the
website before and objected strongly to sone of the
things that were on it, which is why | had been invited
to cone to the workshop

M5 KULASZKA: Which is why?

DR. MOCK: To speak about | awful,

non-vi ol ent strategies to counter racism
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M5 KULASZKA: Yes, because by 1996,
ARA had a pretty -- pretty violent record already,
didn't it?

DR. MOCK: They were alleged to have
conmtted certain acts.

M5 KULASZKA: |If you turn to page 18,
it's a letter which you sent to Metro Chairman Al an
Tonks.

You sai d:

"Dear M. Tonks. I'mwiting to
voi ce ny support for the
continued funding of anti-raci st
educational initiatives in
Metro. The League for Human

Ri ghts Youth League, which

pr onot es non-vi ol ent,
anti-racist activities, has
conduct ed several successful
projects and prograns with the
partial financial assistance of
Metro."

And then in the next paragraph to
t hat :

"And |'ve been invited and have

agreed to appear at the
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Anti - Raci st Actions Conference:
Yout h Agai nst Hate on Sunday,
June 23rd, 1996."

you go on to the next paragraph:
"While we do not agree with al
of the ARA strategies, this is
an inportant opportunity for
peopl e in responsi bl e | eadership
roles to access this youth group
and to help them channel their
energy in a positive direction.
It is inmportant that we devel op
in Metro nore people who have
the skill to counter the inpact
of such groups as the Heritage
Front, Church of the Creator,
and Raci st Ski nheads, and the

i nfluence of their white
supremaci st | eaders such as
Ernst Zundel, Wl fgang Droege
and Paul Fromm and others of
their ilk."

did you think ARA was going to

How were they going to counter
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DR MOCK: | can't read their mnds
but -- so | don't know what they were planning to do.

M5 KULASZKA: Well, by that tine,
Ernst Zundel's house had -- had burned down, pursuant to
an arson; isn't that right?

DR. MOCK: Yes. | don't know if it
burned down. There had been a fire. And various
peopl e clainmed responsibility for that, as | recall.
don't know that it -- | don't know that -- | don't
recall if it was found that ARA people had actually
commtted that act.

M5 KULASZKA: Was anyone found
responsi bl e for that arson?

DR. MOCK: Are you -- are you asking

M5 KULASZKA: To our know edge, was
anyone charged with that arson of Ernst Zundel's house?

DR MOCK: | don't recall

M5 KULASZKA: Did you denounce that
arson and the viol ence invol ved?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: \WWere?

DR MOCK: Certainly at the youth --
this -- | was --

M5 KULASZKA: No, no, | nean -- |I'm
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t al ki ng about the arson of Ernst Zundel's house. It was
a very mgjor event, it was front page news. Did you or
B'nai Brith, the League, ever have apress conference to
denounce that type of political violence?

DR. MOCK: As | recall, at our
various press conferences about the audit and so on, we
denounced -- we denounced violent strategies. | do not
recall that we held a specific press conference to --
to denounce that incident, but then that isn't the
style. That wouldn't have been unusual. That isn't
the style of B nai Brith to hold press conferences
about various incidents. You asked where | -- | didn't
have a chance to answer where | did denounce that kind
of activity. Should I?

THE CHAI RPERSON: I f you are saying
at that conference, where you spoke?

DR. MOCK: No, no. Not just that
conference. |It's when | --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  The question was
specific. So if there's further el aboration required,
"1l ask the other counsel. The question was specific.
Where did you denounce the arson of M. Zundel's house?

DR. MOCK: W denounced it at a
different program which is where we first net some of

t he ARA people. The League for Human Ri ghts of B nai
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Brith becom ng very concerned about way sone youth were
behaving in the city. There were a couple of other
organi zations as well, not just ARA. W nounted a
program It's referred toin this letter.

THE CHAI RPERSON: In the letter at
page 18?

THE WTNESS: Yes. Sorry, | just
have to read it again to find the exact line. The
League created a youth group and we had open foruns
where we invited people of all racial and religious
backgrounds to come to sem nars on |earning anti-racism
activist strategies, and that is -- you know, we would
have them on a Sunday afternoon, a pizza afternoon or
what ever, and that is where | and sone of ny coll eagues
at the League for Human Rights of B nai Brith hel ped
t hem

Not just -- there were a couple
peopl e that showed up fromthere and that is how we
first cane into contact with them It was on that
basis and on the training prograns that | was giving to
the wi der youth where |I denounced in speeches viol ent
strategi es such as the alleged arson. And it's on that
basis that some of those young people invited nme to be
on that panelfor their conference. Simlarly, Mislim

youth were at this conference and they asked ne to cone
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to their organizations and speak. And African- Canadi an
youth were there, and | went to their organizations to
speak.

So when ARA asked, it was a good
opportunity, as this letter indicates, to bring that
nmessage nore w dely.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ms Kul aszka?

M5 KULASZKA: |f you can go onto page
19. Have you seen this letter before?

DR. MOCK: Just in this binder.
don't recall ever seeing it before.

M5 KULASZKA: Can you turn to page
20? This is a letter by Marvin Kurz. Init, he
endorses the funding of the ARA conference, states:

"There is real value in bringing
groups such as ARA into the

mai nstream of the fight against
raci sm"

That was the official position of the
League, was it not?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: |If you can turn to the
next page, this is another nenp. It states,"The ARA
recei ved $8,000" -- to your know edge, did they receive
$8, 000 i n fundi ng?
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DR. MOCK: | believe they did. You'l
notice. ...

M5 KULASZKA: Did you appear in front
of Metro Council, and you gave a speech, urging themto

gi ve the funding?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | did. The reason
being that it had been prom sed to them and because
conplaints were nade, they on good faith had the
conf er ence.

You'll notice that there is a date
differential here. The actual conference was on June
23rd, | believe. Yes, Sunday, June the 23rd. But
because there had been conplaints filed through Metro,
alleging that this was a terrorist organization and
shoul d not be funded, they withheld the funds. So
t hese young people, who really did not have funds at
all, had already gone out on a linb with the prom se of
t hose funds, and had held the conference, and were
greatly in arrears. So this was ny attenpt to say this
is not how we're going to build the trust, that these
students should be -- and young peopl e should be
| earni ng how the system works, how to work withinthe
confines of the systemand the | aw, and use the
mai nstream vehi cl es, such as appearing at Metro Counci

or appearing in -- sending out messages, hol ding
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conferences, |earning semnars. So this was an appeal
to say, don't violate that trust now and then turn
around and have these young people say, we did this
because we were taking your advice, and now we're out
$8, 000 because of it. So that was the role that |

pl ayed.

M5 KULASZKA: | wonder if we could
produce nost of this tab?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, | was
wondering what's happening with that. Has any of it
been produced?

M5 KULASZKA:  No.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  None of it?

M5 KULASZKA: No, we've just been
going through it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What parts have we
viewed? That's the other question. | haven't been
keeping track on that. | think pages -- have we gone
t hrough each page, systematically?

M5 KULASZKA: Al npst every page, yes.
These were -- we've discussed al nost everyt hing.

THE CHAI RPERSON: These are often
copies of articles from nmai nstream newspapers?

M5 KULASZKA:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The d obe & Mail,
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Toronto Star.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, for exanple, page
3 and 4. Dr. Mock is quoted there.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ri ght .

M5 KULASZKA: Five, up to 8 and 9,
that was the controversy she was wel|l aware of
concerning the invitation to the University of Toronto
of Wbl fgang Droege. And several -- there's severa
articles, just -- well, the comment by Bernie Farber,
up to page 11.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That was from --

M5 KULASZKA: And then there's a
series of letters to Karen Mock or from Karen Mock or
Marvi n Kurz, concerning the ARA grant.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Have you reached
page 14 yet? Are you still at page 13?

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, | think we went
t hrough pages 14 and 15 together. | read that.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Yes, we did. I'm
trying remenber the source of this. This was a
pri nt out ?

M5 KULASZKA: That -- that's on
the -- it's fromAnti-Racist Action, their website.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Now, was t hat

sonet hing that had --
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M5 KULASZKA: ARA Tor ont o.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Had that been
recogni zed by the wi tness?

M5 KULASZKA: Dr. Mck, can you go to
page -- to tab 7, page 14 and 15. This is a printout
from ARAToronto.con? Did you ever see that?

DR. MOCK: Again, in this binder, |
saw this. | don't recall seeing it when they had it.
But again it's very old. W may have been sent a copy,
| wouldn't now. | don't renenber

THE CHAI RPERSON: | have sone
difficulty wwth this one, Ms Kulaszka. Maybe you can
have a wi tness, or maybe you can -- you can go in on
consent. | don't know.

M5 KULASZKA: Do ny friends have any
obj ection?

MR. FOTHERG LL: | have no difficulty
with the authenticity of the docunent. It's
obviously -- the relevance is a matter that | --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Al l I'mtal king
about is authenticity here.

MR VIGNA: Sanme comment. Only
the -- the content.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Have you seen it,
M. Kurz?
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MR. KURZ: Unfortunately, | never got
a binder. | saw it yesterday, or the other day, when I
was with M. Vigna.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  (Okay, why don't you
ook at it --

MR KURZ: |'Ill just take a -- |
don't think 1'mgoing to be objecting. [1'Il just take
a qui ck | ook.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Fine. And the next
one, then was a letter from--

M5 KULASZKA: ARA to Karen Mock.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So, Ms. Mbck, you
received this letter?

THE WTNESS: Yes, that | -- that |
do recogni ze.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And page 17,
there's also a letter fromyou?

THE WTNESS: M handwiting's on it,
t 00.

M5 KULASZKA: Eighteen is a letter
from Karen Mock.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ri ght .

THE WTNESS: Yes, all those |
recogni ze.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Right. It's
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also --

M5 KULASZKA: And we get to 19,
don't think Dr. Mock recogni zed this.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, but it
certainly appears to be emanating from Metro Toronto.

THE W TNESS: Yes, from Charles
Smth's file.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So are you fairly
confident that it's --

THE WTNESS: Onh, yes. Yes, that's
his handwiting at the top, too.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

M5 KULASZKA: Next page is a letter
from Marvin Kurz

THE CHAI RPERSON: Right, so M. Kurz,
it's aletter, July --

MR. KURZ: M secretary appears to
have signed it.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It appears to be
yours, at least it's in your --

MR. KURZ: Yes, | don't deny it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. KURZ: And just with regard to 14
and 15, | assune, Ms Kul aszka, you downl oaded t hat

yoursel f? Because |'l|l take your word. |If you say
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that that's what you did, then that's fine with ne.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sonebody did it --

MR. KURZ: Because it |ooks |ike --

M5 KULASZKA:  No, | didn't downl oad
t hat .

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, it | ooks like
it's been faxed to Ms Kul aszka.

M5 KULASZKA:  Yes.

MR. KURZ: Ch, | see. Because it
| ooks like it's been downl oaded on that -- the upper
ri ght-hand corner --

THE CHAI RPERSON: And the date that
you'll see is only a few days ago --

M5 KULASZKA:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  -- 2/14/2007, atthe

bottom so it was on Val entine's Day.

MR KURZ: It appears -- |'m not
obj ecti ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

DR. MOCK: No, not at all.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So -- and then page
21 --

M5 KULASZKA: We're at 21.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Appears to be Metro

Toront o agai n.
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M5 KULASZKA: That's anot her nmeno by
Robert A. Richards, Chief Admnistrative Oficer.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ri ght .

M5 KULASZKA: And it just states the
ARA had received it.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's right, and
the witness testified on that just now, so yes, |I'm
fairly confident of that product.

M5 KULASZKA: And the | ast product,
M. Frommcan identify that. This is a letter he sent.
And he can expl ain what he did.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Right. For sone
reason, |'ve already ticked off. Has it been produced?
The page is right. But the last part |I had, for --
yes, the Heritage Front report, 1994,|ast two pages
were produced by the -- were entered.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, she recogni zed the
two -- | think she recognized the two posters.

DR. MOCK: No, | didn't actually.

M5 KULASZKA: Did you not?

DR, MOCK:  No.

M5 KULASZKA: You had never seen
t hose posters?

DR. MOCK: | don't renenber

M5 KULASZKA: One is called "rock
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against terrorists"” and the other one is called "shut
t he Nazi down"? Have you ever seen those posters
bef ore?

DR. MOCK: | don't renenber. | don't
remenber seeing those.

M5 KULASZKA: Then, if we could just
produce frompages 1 to 21, through Dr. Mck

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: If you can just turn to
tab 12. Did you have a chance to | ook through these
articles? They are all articles fromnewspapers. Are
you famliar with those articles? You probably saw t hem
or maintained a file on themyourself.

DR. MOCK: No, | didn't at thetinme at
all. | may have seen themas a citizen, but you'l
notice that they're from21983, | think, till -- well,
the ones -- the ones that woul d have been before 1989,
| woul d not have been clipping or --

M5 KULASZKA: So after --

DR. MOCK: -- you know, keeping in
any file. But you know, | likely, as a citizen and
someone who was a -- quite a consunmer of news --

M5 KULASZKA: \When did you --
DR. MOCK: -- was aware of sone of

t hese.
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M5 KULASZKA: When did you start
working for B nai Brith?

DR. MOCK: Septenber 1st, 1989.

M5 KULASZKA: We could go to page 31.
So that would be tab 12, page 31.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

M5 KULASZKA: Do you recogni ze those
articles?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And what was t hat
about ?

DR. MOCK: This was about our call
and the call of many people in the comunity from
different racial and ethnic groups, a call thatcharges
shoul d be | aid against Ernst Zundel for the pronotion
of Hol ocaust denial and the pronotion of hatred agai nst
Jews and other m nority groups.

M5 KULASZKA: And the date is
Septenber 11th, 1992 and he in fact had been acquitted
the nonth before of all of the false news charges by

the Suprene Court of Canada; is that correct?

DR MXCK: As | -- as | recall, and
again I"'mnot a lawer. It was that the fal se news
section was struck down as -- as unconstitutional, but
he had been, as | recall, found guilty by two | ower
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courts and it was the constitutional challenge that
struck it down. So we were asking that he be laid
under different -- charges be laid under a different
secti on.

MR VIGNA: M. Chair, | understand
this | eeway, but there's a whole bunch of questions on
t he Zundel case. W are not here to retry the Zundel
case and --

THE CHAI RPERSON: And nost certainly,
we will not be retrying the Zundel case.

MR VIGNA: And |I'm questioning --

M5 KULASZKA: | don't think we're
retrying it.

MR. VIGNA: |'m questioning the
rel evance here.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, let's see
where it's going. | consider this introductory

information, at least that's how|l'mtaking it. Were
is it going, Ms Kulaszka? O even just the page?

M5 KULASZKA: Ernst Zundel's a major
part of her -- of her expert report. She -- she --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Onh, that's where
you' re goi ng.

M5 KULASZKA: And -- but it is

nowhere in her expert report that in fact she | obbied
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very hard for a long tinme to have himcharged under the
hate | aw.
THE CHAIRPERSON: So it's part of
your general questioning with regard to the
wei ghting --
M5 KULASZKA: It's just -- it's just
for disclosure of her background.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, okay.
M5 KULASZKA: And so the -- the
article states -- it has a quote fromyou
"' Hol ocaust denial is an illegal
activity,' Karen Myck, B na
Brith Canada National Director,
said at a news conference inits
North York office yesterday."
And you were calling for charges to
be |l aid under the hate propaganda |laws; is that right?
DR MOCK: W were calling for
charges to be laid, again, given the nature of the
nmedia to use different words. Even when they are in
quotes, | can't be sure that | used exactly that
| anguage.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay, but in your
recol l ection, you said --

DR. MOCK: Yes. On, yes.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: -- ot her charges
could be laid given --
DR. MOCK: Yes, absolutely.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  -- the striking
down of the other provision?
DR, MOCK:  Yes.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Okay, | understand.
THE WTNESS: It was the position of
t he organi zati on.
M5 KULASZKA: And it says:
"The coalition is concerned that
if Ontario fails to prosecute
Zundel and ot hers under hate
propaganda laws, it will result
in a proliferation of Nazi
ski nheads and ot her raci st
gr oups".
Was that your position?
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Where did -- where
did you just read fron? |'msorry.
M5 KULASZKA: That's about the fourth
par agr aph down, "The coalition is concerned..."
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.
M5 KULASZKA: Was that the -- is that

an accurate statenment of the coalition's position?
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DR. MOCK: Yeah, that would be a
par aphrase, a pretty accurate position, a statenent, a
par aphrase of our position.
M5 KULASZKA: And the Urban Alliance
presi dent stated -- or warned Zundel and his supporters
that they "will increasingly face community groups from
all racial backgroundsstandi ng si de-by-side together."
Is that right? D d he say that?
DR. MOCK: He would have said
sonmething to that effect.
M5 KULASZKA: And you stated that:
"There was w despread support
fromthe comunity in her
organi zation's fight. The
coalition now plans to neet
Hanpt on and hol d di scussi ons
with the federal Justice
Department in an effort to
strengthen the Crimnal Code and
carefully nonitor racist groups
to prepare guidelines for
comunity groups to respond to
t he hate nongering."

I's that correct -- a correct report?

DR. MOCK: Yes, that's, as |
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menti oned yesterday or the other day, part of what |
do -- or did.

M5 KULASZKA: Now, Howard Hanpton was
the Attorney Ceneral of Ontario at that tine, |
believe, with -- of the NDP government? He was
theAttorney General of the time?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | believe so.

M5 KULASZKA: Did you neet with M.
Hanpt on?

DR. MOCK: | don't recall neeting
wi th himpersonally, but nenbers of the organization
may have. |It's a volunteer grassroots-based
or gani zat i on.

M5 KULASZKA: To your know edge, did
anyone nmeet with Howard Hanpton, from B nai Brith?

DR. MOCK: | believe so.

M5 KULASZKA: And who was that?

DR. MOCK: To be honest, | can't
remenber. It was in 1992 that we had this coalition.
And in fact, when | read this article, | kind of began
to renmenber Qudi Darmalingi mand you know, the work
that we did. But | -- | again would have to | ook back
in the records to renenber who nmet with whom on what
date in 1992.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | think the w tness
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has said it wasn't her, M Kul aszka.

M5 KULASZKA: And hol d di scussi ons
with the federal Justice Departnment in an effort to
strengthen the Crimnal Code. Did you have any --or
did you participate in any such discussions?

DR. MOCK: | likely did. Mst of the
di scussi on woul d have been through our audited
anti-Semtic incidents, and reconmendations that we
woul d make in that docunment each year. And any tine
the senior officials of B nai Brith would neet in
Otawa, they would -- they would likely be the ones to
have had personal neetings at that tine.

M5 KULASZKA: So you yoursel f cannot
remenber any nmeetings with federal justice officials?

DR MOCK: | don't even renenber who
was the federal justice mnister in 1992.

M5 KULASZKA: Do you renenber what
ki nd of changes you wanted in the Crimnal Code?

DR. MOCK: There was -- there is a
position in B nai Brith, and was at the tine, that
Hol ocaust deni al should be nade a crimnal offence. And
also that -- as | recall, that desecration of religious
institutions should be included as well.

M5 KULASZKA: Did you want truth

renoved as a def ence?
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DR. MOCK: | don't renenber.
didn't review the position papers fromthat day. But --

M5 KULASZKA: | wonder if | could
produce - -

DR MOCK:  But | --

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, sorry.

DR. MOCK: (Go ahead.

M5 KULASZKA: | wonder if | could
j ust produce that docunent as we go long, then there's
no -- no confusion.

THE CHAI RPERSON: There won't be a --
right. So just page 31.

M5 KULASZKA:  Yes.

THE WTNESS: Do you have transcripts
there that | could | ook at?

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, no | nean --

THE WTNESS: That you're -- oh, |
didn't -- | don't --

THE CHAI RPERSON: We're just dealing
with the article here right now

THE WTNESS: Onh, just the newspaper?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  She just asked ne
if the -- if the newspaper article can be introduced,
and it seens to be a genuine article. It doesn't seem

to be only an excerpt. There's noindication that it
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continues. This is the whole article, it seens, from
Friday, Septenber 11th, 1992.

M5 KULASZKA: Next page, page 32, is
an article fromthe Canadi an Jewi sh News of Septenber
17th, 1992, and it's headed "B nai Brith Ethnic G oups
Press For New Zundel Charges"”, and there's a picture of
you. Have you seen this article before?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: You held, | think --
it's about the sanme press conference, isn't it? And in
this case, over in the far side at the top on the
right, outlining the League's response to the court
deci si on which erased a conviction and nine-nonth jail
sent ence agai nst Zundel, Mock sai d:

"B'nai Brith had |aunched a
canpaign to nobilize grassroots
support for new charges agai nst
the pro-Nazi publisher. "W are
opening' - or 'organizing a
phone-in canpaign to get the
Attorney Ceneral to act w thout
delay', Kurz says."

And that's Marvin Kurz, correct?

DR. MOCK: That's correct.

M5 KULASZKA: And what was the
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phone-in canpai gn?

DR. MOCK: To urge the Attorney
CGeneral to act wi thout delay and |ay charges under
the -- what, in our view, would be the correct section
of the Crimnal Code.

M5 KULASZKA: At the bottom of the
page in the mddle, it says:

"If Zundel is not prosecuted, it
wi |l be open season for bigots
of the worst sort", she said.

Was that also the position of the
League?

DR. MOCK: Yes, and it was based on
evidence that we had in the -- in terns of docunenting
the rise in anti-Semtic incidents in jurisdictions
where various decisions had been overturned.

M5 KULASZKA: (Ckay, and on the next
page, page 33. This is an ad which appeared in the
Canadi an Jewi sh News, Septenber 10th: "Help stop
Zundel . Ernst Zundel is a hate nonger. Call now. "

Oh, maybe we can just produce
t hat| ast page.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sure.

M5 KULASZKA: That woul d be page 32.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.
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M5 KULASZKA: Was this an ad
sponsored by the League for Human Ri ghts?

DR. MOCK: It appears to be fromthe
B'nai Brith Canada newspaper, yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Actually, it's fromthe
Canadi an Jewi sh News of Septenber 10th, 1992, but
you'll see at the bottom it says, "League for Human
Rights of B nai Brith Canada."

s this part -- was this part of the
phone-in canpaign? It says, "Call now'.

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Do you know how
successful it was?

DR. MOCK: It wasn't successful in
havi ng hate charges laid under that -- those sections
of the code, the Crimnal Code. And | have no idea,
woul dn' t know how successful or how many peopl e phoned.
We woul d have had no way of know ng that.

M5 KULASZKA: It states in thethird
bull et down -- it says:

"The League for Human Ri ghts of
B'nai Brith Canada has fought
Zundel for years. W know him
so do you."

|s that a correct statenent, you
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had -- that the League had fought Zundel for years?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Wul d you agree that
the inpact of this statenent on the Jewi sh community is
that they are in danger, justice has not been done, the
| egal system wasn't serving thenf

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR KURZ: M. Chair, | -- there's no
qguestion that Ms Kul aszka has the right to
cross-exam ne Dr. Mck about anything that she said or
did that may be relevant to whether she has sone
el enent of bias, which appears to be where all of this
i s | eading. But when she -- when her cross-exam nation
becones basically a cross-exanm nation about the
wor ki ngs of B' nai Brith, about the propriety of what
B'nai Brith did, rather than what Dr. Myck did, then
in ny respectful subm ssion, it strays fromthe narrow
pur pose forwhich she's entitled to cross-exam ne Dr.
Mock on these, and it becones, in effect, a
cross-exam nation about B nai Brith.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | understand that
she's focusing on periods of tinme when Dr. Mdck was the
director, national director. Are you not, M Kul aszka?

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, the -- just

articles we just went through, Dr. Mdck announces this
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phone-in canpaign, and this -- this was part of the
phone-in canpaign. Dr. Mck just said so.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So in that context,
her involvenent is there. Perhaps in her capacity as
national director, but I don't sense fromthe w tness
that she did not share the views that she expressed on
behal f of the organization.

MR. KURZ: Ch, no, | understand that
and -- but to the extent that she's dealing wth what
Dr. Mock did, then that's fine. But to the extent that
she's tal king about -- again, | don't care about the
fact that | happen to be nentioned, but that's --
that's -- what |"'msaying is that what | had to say or
any other person had to say, is irrelevant in the
context of this kind of a cross-exam nation. That's ny
poi nt ..

THE CHAI RPERSON: | see your point.
But you nmust understand that there is sone grey zone
t here because she was the director, and so | nean, of
course, there are shared activities, but as director,
you sonetinmes have to take responsibility for the
conduct of the organization. | guess that's where it's
com ng from

DR MOCK: M. Chair?

THE CHAlI RPERSON:.  Yes?
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DR MXCK: | would like to clarify ny
role in that organization

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay, that would --
t hat woul d be helpful, | think, in understanding the --

DR. MOCK: | think that would -- now
l"m-- now |'m seeing where | could be helpful to you
in clarifying that.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  (Ckay, pl ease.

DR. MOCK: | was an enpl oyee of B na
Brith Canada, so if you had the org chart, |I'm kind of
down here and called national director of this
conm ttee, which is the League for Human Ri ghts.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

DR. MOCK: Up here is theexecutive
director of B nai Brith Canada, who is the CEO of the
League for Human Rights as well. | ambound, as | was
even when | was hired and I was chal | enged, to uphold
the policies of the organization for which I was
enployed. Did 1l wite this ad, did I have the control
over what was in the content, did | cone up with the
i dea for the phone in canpaign? This was not --

MR CHRISTIE Well, M. Chairman, we
are --

THE CHAI RPERSON: | want this

answered, sir.
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MR CHRISTIE: Al right.

DR. MOCK: No, but | need to clarify
t hat .

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes. No, |I'm
asking this question.

DR. MOCK: When -- when | was hired,
| was even chal |l enged by the executive -- the executive
director of B nai Brith Canada, who is also there by
the CEO of the League for Human Rights. His point was,
you're used to be considered an expert in this area and
a president of organi zations, and a spokesperson. What
if your view was different fromthe view?

And | say, well, | would be bound --
| would hope | would still have a free platformto be
able to express ny views and provide ny expertise to
t he board and to the organi zation and to ny boss. But
that | would, of course, be bound by the policies.

So the executive director and CEO of
B'nai Brith is also the CEO of the advertising
departnent, and everything el se and so --

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay. So two quick
answers then -- two quick questions, two quick answers.
You were not involved in setting up this advertising
canpai gn?

DR. MOCK: Not the ad canpaign, no.
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  But you -- you did
not di sapprove of this advertising canpai gn?

DR MOCK: No, | did not disapprove
of this.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And in fact, you
woul d have endorsed it?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | would have endorsed

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay. Pl ease
pr oceed.

M5 KULASZKA: Maybe we coul d produce
t hat page as well, just page 33.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Again, it appears
to be straight out of the Canadian Jewi sh news. | can
see it at the top. | don't think there's a problem

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, | think -- Dr.
Mock, you're famliar with that ad, are you not?

DR MOXCK:  Yep.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, the next page is
page 34, "G oups plan clearinghouse to fight bigotry".
This is Septenber 22nd, 1992.

It was a conference sponsored by the
League for Human Rights of B nai Brith Canada. It was
called to deal with the inplications for Canada of the

rise of racismand anti-Semtism Wre you involved in
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t hi s conference?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: The recommended acti ons
were -- and you can see that on the right-hand side
where these little squares are at the bottom

"Maki ng Hol ocaust denial a |egal
of fence, devel opi ng new nodel s
of policing in coordination with
various ethnic communities,

| aunching a national advertising
canpai gn on anti-raci sm and
human rights, increasing
anti-raci smeducation, including
conmpul sory training of teachers
in anti-bigotry techniques.”

Were you involved -- first of all,
di d you approve of those reconmendati ons?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And were you invol ved
inthe -- in inplenenting themlater?

DR. MOCK: Inplenenting the
recomendat i ons?

M5 KULASZKA: Correct.

DR. MOCK: Well, certainly everything

to do with education and cl earinghouse. In fact, as |
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menti oned the other day, only ten percent of the tine
was spent on advocacy, and nost of ny tinme was spent in
education, research, training, and devel opi ng resources
and materi al s.

M5 KULASZKA: So you were -- you

were, in actual fact, the co-chairperson of

t heconference? | see that on the -- on the |left-hand
colum, you'll see it near the bottom
It says:

"' The formof the information
clearing centre would take has
not been decided,’' said Karen
Mock, conference co-chairperson
"but could include a fax nunber
to get the nessage out.' "W
want all people in the comunity
who are fighting racismto fight
raci smand not each other', Mck
said, in summng up the
conference's recommendations. "

|'s that an accurate report?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And this is very close

to the statenment you nade before the anti-raci st

conference in later 1996, that you -- you have to have
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solidarity, and you don't fight each other in public;
is that right?

DR MOCK: Simlar.

M5 KULASZKA: If | could producet hat
page.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, it's fromthe
Toronto Star. There's another page to the left of that
that you didn't consult. Does it reference the sane
event ?

M5 KULASZKA: This is the "Ontario
Plan to Action against anti-Semtisni. Are you
famliar with that docunment, Dr. Mock? It's dealing
with the League for Human Ri ghts guidelines for
community action. The spokesperson seens to be Frank
D anond?

DR. MOCK: He's the executive
director and CEO of B' nai Brith

M5 KULASZKA: At that tine?

DR. MOCK: And still.

M5 KULASZKA: So you are famliar
with that article? This was a -- obviously a canpaign
that B ' nai Brith was involved in?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: |If | could produce that

page?
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THE CHAIRPERSON: And it's fromthe
G obe & Mail, for its authenticity, | should say.
M5 KULASZKA: The next page is
t hecover of The Covenant. The title is ""Arrest this
Man', says B nai Brith. Coalition canpaigns for new
char ges agai nst Zundel "
And there is -- if you turn the page,
in Septenber 1992, it reads:
"Thousands of ' Stop Zundel
posters produced by the League
for Human Rights hit the streets
earlier this nonth. They were
designed to pressure Ontario
Attorney Ceneral Howard Hanpton
into laying crimnal charges
agai nst Canada's nost known
Hol ocaust denier. Last nonth, a
Suprene Court of Canada rul ed
unconstitutional with the Code's
prohi bition agai nst pronoting
fal se news. The League
i medi ately called for Zundel's
arrest under the Code's hate
pr opaganda section."”

Do you know what that poster | ooked
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li ke?

DR MOCK: | believe this is just the
organi zati on's own newspaper talking about exactly the
same posting that we just tal ked about.

M5 KULASZKA: (Ckay, the one on page
33?

DR. MOCK: | would think so.

M5 KULASZKA: So this was actually
posted around Toronto?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: By the League For Human
Rights? Do you know who -- it says "thousands of
posters”. Do you know who put those posters up?

DR. MOCK: Vol unteers nostly.

M5 KULASZKA: Okay, if | could
produce that, those two pages? It would be page 35 and
36.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay, if |
understand correctly, Dr. Mck, The Covenant is the
newsl etter of B nai Brith.

DR. MOCK: At the tine, it was called
The Covenant. |It's now called the Jew sh Tri bune.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

M5 KULASZKA: (Ckay, turning to page

37. This is another article in which you were quot ed.
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It states in the second paragraph:
"Mnorities nust devel op pl anned
action, and not just a plan of
action, when racially notivated
crimes or attacks occur."

Then further down, "League director
Karen Mock" --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Coul d you tell us
where? |1'malways hunting to find the sections that
you read from

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, sorry. That would
be -- that would be the second paragraph, starts,
"Mnorities"...

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

M5 KULASZKA: | read that paragraph,
and |' m ski ppi ng dowmn a paragraph. The next one
starts:

"League director Karen Mck said
a national strategy is needed to
conbat raci smand bigotry.
Raci sm and hate groups are on
the rise. 'Enough is enough.
Let's do sonething,'” Mock told

t he conference's concl udi ng

session. "
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|'s that an accurate report?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And goi ng down one?

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Par agr aph?

M5 KULASZKA:  Par agr aph.
"Excuses and inaction by
community | eaders give rise to
racism Participants heard
et hni ¢ groups nust nove to a
smarter battle by influencing
public opinion, |obbying for an
entrenchnent of equality rights,
and consul ting abori gi nal
gr oups".

Is that an accurate statenment of the

DR MOCK: O that conference. Wuld

if | explained which conference this

M5 KULASZKA: Certainly, go ahead.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ms Kul aszka?

M5 KULASZKA: Certainly.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, sure. | nean,

it says -- it's the conference

"Equal ity and Justice Inplications For Canada
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and the Rise of Racisnf. | can read that.

M5 KULASZKA: Then there are several
recomendati ons, a national advertising canpaign. |'m
at the top of the second columm: More anti-racism
educati on, maki ng Hol ocaust denial a |egal offence,
hasher puni shnments for racially-notivated crinmes, and
pressing for the establishing of a | ong-awaited
Canadi an race rel ations foundation. So several of those
recommendations -- did you help | obby for any of those
recomendati ons?

DR, MOCK: Afterwards?

M5 KULASZKA:  Yes.

DR. MOCK: At the time, | was the
chair of what is called the Canadian Milticultura
Advi sory Conmittee, having been appointed by the
federal mnister, who was the Secretary of State for
mul ticulturalismthen, the Honourable Gerry Winer. And
that commttee itself was a 35-person comm tteeof
peopl e fromacross the country. It's under that
auspices, and | served in that role for four years,
from1990 to 1994, as fair of that -- CVAC

It was not a | obby group, but we
consi dered recomendations fromall over the country,
and then we advised the Secretary of State. So this

woul d have been part of the -- that program and
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advi sing the governnment on strategies to educate the
publi c and enhance equality rights for all Canadi ans.
It was not a | obby group. That's the conference that
this is about.

M5 KULASZKA: And did it advise for
har sher puni shnents for racially-notivated crines?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And that was
subsequently enacted, was it not?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And pressing for the
est abl i shnment of the Canadi an Race Rel ations
Foundation, did you help -- did you advise for that?

DR. MOCK: The Act had al ready been
passed by then, by Parlianent in 1990, but it was not
proclained. And so we were part of the pushto say this
resource and this clearinghouse, and an educati onal
facility to assist all ethnic and racial groups and
targeted groups, needed to be proclainmed so that it --
it could nove forward.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So t he procl amation
did occur later on because the organi zati on agreed?

DR. MOCK: The proclamati on occurred
in 1996, yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.
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M5 KULASZKA: And were you the first
director of the -- of that foundation?

DR MOCK:  No, | was not.

M5 KULASZKA: But you did becone a
director?

DR. MOCK: The first -- the first

director was Moy Tam from 1996 to 2000, and | was

appoi nted by the next government as -- further to a
search process, as the -- as the second executive
di rector.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, if | could
produce that docunent?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Is it time for a break?

THE CHAI RPERSON: Could be. It's an
early break but if you feel that you need one.

M5 KULASZKA: No, we can keep goi ng.
That's all right.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Anot her 15 mi nutes,
okay? Yes, 15 mnutes | think would be better.
--- Discussion off the record
--- Recess taken at 10:23 a. m
--- Upon resum ng at 10:44 a.m

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  For the record,

received a letter fromM. Fronm excusing hinself
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because | believe he has sone business today that
involved M. Warman, he said in the letter. | don't
know any other details, other than that. And he said
if I need any input from CAFE, | could speak to M.
Kul bashi an about t hat.

Do you wish to --

MR KULBASHI AN:  Actual |y, just
through ny talks with him I'mgoing to be effectively
taking his place and doing any objections on his behalf
and any kind of -- so basically representing CAFE for
the tine that he's not avail abl e, because he'll be in
Otawa until Wednesday, and returning on Thursday.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Ckay. Fine, unless
anyone has any serious objections.

MR. KULBASHI AN: It's not going to be

overly abusive or -- in any way. Like, as | said, |
haven't said anything so far. |'mjust pretty nuch --
THE CHAI RPERSON: | notice M.

Frommis policy on a lot of the questioning has not to

get overly invol ved.

MR. KULBASHI AN: Yes, I've -- |'m--
THE CHAIRPERSON: |I'mtrying to keep

t he process quick so -- | won't say anything el se.

"1l just leave it at that. |In the appearance form he

had not included your nanme. He had included the nane
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of anot her individual .

MR, KULBASHI AN. M. Wheeler --

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. KULBASHI AN:  -- is not avail able
as well. The mgjor thing -- this is kind of a |ast
mnute situation. He wasn't aware that the hearing
woul d actually be proceedi ng on Monday, and therefore
he had sonewhat of a last mnute scranble to prepare
for the hearing in Gtawa from Monday to Wdnesday.

And therefore, he's prettynuch at this point told nme to
go ahead on his behal f.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | hear you, and
we'll play it as we go al ong, okay, M. Kul bashi an.

MR. KULBASHI AN:  Fi ne, okay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | nean, because
you're like -- the third person down the line, but I
don't have any objection at this tinme that you be in
the room You' ve always been in the room You' ve been
followi ng -- but do others have objections now?

MR. VIGNA: | don't have an objection
at this point in time for practical reasons, but if
the -- | notice that the debate gets a little bit
personal because of M. Kul bashian's own case. | m ght
have objections |ater on but --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. | want
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to point out that I'mnot famliar at all w th what
happened after M. -- wth M. Kul bashian's file after
my decision in that matter

Al'l right, now | understand --
sonebody nentioned, | think, somewhere along the way,
that there was a judicial review and such. | know
not hi ng about that. But we have to be careful about
that, M. Kul bashian. Because you were a party in a
case that | heard and so --

MR. KULBASHI AN: So | just want to --

THE CHAI RPERSON: And that's where it
can be a bit sensitive. But for the tinme being, |
mean, | think -- | appreciate that soneone is here from
CAFE in case | need an input fromthe organization, |
can at |east speak to M. Kul bashian and get a nessage
to M. Fronmor to the organi zation. ay, SO --

MR. KULBASHI AN: | just --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  The letter is very
formal and proper, that M. Frommsent nme. | don't
know if it was CC d to the other parties. Ckay, well,
we can show it to you if you like. It was addressed to
the Tribunal, asking that he be excused due to the
ot her matter.

M5 KULASZKA: | just -- 1 just want

to state that I'mhere, | guess, on behalf of CAFE and
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not on behalf of nyself. It would be -- I'd be fully
adhering to CAFE s policy in this case, as well as
their involvenent. So it would not be ny issue, as
opposed to M. Fromm s issue.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Fine, M.
Kul bashi an.

MR. KURZ: | have nothing to sayabout
t hat point.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR KURZ: |'mjust wondering if M.
Kul bashi an could I et ne know, or et the Tribunal know,
when M. Frommw || be avail able, when his
Cross-examni nation --

THE CHAI RPERSON: The letter
speci fied, what did it say, Wdnesday?

MR. KULBASHI AN:  On Thur sday,
actual ly.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ch, Thur sday.

MR. KULBASHI AN:  The hearing is from
Monday to Wednesday. |It's sonething that kind of canme
up last mnute for him Therefore, he won't be back
unti| Thursday.

MR KURZ: Just to be -- so that | --
because I -- | won't be here for a nunber of days next

week. Ohers wll.
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THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR KURZ: W've tried to nake sure
sonebody's here every day, fromour point of view  But
| would Iike to be here when M. Frommis avail able for
cross-examnation, so I'd just like to know, so | can
schedul e around that.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, okay. TheO

| etter was clear about Thursday. |'mjust |ooking at
the other witnesses who are testifying. | have it here
somewher e.

MR. KURZ: That's the other issue,
yes. M understanding is Professor Tsesis on Mnday,
Pr of essor Downs on Tuesday.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, 26 and 27.

MR. KURZ: And -- and I'mnot sure
how we are schedul ed for the rest of the week. And the
rest --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Right. For the
rest of the week it was -- we had M. Livingston, and
the end of M. Fromm and there was one other w tness?

M5 KULASZKA: | don't know when M.
Frommis going to get back, because, of course, he's in
Otawa with the libel trial. Richard Warman sued him
for libel so --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, the details.
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M5 KULASZKA: So | don't know how
long the trial could be. 1 think --

THE CHAI RPERSON: But he deliberately
did not nention those details in his letter, by the
way. He just said, "lI'mtaking in business with M.
War man" but --

M5 KULASZKA: | think it was
menti oned previously, actually, at the beginning of the
heari ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Okay, okay. |
don't want to interfere with what he may or may not
have wanted me to know, M. Fromm But he's avail able
Thursday or Friday even, so --

M5 KULASZKA: Well, hopefully, he
will be.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, so but -- it's
in answer to the question of M. Kurz, that's why --
you can't answer if it's going to be Thursday or
Fri day.

M5 KULASZKA:  No.

MR KURZ: |'mjust -- |I'mwondering
if somebody could let nme know if they have a cl earer
i dea of when M. Frommw || be --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Oh, M. Kul bashi an

will be able to tell us.
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MR. KULBASHI AN  That's why -- that's
why | -- he will be avail able on Thursday.

THE CHAI RPERSON: He will be? Ckay.

MR. KULBASHI AN:  The hearing's
schedul ed from Monday till Wednesday?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. KULBASHI AN:  And therefore, if it
finishes earlier, then he'll be back on Wdnesday, but
as far as | know, right nowit's Thursday.

THE CHAI RPERSON: He's targeting
Thursday? He's targeting Thursday.

MR. KULBASHI AN: He's targeting
Thur sday.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Thank you, M.

Kul bashi an.

That will be hel pful for ne
becausewe have to finish that evidence. W can't |eave
it out there. And that left -- there was one other
w tness, was there -- was there not, M Kul aszka?

M5 KULASZKA: There's M. Newrann.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, yes, M.
Newmann. But these were all supposed to be quick
wi t nesses, | understood fromyour -- relatively
speaki ng, right?

M5 KULASZKA: Wl l, hopefully, we'll
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be able to get through next week, those --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, it does -- it
sounds |ike we m ght be able to get through everybody.

MR KURZ: |Is M. Fromm
finishedin-chief, M. Chair?

THE CHAI RPERSON: | believe not.

M5 KULASZKA:  No.

MR KURZ: Okay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Barely -- like, |
think there's a little bit left in-chief, and then we
are about to go into cross-exam nation, right?

M5 KULASZKA: Right. W are -- we're
still in-chief.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But, yes, there
wasn't -- it seened that we had progressed
significantly in his evidence in-chief, right?

M5 KULASZKA: And | think the experts

next week, it seens they both want to be one day each,

but we'll see how that goes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, it worked
yesterday, yes, M. Tsesis and M. -- I'mwlling to
accomodate. | just --

MR. KURZ: Thank you, M. Chair.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR VIGNA: | just want to nention,
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inrelation to M. Fromm there's a -- | see that
there's a -- the little binder | prepared for himso
that he can be nmade aware of it by M. Kul bashian, it's
on his desk, as | see. It's rightthere. That's it.
And the CO-ROM | think | gave it to him already.

And - -

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, so you woul d
like -- oh, this is for his cross-exam nation?

MR VI GNA:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. Can you
get that material to him M. Kul bashian, sonmehow?

M5 KULASZKA: Actually, his materi al
is all here so | wll speak -- I'll be speaking --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, that -- advise
himthere's new stuff there that he has to see in
preparation for his cross-exan nation.

MR. VIGNA:  And |'m preparing nothing
new in terms of content. It's -- he had a summary of
cases that he had nentioned, and he gave us a chart. |
conpiled all the cases in tw case books, and I'm going
to give that on Monday norning. If he wants it earlier
| can provide it earlier.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Oh, you'll have
t hat on Monday? Ckay.

MR. VIGNA: Yeah. |If he wants it
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earlier, | -- but I don't think he'll need it before
he -- because it's all cases he's nentioning and --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, he's -- he
seens to be famliar with all the cases.

MR VIGNA:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | think there --
it's for marking the -- perhaps it would be an
advant age, yes.

MR VIGNA:  Ckay.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, Dr. Mock, | think
we were -- we finished off at page 37 of tab 12. If we
can go to page 38. This was October 15th, 1992. There
was a very large rally held. 1t was called, the
article states, "Rally calls on governnent to stop
Hol ocaust deniers".

The first paragraph:

"Several hundred peopl e who
recently attended an enoti onal
energency rally were urged to
demand from the government that
their rights be protected".

Were you present at that rally?

DR. MOCK: | don't renenber

M5 KULASZKA: |If you read it over,

you can't renmenber if you were there?
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DR MOCK: | really don't. | don't
know if -- 1 don't think I'mquoted, andusually, if |I'm
asked to speak at any of these things, they quote ne.
It may have been either on a tine when | was not
avai | abl e or just soneone -- sonme other organization's
rally.

M5 KULASZKA: Were you famliar with
this article at all?

DR MOCK: Wen | saw it in the book
here, | read it.

M5 KULASZKA: No --

THE CHAI RPERSON: It is authentic.

M5 KULASZKA: It is authentic, yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, it's just that
| don't know what relevance it is if the witness wasn't
even involved in that rally.

DR MOCK: | -- | just can't recall.

M5 KULASZKA: This -- | wanted to ask
if she had been there, because it was a very |arge
rally.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So just in response
of whether she was there or not? GCkay, so --

M5 KULASZKA: But she says she can't
remenber if she was there. Gkay. kay, turnto page

39 --
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THE CHAI RPERSON: W' || produce it.

| mean but -- but I'mmndful of the fact the w tness
said she was not there -- or does not recall.
DR MOCK: | don't --

MR KURZ: M. Chair?

THE CHAlI RPERSON:.  Yes?

MR. KURZ: May | say -- what may be a
hel pful suggestion is, all the newspaper articles,
we're -- | don't think we're chall enging any of them
So if the question is just to have Dr. Myck identify
t hem whether she's seen themor not is irrelevant, we
accept that, fromwhat | can see, and perhaps we'll
take a mnute, just to save tine, just to say that
they're all acceptable --

THE CHAI RPERSON: That woul d be
hel pful .

MR. KURZ: -- they're all adm ssible
as newspaper articles, subject to --

THE CHAI RPERSON: And if | can go one

step further, Ms Kulaszka, | sort of alluded to this
the other day. | nean, the extent of Dr. Mck's
i nvol venent and positions on this point, | nmean, |I'm

seeing a comon thene through everythinghere. So if
that's the point of all this evidence, | nean, | can

read the articles. Any references to Dr. Mock are

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3038

clearly going to be hers and -- and we know where she
stands on all these points, right? | --

M5 KULASZKA: | really feel | have to
ask if it's an accurate report though, because she's
stated in other instances, it was not an accurate
report of what she said.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's true, |I'm
not --

M5 KULASZKA: Fair -- fair to a
Wi tness to ask.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | know, you've got
that point, but it's just -- it's a recurring thene,
and she's not really dissociating herself with a | ot of
what's going on here, at |east those that reference
her.

M5 KULASZKA: Well, she did yesterday
state that sonme things weren't accurate.

THE CHAI RPERSON: She did. But
for -- well, it's up -- it's up to the witness. Have
you been through this material? Have you -- have you
| ooked at it all?

DR MXCK: I'm-- |'"mvery
confortable with themincluding all these materials. If
| mght add, the -- the one where | felt that | read

needed -- because it was so current, was the National
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Post article, where | knew what | had said because it
was just a little while ago, so | called the reporter
to check on that. And sone of these other pieces that
were in -- |ike students -- you know, an ARA student's
account, or paraphrases of what | mght have said that
are so obvious because there are certain of ny articles
where | know exactly how | woul d have worded sonet hi ng.
But I'm --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So t he remai nder of
these articles all -- that emanated fromfairly
reliable type sources --

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- Toronto -- d obe
& Mail, Toronto Sun, Toronto Star --

DR. MOCK: Yeah, | nean, Otawa
Citizen are quoting the Otawa staff there and --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And you're --

M5 KULASZKA: Well, if we can just
produce the tab, that -- that would be all right with
me t hen.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That's fine.
Perhaps there's only one thing that I would ask on --
the rest of the articles, you know, speak for
thensel ves. But | notice at page 47 is an ad, an

advertisenment. So that one, perhaps we should ask the
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W tness about. The remaining material appears to be

articles.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, Let ne get to
t hat and --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, I'd |ike you
to junp forward, | nean, Ms Kul aszka.

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, okay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | nean, she's
accepting it.

M5 KULASZKA: Dr. Mock --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  She's accepting
what's -- everything that's been witten in the
articles, so she is not going to try and deny the
manner in which they may present her statenents in
these articles. But | do notice that there's this
advertisenment, kind of distinct fromthe other
mat eri al .

M5 KULASZKA: Dr. Mock, yes, if you
could turn to page 47. This is an ad, it was sponsored
by a nunber of organizations, includingB nai Brith
Canada. Do you see that? Do you renenber that ad
or --

DR MOCK: | don't renenber this.

But, | nean -- no, | -- | sinply don't renmenber it. I'm

not questioning that it m ght not have been
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co-sponsored. You know, people list all Kkinds of
organi zations that are part of --

M5 KULASZKA: Do you renenber -- do
you ever remenber being involved in its preparation?

DR MXCK: No, | -- | wouldn't have
been involved in this preparation.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You woul d not have
been, you said?

DR. MOCK: No, not that | recall

THE CHAIRPERSON: 1'Il leave it to
you to do what you want to do with it. R ght now, I
don't see it as being identified sufficiently for
production, unless sonebody -- unless again, | get sone
sort of an acknow edgenent fromthe other side.

M5 KULASZKA: | -- we could -- we can
| eave that out and get it identified |ater.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That's fine.

M5 KULASZKA: It's from Excali bur.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (kay, SO --
soeverything but page 47 in this tab has been produced.

M5 KULASZKA:  Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You' re keepi ng
track of this, too, Ms Kulaszka, or M. Lemre, so that
you can get back to it later on, if you need to?

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, Dr. Mock, just
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goi ng through them page 40, is an article, "B na
Brith Uges Action to Head Of Hate Crines". It also
refers to Ernst Zundel, that was --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ms Kul aszka, ny
goal in getting everything produced was to sort of not

have to go through this process. She's acknow edgi ng

t hat --

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, okay, | --

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- every single
thing that it says about her, she -- she admts.

M5 KULASZKA: | am heading to
somet hi ng.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Ckay, that's fine.

M5 KULASZKA:  And | won't go through
it word-for-word. | just want to ask her about that --

you'll see that article, February 23rd1993; is that
right?

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

M5 KULASZKA: And then page 41, CIC,
whi ch of course, is the Canadi an Jew sh Congress,
"Zundel charges," that was March of 1993, correct?

DR. MOCK: Uh-huh. Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And the sane with page
42, 43. And then on page 44, there's an article, it

was March of 1993, and it concerns -- it's -- or the
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titleis "OP.P. Wn't Press Zundel Charges". Do you
know what that was about? Do you renenber what that
was about ?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: That was the -- after
Ernst Zundel was acquitted in August of '92 -- see if
this is correct -- the Canadi an Jewi sh Congress and
ot her Jew sh groups attenpted to get hate charges laid
agai nst Ernst Zundel, and in March of 1993, the O P.P.
announced that they woul d not be |aying charges.

That -- that's what it's about, correct?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, and then on page
45, the police, the Canadi an Jew sh Congresswas
outraged that the charges were not laid. That -- do
you renenber that?

DR. MOCK: Uh-huh. And | notice that
|"mnot quoted in any of the articles that you' ve
mentioned so -- so far, of this --

M5 KULASZKA: No, but --

DR MOCK: O this batch. But yes
that's true.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You recall it?

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, you recall it.

And -- and the position of your -- of the League was
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the sane as the Canadi an Jewi sh Congress, wasn't it?

DR. MOCK: Yes, we -- we wanted the
charges to be laid --

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, if you can | ook at
page --

DR MXCK: -- if there was enough
evi dence, at the tine.

M5 KULASZKA: -- page 46, you can see
there's a quote on the right-hand colum by Mark
Sandl er of the League For Human Ri ghts.

MR. KURZ: Which page are you on?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Forty-si Xx.

M5 KULASZKA: Forty-six. And they
echoed the hope that the door to prosecution was
notcl osed. So the League had the sanme position?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And | think we'll skip
page 47, because that's not been recogni zed by you.

W get to page 48, sone three nonths
| ater, after that decision was nmade by the OP.P., a
nob attacked Ernst Zundel's honme, and that was
Anti-Racist Action. It states that:

"A ranpagi ng nob of close to 300
anti-racists trashed the" -- or

sorry, this was Gary Schi pper --
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"the rented East Toronto hone of

a promnent racist |last night".
And that was Gary Schi pper

"They tossed snoke bonbs, paint

bonbs, rocks and bags of

excrement through the front

door."

W is -- whomis Gary Schipper?

DR. MOCK: | think he was a nenber of
Heritage Front, | believe and --

M5 KULASZKA: And he was the voice on
the taped tel ephone nessages that were thesubject of a
Section 13 hearing, under the Canadi an Human Ri ghts
Act, correct?

DR. MOCK:  Unh-huh. Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Were you aware of this
riot that took place in June of 1993, by Anti-Raci st
Action?

DR. MOCK: From the newspaper
reports, | was.

M5 KULASZKA: And then if you turn to
page 49, there was an article, they interviewed various
| eaders of the anti-racist novenent, one of them was
Ber ni e Farber.

If you look at the -- the col um,
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second fromthe right:
"Far ber attacked |ack of
government action agai nst groups
i ke the Heritage Front, which
preached white suprenmacy. 'The
problemis the police and the
Attorney Ceneral's office, that
have not been cooperating. They
have not used the anti-hate
| egislation as a nmeans to stop
hat e nongering.' He said,
' Young peopl e understandably get
very frustrated, and wongly
take the law into their own
hands' ".

Wul d you agree with that statenent?

DR. MOCK: Yes, the operative word
bei ng "wrongly".

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You know, you
j unped ahead again. You didn't let nme catch up.
don't know what you read from again, M Kul aszka.

M5 KULASZKA: OCh, I'msorry. It's
page 49, it's the second fromthe right colum, of the
m ddl e of the page, "Farber attacked".

THE CHAI RPERSON:  All right. | heard
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what you said, but | wanted to be able to follow. o
on.

M5 KULASZKA: So the nob attacks
because the police just aren't doing enough, and the
hate law is not being used; is that right?

DR. MOCK: Sorry, could you pl ease
repeat the question?

M5 KULASZKA: Basically, Bernie
Farber's justifying the violence, saying it's
under st andabl e because Attorney Cenerals and the police
will not lay hate charges -- crinme charges.

DR MOCK: No, | would -- with
respect, | would not agree with that. In no way do |
read this to say that Bernie Farber is justifying
violent attacks. He says "wongly". So he is not
justifying the attacks. He is saying that they may be
provoked and frustrated, and then take the lawin their
own hands, which is a position on which | al so agree.
But it's wong, and categorically wong.

M5 KULASZKA: But he al so attacked
the police and the Attorney Ceneral's office. He
st at es:

"They have not used anti-hate
| egislation as a nmeans to stop

hat e nongeri ng".
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DR MOCK: | wouldn't call it an
attack, but yes, he points out the fact that they have
not used that legislation in this case.

M5 KULASZKA: But in this case, they
had used the legislation. The Heritage Front -- Gary
Schi pper was part of the Heritage Front, and the
Heritage Front was subject to a Section 13 hearing.

DR. MOCK: | don't believe that woul d
be called the anti-hate laws in the Crimnal Code,
under which the organi zati ons were hoping that-- that
M. Zundel would be charged. So I nean, the gist,
per haps, may be simlar but no, | don't agree with your
interpretation.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, we'll turn to
page 50, Sinon Wesenthal Centre set up what is called
a Truth Squad, with -- with respect to the Hol ocaust.
That was in May of 1993. And turning the page to 51,
the North American Jew sh Students Network -- this is
the bottomarticle -- they succeeded in neeting with
the Ontario Attorney Ceneral. They wanted charges laid
agai nst Ernst Zundel. And then at the top, it's just
anot her article about the Sinmon Wesenthal Centre.

Then on page 52:

"Zundel Of Air But Cancellation
Deals a Hard Blow to Efforts By
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t he League".

And it seens that satellite broadcast
by Ernst Zundel had been cancelled, but the League For
Human Ri ghts had been nonitoring the broadcast. You
can see at the bottomof the first columm, they were
hopi ng:

"Zundel woul d provide enough
information for the Attorney
Ceneral to lay a charge under
the hate | aws".

And then on -- a couple of colums
over, at the bottom paragraph:

"Despite this setback, the
League is continuing to work
closely with the various
jurisdictions of |aw enforcenent
on this issue, and both Metro
Police and the Attorney --
Ontario Attorney Ceneral's

of fice have commtted to a
continued investigation of
Zundel 's activities".

| s that an accurate statenent of the
League's activities in 19937

DR MXCK:  Yes.
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M5 KULASZKA: And turning to page 53,
it's just an article about the Canadian Jewi sh News --
or Canadi an Jewi sh Congress trying to block a radio
show by Ernst Zundel. And next page, sane thing. Now
on page 55, this is dated Novenber of 1993. And this
was -- this concerns a denonstration by hundreds of
people in front of Ernst Zundel's house. They hurled
eggs, red paint at his house, and it was organi zed by
Anti-Racist Action. Wre you aware of this
denonstration when it took place?

DR. MOCK: Again, only through the
newspaper accounts.

M5 KULASZKA: It was -- the newspaper
article states, on the right-hand side, the second
par agraph fromthe bottom

"Yesterday's protest was called
to coincide with the court
appearance of four Heritage
Front nmenbers, and that was in
respect to a contenpt of court
charge in connection with a
hotline recording".

And that woul d be under Section 13 of
t he Canadi an Human Ri ghts Act.

Do you -- so you renenber this, this
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very violent denonstration that occurred?

DR MOCK: | -- yes, | renenber this
account. | remenber that this happened.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, if you can turn
to page 56. This is Decenber 2nd, 1993. This is

just -- it'd be several days after that event infront
of Ernst Zundel house. It's an article in the Canadi an
Jewi sh News. |f you can | ook on the -- the right-hand

colum, around the m ddle of the columm, they are
guoti ng you:
"We cannot condone unl awf ul
means of getting the nessage
across, but continuing
anti-raci st denonstrations of
this nature appear to be the
result of the frustration felt
by many young peopl e because of
per cei ved | aw enforcenent and
government inaction,"” said Karen
Mock.
I s that accurate?
DR MOCK:  Yes.
M5 KULASZKA: Then you went on:
"They can see the hate groups

recruiting openly in schools and
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on canpuses, and gai ni ng support
for their racist cause, but they
are at a loss to know what to do
about it, except draw attention
by raising a ruckus, that can
easily get out of hand.”

Wul d you agree that, at that very
time, Gary Schi pper and the Heritage Front and Wl f gang
Droege were actually in front of the federal court at
the time?

DR. MOCK: Sorry, what did you say
right at the end?

M5 KULASZKA: The Heritage Front was
subject to legal proceedings at that very tinme. If you
ook in the left hand colum, in the mddle, you can
see:

"Whi | e denonstrators associ at ed
with Anti-Racist Action were
pel ting Zundel's house with
pai nt and eggs, the Canadi an
Human Ri ghts Conm ssi on was
asking a federal court judge to
find Wl fgang Droege, head of
the Heritage Front, as well as

Gary Schi pper and Ken Barker, in
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violation of a court order
preventing the Front from

runni ng tel ephone nessages”.

These -- did you see that?
DR MOCK: | was aware of that, but
ny -- if I mght explain.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Go ahead.

DR. MOCK: As you can see in the --
in m quote, | and others m ght be aware of the |egal
situation and the appropriate non-viol ent strategies,
but their frustration is because of their -- the
percei ved | aw enforcenent inaction. And that's only one
exanple that you are citing of where there was
sonet hi ng happening in the courts.

But these young people, | go on to
say, see all kinds of other things happening, and they
recount it to us, for exanple, how they m ght report
sonmet hing at school, and then -- [I'I|l never forget this
exanple -- they report sonething in school, and then
they're dealt with nore harshly, and the principal
wal ked out with his armaround the perpetrator, saying,
you know, we know how difficult these things are, that
t he young frustrated kids, their systemwas boiling".
So this incident is exactly why | nounted, with ny

staff, that other program| was telling the Chair
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about, of -- at B nai Brith, at the League, over pizza
and what ever else, there waseven a session on, how do
you plan a rally, with the cooperation of |aw
enforcenment, such that you can spot who m ght be
getting out of hand, and isolate them

We had soneone cone and hel p them see
that they could say that there is going to be a
denonstration, they could work with the police, they
could make sure that they had proper security. They
could isolate people who were starting to use viol ence,
and so on. So it's exactly that that -- that led us to
say that. The kids are frustrated, they're angry. And
we say, you never use the tactics of the perpetrator to
pronote violence, to -- you know, even in your posters,
don't use this kind of provocative incitenment kind of
| anguage. That's --

M5 KULASZKA: |f sonmeone gave that
same kind of advice to the Heritage Front, should they
be condemed, because they gave that advice, associ ated
with the Heritage Front?

DR. MOCK: No. | would conmend
sonmeone who gave the advice to the Heritage Front of
how to al ways behave, even in their speech and their
posters and their websites, in a |lawful way thatdoes

not incite violence or pronote hatred against mnority
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groups. | would commend that | anguage.

M5 KULASZKA: |If you can turn to page
60, this was a report about the audit, and there is a
quote on the right-hand side from Frank D anond, about
the m ddl e of the page, which of -- the title is --

DR. MOCK: There's two articles
t here.

M5 KULASZKA: -- is called
"Anti-Semtic Incidents Up 11 Percent".

DR MOCK: Is this 57 you' re one?

M5 KULASZKA: Sixty.

DR MOCK: Ch, I'msorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON: There are still two
articles, but it's in the first article at the top,
right?

DR. MOCK: | have it.

M5 KULASZKA: It's the -- it's
article at the top, in the colum on the right-hand
si de.

DR. MOCK: | have it.

M5 KULASZKA: And it's -- about the
mddle, it starts, "He blasted". They are talKking
about Frank Di anond.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

M5 KULASZKA: "He bl asted both the
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federal and provincial governnent for not prosecuting
Zundel for what he described as flagrant violations of
the Crimnal Code.™

That -- that was the position taken
by the League.

DR. MOCK: Yes, he's the CEO of the
League.

M5 KULASZKA: And that was in 1995,
March of 1995?

DR. MOCK: Uh-huh. Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Turn to page 63, two
months later. In May of 1995, an arsonist struck at
t he Zundel house. The first paragraph:

"The home of Hol ocaust denier
Ernst Zundel struck by arson
early yesterday in an attack
that anti-racists suggest was
meant to commenorate VE Day."

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Hold on, | didn't
catch up to you. Wat page were you at?

M5 KULASZKA: Sixty-three.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Si xty-three, okay.

M5 KULASZKA: The first paragraph.
And turning the page, another article about that,

"Cheer Zundel's Hone Bl aze". Do you renenber seeing
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these articles at the tine?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, we'll turn the
page to 66. States:

"A Shadowy O fshoot of the
Jewi sh Defence League Has
Cl ai med Responsibility For
Sunday's Arson".

D d you ever |earn whether that was
in fact true?

MR VIGNA: M. Chair, the problem]
have with the |line of questioning regarding the arson
at the Zundel house is that we -- | don't think anybody
was ever charged, and we can't, in this process, try to
associ ate anybody to the events by nmere specul ati on or
suspi ci on.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  |'m sorry, because
again, | was trying to follow the material. The
question was with regard to page 66?

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, it states on66,
the first paragraph:

"A Shadowy O fshoot of the
Jewi sh Defence League Has
Cl ai med Responsibility For

Sunday's Arson Attack".
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  And your question
was?

M5 KULASZKA: | asked whet her she had
heard whet her that was true.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Do you have any
know edge of that?

DR. MOCK: Know edge that they
cl ai med?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Knowl edge that they

cl ai mred, or know edge of actual involvenent, M

Kul aszka?

M5 KULASZKA: O the claim

THE CHAI RPERSON: O the claim

DR MOCK: | only accepted what was
in the newspaper. | didn't interact with the Jew sh
Def ence League. W -- there have been tinmes when we

had denounced their tactics as well.

M5 KULASZKA: |If you can turn to page
68. This is May 22nd, 1995. This is just two weeks
later. Title, "Police Explode Parcel BonbMil to
Zundel Last Week". And there are several articles
about that, on page 69, "Terror Cell Targeting Far
Ri ght."

Page 70, page 71. Do you renenber

that whole incident? It was -- it went on in the
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newspapers for quite a long tine.

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And do you renenber
what happened, what went on?

DR. MOCK: No, | would have to review
t hese newspaper articles to rem nd nyself.

M5 KULASZKA: Do you renenber that
actually several -- several organizations and
i ndividuals were targeted with these pi pe bonbs? |If
you don't renenber, just --

MR, KURZ: M. Chair?

DR. MOCK: |1'Il take your word for
it. But again, | denounced these tactics over and over
and over again. | don't know what else to say.

MR KURZ: M question is, what
tangential relevance has this got to do with Karen
Mock' s bias, or even her conduct as the director of
B'nai Brith League For Human Ri ghts.

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Especially since |
haven't seen any connection to the witness. Shesays
she denounced the tactics and she wasn't invol ved.

M5 KULASZKA: Well, | haven't seen
any articles of Karen Mock denouncing any of this
vi ol ence.

DR MOCK: | -- my | -- if -- would
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it help --

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Just because it's
not in the newspaper, M Kul aszka, doesn't nean she
didn't. She said she denounced it. You want to know
how? How did you denounce it? W're getting an answer
now. Cet ready. Go ahead.

DR. MOCK: | denounced it directly to
them if people spoke to me | denounced it. W nounted
trai ning prograns for young people so that we could
denounce it. And as | nentioned in the other -- the
ot her day, when newspapers woul d speak to us and we
woul d speak about the non-violent -- in fact, we even
| et the nmedia know that we were doing these training
prograns to teach non-violent strategies -- you don't

see those reported. The reporters are interested in

this kind of, you know, flanboyant -- you know,
violent -- and even making nore of it sonetines than it
is. So they don't report on -- on the rest ofit.

You woul d have to ook in our audits
of anti-Semtic incidents. At the back, there is a
whol e section in each of themof all of the strategies
that we are using to counter racismand hatred,
proactive strategi es, educational strategies. And
every audit of anti-Semtic incidents has the whole

| ast section of giving practical strategies, which is
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nost of the raison d etre of what we do. And the only
thing is is that -- what -- the only thing reported
here is a very small proportion of what the work was
about .

M5 KULASZKA: Well, if you could turn

to page 73, this is an article entitled, "Cyberhate

Spread on Internet Goup". It's an -- about the audit
publ i shed that year. If you |look in the first colum,
you're quoted. It starts:

"I't's something that wll
require a great deal of
attention" -- oh, that's
Frank -- sorry, that's M.
Di anond.
You're next, in the paragraph -- in
t he next paragraph:
"...added Karen Myck, the
group's national director
"Wrds lead to action, that's
how we feel they are
interrelated ".
My question to you about all of this
is, after Ernst Zundel was acquitted in 1992, your
organi zati on becane -- began canpai gns, phone-in

canpai gns, posters, thousands of posters, constant
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articles denouncing the -- the authorities basically,
saying the laws don't work.

Did it ever occur to you that your
words were actually inciting the young people to this

type of viol ence?

DR MCK: May | -- may | comment? |
don't recall that -- that said the laws don't work, in
the materials that we just reviewed. | recall that we
were asking -- B nai Brith was asking that charges be
| aid under a specific section of the Crimnal Code. |If

| understood it correctly, B nai Brith had wanted t hat
to happen originally as well.

So could you rephrase or -- | don't
under stand your question, because it -- it says that
the prem se was based on sonething --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, it can bedone
in a nore sinple way. W saw the canpai gns that were
conducted by the League in -- in earlier material. So
| think the question is, did it occur to you that
what ever these canpaigns were, as we've seen themin
t he evidence, that mght invite -- or incite violence
agai nst M. Zundel ?

DR MOCK: No, it didn't. The -- the
training and the advice that one has is to ensure that

t he | anguage is such that it doesn't. And -- and it
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says, "wite a letter." It doesn't say, you know,
smash sonething or -- it had -- it is "wite a letter,
make a phone call” and in no way is witten to incite

vi ol ence, or in no way ever has been what could be
called the kinds of words that |ead to viol ence.
mean, if there's sonme -- sorry.
M5 KULASZKA: |If you can turn to page
74, this is from March, 1996, so about a year |ater
This is an article titled "Zundel Charge N xed". And
can you tell nme what this is about?
DR MOCK: | think it's the sanme
thing we were referring to earlier.
M5 KULASZKA: This is where Sabi na
Citron attenpted to lay two crimnal charges agai nst
M. Zundel, and the Attorney Ceneral withdrew them is
t hat correct?
DR, MOCK:  Yes.
M5 KULASZKA: Due to insufficient
evi dence?
DR, MOCK:  Yes.
M5 KULASZKA: And on the colum on
the right, it states:
"Karen Mock, Director of the
League of B nai Brith Canada
Supported Citron's Call For New
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Charges. 'W have the hate | aws
in place', said Mbck. 'We cal

on themto be inplenented and
for the proper charge to be laid
against this man'."

That's correct, right? It's a
correct report?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And this was on the
steps of the courthouse that you nmet M. Zundel and you
becanme very angry because the press went to talk to
him |Is that what you testified before?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And you woul d agree
t hat your organi zation was never successful in getting
hat e charges |l aid against Ernst Zundel, wasit?

DR. MOCK: That's correct.

M5 KULASZKA: If you could turn to
page 76. This is an article about "Zundel Internet
Hearing Nears End". This was the hearing under section
13, and in the bottomof the first colum, it states:

"Zundel has refused to attend
t he proceedings in Toronto and
was not represented during

closing argunents. H s |awer,
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Doug Christie, of Victoria,

B.C., didn't attend yesterday
and has said the Tribunal has no
control over nessages emanating
fromthe website."

That just -- | think will confirm
that M. Zundel was not represented -- Paul Frommdid
not represent him but | think you adm tted that
earlier in your testinony; is that correct?

DR MOCK: | -- | understood, when
was in that session, that Paul Fromm had said that he
was representing himin the same way asM . Kul bashi an
today is representing M. Paul Fromm So that -- that
was my under st andi ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON: What was your
under st andi ng?

DR MCK: He -- 1 -- soif | had the
legal -- is this -- is this Doug Collins of the North
Shore News? |Is this the --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, no, it's
another article. It's -- it's page 76.

DR MOCK: Page 757

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, we're at 76.

DR MOCK: Ch, I'msorry, | was -- |

was | ooki ng at page 75.
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M5 KULASZKA: No, no, this is 76.

It's entitled, "Zundel Internet Hearing".

THE CHAI RPERSON: Bottomleft --

bottom | eft paragraph.

DR MCK: I'msorry. | guess | --

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, not that one.

DR MOCK: | know but | --

"' msorry.

M5 KULASZKA: Do you have a page 767

DR MOCK: W -- we -- we accepted

all of these. | hadn't noticed that was there. I

would like to reviewthis -- that one as well

everything gets put into evidence.

to see if

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, it's not up

to you -- it's not up to you to accept.
DR MOCK: Ch, I'msorry.

l"msorry, I'm--

"' msorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The parties -- the

parti es have accepted the authenticity of al
articles.
DR, MOCK: Ckay, yes. So

authenticity, yes, okay. Sorry.

t he

M5 KULASZKA: Dr. Mock, can you just

go to page 77?

DR MOCK: l'm-- did | mss

sonet hing on 76? 777?
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, the question
that was asked of you, but | don't think nuch flows
fromthat, is sinply your recollection of what
transpired at the Zundel hearing --

DR. MOCK: Yes, yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- was per haps
different than what in |aw was occurring -- but | don't
t hi nk much flows fromthat.

M5 KULASZKA: If you turn to page 77,
this is a very recent article that was in the Canadi an
Jewi sh News. It was about a rally of 4,000 people, and
it was to condemn Hol ocaust denial in Iran. D d you
attend that rally?

DR, MOCK:  No.

M5 KULASZKA: Did you -- were you --
did you read this article at all?

DR. MOCK: In here | did, yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: "I n here", neaning
in the binder for this hearing?

DR. MOCK: In the binder, yes.

M5 KULASZKA: If -- if you | ook at
this article --

THE CHAI RPERSON: |Is there a date on
this article? There it is, January 11th, 2007.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, it is. Yes, it's
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very recent, January 11th, 2007.

DR MOCK: | was just |ooking to see
where | was that day.

M5 KULASZKA: And this -- if we just
have a | ook at this article on page 78.

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Page 78, okay.

M5 KULASZKA: Just below the big

picture, of people sitting in a hall on -- so startover
at the right-hand colum. It starts "Dershowitz
called.” Do you see that?

DR. MOCK: Below his picture?

M5 KULASZKA: No, it's -- just |ook
at the right-hand colum at the top, and go to the
bottom of that -- left hand, sorry -- "Dershowtz
called" --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Oh, okay.

M5 KULASZKA: -- "lran's President,
Mohammad Ahmadi nejad, the Hitler of the 21st Century, a
di ctat or who deni es one Hol ocaust in order to bring
about anot her Hol ocaust. He challenged United Nations
and the International Court of Justice in the Hague, to
t ake action against the Iranian president”.

And that was basically the tone of
this -- this rally, and various actions they could take

to counter Iran. You can see the -- the headline
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t here.

| want to put to you, Dr. Mock,
you -- you worked for many years to try and haveEr nst
Zundel charged under various laws. You took -- | nean,
you've -- you've done many t hings.

There was the section 13 hearing
agai nst himfor Hol ocaust denial, and probably other
people this -- at this tine. And | want to ask you,
how successful were those laws in containing this idea,
that you term Hol ocaust deni al ?

MR VIGNA: | don't know if she's in
a position to comment on that. It's nore a |egal
guestion, or a question that goes beyond the experti se.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Hol ocaust denial is
a |l egal question?

MR. VIGNA: No, "how successful were
t hose | aws"?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, she's been
qualified. | have to go back and find her experti se.

MR VIGNA | will -- "Il --

THE CHAI RPERSON: But she's an expert
on -- on the area of hate, and this is an area,
al l egedly, of hate, right? So how successful -- in the
big picture, not in the | egal sense, but how successful

have - -
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M5 KULASZKA: This is the bigpicture.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Yes -- have these
attenpts and the use of |aws been, containing Hol ocaust
deni al in Canada or el sewhere, because you've
referenced --

M5 KULASZKA: In the world.

DR MOCK: In the world. | believe
t here has been sone neasure of success. For exanpl e,

t he German governnent itself has enacted | egislation,
and foll owed through on it, that has Iimted the
pronotion of hatred via Hol ocaust denial, and there had
been other -- other pieces of |egislation. The big
picture is such that the laws do -- do serve as a
deterrent, and -- and send that strong nessage.

Here in Canada, there is very, very
l[imted case law. Their |aw has not been used very
often at all, and I think what, there nay be 25 cases
in all where it's ever even been -- ever used or --
vari ations.

Section 13, not being the Crim nal
Code, but has enjoyed -- has had sone neasure of
success recently.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But these -- 1] ust
want to be clear. The reference just made to the | aw,

of the 25 cases, were under Crim nal Code?
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DR MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

DR MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sorry, go on, on
section 13. You were saying?

DR. MOCK: So with section 13, there
has been sone neasure of success. Hate |ines have been
shut down, there has been cease and desist orders
advanced, sonme websites have been -- have been renpved,
at least nodified. There have been several websites
where, either fearing charges to be laid or once
charges have been laid, or -- is it called charges?
Yes, when --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes. Conpl ai nts.

DR. MOCK: Yes. Were -- where there
has been nodification after the conplaint. So in the
big picture sense, in the big picture of -- of serving
as a deterrent in -- in ensuring that, or in trying to
ensure, that people don't cross that line, there has
been sone neasure of success.

M5 KULASZKA: | woul d suggest to you
t here's been success in putting sone people injail, or
subjecting themto conplaints under the Human Ri ghts
Act, but you have not been able to contain the idea.

DR MOCK: | don't recall that anyone
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was put in jail because of the Human Rights Act, so it
makes - -

M5 KULASZKA: No, | made an "or" --

DR MOCK: "Or". It -- | understand
that there have been people put in jails because they
have been found in contenpt, but not because of the
Act. So what was the question?

M5 KULASZKA: Wul d you agree that
you' ve been successful -- Ernst Zundel did spend tine
injail, you know that?

DR. MOCK: Not because --

M5 KULASZKA: Under the fal se news
charges. Every tine he was convicted, he would end up
spending tinme in jail before getting bail.

My question to you is, the lawis
successful in -- in perhaps subjecting individuals to
| egal proceedings, but it has not been successful in
countering or containing ideas.

DR MOCK: | believe it has been
successful in containing some of those ideas.

M5 KULASZKA: Then why was there a
rally in January of 4,000 people getting extrenely
upset because -- to condem the spread of Hol ocaust
denial? And it isn't just Ernst Zundel now. Nowit's

the president of Iran.
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DR MOCK: Can | -- 1 -- is the
president of Iran subject to section 13? | don't --
M5 KULASZKA: |I'mtrying to get a

di scussion, Dr. Mock, of how successful are | aws
agai nst ideas and thoughts.

DR. MOCK: One cannot control what
soneone thinks. Law are not successful in controlling,
and they are not designed to control what sonmeone
thinks or feels. Qur |aws are designed, and in ny view
have been successful, and there is evidence of their
bei ng successful, in sending the nmessage that we wl|
not tolerate hatred in nodifying people' s behavior,
such that they do preenpt behaviour that can, and has
been shown tinme and tinme again historically,
internationally, nationally and locally, to lead to
violence. So it actually has served that deterrent
effect. We know that there are sone young peopl e
because we've talked to them and we -- there's
evi dence that when people do find out thatcertain
things are against the law, they do restrict their
| anguage.

And so yes, in ny view, we do need
those | aws, and they have been successful, and we want
themto continue to be successful for all people.

M5 KULASZKA:  Who is "we"?
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DR. MOCK: People who believe in

social justice, "we" being nyself and |ike-m nded

educat ors, psychol ogists, others. "W", who believe
that all Canadians are entitled to -- to have the
freedomto live without fear, and to -- to thrive, to

be secure, to be safe, not to be afraid to go out of
their house, or that they m ght be assaulted. That's
the "we", so you'll forgive ne if I'musing the
col l ective "we".

M5 KULASZKA: Are you aware that ARA

still -- is still active, still does denobnstrati ons,
still tries to threaten people in their honmes?

DR MOCK: I'maware that it still
exi sts as an organi zation. |'mnot aware of their

activities.

M5 KULASZKA: | would just like to
hand Dr. Mock a letter she wote in theseproceedi ngs.
Do you recogni ze that letter?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | wote it.

M5 KULASZKA: And it was concerning
what was on the Freedonsite, concerning you?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: If you | ook at the
second | ast paragraph, the | ast sentence, the sentence

started:
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"Second, anyone who may in the
future be interested in ny
services will be able to find a
def amatory description, and a
grot esque cartoon of ne posted
inrelation to nmy testinony
before the Tribunal."

Dd you wite that?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And didn't you give us
testinmony this week that in fact, you found it kind of
funny?

DR MXCK: | -- | don't renenber.
You'd have to rem nd ne exactly what | said, and in
what context. | found it ridiculous. But | also
recall -- | don't know exactly what words | used.
| found it very upsetting and intimdating.

M5 KULASZKA: |If you can turn to --

THE CHAI RPERSON: What do you want to
do with the letter? Produced as an exhibit?

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, yes, if | can
produce that? It doesn't have three holes in it.

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, so we can j ust
put it in as a separate item W don't have to -- yes.

THE REQ STRAR: The letter from Dr.
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Mock, addressed to M. Vigna, dated August 21st, 2006
will be filed as respondent Exhibit R-6.
EXH BIT NO. R-6: Letter dated
August 21, 2006 fromDr. Mck to
M. Vigna

M5 KULASZKA: |If you could turn to
anot her binder. It should be there. It's a smaller
bi nder, it's HR- 3.

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: It should be green.

DR. MOCK: | have a bl ue one.

M5 KULASZKA: There should be a snal
green one, a little bigger than that one.

DR MOCK: Ch, there it is. HR
have it.

M5 KULASZKA: And if you turnto --
go to tab D, and go to the -- right to the end of that
tab, and then count back three pages.

DR. MOCK: To the cartoon?

M5 KULASZKA: There -- there's the
cartoon.

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And the words that are
witten:

"Hysterical zeal ot who has
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attacked Ernst Zundel for
years".

Whul dn't you say that's fair comrent?

DR, MOCK:  No.

M5 KULASZKA: But did you attack
Ernst Zundel for years?

DR. MOCK: Not attack in a persona
way .

M5 KULASZKA: You were a supporter of
the terrorist Anti-Racist Action (ARA), would you agree
with that?

DR MOCK: | wouldn't agree with the
termterrorist.

M5 KULASZKA: You don't believethey
are terrorists?

DR. MOCK: | was upset because | saw
the word terrorist associated with nme and ny beliefs,
and ny support, and | don't know what supporter neans.
And I'm not a supporter of terrorist activities.

M5 KULASZKA: But | asked you, do you
believe the ARAis a terrorist group?

DR MOCK: If they use tactics that
are defined as terrorismand soneone can show that they
do, then others may call thema terrorist group.

don't like being associated as a supporter of
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terrorism | don't knowif they are listed as a
terrorist group.

M5 KULASZKA: And you'll agree the
next two statenents are accurate?

DR. MOCK: Yes, the next statenent is
accurate, and so is the next one.

M5 KULASZKA: | think it's open to
people to define ARA as terrorist, given their actions,

don't you?

DR MOCK: But it's not -- no, I'm
not -- I don't nmean to argue. Yes, it would be --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Don't you -- it's a
guesti on.

DR MOCK: No. Well, it -- | would

agree that sonmeone can choose to call groups or
i ndi vidual s what they would Iike, as long as it doesn't
pronote hatred or contenpt against then?

M5 KULASZKA: Did you ever work with
Davi d Let hbri dge?

DR. MOCK: He was on that panel,
bel i eve, and we have exchanged -- when | was with the
League For Human Rights of B nai Brith, and since
British Colunbia isn't within the jurisdiction of B nai
Brith Canada, | worked via the e-mail and so on, with

British Colunbia -- B.C
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M5 KULASZKA: And who is -- who is
Davi d Let hbri dge?

DR. MOCK: He lives in B.C., and he
has -- | forget the nanme of his organization, and |
haven't -- | don't think I've spoken to himfor several
years, but he would be described as part of the
so-call ed anti-fasci st novenent.

M5 KULASZKA: And you did work with
himin conpiling audits sonetines?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Is that right?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | would -- we needed
to corroborate, if people reported incidentsto us.

MS KULASZKA: | want you to go to
tab 2 of -- of the binder, the bigger binder, R4 that
we have been goi ng through previously.

DR. MOCK: Tab 27

M5 KULASZKA: Tab 2 of R-4. Have you
got R-4? It's a big -- the big binder we were just
goi ng through, just before we went to that smaller one.

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes?

DR. MOCK: | have it.

M5 KULASZKA: |If you could go to
tab 2 in that binder
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DR. MXCK: Yes, | actually have the
original article for you, of the first one because it's
a downl oad of -- froma website that isn't mne
That's --

M5 KULASZKA: And if you can go to
page 27.

DR MOCK: Page 277

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, of tab 2.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Top ri ght,
handw i tten pages.

DR. MOCK: Yes, |'ve got it.

M5 KULASZKA: And this is the 1996
annual audit?

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

M5 KULASZKA: You'll see at the
bottomthere, the far right, against anti-racists. The
far --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Where? | can't
find it.

M5 KULASZKA: It's just at the
bottom It's a headline that --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Oh, okay.

M5 KULASZKA: "The Far Ri ght Agai nst
Anti-Racists", and it reads:

"The far right has al so begun to
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try to take advantage of | egal
means to thwart the efforts of

anti-racist activists."

And it goes on then, about the mddle

of that paragraph on the -- on the right, you see

"Davi d":

"David Lethbridge, Director of

t he Sal nron Arm Coal ition Agai nst
Racism is being sued for
defamation by Eil een Pressler of
t he Council For Public Affairs.
Such cases require significant
amounts of noney for |ega
defence, but the libel chill
approach has not at all had the
effect of silencing the critics
of the far right. If anything,
it has strengthened the resolve
of anti-racists to network nore
effectively with each other, and
to ensure a stronger |egal
position agai nst raci st

hat enongers. "

Do you see that?

DR MXCK:  Yes.
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M5 KULASZKA: That was a very strong
statenment of solidarity with -- with David Lethbridge;

woul d you agree?

3

MOCK:  Wth -- not --
M5 KULASZKA: David Lethbridge.

3

MOCK:  Not just with David
Let hbri dge.

M5 KULASZKA: Wth who as wel | ?

DR MOCK: Wth -- howdid we word it
here? Anti-racists, to network nore effectively; U ban
Al'liance on Race Rel ations; Canadi an Race Rel ati ons
Foundation, and so on, as well. But in this case,
peopl e who woul d share information, education.

M5 KULASZKA: And this was very nuch
a part of your philosophy of solidarity with
anti-racists and other anti-racist groups, correct?

DR MOCK: Solidarity to the extent
that they -- on issues and tactics on which we were
i ke-m nded.

M5 KULASZKA: VWhich woul d be
anti-racism correct?

DR. MOCK: There are many forns of

it, yes. It would be --
M5 KULASZKA: Well, is it --
DR. MOCK: -- legal, nonviolent
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strategies to counter racism

M5 KULASZKA: Did you know what the
Let hbri dge case was about when you wote that?

DR. MCK: As | recall. | don't have
all the facts of the case in front of ne, but as |
recall, David Lethbridge had accused Eil een Pressler,
or had docunented sone incidents of EileenPressler, and
| think it was her husband, and their role in
sponsoring various speakers |like David Irving and
others. And she sued -- and he -- she sued himfor
def amati on

M5 KULASZKA: And do you know what
happened in that case?

DR MOCK: | don't renenber

M5 KULASZKA: Do you know the
al | egations she actually nade agai nst hinf

DR. MOCK: W would have had a --
this is inconplete, | guess. W probably would have
had the resolution of it witten in here somewhere. But
|l -- 1 just --

M5 KULASZKA: The resol ution wasn't
until two years |ater --

DR MOCK:  Well, I -- 1 just don't
know - -

M5 KULASZKA: -- but obviously, the
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case was al ready ongoing. So you --

MR KURZ: M. Chair, howis this

rel evant ?
DR. MOCK: | just don't renenber.
THE CHAIRPERSON: |I'mwaiting to see
how it will be relevant.

MR KURZ: W -- we go very, veryfar.
Dr. Mock is not a |lawer. She doesn't know the
detail -- she said she doesn't know the details of this
case.

If -- if there's a legal authority in
the Pressler lawsuit that M. Christie acted on, which
went, as | believe, to the British Colunbia Court of
Appeal , she could file it as a case. But to ask Dr.
Mock about the fact that the League nentioned this
lawsuit in an audit in 1996 is of absolutely no val ue
to you.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  After her previous
answer, | don't know where you are going with the
guestion, M Kul aszka, because she --

M5 KULASZKA: The --

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- she's told you
that she doesn't recall what happened with the outcone.

M5 KULASZKA: Well, the -- the

relevance is that in the audit, she nakes a statement
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of very strong solidarity with David Lethbridge, and in
fact, what David Lethbridge had done was basically --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Was he ultimately
found liable for defamation?

M5 KULASZKA: Ch, yes,
absol utely. He --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So t he i npeachnent
that you're trying to do -- for the -- this witness, is
t hat she supported --

M5 KULASZKA: 1'd like to --

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- she supported an
i ndi vidual who is ultimately found to have defaned
anot her individual with these types of statenents,
right?

M5 KULASZKA: M point is she
supported an individual who had gone right -- right
over the edge, and fromwhat | can tell through ny
guestioning, Dr. Mck really even didn't know what the
case was about yet, she -- she made a very strong
statenment of solidarity with himin the audit.

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR VIGNA: M. Chair, statenents
i ke "made a very strong statenent of solidary in the
audit", she was only linked to the audit to the extent

t hat she was national director
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THE CHAI RPERSON: That's in final
subm ssions. | nmean, the --

MR. VIGNA: But even the --

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- the intent
of support is there. 1t's on the paper.

M5 KULASZKA: Well, Dr. Mck, in the
1996 annual audit, would you not be the national
director of the League at the tine?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: And you -- would you be
the editor of the audit, or did -- did you wite this?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It's been
established. And | know -- the extent of her support
is right there, black and white. | can read it.

DR MXCK: Is -- may | ask a question
of this?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No. No, you
should -- ask a question of ne?

DR MXCK: [I'msorry. |'msorry, no,
to offer assistance by asking for some clarification.

M5 KULASZKA: | would like to file --

DR. MOCK: Just for that --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, it's okay.

DR. MOCK: Ckay.
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M5 KULASZKA: | would like to file
the Pressler versus Lethbridge decision. It's a --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And leave it at
that. Because at this point, |I have all the
information | need to know with respect to the
credibility of the wtness on this point. Any
objection? |It's jurisprudence. | nean, | wn't --
"1l file -- should | file it as authority or evidence?

MR KURZ: It's not evidence, M.
Chair.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Juri sprudence.

MR KURZ: | don't see it as being --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Aut hority.

MR, KURZ: -- evidence. | don't
object to it being filed, but it's not evidence.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, it's not
evi dence, no. Look, sonetines -- I'll tell you, when
we do sone cases -- "ordinary" human rights cases, and
we have decisions of the arbitrators or sonething,
we'll file it, not so nuch as authority but as an
exhibit. That's why I'm-- |'m posing the question.
But | can see it's an excerpt from Quickl aw

M5 KULASZKA: To be fair, Dr. Mock,
did you wite this paragraph about David Lethbridge?

DR. MOCK: | did. But in no way, in
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nmy view, does this indicate the extent of our support,
and that was where | was seeking some clarification,
because when we wite this and we're saying there is
libel chill, and so the only support is that we're

vow ng to keep informed, try to keep information

up-to-date. So I'mnot going to -- when it says that
this sentence -- you indicated that this shows very
strong support, and as if we're -- | cane down on a

decision of guilt or innocence, that would not have
been the style, and I'"'mnot sure that is what is
reflected or interpreted by this coomment. It was nerely
a statement that there were these various cases out
there that the other side was increasingly using
accusations --

M5 KULASZKA: Libel chill.

DR. MOCK: Yes, exactly. That's
all --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ms Kul aszka, | can
read it. | can read. Please, nove on

M5 KULASZKA: Were you aware
t hat Davi d Let hbridge had nade it very clear in 1993
that his goal was to destroy the Presslers and to force
them out of town and destroy their business?

THE CHAI RPERSON: No? No. She

doesn't.
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DR. MOCK: Not that | recall.

M5 KULASZKA: Okay.

DR. MOCK: | know these were the
al | egati ons.

MR CHRISTIE: What was that | ast

conment ?

THE CHAI RPERSON: That the wi tness
sai d?

MR, CHRI STI E:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | thought it was
just munbling. | didn't hear it.

MR CHRISTIE: | heard part of it.

M5 KULASZKA: Okay, Dr. Mock, the --
one last thing. | wanted to | ook at tab 14.

DR MOCK: In the sane binder?

M5 KULASZKA: Yes. These are a
series of responses given to an article in Haaretz. Do
you know what Haaretz is?

DR, MOCK:  No.

M5 KULASZKA: Haaretz is the
dai | ynewspaper.

DR. MOCK: Haaretz? Oh, yes, | do.

M5 KULASZKA: How do you say that?

THE CHAI RPERSON: |'msorry. Tab 14?

M5 KULASZKA: Tab 14.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: O R-4?

M5 KULASZKA:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Al l right, | have
sonme kind of conputerized fornmns.

M5 KULASZKA: Do you have a tab 14?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Okay, is it this?

M5 KULASZKA:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: What is it?

Haar et z?

M5 KULASZKA: They are -- it's in
Haar et z.

THE CHAI RPERSON: A what? Arets?

M5 KULASZKA: |s that how you say it,
Dr. Mock?

DR. MOCK: Haaretz, | believe.
don't know what this is, |'ve never seen --

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, they' Il have to be
proven afterward, but you'll have to take ny word for
it at this point. But these are a series of -- kind of

messages that were posted in response to an article on
the -- on the newspaper's website.
DR MOCK: On what --
M5 KULASZKA: And the article can be
seen on page 15 of that tab. And it's titled:
"Di plomats, EU Still Divided
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Over How to Handl e Hol ocaust
Deni al . "

THE CHAI RPERSON: Tab 15 is Lowel |
G een.

M5 KULASZKA: No, page 15.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, page 15, sorry.
Haar et z, okay.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, so this -- it's an
article that appears on the on-line version of this
| sraeli newspaper, and then people get the opportunity
to -- to nmake postings in response to the article.

Have you ever gone on their website?

DR. MOCK: No. |'ve had people send
me |inks and so on, but -- or sorry, copies of articles
fromtime to tinme. But |'ve never actually gone to
their website.

M5 KULASZKA: So you are not famliar
with their -- their nessage board systenf

DR MOCK: No.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Just for the record
from-- Haaretz is a newspaper fromlsrael, is it?

M5 KULASZKA: Yes. Dr. Mock, do you
know t hat ?

DR MOCK: Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, it's a-- it's a
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very | arge newspaper in |srael

DR MOCK: And this is a Reuters
article that would have been in it?

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, but I'mnot really
going to ask you about the article. It's the -- the
postings that appear under the article. And if you
| ook at page one, people are nmaking comments. One says:

"Hope this is a warning for al
Eur opeans who think they can get
away with it".

And he's tal ki ng about Hol ocaust
deni al .

DR MCK: | would -- if -- 1 would
need to read the article.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, but |I'mjust --

" mjust going through the nessages. Page two:
"You can have freedom of
expression, insult other Islam
and Muslinms, as long as you
don't question the Hol ocaust".

And on page 3, he tal ks about, "WII
t hey bl ane the Jews?"

And he says:

"The problemw th Jews is they

are so blatant in their annoying
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demands. They know not hi ng about
subtlety, and then they cry,
"Ww is nme'"

| think they nmean woe is ne:

"Ww is nme. Everyone al ways
persecutes ne. It's like a thief
al ways conpl aining that he's

al ways bei ng persecuted. Then
on the -- then when there is a
lull in the persecution, he goes
back to thieving".

Wul d you recogni ze this as
anti-Semtisn? It's a conment on the haaretz.com
website. It's a reader responding to the article.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

M5 KULASZKA: You woul d?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | would -- | would
recogni ze parts of it as anti-Semtic.

M5 KULASZKA: And yet, that major
| sraeli newspaper doesn't delete this. It |eaves the
message and allows people to talk freely about what
they think about the article. Do you recognize that?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

M5 KULASZKA: Wbul d you support that?

DR MOCK:  well, I -- 1 don't -- |
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don't know enough about the way they do that to know if

they in fact are posting ones that -- in -- could be
called anti-Semtic but not hateful. | don't know what
their editing systemis for their -- | don't know

anyt hi ng about this tal kback t hing.

There are sone websites that post
absol utely anyt hing anybody wites, and others that
have a noderator or an adm nistrator, that screens them
to make sure. | don't knowif they --

M5 KULASZKA: |If this was in Canada,
woul d you say that violates section 13? Wuld you see
this as a hate nessage?

DR, MOCK:  Wich -- which one?

MR. KURZ: Her view of --

M5 KULASZKA: Page 3.

MR. KURZ: Her view of what violates
section 13 is -- is not a relevant issue. Her view of
what is anti-Semtism perhaps, or hate speech may well
be, but to offer a legal opinion is not a proper
guesti on.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, we haven't --
if we -- we've followed that line with regard to this
wi tness fromthe beginning. But certainly, we have
sonme -- hate speech would fall within her expertise.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, it's -- would you
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see that as hate speech, the nessage on page 3?
THE CHAI RPERSON: Page 3? Yes, okay.
DR. MOCK: Page 3? | would have to

see the extent to which this is repeated over and over.

If they're --
M5 KULASZKA: Ch, it's not repeated.
DR. MOCK: If they're saying -- if --
if the site itself keeps carrying on about -- they

al ways do this, they always do that, Israel wll be
lost. And then -- and then there werefurther postings
by this individual or others inciting people to -- to
be part of the overthrow, then | would say that that
was incitement. But an analysis of this would likely
not be -- would not likely to be deened to be hateful.
It would be deened to be anti-Semtic. It's not |ike
conparing Jews to rodents or vermn, and therefore okay
to step on themor elimnate themin any way, or at

| east using Dr. Persinger's, you know, A equals B

therefore B -- you know, and B equals C, therefore A
equals C. | don't see that in there.

M5 KULASZKA: Well, it conpares -- it
says "thieving". |If you go back to there, thieving --

DR. MOCK: Sorry, which one are we
on? Still 3?

M5 KULASZKA: Page 3.
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DR. MOCK: Goi ng back to what?

M5 KULASZKA: It -- it says, "It's
like a thief, always conplaining that he is being
persecuted, but when there is a lull in the
persecution, he goes back to thieving. Then he's
sl apped down again and again, he cries "We is nme. We
is me", endless cycle. Israel will be |ost andthe
wandering Jew will return. Peace.”

DR. MOCK: As | said, | would deemin
isolation, this statement to be anti-Semtic and --

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, if you could
go --

DR. MOCK: And -- and there are
distortions. They're, you know, disproportionately
i nternational bankers in question and so on. | nean,
there are stereotypes but --

M5 KULASZKA:  Ckay.

DR MOCK: But | -- | take very
seriously and -- you know, the analysis of what is and
isn't hate. This is definitely anti-Semtic.

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, if you turn to
page 4, this is another posting under the same article.
And this is -- this is someone who's threatening | egal
action agai nst the newspaper. Haaretz:

"Why do you all ow t he postings
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of these liars, of blatant
anti-semtes, and whom while
you censor all who m ght dare to
guestion the sanme peopl e using
simlar witing styles, choice
of words, et cetera. Here you
have all owed a post of soneone
who is using the international
banker snear, the stereotype of
a pushy Jew, who refers to the
Jew as a thief, and yet you run
t hi s garbage. "

This is a very angry person. And --
and then, if you look to page 5, he cones back again,
and he's so mad, he -- he has to send another post.

DR MOCK:  Wwell --

M5 KULASZKA: To page 6, you can --
you can | eaf through these and you can see that the
peopl e are goi ng back and forth, arguing.

Wul d you agree with that, that this
is what people do in these types of postings?

MR KURZ: It's not for her to
characterize what people do in postings.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, but she's --

DR MOCK:  Yes.
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  -- she's qualified
as an expert for the purposes of observing the
| nt er net.

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So she may do so.
Go on.

DR, MOCK: And -- and | recognize
that this is exactly what people do with postings but
I"'malso -- and | would need a little bit nore tine to
anal yze all of them given the questions that you are
asking. But this is a very clear -- so far, the ones
that you've shown ne, are very clear that the line
| ooks as if it is being drawn between what is hateful
and what is offensive, and those are two different
things. So that it |ooks to ne, when you just show ne
those first few, that in Israel where they do have
simlar laws to us and -- in terns of human rights and
that, that -- that they are not going to restrict
peopl e's freedom of speech beyond a reasonable limt.
And so putting the work of liars up there, or bl atant
anti-semtes, you know, anti-Semtism |ying, things
that are racist, and so on, as long as they -- and
again, I'mjust basing it on these two articles.

If I were asked to judge this on a

Canadi an website, to say, okay. | would have to | ook
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at how much of a pattern was there and so on

But conparing soneone to a thiefis
not calling thema weasel or vermn, or people who can
be -- and then making that AB, BC, AC anal ogy. Well,
if vermn can -- and rodents can be exterm nated,
that's the dehumani zation. | don't see dehunani zation
and vilification there, and it shows that this fear
of -- 1 nmean, | know I --

M5 KULASZKA: \Which one are you
tal ki ng about ?

DR. MOCK: |'mtal king about why
sonmebody in a free and denocratic society, would allow
speech that -- that was racist, wthout being hatred.
You see, that's -- it's that distinction. It's the --
it's the reasonable limt. So -- so there's this
di scourse that is happening, and you say, well, just
like a thief. Well, in Israel and in this country, we
don't exterm nate thiefs. You see? You see there, it
may seemto be a subtle distinction, but the lawis
very clear on that, that -- that vilification
dehurmani zati on | anguage that could lead to nurder or
extermnation, is different from peopl e expressing
opinions. And they can be deenmed to be anti-Semtic.
That's why | flagged that other one, the -- the Doug

Collins article you had in there.
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An isolated article was deenmed to be
anti-Semtic, that he wote, "Schindler's List is
Swndler's List". It wasn't until, in that case, the
North Shore News and that -- that journalist, was shown
to have a pattern of continuous vilification and
continuous repetition of anti-Semtic lies and -- and
deceit and so on, as well as the sane kind of |anguage
agai nst bl acks and Vi et nanese, and this pattern of
behavi our was deened to expose mnorities to contenpt
or hatred. So that's -- that's the -- the difference
here. And when |I'm asked to judge what is hate, and to
use nmy expertise in that, in ternms of its inpact,
that's the distinction that | nake.

The distinction between, you know, |
mean, someone can say a stereotype and -- you know, but
| -- I"'mnot seeing here blood |ibels, and |I' m not
seeing -- you know, | -- again, | would have to read
all of them | would have to say --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So in your view,
stereotypes, repeating stereotypes, may not necessarily
be hate? Repeating stereotypes that lead to
vilification or -- I'"'mnot trying to put words in your
mouth. | f someone says a stereotype of -- of a group,
we know t hey exist, any group,that may not necessarily

be hate but --
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DR. MOCK: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What nmkes it hate,
in your mnd?

DR, MOCK: \What makes it --

THE CHAI RPERSON: As a -- |'m asking
you now as a -- as a person who's an expert in race
relations, multiculturalism psychol ogical inpact of
hat e propaganda on its victins. So what is hate then,
that would affect a victin®

DR. MOCK: Again, this is why we --
we bel abour over it so long and have to use the
reasonable limts, and why we need the Attorney's
Ceneral consent for this, so we don't go on that

slippery slope. Being offensive is not the same as

being hateful, in ternms of the law, and in terns of --
of what speech we mght want to limt. There are -- and
this is -- now, there are those who m ght say, well,

there's a context in which hate occurs, so that's why
we made the distinctionin -- in the report of the Hate

Crimes Conmunity Working G oup between of fensi veness

or -- or hateful incidents, and that which wuld be
agai nst the law, you see? So -- so the repetition,
the --it's like the difference between sonebody in a

wor kpl ace who says sonet hi ng of fensi ve and then they

apol ogi ze, and then they don't say it again. That's
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not called harassnment. |t beconmes harassnent when they
know it's offensive, they keep at it, they have been
asked to stop, and it goes to the very core of the
identity of a person.

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Because -- yes,
that's because it poisons the work environnent.

DR MOCK: Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But what we're
| ooking for here -- let me put it to you anot her way.

W' ve had evi dence here of -- of
j okes that have been published on the Internet that
are -- are based on stereotypes. They were defined

even, and they had headi ngs on them "black jokes,"

"gay jokes", things like that. And for all | know,
there's -- these are things that may be published in
books and we've -- sonetines you see hunourists using

them Now is that hate, as such?

DR. MOCK: Sone of those jokes can be
hate, others would be racist, offensive, anti-Semtic.
So for exanple, when | see a joke that speaks about,
you know, that the punch linereally neans, it's okay to

mur der Jews, or to put themin gas chanbers and have

t heir ashes, you know, there, that's hateful. If you
see a joke -- | don't know, a funny joke that m ght
have to do with, I don't know, | can think of sonme --

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3103

have to forgive ne, I'mnot -- can't think quickly
enough about one that m ght be deened to be

anti-Semtic or offensive.

THE CHAIRPERSON: |'Il think of a
scenario -- so if it was a joke that said, a Geek in a
kitchen of a restaurant. |I'mof Geek origin, so this
is one stereotype that's often associated that -- that
we're all in the restaurant business. So if soneone
made that kind of a -- a joke that would be --

DR. MOCK: That wouldn't be hateful.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That woul dn't be
hateful. It's just stereotyping us as being al
restaurant workers.

DR. MOCK:  Unh-huh, uh-huh. And the
reality is it may even be what mght be called "ethnic
humour™. There m ght be sonething that a G eek person
m ght understand, and it in fact, isn'treally
of fensive. Ethnic hunour neans you have to have a
speci al understanding of the culture, even to be able
to get the joke. So it doesn't necessarily nean, even
because they are going to build it on a stereotype,
that it's even offensive. It could actually be very
funny.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It could be. It

could al so be offensive, people who don't like to be
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stereotyped as al ways being --

DR. MOCK: Exactly. Exactly, but
then it's offensive, and then they would point it out
as offensive, and the person who didn't deliberately
want to of fend, provoke, pronote hatred in the
envi ronment, woul d apol ogi ze, and likely, in the
presence of that person, wouldn't say it again, because
their intention wouldn't be to offend.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay. That's
one-on-one. \Wat if it's happening on a gl obal nature?
s it hunorous maki ng network types of jokes about --

DR MOCK: | think in a free and
denocratic society, we still have to nmake those
di stinctions, and say, you' ve got the choice to just
turn off the TV station, or not go to YukYuks, orwhat
have you. And again, because the content, in and of
itself, is not inciting violence, is not denonizing, is
not exposing -- is not exposing the G eek conmunity or
person to contenpt or hatred. That's the difference.
Yest erday, there was a posting about nme on Stornfront,
in the context of a report on this hearing, that
conpared Jews to rodents. That's not what's here.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  When you say
poi nting "here", you are pointing to what?

DR MOCK: Haar et z, that
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particul ar --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, okay.

DR MOCK: So that's why -- | was
asked as an expert to evaluate, would I lay a hate

charge against this one piece of paper? And ny answer
is, no. Wuld |l say it's offensive, would | say -- but
then again, it's a posting. And now, the next one
says, hey, this is alie.

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Has soneone stood
up?

MR, KULBASHI AN. | didn't have a
proper objection, it's just that she's going -- kind of
going off on a rant.

THE CHAI RPERSON: My questi on.

MR, KULBASHI AN.  Well, no, the
specific -- she's junping fromtopic to topic, down
line. | understand -- and to answer your question. But
then there's also a point where there's going to be
some kind of constraints to the way she's testifying.
For exanpl e, just adding random exanples in --

THE CHAI RPERSON: My questi on.

MR. KULBASHI AN:  And anot her issue is
the i ssue of accuracy, where there wasn't a question as
to whether or not she'd file a hate charge, from M

Kul aszka so --
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THE CHAI RPERSON: | didn't get that.
But in any event, | appreciate what you' re saying. But
these are ny questions. | need -- | need to understand

what she's saying. This is hel ping nme understand.

MR. KULBASHI AN:  Thank you.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Next question, M
Kul aszka. Although we are at 12:10 --

M5 KULASZKA: Ckay, if we go to --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can we take a break
at this tinme?

M5 KULASZKA: Maybe we can justtake
[ unch.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, lunch. That's
what | neant, lunch. But | need to know how we are
doing on tine.

M5 KULASZKA: Maybe an hour.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  An hour on your
part? M. Christie, will you be asking any questions?

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, | have sone
questions pertaining to the report.

THE CHAI RPERSON: To the report? Keep
in mnd ny policy that | adopted yesterday about the
material that was -- the answers that were provided to
t he questions on expertise, wth respect to M.

Fothergill's comments yesterday, applied to your
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guestioning earlier as well, so | don't think you have
to go back to those points, okay?

MR. CHRISTIE: No, | appreciate that.
Thank you.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Can | just point out
that | expect that those of us on this side of the room

wi || probably have about half an hour in redirect, and

if that could be worked into the -- the renaining
schedul e.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | want everyoneto
accommodate that. This wtness -- we have to be done

with this witness at the end of this day, and we all
have flights to catch and so on. So |I'mgoing to ask
you, please, if you could, w thout necessarily
restricting your role, but so far it's gone well. But
| just -- if you can shorten it up, that's great.

M5 KULASZKA: Maybe we coul d just
have a short |unch hour of an hour.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, that's what |
was going to suggest, one hour. W'I|l be back at
12: 10, 12:15. ay? Sorry, 1:15.
--- Recess taken at 12:15 p. m
--- Upon resumng at 1:15 p. m

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Next. Ms Kul aszka.

M5 KULASZKA: Yes, |'ve finished ny
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cross-exam nati on of Dr. Mock.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Thank you.

So M. Christie?

MR, CHRI STI E:  Yes.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON BY MR CHRI STI E

MR CHRISTIE: Dr. Mck, in the
guestions that Ms Kul aszka asked you, even you as an
expert, had difficulty identifying where the linecould

be drawn between hate speech and et hnic hunour, right?

DR MOCK: | hope it didn't cone
across as difficulty in drawing the line. | think
it's -- it's a conplicated issue. But | don't have any

difficulty in drawing the line. And |I've thought of a
couple of jokes actually now. It was just not being
able to think of a few that were based on stereotypes,
but were not hateful.

MR. CHRISTIE: Unh-huh. So ny
guestion is, is it going to require an expert to nake
t hese distinctions in fine cases?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And so | guess the
only way that a person who wanted to avoid breaching
Section 13(1), and having websites or anything on the
Internet, they would have to pre-screen it through an

expert to see if it breached?
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DR. MOCK: Not necessarily.

MR, CHRISTIE: You just said it would
require an expert to determne --

DR. MOCK: No, you said "in fine
cases". | thought you neant in cases of law, to
determ ne whether in fact, it were hateful and
therefore hate charges should be |aid.

MR CHRISTIEE Oh. M question was
very sinple. "In fine cases", did you know what |
meant ?

DR MOCK: No, then, | didn't.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, why did you
answer the question, if you didn't know what | neant?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  That won't get us
anywhere but --

MR CHRISTIE: Al right. Cearly,
you answered the question understanding "fine"
guestions to be, what |'ve suggested is, nanely, cases
where it's difficult to tell on which side of the line
it wuld fall. In those cases, you agree with ne that
an expert's opinion would seemto be the only necessary
and only avail abl e nmeans?

DR MXCK: Yes, if you wanted to be
sure that you weren't breaking the | aw

MR. CHRISTIE: And to know just where
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a fine case exists or a close case, as opposed to an
extrene case, is there any common sense rul es that
you' ve seen published to gui de us?

DR MOCK: Yes, many.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wat are they?

DR. MOCK: There are manyexanpl es,
both on the website and in the literature, of
gui del i nes.

MR. CHRI STIE: Wat website?

DR MOCK: I'msorry, | neant on the
Internet. Thank you --

MR CHRISTIE: Oh, so --

DR. MOCK: Thank you for correcting
me. | nmeant on the Internet, so --

MR, CHRISTIE: So we have to go onto
the Internet to |l ook for websites to give us the
gui del i nes between the fine and the extrene cases?

DR. MOCK: No, sir.

MR. CHRISTIE: Is that what you nean?

DR. MOCK: No, sir.

MR. CHRISTIE: Were do we go to
find --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Pl ease | et her
finish that answer.

MR. CHRI STIE: Yes, thank you.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: Go ahead.

DR. MOCK: Ckay, sone of the places
t hat one can | ook are in school boards, because there
woul d be policies that they have, arein guidelines that
have been published by police services, guidelines by
t he Medi a Awar eness Network, guidelines by the
Anti - Def amati on League, gui delines even, you know,
si nmpl e expl anations of what the lawis, and how to
ensure that you're wthin it. | nean, there are many,
many sources of where someone who was publishing on a
regul ar basis, would want to look to see if they were
within the | aw

There is -- there is guidelines for
journalists, there's the CRTC, there's the press
councils, there's the ethical guidelines, many pl aces
where you woul d find sinple ways of determ ni ng what
was of fensive versus what was actual ly against the |aw

MR CHRISTIE: Are they -- are they
all authoritative?

DR MOCK: | couldn't say if they are
all authoritative, but if you would like ne to review
t he --

MR. CHRISTIE: No, no, | asked the
question. It's not what 1'd |like you to review

DR MOXCK: There are many --
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MR CHRISTIE: Are they all
authoritative?

DR. MOCK: There are many
authoritative sources that explain the law in very
sinple terns.

MR, CHRISTIE: Are there? And they
all agree, do they? Were they disagree -- | assune,
fromyour |ack of answer, that you can't answer. But
where they disagree, who is a -- an honest person
supposed to believe?

DR. MOCK: Most reasonabl e peopl e and
honest people woul d believe those that are considered
to be bona fide and expert opinions.

MR. CHRI STIE: Bona fide expert
opinions. Is there a list of the bona fide expert
opinions on what is legitinmte under Section 13(1)7?

DR. MOCK: There would be case | aw
There would be, as | nentioned earlier, various
gui del i nes put out by various sources, the -- the
Canadi an Human Ri ghts Conm ssion, for one, has -- has
t heir educational sources. You know, sone of these
publications that we have been di scussing and
referenci ng have them non-profit organizations,
police, Attorney Generals, many authoritative sources.

MR. CHRISTIE: So how many shoul d you
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consult before you publish?

DR. MOCK: Well, | would assunme -- |
woul d assune that the person who was the publisher
m ght have to consult only a few and especially, you
woul d want to consult your counsel.

MR. CHRISTIE: Oh, so you have to
get --

DR MOCK: That's -- if you are
asking me what | would do, then that's what | woul d do.

MR CHRISTIE: No, | didn't ask you
what you should -- you would do. | asked you if --

DR. MOCK: There's no -- there would
be no way --

MR CHRISTIE: 1'Il make ny question
very clear.

DR. MOCK: Thank you.

MR. CHRISTIE: Were is there a |list
of the authoritative rules to follow in publishing on
the Internet?

DR. MOCK: Where is there an
authoritative list of howto publish on the Internet?
| s that what you want ?

THE CHAI RPERSON: O how to publish
within the paraneters of acceptability of --

MR CHRISTIEE O Section 13(1), for
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i nstance. Do you know of any?

DR. MOCK: |I'mnot aware of what you
m ght call a list, but I am aware of guidelines
existing in the various places |'ve nentioned.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Anot her questi on.
By saying section 13, you' ve triggered a -- let's
listen to her expertise, which is hate propaganda on
the Internet.

MR. CHRISTIE: GCkay. Do you accept
the authority of the 1996 Annual Audit of Antisemtic
I nci dents as persuasive to you?

DR. MOCK: Authority?

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you agree with it?

DR MOCK: | accept its authenticity.
| accept --

MR. CHRISTIE: Authority -- well,
you're one who believes that it's right, don't you,
the -- you said that many people put high store in it,
and it's recogni zed and respected by the police and
ot hers?

DR. MOCK: Yes, and it was witten in
good faith

MR. CHRI STIE: Unh-huh. Well,
| m ooking at the 1996 Annual Audit of Antisemtic

| nci dent s.
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  Which one is that?

MR. CHRISTIE: Page 2, and it's --
it'sin --

THE CHAI RPERSON: R-4, was it not?

MR. CHRISTIE: Perhaps. R4, it's --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Tab 2.

MR CHRISTIE -- tab 2, page 26.

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Okay. So let's
everyone read that page before the particul ar question.

MR. CHRISTIE: | just asked her if
she agreed with it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, but | want to
be able to follow you, sir.

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay. Looking down
under "Hate on the Internet” in that first paragraph,
third line fromthe bottom of that paragraph begins:

"Unfortunately, it is extrenely
difficult to neasure the real

i npact of the Internet in terns
of hate recruitnent.”

s that what it says?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you agree with it?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wat's the definition
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of a bigot?

DR. MOCK: | believe that | cited the
definition of --

MR CHRISTIE: | can quote -- | can
quote what you said, and see if 1've got it right:

"Soneone who stubbornly holds to
a firmy fixed opinion, even
after provided with the
contradictory evidence".

Wul d you agree?

DR. MOCK: | -- the definition that |
read into the record was:

"One stubbornly or intolerantly
devoted to one's biased opinions
and prejudi ces".

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay. Apparently,
they don't even need to be presented w thcontradictory
evi dence, but if they stubbornly hold to their
prejudices. |Is that the way you see it? O biases.
Yes?

DR. MCK: O intolerantly holding to
t hem

MR CHRISTIE: | see. Do you
remenber the -- that case, Finta?

DR MOCK: The case of Inte Finta --

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3117

MR CHRI STIE: Yes.

DR MXCK: -- who was an all eged war
crimnal?

MR. CHRISTIE: You call himan
al l eged war crimnal?

DR. MOCK: Well, that's what |
bel i eve the case was about.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes. Do you renenber
t he case?

DR. MOCK: Not all of the facts of
it, but yes, | remenber there was a such a case.

THE CHAI RPERSON: What is the
spelling of M. Finta' s nanme?

MR CHRISTIEE F-I-NT-A. Do you
know -- do you know what happened, the outcone of the
case?

DR. MOCK: You would have to rem nd
me of it. - -

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay, well --

DR MOCK: -- did not review that in
preparation for ny testinony.

MR CHRISTIE: It was a nine-nonth
trial in the City of Toronto. You lived there at that
tinme, 19907

DR, MOCK: 19907
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MR, CHRI STI E:  Un- huh.

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIE: And it nade the front
page of nobst newspapers on nmany occasi ons, and one
particul ar occasion was in June, | believe, or My
rather, of 1990. Do you renenber when the verdict cane
in, what the verdict was on all eight counts?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And the counts were
what, exactly, are you --

MR. CHRISTIE: War crines and crines
agai nst humanity, four of each.

DR MOCK: I'msorry, | don't
remenber the way you would, sir, what | --

MR. CHRISTIE: You don't -- you don't
remenber the verdict --

DR MOCK: | could not quote it
accurately, and I would not want to --

MR CHRISTIEE Onh, well --

DR. MOCK: -- wi thout having revi ened
it to -- to do that so --
MR CHRISTIEE Well, let me put it to

you this way: Do you know whet her the verdict was
guilty or not guilty?
MR. KURZ: What is her -- this is not

a nenory test. M. Christie acted for M. Finta. The
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result is --

MR CHRISTIEE Now, I'm-- there's no
reason for this objection.

MR KURZ: If I may, the result is a
matter of public record. |1'mnot even -- for the sake
of this, in case you disagree with ne, | won't even say
what the verdict was. But how does that get us
anywhere, other than to try to push the w tness around?

MR CHRISTIE: Oobviously --

MR KURZ: Could it help --

MR, CHRISTIE: Oobviously --

MR. KURZ: Could --

MR. CHRISTIE: Qoviously, ny |earned
friend is not wlling to wait for thequestion.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, let's get --
we're on a schedul e.

MR. KURZ: There was a question. Do
you remenber what -- he asked her already --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And where is this
going, if it's going --

MR CHRISTIE: Oh, | know exactly
where it's going.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, | would |ike
to know, too.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wuld you? So should
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| tell the witness -- in front of the witness or --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, no.

MR. CHRISTIE: -- in the absence of
the w tness.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It would be in the
absence, or if you are getting to the question, just
get to the question.

MR. CHRISTIE: GOkay, | do have to
expl ore whet her she knew what the verdict was.

THE CHAI RPERSON: W' ve establi shed
she doesn't recall the verdict.

MR CHRISTIEE D d she say that?

DR. MOCK: | would be worried that |
woul dn't get it exactly right and then he would --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  (Ckay, now what's
your recollection? | won't --

DR. MOCK: M recollection is that at
that tinme, he was not found on those charges.

MR. CHRISTIE: So he was found --

DR. MOCK: That was ny recollection.

MR. CHRISTIE: He was found -- | put
it to you he was found not guilty and you knew t hat,
right?

DR. MOCK: But that was ny

recol |l ection.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, thank you. A

right, let's look at the anti -- Audit of 1997 of

Antisemtic Incidents, page 34 of tab 2. It has there,

page -- paragraph 3:

says?

at?

par agr aph:

"Dougl as Christie, best known as
| egal counsel to Mal col m Ross,
Janmes Keegstra, Nazi war
crimnal Inre Finta".

"Il stop there. 1Is that what it

MR. KURZ: What page are we on?

MR CHRISTIE: One nore tine, 34.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Page 34.

MR CHRISTIE: 1Is that what it says?
DR. MOCK: Sorry, what |line are you

MR. CHRI STI E: First line, third

"Dougl as Christie, best known as
| egal counsel to such people as
Mal col m Ross, Janes Keegstra,
Nazi war crimnal Inre Finta --"
| stop there. 1s that what it says?
DR. MOCK: Yes, that's what it says.
MR. CHRISTIE: Right. You knew in
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1996 or '7 when this was issued, that Inre Finta had
been acquitted in 1990, didn't you? That's why you
called himan alleged war crimnal, isn't it?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIE: And -- did you know
that he had a trial that |asted nine nonths in front of
a jury? D d you know that?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes. D d you know
that it went to the Court of Appeal, and there was no
change in the verdict? It went to the Suprene Court of
Canada. Did you know all that? Because |I think as
national director of the B nai Brith, you would know
that. D d you know that?

DR. MOCK: At the tine, yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And you see, this is
printed off the website for B nai Brith, indicated at
the bottom on the 12th day -- or the 28th day of the
12th nmonth, 2006, I'Il -- 1'Il put it to you that
that's the state of the B nai Brith website in Decenber
of 2006. That's probably true, isn't it?

DR. MOCK: Is there --

MR, CHRISTIE: 1s a shrug an answer
or can you say yes?

DR. MOCK: |Is there a question?
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MR KURZ: Well, | didn't hear a
guesti on.

DR. MOCK: | don't know what the
guestion is.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  What's your
guestion?

MR CHRISTIE: | said,

"That' sprobably true, isn't it"?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Oh, is it not true
that it was on the website? Wll, it appears --

DR. MOCK: Yes, it's --

MR CHRISTIE: Al right.

DR. MOCK: If -- if you have it here,
we're trusting that this is an accurate | ook at what's
on the website.

MR, CHRISTIE: GOkay. Wy would you
not agree that B ' nai Brith is a bigoted organization
who, knowing full well that sonmeone has been acquitted,
still calls them And | note it's "Nazi war crimnal”
si xteen years after they have been acquitted? | put it
to you that's the sign, synptom and exanple of a
bi got ed organi zati on.

DR. MOCK: | would have to disagree.

MR. CHRI STIE: Yes, you would have

to, but the truthis --
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DR MOCK: | would have to disagree
that if -- this should have been witten with the word
"al | eged" before.

MR CHRISTIE: Wiy would it be
witten with the word "al |l eged" because --0

DR. MOCK: If -- if | understand
there were other proceedings, and again, | did not
review the entire Finta file, which | understood there
were some issues around deportation and other -- other
things that had gone into this later, but again, if
this is a question of careless editing --

MR. CHRISTIE: No, not just "this is
a question of" --

DR. MOCK: You, sir --

MR CHRISTIEE Wy is it not bigotry?

DR MOCK: -- | would like -- | would
like to finish the question.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Fi ne, go ahead.

MR. CHRISTIE: The question or the

answer ?

THE CHAI RPERSON: | want to hear the
answer .

DR MOCK: | would like to finish the
guesti on.

MR CHRISTIE Well, what was the
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guestion?

DR MOCK: Is this an exanpl e of
bi gotry?

MR CHRI STIE: Yes.

DR, MOCK: My answer, categorically,
IS no.

MR. CHRI STIE:  Un- huh.

DR. MOCK: This is not an exanpl e of
peopl e holding to stubbornly held beliefs in spite of
bei ng presented with the evidence.

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay.

DR. MOCK: Had soneone in -- | nean
again editors need editing. W need proofreading al
the tinme.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wo was the editor?

DR MOCK: | was. | was, as
executive director. W have several pairs of eyes
| ooki ng over all of this. And when you're -- when
you're witing and you' re neeting deadlines, we all
know it is not bigotry to have -- to --

MR CHRISTIE: Is the 1997 audit --

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Let her finish.

MR CHRISTIE: Wll, the --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Have a

conversation, sir.
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DR MXCK: | was -- | was asked the
question, is this an exanple of bigotry, and proof that
B'nai Brith is a bigoted organi zation. And
categorically, nmy answer is no.

MR, CHRISTIE: M. Chairman, the
wi tness is being argunentative and not directing her
answer to the question.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | just wanted to
hear an end to an answer. |[|f she is, as soon there's a
stop or a break sonmewhere in her answer, then tell ne
that. But when | hear both of you talking at the sane
time, I lose ny whole train of thought. | didn't get
the answer you wanted, | didn't get the answer she
wanted to tell ne. | get nothing. So let's do it
one -- one step at a tine. Keep your answers short,
answer hi s questions.

DR MOCK: |'msorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON: But | et her
conpl ete those answers. Thank you.

So where were we? See, |'mlost.
Start again.

MR CHRISTIEE So it's not an exanple
of bigotry because?

THE CHAI RPERSON: Go ahead. Conplete

your answer.
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DR. MOCK: Because it is not an
exanpl e of deliberate prejudice or intolerant bias, in
the sense that bigotry is usually defined.

MR, CHRISTIE: Wuld you, in
1997, have been possessed of the know edge you have now,
that Intre Finta was acquitted?

DR, MOCK: | thought | had answered
yes.

MR CHRISTIEE Wll, then, | can't

accept, nor can | understand your explanation, that you

woul d have allowed this to be published, and remain
publ i shed until 2006. Can you tell me how you expl ain
that? D d you not know it was there?

MR. KURZ: M. Chair, she's not
responsible for -- the issue isn't whether B nai Brith
is a bigoted organi zation, although it may well be the
people on that side of the table would like to make
that an issue the trial. Nor is she responsible for
answering for B nai Brith right now, in terns of why
B'nai Brith does or does anything, five or six years
after she left the organization.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes, | understand.
You made that point earlier. | take all this
guestioning as being related to this expert witness's

personal credibility as editor of this docunent, and
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not any further than that, that's for sure.

MR. KURZ: But she's been asked why
it's still being done right now

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: So as sonmeone who
wants to avoid bigotry, do you undertake to advise them
to renove that reference to M. Finta, as a "Nazi war
crimnal"?

DR. MOCK: | would advise themto
have their counsel reviewthis, and to see if there are
any inaccuracies at this date.

MR. CHRISTIE: Oh, okay.

DR MOCK: As | recall, we didn't
have the -- the web at that tine.

MR. CHRISTIE: You didn't have the
web at that tinme?

DR MOCK: And I don't know what -- |
don't know what condition this is in. There's other
t hings that are changed on there as well. There's -- it

says Ruth Klein is the national director of advocacy.

There's a --

MR CHRISTIEE Well, | didn't ask you
about that.

DR. MOCK: There's a new headi ng on
here so --
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MR CHRISTIE: | didn't ask you about
t hat either.

DR. MOCK: But | would advise that--
you know, just as | would advise any organi zation, yes,
t hese things need to be reviewed and revi ewed again,
and make sure that they are conpletely accurate and
beyond reproach. And --

MR CHRISTIEE So -- so can --

DR. MOCK: You know, I'mglad this is
bei ng brought to attention and I --

MR. CHRI STIE:  Un- huh.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay, the main
thing -- youran a little long there.

DR MOCK: I'msorry. |'msorry,
it's just a --

THE CHAI RPERSON: | got the nessage.

DR. MOCK: -- a bad habit.

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  You woul d have --
the revise of the -- and the reference you nade, is
because, as we see fromthe top header of this, says it
was printed out in 2006, at page 33, the individuals
that appear there, if | understand you correctly, are
not the people who were there in 1997; is that correct?

DR MOCK: Sone were, sone weren't.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So are these
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t hecurrent people in 2006, to your know edge?

DR MOCK: No. | think --

THE CHAI RPERSON: So this --

MR CHRISTIEE I'mnot interested in
that. | nmean, who is the current person --

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's not what |I'm
trying to establish. She said earlier in her
evidence -- and | can ask ny questions, too.

MR. CHRISTIE: Onh, of course, Chair.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  She -- she said in
her evidence before that this docunent contains
information that is nore up-to-date within the
docunent. And | wanted to understand that, because |
don't see the nanme of this witness as the national
di rector anywhere on the top here. So is it -- is the
| etterhead at page 33, as it would have appeared in
1997?

DR, MOCK:  No.

THE CHAIRPERSON: It's nore current
or different or what, what is it?

DR MOCK: It's in between.

THE CHAI RPERSON: I n between?

DR. MOCK: Mchelle Wllner and Steve
Schei nberg are no | onger president andnational chair.

Frank Dianond is now still chief executive officer.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: |' m aski ng you did
it -- does it look like it |ooked in '97?

DR, MOCK:  No.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So there has been
subsequent -- the docunent has -- had sonme updating
since 19977

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: O sone sort or
anot her ?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: And that goes to
sone of the questioning that had been nade earlier.

Fi ne, go ahead.

MR CHRISTIEE And | just want to
make clear then, that the reference to "Nazi war
crimnal", is that the way it was in '97, when you were
editor?

DR. MOCK: Likely it was. | would
have to |l ook at the original and see if it matches, and
| woul d advi se one says "al |l eged" --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, evenin '97, it
was no longer alleged, was it? Was it?

DR. MOCK: | believe at that
time,there were still various proceedi ngs happeni ng.

It m ght have been worded differently.
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MR. CHRI STIE: Wat nade you believe
t hat ?

DR. MOCK: Again, you'll have to
refresh ny nenory around calls for deportation and
cases that were happening around that time, but |I'm
sorry, | really amnot an expert in that particul ar
area. We rely on all kinds of sources of information
and contributions and --

MR CHRISTIE Well --

DR MOCK: -- I'mnot an expert on --
on the Finta case.

MR. CHRISTIE: Well, you published a
statenment that was unequi vocal on that subject at that
time, and you are responsible for it, aren't you?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: W had t hat
evi dence.

MR CHRISTIE: In answer to ny
| earned friend, Ms Kul aszka, you said that the
definition that distinguished an ethnic joke or ethnic
humour fromraci st hunmour, from hate speech, the latter
bei ng the nost serious, was "if itincited violence,
denoni zed, or did not -- or exposed to hatred or
vi ol ence.” And you gave the exanple of Jews as

rodents. Do you renenber that?
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DR. MOCK: Yes, hatred or contenpt.

MR. CHRISTIE: No, you didn't use the
word contenpt until now. | want to ask you about that.
I f section 13(1), which I'"mnot asking you to give a
| egal opinion on, does not require violence,
denoni zation or either of those two whatever they may
mean, but contenpt, is there a clear guideline that
enabl es us to know where contenpt arises and valid
criticismends?

MR VIGNA: M. Chair, I'mnot sure
she's in a position to answer a |egal question that is
bei ng answered by courts in the Taylor decision and --
on the definition of hate and contenpt.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, there's -- there
is -- there's a clear indication this wtness is an
expert in hate on the Internet.

Now, this section, which we're
supposed to be considering in terns of whether it's
denonstrably justifiable in a free and denocratic
soci ety, uses words |ike contenpt.

DR. MOCK: There is --

MR, CHRISTIE: And so --

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  She can answer
that. It touches on her area of expertise. [It's not

the legal definition I'mlooking for this -- fromthis
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per son.
MR. CHRI STIE: How do you --
THE CHAI RPERSON:  It's her

psychol ogical -- from her expertise in psychol ogy and

t he other areas that she's indicated.
DR MOCK: Yes.
THE CHAI RPERSON: So -- Yes what?
DR MOCK:  Well, I -- I"msorry.
MR. CHRISTIE: So how do we draw the
I ine between contenpt and valid criticisn?
DR MOCK: Well, | use the termthe

way the decision of the Suprenme Court in Taylor used

the term

MR CHRISTIEE Well, | didn't ask you
about that.

DR. MOCK: Does that --

MR. CHRISTIE: 1'm asking you as an
expert.

DR. MOCK: As an expert, | use as ny
guideline -- | think part of that question said"what

are the guidelines" --
MR, CHRI STI E:  No.
DR. MOCK: -- to determne what is --
MR CHRISTIE: | said how do you

define the term"contenpt”, and differentiate it from
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valid criticism --

DR MOCK: Ckay. Wwell, valid
criticism--

MR. CHRISTIE: -- as a psychol ogi st.

DR. MOCK: -- valid criticism as a
psychol ogi st, would be legitinmate or appropriate
commentary based on the evidence at hand. Contenpt
woul d, you know, on the -- in contrast to that, suggest
| ooki ng down on -- on an individual in particular, not

valid criticism let's say, of an idea or a person's

behaviour. It would be | ooking down on them or
treating themas inferior or an object -- as an object,
dehurmani zing and so on. So that's -- that's how | | ook

at the difference. There's a sense of superiority

or -- or sonething that actually attacks the identity
of the person, as opposed to criticismof their
behavi our .

MR CHRISTIEE O the groups that do
acts that are evil in actual fact, groups identified by
race, religion, ethnic origin, do they ever do things
collectively that are evil or wong or norally
justifiable to criticize?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay, for exanple, the

Air I ndia bonbing, the |argest mass nurder in Canadi an
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history. 1'Il use it as an exanple. Is it legitimte
to cooment on the fact that it was probably commtted
by Sikhs, in the name of being Sikhs? |Is that okay?
Is that valid criticismor is it holding themup --

DR MOCK: Simlarly, you could say,
al l eged to have been commtted by. You could use the
same kind of |anguage.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wy would you need to
say that? |If you honestly believe that it probably was
commtted by Sikhs, in the nane of being Sikhs, for the
cause of Sikhism why shouldn't you be allowed to say
that? Wiy wouldn't that be valid criticisn?

DR MOCK: You're allowed to say

t hat .

MR CHRISTIEE Are we? How do weknow
t hat ?

DR. MOCK: You are allowed to make
assunpti ons based on evidence, based on -- but --
wel | --

MR, CHRI STIE: But what?

DR. MOCK: But, to then turn that --
to carry that further and attack Sikhism or to vilify
Si khs, or to continue to use | anguage that would
pronot e contenpt agai nst them by speaki ng, you know,

conparing themto rodents, or that it would therefore
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be legitinmate, you know, to -- to take sone ill egal
action against them would be pronoting hatred, to say,
on the basis of evidence or -- that there are those who
are alleged to have done X or there is an assunption

t hat sonmeone has done Y, based on evidence, then that
is not the pronotion of hatred.

MR. CHRISTIE: You said -- you say so
many things, it's hard to identify which one you nean
nost, but you did say to attack -- to attack Sikhism as
a result would be to hold themup to contenpt. Did you
say that?

DR. MOCK: It could be --

MR, CHRISTIE: Could be?

DR. MOCK: -- depending on how itwas
attacked, yes.

MR CHRISTIE: So again, it's a
sensitive issue, and you can't tell nme how you could
legitimately attack them and where the Iine would be
drawn if you were basing your criticismon valid
evi dence?

DR MXCK: | -- 1 can tell you that,
and | was attenpting to do that. It isn't easy to do
very succinctly because M. Christie is quite right,
this is a conplicated area and it's why we are so

careful not to limt people' s freedomof speech in a
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way that's unreasonabl e.

MR. CHRISTIE: That's your opinion,
isit?

DR. MOCK: That's ny opinion, based
on ny expertise --

MR CHRISTIE: Right, well --

DR MOCK: -- in evaluating what is
and isn't hateful

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay, well, let ne ask
you this. Is it possible that your opinion of what is

val i d evidence m ght be w ong?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: So what is actually
supported by valid evidence, you m ght consider tobe
not supported by valid evidence, right? Because you
are not an expert in what is or isn't valid evidence,
are you?

DR. MOCK: That's correct.

MR. CHRISTIE: So there's no expert
inthe world that can tell us what is or isn't valid
evi dence, is there?

DR MOCK: | don't -- | wouldn't
know. | --

MR. CHRISTIE: Well, do you know of

any? Do you know of any experts who can tell us what
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is valid evidence and not valid evidence?

DR. MOCK: By nanme? | would think
that those who are trained as triers of fact have to
take training in what is and isn't --

THE CHAIRPERSON: |'mnot quite sure
what you nean by "valid evidence", valid --

DR. MOCK: | don't understand what
t hat neans.

MR. CHRISTIE: You don't know what |
mean by valid evidence?

THE CHAI RPERSON: Before the court.
| s that what you nean?

MR CHRISTIEE No. This is a term
she uses as an expert to define what is
legitimatecriticismfrom contenpt.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So she neans "valid
evi dence" in her sense?

MR. CHRISTIE: That's right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. CHRISTIE: And in that sense, |
trust she'll admt that she could be wong. She did
admt that.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  She said that.

MR. CHRISTIE: And in that case, it's

not possible to refer to the court all matters for
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consideration of what is or isn't valid evidence before
you choose to publish a docunent. So I'mtrying to
find out if there is an expert in the world that you
could refer your thoughts about what is valid evidence
for determ nation before you publish, because that's an
i ssue that m ght be necessary if this lawis to be
upheld. So that's why the question was asked.

So putting it bluntly, Doctor,
woul dn't you be the first to admt that what is or
isn't valid evidence is al ways debat abl e?

DR. MOCK: Yes, it's debatable.

MR. CHRISTIE: And in the course of
t he debate, either side has to be able to expl ainthe
reasons why they think their evidence is valid, right?

DR. MOCK: Yes, in a court of |aw or
a tribunal

MR. CHRISTIE: Not necessarily in a
court of law. In the court of public opinion, we have
t he expression of criticism do we not? It's quite
often common, we allowthis in a free society?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Even in a society
whi ch conplies with your view of how it should be?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: W mght have an issue
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of great controversy. Take for exanple, the Air India
bombi ngs. Take for exanple, the allegation, at |east
supported in part by evidence, that Sikhs, in the nane
of Sikhism committed the act. Let's take that as a
possi bl e, valid piece of evidence, possible.

Can you tell us how far a person is
allowed to go in criticizing Sikhism before it becones
contenpt? How do we do that?

DR, MOCK: W exam ne the words that
are used, we exam ne the pattern of behaviour, we --
whet her there's a pattern of those words, weexam ne
whet her Si khs as individuals and collectively are
vilified, dehumani zed, likely to be objects or exposed
to -- to hatred, or to raise that kind of enotion, of
vilification, is their identity being attacked, is
it -- isit lies that are being pronoted. There is an
extensive evaluation --

MR CHRISTIE: Truth is a factor, is
it? Is truth a factor in whether it's criticismor
cont enpt ?

DR MOCK: Is truth a factor in
whether it's criticismor --

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, you just -- you
just used the word as to whether it's lies or not, so

then | said, is truth a factor in determ ni ng whet her
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it's contenpt or criticisn? Clearly --

DR MXCK: If it -- no, no. |If a
person believes that sonething is true --

MR CHRISTIE: No, let's say it's
objectively true. That's a factor, Doctor, in whether
it's valid criticismor whether it's contenpt, isn't
it?

DR. MOCK: Yes, if there is a fact --

MR CHRISTIE: Yes, if it's true.

DR MXCK: -- and if it's true and
it's valid data --

MR CHRI STIE: Yes.

DR. MOCK: -- and soneone continues
to pronote lies, then --

MR. CHRISTIE: So clearly, Doctor, in
order to have a fair and reasonabl e determ nati on of
whet her a statenent is contenpt or valid criticism
consi deration nust be given to whether this --

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Excuse ne, wl|
whoever has that phone, take it outside right now
Everybody, turn your phones off right now

Go ahead. | can't concentrate
with -- with nusic in the background.

MR. CHRISTIE: It's very distracting.
And mine's off.
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THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

MR. CHRISTIE: Two things that have
to happen in the determ nation of a fair assessnent of
whet her a statenent is contenpt or is valid criticism
First, we have to assess, at least in part, whether the
statenment is true, don't we? Wuld you pl ease answer
the question? Very sinple. Truth is a factor in the
determ nati on of whethersonething is contenpt or valid
criticisn? Surely, that's a scientific principle you
apply in any research you do, isn't it?

DR MOCK: In terns of valid

criticismof -- of the facts and the evidence, one
woul d -- one would say yes, that truth is a factor. And
whether it's contenpt that is the result of -- of

conmuni cation, no, truth isn't a factor.

MR. CHRISTIE: Truth isn't a factor?
Let's get this clear. [|'mnot sure --

DR. MOCK: To be soneone -- in other
wor ds - -

MR. CHRI STIE: Wah, woah, woah. |'ve
got to understand what you are saying first. Truth is
not a factor in determining if it is contenpt? |If the
effect is contenpt, or if it is actually contenpt,
which is that?

DR. MOCK: No, what -- what | nean
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IS, sonmeone can say that they believe that sonething is
true, and so therefore -- and they may even have their
own -- one bit of evidence that it -- something was
true to them but that they nmay be generalizing that
then to others, and so they couldn't defend that, oh,
you know, that's not contenpt agai nst a person, because
| really believethat it was true, because if soneone --

MR. CHRISTIE: Well, Doctor, in order
to determine if it is true or not, what they --

MR KURZ: M. Chair, could M.
Christie please let Dr. Mock finish her answers. She --
there was a tinme before where she was trying to think
of an answer, and he asked the question over and over
again. And this tinme, she's in the mddle of answering
and he interrupted her.

THE CHAI RPERSON: There was -- you
wer e saying sonething at that point.

DR. MOCK: Well, | was saying if --
if there was evidence that the conmunication contai ned
attacks on a person's identity, such that there was a
postul ati ng that one person was inferior another, or a
whol e race of people was inferior to another, then that
woul d be enough to determ ne that that exposed those
people to contenpt. So I'm-- I'mnot -- I'mnot sure

what is really neant by your question. | really nust

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3145

be very frank. I've -- |I've attenpted to answer to the
best of ny ability. W --
THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay, if you have,

t hen st op.
DR. MOCK: | have one other exanple.
MR CHRISTIE: Well, if you really
don't understand the question, | don't know how you can
give nore exanples. 1'll try to be nore precise.

In the assessnment of whether a
statenment is contenpt or criticism isn't it necessary
to hear what evidence they have for the truth of the
statenent, to nmake an assessnent as to whether it is
obj ectively true or not.

DR. MOCK: Yes, it usually is.

MR, CHRISTIE: Usually? 1It's
necessary.

DR. MOCK: You asked about criticism
t here, not contenpt.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, to nake the
di stinction between criticismand contenpt, you have to
deci de whether it is factually true what they say, or
not, don't you?

DR MOCK: I'mgoing to say yes to
nove it on. |I'mtrying to think of some exanples here

but, you know - -
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MR CHRISTIE Well, let nme give you
an exanple. If | was to say that theperpetrators of
the Air India bombing were Sikhs, who conducted that
exercise and did that act for the purpose of punishing
t he I ndi an governnent for invading the holy CGol den
Tenple at Anritsar, and that other Sikhs had identified
that as the reason for their assassination of Indira
Gandhi, if all those statenents were true, and | said
as a result, we have to |look carefully at the nature of
the Sikh religion, you would have to assess whet her
what | said was true in ny preanble or not, to
determine if the criticismwas valid or not, wouldn't
you?

DR. MOCK: The concl usi on, however,
that you are drawi ng --

MR. CHRI STIE:  Un- huh.

DR. MOCK: -- about now exam ning the
whol e Sikh religion --

MR, CHRI STIE: Yes?

DR MOCK: -- and if you were to
continue to -- if there were other --

MR CHRISTIEE No, | didn't -- not if
| was to continue. |If | was to stop there. Don't add
anything to ny question.

DR. MOCK: Well, then I don't think
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anyone would -- would say that you're -- that what you
had just said was the pronotion of hatred.

MR. CHRI STI E: Thank you.

Now, in order -- if | was brought
before a human rights Tribunal for having said that,
and a Sikh said, well, I am-- | amwounded in ny
religious conviction for what you said, and it has nade
me feel bad about ny Sikhism wouldn't it be fair for
me to be able to prove the truth of the facts that |
used as a premse for ny criticisn®

Isn"t it necessary to assess whet her,
in determning if ny criticismwas contenpt or valid
criticism isn't it essential, as part of the
scientific nmethod, to at |east give nme the opportunity
to prove the truth of the prem ses upon which | founded
by concl usi on?

DR. MOCK: Yes, it would be
appropriate to give you the opportunity to attenpt to
do that.

MR. CHRISTIE: Thank you. That's ny
guestion. Now, do you realize that you're called as an
expert in hate on the Internet, of course. You know
t hat ?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIE: D d you also realize
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that you are here as a witness on the issue of whether
section 13(1) is denonstrably justifiablein a free and
denocratic society? Wre you told that by M. Vigna,
who called you as an expert? D d he tell you that?

DR MOCK: Well, that I was com ng on
the constitutional part of the argunent, yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes. Ckay, yes. |
assunme he gave you a letter, telling you what he wanted

fromyou, did he?

DR MOCK: | woul d have to | ook back
to see. Yes, | believe.
MR CHRISTIEE Well, in due course,

pl ease do. But |I'mnot going to disrupt you now.

DR MCK: | -- 1 know that he spoke
to nme on the phone and 1'd have to -- I'd have to
review the letter.

MR CHRISTIE: You didn't get a
letter, a letter of retai nment?

DR. MOCK: Yes, there was a letter.

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay.

DR MOCK: | would just have to --

MR, CHRISTIE: At sone point, I'd
like you to show nme that. But here's the question. Dd
you realize, in giving your evidence, thatsection 13(1)

does not allow an accused person to prove the truth of
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t he prem ses upon which they founded their opinion?
Did you realize that?

DR MOCK: Well, | understood that it
wasn't a defence in that case, and --

MR. CHRISTIE: Oh, no. You are not
al l owed to endeavour to prove the truth of it. And you
may be right, it's not a defence. But | just wondered
if you realized that when you gave your evidence?
take it no, you didn't?

DR, MOCK: Well, yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: You did?

DR MXCK: It's not -- it's --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Pl ease speak up
when you give your answers, because it's recording.

DR MOCK: I'msorry. |'msorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON: The answer was yes?

DR. MOCK: It's ny understanding

t hat --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Yes. Truth is
not --

DR MOCK: -- the defence of truth is
not --

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- avail abl e?

DR MOCK: -- a factor or avail able.

MR CHRI STI E; Now, there's a
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statenment that | wanted to ask you about, in the Audit
of Antisemtic Incidents in '96, | think, and '97, sane
pl ace we were before.

THE CHAI RPERSON: What page,

MR. CHRI STI E: Page 34, | guess,
woul d do. Looking down at "Hate on the Internet":
"Most of the ideol ogues of Canada's extrene right",
list of names "Paul Fromm Ernst Zundel, and Doug
Christie, continue to nmaintain websites on the Wrld
W de Web."

What website are you referring to
under the term "Doug Christie". Wat website?

DR. MOCK: Ten years ago. | don't
remenber the nane.

MR. CHRISTIE: Well, what about --

DR MCK: Didit have sonething to
do with a Western Separatist Party? | don't -- | don't
recal |l exactly.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you have any
reference to a nanme or a website that was naintai nedby
a Doug Christie?

DR. MOCK: Not here with nme, no, sir.
| have nentioned before, when it cones to data that is
10 and 12 and 15 years, | sinply do not have that

information with ne to revi ew.

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3151

MR. CHRISTIE: | suggest to you there
isS no website maintained or operated in the nanme of
Dougl as Christie before 2002. Wuld you agree or
di sagree?

DR. MOCK: |I'msorry, sir. --
couldn't verify that at this point.

MR CHRISTIE: Okay. Now, what is
your position here about hate on the web? 1Is it your
position that Hol ocaust denial per se is a crime, or is
that what you want to be the case?

DR. MOCK: Sorry? Could you repeat
the question? | was just |ooking back at that
i nformati on about web pages, as opposed to websites.
But sorry -- I'msorry, what was your question?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  The question was,
is Hol ocaust -- in your view, Holocaust denial a crine,
or is that you want it to be?

MR KURZ: Sorry, M. Chair, |I'm
rising for the sanme reason | keep rising before.

Il mean, this is -- again, what's her view of the | aw
And that's not a rel evant --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Unless it goes to
the fact that she frequently used the termcrines,
"hate crinmes" when --

MR. CHRISTIE: No, she's talking
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about it as the "hate crine". She's used it
i nt erchangeably. | nean, she --

THE CHAI RPERSON: I n particular --
have to say, M. Kurz, on that first day when you
weren't here, it was -- she frequently used the word
"hate crinme" and then corrected herself to nean the
broader term So if it's in that context --

MR. KURZ: But -- if she's already
corrected herself, that's not -- and for M. Christie
to ask her about her definition, how she uses the term
that's fine. But he keeps com ng back to asking her
what are in effect --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Legal questi ons.

MR. KURZ: -- |egal questions, and he
shoul dn't do that.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, I'm-- okay,
| nmean, is it your viewthat if -- that Hol ocaust

denial is a crine under the Crim nal Code.
DR. MOCK: No, it isn't.
THE CHAI RPERSON: Wul d you want it

to be?

DR MOCK: | would like to see it
not --

MR CHRISTIEE I'mtrying to -- yeah,
okay.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay. Wiich we
established earlier because she had adopted that
position in that forumthat she attended --

MR. CHRISTIEE Am1l correct in
under standi ng you're engaged in and participate in
educating judges, police forces and nedi a about racisnf

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And have you assi sted
i n educating nenbers of the Canadi an Human Ri ghts
Tri bunal about racisn®

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: Never participated in
panel s for that purpose?

DR. MOCK: For the Tribunal, no.

MR. CHRISTIE: Any nenber of the

Tri bunal ?

DR. MOCK: | don't know of anyone
whoever attended any -- any sessions at theConm ssion
ever became a nenber of a Tribunal. | would have no

way of know ng that.

THE CHAI RPERSON: For the record, she
has never participated in any training session that
|'ve been at.

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay. | suggest to

you that as a result of the long series of articles

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3154

that Ms Kul aszka put to you, the fact is that you
desire stricter | aws, as soon as one of your perceived
enemes is acquitted, or the laws are struck down. You
call for nore enforcement and charts them again, right?
You' ve done that repeatedly. Isn't that true?

DR MOCK: It isn't true that --
we' ve asked for themto be charged under the sane |aw,
but for other aspects, other |aws or policies or codes
to be enacted.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You have sought for
nodi fications to the legislation --

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- after sone
peopl e have been acquitted that you --

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

DR. MOCK: That's correct.

MR. CHRISTIE: So does associ ation
Wi th racist organi zati ons nake you a racist, in your
book of val ues?

DR MOCK: It would be a strong
predi ctor.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes. You see, here
the situation | couldn't help observing in hearing your

evi dence, and thinking back to the days of MCarthyism
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VWhat is the distinction that we coul d make between you
sayi ng that those who associate with racists are

t herefore racists, and McCarthy saying, "Those who
associate with comuni sts are therefore comuni st,
too." What is the different nethod you use?

MR. KURZ: How unfair a question can
that be? Wat's the difference between you and Joe
McCart hy?

MR CHRISTIE: Wat is this, an
objection or --

MR. KURZ: Yes, it is an objection.
Because she --

MR CHRISTIE: It's an argunent --

MR. KURZ: No, because --

MR CHRISTIE It's an
argunent , because the very core of this case boils down
to biases. And she's got sone very strong biases.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | know where you
are going with the questioning, and it's an interesting
way that you put it, sir. But you could perhaps put it
in a way that she can answer in a nore direct fashion.

MR CHRISTIE: Al right.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Is it
appropriate -- I'll rephrase it. |Is it appropriate, in

your view -- and I'm-- your question --
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MR. CHRI STIE:  Un- huh.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- that a person be
identified as being -- having certain characteristics,
on the basis of the groups with which she associ ates?

DR. MOCK: And ny answer was not
al ways, but it would be -- it sonetines is used as a
predi ctor.

MR CHRISTIE Well, you used it
repeatedly, and in the -- the B nai Brith annual audit,
you do that with people |like Paul Fromm |ike Mrc
Lemre, like ne, with -- can | use the term "gay
abandon"? Don't you?

DR. MOCK: The information onvarious
websites and the control under which they are, as well
as speeches and various other ways of eval uating
peopl es attitudes, people's behaviours, do lead to
t hose concl usi ons.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you call that gquilt
by associ ation?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: You associated with
t he ARA, you advocated for funds for them you attended
their neetings, you counselled them on how to conduct
t henselves in a nore |lawful fashion. Wuldn't that be

associating with ARA?
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DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: So whatever --

DR. MOCK: This is why | suggested
that it isn't always the case, and one shoul d not
al ways assunme guilt by association. You're quite
right.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, what are you --
what makes you --

DR, MOCK: -- on the body of
evi dence, one can meke certain assunptions.

MR. CHRI STIE: Wat nakes you think
t hat those who you call on the extrene right, m ght not
have been trying to noderate and advi seand counsel
people to do things differently? What makes you think
t hat ?

DR. MOCK: The body of speeches,
wor ks, writings, and not finding anywhere where these
had been denounced.

MR. CHRISTIE: Onh, yeah, just like
you never denounced the ARA publically?

DR MOCK: | did not say that.

MR. CHRISTIEE D d you? Can you show
us anywhere you denounced the ARA?

DR. MOCK: | cannot show you in

newspaper articles.

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3158

MR. CHRI STIE: Ckay, we've been
around t hat.

DR MOCK: But | will be able to, in
ot her pl aces.

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay, I'll restrict

to newspaper articles, or any public place that you can

say --
DR. MOCK: That | have categorically

denounced t he behaviours and the actions, and al

vi ol ent and non-lawful ways of countering racisnf? Yes,

over and over. By the way, including in several of
t hose newspaper articles, categorically.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, anything in
particular you would like to refer ne to?

DR MOCK: | don't want to go over
themall again but I could --

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay, well, we won't
go over themall again, and --

DR. MOCK: We went over many pl aces
where in the newspaper, they reported that | had
denounced all of those activities.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | recall the
evi dence on all the points, and how specific --

MR. CHRISTIE: | appreciate that.

'l nove on.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: -- or not specific
t hey may have been.

MR. CHRISTIE: 1'mgoing to nove on.
Now, we've asked you to define contenpt in
psychol ogi cal terns, and being an expert in hate on the
I nternet, does that make you al so an expert in
ridicule? How do we define ridicule?

DR. MOCK: The act of nmaking one
appear ridicul ous.

MR, CHRISTIE: Unh-huh. Can it be
justified? Is it legitimate in a free society,
according to you?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | suppose, yes.

MR. CHRI STIE: Have you ever read it?
Have you ever read section 13(1), ever?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Does it have the word
"ridicule” init, to your know edge?

MR. KURZ: At tines, these rhetorical
questions are very unfair and unhel pful. If you -- if |
my - -

MR. CHRISTIE: Wy are they unfair?
They' re rel evant.

MR KURZ: If | may, because all --

it's like, do you renenber this, do you know this, did
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you read this? Al that they do is to serve to attenpt
toridicule, to use the term the wtness, to harass
her, to try to nmake her feel bad, to try to nmake her
feel stupid. That's what this is aimed at. This isn't
a nmenory contest.

If he wants -- if M. Christie wants
to put section 13 to the witness, let himdo that,
W thout putting it in that way.

THE CHAI RPERSON: There's one
problem M. Christie. Ridicule arises fromthe
jurisprudence, but it don't appear in the statute, does
it?

MR CHRISTIE: | don't know. |
t hought it did.

DR MOCK: | -- | thought he was
referring to the cartoon about ne.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Ridicule is --
jurisprudential interpretation.

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | sensed where you
were going but it's not fromthere.

MR CHRISTIEE Well, I'mglad you
rem nded ne --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You covered off the

words that are in the statute, hate and contenpt.
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MR CHRISTIE Okay. Well, do you --
do you think that ridicule is a word that we can
identify with any psychol ogi cal significance?

DR. MOCK: Sonmeone who was ridicul ed
psychol ogically would be made to feel ridiculous. And
to be honest, | began to nyself, which is why | becane
flustered a few m nutes ago, when you asked about
section 13, is | thought the direction you were goi ng
was to justify the ridicule to which I had been put in
the cartoons, and that -- in the website. And that --
in the website, thatwas where | thought the next
| ogical thing to go --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, I'm not
progressing --

DR. MOCK: So psychol ogically, one
who is subjected to ridicule would be nade to fee
ridi cul ous.

MR. CHRI STIE:  Un- huh.

DR. MOCK: But that's all | would be
prepared to say at the present tine.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you agree and
accept that in the Audit of Antisem tic Incidents,
there is the use of a guilt by association?

DR MOCK: In the -- no, | wouldn't,

inthe -- in the same way as we can use the term
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"racist" or "racisnt to describe all kinds of
behavi ours, that was the sane kind of |anguage that was
used.

MR CHRISTIEE D d you at any tine,

ever have sone qualification as an expert in politics

at all?

DR MOCK: In what?

MR CHRISTIE: Politics?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: So why do you use
terns |ike extreme right? Is that a -- | nmean, youused

it. You published with that term How do you define
it?

DR. MOCK: W use that termi nology in
the sane way perhaps as Dr. Persinger accepts certain
things in his Intro Psych 101 | ectures.

MR CHRISTIEE No, no. Don't --
don't refer to M. -- Dr. Persinger. Just define it,

if you woul d.

DR. MOCK: Mpst people -- it's being
used in the way -- in the popular culture and in for --
how many -- the origins of the termactually came from

| believe, people used to actually sit on the right and
the left in the French parlianment, and so those who

were highly conservative were called the -- the right.
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Those who were -- who were sitting on the other side of
t he house, were the left.

But these ternms have cone in the
popul ar | anguage to nean those who are on the extrene,
extrem st kind of thinking. W call it "right w ng
t hi nking", and the far right has been associated with
Naziism and so on.

MR. CHRISTIE: So "extrene right" is
a pejorative termassociated with Naziism right?

DR. MOCK: It can be.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, that's howit's
used in the popul ar parlance, and that's how you used
it, isn't it?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: So how do you define
and categorize people as far right? Do you talk to
them or do you just hear people talk about thenf

DR. MOCK: Well, nost of the tine,
one | ooks at published works, one | ooks at the
behavi ours, one | ooks at, are they denying the
Hol ocaust, are they apologizing for Hitler, are they
sayi ng that even discussing the Hol ocaust may be
pej orative agai nst Germans and hate agai nst Germans.
And so one starts to |l ook at the kinds of cartoons, the

ki nds of term nol ogy, the kinds of |anguage that is
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used that is reflective of what one m ght have seen
in-- in other publications, or reflective of what we
woul d call Nazi ideology or Nazi propaganda.

MR. CHRISTIE: You' ve used that term
inrelation to people who never exhibited one single
itemof those, didn't you?

DR. MOCK: Well, may have said that
t hey associated with such

MR, CHRISTIE: No, you -- you've
called them"on the extrene right", and we understand
what you nean by that. And you haven't -- you've used
that termrepeatedly in regard to people for whom not
one of those indicia applied, haven't you?

DR. MOCK: | don't believe so.

MR. CHRISTIE: Have you ever talked
to the people you wite about, to inquire whether your
accusations have any nmerit?

DR. MOCK: Sone, yes.

MR CHRISTIEE D d you talk to Pau
Fromm about your allegations in the audit?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIEE D d he agree with you
on then?

3

MOCK:  The all egation?
MR CHRISTIE: In the audit, that he
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was of the extrenme right.

DR MOCK: Ch, | thought -- 1 thought
you neant of that one word in the audit about him

MR, CHRISTIE: No, |I wasn't talking
about that. The use of the term"extrene right”, which
| trust you confirmed with him

DR. MOCK: No, | would never have
di scussed ny use of the term"extrenme right" with M.
Fr omm

MR CHRISTIEE O any of the people
you wrote about, did you talk to any one of them about
it?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR CHRISTIE: D d you ever ask them
to give you an answer to a questionnaire, as to where
they stood in political issues?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: D d you know that sone
of the people you wote about are called
“libertarians"?

DR. MOCK: By sone, they are.

MR. CHRISTIE: Really? Do you know
whet her that is true or not?

DR MOCK: | wouldn't call them civi

libertari ans. | would --
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MR. CHRISTIE: No, libertarians. Do
you know what a libertarian is?

DR. MOCK: Someone who believes in
freedom

MR. CHRISTIE: Onh, you -- do you know

who Ayn Rand is? Well, you wite about thesethings.

Do you --

DR. MOCK: |'ve read novels by Ayn
Rand.

MR. CHRISTIE: Novels? Onh, | see,
okay. So you do know who a -- what a libertarian is,

do you? Soneone who follows the philosophy of Ayn
Rand, and the m nim zation of governnent, the
maxi m zation of liberty for the individual. Do you
know what | nean by that?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay. So if | use
that termto nean "libertarian”, would you be -- do you
think it's fair to call them"extrenme right", which
suggest you' ve done repeatedly? |Is that funny?

DR. MOCK: | typically wouldn't
call --

MR. CHRISTIE: Is that funny?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Coul d you pl ease

conpl ete your answer?
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DR MOCK: |'m --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You typically what?

DR. MOCK: No, you wouldn't -- you
woul dn't call sonmeone with the -- if you descri bet hose
characteristics, someone on the extrene right. You
m ght call them soneone on the extrene left. You m ght
call themextrem sts of sorts, but --

MR. CHRISTIE: kay, that's fine.

DR MOCK: | didn't think that | was
here as an expert on the | anguage, even --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, I'mhere asking
you -- |'m here asking about the |abels you apply, and
you were responsi ble for applying, as editor of the
B'nai Brith Audit of Antisemtic Incidents.

And I"'m-- I"mnot going to go to a
particul ar page, but |I'mgoing to suggest, if you w sh,
Il will -- but I'mgoing to suggest you've used the
| abel "extrenme right" in regard to a nunber of people
several tines, and | just wondered if it would be fair,
in your view, to have used that label if it turned out
they were actually libertarians. |Is that your view
t hen?

DR. MOCK: In which case, we would
retract and call thema different type of extrem st.

And nost of the tine, the word "extrem sm' that |'ve
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used in nost of ny witing, is cited fromsources that
al so use the termnol ogy. For exanple, "extrem st use
of the Internet”.

MR CHRISTIE: Okay.

DR MOCK: So I'musing it in comon
parl ance, and | would stand by ny use of |anguage --

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay. Thank you.

DR MOCK: -- and ny citations.

MR. CHRISTIE: In your report, the
second one, which deals with your response to Dr.
Persinger, and |I'mdealing with page 8, you dedicate
two paragraphs to the analysis of the effects of
vi ol ence --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Can you hold on for
a sec, and just wait for everybody to catch up.

MR CHRISTIE: Sorry.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You' ve gone to the
second report?

MR. CHRI STI E:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So that woul d be
at -- page 8, okay.

MR. CHRISTIE: Could you |look at the
| ast two paragraphs, perhaps just read themto yourself
for a nonent, please.

DR. MOCK: What page?
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MR. CHRI STIE: Eight.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Page 8. Do youhave
it? O your second report.

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So he's asked you
to read -- when you nean "the |last two paragraphs" sir,
do you nmean fromthe word "contrary” or fromthe word
"supporting"?

MR. CHRISTIE: The last two
par agr aphs, sir, beginning with the word "supporting”.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's right.
Because the other one continues to the next page,
that's why.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, well, the -- the
bott om one does continue to the next page.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So you want us to
read just until the next page?

MR CHRISTIE: | would like you just
to quietly too read those two, and | have a coupl e of
guestions about it.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do we today censor
nmedi a vi ol ence?

DR. MOCK: Sone -- not censor.

would call it edit.
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MR. CHRI STIE: Wo does that?

DR MOCK: Well, usually it's
sel f-regulating, but there are also, you know, film
boards and -- and CRTC and so on, who would apply their
codes of conduct and their guidelines and the |aw,
to -- to reviewng material on which there have been
conpl ai nt s.

MR. CHRISTIE: There's not -- there's
no censorship of violence in the novies, is there?

DR MOCK: Well, that's why | said
it'"s -- it wouldn't be called censorship. It would be
called -- it would be called editing and responsible --

MR. CHRISTIE: There's lots of
violence in the nedia, on television, and in the
novies, isn't there?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And there's no
st at e-sancti oned censorship of that, is there?

DR. MOCK: Again, there are
st at e- sancti oned gui delines --

MR. CHRISTIE: Wat are they?

DR. MOCK: And rules and regul ati ons
that limt --

MR. CHRISTIE: \Were are they?

3

MOCK:  -- pornography, for
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exanpl e.

MR, CHRISTIE: 1'mnot tal king about
por nography. |1'mtal king about violence, because
that's what those two paragraphs tal k about.

DR. MOCK: These --

MR. CHRISTIE: They say there's a
correlation between nedia viol ence and vi ol ent
behavi our, right?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: W don't censor
violence in the novies, do we?

DR, MOCK: W put guidelines --

MR CHRI STIE: Yes.

DR. MOCK: -- and regul ations and
war ni ngs.

MR CHRISTIE Well, you nean
classifications, right?

DR. MOCK: Yes, that's what | neant
by the guidelines and the limts.

MR CHRISTIE  Onh.

DR MOCK: And we don't allow certain
people in to see certain novies.

MR CHRI STIE: Yes.

DR MCK: O if there are --

MR. CHRI STIE: W have age
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restrictions on --

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

MR. CHRISTIE: -- access to certain
vi ol ent novies, right?

DR. MOCK: Unh-huh. And if there are
conplaints, and then the filmboard or the -- the
censoring board rules that sonmething will not be shown,
or will be called "restricted" or they won't --
they'Il -- perhaps it may be an attenpt to put
sonething on the restricted list, the prohibited |ist
of inmports, then they would make that ruling.

MR. CHRI STIE: Now, what are you
tal ki ng about, novi es?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Sorry?

MR CHRISTIE: | said, now what are
you tal ki ng about, novies or restricted inports? |I'm
not -- | don't understand what you're tal king about.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Are you tal king
about novies of -- videos, is that what you nean, when
you say --

MR. CHRISTIE: Let's be very clear.
Commer ci al novies are not censored in Canada, no matter
how vi ol ent they are, are they?

DR. MOCK: They are -- they are

cat egori zed.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Cassified.

DR. MOCK: They're classified.

MR CHRISTIEE Right. So are you --
are you suggesting that we should censor novies, too?

THE CHAI RPERSON: Based on this
excer pt ?

MR CHRI STIE: Yes.

THE CHAlI RPERSON: Based on this
excerpt --

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, the -- the logic
in your analysis about the effects of violence in the
medi a woul d seemto suggest that it would be equally
justifiable, and for maybe better reason, to censor
violence in novies, since it causes violent conduct.
Do you advocate censoring novies as well?

DR. MOCK: | advocate in the area, or
the -- the logic that I'mapplying -- renmenber that, if
| may explain --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, answer the
guesti on.

DR MOCK: -- to the Chair, | was
reacting to Dr. Persinger's report. This report wasin
direct response to points that were nade by Dr.

Per si nger.

Dr. Persinger clained that view ng or
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seeing or hearing certain things would not have a
del eterious effect on victins, on the one hand, but
then would restrict creativity on the other, and I was
making the -- citing personality and soci al
psychol ogi cal research that has shown that, in fact,
the inpact of viewing certain things or hearing certain
things, and I went on with other studies as well, did
have such an inpact. This was the purpose of this
section. And it was to determ ne because of what is
witten in section 13 of the code, that in fact,
their -- by viewing certain material, by reading
certain material, by hearing certain material, that in
fact, there could be deleterious effect, including
bei ng -- becom ng desensitized to violence. There --
that was the purpose of this, and nothing nore.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you renenber -- do
you renenber the question? Because | will rem nd you.

DR. MOCK: Well, you asked ne if --

MR CHRISTIE: No, I'Il tell you what
t he question was.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

MR VIGNA: M. Chair --

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you advocate
censoring violent novies? That's the question.

VR VI GNA: M. Chair --
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MR. CHRISTIE: She didn't answer it.

MR VIGNA: M. Chair, in reference
directly to the second | ast paragraph of paragraph 8,
the witness is trying to explain the second | ast
par agr aph, and when you | ook at the paragraph before,
it seens to logically flow So | -- all she's doing is
expl ai ni ng the paragraph, and she's expl aining that
it'sinrelation to Dr. Persinger.

MR. CHRISTIE: GCkay. But that's not
t he questi on.

MR VIGNA: And M. Christie's com ng
back and saying, "that's not the question”. But the
guestion is directly related to page 8, in the second
| ast paragraph.

MR CHRISTIE Well --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Let ne read it. Let
me read it.

MR KURZ: Can | -- can | --

THE CHAI RPERSON: G ve ne a chance to
read, everybody.

MR CHRISTIE: If they want to start
educating the witness, she should step outside.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, before anyone
steps outside, let ne just finish reading the

paragraph. [It's not quite exactly as you presented,
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M. Vigna, if you read it properly. Are we going to
el aborate further?
MR. KURZ: Yes, |'mjust -- | have,
in effect, a supplenental objection, if | may.
THE CHAI RPERSON:  Then | may have to
ask the witness to | eave.
MR KURZ: Sure.
THE CHAI RPERSON: St ep out si de.
DR. MOCK: Ckay.
--- Wtness retires
THE CHAI RPERSON: | just want to
point out to M. Vigna's earlier comment, he's
partially right, but if one |ooks close at exactly what
the witness said, she says -- in dealing with Dr.
Persinger's view, she said:
"In fact, many studi es and cases
support the conclusion that hate
speech”
She' s tal king about hate speech here:
"That hate speech confirns ideas
and soci al consciousness, plays
on peopl e's doubts and fears,
and when presented repeatedly,
and usually with a credible

pseudo-scientific or academc
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appear ance, reinforces social
st ereot ypes and dehumani zati on.
It can and does lead to

vi ol ence. Supporting this view
is the extensive literature on
nmedi a violence."” That is also
relevant. | nean, there's a
flowthere. | nean, in part,
it's what she's -- and what
you' ve said, M. Vigna, but
it'salso --

MR. CHRISTIE: She's correlating
medi a vi ol ence causi ng vi ol ence.

THE CHAI RPERSON: One point -- one --

MR CHRISTIE: It's for argunent. |
j ust asked --

THE CHAIRPERSON: It is --

MR. CHRISTIE: You know, the question
was very sinple, "Do you advocate censoring violence in
the medi a?" And | woul d say she can answer yes or no
to that.

And then, if I want to argue |ater,
| ook, she -- she purports to say that there's a
correl ation between nmedi a viol ence and hate speech, but

she can't, and doesn't advocate censoring violence in
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the nedia, or I mght argue, as | intend to, that --

THE CHAI RPERSON: It's somewhat of a

grey -- but | have her answer. | do want to say that.
| know where she's -- you've asked that question.
have her answer on it. | don't know, what's -- what's

t he next question?

MR CHRISTIE: | didn't hear her
answer. She went on and on to explain why she putit
there, what it neant to her and -- but she --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, but she al so
acknow edged that there is no censorship. You asked,
"I's there censorship?", and the answer was "No."

MR. CHRISTIE: No. But | asked her,
"Do you advocate it?" You see, because here's the
situation. She's here an expert on hate on the
Internet. She's here saying that it's justified to
l[imt it, to advocate censoring it, in effect. R ght?

Now she anal ogi zes that violence in
the nedia is correlated to violence in action. So if
you don't advocate --

THE CHAI RPERSON: It woul d be argued,
dependi ng on one's readi ng there.

MR CHRISTIE: Yes, well, | think
it's quite clear that she's saying there's a

correlation --
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THE CHAI RPERSON: M. Kurz?

MR. KURZ: For nme, the problemis as
well that Dr. Mock doesn't come forward as an expert on
vi ol ence, or violence in the nedia. | recognize that
she made reference -- | understand that she nade a
reference to that. But to take it astep further
where -- to ask her what her view of the | aw should be
about viol ence, when she doesn't claimto be an expert
on the area. She only nakes that reference, takes --

THE CHAI RPERSON: | see. Look --

MR. KURZ: You've given her the grey
zone, and | didn't stand up with that. But it's --
you' ve gone past the grey zone into the black zone, by

aski ng her opinion on sonmething that's of no nerit

what soever

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, no, | --

MR. KURZ: Not you, |'m saying
rhetorically -- I"'mnot saying it to you, obviously,
M. Chair.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, it's -- M.
Christie, look, it's true. Watever she thinks or
doesn't think about it, the fact is there is no
censorship of -- of this type of material.

MR CHRISTIE: Al right. Al right.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So whet her she
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believes it -- even if she said she did, it wouldn't
make any difference to this point. | nean --
MR CHRISTIE: Well, | thought it

m ght have sone bearing on credibility. Let me putit
this way.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Well, | would --

MR CHRISTIE: | would be prepared to
say, look, this is a person who is never satisfied with
one form of censorship. She wants to nove to anot her,
too. But if you don't want to go there, | don't want
to go there either so --

THE CHAI RPERSON: (Okay, let's not
bel abour the point.

MR CHRISTIE: Al right. Al right,
"1l nove on.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Pl ease bring her
in. Thank you.

MR, CHRISTIE: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | don't want to
restrict your cross-exam nation either.

MR CHRISTIE Well, all right.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  But be m ndful of
the tinme, if you can.

MR CHRISTIE: | agree, | agree. |

am | don't have anywhere to go, but | know ot her
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peopl e do.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It's a bit of that,
but it's also -- it's been a | ong week.

MR. CHRISTIE: | understand, andthe
wi tness is understandably tired too.

THE CHAI RPERSON: So there will be
anot her question com ng.

MR. CHRISTIE: 1In your second report
on page 9, you deal with sonething called Media
Awar eness Networ k, which you quote wi th approval.

THE CHAI RPERSON: At the bottom of
t hat page?

MR. CHRISTIE: At the bottom of that
page, right. Wo are the Medi a Awar eness Network?

DR MOCK: It's a group of people
in -- based in Otawa, sone of whom are educators,
ot hers who have specialized in nedia. They're --

MR CHRISTIE: Are they --

DR. MOCK: They are a non-profit
group, and they prepare guidelines for schools and for
parents on responsi bl e use of the nedia.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do they have names?

DR MOCK: Sorry?

MR. CHRISTIE: Do they have names?

Who's in charge?
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DR. MOCK: | don't know right now
who's in charge.

MR. CHRISTIE: Well, whomused to be
in charge when you cited then?

DR. MOCK: Sorry, | don't have the
nanmes in front of ne.

MR CHRISTIEE Wll, I -- you are
quoting them How did you find out what they think, or
what their studies were?

DR MOCK: It's -- | have a docunent
here by them with a ot of their studies in it --

MR CHRISTIE: ©Oh, okay.

DR MOCK: -- with sonme guidelines
and | -- on their website.

MR CHRISTIEE D dit have a nane
attached?

DR MOCK: I'Il to have | ook at that
for a nonent.

MR CHRISTIE: | didn't see a
footnote in that part of your report, was there a
reference to a particular study?

DR. MOCK: That's unusual.
think -- what's nunber 38? Yes, reference 38,
believe. There's a reference in there.

MR CHRISTIEE Well, 38 is --
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DR. MOCK: Nancy -- Nancy Wllardis a
menber of the Media Awareness Network, or at least, it
was a -- a publication by them And she's done this
research that is -- that is there. | know that --

MR. CHRISTIE: 1Is she a psychol ogist?

DR. MOCK: | know that sonmeone naned
Jane Cal |l an, who is an educator, used to be their
education director. That's the nane that | can
remenber nost. She was the coordinator at the tine
that | had nore to do with them

MR CHRISTIE: Is Nancy Wllard a
psychol ogi st ?

DR. MOCK: | don't know.

MR. CHRISTIE: Were did she publish
in 2005? Doesn't seemto be cited anywhere as
publ i shed anywhere.

DR. MOCK: On the Media Awareness
Net wor k.

MR. CHRISTIE: Oh, on the web?

DR. MOCK: And there's a group called
The Responsible Netizen Institute --

MR CHRISTIEE Onh, | see.

DR MOCK: -- like it's a "net
citizen", in other words.

MR. CHRISTIE: 1Is that published on
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t he web then?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIE: | see. And are these
people, in any way statistically qualified to nake
j udgment s?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And are they
psychol ogi st s?

DR. MOCK: Again, | don't know |
haven't | ooked at their CVvs and their credentials. But
| know that they are qualified educators, and they have
done research, docunenting how many -- | nean, | --
we're | ooking at the extent of Internet use.

MR CHRISTIE Is this a
sel f-reporting system whereby the young people report
to themdirectly, or how are they selected, do you
know?

DR. MOCK: They did survey research

MR CHRISTIEE How did they do it?
Did they select a group of young people and ask them
guestions, did they send out a questionnaire, did they

have a test group? Wat did they do?

DR MOCK: | believe it was all of
the people. | will just have to check that. If you'l
give me a nonent, I'll find the study. |'mafraid |
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may not have printed out that whole thing. There are
some things that | downl oaded, and it appears |
didn't --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, can you tell ne
the answer to the question as to how the test group of
peopl e was sel ected, and how many they were?

DR MCK: | will have to find ny
notes on that, I'msorry, in order to give you the
exact information.

MR. CHRI STIE: Have you got the study

t here?

DR. MOCK: No, | can't find it right
now. | can look it up on --

MR CHRISTIEE Al right. 1'Il nove
on. 1'Il nove on. Never mnd. Tine's --

THE CHAI RPERSON: My intention is to
take a break in about 10 m nutes.

MR. CHRISTIE: ©Ch, okay.

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, not for 10
m nutes, in 10 m nutes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Unl ess you woul d --
this is an inappropriate -- or this is a better tine to
break right now but --

MR. CHRI STI E: No, fine with ne.
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THE CHAI RPERSON: -- | nean, ny plan
was in 10 m nutes. No, doesn't matter?

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay, this group
apparently defined racialismas "advocating the need to
protect white people, and to keep Canada white for
Canadi ans". |s that an adequate definition of
raci al i snf

DR. MOCK: Which group? | don't know
what -- where you are in --

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay, we'll go back to
t he paragraph -- the bottom of page 9, the Mdia
Awar eness Network, et cetera. |If you go to the fourth
[ine down --

DR MOCK: Ch, yes, | see it.

MR CHRISTIE: Al right, and it
reads:

"MNET found that the nost common
strategi es used by hat enongers
on the Internet that have been
experienced by young peopl e
across Canada i ncl ude:

Raci ali sm - advocating the need
to protect white people and to
keep Canada white for Canadi ans;

pseudo- sci ence and
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intellectualism historica

revi sionism extrene
nationalism and/or hate
nongeri ng under the guise of
patriotism msinformation - the
hate site claimng to stand for
one thing, when in truth, it
stands for another" --

MR KURZ: "It is another”

MR CHRISTIE: | don't understand
what that was. Was that an objection?

MR KURZ: "In truth, it is another"
not "stands for another”. "The hate site clainms" --

MR. CHRISTIE: That's okay.

MR. KURZ: ~-- "to stand for one thing
when in truth it is another”. You used the word
"stand" tw ce.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ckay, noving on.

MR. CHRI STIE: Thank you.

Now, you agree with ne that all of
t hese categories areval ue-1aden, and based on the
opi nions of the people creating the judgnments?

DR. MOCK: These -- these categories
are based on the definitions of these terns and what

they heard fromthe young people, and also their
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nmoni toring of these sites.

MR CHRISTIE: | don't think you
understood ny question. Pseudo-science is a
val ue-1 aden judgnment, isn't it? Wether it's
pseudo- sci ence or real science involves a val ue
j udgment ?

DR. MOCK: That termusually is neant
to -- to nmean sonething that is nade to appear to | ook
i ke science --

MR CHRISTIE: |'mnot ask --

DR MXCK: -- when in fact it is not
using true scientific nethod.

MR, CHRISTIE: 1'mnot asking for a
definition of the term But it involves a val ue
judgnment as to what it is, does it not?

DR MOCK: It involves an assessnent
as to what it is, yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Are any of these
peopl e conpetent to nake a judgnent on that point?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | believe so.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  The citizens who
are part of the network?

MR, CHRISTIE: Yes, the -- the
net wor k.

DR MOCK: | believe --
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MR CHRI STIE: You believe so? VWat

do you know about then?

DR. MOCK: | know that they have done
out standi ng work, | know that their work has been
val i dated, | know that they have received awards for
their work, many tinmes. | know that they are

consi dered one of the forenost authoritative groups

on -- on nedia literacy in all forns. | know that they
have -- have had prograns --
MR CHRISTIEE 1'mgoing to stop you

there, just one at a tine.

DR MOCK: Well, you asked ne what |
knew about them so I don't know --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, 1'll never hear
the end of it, unless | ask you a question, and it just
goes on and on.

MR. KURZ: The wi tness should be able
to finish her --

MR. CHRISTIE: As many adjectives --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, | know, |
know.

MR. CHRI STI E: As many adj ectives as
you can create, right?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  |'ve got the sense.

They' ve got many awards and they --
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MR CHRISTIE: Well, I want to ask
specifics, you see, and by the tinme she's finished
listing all her descriptive nomatives -- how do you
know t hey' re highly regarded?

DR. MOCK: By the unusual markers
wher eby we know that people are highly regarded.

MR, CHRISTIE: Ch, yeah.

DR. MOCK: And sone of them-- sone
of them 1 have just nentioned.

MR. CHRISTIE: So their expert's
also -- enabled to decide what is intellectualism
apparently, which is also a guise for hatenongers,
according to this -- your report.

DR. MOCK: One of the tactics used.
Again, this is a sunmary statenent.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes. Well, extrene
nationalismis another strategy of hatenongers, you
say. |s that your opinion?

DR. MOCK: Yes, with a --

MR, CHRISTIE: Well, how do you that
the -- how do you know the nationalismis extrenme? How
are you qualified to nake that judgnent, or are they?

THE CHAI RPERSON: I f you can --

MR. CHRISTIE: How are you qualified

to make the judgnment that nationalismis extrene, as
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opposed to legitimte nationalisn?

DR. MOCK: Usually, it's according to
the tactic that people are advocating. Usually, it's
a -- those little one percents on the margin that go
beyond reasonabl e | awful advocacy, and carry on into,
therefore, we will take up arnms, and you know, defend
XYZ, or that's -- it's common parlance in recognizing
t hose whose behaviour is extreme and agai nst the |aw

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Wel |, by that
definition -- by that definition, would this group --
woul d you be aware if this group, for instance, would
consider the websites of a group -- let's say, |ike the
FLQ fromthe province that |I come from Quebec -- |
mean, there was a -- supposedly, there was a posting
recently by the FLQ and sonme new wi ng that wanted
to -- pronoted viol ence agai nst English Quebecers.
Wuld they -- would they fall into thiscategory?

DR. MOCK: They probably would, if
they were advocating |etter bonbs and -- and
ki dnappi ngs and whatever, fit into -- into -- as a
strategy that was being used. Now again, extrene
nationalism --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, but are they
hate -- are they --

DR MOCK: But -- well, | -- we'd
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have to see what they were actually advocati ng.

THE CHAI RPERSON: That's true. True.

DR MOCK: So | nean, this -- these
are just a bunch -- one -- one website may be guilty of
one thing, one against another. One guilty of another,
but this is the totality.

MR. CHRISTIE: You don't know the
criterion by which any of these judgnents were nade, do
you?

DR. MOCK: | regret | didn't bring
the entire study, and download it. Perhaps during the
break --

MR, CHRISTIE: You didn't -- you

don't know --

DR. MOCK: -- | can borrowsoneone's
conputer and I'Il pull up the -- the study.

MR CHRISTIE: | didn't ask you what
you regretted. | just asked you whether you knew the

criterion under which any of these |abels were
at t ached.

DR MOCK: Of the top of nmy head,
no.

MR. CHRISTIE: And | suggest to you
t hat every single one of those |abels is a val ue

j udgnment by sonebody who as far as -- and you don't
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even know who that person is, who nade the judgnent on
all these supposed websites, do you?

DR. MOCK: Supposed websites?

MR CHRISTIE: Well, why do you pick
on the word -- do you know the identity of the person
who attributed all these you -- you --

DR. MOCK: | have -- | have the name
and | have the website, and if you wish, I will go
after the CV during the break. | -- 1 said --

MR. CHRISTIE: The nane and the
website of what, MNET? Media --

DR MCK: O this -- of this study
that | amciting.

MR, CHRISTIE: Onh, right. No, butal
t hese | abel s were attached to a nunber of distinctly
different websites. |Is that what I amto understand
fromyour report?

DR. MOCK: Yes, they have a -- MNET,
t he Medi a Awar eness Network, has an extensive
publication, interactive resources on chall engi ng
on-line hate. And so they have held hearings --

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you renenber ny
guestion?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: M question was very
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si npl e.

DR. MOCK: | thought this is what you
wer e aski ng ne.

MR. CHRISTIE: You' ve answered it.
You said yes. Each of these | abels was attached to a
distinct website. You agreed. Now, the next question

is, do you know who attributed these value judgnents to

© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

every one of those websites?

DR. MOCK: No, sir.

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you know how | arge
the websites were? bviously, you don't --

DR MOCK: What is --

MR. CHRISTIE: -- they could have
been a hundred pages or a thousand pages, correct?

DR. MOCK: Correct.

MR. CHRISTIE: And these judgnents,
made by people you don't even know, are very
val ue- |l aden judgnents on facts you don't have any
personal know edge of; isn't that true?

DR MOCK: | would disagree that |
don't have personal know edge of --

MR CHRISTIE: D d you |look at the
websi t es?

DR. MOCK: -- at least on the

websi t es.
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MR CHRISTIEE D d you |look at the
websites that they judged?

DR. MOCK: Yes, many of --

THE CHAI RPERSON: | think what's
inmportant here is we're referring to the website that
t he Medi a Awareness Network has identified.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Because you' ve
incorporated it as part of your report. You' ve founded
your report, in sonme part, on the findings of the Media
Awar eness Net wor k.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  So t hose particul ar
ones that the Media Awareness Networkrelied -- based
itself upon, you did not go verify which ones they
were? You -- you relied on the conclusions drawn by
t he network?

DR. MOCK: Yes, and based on the --
based on the ones that were in their study. But | --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  You did not --

DR. MOCK: -- right now, off the top
of ny head, because | didn't bring all of my docunents
of every study that | cited with me, and their ful
downl oadi ng, | --

THE CHAI RPERSON: | know. |
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understand. But it still -- it fornms part of your
report. And for instance, did it include, and | don't
want an answer to this, but hypothetically, did it

i nclude the Freedonsite, which is based in Canada.
Wul d they have included it in their report? W don't
know t hat and --

DR. MOCK: Not -- not from --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Not from what you
have just --

DR MOCK: -- what | can recall right
now. But | can go and | ook that up during the break,
if youd like, if I could borrow soneone's conputer.

THE CHAI RPERSON: No, we're in the
m ddl e of cross-exam nation, and we -- M. Christie is
asking the questions. | just wanted to know t hat
information. And | just wanted to confirmyour answer
on what you just said before.

MR. CHRISTIE: You refer repeatedly
to Stornfront and its website. Wuld you agree with nme
that's probably located in the United States?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIE: And it's outside the
jurisdiction of this Tribunal, or any Canadi an
authority, correct?

DR MXCK:  Yes.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Now, you agree with ne
that if it could be wwthin the power of this Tribunal,
or all other tribunals, to prohibit Canadi ans from
putting anything on Stornfront's website, it would
never be able to prevent any Canadi an, at any tine,
fromaccessing Stornfront's website just as easily. Do
you agree?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: So actually, the only
effect that this |law could ever have on the Internet,
is to prevent any Canadi an fronconmuni cating on the
site, including yourself, correct? I'msorry, you
weren't |istening, perhaps.

DR. MOCK: No, | was, but you said
the only effect that --

MR CHRISTIE: It would have --

DR MOCK: -- this law could have?

MR. CHRISTIE: That's right.

DR MXCK: | -- I"m-- which | aw?

MR CHRISTIE: Al right, this -- al

right, this law called section 13(1), I'lIl put it to
you that if -- you're an expert in hate on the
Internet. |If the law, and I'Il put it hypothetically

this way, was able to limt Canadians from posting to

Stornfront, it wouldn't prevent Canadians from
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accessing and readi ng anything that was there, would
it?

DR. MOCK: That's correct.

MR. CHRISTIE: So any effect that
woul d be attributable to whatever hate nessages were
posted there, if there were any, could not be prevented
by this legislation from being accessi ble to Canadi ans,
could it?

DR. MOCK: Prevent the legislation
from bei ng accessible --

MR. CHRISTIE: The website.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  No, no, the -- it's
the website. Prevent the website.

MR. CHRISTIE: The hateful website.

DR. MOCK: No, they could still
access the website.

MR. CHRISTIE: Just as easily?

3

MOCK: Yes.

3

CHRI STIE: At any tine they
want ed, right?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And as |long as they
posted their messages under a pseudonym and never
identified thensel ves openly, what nmeans woul d you

think there would be, as an expert in hate on the
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Internet, to find out who they were?

DR MOCK: |I'mnot an expert on the
t echnol ogy.

MR CHRISTIE: Okay, well --

DR. MOCK: But it's ny understanding
that there are ways of determ ning from whose conputer
sonet hi ng has cone, and --

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, there are. Let ne
put it to you this way. |If there were -- and |I'Il| put
it hypothetically, you' re the expert.
| f hypothetically, there's a way to determ ne who
accesses the Stornfront website, by the records of the
Stornfront website, and that's not avail abl e by any
| egal nmeans to a Canadian authority, how would you
prevent -- you -- if this law was able to stop people
fromposting there in their own nanme, wouldn't it just
drive them underground so they'd post in sone

pseudonym wth the sane effect? Wuld that stil

have --

DR. MOCK: It could.

MR. CHRI STIE: Yes, okay.

DR. MOCK: It could.

MR CHRISTIE: | think that's pretty
| ogi cal .

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.
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MR. CHRISTIE: In that situation, the
only effect of this | aw would not be to stop the
conmuni cation of the same ideas, even by Canadians if
that's their wish, it would just prevent themfrom
being identified as such, and drive them underground,
right?

DR MOCK:  Well, right? You said
"just". It wouldn't just do that.

MR. CHRISTIE: You don't suppose
there's ways they could find to
conmuni cat e, notwi t hstandi ng -- not using their own
nanme? So the communi cati on of hate would not be
di m ni shed one iota, would it?

THE CHAI RPERSON: The questions is
there. Your answer is, in your view?

DR. MOCK: In ny view?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Woul d - -

DR. MOCK: It would -- it would be
di m ni shed.

THE CHAI RPERSON: It woul d be
di m ni shed?

MR, CHRISTIE: How would it be
di m ni shed?

DR. MOCK: It mght be --

MR. CHRI STIE: The same nessages

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3201

woul d be avail able --

DR MOCK:  Wwell --

MR CHRISTIE: -- to all Canadians,
right?

DR. MOCK: How would it be
di m ni shed?

MR, CHRI STI E:  Yes.

DR MOCK: It would -- it would --

THE CHAI RPERSON: | neant to what --
" m nore concerned, to what extent. You say itwould be
di m ni shed, but to what extent?

DR. MOCK: It would be di m nished
because there wouldn't be the identification of a
particular charismatic figure with the specific hate,
and we know that when -- when there are people who
appear to be credi bl e because of either their
pr of essi on, or because one m ght know where to find
themto do other things, it dimnishes them-- the
credibility when soneone is posting as sone, you know,
wei rd pseudonym or you can't find themso on the one
hand, it would --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Oh, okay. So if
there's a | eader of a certain group that posts -- who
is in Canada, who posts with -- openly, with his or her

name, that may have bigger draw ng power than --
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DR MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- if that person
then has to adopt --

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- a pseudonymto
conti nue posting "underground" --

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON: -- to use the term
M. Christie used?

DR. MOCK: Yes, and soci al
scientists -- social psychol ogical research has
val i dated that concept, that the nore credi bl e soneone
appears, you know, when people are -- | think we heard
this yesterday fromDr. Persinger in different ways,

t he nore sonmeone is perceived to be |ike yourself, the
nore likely you are to believe what they say.

So that if they know, for exanple,
the person's race or the person's religion, or its done
in the nane of God, or it's done in whatever, it adds
to the credibility. And therefore it then can -- it
does exacerbate the situation. So it would be
di m ni shed if soneone were forced to post under sone
pseudonym to be under the radar.

THE CHAI RPERSON: However,

"di m ni shed" does not nean eli m nated?
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DR. MOCK: No, there is still freedom
of speech. That person could still figure out a way to
be creative, and get around the |aw.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Ri ght, so that
person coul d adopt a pseudonym and call hinmself "Bugs
Bunny" or sonething, and still be up there?

DR. MOCK: Unh-huh. And in fact, they
do. There's all kinds of -- you know, there's"Nazi
boy" and there's "Nazi girl" and there's --

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay.

DR. MOCK: -- whoever else up there
doi ng things.

MR. CHRISTIE: And there are also
pol i cemen posing as Nazis, correct? Are you aware of
that, as a --

MOCK:  Coul d be.
CHRI STIE: Coul d be?

3 3 3

MXCK: It's a free-for-all --

MR CHRISTIE Well, you were -- you
were concerned, and mentioned a nunber of tines, the
terrible phenonenon of the Ku Klux Klan. That was a
bad organi zation, wasn't it?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIE: It did a lot of bad
things, didn't it?
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DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: It organized very
power ful organizations that did violent things agai nst
bl ack people in the United States, didn't they?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: They were very
effective at intimdating and terrifying peopl e, weren't
t hey?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: They were all
anonynous, weren't they?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRI STIE: Pardon ne? Do you
know anyt hi ng about the Ku Kl ux Kl an?

DR. MOCK: Yes, a great deal

MR CHRISTIE: Wll, do you -- do you
agree with ne that the Ku Kl ux Kl an operated
anonynously, and wore hoods?

DR, MOCK: | disagree.

MR CHRISTIE Well --

DR. MOCK: There were nany cases --
in fact, there was one very fanous case of a march
where they were not allowed to keep the hoods on, and
so sonme of them cane out --

MR CHRISTIE: That's in -- in nodern
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times.

DR. MOCK: -- sone of them canme out
and marched with the hoods off.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, in nodern tines.
They were sonetinmes restricted by court order in the
civil rights era, from having anonynous marches, so
they had to take the hoods off andidentify thensel ves,
right?

DR. MOCK: Uh-huh. Yes, so that was
my answer, that it wasn't conpletely anonynous.

MR, CHRISTIE: Unh-huh. Well, I'm
speaki ng now about the tinmes of the reconstruction,
when the real Ku Klux Klan was doing the things that
are depicted in many novies to nmaintain their so-called
white power in the United States, in the southern
states after the defeat of the Confederate forces.
They were operating and using the system of anonymty,
were they not?

DR. MOCK: Yes, they were. And if |
may, M. Chair? If | may --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, 1'll tell you
what. | don't want argunents, | don't know if
argunents are allowed, but if you' ve answered ny
guestion, and you don't think --

THE CHAI RPERSON: That was a very
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speci fic question, so | don't know if --

MR CHRISTIE: And you --

THE CHAI RPERSON: That was a very
speci fic question.

DR. MOCK: About the Klan, and do
t hey ever have hoods on?

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Yes, did -- inthe
ol d days, they used to just wear the hoods and not --

DR. MOCK: Primarily.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Prinmarily? Ckay.

DR MOCK: Primarily. It used to be
known who some of the | eaders were but --

THE CHAlI RPERSON:  Yes, | understand.

DR. MOCK: Primarily, they would put
t he hoods on and --

MR CHRISTIE: Ckay, let's -- let's
deal with that. If we were to force all Canadians to
abi de by section 13(1), as it's nowwitten, and if |
was to put it to you this way, they would have to post
anonynously, do you really think it would be difficult
for the "in" group, the Canadian -- we'll call it the
Canadi an equi val ent of the Ku Klux Kl an, who -- who are
anonynous on the web? Do you think it would be
difficult to communi cate anong t hensel ves, once they

connected who the | eaders were? Do you think it would
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be difficult?

DR. MCK: | -- 1 have difficulty
assessing the -- the hypothetical situation but --

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay, let nme be nore
clear then, if it's anbiguous. You suggest -- you
agree that if we were to maintain the application of
this section, and restrict access and prevent Canadi ans
from accessing or posting to sites on the Internet,

t hat any Canadi an could still access it, and that --
and let's say, for the sake of argunent, the | aw
couldn't stop that, and you agree with ne that it would
be just as easy for people to post anonynously on the
web from Canada, right? You know of no technical way
to stop that from happening, do you? Unless we
register all the conputers, licence all |SPs, regul ate
all e-mail traffic, that would be the only way,

woul dn"t 1t?

DR MOCK: |I'msure it'd be very --
don't know. | don't know how to assess that.

MR CHRISTIE: Al right. Well,
technically, let's say for the sake of argunent, as a
hypot hetical, that it wouldn't be possible for at |east
t he Canadi an Human Rights Tribunal to stop people
posting on foreign websites. Let's |leave that as a --

a hypot hetical fact.
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DR. MOCK: Very hypot heti cal.

MR CHRISTIE Well --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Go ahead.

MR CHRISTIE Al right, with that
in mnd, do you really think that hate on the Internet
woul d be any | ess effectively communicated if |ocally,
here in Canada, people can go around and identify
t hensel ves, which they could do off the Internet, by --
by word of nouth, by tel ephone, by e-nmail, that I'm
"Hi tler boy", or whatever you want to use as a
pseudonym How woul d that prevent every aspect of

comuni cation that is possibly now regul ated, from

happeni ng?

DR, MOCK: How would it prevent?

MR. CHRI STIE: Yeah.

DR MOCK: It wouldn't prevent it but
it still wouldn't -- it -- you had a couple of
questions in there. | think you --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, there are a
coupl e of hypothetical --

DR. MOCK: -- sonething about the
conmuni cation of hatred, and would it make it any
| ess --

MR. CHRISTIE: Effective.

DR. MOCK: Effective. And in ny --
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it'"s not a matter of ny personal opinion, but it's --
it's a matter of various studies, and -- and in terns
of ny awareness and experience with theyoung people and
others, that it does make it |ess effective because
it's -- it is nore -- it makes it nmore difficult. It
makes it |ess effective because the strong nessage is
sent that, you know, this is -- this is against the

| aw, against -- and you're going to have to find other
ways to get together. It nmakes it |ess effective
because it makes it less credible to others that m ght
stunble upon it. It nmakes it |less effective because
they then are restricted maybe to the few peopl e that
they do get identified to, that they can neet on a
street corner. So it provides nore protection to those
who -- who are vulnerable. So sinply, yes, it would
make it nore effective. And I'mnot advocating

hypot hetical, that that's the way we go about it.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  Ckay, | think it
woul d be a good tinme to take our break now, if it's
possi ble, M. Christie.

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Could | just nention
again that I do want to reserve at |least half an
hour --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Hal f an hour.
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MR. FOTHERGA LL -- for
cross-exam nation, and it's now 3: 00 o' cl ock.

THE CHAI RPERSON: |'m not going to --
now, |I'mnot going to break for half an hour, but they
need half an hour.

MR. FOTHERG LL: No, | wasn't
thinking that. | just -- |I'mcurious how |long M.
Christie expects to be.

THE CHAI RPERSON: Wl |, how far away
are you, M. Christie?

MR CHRISTIE: Well, I'mdoing ny
best. | don't know, it's slow going.

MR. FOTHERG LL: At the sane tine, ny
friends have had approxi mately two-and-a-half days to
conplete their cross-examnation. So | trust there'l
be no issue about finishing this wtness today, even
allowi ng half an hour for re-exam nation.

THE CHAI RPERSON: | trust Air Canada
won't cancel ny flight.

--- Recess taken at 3:00 p.m
--- Upon resum ng at 3:17 pm

MR CHRISTIE: In regard to your | ast
statenents about the forced effects of anonymty, or
the effects of forced anonymity, Irefer you to page 7

of your report of February, 2007. And the paragraph
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begi nni ng "Extensive research”. And four lines down in
the mddle of the line, it says:
"And it has | ong been understood
and corroborated by countl ess
soci ol ogi cal "

Sorry.

"soci al psychol ogi cal research
t hat anonymity, or supposed
anonynmty, increases violence
and devi ant behavi our."

Do you still hold to that?

DR. MOCK: Yes. In the particular
cont ext .

MR, CHRISTIE: GCkay, so would it be
true, too, that if you force soneone to be anonynous
and they remai n anonynous, they are nore capabl e of
vi ol ence and devi ant behavi our?

DR MOCK: It is a factor, and | was
actually glad that you raised this, because | was going
to, in one of nmy sentences, go on to elaborate this
very point in the -- in the common use of the Internet
and pronoting hatred.

MR. CHRISTIE: To deal with the study
call ed, "Hate Speech: Asian American StudentJustice

Judgnents and Psychol ogi cal Responses”, it was one that
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was provided by you in support of your opinion by
Bachman. This study deals with slurs that were
directed in the presence of the party neasuring the
effect in a line-up, correct?

DR MOCK: I'mjust going to | ook at
the stimuli. Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And certain comments
were made by people in front of themin the |ine,
saying -- nuttering slurs, "Wat a fucking fat
asshol e", "Wat a fucking Chink", or "What a fucking
nigger". Provocative in the extrene, right? Right in
their face?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIE: Al right. Are there
any studies, that you know of, about people selecting
messages, to see what the effect is on the
sel f-selection of a nessage, as opposed to one that
i ntrudes upon their space, as the study seens to be?

DR. MOCK: Not that |I'm aware of.

MR. CHRI STIE: That wouldn't be
unethical, would it, to conduct a study saying to a
variety of people, "Take a | ook at all these websites
and tell me what effect they have, or how you feel
after looking at them? That woul dn't beunet hical,

would it?
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MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: That's never been
done, has it?

DR. MOCK: Not as far as | know.

MR CHRISTIE: No. And the
opportunity would exist, | suppose, in your
under standi ng of the Internet, that as soon as you find
a nessage you don't like, you can click to shut it off,
right?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR CHRISTIEE And if you don't Ilike
what you are reading, you can close the page and nove
to sonething el se, wi thout reading anything further.
Is that al so correct?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And so these 55
self-identified Asian-Anerican university students,
vol unteers, do you know how t hey were sel ected?

DR. MOCK: They vol unt eer ed.

MR CHRI STIE: Yes.

DR. MOCK: They were asked if they
wanted to participate in a study. This is very conmon
in universities.

MR CHRISTIE: How were

t heysel f-selected? Was it indicated to them-- for

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3214

instance, "All those who strongly identify as
Asi an- Ameri cans”, or how woul d the sel ection process
occur ?

DR MOCK: | would have to -- you
woul d have to give ne sone tinme to review that section

MR CHRISTIE: | read the whole
thing. It doesn't say, does it? You read it, you
expressed your opinion on it, you provided it. |
assune you've read it. It doesn't say.

DR MOCK: Well, they were -- they
wer e student vol unteers.

MR CHRISTIE: Right.

DR. MOCK: They were all
Asi an- Aneri can, they vol unteered.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, yes. They were
self-identified.

DR. MOCK: They were presented with
t hese various stinuli.

MR, CHRISTIE: Unh-huh. | know, |
could read the whole study, but I"'mputting it to you,
they were self-identified?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RPERSON:  And - -

MR. CHRI STIE: As Asian- Areri cans.

DR. MOCK: Yes. But then |I believe
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they were randomy assigned to the two treatnent
gr oups.

MR. CHRISTIE: Oh, | understand.
Pl ease allow ne to ask the questions.

DR MOCK: Sorry.

MR CHRISTIE It's all right. So
basically, what you have is a process of
self-selection, the criterion for which is never
articulated in this study, correct?

DR. MOCK: It is -- the criteria they
used is sinply that they were university students --

MR, CHRISTIE: | can read.

DR MOCK: -- who were all Asians,
and who vol unteered. But the random zation of the
two -- to isolate the -- the independent variable
served such --

THE CHAI RPERSON: Just a nonent,
pl ease.

--- Discussion off the record

DR. MOCK: Page 374 in the mddle.
There was a neasure done after the variables were
mani pul ated and so on. Later there was a soci al scal e,
t he Crocker and Lauten's scale, CSC, social
self-esteem-- collective self-esteem And also tested

their level of identification.
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So it was used as a neasure of the
participant's psychol ogical investnent in their Asian
American social identity. And then a correlation was
| ater done to see how their level of social identity
interacted with the dependent vari abl e.

MR. CHRISTIE: Yeah, the results
after the study.

DR. MOCK: But that would be the way
you would do it. They were random y assigned.

MR. CHRI STIE: They neasured the
reduction in their self-identification with their
group; isn't that right?

DR MOCK: Well, they neasured their
| evel of self-identification.

MR. CHRISTIE: And before --

DR. MOCK: -- sone it increased it
and sone it decreased, as | recall, so they were not
second guessing what the connection was.

MR. CHRISTIE: There was sone
i ndi cation of the change in their self-identification
as a result of the stimuli, butin the process of
sel f-selection of the 50 volunteers there was no
assessnent of this level of self-identification of that
group.

DR. MOCK: That's right, but in this
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case it's an irrelevant vari able.

MR CHRISTIEE Well, | put it to
you - -

THE CHAIRMAN: | just want to
understand the question. Let ne rephrase it so |
understand it. Listen to ne also, M. Christie.

MR CHRISTIE: |I'mlistening very,
very carefully.

THE CHAIRVAN: | believe the
suggestion is that there was no assessnment nade of the
range of self-identification in the group that went in.

So then, hypothetically, if | follow
this logic, it could be that 49 of the -- let's pick a
nunber that's nore appropriate -- 45 out of the 50, 45
percent -- 90 percent of the individuals were strongly
self-identified, for instance, wi th being Asian.

But afterwards, after the results,
after the experinent was conducted, they went back and
made a rel ati on between reactions and where
t heysel f-identify.

Is there any identification -- |
think this is the question -- correct me if I'm
wong -- is there any indication that the initial group
comng in was a random group or one that was reflective

of the entire range or spectrum of self-identification?
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DR MCK: O the total sanple, like
in other words the total population, they created two
groups. So 52, | think, students volunteered and we
don't know how they self-sel ected based on their
i dentification.

But then the key is that of that 50
t hey randomly assigned the nenbers there to two groups.
So one woul d expect that regardless of their
self-identification they have control for that
vari abl e.

THE CHAI RVAN: | understand. But the
guestion is when you got the original sanple, the
original popul ation, was that a random sanpl e?

DR MOCK: No, it was a sanple of
vol unt eers.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Peopl e who
sel f-identified.

DR. MOCK: Right.

THE CHAI RVAN:  And the question is,
the proposition seens to be fromthe question of M.
Christie is, could it be that people who strongly
self-identify, who understand, who are consci ous or
sensitive to the issues in this case, in the study,
presented thensel ves as Asian Americans who don't

consi der thensel ves Asian Anericans or hardly Asian
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Anericans, didn't even bother applying to be anongst
t he popul ation of 50, so that there was a bias in the
initial sanple. That's the question | believe.

Am | phrasing it correctly, sir?

MR. CHRISTIE: Perfectly.

DR. MOCK: A bias for which was

controll ed by the random zation of -- to the two
groups. I'mtal king about controlling the variable.
THE CHAIRMAN:  |'m not a scientist.

It seems to ne |logical, Doctor, what we're talking
about is -- again, | will personalize it.

| f soneone said, we need a hundred
G eek Canadians to show up to do a study. And | know
fromny personal know edge that | have people fromny
community who are strongly attached to the community,
who speak the | anguage still, who partakeO in its
cultural trappings and others who don't, or who may be
one generation older and therefore not that attached to
it.

| f soneone said, G eek Canadi ans,
show up at this conference or this study, it's likely
or is it not possible nore of the first group will turn
up than the second group? And yet the study is trying
to deal with all of thenf

And if that happens then we don't
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really have a representative of the 350,000 G eek
Canadi ans. You may have a representative of half of
them who identify in the same manner.

DR. MOCK: That's true. But what --
when you do wel | -desi gned research of this nature what
they're neasuring is the change. So that even of that
group there's a range of identification. And what
they're neasuring is the correlation of how strongly do
they identify.

So of those 50 G eek people that cane
in there's still going to be a range, even if it's at
the upper limt, and by randomy assigning them and
t hen assessing they see that well, they' ve got two
fairly equal groups. Then they see, okay, what the
correlation, the stronger one identifies how then --

THE CHAI RMAN:  So you are saying in
this study there were enough not very identifying Asian
Anmericans in the sanple, and then after that
di stribution took place, you are still able to assess
t hat .

DR. MOCK: Yes, and that's what they
address in this study. They even conment on that.

THE CHAI RVAN: | have your questi on,
M. Christie and | have her answer.

MR. CHRISTIE: |s there such a thing
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as ethnic hypersensitivity?

DR MOCK: | don't knowit as a
scientific term

MR. CHRISTIE: Wwen we |look at this
study it determ nes the outconme of the reaction to the
stinmuli on page 376. Wuld you agree with ne that the
preponderance of effect is in outrage and anger on the
graph on page 3767

DR. MOCK: Uh- huh, yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: So that's not an
acceptance or a subm ssion to any of the all eged
insults, correct? It's a rejection reaction, right?

DR. MOCK: That's right.

MR CHRISTIEE So if we could
takeanything fromthis study, it would be that persons
offended in their ethnicity react by rejecting, and
apparently strongly, with anger or outrage even, the
all egedly racist insult. But they do not becone
subm ssive or predom nantly sad or depressed about it.

DR. MOCK: There's no way of actually
measuring the first part that you said, in this
particular study. You said it's rejection. Someone can
be outraged and really angry but it doesn't necessarily
nmean that -- I'mnot foll ow ng your question actually.

MR CHRISTIE: There's no correl ation
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bet ween outrage and rejection of an idea?

DR. MOCK: Actually this shows -- no,
that's not what was neasured.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wat wasn't? Qutrage
was neasured. Anger was neasured. And |I'm enough of
an English speaker to think that there's a | ogica
connection between outrage and an anger and rejection
of an idea. Isn't that commobn sense?

DR. MOCK: |'Ill grant you that.

MR. CHRISTIE: Oay. So the general
effect on these people insulted in the |inewas that
they rejected the idea.

DR. MOCK: And becane very upset.

MR. CHRISTIE: And |I've read sone
headlines in the material that you' ve seen that
i ndi cates what the reaction of the Jewi sh conmunity to
M. Zundel, for instance, and whatever he said or did,
was outrage, wasn't it?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wiich you had every
right to express and did express, right?

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And you were well and
truly reported in the nedia, right?

DR MXCK:  Yes.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Your outrage was not
suppressed by the nmedia and you weren't ignored in your
expression of outrage, were you?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: And the studies that
foll owed the various events of Zundel's trial was
greater synpathy for Jews energed, wasn't that right?
In the surveys that you and | are both aware of.

DR. MOCK: Which surveys?

MR. CHRISTIE: You don't recallthat
after the Zundel trial there was a survey to see what,
if any, inpact the publicity of the Zundel trial had on
t he popularity of Jews, and the result was there was
nore synpathy for Jews, not |less, wasn't there?

DR. MOCK: This is Conrad Wnn's book
t hat you are thinking of?

MR. CHRISTIE: Gee, | don't know,
maybe you know nore about it. | just think that you
and | were both aware of studies that indicated the
effect of the Zundel trial was greater synpathy of Jews
because of the publicity it brought, because of the
outrage it expressed, the vast mgjority of Canadi ans
synpat hi zed nore with Jews before than after. That's
what | call --

DR. MOCK: The defining --
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MR. CHRISTIE: -- common know edge,
and you know it.

DR. MOCK: May | explain that
findi ng?

THE CHAIRVMAN:  First of all, do you
accept --

DR. MOCK: Yes, there were -- there
was some evidence and it was because of the raising of
awar eness, people who were not aware ofthe Hol ocaust,
didn't understand it. So there was an el enent of the
popul ati on who suddenly becanme aware that there was
Hol ocaust deni al happeni ng and becane upset by that.

But you're not -- M. Christie has
omtted to talk about the finding of the increased fear
and anxi ety and how upset so nmany people were,
especially if they thensel ves have had any experience
in the Holocaust. So the suffering and the fear and
the tension and sl eepless nights and all the rest.
He's not reporting in simlar studies.

So the power of education and raising
awar eness so that people can reject, is what he's
reporting.

MR. CHRISTIE: | was tal king about
the effect on the general community, and the effect on

the general comunity by surveys of the general
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community was an increased synpathy for Jews and a
greater know edge of those things --

THE CHAI RVAN: | have her answer on
that. She accepted that point.

MR. CHRISTIE: Al right. Thanks a
| ot.

In the study that you referred usto,
Raci st Incidents-Based Trauma, you didn't tell us this
was novel science, which it is.

THE CHAIRVAN: This is the next
report?

MR. CHRISTIE: There's only two. You
didn't tell us this is novel science, but it is, isn't
it?

THE CHAIRVAN: | wanted to make sure.
This is the Bryant report, right?

MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, sir.
Bryant-Davis, | guess.

You accept the proposition that even
the study's authors agreed this was novel science and
very few people agreed with it so far but they hoped
that nore would. Do you want ne to point that out to
you or do you admt it?

DR. MOCK: Agreed -- please point

that out to nme because | didn't cone away with the sane
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thing. And | was -- this was in response to sone of
Dr. Persinger's -- where are you?

MR CHRISTIE: 1'lIl showyou in a
m nut e.

On page 484, "Racist incidents.
Traumatic Stress Or Nontraumatic Stress":

"Whil e many researchers focus on
raci st incidents as stressors
| eadi ng to psychophysi ol ogi cal
di sease, few conceptuali ze
raci st interests as forns of
trauma. One exception is
Wal ters and Sinone, who frame
raci smas unresolved trauma
anong Anerican wonen that
contribute to various physi cal
and psychol ogi cal sequel ae such
as a PTSD and depression. Racism
has been identified as a risk
factor for PTSD, diagnosis in
Asi an Anericans and stress and
i ncreased psychiatric and
physi cal synptons anmong African
Ameri cans. However, aside from

t he above only a small but
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growi ng nunmber of authors
conceptualize racismas traum."

Do you accept those statenents as
true?

DR. MOCK: Yes. Reflecting the
newness of post-traumatic stress disorder research.

MR. CHRISTIE: On racism astrauma
not just post-traumatic stress disorder, but racism as
t rauma.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

MR CHRISTIEE "Only a small but
grow ng nunber of authors conceptualize racism as
trauma. "

That's true, isn't it?

DR MOCK: Yes, in this research

MR CHRISTIEE Well, that's what this
says and it's your study, right?

DR. MOCK: It's one of the ones |
cited.

MR, CHRISTIE: And this study does
not connect the elimnation of racist speech in any way
with the reduction of racism does it?

DR. MOCK: No, this study is talking
about the traumatic inpact of racist experiences.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wich, in this study,
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i ncluded not only speech but other acts as well.

DR. MOCK: That's right. It included
speech and it was in response to Dr. Persinger's paper
that there wasn't this kind ofstress related to it.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, Dr. Persinger
was focusing on speech, conmunication, and |I'm asking
you whether it's a fair response to confound or conjoin
t he study which anal yzes speech and raci st action. You
figure it is, | take it?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRI STIE: Wen you quoted from
this study you quoted, | take it, from page 485; is
that correct? | know your report actually quotes out
of it. You say you point to it. | thought you sort of
m srepresented this study a little bit.

DR. MOCK: Were is that?

MR. CHRISTIE: You and your report,
on page 4 you say:

"As Bryant-Davis and Ccanpo 2005
poi nt out, unlike nontraumatic
stress, traumatic stress

vi ol ates one's existing way of
maki ng sense out of self and the
worl d and creates intense fear

and destabilizations."”
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Right? That's what you quot ed.

DR MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And you quoted out of
page 485. It's right at the top. | found it. It's the
second line. It's right there:

"Unli ke non-traumatic stress,
traumatic stress violates one's
exi sting way of making sense out
of self and the world and
creates intense fear and
destabilization."

DR. MOCK: That's right.

MR. CHRISTIE: But, you know, they
weren't tal king about racist speech in that context,
were they? They were tal king about the classic
definition of trauma

DR. MOCK: And the study then goes
onto show that racist speech is correlated with
traumatic stress.

MR CHRISTIEE Well, if you | ook at
t he next paragraph they make it very clear observation
that one of the barriers to prevent the acknow edgenent
of racist-incident based trauma responses in survivors
of racismwho exhibit trauma synptons, is that this

definition of trauma, which is DSM4(TR), is limted to
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incidents that are physical in nature. And

specifically actua

andt hr eat eni ng deat h, serious

injury or threat to the physical integrity of self or

ot her s.

And it says:

"While this definition includes
such incidents as rape, physical
assault and -- limted scope
excl udes verbal abuse, enotional
abuse, resource denial, and
soci al alienation, such as
sexual harassnent, harassnent
based on sexual -orientation, and
raci st incidents. Non-physical
raci st incidents are not

consi dered traumas by the

current diagnostic definition."

Ri ght ?
DR. MOCK: That's true.
MR CHRISTIE: So why did you quote

the top line -- fromthe top part of this docunent as

i f

not

it

referred to raci st speech?

DR MOCK: No, | didn't -- 1 did

MR. CHRISTIE: | suggest that what
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you said --

DR MOCK: Wth respect, |
didn'tquote it in that context. | was directing the
reader to this very thorough review of the literature
and the discussion and the anal ogi es that were being
made based on various neasurenents to trauma

MR. CHRISTIE: Wy did you include it
wi t hout such qualification under the heading "Victim
| npact of Hate and Hate Speech” if it wasn't intended
to draw the inference that was --

DR. MOCK: Because that is the
inference that is drawn by these authors and that is
why | cited them

MR. CHRISTIE: They clearly indicate
that under current definitions, non-physical racist
i ncidents are not considered traumas by current
di agnostic definitions.

DR MOCK: Wth respect, it may help
the Chair to know that the DSM category -- that is al
they are referring to. They are referring to a
speci fic categorization and that the whol e body of
research is designed to show that we need to begin to
expand that kind of thinking because there are other
fornms of trauma that can be called trauma. And if they

are looking at the correlates of the behavior such --
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and, in fact, this is indeed what Persinger hinself
| ooks at.

He | ooks at what kinds of stressors
create various brain functions. And there's a body of
literature, and it's growing, and it's new, Persinger
hi msel f said that, you know, years ago there was not
this kind of discussion and maybe they had nore general
terns and have now been deconstructed to show all the
di fferent conponents of distress and stress, and that
is exactly why | referred the Chair and the Tribunal to
this body of literature.

The DSM categorization is constantly
evol vi ng based on new know edge, which of course is the
essence of science, to provide new know edge and then
to --

MR. CHRISTIE: Do you agree this is
new know edge, do you, novel science?

DR. MOCK: Yes, part of it is. It's a
review of all of the literature.

MR. CHRI STIE: Thank you.

That's fine. You also agree this is
an argunment that was attenpted to be advanced by these
aut hors?

DR. MOCK: Yes, based on extensive

study. And then | go on to add other studies that now

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3233

| ook at neasurenment of this. So that, again,it's just
sanples that |'m providing of the burgeoning scientific

research and literature in the very field that --

MR CHRISTIE: | didn't ask for an
argunent. | just asked do you agree it was an
ar gunent .

DR. MCK: I'msorry, | did not mean

to be argunentative.

MR, CHRISTIE: | just asked, is this
paper an argunment? And the answer is yes, right?

THE CHAI RVAN:  Based on study, you
said. | heard the answer.

MR CHRISTIEE Gkay. So it's an
argunent based on new science to pronote the idea that
verbal assaults of this racist kind should be
considered trauma. That's exactly what it is, isn't
it?

DR. MOCK: Yes, yes. And that there
is need for much research in this area and sone
exi sting research to nake that case.

MR. CHRISTIE: And they were
concerned about the increase of the risk for
post-trauma synptons in vul nerable individuals,
correct?

DR MXCK:  Yes.

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3234

MR CHRISTIE: Well, what's a
vul nerable individual? Is that an infant? Is it a
hypersensitive person? 1Is it a normal person?

DR. MOCK: There are many forns of
vul nerabl e i ndi vidual s.

MR. CHRISTIE: | know, but what do
t hey say they chose?

DR. MOCK: They are speaking here of
racist -- racial mnority groups. The sanme definition
that would be applied vis-a-vis the Human Ri ghts
Regul ati on, but they do also --

MR, CHRI STI E: Excuse ne.

DR. MOCK: -- you have noticed that
by the question --

MR. CHRISTIE: |'ve asked the
question and you've answered it.

DR. MOCK: | thought | hadn't.

MR. CHRISTIE: | said, what does it
mean by vul nerabl e groups? You said --

DR, MOCK: And then you said --

MR. CHRISTIE: And you said the
sanme --

DR. MOCK: -- children, does it
mean - -

MR CHRISTIE: You said the --
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THE CHAIRVAN:  Said minority --

MR. KURZ: Let her finish the answer,
M. Chair.

THE CHAIRVAN: W'l | waste |l ess tine.
Racial mnority groups, right? |Is there anything nore?

DR. MOCK: (No response).

THE CHAIRVAN:  Ma'an®? Is there
anything nore? Racial mnority groups is the
vul nerabl e --

DR. MOCK: In that sentence they are
speaking of the racist incidents for mnority groups,
vul nerabl e groups on -- according to inmnutable
characteristics.

MR. CHRI STIE: Al though you assune
that's their definition, they don't define vul nerable
i ndi vi dual s, do they?

DR. MOCK: Well, let's look to see if
they do in this scientific way.

MR. CHRI STIE: Have you read the
st udy?

DR MOCK: Yes, | have, I've read it
a fewtinmes. But | believe that because of the comon
way that that termis used and because of thecontext in
which it's being used, it's clear that it nmeans groups

whose identity would be attacked on the basis of their
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race.

MR. CHRISTIE: That's your inference,
isit?

DR MOCK: Well, I'malso using ny
understanding of that termfromour Charter of Rights
and Freedons --

MR. CHRI STIE: These people aren't --

DR. MOCK: -- various other pieces --

MR. CHRISTIE: -- tal ked about.

--- Reporter interruption

THE CHAI RVMAN:  See, that's what
happens.

DR. MOCK: They're not, but you're
asking me how I'mto understand this and what do they
mean. And I'msaying, | interpret both fromthe
context in which they are witing this and the way it
is comonly used in the psychol ogi cal psychiatric,
soci ol ogi cal and ant hropol ogical literature that that
is what they nean.

MR CHRISTIE: | see. They also
state on page 481:"Individual differences in
personality: Resilience, coping style, unique persona
experiences, strength of ethnic self-identification,
famly cl oseness, et cetera, may buffer or nediate

responses to taught psychol ogical toxic events."
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There is no study, is there, of the
percent age of people fitting into either one of those
categories that you are aware of ?

DR. MOCK: Not of the percentage, no,
but I nyself make the same points in nmy articles.

MR CHRISTIE: So to get a general
under standi ng of the inpact of any statenent on society
at | arge and what m ght be called average or nornma
peopl e, there's nothing that hel ps us any this study
here, is there?

DR. MOCK: | disagree.

MR CHRISTIEE Well, we would have to
take into consideration all those differences nmentioned
on page 481 that | just read, wouldn't we?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wy not? Wy would we
be safe to ignore strength of ethnic
self-identification, famly closeness, resilience,
coping styles? Wiy would we be wise to ignore that in
t he assessnent of what effect words have on society at
| ar ge?

DR. MOCK: If you are asking nme in
the context of this study and in such scientific
studi es as the other one --

MR CHRISTIE: You said if. If. So |
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better clarify the question.

Usi ng what you know as an expert in
psychol ogy and applying that to your own common sense,
can you explain to nme why we should ignore all those
consi derations?

DR. MOCK: |'ve never said we should
i gnore them

MR. CHRI STIE: Then maybe you agree
we shoul d consider then?

DR MOCK: O course we should, and

MR CHRISTIE: If we do consider
them how do we know the inpact of any type of
statenment on the wi de range of people there are in our
society with all the individual differences ofcoping
style, degrees of ethnic self-identification, famly
cl oseness, et cetera? How can we get close?

DR. MOCK: W can get close by the
use of effective and well-constructed scientific
studies |like this that do what they call isolate the
vari abl es and control for the ones that are correl ated,
i ke the ones you have described and --

MR CHRISTIE Well, this study, this
study --

THE CHAI RMAN:  She didn't finish her
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sent ence.

DR MOCK: -- in the sanme way as the
previ ous study that we considered did exactly that.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you.

MR. CHRISTIE: This study | ooked at
the risk of synptonms on vul nerabl e individuals, not
defining that in any way, although you think they nmeant
one thing, then acknow edging all those variabl es that
are existent in society, nmade no reference to them any
further. That's what this study did.

DR. MOCK: They are not purporting to
do any nore than what they said they were going to do,
which is a mark of good science.

MR. CHRISTIE: GCkay. So they don't
concede society as a whol e but vul nerable groups in
this context?

DR. MOCK: That's what the research
was on and it was directly to counter Dr. Persinger's
comment wi thout any scientific sources or references
that it didn't have any effect. And so notice -- |
mean, if | may, just to help -- just to clarify on page
492, "Racist incidents and donestic violence," and they
are doing the correlation there in ternms of stress,

"| eaves survivors feeling shane, self-blane,

power | essness, fear and confusion."”
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So they are not doing any nore than
t hey purport to do using sound nethodol ogy and that's
why this is offered, just to counter Dr. Persinger's
claimthat it doesn't have that type of effect from
whi ch reasonabl e peopl e shoul d expect to be protected
in a free and denocratic country.

MR. CHRISTIE: You, in your history,
have strongly identified with the need for these | aws,
haven't you?

DR. MXCK: | have.

MR. CHRISTIE: And you have been an
advocate for them over the years, haven't you?

DR. MOCK: Yes, anpong nany ot her
tools to counter these effects and to inform

MR CHRISTIE: | don't want to hear
all the other tools you m ght have advocated. |I'm nore
concerned about this law, 13(1). And actually, this
has been one of the tools you have tried to use
repeatedly to attack those that you vehenently dislike?

DR. MOCK: No, sir. M like or
di sli ke of the people who perpetrate hatred and raci sm
has nothing to do with it. | can assure you.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, you can assure
me, but | put it to you that -- actually you' ve

denonstrated tinme after time an intense personal
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dislike for M. Zundel in your actions in the past.
Not necessarily because of any pronotion of hatred, of
whi ch he was never even been charged, but because of
hi s Hol ocaust denial, in which you are heavily
i nvest ed.

DR MOCK: May | correct you, sir?

THE CHAIRVAN: [t's been put you to
that you dislike M. Zundel for the reasons --

DR. MOCK: And that's not true. |
have repeatedly denounced M. Zundel's behavi our.
| have repeatedly called for that that behaviour should
be restricted in keeping with the laws of our |and, but
| have publically even said that | hated to admtted in
some ways, but in sonme ways he rem nded ne of ny
grandfather who | |oved very nuch

So I'msorry, this has nothing
what soever to do with ny personal thoughts or views or
attitudes towards M. Zundel. In sone ways, | also
felt sorry for him

MR. CHRISTIE: Okay. Actually, you
never had any evidence of himbeing a racist or being
raci st to anyone. But he was a Hol ocaust denier and
that's what irritated you about him

DR. MOCK: | did have evidence of his

bei ng racist --
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MR. CHRISTIE: \Wat?

DR. MOCK: -- by the materials that
were posted on his website --

MR. CHRISTIE: \Wat?

DR. MOCK: -- and aski ng questions,
you know, like did six mllion really die and sayi ng
that the Hol ocaust is nore perpetrated by Jews and --

MR. CHRISTIE: The Hol ocaust was
perpetrated by Jews?

DR. MOCK: |'m paraphrasing but --

MR. CHRISTIE: Wat did he ever do or
say that indicated --

MR. KURZ: Let her finish.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wat el se do you want
to say? o ahead.

DR. MOCK: Again, | would be happy to
review sone of the comments that were on this Zunde
site that -- for which he was found to have pronoted
contenpt and hatred agai nst Jews, but there was
definitely evidence of virulent anti-Sem tism over
whi ch he had control

MR CHRISTIEE So it was
anti-Semtismarising out of his Hol ocaust denial; is
that 1t?

DR MOCK: Not sure where else it
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arose but --

MR. CHRISTIE: |1'mnot sure where
else it arose either. That's why | ask

DR. MOCK: As | recall, there were
ot her exanples; nane calling, again the verm n kind of
thing, the different material that was on, |ots of
stereotypes and -- about Jews and -- to the point again
of repetitive hate propaganda and contenpt and hatred
for Jew sh peopl e.

MR. CHRISTIE: This study is actually
part of a political ad canpaign, the study of
Bryant-Davis and Ocanpo; isn't that true? They seek a
political goal

DR MXCK: |I'msorry?

MR CHRISTIE: 1'll point it out to
you then. 485, second | ast paragraph, last |ine:

"Now, ethnic mnorities and
allies nmust advocate for the
i nclusion of raci st

i nci dent -based trauma as a
legitimate traumatic
experience. "

DR MOCK: I|I'msorry, sir, | would
not characterize that as a political goal. That is

very nmuch what scientists do in the nedical field, in
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physics, in -- what have you.

One conducts research and one then --
you can use the word advocate, you can use ot her ways
of convincing the authorities who nake these
regul ati ons who have definitions, who are boards of
exam ners in psychology or -- to change their view
based on scientific evidence. That's exactly the
pur pose of experinentation.

MR. CHRI STIE: Experinentation isnot
just to find out what there is, but to overcone the
barriers in the definitions and to advocate for a
change in perception. That's what you call scientific
research.

DR. MOCK: No, that's not --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, that's the way
you put it.

DR. MOCK: That may have been the way
it was understood but the --

MR. CHRI STIE: The | anguage you used
is on the record. 1'Il leave it there.

DR. MOXCK: Fine.

MR. CHRISTIE: You agree with ne that
t hese authors are very perpl exed and upset by fact that
non- physi cal racist incidents are not considered

traumas by current diagnostic definition, then they
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argue against it, correct?

MR. KURZ: This has nothing to do
with that question. He's gone through --

THE CHAIRMAN:  This is what's going
to happen to avoid repetitious answers and questi ons.
We're going to put a clock onit. You'll be done by
4:30, sir, or earlier.

MR. CHRI STIE: Yes, okay.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Wen you say youw | |
be done by 4:30, you nean he will be done by 4:30?

THE CHAI RVAN:  He'll be done.

MR, CHRISTIE: And at 486 they talk
about how peopl e shoul d not be stigmatized as
probl emati ¢ when they are responding to enotional and
soneti nes physical assaults to their integrity. That's
a scientific conclusion, is it?

THE CHAI RMAN:  Where did you read
t hat fronf

DR. MOCK: 486, second paragraph.
They are overcoming the fifth barrier, which they say:

"The fifth barrier is the

concern with categorizing the
normal responses to traumatic
raci st incidents as disorder.

Renenber that simlar to rape
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and donestic violence, racist
incidents are the problem and
the root of the disorder. People
shoul d not be stigmatized as
probl emati c when they are
respondi ng to enotional and
soneti nes physical assaults to
their integrity.”

Don't you think that is basically
advocacy?

DR MOCK: No. That is legitimte
appl i ed conclusion for counselling psychology in ternms
of treatnment of people who have been affected by
trauma. And in fact, we have exactly the sane
di scussi on happeni ng today when we | ook at the issue of
donestic viol ence versus psychol ogy abuse or enotional
abuse. And so, no, that is absolutely not advocacy,
that is legitimate --

MR, CHRISTIE Filibuster?

DR. MOCK: -- applied psychol ogy.

MR. CHRI STIE: Thank you.

Then they say, "Addressing the
barriers”. They are quoting thenselves here. And |
suggest this is argunent, not research at all.

Wul d you like me to point out words
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which | say indicate an argunent or do you agree that
it is an argunment?

DR MOCK: I'msorry. Not sure, M.
Chair, that | understand the termargunment. And |
want -- | don't want to repeat nyself in ternms of the
rol e of science and when it cones to changing
cat egori zations of behaviour or effectively
hel pi ngvictims of stress.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wuld you agree with
t he statenment of page 4857 at the bottom paragraph
where the first |ine says:

"While few studies inperically

exam ned raci smas traunmm, at

| east one has found racismto be

a risk factor in the devel opnent
of PTSD."
s that agreed with you?
DR, MOCK:  Yes.
MR. CHRISTIE: So few studies have
ever exam ned racismas trauma, right?
DR MOCK: That's right. As | told
you, this is a new -- fairly new area and very
i nportant one.
MR. CHRISTIE: On page 7 of your

second report you state that David Duke --
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DR. MOCK: Excuse ne, | just need to
find it.

MR. CHRISTIE: Third paragraph refers
to David Duke. That's an Anerican person, American

citizen?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: You say he refersto
the websites as a valuable tool "in furthering the

white nationalist novenent praising hate-based
websi tes".

That's your judgnment of what he's
prai sing. He doesn't say, | praise hate-based
websites, does he, for their accessibility? That's you
putting words in his nouth.

DR. MOCK: |'m sunmarizing a bunch of
t he websites.

MR. CHRISTIE: You are giving your
val ue judgnment on what he's praising and you deci de
they are all hate-based websites, right?

THE CHAIRVAN: Do you recall? D d
you answer ?

DR. MOCK: Yes. The ones he was
descri bing including --

THE CHAI RVAN: ' m | ooki ng down

sonetines and if | don't hear you say --
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DR MXCK: |'msorry.

MR. CHRISTIE: So actually you're
upset about the fact the United States doesn't have
such laws, aren't you?

DR. MOCK: My concern is primarily
Canada, and ny reading of the United States is that in
some ways they do have laws that limt speech. Sone of
them are state-based and -- but | don't claimto be an
expert on all of the laws in the United States.

MR CHRISTIEE Well, let's leave it
that you are not an expert in any law, seens to be what
everybody wants to agree on.

VWhat 1'mgoing to put to you is that
your concern about Don Black is also directed at

sonet hing going on in the United States, isn't it?

DR. MOCK: It's not -- may | explain?
It's not a sinple yes or no answer. | would like to
give --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, I'll put it so

it can be sinple because I'munder tinme |ines here.
| s Don Bl ack an Anerican?
DR MOCK: Yes.
MR CHRISTIE: Are his websites

| ocated in the United States?

DR MXCK:  Yes.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Do you think there is
anything that Canadi an | aw can do about that?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: The Wrld Church ofthe
Creator, do you know where that is | ocated?
Headquarters perhaps, whatever it is. Is it in the
United States?

DR MOCK: Likely.

MR. CHRISTIE: Stornfront?

DR MOCK: At this stage it's hard to
tell where, but --

MR CHRISTIEE O course. |It's
accessible fromCanada if it has a website, isn't it?

DR MOCK: I, in no way, intended
this -- if | may explain to the Chair?

MR CHRISTIEE D d 1l ask you what you
intended? 1'mjust asking specific questions to get to
t he poi nt because | don't have nuch tine.

THE CHAIRVAN:  That's the role
afterwards for re-exam nation

DR MOCK: |'mvery sorry.

MR, CHRISTIE: | just want to get
sone facts straight, if | can

DR. MOCK: Then | can just dispense

with it by saying these are American exanpl es.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Do you know of any
Canadi an exanpl es other than the one that's underattack
today, that you would like to have shut down?
Apparently you want to have any website connected to ne
or M. Frommor a nunber of other people --

DR MOCK: | don't think it says that
her e.

MR. CHRISTIE: No, the B nai Brith
where you used to be the executive national director
does.

MR VIGNA: | don't think she said
any of that.

MR CHRISTIEE I'mputting it to you
that if we extend logically your presence here today,
your criticismof the site that's under consideration
or your offering of constitutional evidence would be
equally applicable to a wde variety of other Canadian
sites as well.

DR. MOCK: The Canada et hnic

cl eansing team and the --

MR. CHRISTIE: Apparently --

DR. MOCK: -- northern Hammerskins --
MR CHRISTIE: Maybe.

DR MOCK: Various other --

MR, CHRISTIE: Can | ask you
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aquestion, please?

DR. MOCK: | thought that it was
guesti on.

THE CHAI RMAN:  No.

DR MOCK: Sorry.

MR CHRISTIE It's okay. | don't
know what you are hearing, but here's the question.
Does it's also apply to the Western Canada Concept

website or not?

DR. MOCK: | don't know. | have not
anal yzed --

MR CHRISTIEE I'mtrying to figure
out how the remarks of -- for which you are

responsible, the B nai Brith anti-Semtic audit relates

to what's going on here. Because there may be an awf ul

| ot nore people under attack. 1 don't know.
DR. MOCK: | believe you were citing
sonet hing that was 10 years ago. | have not anal yzed

t he website today.
THE CHAI RVAN:  Let's progress.
di dn't understand any of that.
MR, CHRISTIE: | understand. You,
wite here on page 10, for instance, third paragraph --
THE CHAIRVAN. O the second report?
MR. CHRISTIE: Yes, sir.
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"So while there is evidence that
hate and extrem smon the

I nternet | eads individuals and
groups to conmmt hateful and
violate acts..."

Where is the study for that?

DR MOCK: | had cited material based
on various case studies of evidence that people who had
been school ed by certain websites, then there were sone
vari ous cases where high schools were shot up and
peopl e went on mnurderous ranpages and buil dings were
bl own up.

So there is evidence -- |'m not
speaki ng about psychol ogi cal studies where the
vari abl es are mani pul ated and people are fed hateful
messages and we then we watch to see whether they go up
and bl ow up buil di ngs.

No, there is no inperical evidence of
that in that sense. But there is plenty of inperica
evidence that there is a very strong rel ationship
bet ween peopl e who have observed this kind of behaviour
or learned it on the Internet orbeen schooled in that
way and then went on mnurderous ranpages.

MR. CHRISTIE: M question is where

is there a study? |Is there any study that indicates
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there's evidence that hate and extrem smon the
I nternet |eads individuals and groups to commt hat eful
and vi ol ent acts?

DR. MOCK: If by study he neans a
controll ed experinent --

MR. CHRISTIE: Ckay.

DR. MOCK: -- no.

MR CHRISTIE 1'Il put it this
way - -

DR. MOCK: There are studies in the
terms of the literature and extensive study --

THE CHAI RVAN: | understood from your
answer earlier -- | think | remenber you saying this
the other day, that you were referring to events. Was
it not you that brought up the events that took place
i n Col unbi ne --

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RMAN.  Qut west, even the
Dawson Col | ege.

DR MXCK: Yes. And there are
several people who have witten these cases up orbooks
t hat have been witten or articles that have been
witten, and then through the study of these kinds of
behaviours. So | would call that literature, articles,

not an experinmental study, and | believe fromthe
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guestioning and the --

MR CHRISTIE: Oay. |I'Il be nore
preci se because we know there are experinmental studies
and there are correlative studies.

You' ve given us two correlative --
correlational studies, sorry, and I want to know if
there are any studies that hate and extremi smon the
I nternet |eads individuals and groups to conmt violent
or hateful acts?

THE CHAI RMAN:  That's the question.

DR. MOCK: And |'ve said no, there
are no experinental studies, but that there are --

THE CHAIRVAN:  Are the correl ationa
studies either, to your know edge?

DR MOCK: Not scientific studies,

no.

MR CHRISTIE: So there's articles
really?

DR. MOCK: Yes, which is a form of
st udy.

MR, CHRISTIE: Articles can be a form
of expressing opinion. | don't know, you mean CNN
articles?

DR. MOCK: Research on different
cases.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Gve ne an indication
of any research on any case that supports that
st at ement ?

DR. MOCK: The book that Warren
Kinsella did on the Web of Hate docunments -- the new
ver si on docunents, various incidents. Sonme of the work
done by the Anti-Defamati on League and by the Sinon
W esent hal Centre docunents various cases and
incidents. There are sonme others that | have. Just a
nmonent .

MR. CHRISTIE: Wre you aware with
regard to Warren Kinsella that he was successfully sued
and settled for $40,000 for Wb of Hate?

DR. MOCK: Because Bradley Smith
hadn't shot up people or -- | don't know what --

MR. CHRI STIE: No, because -- Rocan
sued him | didn't know about Bradley Smth. Do you
have any know edge of that? Do you count Warren
Kinsella a reputable, reliable source?

DR. MOCK: You asked ne if therehad
been any st udi es.

MR. CHRISTIE: Then |I asked you if
there were any articles. You referred to Warren
Kinsella. Now, I'masking you if you regard Warren

Kinsella as a reliable source?
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DR. MOCK: For sonme information yes,
to the extent all of the newspaper articles that you' ve
provi de have reliable sources, he's a |lawer and a
journalist, | understand.

MR CHRISTIE: D d you testify you
never read his new book?

DR. MOCK: | haven't got the new
edi tion.

MR. CHRISTIE: So you nust be relying
on the old edition, then, for your reference; is that
right? The only reference in Warren Kinsella's book to
the Internet is, | suggest, in the second edition. Do
you agree? 1Is there any reference you know of in the
first edition, which you haven't read?

DR. MOCK: | don't have the book here
with me. To the Internet itself?

MR. CHRISTIE: That's right because
you are relying on in part --

DR MOCK: | believe in the
firstedition he nmentioned the Internet and chat roons
and -- I'mnot the -- there weren't as many websites at
the tinme, but in the first edition he had nentioned the
| nt er net.

MR. CHRISTIE: See, | want to ask but

this -- in the sane paragraph further down you say:
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"On the contrary, the power of
the repetitive and hateful lies
and propaganda is to convince

t hose suscepti bl e of being drawn
into hateful causes of the truth
about mnorities and victim zed
groups. "

You wote that, right?

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

MR. CHRISTIE: So the inportant part
and damagi ng part of the statenents that you are
attacking are the fact that -- arises out of the fact
that they are lies. And when you put truth in
guotation marks you nmean that it's false, don't you?

DR. MOCK: That's right, | nentioned
in my testinony earlier that there's sonetinmes a kernel
of truth or there may be half-truths. Sonetinmes truth
can be one fact out ofcontext that's repeated so nmany
times that it becomes generalized and over-generalized
as the only characteristic of behavior, so that's why |
put it in quotation marks.

MR. CHRISTIE: Well, truth can be
certainly distorted, but that's a matter of opinion.

|"mgoing to ask you as a

hypot heti cal question to take this inference that truth
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is a defence to defamation, for instance, personal
private defamation

Way don't you think that the
assessnent of whether the statenent is true should be
part of the process of determning if it is in fact
hat eful , when you use the term hateful as synonynous
with fal se?

DR. MOCK: | don't.

MR. FOTHERG LL: | object, | think
it's nmore of a social policy or |egal policy question
of whether there nust be a requirenent of truth in
hat e.

THE CHAI RMAN:  We've cone around to a
poi nt you al ready exam ned with this w tness before,
M. Christie.

MR. CHRISTIE: On page 11 you see at
the tinme bottom of the page:"lIt has been shown tinme and
again and even advocated by | eaders of the various
white suprenaci st, racialist and nationalist novenents
t hat the purpose of Internet hate sites is indeed nmass
di stribution of their propaganda,” et cetera.

Thi s sentence incorporates your own
j udgnment on what is being advocated, doesn't it?

DR MOCK: It's ny conclusion drawn

on seeing the repetitive statements of people of why
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the Internet is used. So it's a conclusion based on --

MR. CHRI STI E:  Throughout your report
you have consistently not only deci ded what the effect
of hate propaganda on the Internet is, but you have
made val ue judgnments on what is or is not the
expression of hate throughout your paper.

DR. MOCK: No, sir.

MR. CHRISTIE: You never have? |
suggest that what you' ve done in the | ast sentence |
read you and throughout your paper, is you have
interpreted what people say and called it hate, put the
definition into their own nouths, that they aretalking
about hate.

DR. MOCK: No, sir.

MR. CHRISTIE: |'ve given you that
exanpl e, David Duke. You did it when you referred to
hi m and you said he prai sed hate-based websites. Wll,
he didn't praise hate. Those aren't his words. That's
your judgenment, | suggest. And you decided in doing
SO --

DR MOCK: It is nmy --

MR. KURZ: -- hate.

DR MOCK: It is my judgnent based on
nmy experience and expertise and in know ng and

under standing and study what is and isn't hate
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propaganda and what deleterious effects it has on both
potential perpetrators and on victins who are

vul nerabl e based on their imutable characteristics,
that is the basis on which I judge what is and isn't
hat ef ul

MR. CHRISTIE: So you feel you are
conpetent as an expert to define what is or isn't hate?

DR. MOCK: Yes, | do indeed. And
|"ve been asked many tinmes to give ny expert opinion
and have, at tinmes, rejected people' s clains that
things are hate and have advi sed people not to | ay
ahate charge or not to lay a hate claim because while
sonmet hing may be offensive, it isn't hateful, and so
on.

MR. CHRISTIE: So to be safe and
careful soneone would have to cone to up before they
published to know if they have nmet the test or not?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. KURZ: W' ve been around this
bl ock al ready.

THE CHAI RVAN. W have.

MR CHRISTIE: Well, the bottomline
of your position, | take it, is that unless you're
satisfied that it is or isn't a hate site there's no

ot her expert we could turn to, is there?

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3262

DR MOCK: No, sir, that is not ny

posi tion.

MR. CHRISTIE: Well, who could we
turn to?

MR. KURZ: We've been through that
already as well. I'mhearing a reprise of what |'ve

heard maybe an hour ago; sane questions, sanme answers.

MR CHRISTIEE Wth this interruption

and others, |I'll nove on.
But | will take -- | was about toend,
but | will take the next 10 m nutes. | still want to

see the letter, if there is one, asking you to appear
and telling you what was required of you.

DR MOCK: | don't think I brought
the contract that that engaged ny services.

MR. CHRISTIE: There was actually a
contract ?

DR. MOCK: | can provide it for
t he --

MR CHRISTIE: Well, | want to see it
because I want to know whether you were just doi ng what
you were told or whether you were consulted as an
expert and given free range to express whatever
opi nions you m ght have rather than being told what to

say.
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And | think that's relevant to
determ ne the weight to be placed upon your experti se.
And | want to see your contract.

MR VIGNA: M. Chair, the contract
is one thing, and the letter another. The contract is
the financial --

MR. CHRISTIE: W don't know what the
contract is, and we should be entitled to see either
the letter or the contract.

THE CHAI RVAN:  The lettercertainly
sounds relevant. The contract, if there is sonme issue,
some personal information you would not |ike disclosed
you can show to ne and | can address that aspect of it.
| don't think the noney needs to be -- we've been down
t he road about the actual sum | don't think that's
necessary. But certainly the letter with the nmandate,
that's rel evant.

So who has that? You don't have that
wi th you?

DR MOCK: | don't have it wth ne,
as far as | know.

MR VIGNA: | don't have it with ne.

THE CHAI RVMAN:  Can you undertake to
di sclose it by next week?

VR VI GNA: [t would be in Otawa.
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THE CHAI RMAN: Contact themin
Otawa -- they're all gone now. Contact them over the
weekend.

MR. CHRISTIE: You' ve been testifying
for or assisting the Canadi an Human Ri ghts Commi ssi on
since 1997; is that right? Because | can refer to your
CV as presenting papers for themat that tinme. AmlI
right?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: You actually have very
strong relationship with the Canadi an Human Ri ghts
Comm ssion, don't you?

DR. MOCK: | have a relationship.

MR. CHRISTIE: And they have hired

you before?

3

MOCK: Yes.

3

CHRI STIE: And they hired you
this tinme?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. CHRISTIE: And a good deal of
your reputation rests upon the prem se that these | aws
are valid and you're an expert in them doesn't it?

DR. MOCK: Part of ny reputation, but
| wouldn't say it was a good deal. There's far nore to

it than that.
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MR. CHRISTIE: Wen the B nai Brith
issues their Audit of Antisemitic Incidents or whatever
it's called, you agree with me the nedia then is
frequently involved in what anpbunts to a snmear canpaign
of the peopl e naned?

DR. MOCK: | wouldn't call it a snear
canpai gn.

MR. CHRI STIE: No, because you
believe in the truth of what you wite, right?

s that why you don't believe it's a
smear canpai gn?

DR MOCK: No, that's not why | don't
believe it's a snear canpaign

MR. CHRISTIE: Then why do you
believe that the public denunciation of people as
extrem sts and racists is not a snmear canpai gn? Because
it's true, right, according to you?

DR. MOCK: Well, because | believe
that it's inportant as one of the tools, again, public
education and rai sing awareness and exposi ng incidents
of the pronotion of hatred -- other fornms of behaviour.

MR CHRISTIE: Cearly, the Audit of
Antisemtic Incidents doesn't just tal k about hate but
it tal ks about people, nanes people like nyself, |ike

Paul Fromm and identifies themas extrene right w ng
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or racist or anti-Semtes. Isn't that the sanme thing
as Senator McCarthy used to do in releasing --

THE CHAI RMVAN: W went down t hat
r oad.

MR CHRISTIE: Wit until | havethe
question finished, if you will, then rule onit. M.
Kurz is already at the m crophone.

THE CHAIRVAN: | know.

MR. CHRISTIE: So what should we do?
Should we allow nme to finish the question before the
objection or the ruling, or should we just have the
ruling or the --

THE CHAIRVAN: It sounds |ike you
were going the sane way, but go ahead. Finish the
guesti on.

MR, CHRISTIE: The Audit of
Antisemtic Incidents, | suggest, nanmes nanes and
rel eases that to the nedia. Does that happen?

DR. MOCK: Does that happen? Wth
the audit?

MR KURZ: M. Chair, M. Christie --
M. Christie, Ms Kulaszka, M. Fromm has spent three
days cross-exam ning Dr. Mdck on al nost the sanme point
over and over again on an Audit of Antisemtic

I nci dents that she's had nothing to do with for a
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nunber of years. And he's asked simlar kinds
questions. As | stood up -- unfortunately, part of the
problemis his questions are prolix, and --

MR. CHRISTIE: One of the benefitsof
listening m ght be that you woul d know what to object
to before you got to the podi um

THE CHAI RVAN:  Both stop. Are you
going to nove onto your next question, M. Christie?

MR CHRISTIE: | don't know [If |
may, | will. [I'mgrateful for the opportunity.

MR. KURZ: My objection -- first of
all, | assunme he's wi thdrawn the question about Joe
McCart hy again, the second question about Joe MCart hy,
which is partly why | stood up the first tinme.

What |'msaying is he's asking the
same questions over and over again about whether the
Audit of Antisemtic Incidents is |ibeless, whether it
damages reputation, whether it damages his
reputation --

MR. CHRISTIE: Those aren't ny
questions. These are msinterpretations of what |
said, and they are not objections. They are just
par aphrasing what M. -- would like nme to say.

THE CHAI RMAN:  What is the exact

guestion you wish to nake at this tine?
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MR CHRISTIE: 1'll try and do that.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Hol d on, M. Kurz,
until --

MR, CHRISTIE: 1Isn't your process of
nam ng nanes in the Audit of Antisemtic Incidents in
your audit --

THE CHAI RVAN. 19977

MR. CHRISTIE: 1997, 1996 and it goes
on. And is published up to 2006.

THE CHAI RVAN:  But the ones she's
i nvol ved wi th.

MR CHRISTIE: '96, '97 published
right up to the present tinme. 1Isn't the purpose of it
to soften up the target for subsequent allegations?

DR. MOCK: No, sir.

MR CHRISTIE: By B nai Brith?

DR, MOCK:  No.

MR. CHRISTIE: By people like
yoursel f, by people like M. Kurz. That's exactly what
it's for, isn't it?

THE CHAI RVAN:  What's the answer?

DR, MOCK:  No.

THE CHAI RMAN: | have the answer. Go
on. Anything else you want to pad the next five

mnutes with, M. Christie?
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MR CHRISTIE 1'Il tell you what. If
| was allowed to proceed with all the respect that |
will intend to give to other people's questions,
would find it nuch easier to concentrate. And
apol ogize if at tinmes that hasn't been possible, and
"1l do ny best.

You were asked about the Audit of
Antisemtic Incidents and its reference to M.

Let hbri dge and what he may or may not have done. And
you apparently didn't know the outcone of the
litigation in which he was involved or anything about
it. Wasn't that your state of know edge?

DR. MOCK: | renmenber that there had
been litigation. | renmenbered that he had spoken about
or docunmented in sonme of his work that there had been
various neetings held on the Pressler residence and so
on, and that he had been sued. And when you jogged ny
menory | realized that he had | ost a defamation case.

Where | becane flustered was because
you were tal king about the kind of support that we
gave, or | gave, and in fact that coment was about
peopl e continuing to share informati on with one
anot her.

MR CHRISTIEE So |I take it thatyour

position is you don't really -- did you nake any
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inquiry at the tinme you published your comrents about
himas to what he had actually said?

DR. MOCK: From our records -- again,
| would have to go look at the file we had on David
Let hbri dge and the Sal non Arm Group and maybe | ook at
some newspaper clippings and so on, on which we have to
made that comment in that year's audit.

MR. CHRISTIE: Wat did know about
Davi d Let hbri dge?

DR MOCK: | think as | said --

MR. KURZ: W' ve been over this
already as well. This is kind of deja vu all over
agai n.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you. Yes?

MR. CHRISTIE: You do agree the |aw
in this process is a heavy instrunment?

DR. MOCK: No, sir.

MR. CHRI STIE: Have you ever had to

face an accusation that brought you before any

Tri bunal ?

MR. VIGNA: \What's the rel evance, M.
Chair?

MR CHRISTIE: Well, she's an expert.

MR. VIGNA:  Anybody can be sued for
anything. | could be sued for a speeding ticket.
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MR CHRISTIE: W're not here
debating the validity or invalidity of speeding | aws.
We are here, possibly, to discuss and nmake deci sions on
the validity of this legislation, and I just wondered
if, inlight of her clainmed expertise and vehenent
opi nion, she's considered the inplications of these
types of tribunals on the lives of individuals who want
to exercise freedom

DR. MOCK: |'ve never been brought up
on charges that woul d have had ne appear before a Human
Ri ghts Tribunal as a respondent.

MR CHRISTIE: | think |I used the
termblunt instrunent for a reason, and | suggest that
you used that termin describing this particular |aw
And do you reiterate that opinion?

DR. MOCK: Could you pl ease show ne
what you are reading?

MR. FOTHERG LL: You called it a
"heavy tool ".

MR, CHRISTIE: A blunt instrunent.

MR. FOTHERG LL: | don't recall the
term"blunt instrunment” in the previousquestion.

MR. CHRISTIE: No, | agree. | used
the terma heavy instrunment. That's what | used. But

' m suggesting the witness has herself witten it the
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[ aws - -

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay, | ook, I'm
getting tired. Blunt instrunment, heavy instrunent. |
don't care. It's 4:30, sir.

MR. CHRISTIE: Thank you very nuch

MR VIGNA: | just want to nmake a
comment. You asked for the contract and the letter. It
was never asked before and now | don't want that to be
anot her reason to call her back. She's been here for

t hree days now.

THE CHAIRVAN: | don't think we need
the call the witness back. |It's fair it be disclosed
and 1'Il leave it to argunent.

MR. CHRISTIE: | would have thought

that that would be sonething --

THE CHAI RVAN:  Shoul d have been
di scl osed?

MR. CHRI STI E:  Yeah.

THE CHAI RMVAN:  We had a pre-hearing
di scl osure process whereby anybody whohad any i ssues
was to raise them |'ve issued nunerous additional
di scl osure decisions in this case. W're not going to
rehash what took place |last year. Please proceed.
RE- EXAM NATI ON BY MR, FOTHERA LL

MR. FOTHERG LL: Dr. Mock, | have
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five subject areas | want to review with you briefly
arising out of the cross-exam nation that's just been
conpl et ed.

And, first of all, I would Iike to
ask you to comment on the difference between a
correl ational as opposed to an experinental study.

MR. CHRISTIE: W' ve been through
this already nore than once. It didn't arise fromthe
first time in cross-exam nation and she's answered t hat
in cross-exam nation already.

THE CHAIRVAN:  No, | don't recall it
bei ng part of her exam nation-in-chief, sir.

MR FOTHERG LL: It wasn't. It arose
for the first time in cross-exam nation.

Dr. Mock, could you explain to us the
di fference between a correlational and an experi nental
st udy?

DR. MOCK: Yes. A correlationa
study is one in which two variabl es are neasured
andwhat one is looking at is the reciprocal
rel ati onship between the two vari abl es.

The attenpts in any kind of
scientific study are to conpletely control what we
woul d call the independent and the dependent vari able.

So what are -- the independent
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variable is the variable that's mani pul ated. The
dependent available is the one that you neasure.

In what we mght call pure
experimental research, the kind that you can do let's
say with animals or chem stry or any of that, you are
able to control all extraneous variables that m ght
ot herwi se contam nate the results. But when you cannot
do that, and you like to do an experinment or a
scientific study, you nust rely on correl ations, and
t he higher the correlations and the nore significant
the correlations, the greater is the likelihood that
you can presune some sort of a causal relationship, but
you can't ever really pinpoint it exactly.

MR. FOTHERG LL: I n what
ci rcunst ances woul d one conduct a correlational study
as opposed to an experinental study?

DR. MOCK: Well, you woul d al wayshave
to conduct a correlational study if it would be
unethical to conpletely isolate and control and
mani pul ate the i ndependent vari abl e.

So, for exanmple -- very good current
exanpl e m ght be the studies out on nercury |levels and
tuna fish. One isn't going to deliberately manipul ate
t he amount of mercury fed to pregnant nothers and then

measure the results on their babies. But still we neke
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practical decisions based on significant correl ations.

MR, FOTHERA LL: And in the field
that your' re nost famliar wth, the inpact of hate
nmessages on targets, perpetrators, or potential
perpetrators, which nethodol ogies do we commonly see
used in psychol ogy?

DR. MOCK:  We comonly see
wel | - desi gned correl ational studies.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Are correl ational
studi es considered to be scientific?

DR. MOCK: Yes, definitely. Many
medi cal studies, many of the nedicines that you now
take are based on well-designed correl ati onal studies
because one can't manipulate and totally isolate that
i ndependent vari abl e.

MR. FOTHERG LL: To your know edge
does Dr. Persinger make use of correl ationa
met hodol ogy - -

DR, MOCK: Ch, yes, many of his
studies are correl ational .

MR, FOTHERG LL: | want you to
identify a couple of exanples. |If you refer to Exhibit
R-5, which is the turquoise binder in front of you

DR, MOCK:  Hm hnm

MR. FOTHERG LL: If | can ask you to
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ook at tab 5. This is not an article entitled
"Greater Right Hem sphericity is Associated with Lower
Self-Esteemin Adults". |Is that a correlational study?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Can you al so have a
| ook at tab 9, please.

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

MR. FOTHERG LL: "Wars and | ncreased
Sol ar Geomagnetic Activity Aggressional Change in
I ntraspeci es Dominance." |Is that a correl ational
st udy?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

THE CHAI RVAN. Tab 47

MR. FOTHERG LL: That's tab 9. Wuld
t hat be because of the difficulty of replicating wars
in a | aboratory?

MR. CHRISTIE: This, seens to nme, is
the very thing that the party has abandoned because
havi ng the opportunity to cross-exam ne Dr. Persinger
took no avail of it.

And if they wanted to deal with this
fairly, they should have put it to him that that is
what it was and asked hi mwhat the significance of it
was, but they didn't. And now through the back door

they get Dr. Mock to attack the person who is not here.
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MR. FOTHERG LL: Oh, no, no, she's
not being asked to attack himat all. She's sinply
bei ng asked to identify his nethodol ogy, which he did
t 0o.

MR. CHRI STIE: Yeah, but the purpose
of those studies was not to prove the soci ol ogical
necessity perhaps.

MR FOTHERA LL: That sounds |ike

ar gunent .

THE CHAIRMAN: | think it goes to
argunent. It's not quite Brown and Dunn but --

MR. FOTHERG LL: 1've finished that
subject. | can nove on.

Dr. Mock, Dr. Persinger suggests that
t he concl usions reached in the Cohen Report shoul d be
reconsidered in |ight of nore nodern techniques. You
heard hi m say that and you've read that?

DR. MOCK:  Unh- huh.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Based on your
know edge of the field of psychology today, is Dr.
Persinger's view one on which is widely or commonly
hel d?

MR. CHRISTIE: | have this objection.
This is not actually re-exam nation of the w tness on

her cross-exam nati on. It's re-exam nati on, or
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exam nation for the first tinme, on her view of another
wi tness, which | don't think is proper re-exam nation.

She's now bei ng asked to conment on
what Dr. Persinger said. That's opening the whol e
subj ect agai n.

MR. FOTHERG LL: The difficulty here
is her evidence was specifically delayed to Friday to
enabl e her to comment on Dr. Persinger's evidence.

MR CHRISTIE: No, it wasn't. It
wasn't del ayed for that reason at all

THE CHAIRVAN: It was del ayed in part
for that reason with regard to | think it was page 8 of
Dr. Persinger's evidence, because we had the difficulty
of understanding what was in that text. That's why we
had postponed it, because the cross-exam nation went
l ong. Then we decided to al so pass on the
cross-exam nation to this date. But our initial reason
to put her off until Friday was to deal w th whatever
expl anati on he would provide to page 8.

M5 KULASZKA: For that one paragraph
whi ch had nothing to do with the Cohen Commttee
Report .

THE CHAIRVAN:  |'mjust saying, |ust
responding to M. Christie's |ast coment.

Now, with regard to what the report
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al ready said about Mssrs. Kaufnman and Cohen Reports,
Cohen Committee Report, based on the expertise of M.
Kauf man. That was already in the report of Dr.
Persinger. So presunably in her exam nation-in-chief
she addressed that too, although we were out of the
normal sequence, |'ll admt, because of the way we
structured the evidence.

So all that being said, where arewe?
Is it really re-examnation or is it nore answering to
Dr. Persinger's evidence -- but we were only supposed
to address the sections that we had sone difficulty
conpr ehendi ng ?

MR. FOTHERG LL: That wasn't clear to
me. But | think I can approach it in another way.
Because the cross-exam nation explored at great |ength
whet her the basis for the Cohen Report remmined valid.
It's a dom nant thene of the cross--exam nation.

THE CHAI RVAN.  The concepts.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Yes. So | can
probably do this without referring to Dr. Persinger

| wonder if | could ask Dr. Mock to
refer to the Taylor decision, which is in the
Conmi ssion's Book of Authorities, Volune 1 at tab 3.

DR. MOCK: We m ght have taken this

one away.
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MR. FOTHERG LL: Tab 3. | can ask
you to refer to paragraph 40 of that decision.

DR. MOCK: Yes. Parlianent's
Concer n?

MR. FOTHERG LL: Yes. Can | ask you
to read that paragraph and paragraph 41 yourself,
pl ease.

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. FOTHERG LL: You'll see at the
end of paragraph 41, after summarizing not only the
Cohen report but the studies from 1984 and 1986, the
court says:

"It can thus be concluded that
nmessages of hate propaganda
underm ne the dignity and
self-worth of target group
menbers. "

That's the first concl usion.

"And nore generally, contributed

di shar noni ous rel ati ons anong
various racial, cultural and
religious groups as a result
erodi ng the tol erance and
open- m ndedness that nust

flourish in a nulticultural
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society which is commtted to
the idea of equality."”

So ny question is, are those
controversial views in current psychol ogi cal
literature?

DR. MOCK: No, they are not at al
controversi al and have now, since that tine, beenwell
substantiated in -- as | pointed out in ny paper, Dr.
Per si nger nmentioned that it was social psychol ogy and
was in its infancy stage. And many studi es have been
done that show that this is even nore rel evant today
than it was then

MR. FOTHERG LL: Is there nuch
controversy in the literature? Are there many opposing
Vi ews?

DR. MOCK: Not in terns of
self-worth, identity, stress. There's a whole energing
l[iterature as well, and a solid literature in the
mental health field as well that these are very strong
determ nants of sense of well-being or |ack of sense of
wel | -bei ng and fear and anxiety.

MR, FOTHERGQ LL: Now, M. Christie
took you to the article by Bryant-Davis and Ccanpo
call ed "Raci st Incidents-Based Trauma", and that's one

of the articles appended to your second report.

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ wWw N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o »dM W N - O

3282

And he suggested to you that the
poi nt of view expressed in this article was based on

novel science. Do you renenber him saying that?

DR MOCK: | do, and | wasn't sure
what he nmeant by that term | thought it neant
i nnovative, or new -- new research as opposed
tosecondary sources. | thought that's all he neant.

MR. FOTHERG LL: But you agreed with
himthat at |east sone aspect of the views presented
here were novel ?

DR MOCK: Yes, it's an energing --

MR. FOTHERG LL: Can you articul ate
for us clearly what aspect of the point of viewin this
article you considered to be novel ?

DR MOCK: Well, it's the new and
enmer gi ng body of research that is testing the actual
stressors and the -- does speech and racisnms, in other
wor ds things that people consider in the |egal
jargon -- | don't nean to say that in a pejorative
sense -- to be non-violent.

s there evidence that in fact they
have the enotional behaviours and raci smand those
ki nds of assaults, not physical assaults, can in fact
be as stressful, if not sometines even nore so. And

this is the energing literature that makes this, let's
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say in the last 10 years or so, a new body of research
new literature.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Can | ask you to
| ook at page 483 of that article, please.

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. FOTHERG LL: You'll see a heading
in the mddle of page, "Effects of Racist Incidents".

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. FOTHERG LL: And it begins:

"Perceived racist incidents
result in negative
psychol ogi cal , psychosoci al and
physi ol ogi cal effects.™

And is a summary of sone literature
there. In your opinion, is that a novel proposition?

DR. MOCK: The proposition itself is
not novel. | nean, it's existed for the last nore than
40 years, and | think at one point in ny paper | said
"research over the |last 40 years has shown".

So in terns of the area of nental
health, | nmentioned earlier there's a | arge body of
l[iterature in nental health, yes, but this newer piece
around changi ng the actual DSMA(TR), that's nore
recent. In other words, given this body of research,

let's really establish that this is equivalent to
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traumatic stress.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Just to concl udet he
di scussion of this article, can | ask you to confirmon
page 480 the definition of racist incidents used in
t his paper?

DR. MOCK: "Racist incidents are
anbi guous, covert and/or inplied yet are experienced as
enoti onal abuse or threats to livelihood by victins."

THE CHAI RMAN:  Where did you read
fronf?

DR MOCK: It's just up fromthe | ast
par agr aph, the second -- the last full paragraph right
at the bottom

THE CHAI RVAN: "W al so argue that
sone, not many --"

MR. FOTHERG LL: 1'm | ooking for the
definition of racist incidents. |If |I can direct you to
the mddle of the page. "W define".

DR MOCK: OCh, there, sorry. 1I'm
| ooki ng at the end:

"We define racist incidents as
cognitive effective assaults on
one's ethnic
self-identification. These

assaul ts can be verbal attacks,
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physi cal attacks or threats to
livelihood. But because they
are racially notivated they
strike the core of one's
sel f hood. "
And, of course, that's consi stent
with what |'ve been tal king about.
MR. FOTHERG LL: 1'Il nove to a new
ar ea.
M. Christie asked you a nunber of
ti mes about the connection between truthful statenments
and exposing people to hatred or contenpt.
Qoviously, | don't want to have a
soci al policy discussion with you. But | do have a
question that | want you to answer from a psychol ogi cal
per specti ve.
Based on your interactions with
peopl e who have been exposed to racial abuse and
per haps other fornms of abuse, is it possible for
sonebody to experience hate or contenpt when hearing
truthful statenents?
DR MOCK:  Yes.
MR. FOTHERG LL: Can you expl ain how
that's possible?

DR MOCK: Sonmeone can, over and over
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and over again, and maybe even sonetinmes not over and
over again, but usually it's repetitive, state a

hi storical fact for which sonmeone had absolutely no
responsibility. And by assuming that it's that
person's fault and keep on badgering them can create a
sense of | ow self-esteem

| nean, soneone, for exanple -- well,
that's an exanple that | can think of. It can be an
incident that happened in their famly, you know, a
hundred years ago and then they can be badgering --
you, you killed -- neaning your people killed and or --
and that can be said to be exposure to contenpt or
hat r ed.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Fourth subject deals
with the B nai Brith audits that you were questioned
about extensively. [I'mgoing to ask you a hypotheti cal
guestion that I want you to answer to the best of your
ability based on your know edge about the way that
or gani zati on functions.

The question is this: |If section
13(1) of the Canadi an Human Ri ghts Act were repeal ed
tonmorrow, so | want you to inmagine a world where
section 13(1) of the Canadi an Hunman Ri ghts Act does not
exi st, do you think B nai Brith would continueto

prepare its Annual Audit of Antisemtic Incidents?
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DR. MOCK: Yes, of course.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Wiy is that?

DR. MOCK: Because the purpose of it
is to docunment the level of anti-Semtism the overt
incidents of anti-Semtismand, as such, of racism and
has been considered by crimnal ol ogi sts and vari ous
scientists as a baroneter of the |level of hate and
racismin Canada, and it serves that function

W would -- they would continue to
publish it because it also hel ps victins know t hat
there's a place they can go to report and get help,
whi ch has al so been shown to be a way to be hel ping
peopl e through these difficult times so that it
doesn't, if possible, have a lasting, scarring effect
on them and their psyche.

So there's a nunber of reasons why --
they collected the data before section 13 had hate on
the Internet included and they will likely continue to
col l ect that data.

Crim nol ogi sts, police, others feel
that this is very inportant to have data, to know how
to allocate -- well, an organization toknow how to
allocate its own resources. To know what is the need
and what is the inpact of these kinds of incidents on

soci ety.
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MR. FOTHERG LL: It was suggested to
you that nunerous audits published by B nai Brith were
def amatory of nunerous individuals and we heard sone
evi dence at one point B nai Brith was sued in
defamation by M. Frommresulting in a settlenment and
an apol ogy.

DR. MOCK: That's right.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Did M. Fromm ever
sue B' nai Brith or informally conplain about anything
el se published in the annual audits that you recall?

DR. MOCK: Specifically published in
the audit?

MR. FOTHERG LL: Did you ever receive
a conplaint from--

DR MOCK:  From M. Fromm oh, yes
fromthe 1994 audit, the use of that word.

MR, FOTHERGQ LL: That's the

prosecut e?

3

MOCK:  Yes.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Yes. Qher than
t hat .

DR. MOCK: Well, other than that, the
bi ggest conplaint that |'"maware of is -- and |I' m not
sure if it was specifically about the audit, although

it was connected, is he conplained to Revenue Canada
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that lead to an audit, because he was -- he suggested
that we should | ose our charitable status because we
wer e an advocacy organi zati on.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Dr. Mock, perhaps |
wasn't sufficiency precise. | want to know whether M.
Fromm ever conpl ai ned specifically about the content of
t he audit.

DR MOCK: Not as | recall in a
formal sense.

MR, FOTHERA@ LL: Did M. Christie
conpl ain about the manner in which he was portrayed,
prior to today?

DR MOCK: No.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Did he nake a
conplaint on behalf of M. Finta about the way he was
portrayed prior to today?

DR MOCK: No.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Based on your
know edge of the organization, how would B nai Brith
respond to conpl aints made about accuracy in the annual
audi t ?

DR. MOCK: They woul d apol ogi ze and
they would correct it if it was found to be inaccurate.

MR. FOTHERG LL: 1'mgoing to turn

now to ny final subject, which is, if |I can describe it
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general ly, the possible connection between the

exi stence of section 13 of the Canadi an Human Ri ghts
Act and the propensity of people to engage of acts of
vi ol ence.

This has two aspects. One that |
t hi nk was suggested to you is that possibly section 13
incites or encourages the ARA to engage in violence.

Do you renenber that |ine of questioning from M
Kul aszka and M. Christie?

DR. MOCK: | renenber the |ine of
guestioning. | couldn't nake the connection nyself
bet ween section 13 and their behaviour.

MR. FOTHERA LL: Can | ask you, based
on your interaction with ARA, such as it is, whether
anybody associated with that organi zati on has ever
suggested to you that section 13(1) provides a
justification for violent action?

DR MOCK: No. No one, as | recall,
fromthat organi zati on ever suggested that.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Have you
observedanyt hi ng about the organi zation that would | ead
you to conclude that the group regards the existence of
section 13(1) as justification for violent behaviour?

DR. MOCK:  No, | would inmagine --

certainly when I knew them nost of themweren't even
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aware of section 13.

MR. FOTHERG LL: | now want to | ook
at the other side of that coin, the suggestion that the
exi stence of |aws that outlaw hate propaganda m ght
drive other people, potential perpetrators, to engage
in violence. Do you follow?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Based on your
extensi ve experience in working with anti-racist and
mul ticulturalism do you agree there is that
connection?

DR, MOCK:  Yes.

MR. FOTHERG LL: That the existence
of hate propaganda | aws m ght actually --

DR. MOCK: Not the |aws, no.

MR. FOTHERG LL: |'m asking you to
conment based on your experience, on the proposition
put to you that anti-propaganda |laws incite violence on
the part of people who feel they are unabl e toexpress
t hensel ves?

DR. MOCK: No, there is absolutely no
evi dence of that.

MR. FOTHERG LL: Have you observed
that in any way?

DR MOCK: That the exi stence of the
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laws incite violence. No, | haven't.

MR. FOTHERA LL: Thank you. Those
are ny questions.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you very nuch.

| "' massum ng your questioning was on
behal f of all three?

MR KURZ: It was. |If | may have one
nonent to confer?

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Ckay.

MR. FOTHERG LL: | think we're
finished.

| do have one request for the
weekend. As we have Dr. Tsesis and Dr. Downs come from
outside the country, and we do w sh to conpl ete each of
one in one day, respectively, | wonder if it mght be
useful for you, M. Chair, to review the expert reports
of both Dr. Tsesis and Dr. Downs over the weekend so we
that can start the week assum ngt hat you have al ready
read the reports?

THE CHAIRVAN: | nust say, | found it
hel pful to have read Dr. Persinger's reports.

M5 KULASZKA: | would agree with that
because both wi tnesses are very inportant for them

THE CHAIRMAN: | found it very

hel pful. | think we lost half of that tine that
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norning in terns of the questioning on the expertise
because of ny | ack of know edge of where we were going
with this material.

So do you have Dr. Downs' report? Are
they all doctors?

M5 KULASZKA: | think our binder for
Dr. Downs has al ready been given to Ms Joyal

THE CHAIRMAN:  It's in which binder?
Which is the report?

M5 KULASZKA: There is a prelimnary
report, a small one then he filed a | arger report, so
they are both in there.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Bot h under tab 17?

--- Discussion off the record

--- \Wereupon the hearing was adjourned 4:55 p. m

StenoTran



© o0 N o o A~ w N P

N N N N N N P B R R R R R R R
ag A W N P O © 00 N oo 0o p»dM W N - O

3294

| hereby certify the foregoing
to be the Canadi an Human Ri ghts
Tri bunal hearing taken before ne
to the best of ny skill and
ability on the 23rd day of
February, 2007

Sandra Brereton
Certified Shorthand Reporter

Regi st ered Professional Reporter
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