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due process of law or that the rights which
ordinarily British subjects heretofore possessed
have been taken away. But I do point out,
Mr. Speaker, that ail over this dominion fears
are being expressed by loyal and patriotie
British citizens and subj ects that certain per-
sons have been interned who ought not to
have been interned. In rnaking that state-
ment, I arn mereiy expressing an argument
that is being advanced on every hand to-day.
I do not suggest in the least that the Minister
of Justice (Mr. Lapointe) is not fairly dis-
charging the responsibilities of his position.
The point I malte is that the argument is
being advanced that ail is not well. That
sort of thing engenders fear, and fear resuits
in disunmity within the country.

Some argument has 'been adivanced that these
regulations, not -having been passed by epar-
liament or debated by parliarnent in detail,
as a consequence have been foisted on the
people of this country, if I may use that
expression. In my view, that argument is
not well foundedà. Last year the government
brought before parliament a resolution caiiing
for the creation of a cornmittee of parlia-
ment to look into the situation and deter-
mine vWhat regulations, if any, should be
instituted or what amendments should he
made. The comrnittee that was set up, comn-
posed of menibers of ail parties in this bouse,'in the main agreed on the recommendations
that were brought in. The committee's
recommendations were brought before par-
liament by the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Ilsley), who acted as chairman of the comn-
mittee. A debate took place in the house
with reference to these regulations in general,
and particularly with reference to the ques-
tion of the liberty of the subjeet being
infriinged upon.

There is only one section of the regula-
tions with wbich I intend to deal this evening.
and I arn doing this only with a view to
pIacing 'before the committee a suggestion
which I think wiIl remove a major portion
of the objections which are heing advanced
to-day against the defence of Canada regula-
tions as tbey now exist. Section 21 provides:

The Minister of Justice, if satisfied that
with a view to preventing any particular
person f romn acting in any manner pejudicial
to thse public safety or the safety of tise state
it is necessary to do so, may, niotwitbstanding
anytbing in these regulations, make an order:

(c) directing that lie be detained in sucb
place, and under sncb condlitions. as the Min-
ister of Justice rnay fromn time to time
determine.

I see no objection to this section as it
stands. The discretion is vested in the Min-

ister -of Justice and hie bas given bis explana-
tion as to the circurnstances under which
that discretion is exercised.

I corne now to the section which I think does
cause considerable dîfflculty, section 22, which
reads:

For the purposes of the preceding regulation
the Minister of Justice may appoint one or
more advisory commiittees. eacb sncb committee
to cansist of a person wbo holds or bas beld
high judicial office.

Section 26, which deals with the recommen-
dations made from ýtirne to time by the com-
mittces so constituted reads:

Nothing in the preceding regulations shall
prevent the Minister of Justice from ordering
tise release of any enemy alien from arrest,
detention or interniment, or fromn ordering tbe
arrest, detention or interniment of any eneniy
alien.

I arn not n0w discussing the question of
enemy aliens; I arn discussing the question
of British subjec'ts. I -think much of the
aiarm that has been aroused among certain
people throughout this country against these
regulations would be entirely allayed if pro-
vision were made for the setting up of a
committee of revîew consisting not of one
judge but of three judges, twa superior court
judges and the county or district court judge
presicling over the court in the judicial dis-
trict within which the internee was living at
the time of bis internment. A certain dis-
cretion must rest with the Minister of Justice;
and I say here withou-t equivocation that in
my opinion no one in this dominion bas any-
tbing to fear so long as the present Minister
of Justice remains the incumbent of the
position which ýhe now occupies. I think
it only fair to make that statement. Many
people, however, believe that there is too
mucb power concentrated in the hands of
one man in the determination of the incarcera-
tion of British subjects in custody under thse
regulations.

The last speaker referred to the facýt that
there were sorne xvho said the defence of
Canada regulations were to be exercised for
the purpose of coercion. That I do ot believe.
I suggest, however, that many of the objec-
tions thereto would be done away with, in
an far as British subjeets are concerned. by
setting up this judicial committe-e of three
persons. It was said the other day that
*Judges are not overworked. and that they
have more leisure time -than they used to
have because of the falling off of litigation
in recent months and years. Judges are
available therefore ta undert-ake this work,
and by utilizing their services we would do
away witb unne'cessary delays which sometimes
occur before the bearing of appeals of interned
persans. To-day one man exercises the dis-


