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condemned by some of the members of the
parliamentary committec was this setting up
of a review committee of one man. We were
told with some degree of justice that 110 one-
man committee, even though the member
held a high judicial position in the past, or
'vas a justice at the moment, could properiy
investigate and render judgment in connec-
tion wit'h mon who were interned under these
regulations. Yet we are told to-day that the
Minister of Justice, a member of the goverfi-
ment of Canada, should divest hiimself of
responsibility and give it to this one-man comn-
mittee, which was perhaps the most severely
condemned of ail the defenice of Canada
regulations.

1 noticed the other day when the Minister
of Justice foilowed thie hon. member for
Rose town-Big-gar, lie complimen-ted that hion.
member upon the fact that at no time had he
put forth the thoughit: Why should we fighit
for democracy abroad when we are losing
demoeracy at home? The hon. member for
Ilosctown-Biggar made no sncb reference. I
have bocre, howlever, a Vancouver paper dated
January 6 in wvhich is ta be found an article
by a member of the Cooperative Common-
wealth Foderation, a member of the legisla-
ture of British Columbia. I May Say this
is ot the' same member referred to the other

daw - ) the hion. memiber for Comox-Aiberni
(M\r. Neill). Perhaps 1 may be permitted
to digress for a moment and say that Ibis
leg-isiator would not make the type of speech
cxposed in this bouse tlie other day by the
bon. member for Comox-Aiberni.

Mr-. HAN_ý,SON (Skeena): Who is he?

Mr. TURGEON: Mrs. Jamieson. In
comnieoîing 111)0 the defence of Canada
regulations, she completed her argument with
these words:

Whiv cloes the ('anadian governmcot not
followx suit? Because it fears that by its own
policies itlibas lost the loyalty of these men;
and se tbcv arc lest ta Canadian industry and
the Caniadiaîî war effort. Anct as the public
secs niore arbitrary intcrimients, more convie-
tions on flirnsy charges, and intimidations of
labour uniions. men ask themselves: 'What is
th e uise of figbting for deinocraev abroad, when
Wc are iosing il every day at borne?" This
attitudfe, induced by Canadian war regulations,
loses the war abraad, and is dangerous both to,
demnioeracies andi ta Canada.

She was referring ta what had taken place
in Great Britain, and I shall have a word
or t.wo to say about that in aniswering the
hon. member for Weyburn. The hon. mem-
ber made reference ta the cammunist party
and hie gat into somewhat of an altercation
with the hon. member for Cochrane (Mr.
Bradetîe). The other day the hon. member
for Rosetown-Biggar made a similar reference

[Mr. Turgeon.]

to tht' communist party, but he said that he
hield the communist party in cantempt. Mind
you, Mr. Speaker, I believe imii wben hie says
that ho hiolds tbem in contempt, 'but I am
dealing with an argument and as il wvas
applicd Ia public opinion in this country. He
gave as his reason for holding them in1 con-
tempt the fact Ibat in spite of the attitude
which the communist party had taken with
regard, ta the war against Germany prior ta
the actual outbreak of the war, after Great
Britain was at war, instead of participating in
tbe effort of the people of the British isies
and the British commonwealth, the coin-
munist party staîed flint this was a war of
imperialism abraad brought, about by
capitalism.

Unfartunately, we have heard those very
words in Canada. Unfortunately, we bave
heard them in British Columbia, and in spite
of the fact that my hon. friends across the
aisle say that no political party is a grealer
target for the cammunists than they, it wvas
prominent inembers of the Coopcrative
Commonwealth Federation party who made
statements witb regard ta this being an
imperiahistie war -and anc brougbit about natur-
aliy bt' acts of capitalism for many years
before tbe war started. 1 mention that not
for purposes of recrimination. but boeuse 1
notice that every time some people in Canada
moake an aîtack an the defence of Canada
regulations, tbcy imnmeciately start ta dis-
sociale tbemnselvcs from the cammunists and
ta s:my Ibat tbe wbole abject whicb the
Minister of Justice and those essac.iated with
bim hav e in the administration of these regula-
lions is the cocrcion of labour, and they
immediately say, as the hion. member for
Weyburn said to-night, Ihat they are a target
for the communist; party.

May I digress ta suggest first of ail thet
if my lion. friends aver there are at anIs with
the communist party, if the communist parîy
is taking pot-sbats at thema. it is, 1 feel certain,
on]ly the natumai instIinctive reactiun of anc
group that is angry at another group whose
objectives are the saine as its own but who
are taking a clifferent peth ta reach those
objectives; and that animasity exhibited by
the communist party towards my hon. friends
aver there is in complote alignnment with the
animosity expressed by my han. friends them-
selves towards the Unity reforma party carn-
posed af the hon. member for Narth Battle-
ford (Mrs. Nielsen). The han. member for
Weyburn Ia-night and the hion. member for
Rasetown-Biggar the ather day stated that
the Canadian Tribune, an whose behalf bath
these han. members raised a word of protest
in Ibis bouse, had attacked the Cooperative


