12,

Regulations,

THZ CHAIRMAN: That was in March of 19417

WITNESS: That was on March 23rd, 1941, in conncction
with thc internment of sone who have since been rclcased;
nancly, Pat Sullivan, Jack Sullivan and a nan naned
Sinclair. That was a recting hcld at the Queen's hotel
in Montrecal to meke representations,to pass rcsolutions
in regard to internnent of ccrtain pvople, particularly
labour lcaders who I an glad to say have since had hearings
and becn relcased,

THE CHAIRMAN: A mceting of what organization?

WITNESS: It was a nccting callcd by the various labour
unions in Montrcal in support of thc Canadian Scamen's Union;
in fact, we extcnded invitations to all thc unions from the
Canadian Scanen's union.s It was a confercnce at which
perhaps 75 or 80 delegates fronm various organizations were
precsent to discuss this particular éase 3 these thrce trade
union leaders who havc since been rcleased and who have
resunied their activities,

MR. DUPUIS: Which section of the Defence of Cancda
Regulations in particular do you take exception to?

WITNESS: We think in particular that scection 39C
as tied up with and interpreted in connection with section 21
is one which has becn thc most abused.

THE CHAIRMAN: What do you mcan by tied up with?

WITNES3: Well, I havc not the rcgulations before me,’
but as I understand it they are usually ;ntorpreted as
being rcad together, and we do fecel that 39C --

THE CHAIRMAN: Usually interpreted, by whon?

WITNESS: By the authorities, the pcople who cdminister
then, the nilitary police, the Minister of Justice and his

advisers.



