‘the-R.C.M.P;, .but it turned: out- to' berother-
‘wise. '
-On-November 21, .I think: it was, the same
newspaper, - the: Chicago- Tribune, - carried- anoth~
er interview with:Mr.: Gouzenko: in which the

latter was purported: to-have:upheld the'ac-

curacy of the first.interview: reported in the
-newspaper: on October- 25,. and: 'to-haveragain. exs
- pressed: the  desire for an' interview: vn'._thl the
United States officials. This made  the situa=-
tion- somewhat confusing,.and.I should: like- at
this point to reaffirm-to- the -House what 1
said on November 17-last-regarding Mr.-Gou-
zenko's statement to the R.C.M.P.-It was, of
‘course, on-the basis of this statement that
- the Canadian Government.prépared: its ‘reply to
the fifst' réquest transmitted by the State
Department. Our reply was delivered on'Nov-
- ember- 4. ' '
. -This: second-article to which 1-have: re-
ferred .in ‘the Chicago Tribune cast'some doubt
-on the R.C;M.P. report,:and indeed-had some
hard. things: to say.about: my own: good- faith:and
veracity, which are not important enough: to
“trouble.the House with. I would merely: say

-that I accept, myself, the accuracy.and re-.

liability of .that' R.C,M.P. report. We-have
-generally found, in this House and in .this
country, - that R.C.M.P.: reports are-both accur-
ate  and-reliable.. N o :

© * SECOND: NOTE

:However, on November .19, the  State Depart-
ment delivered another: note,-a second note, - to
our Ambassador in Washington transmitting a
second request- from the subcommittee,- relating
to Mr. Gouzenko, which.I have already:men-
tioned., Incidentally, Mr.:Speaker,-vhereas: the
original note from the State Department for-
.warded a_request from the subcommittee’s coun=-
sel:to interview Mr.-Gouzenko' in, Canada, the
latest-note, - the:.second note,: forwards-a re-
quest: from the subcommittee' chdirman this time
that Mr.’ Gouzenko, and.I am quoting- from it,

"be: made available for questioning by- the: sub--

committee. : :

Mr. -Coldwell: ‘That .is in the United States?
- Mr. Pearson: It does-not- say..It just says,
"questioning by the subcommittee".:Mr, - Gou=

zenko, as 1 stated, of course.is.available in.
that, like any Canadian, he is-free-to exer=.

cise-his own judgment to-determine his own
movements. He can,. of course,.as.I have said,
discuss any subject at-any time with anyone
whom he chooges, and he' is the person to con-
sider the effect of such action on' the: special

measures which have been: taken- since -he came

over -to us in 1945, in his interests and at
his request, to protect him.

The exact purport of the United States note-

that Mr. ~Gouzenko- be:made avaiiable for ques-
tioning is perhaps not clear, in that it is
not explicitly stated where this- questioning

would take-place and under whose responsibil- -

ity. Presumably,:as indeed I have already.said,
the Canadian Government would be expected to
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- take: some rgsponsi.bility in. t_henm;a__t’ger‘._:=%ile
.1:have- said- that our security:iauthorities-do"

not believe:there is any further information

‘to be- obtained, the-Government, in view<of

this second request: from. a friendly ‘néighbour,
is willing to make:arrangements for- a meeting
to- be'hedd under- Canadian: auspices- and in con=
formity with:Canadian procedures. If Mr. Gou-

- zenko- is willing to attend at'such-'&"meeting,
.and this:is-in our note-which we gave.the

United: States: this afternoon, - any person- des-

+ignated- by  the United, States Government.¥or
‘this purpose: could: be: present-and of' course
-ask questions. It would, .of coursk,:Mrl) Speak=
‘er, have- to'be ‘understood, “and we have rfiade
‘this clear as it was in. 1949: at thé meeting to

which I have already: referred;: the evidence or

-information thus secured.under: the: auspices of

the Canadian Government: could. not- bei made pub~
lic without the’ approval.of that Government. -

" “The Canadian Government-never:has attempted
and'naturally is' rot now attempting in any way
‘to withhold from 'competent United States: auth<
orities any information that Mr. Gouzenko

“-might ‘have to ‘give and' which could in any way
- . strengthen: our' joint sécurity, or prevent him
- stdting any views he may have on- these matters.

But we do take-the view that any information

- from a Canadian:sourcé on matters of security
. should be -elicited and transmitted to another

Government in a proper- manner- in the way: which
we have in-the past: found:.to- be: very effective
-and 'valuable both: to.ourselvés-and to: our
friends,: largely: because it: was:done quietly
and -confidentially. Comn ot EET .l
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.86, Mr. Speakér, 1 have: now..tabled: the text

-of- these: four communications,: which- aresavail-
. i

able to Members of the House. -+ + . .. :i,
:May I now turn for'a moment to the second

' question which was asked-the Prime Minister
 {(Mr. St.:Laurent) some-days.ago,  and: to -which

he asked me to reply today. The questioen: Who
in Canada sad-d what,.and to-whom, about Mr.

-Harry Dexter:White, formér Assistant Secretary

of the lhited States Treasury. . :

- «Members-of the House:may have:read in the
press: about' a: letter. from the head of the.Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation to-a-member of
the staff:-of ‘the President of the United

-States, - dated February 1, 1946, which.was- re-

leased by the United States Attorney General,
somewhat, as,we have already said| ‘to our ‘sur=
prise, as- it had been: classified and contained

- references to . the Canadian Government, “and

Canadian sources of information. o

" Acording to this.lettér - and I quote from
= "sources high placed in-thée Canadian

Government®™ passed information regarding Mr.

White’s loyalty to-his country to the United

Stdtes- authorities. - .

~ -There has since been- considerable public

speculation as to who may have passed such in-

formation, and what. the information was, ‘with



