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wbich is a warning of what will happen to
themn if they transgr-ess ag-ainst it. They
could nlot have been deait with adequately
under the former provision of the Code. When
organized labour through its representatives
intimates that its associations have been op-
pressed by this law-not merely by a barren
threat, but by the actual operation of the
Iaw-then we shahI have time to consider the
complaint and determine what should be our
attitude towarde a Bill of this kind. There-
fore I cannot support the motion for the
second reading of this Bill, and I intend to
vote against it.

Right Hon. Mr. GRAHAM: Honeurable
gentlemen, I cannot, of course, pretend to in-
dulge in any legal argument on this measure.

Hon. Mr. WILLOUGHBY: Pardon me. I
presumne the right honourable gentleman is
not closing the debate. There arc others who
wish to speak.

Right Hon. Mr. GRiAHAM: They max as
well speak now.

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: Honourable gen-
tlemen, on the subjeet under discussion,
which bas been before us a number of times
-previously, I desire to say a few words be-
cause the Minister of Justice, whcn introduc-
ing the Bill this year in another place, stated
that it was prescnited at the rcquest of labour
organizations in Canada. I do not suggest
-that that statement is nlot true; I do suggest,
however, that it is onhly partially truc, and
that there are labour organizations in Canada
that do not desire to sec the law amendcd in
this regard.

The Miniseter wnbo introd-uced thc Bill stated
clearly iihait ftâ purpose wae to put the
Criminal Code, se fer as seditious utterances
and acts arc conccrned, in cxactly the position
that it, ocoupied prior tio 1919. Honourable
gentlemen wi.ll remember the serious trouble
that arrse ini 1919, wbe-n that bympatietic

strike oocurred which. everybody in Western
Canada knew wais a reviolutiona-ry move. The
old law permitted such things te be done, for
under the law s it stood, then men eauld
net -be brougbt Vo juxstice for oommititing of-
fiances wbich were recgnized to be seditious.
Now it is proposed to rest.ore thait ]aw. 1v
wais emended ini 1919D becAuse of the experi-
ence cd thie oountry in that year. Ten years
have passed sinoe the aniendment was made,
andi ne persion in Canada, be he citizen or
not, has suffered any ineonvenience, embar-
raisment or oppression as a result of that
legislaticin. Su.rely, tbhen. there cught te be
some good reason for changing the haw at
the present time.
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I atsk hoinourable gentlemen to look inte
their maorning papers of to-day and see what
is happening th.roughout the world as a re-
suit cif the propaganLa thMi is being carried
on by the very element tihat eaused this haw
to be brought into exis~tence in 1919. Sec
what ie going on in India to-day; the mass-
acres that have occurred in Chins within the
lnst tdaree days; the airrest of tbirty-one
officia'k in Russia itselif, under the oppressive
laws tihat are in force there. Yet those people
comnpliain against ithis l-aw, which bas main-
tained order in this oountnjy fcir the haet ten
years. The claffl who are prutesting against
our law are the very ones that are oppressimg
their own people to-day.

Hon. Mr. HAYDON: Wouhd the bonour-
able gentleman compare those experiences
with ours?

Hon. Mr. ROBERTSON: My honourable
f riend naay make his renmarks latoïr. Now, 1
suibmît that tihuis far no good rmaison ha.3
been advanced Vo prove the necessity for any
change of the law at this tumre, oir to ehow
the wiedom, of sucb a change. I have been
for inearly thirty years associated with one of
thbe recognized standard labour organizations
in Canada. For nearly twcnty years I have
been at the head of it in this country, and
as direotly representing mcTe than 8,000 men
in Canada now I say that there is in tbat
organiziation no snob sentiment a.s would
juatify tlhe startement. thiat a change in this
law is desircd. On the other band, the )aw
as it stands is a protection Vo the honest,
bona fide trade unions in Canada. It op-
presses no man; it allows fuit liberty to eveoey-
one. Just as tibe 1ýaw against uuder deters
inany persans frein oommittimg tibat crime,
so this laïw, as long as irt stands on the staku-te
book, wàI~ eau-se many to refrain from sedî-
ti'ous utterances and aots in whicb they would
undoubtedly indulge idf tlhe law were net in
force.

As one who, is perhaps as closely associated
witb erganized. labour in Canada as any hon-
curable gentleman in this Heuse, I would net
ad-vooate or support the enactmcnt or reten-
tien of any legiasiation tibat was iniqnical to
thbe beet interests of labour. 1 sincercly be-
hieve tisait in the intereait of the trades unions
in Canada, and in the interest of the
liberty of our citizens, thore should be reaison-
able restiriction of those who are too en-
thusiastiec in the expression of their views
andi wçho are given Vo the suipport of tbe
Goninunistie propaiganda in Canada which
brought this law into existence. I therefoire
su[bmnit tihat wc ought Vo agree to retain this
luw untii snob time as the efforts and in-
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