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eLu-ur:iüt -e èeral state, to ensure that Meneces-
s&i.a£Q-99 iton in a eerai-provicia aspect was
m inaned between ine Eoerrmni mte province of
Québec and thie goveriment o0 anada -The atorney
general oi eh r=th rm of the
p mce o Quebec advisedt us thttelwa zantly
constituted and clirected in a free soci ety was not
e%4ipe at t e moment o meet te serîous ion

thywre reîgaa înatuneyneeea 'olto-* es
ofa~_, !~4ç~ fl[fUfftionl.

Mr. Baldwin: Why did you not corne here and ask for
it?

Mr. Turner (Ottawa-Carleton): I will deal with that
point in a minute. So this measure is brought before the
country and the House. Aq f o Prime Tvhitr(r. 'L-
deau) said. it isa neinmaueit is anlemergency
measure. I 4istened very carefufllv to te sneech of the
L-e-dr of the Opposition (Mr. Stanfield) this morning.

Tfe sggestion mn respect oi spca i ttl is Dot
riece aso ar as warý concerned. s

say and ow tey judge tme situation in the country.

Mr. Forrestali: Is somebody working on such législation
now?

Mr. Turner <Ottawa-Carle±on): .If the hion. gentleman
will listen to me, hie will learu soon enough. Thée aomey
generi or Me province or wuebea-canec. in troops under
the National Defence Act by a letter to my coileague the
Minister of National Defence (Mr. Macdonald). The pro-
vincial attorney general said that hie needed extra

p owers, extraordinary powers, to deal with the matter. I
believe we had a duty as well to allow the provincial

attorney general to fulfil his responsibilities in respect of
the enforcernent of the law in the province.

It is all very well for the right hon. gentleman to recite
some facts from the past. He knows that the enforcement
of the Criminal Code, including the section relating to
sedition, at the present ie rests with the provincial
attorneys general. It may be in turnes gone by that if Mr.
Saulnier thougrit he had sufficient evidence, hie had con-
trol of his own police force under the law as iA existed
then and could have prosecuted. He chose not to do so.
Thie responsibility for the administration of justice as
presently defined in the Criminal Code of Canada lies
with thie provincial attorneys general.

If organized crime should become more prevalent-I
hope this neyer happens, but it may i a violent society
where crime is mobile and where through the comnmuni-
cations media information can be transmitted much more
quickly-it may be that we should consider in this House
an axnendnient to thie Criniinal Code to broaden the
powers of the federal attorney general in dealing with
some of these matters like sedition or treason which
now corne under provincial jurisdiction.

Mr. Assoln: Why not now?

Invoki&g of War Measures Act

Mr. Turner (Ottawa-Carleton): Thie hion. member is
responding with some favour to the suggestion I make.
But this situation does not exist now. I want to deal with
thie extent of the power given the goverrnent and the
province of Quebec under the proclamation and regula-
tions. Aithougri thie provisions of the War Measures Act
and of the Public Order Regulations, 1970, made pursu-
ant to that proclamation-copies of which have been
received by hion. members-are in force throughout
Canada, arg2aQLlj in

;aa trie

réguations and ta organization, or any successor group
or organization to it, is declared to be an unlawful
association.

The right hon, gentleman asked: Why drive them
underground? They are already underground. One might
ask: Why make them. unlawful? I suppose in strict ternis
they are already unlawful. Now w% have a declaratory
provision that makes it quite clear torsctigatr
nZZs mat ena-mmeof hs oranzaioi or pro-
moting or advocating nts itenz. is now a crime.

Some hon. Memnbers: Hear, hear!

Mr. Turner (Ottawa-Carleton): The ends and aims of
those persons who comprise that group or association are
well-known; they are in fact notorious. They wrnl stop at
nothing to subvert democratic government in tis coun-
try. While their prime target today mbete oern-

i3ikteeaemn la n te gov-
ermneuts and ide the eta orneto tris
country f al within trie _purview of their endeavours.

In recent days these persons have demonstrated an
arrogance, disrespect for law and order and a dégree of
inhumauity that our ordmnary democratic processes
cannot continue to tolerate. Intimidiation of the govern-
i-ent and-of trie public by men f M-dnpîng and
murcier have become tiieir moclus operancii. It is i n

unusu-ai manner.

It must be underlined, however, that these regulations
apply only to those who have demonstrated inclinations
of a seditious or treasonable nature. Thie Criminal Code
includes in its definition of treason a person who uses
force or violence for the purpose of overthrowing thie
governiment of Canada or a province. The Crimînal Code
defines sedition as trie advocation of the use of force
without the authority of law as a means of accomplishing
a goverumeutal change withiu Canada. I think the House
should be aware that these regulations are directed only
at the overt manifestation of treason and sedition. This is
thie thrust of the offences set forth in section 4 of the
regulations. Sections 5 and 6 of thie regulations are
directed at those who would aid aud abet or assist in thie
commission of seditious or treasonable offences.
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