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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE

House of Commons,
Room 368,
June 16, 1942,

The Special Committee on Defence of Canada Regulations
met this day at 10.45 o'clock a.m. In the absence of the

Hon., Mr, Michaud, Mr. G.E.L, MacKinnon presided.

THE ACTING CHATRMAN: Gentlemen, we have a quorum, will
you come to order,

MR, MacINNIS: Mr. Chairman, before we start proceedings
this morning, there is a matter I wish to draw to the attention
of the committee, This committee is supposed to be sitting
in camera, but I have before me about twenty telegrams which
I have received from various organizations and individuals
in the city of Vancouver which would indicate that the pro-
ceedings of this committee have been anything but in camera.
I am not objecting to the telegrams in themselves, although
they seem to be contradictory. I shall just read two of them,
one of which is typicel and the other, possibly, 1s the only
one of the kind I have received:

"Phone from Ottawa states you are not supporting

efforts of delegation stop Unless you fight for

relief of internees it cannot be presumed that you

stand for a United Canada for total war.,"

There is another line to the telegram but it refers to others
and I shall not read it, The second telegram, which 1is
typical of the majority of these telegrams, reads as

follows:

"My congratulations your work with committee on

revision Defence of Canada regulations stop Urge

you continue to press government for relief of labour

internees and legalization of patriotic organizations

in the interest of Canada's war effort.”



Now, it is evident that someone sitting in this com=-
mittee - although I do not think that anything I have.said
during the days the committee has been in session would
indicate whether I was in favour or opposed to certain
things - somebody in this committee is sitting here and
carrying out, or at least trying to carry out, what this
committee is doing. I think we should have either a clear
understanding that people who come here will respect what
is said here with the intention of having the committee in
camera or we should have a wide open committee.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: I quite agree with that, Mr., MacInnis,
There &ere people who had been taking notes here, I do not
know the purpose of the notes; but we have to do either one
thing or the other, This committee was set up, and we have
always up until this year maintained it strictly in private
with the exception that there were a couple of delegations
who came before us to present their views, and naturally we
considered that they were restrained the same as the members
of the committee in regard to taking out information. It 1is
my opinion that this must stop otherwise we will have no choice
but to carfy on as we have in other years,

We shall now have the minutes of the last meeting read.

MR, MARTIN: Before you go on with the reading of the
minutes, may I note that Mr. Arsenault, a2 member of the Press
Gallery, was here and I think he thinks your remarks were
directed to him., He went out at the end of your remarks and
he seemed to be offended. May I say to him now, since he has
come back for a moment, that obviously the chairman's remarks
could not be regarded as applying to him.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: No, they did not apply to him at all,

Minutes of previous meetings read and approved.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: Now, gentlemen, we have Mr. Cohen

with us again this morning and if you are ready we can go on
with Mr, Cohen,
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MR, J.L., COHEN, K.C.,: Mr. Chairman and members of the
committee, I express at the very outset my appreciation of
the indulgence that has been shown particularly with respect
to time, and most certainly I find a physical manifestation
of that time in the bulk of this transcript which is now be-
fore me,

I should like to say a word about the matter that Mr.
MacInnis quite properly spoke about, May I state that speak-
ing for myself I am shocked by the item, in two senses; first
of all, in so far as the one telegram read suggested that any-
body telephoned -- I think they said from Ottawa -- indicating
what position anybody had taken. In my opinion that is very
definitely a violation of the understanding on which certainly
as I understand it, this delegation and I are present here,
Very definitely, if one can be very definite about such a
matter, I object to the implication in the concluding state-
ment which the telegram contained to the effect that Mr,
MacInnis was not cooperating. In saying that I am just speak-
ing from memory with regard to what the telegram contained,

I want to state here wmost clearly that spesking for myself,
and I think in that sense I speak for the delegation also,
that there is no impression in the slightest degree, and
certainly if there is there is not in my opinion, any
justification for that impression that anybody in this
committee 1is not cooperating or has taken any unfair or
improper attitude, I have welcomed every question which has
been put forward and every observation which has been made.
They have assisted me to deal with the matters involved which
I might not otherwise observe. And in every instance they
are questions and observations which I myself would be in-
clined to make or expect to have made were I honoured to the

extent of belng a member of the house or a member of the

committee,
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I am not suggesting that this matter has to be dealt
with by any superficial approach to the subject, I think
every possible angle ought to be examined and scrutinized;
and I personally have taken it from that angle that guestions
are béing put and observations are being made. I want to
make quite clear that not in the slightest degree do I
associate myself with the fact that some communication was
made with somebody who sent the telegfam or with the fact
that some reference was made that certain members of the
committee were not cooperating.

Now, Mr, Chairman and members of the committee, dealing
with the subject itself I may say that the historical develop-
ments -- and I think that is by no means an emphatic state-
ment -- in the international situation since the committee
last met or since I last appeared before it have obviated
the necessity of my referring to many things and extracts
which I would otherwise have thought it perhaps advisable to
place before this committee in order to complete the argument
and representations which I was last engaged in putting be-
fore you,

When we met before I was concerned with indicating two
things: firstly, that the German-Russian pact of August 1939
was not a pro-Nazi alliance; but was the result o solation
of Russia which had been brought about unfortunat;;y and
perhaps inevitably; and secondly, that there had developed
by now such a crystallization and integration of relationship
between Russia and the United Nations. generally that one
could state definitely that there was a lasting and enduring
bond, a complete unanimity of platform and approach to the
whole war situation and to fascism and hitlerism. That is
completely demonstrated now, of course, beyond any question,
I think, without the necessity at all of going into historical

data in order to prove the tendency in that direction by the
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" treaty which was signed or at least announced on Thursday of
last week, a twenty-year treaty, a treaty of alliance which
.projects beyond the war period and into the post-war period
with a definite affinity of interest and point of view and
programme between Russia and the democratic allies generally
as to war programmes, war aims and post-war reconstruction of
the world,
MR, MARTIN: It was a bilateral treaty.
MR, COHEN: I beg your pardon?
MR. MARTIN: It was simply a bilateral arrangement.
MR, COHEN: Yes, but with the very definite anticipation
that it will be used as the foundation stone upon which a
lerger structure will be created, because in the’g%z§£££2; of
the treaty which deals with its duration reference 1is made to
the fact that it shall endure -~ pardon me for a moment, I
will just try to find that. There is some reference somewhere
in the treaty and I will place my finger on it before I close
my submiséion to the effect that i1t shall endure until replaced
by a pact of a broader nature; and the statement issued at the
time that the treaty was announced indicated that other nations
are being invited, so to speak, to associate themsgelves with
it; and certainly Roosevelt's statement and the documents
complefed between himself and Molotoff indicate that so far
as the United States is concerned this treaty is being accepted
as their basis, that is, the United States basis of the undgr- !
standing to prevail between United States, Great Britain agdlffva
MR, MARTIN: So far as this committee is concerned I do
not think that helps us., As & matter of interest I do not
think it 1is true,
MR. COHEN: May I take it, sir, that you mean my last
remark with respect to the United States?
MR, MARTIN: Yes,
MR, COHEN: That is not exactly true?
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MR, MARTIN: I say it is not true,

MR, COHEN: Well, I do not want to press a matter that
members of the committee may not think quite relevant, The
only reason I referred last day to the integration of policy
between Russia and the Allies and referred to the treaty to-
day as a culmination of that tendency was to deal later with
the arguments that have been put forward that one cannot rely
upon the past pre-war position of the communists of Canada be-
cause forsooth there may be a change in the relationship
between Russia and the other nations in their war against
fascist Germany, That argument has been put forward.

MR, SLAGHT: Speaking for myself, I do not quite agree
with Mr, Martin. I feel that the factor recited by Mr, Cohen
is a factor that this type of committee is entitled to think
about in the problem we have before us, I regret to have to
differ from my friend, but I do differ in that respect., I do
not think Mr. Cohen should be shut off if he has anything to
say with regard to his recital of that treaty,

MR, MARTIN: I was simply objecting to the statement that
the United States had concurred in that pact between the
United Kingdom and the U,S.S.R. That simply is not the fact.

MR. COHEN: I agree fully with Mr. Martin,

MR, MARTIN: As a matter of fact it states the United
States refused to identify itself with --

MR, COHEN: I do not want to get into an argumentation
on a matter of that_sortgiit would be most improper for me
to do that, and it would probably prejudice my presentation;
but I fail to find any reference in the official statement
welcoming the pact the suggestion that the United States
refused. Certainly it would appear to me that the simultan-
eous announcemént of the alllance between Great Britain and

Russia of the understanding reached between the United States
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and Russila éould indicate that there was a parallelism of
approach there; Now, I shall seek newspaper referencgs on
that and make a further submission on the question of the
role that the United States plays in this situation if
necessary by some written memorandum. But it cannot be sug-
gested for a moment that the two nations which subscribed to
and furnished to the world the Atlantic charter as the very
basis for war policy and post-war policy, the basis on which
other nations were invited to identify themselves with these
two nations, have suddenly at any rate disagreed in resgspect to
the matters set out in the treaty concluded in May between
Russia and Great Britain, To me the suggestion is just not
comprehensible. As a matter of fact the interpretation that
has been put forward has been that the treaty is a vindication
of the Atlantic charter, It was suggested publicly that Russia
was insisting upon certain sovereign rights with respect to
some of the Baltic areas and that was blocking an 2lliance;
and the treaty now concluded between Great Britain and Russia
makes no reference to any such matter, It has been hailled

as a vindication of the Atlantic charter, the very document
concluded between Roosevelt and Churchill,

I suggest again 1f there was nothing more than the
simulteneous announcement from London and Washington of the
alliance and agreement between the United States and Russia
as well as the treaty between Great Britain and Russia, if
there was nothing wmore than that parallelism of announcement
oneé could still say that it indicated a unified policy between
Great Britain, thc United States and Russia with respect to
war programmes and war aims and post-war programmes and post-
war aims, I personally would be interested in finding any
reference anywhere which would suggest anything to the contrary.
Certainly it would give me considerable concern. The lesson’

that I have taken from this historical development is that
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there is a complete cementation between Russia, Great Britain
and the United States with respect to war policy; and that we
have achieved at least that specific collective security
common front against fascism which wes urged for years
immediately before Munich and which Munich seemed to displace,

I should like to make one or two references, and they
are very short, to the statements made by Mr. Eden. One of
these statements is out of the text of a speech made by Mr.
Eden on the occasion of the signing of the treaty and fhe
other a short extract from his address on the treaty in the
House of Commons. Speaking on the occasion of the signing
of the treaty Mr, Eden states:

"Under the impact of war we have found that under-

standing which escaped us in the uneasy years of peace,”
And I connect that with a.statement made by Mr, Eden, the
. same or the following day, in the Housc of Commons in which
he stated:
: "We have been able to arrive at this happy result

through establishing by our contact with Mr, Stalin

.and Mr, Molotoff complete mutual confidence. This is

the'time to mention their valuable contribution to

Anglo-Russian understanding over a long period of years,"

Now, disregarding for a moment, thoﬁgh I am unable to
see how one can, the question of whether or not the Unitegd
States is tied 'in with that understanding certainly so far
as we are concerned, 8O far as the empire is concerned, the
basis there established for the policy of Great Britain and
the empire with respect to war and post-war aims is identical
and solidified with that of Russia,

MR, MARTIN: Mr, Cohen, you spoke of an accord between
the United States and the U.S.,S.R, When was that announced?
I do not recall that,
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MR. COHEN: The following day, sir,

MR. MARTIN: Yoﬁ are referring to Molotoff's visit?

MR, COHEN: It was more than a visit, sir; it was more
than a visit,

MR, MARTIN: There 1s no treaty between the U.S.S.R.
and the United States.

MR, COHEN: There was some document completed between
the United Stetes and Molotoff. I shall get the text of it
for you., I took it for granted that this treaty was based
on an understanding; but there was undoubtedly a document
completed between Molotoff and between Russia and the United
States, accompanied by a statement by Roosevelt which, and
I think I am correct when I say ﬁhis, contained a reference
to the understanding which had been reached between Great
Britain and Russia, hailing it and welcoming it; and to me
the whole thing was one transaction, There may be technical
limitations that affect the nature of the arrangement or the
reaching of the arrangement between the United States and
Russia that did not prevail with respect to the other --

A SPECTATOR: Have you taken the quotation from the New
York Times?

MR, COHEN: The quotations I gave were from the New York
Times having to do with the agreement between the Soviet
Union and Great Britain; but I do think there is a senarate
reference to the United States agreement. I shall endeavour
to find that because I want to make sure myself that I am not
in error., I have nc desire at the moment to make any state-
ment overemphatic to this committee, I do not indulge in
that; that does not mean that I do not make such statements,
but certainly I do not do so consciously. I shall be at
pains to examine into the document made public with respect
to the United States and Russian situation. But I say let

us disregard that for the moment. Certainly so far as this
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treaty is concerned'the policy of Great Britain and the
empire and Russia is one and indivisible so far as the war
aims and the post-war aims and the programme is concerned.
I do not think one need labour that, I may read just one
further short statement from a speech delivered in the
House of Commons by David Lloyd George on the day the treaty
was announced. I am reading now from the Toronto Daily Star
report. This is the guotation:

"While the House of Commons still was cheering Mr,

Eden yesterday, David Lloyd George, the premier of the

first great war, rose and said in the respectful hush

that followed:
'As one who laboured over 20 years ago to establish
good understanding between Soviet Russia and this country,

I felicitate the prime minister and the foreign secretary

and the government upon the accomplishment of this treaty,

Had it been a fact some years ago, many grave blunders

would have been avoided, and not only that, but this war

never would have occurred,'’

Now, it may be important to note that when in the early
months of the war there weré peace feelers sent out, and I
think at one time officially announced by Germany shortly
after the complete overrquLf Poland, still in the fall of
1939, that it was Lloyd GeGrge who at that time suggested ---
I do not say he was correct in his approach -- that it might
be advisable to think of those peace feelers seriously in
view of the physical practical situation with which the
democratic people found themselves confronted., Certainly
in the light of everything David Lloyd George had said before
that and has said since and in thils paragraph I have just read
it is clear that Lloyd George was concerned about the fact

that Russia had been isolated from what should have been a
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common front and thereby an effective front against Hitler.

I say now there is no need for my going into what other-
wise might have been necessary, references, public documents
and books and so forth to establish the fact there was that
growing integration of policy. Ten days ago when I appeared
before one of the advisory committees and urged the facgkthe
policy had been cemented I was confronted with the fact that
Litvinoff speaking in the United States has urged the opening
of a second front and that perhaps indicated here that there
would be a disagreement between Russia and the other nations.
I could then only rely upon reasoning to answer that to the
same extent that one of the members here the other day re-

4124% ﬁ:L¢&u» :
ferred to d 5y, a3 I had no historical basis upon which
I could found my conclusions. I could only urge upon the
committee the fact that the information that one could gather
or an analysis of international events which I had made
and which I had put forward led me to the conclusion that
there had been a clear roximation of policy with respect
to war and post.war aims between Russia and Great Britain.
I could only urge that without information and argue it, I
do not know whether I convinced the committee then or not.
I would have been in the same position to-day if I was urging
that here and perhaps I would have had to tell you that I
was merely reasoning; but I do not have to reason now on the
basis of historical occurrences in the past, I say the
treaty speaks for itself. There is that complete integration
and that recognition in Eden's speech and in Lloyd George's
speech that this is a situation which should have been brought
about before, I do not refer to that in any critical sense
because I repeat agaln what I said the other day, that those
who had the control of the affairs of Great Britain and the

empire during the critical years and months preceding the war
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may have had their hands tied by things which only history
will disclose, —fv%64pfbo
Now, the question arises, the relationship between that
fact which I say is ably established by the alliance and the
position of the communists in Canada. I am sure one or two
members of the committee are inclined to feel a little im-
patient and perhaps not without justification with me for
dealing with the happenings in Europe and international events
and not saying anything about the communists in Canada, be-
cause after all the committee is concerned with these spec-
ific questions.
The communists in Canada wisely or otherwise accepted
and adopted as the foundation of their political viewpoint
and their view of international affairs, whether they think
in terms of the advocates of socialism or in terms of stopping
Hitler, that isolating Russia to say nothing of defeating
Russia or projecting the war against Russia was fundamentally
inconsistent either with the possibility of achieving proper
social changes or a possibillity of having ever to stop Hitler,
I do not say they were necessarily correct in fﬁéﬁ point of
view they held. They held it passionately, just as passion-
ately as .they speak of the menace of Hitlerism and fascism.
I say that to indicate that when the communists,beginning
with the outbreak of war and up until June '41, took an
anti-war position it was not a pro-Nazi position, it was
not the position of some of the organizations that Mr,
Anderson read out, It was a viewpoint definitely tied up
with that of the communist programme of anti-fascism.
It was from their standpoint the correct method of Oopposing
fascism, I do not say at all that they were correct or
justified in that viewpoint Zweé that the most effective way
- 24 ky H

of fighting fascism was to put M—inis 3 situation where
L 3
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Russia was isolated and so bring about perhaps a situation
where Russia would be brought into closest alliance with
Great Britain and the United States and the allies; but that
was their viewpoint, They held that without Russia being
brought in line it was not a fight against hitlerism and
they were concerned with the fight ageinst hitlerism. The
question is not whether they were right or wrong at that
time, I do not mean by that to excuse any breach of the laws
or regulations, For that they were punished and should have
been punished. The laws must be observed, particularly when
we are at war., I am discussing now the question as to what
appraisal one has to make of their present position, and I
say their attitude at that time in opposing the war was not
a pro-fascist attitude, far from it,

Let us assume an individual or a group of individuals in
Canada for some reason or other had the point of view that for
Great Britain and Canada to go into the war without the
active military alliance of the United States would be

suicide,

MR, MARTIN: 1Is there anyone in this committee who
seriously suggests that the attitude of the communist party
in Canada prior to June '41 was a pro-fascist attitude?

MR, COHEN: Yes, sir; it has been stated,

MR. MARTIN: There has been argument that they were
ascting contrary to the interests of the state; but who alleges
it was a pro-fascist attitude?

MR, COHEN: I do not think it would be correct for me
to indicate specific members of the committee, so to speak;
but I way say in all sincerity, Mr, Martin, that it has been
stated here during the course of the hearings that the Germen-
Soviet pact was & pro-Nazil pact and that communists who were

opposed to the war were indicating a pro-fascist attitude;
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and it has been stated outside of this committee by government
officials very close to the situation.

MR, SLAGHT: And it has been very definitely put forward
in the United States,

MR, COHEN: Never,

MR, SLAGHT: Yes,

MR. COHEN: Never, I say that categorically.

MR, SLAGHT: You misunderstand me. It was very definitely
put forward against the communists.

MR, COHEN: That they were pro-fascists?

MR, SLAGHT: Thet they were pro-fascists,

MR, COHEN: Never,

MR, SLAGHT: I say it was definitely put forward in the
United States as against them., I am not referring to the
truth of it, but 1t has been put forward. I can furnish you
.with literature published in the United States in which that
suggestion 1s made,

MR, COHEN: I will be very glad to examine 1it,

MR, SLAGHT: That the communists and fascists were playing
a game together,

MR, MARTIN: I agree with Mr, Slaght's last statement.

MR, COHEN: That there was such literature?

MR, MARTIN: Yes.,

MR, COHEN: Is there anyone in the committee who srggests
that? I am not suggesting there was no justification for the
incarceration of communists up until June '41, not on the
ground they were pro-fascists, but that they had acted
contrary to the interests of the state, One of the difficult-
ies I have had in connection with my presentation with respect
to the amount of time I have taken is that necessarily
different members of the committee are concerned with various
facets of the question, and I know I am spending time on

matters which to some members of the committee are clear; but
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in my presentation to thé committee I must take cogpizance
of these things. I am somewhat in the position of one
appearing before the court of appeayh;re each of the judges
sometimes has his own theories of the case and therefore one
must deal with the case in that way. The lawyers on the
committee will appreciate that., There is a point of view in
the country which this committee must take into account.

MR, MARTIN: I object to Mr, Cohen saying we are like
the Court of Appeal of Ontario,

MR, COHEN: I did not say the Court of Appeal of Ontario.
There 1s a point of view in some cases, certainly in the
country, that the German-Soviet pact and the opposition of
communists in Canada to the war was a pro-Nazil situation.
Now, I will say nothing more on that point, I say history
indicates completely it is not so. I was going on to give
an analogy, and with your indulgence I should 1like to con-
tinue, It will only take me a minute or two, I was going
to say let us assume that a group of individuals or an
individual in Canada had the point of view that for Canada
and Great Britain to go into a war ageinst fascism without
the act}ze military alliance of the United States was suicide;
and théf'érOUp or person was passionately opposed to fascism
and to h;tlerism and that when war was declared that group
or that individual having that point of view, mistaken,
perhaps, came out and said in view of the way this war is
being carried on without the active military alliance of the
United States I am saying to the people that it is a war that
cannot succeed and I am opposed to it, That man would be
breaking the law and should be punished.

MR, SLAGHT: Would they meen by that that Britain and
Canada should lie down and let Hitler trample over them merely

because the communists had not seen fit --
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MR, COHEN: Suppose an individual had seen fit to come
to that conclusion and had announced 1t, then I say that in-
dividual having come to thet incorrect conclusion forsooth
that individual would make himself liable to punishment under
the laws and should be punished; but that is not the point we
are discussing here now., We are not discussing now what should
have been done to communists during the time that they were
opposed to the war, I am not questioning anything with re-
gard to that, What we are considering, it seems to me, at

€
this moment is what should be done towards communits to-day

in relation to the position to-day; and coming baéL to my
analogy I say suppose that group and that individual after the
entry of *‘into the war had said, "Now, we are completely
satisfied; now we know this war can be carried on to a

successful conclusion," would you keep interned the individual
who before made himself liable to internment? Would you
'jail a group of individuals who had made themselves liable
for jail on the mistaken opinion that the entry of the United
States was necessary before the war could be successfully
carried on? I suggest what you &ould say would be this, "You
were wrong when you had that point of view before, but at
least the situation which prevails now is such that there can
be no doubt of your present support of the war; give us your
hand and put your shoulder to the wheel and do all you can
for the war effort,” I suggest that would be the position.
MR, SLAGHT: Would it not be fair to suggest that an
attitude of mind such as that would be really parallel with
Italy's cowardly display. Italy waited on the fence to see
who was going to win. When she thought that Germany was
winning she stabbed France in the back. Would not that
describe the type of mind of an individual such as you suggest

if it is true that the communist party were opposed to war
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unless or until the United States came in. When the United
States 1s in they get a regeneration. As I understand you
this is the way they thought: when we were being licked they
were against us; when we are in a position where they think
we can win they get in the band wagon. Is not that what you
are putting against them?

MR, COHEN: Not by any means, no band wagon at all.

MR, SLAGHT: Well, a tent,

MR, COHEN: Becausc first of all the position of Italy
in relation to the whole situation was definitely pro-fascist,
pro-Nazil, It is the very origin of fascism., What I am trying
to suggest to the committee is these are truths which enable
us to arrive at a sound conclusion as to the present position
of the communist party. Are we here concerned with punitive
approachesxggw¥%é§e people for what they did before, or are
we concerneerith the position of the communists in Canada to-
day based upon the present position? If we are concerned with
a punitive approach then I may take my seat at once because/ttzlk
i am through, there is nothing more for me to say. There is
no question about the fact that breaches of the laws and acts
contrary to the war policy and means of bringing Canada to-
gether were committed by communists during the period when we
were at war; and if that would dispose of the issue then it
is idle for me to continue with my argument and it is idle
for members of the committee to listen to me for a moment.
But my suggestion to you is we are not here concerned with
punitive approaches. Punitive approaches are taken care of
by prosecution in the courts and by jaill terms. We are here
concerned with an appraisal of the present position, and from
that standpoint we must go into the sources that led to their
conduct.

Suppose an individual is being considered for parole.
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What would you consider? You would want to know how did he
come to commit the offence, what led him to do 1it, what 1is
his make-up and on the basis of that what are we to do with
him now? Are we in a punitive scnse to keep him behind the
bars still, or are we to restore him to some position in
society where he can do some good? We go into the whole
series of amplifications that led to the act for which he
was committed; and that is what I am suggesting here and now.
I say one cannot examine even superficially the position of
the communists and the communist party and the whole question
of fascism and the war without being satisfied that they were
opposed to fascism before the war, opposed to fascism during
the war, that their only point of disagreement with the pro-
gramme was the fact that Russia was not a party to a common
front and that consequently it seemed to be an unreal war
and was not an anti-fascist war., Again I say I do not say
they were right, but I say since history now puts the
physical situation such that there can be no doubt about th
communist position,/xuj>we must deel with the communists on
the basis of their present position.

I made some reference during the last day to the fact
that the invasion of Russia in June '41 was not as was sug-
gested by Mr. Slaght something that happened overnight and
that startled Russia into a cry of hatred against fascism
and therefore brought into the war all communists. It
was no such overnight affair: There had been statements
issued months before by the U.S.S.R. challénging Germany's
position with respect to some of the things that she was
doing in connection with the war which definitely indicated
the hostility of Russia and at the same time indicated a
growing proximity between Russia and the democracies.

I will only make one reference to that from the New

York Times of Tuesday, March 4, 1941, These headlines are
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from the front page and are as follows:
"Moscow March 3rd,--"
Remember, this i1s some three months before the war,

"Soviet Russia to-day informed Bulgaria in a
formal note that Germany's military occupation of that
.Balkan state threatened 'extension of the war' and that
Russia refused to give support to Bulgaria's new Axis-
dominated policy. ‘

Russia's strong statement, breaking an enigmatic
silence on the part of the Kremlin toward the Balkan
crisis was handed to the Bulgarian Minister Ivan Samenoff
by Soviet Vice Commissar of Foreign Affailrs Andrey Y.
Vishinsky.

The note carried strong criticism of Bulgaria for
having agreed to the Germén occupation in what the
Soviet government called a mistaken belief that the
Balkans and Bulgaria herself, would be spared the horrors
of war,

The statement was broadcast to-night from all
Moscow radio stations, which quoted the official text
of Mr. Vishinsky's note.

The last official Russian statement on the Bulgarian
situation appeared on January 15 in the form of an
assertion that neither Germany nor Bulgaria had con-
sulted Moscow on the possible entry of German troops
into Bulgaria.

That statement was issued by the Tass agency in
reply to reports abroad that German troops would have
the sanction of the Russian government in an occupation
of Bulgaria, and to-day's announcement indicated that
the situation had not changed, in the Russilan view, now

that the Nazil occupation has been carried out,
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* Mr, Vishinsky summoned the Bulgarian Minister to
the Kremlin to-day and tolﬁ him that the Soviet govern-
ment 'cannot share the opinion of the Bulgarian govern-
ment that the German military occupation was for the pur-
pose of preserving peace,'

Mr, Vishinsky's note said that, to the contrary,
Russia contended that the Nazi occupation"leads to the
extension of the sphere of war and to Bulgaria's being
included in it,!

The note then served notice that Russia 'true to
her policy of peace, cannot render any support to the
Bulgarian government in the application of its present
policy.'

Russia's statement of her viewpoint on the Balkan
situation was made in reply to an explanation given
Saturday to the Russian Minister in Sofia by the
Bulgarian Foreign Office asserting that 'the Bulgarian
government had given its consent to the dispatch of
German troops to Bulgaria, having in view the preser-
vation of peace in the Balkans.'

Mr, Vishinsky's note and the outline of events
leadingbup to i1t, as announced by the official Tass
agency, follows:

'On March 1, a representative of the Ministry of
Forelgn Affalrs of Bulgaria, Altynoff, made a state-
ment to the U.S8.8.R, Minister in Bulgaria, Alexander

Lavrideff, that the Bulgarian government had given its
consent to the despatch of German troops to Bulgaria,
having in view the preservation of peace in the Balkans.,!

On March 3rd Deputy People's Commissar for Foreign

Affairs A. Y. Vishinsky conveyed to the Bulgarian Minister,
Ivan Gramenoff, the following reply:

'In reply to the communication the Bulgarian



Bl | e

government ‘conveyed March 1 of this year through the
U.S.S.R. Minister in Bulgaria, Zavrikoff, by the
representation of the Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Bulgaria, Altynoff, to the effect that the Bulgarian
government had agreed to the despatch of German troops
to Bulgaria and that this action pursues peace aims in
the Balkans, the Soviet government deems it necessary
to state that:

"First, the Soviet government cannot share the
opinion of the Bulgarian government as to the correct-
ness-of the latter's position, irrespective of the
desire of the Bulgarian government, does not lead to
consolidation of peace but to the extension of the
sphere of the war and to Bulgarians being involved in
it.

Second, 1n view of this the Soviet government, true
to its policy of peace, cannot render any support, to
the Bulgarian government in application of its present
policy. The Soviet government is compelled to make the
present statement, especially in view of the fact that
the Bulgarian press freely circulated rumors funda-
mentally misrepresenting the real position of the
Us8.8.R, """

MR, SLAGHT: Was that not solely to protect their own

frontier?

MR, COHEN: Sir, there have been things done by Germany

during the course of this war that threatened the whole future

geographic and political set-up of Italy and Italy has not

dared come out with a thing that would suggest she was in any

way critical of Germany,

MR. MARTIN: Not since the war but before she did.

3

MR, COHEN: Some years before.
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MR, MARTIN: Yes,

MR, COHEN: Certainly not since Munich.

MR, MARTIN: No,

MR. COHEN: Not for eight or nine months before Munich.

MR. MARTIN: Shortly before the invasion of Austria.

MR, COHEN: Correct, sir, Now, there is a similar
statement in the New York Times, a statement made by Russia
with respect to the entry of Germany into Jugoslavia, The
statement is dated 18th March, 1942, and is as follows:

"A coolness in relations between Russia and Germany,
caused by events in the Balkans, according to information
reaching Washington, was interpreted as having improved
Jugoslavia's chances of holding out, The Soviet govern-
ment was said not only to have been disturbed at Germany's
failure to consult it on the Balkan moves but also to
have been disappointed that Bulgaria did not fight,
Russla was said to favour Turkey's entry into the war
but to be too cautious to advocate it openly."

Incidentally Russia's non-aggression and friendship pact yas
with the very government of Jugoslavia that was set up to keep
the Germans out, The government did not 1ast'1ong; but thatuﬁ”
very open indication was given to the world, and I say that
there was no proximity of policy between Russia and Hitlerite
Germany --

MR, SLAGHT: That was to protect their own boundaries
again, surely,

MR, COHEN: . The same thing with respect to Turkey. I
shall put one or two of these quotations in and hand the rest
to the reporter because I do not want to take up the time.
There is a reference here to the fact that also about that
same time there was a discussion going on with the Russian
Ambassador to the United States with a view to improving

relations between the United States and Russia, The quotation
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is as follows:
"March 21st 1942. --
Washington March 20th.
Sumner Welies, Acting Secretary of State, resumed
conversations to-day with A. Oumansky, Soviet Ambassador,
on ways and means for improving relations between the
United States and Russia."
All this bears out the extract which I read from that Cole
book the other day, Very early in 1941 until June conversa-
tions were going on, necessarily secret and extending over a
period of time between Russia and the democracies leading to
an understanding and that the invasion in June '41 was the
culmination of the proximity of policy and purpose between
Russia and the democracies and not the reverse,

"March 25th 1942,

Istombul, Turkey.

i E. R. Gedye reports

"An extremely important confirmation and restete-
ment of the Turkish-Soviet Treaty of friendship will be
published simultaneously in Ankara and Moscow to-morrow
in the form of a guaranteé by the Soviet Union of 'full
neutrality and understanding' toward Turkey in case she
is obliged to enter the war, and a reciprocel declara-
tion from Turkey . . .

The Soviet government, the statement goes on, adds
that if Turkey is attacked and is obliged to enter the
war for the purpose of defending her territory she can
rely upon the complete neutrality and understanding of
the Soviet Union based on the existing treaty of friend-
ship between the two countries . . .
The 1mportanceiof this declaration, simple in form

as it is, can hardly be overestimated., It is merely

Soviet Russia's indication to Turkey that she may go
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ahead whenever she pleases with the fulfillment of her
treaty of alliance with Great Britain . . . The declara-
tion 1s regarded here as a great defeat for German
diplomacy in Moscow which has been straining every nerve
to prevent this result,

When the Soviet Vice Foreign Commissar Andrey Y.
Vishinsky received Khardas Aktai, the Turkish Ambassador
to Russia, last Friday for the second time in one week,
it became known in Ankara that the signature of some
document improving relations was imminent,

As pointed out at the time, there was no possibility
~of this going as far as a pact of non-aggression, for
this would have brought the Soviet face to face with the
posslbility of attack by the Germen divisions massed
along 1ts frontiers., Despite the obvious threat to the
Soviet implicit in every move of Germany to-day, Russia
still feels constrained to combine formally friendly
relations with Germany with unobtrusive endeavours to
impede Adolph Hitler's efforts to spread the war in the
Balkans., The time when Russia will feel free openly to
defend her interests against the Nazis is not yet," §
"March 25th 1942,

Ankara, Turkey - Tuesday March 25th,

Soviet Russia took formal action early to-day to
block further Nazl expansion in south eastern Europe
with publication of a friendship agreement which, in
effect, assures Turkey of full material aid against
German troops if Turkey is plunged into war to defend
the Dardanelles.

The Soviet Union, a Turkish communique said, has
promised 'full and comprehensive neutrality' in cage

Turkey clashes with the Nazi armies now massed on her

fiontier with Bulgaria,
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High diplomats said this meant that the U.S.S.R.
is prepared to support Turkey with material aidllike
that being given to Britain by the United States and
1ike that which Russia herself has tendered to China
several years against Japan.

Already Soviet troops are stationed near the
Caucasus border with Turkey, and it is reliably reported
that they.are made up for the most part of anti-aircraft
-gun men, tank corps and technical experts,"

"March 26th,
Washington March 25th.

The United States threw its weight further intc the
European scales to-day by expressing satisfaction over
the reaffirmation by Russia and Turkey of their policy
of 'comprehensive neutrality' and pralsing the Soviet
Union as a gfeat power,

Speaking informally at a press conference, Sumner
Welles, Acting Secretary of State, said that in times
like these, particularly during the past months when so
many independent nations had suffered at least temporary
loss of their autonomy and their independence, it was a
matter of satisfaction to this country when a great power
like the Soviet Union reaffirmed its intentions of main-
taining its !'comprehensive neutrality' in the event that
a neighbouring country suffered attack.

It was the first time since the communist regime
came into power, according to officials, that the Soviet
government has been referred to by this government as a
great power,"

"April 1st,
Stockholm, Sweden, March 28th.
A difference with.éussian and German views concerning

the future of the Petsamo Nickel mines in Finland is
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discornible in negotiations between Finland and Russia
which ere momentarily at a standstill. . . .

After the peace Russians agreed to a purely Finnish
company . . . 60 per cent of the production should go to
Germany and 40 per cent to the Soviet Union. Last
December, however, the Russians called off the deal and
demanded creation of a part Finnish-Russian company with
51 per cent of the shares to be held by Russia and a
Russian majority on the board of directors, while Russia
was to get the entire production df the mines."

"April Tth,
Moscow, April 6th.

The Soviet Russian press declared to-day that the
people of Jugoslavia did not went war end hailed the
Soviet new pact of non-aggression and friendship with
Jugoslavia as an 'outstanding milestone' in efforts of
the two countries to preserve peace.

Although Pravda, the Communist party paper, and
Izvestia, government newspaper, declared the pact was
‘insignificant' and reésted on a 'sound foundation con-
sistent with the Soviet 'peace policy' the press care-
fully refrained from saying what deeper meaning night be
attached to the document,

Hard raps were taken inferentially, however, at the
German contention that Jugoslavia had sought the war
that broke out upon her to-day.

Photographs of the signature ceremony published
prominently, disclosed that Josef Stalin attended. The
picture showed Mr, Stalin, Premierk Foreign Commissar
Molotoff and A.Y. Vishinsky, Vice Commissar of Foreign
Affairs, beaming at Milan Gabrilovitch, the Jugoslavia
Minister,

+ « « Pravdo said 'latest events in Jugoslavia clearly
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showed that the people of Jugoslavia are striving for
peace,

In numerous demonstrations and meatings it said
tproad sections of the population expressed their pro-
test against the foreign policy of the A, Vetkowitch
government, which threatened to involve Jugoslavia in
the orbit of war when the new government headed by
General Simovitch came to power 1t clearly emphasized
its desire for peace and the preservation of friendly
relations with all states, above all with the states
neighpouring with Jugoslavia. . « .

Hailing the pact as showing the 'unwavering con-
sistency of the Soviet peace policy, Izvestia said the
pact helps prevent spread the war,'

tOne must bear in mind that it was concluded in
the midst of war which already has drawn into its orbit
more than 1,000,000,000 people,! the paper sald, As
shown by numerous pacts, this war tends,moreover, to
draw into bloody slaughter new peoples and countries
one after another. This alone clearly lends import to
the treaty of friendship and non-aggression between
the U.S.S.R. and Jugoslavia,"

"Tuesday March 4th 1942,
London, March 3rd.

For many months the British have been getting this
report and this to the effect that Russia was growing
uneasy over Germany ond particularly in regard to
German influence in the Balkans. Now these reports,
on which British diplomats built their theories, have
been gloriously and overwhelmingly confirmed."

"March 5th 1942,
Stockholm, March 4th.

An editorial in the officilal newspaper of the
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Swedish Communist Party says:

'Bulgaria's reactionary government followed its
heart's desires when it gave way to the Germen demand
and sabotaged the claims of the Bulgarian people for a
pact of friendship with the Soviet Union, which could
have saved the country's peace and independence.

Even (Premier Bogdan) Philoff's government was com-
pelled to emphasize that it would continue its tradition-
al friendly policy toward the Soviet Union.'"

"March 10th,
Belgrade, Jugoslavia, March 9th,

Jugoslavia and Soviet Russia are expected to issue
a joint declaration of friendship simultaneously this
week with the signature of a Jugoslav-German non-aggres-
sion pact and statement of amity with Germany, it was
declared to this correspondent to-day by circles close
to the government, . . . If the recent Soviet statement
protesting German occupation of Bulgaria has had a brac-
ing effect on Jugoslav policy, it can be concluded that
a declaration of amity and common interests will bulwark
future policy and produce joy among the people, "

"March 12th.
Ankara, Turkey - March 1llth.

A Russlen promise that Turkey need fear no attack
from the Soviet Union should she enter the war has been
given to the Turkish Ambassador in Moscoe by Vyashesloff
Molotoff, Russian Premier and Foreign Commissar, a com-
petent source declaredd to-day,"

"March 18th, 1942,

Page 4, Bertram D, Hulen reporting from Washington
March 17th,

Sufficient evidence has been accumulated to convince

official observers here that coolness has developed in
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the relations between the Soviet Union and Germany.
Whether the strain is of significant extent is not
known, but it is considered possible that if Reichsfuehrer

Hitler should react sternly to it a serious rift might

P8I snrnt v

Furthermore it seems clear that Russia wanted

Bulgaria to resist the German occupation but did not dare

advise her to fight, Then when Bulgaria succumbed

Moscow rebuked her. . . Russia is understood to be

anxious to have Turkey fight Germany but in this case

also she does not dare to advise Ankara to engage in
war. . . . 1t may now be lending encouragement to the
forces in Jugoslavia and Turkey that are standing
against yielding to the Axis,"

Now, I have touched upon the fact that the communists in
Canceda -~ and one does not have to go into theilr reasons for
it because one does not have to either agree or disagree with
the point of view -- at the outbreak of the war thought that
without Russia in it it was neither a proper war nor a anti-
fascist war and that whether in a punitive sense they should
have been dealt with one way or another at the time they were
dilng these things is not a criterion which should be brought
to bear now in dealing with the present situation in a

u\,uqlmm—r!
judietat sense,

MR, DUPUIS: In which class would you put England and

France? Were they fascists in the minds of the communists

Of Canad&? 2 C({‘Jll‘ l’ B (f}'

MR. COHEN: I do not deal with people in a

_.geographical sens at way, There were some people in
France who Qésé'undoubted1y<§fébhad the fascist idea
there; there were some people in England who undoubtedly

ed
1005/w1th approval upon some fascist ideas. For a time some
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of these people occupied positions of influence; but that

does not mean that at that time England was fascist or at

that time France was fascist. I would not for a moment suggest
such a thing.

MR. MARTIN: Your own argument disposes of that,

MR, COHEN: I think that fundamentally all peoples --
perhaps we may find even that the majority of the people in
Germany—ere anti-Hitler and anti-fascist because 1t is a
violation of the most fundamental human instinct to be govern-
ed in the Hitler way.

MR, SLAGHT: Would you let Mosley out now if he establish-
ed he wanted to get on with the winning of the war?

MR, COHEN: No, because Mosley 1is a fascist,

MR.vMacINNIS: I think Sir Norman Birkett answered that
question the other day when he said thethere continually
releasing persons in Great Britain who were opposed to the
war because of thelr fascist tendencies and who are now
coming around and saying because Britain is attacked we want
to fight for Britain, He said scores had been let out on
that basis,

MR, COHEN: I want to state this in the kindliest of
sentiment, that one could not anywhere in the world test the
validity and the completeness and the effectiveness of one's
pro-var attitugg;ggyhis attitude or understanding or point
of view in September 1939, Who'of us can say that we then
as completely conceived the situation and dangers and re-
sponsibilities and the consequences as we conceive them to-
day? Are we to sit here and say that we will appraise all
those who did not in September 1939 have a complete viewpoint
on the subject? If one follows that to the conclusion one
would have to go to the period before the war to correctly

estimate the political trend,

I am suggesting we must learn from these things and if we
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find there are now within our midst groups and individuals
who if 1t was only from a mistaken standpoint that they did
not want a part of the war effort then not only should they
not be kept confined and punished but their entry into the
war situation should be welcomed and suggested.

MR, SLAGHT: I think that is the strongest argument you
have,

MR. COHEN: I am coming to that, sir, I want to deal
with one other feature of the position of the communists in
Canada, I have been very frank, I would not be dealing with
the gituation honestly if I did not say the communists in
Canada took‘their position in respect to the war on the
isolation of Russia., I disagree with the suggestion That
they were influenced by foreign agents, There is no doubt
about the fact that that was a great influence in their
relation to the war situation. It had been said to me, not
in this committee but by officlals close to the situation,
"Well, now, they were not in favour of the war before June
'41. What assurance 1s there that there might not be a change
in the situation?" During the early months of Russia's entry
into the war that was a concern. I would not have appeared
in the early months of the change and argued anything before
this committee, I still was in a position where I refused to
accept any retainers from them, even though as one member of
the committee pointed out, a lawyer is supposed to take any
case brought before him by an individual even though he may
not agree with it, I also had to be convinced of the inter-
national events and consequences that led up into the pact.
The pact that has just been consummated has put us in a
position where no shift is possible, I say that sitting here
to-day in June '42'and reviewing the events which have
occurred since June '41 that it is idle, that it is a wisuse

of language to suggest that there can be a change in the
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position which will again bring about a change 1n§ipf communist
attitude to the war. I couiﬁf;ave said that quitahvigorously
when I was here the other day. I do not need to argue that
with vigour or emphasis to-day because the alliance entered
into between Great Britain and the Soviet Union speaks for
itself,

There are two conditions, two contingencies that support
the argument that there might be a change in the international
situation that will again change the position and viewpoint of
the communists in Canada with respect to the war. One of these
contingencies is, and it was suggested earlier and I am not
blaming anybody for doing 1t, that Russia could be driven to
complete a separate peace. Well, I think that is put in the
abstract class, that just as it was stated before Munich
peace is indivisible so now certainly it is true to argue
that war and war aims are indivisible,

MR, DUPUIS: Have you some facts upon which you base
your conviction?

MR, COHEN: I have here the accepted government policy
of Great Britain and the empire as reflected and enunciated
in their treaty with Russia. I cannot refer to anything
- stronger than that. T think it would be idle to do so. I
had intended to deal with the matter because you will remember
when I was here the last day there was no intimation of the L
treaty, All that is unnecessary now.

MR. MARTIN: There is only one missing 1ink in your
argument so far, You have clearly established there is an
understanding between the United Kingdom and the U.8.8,.Rs,
but you have not established that the communist party in

Canada 1s necessarily affected by the understanding arrived

not

at between these two countries., I a@,saying you cannot

establish that but at the moment you have not established
that, and I think you must do so.
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MR. COHEN: My on}y reason for referring to the alliance
is to indicate the permanency of the situation. I say the
fact that the communists are affected by the entry of Russia
into the war 1s clear, There is evidence of it on all sides
from June '41 on. Every one of us in our daily lives has
come across evidences of that.

MR. DUPUIS: You say you established last day that the
communist party of Canada stood on its own feet; in other
words, they did not receive direction from Moscow. That is
right, is it not?

MR, COHEN: I was dealing with the theory of force and
violence, I was indicating the communist party of éanada
had its own constitution and so on.

MR, DUPUIS: Technically there could be nothing to pre-
vent the communist party of Canada taking issue with a
corresponding situation in other parts of the world and
particularly with the Commintern in Russia.

MR, MacINNIS: Nothing except their past record.

MR, MARTIN: If that is the case must you not establish
this, that there i1s a direct relation between the pclicy
which provoked the understanding between the U.S,S.R. and the
United Kingdom and the communist party of Canada?

MR, COHEN: I can only do that this way, sir. I suggest
this_Me. conclusive way. First of all, whether we assume
that they received orders or acted independently there is no
doubt about the fact that the approach of the Canadian
communists to international affairs was based on the supros-
ition that there must be that collective security common
front between Russia and England and the other nations, I
have read from officiel communist documents which are here
in the record to establish that. Now, that has been brovgnt
about and we have found that the moment that was brought

about the communists in Canada immediately assumed strong
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'pro-war attitudes. That being so one cannot assume anything
else cxcept they are in full agreement with this treaty because
they have been in full agreement with every other developnment
which has brought Russia into the situation. They have
approved of every situation wherein Russic has been brought
into the picture; they have been critical of every situation
where Russia has been brought out of the picture. I cannot
indicate to you what the position of the communist party in
Canada 1s to-day as to events that happened three days ago.
They would have to be a party that was alive and 1l€gal for
me to do that, But I do suggest that one cannot for a moment

communist :
assume that a / reading this document would do any-
thing more than hail it,

I want to mention a personal fact -- I do not mean
personal as to myself., There is a gentleman within hearing
of my voice in this room of whom some members here perhaps
are critical. That man in Ottawa reading the announcement of
this thing in a restaurant broke down in front of others 1like
a child ond cried, There is the reaction of a communist
to the announcement. I do not think there is any question
about A,E, Smith being a communist., I must apologize to him
for mentioning so intimate a thing. He may not know anything
about it, but sitting in a restaurant and being confronted

 with that news he broke down 1like a child. One must be

reasonable about these things. I cannot be asked to bring
forward technical evidence of the fact that the communist
party does endorse this thing. I say it is inherent in the
nature of their position.

MR. BLACK: Why wogld he cry; did he regret it?

MR, COHEN: Relief. He cried for relief. His statement
to me when he came to Toronto was, "The world is safe,"
MR. BLACK: People do not usu2lly cry for relief, they

usually smile,
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MR, COHEN: Sir, I do not want to question a statement
of that sort, but I would say that acute emotion would
certainly result in tears, which would indicate strain,
Certainly so far as A.E. Smith was concerned when he read
that there was no possible doubt about the endurance of it
or the relationship between Russia and the rest of the world.

MR. MARTIN: Mr. Cohen, I doubt if you appreciated my
interjection.

| MR, COHEN: I did, very much.

MR, MARTIN: I doubt if you appreciated the significance
because the argument 1s made there is distinction between the
communist ﬁérty of Canada and the U.S,3,R., that Canada is an
ally of the U.S.S.R. without reserve but the communist 6rgan-
ization under Canadian laws is still an illegal organization,
Now, it seems to me that from the point of view of your argu-
ment it is most desirable that you shduld deal with the
problem which my question raises,

MRJ'COHEN: I am trying to, sir, very frankly.

MR, MARTIN: You say you cannot get evidence, you cannot
state any more than you have stated, I suggest to you you
can state something else.

MR, COHEN: I would welcome any suggestion.

MR, MARTIN: We will come to that later, then.,

MR, COHEN: I would welcome any suggestion with respect
to that point, because other than reading the lesson of
history, so to speak, I do not know what I can base my opinion
on, It may be that the communist party in the same way that
they have been making statements during the past severpal
months ~- I have read them in the press, statements mention-
ing Tim Buck and that sort of thing. As a matter of fact I
cen only say that I was taking it for granted that this
represented the position which the communists in Canada would

take, not only would they endorse it but they would hail and
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welcome it and if I can find some means of putting that more
clearly, so to speak, on the record I will appreciate the
opportunity of doing so.

MR, DUPUIS: You find no difference between the inter-
national policy of a people or a groupand their political
doctrine?

MR. COHEN: No; I think these things necessarily click.
I do not think one can have one theory with respcct to the
world as to international effairs and enother theory --

MR, DUPUIS: The other day I asked if you could obtain
from your clients their secrct pﬁblications which they send
to intimate friends of the party. Have you that?

MR, COHEN: You will remcmber, sir, that I said the
question should rather be turned the other way. I saild if
there are such things they should be placed before this
committee,

MR, DUPUIS: Then the things are not here.

MR, COHEN: You asked if such things existed, I cannot
proceed on any assumption,

MR, DUPUIS:  You are the attorney for the communist
party of Canada.

MR, COHEN: I am no such thing.

MR. DUPUIS: What are you then?

MR, COHEN: I am here as the attorney retained by the
Nationel Council for Democratic Rights.

MR. DUPUIS: Who are they?

MR, COHEN: They are a group of individuals who feel

that Canada's war effort would be sided if this question were

removed from the controversiesioi the day and if the communists
i

now interned were released an the communist party were
declared legal it would be aJvantageous. I have no doubt
but that some of them are communists end I have no doubt also

that there are many who are not, and I think it would be
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distfessing if we found the National Council for Democratic ”mi
Rights was being treated the same wayea-< /“ ;{.{R/iﬁ"“]ﬂ»‘ (M(W

MR, MARTIN: That is unfair to members of this delegation.
One member of this delegation happens to be a French-Canadian
from Windsor,

MR. DUPUIS: That does not matter., That does not mean
there are no communists among the French-Canadians.

MR. COHEN: No. I am not suggesting thcre are no
communists in the Nationzl Council for Democratic Rights.

I say the question is not who were in therc; the question is
what is their point of view at present,

MR, SLAGHT: 1Is there any significance in this? You have
already told us Mr, A.E, Smith is a communist, He is the
general secretary of the National Council for Democratic
Rights. Do you find any connection there?

MR, COHEN: ©Not at =211, except this, We are all afraid
of the Red bogey, sir. Nobody could convince me to become
seceretary of the National Council for Democratic Rights be-
cause I am afraid of the Red bogey. My professional position
would be tainted, my earning capacity would be hurt, It is
wrong for me to take that position., Many of us who held such
opinions as did the League for Peace and Democracy were afraid
to act because of being thought a communist. MacLeod asked
me on dozens of occasions to come down to a public platform
and he knows I hedged and at last completely refused because
I was not taking any chance of being dubbed a communist. And
that is the position to-day.

MR, DUPUIS: If it was not for that fact you would belong
to the communist party?

MR, COHEN: That is not so, We are talking of the
National Council for Democratic Rights, sir. If I were con-
vinced and tended in the direction of membership in the

communist party nothing would keep me out of it; but I am
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talking of the question of the National Council for Democratic
Rights. The suggestion is made because A, E, Smith 1s a
cormunist and is the secretary of the National Council for
Democratic Rights therefore it is a communist organization.

MR, SLAGHT: No; I did not make that suggestion., I.
asked you to reflect on it,

MR, COHEN: Yes; I do reflect on it,

MR, SLAGHT: I just want your reaction to that,

MR, COHEN: I can only handle it in the way I have done,
sir;{gggd:;hers lack the courage to come out. There are many
individuals in this country without political orientatio?)

-.tg;re are many members of Mr, MacInnis' party, many members in
it I think who feel the communists shculd be released and the
illegality should be 1lifted, who would hesitate to go into
the organization unless they were assured there werc no
communists in the organization; and so the net result is that
those who.are the most eager about these things are the only
ones left to manage,st‘

MR, MacINNIS: Possibly not for the same reasons you do
not go in it.

MR, COHEN: I do not know; I am not going into the reasons.
I do not know that is necessary,

MR, MacINNI3: Since you mentioned my party I say that
they would not belong to the communist party but not for the
‘reasons that you gave you would not belong to it.

MR, COHEN: I am talking of the Netional Council,

MR, MacINNIS: You are talking of the National Council,
and you say you thought 1t might affect your earning power.

MR, COHEN: That remark was most --

MR, MARTIN: You meagt professional interest,

MR, COHEN: My clients would be hurt and the unions whom
I represent, and I represent many of them, and I will say a

word or two in a moment about their point of view -- they would
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be hurt,

MR, MacINNIS: Personally I think we are wasting time
with this point because we are really discussing or began to ‘EZ
discuss this morning the fact that the communists urge force
and violence in international affairs so far as the communist
party of Canada 1s concerned.

MR, COHEN: Quite so,

MR, MacINNIS: I think that is a very relevant point;

I do not think we should lose sight of it by getting into
ifrelevancies such as we are now,

MR, COHEN: I certainly am not losing sight of it, I
welcome any questions that are put and I necessarily must
deal with them as they are put, I must, however, repeat that
different members of the committee are concerned with differ-
ent aspects of the problem, and I must try to deal with them,
On the point of change I was stating earlier there were only
two possible contingencies that could be pointed out that
would suggest the possibility of the different positions with
respect to the communist attitude towards war. One is that
Russia would voluntarily, so to speak, enter into a new treaty
or a new arrangement with Germany, Now I say this: 1t is
idle to talk of that and for anybody to put that forward in
the light particularly of this treaty, The only other
possibility I think from the military sense is impossible
because otherwise we would certainly be close to losing
the war. ‘The other possibility is that Russiz will be com-
pletely overrun, beaten and eventually forced to her knees,
fastened in chains as is Poland, These are the only two
things that cen put Russia out of the war: one, a voluntary
alliance of  some sort with Germany; two, beaten down and
completely conquered as Poland is, Now, I say the first is
the merest form of abstraction and cannot be, The other is

a military possibility. Let us assume Russia is beaten down
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to the ground, cheined to Germany as-is the case of Poland.
Would there be then eny more savape anti-fascists in this
country than thc communists of Canada on finding Russia before
them in that position? Let us be rcalistic about that, We
hail the Free French, the Dutch and the Poles because we know
if anything they are behind the fight with greater earnestness
because of their personal dislike of Hitlerism; so I say when
we deal with the two contingencies suggesting the removal of
Russia from the situation the first i1s a contingency only in
the abstract sense and the second is a contingency which if
anythiﬁg would make the communists in Canada more fervent in
their support of the war and the complete vanquishmont of
Germany.

I come now to deal with thc ten questions which were put
to me by.Mr. Slaght, I am procceding from the basis of the
conmunists as now definitely pro-war by reason of changes
wvhich have now so solidified thecmselves that this pro-war
attitude can be reclied on as somcthing secure and permanent,
As I say I proceed now to the ten questions presented to me
by Mr. Slaght, I say these are the pivot of that whole con-
sideration; namely, Canada's need for fighters, for armament,
for war goods, for services, for morale, for putting money into
war certificates and bonds, for planes, ships, and so on. That
is the pivotal concern. Mr, Slaght asked these questions and
I am grateful to him for having set the matter out in the
completeness that it is set out here. He says did not the
attitude taken by the communist party in the early days of ‘the
war involve these results, the discouraging and preventing of
recruiting, certainly prevent the sale of war saving certifi-
cates, the sale of Victory bonds, slov.the construction of
airports, munition plants and se on. I @0 not think Mr.Slaght
will mind if. I say I do not think therc is any need of enumer-

ating them because they all appear in the evidence of which
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each member has a copy. I say most definitely yes in reply to
each of these questions, The degrec I am unable to say, but
undoubtedly there would be some discouragement of war effort
resulting from the fact the communists took that position
during the war, not as much, mind you, as their power for good
is to-day for two reascns, that when they were speaking against
the war they were doing something which inherently in my
opinion, and I have nothing to support this except my opinion,
so far as their feelings were concerned they were inherently
opposed to‘it, anti-Hitler, anti-appeasement --
MR, MARTIN: Was the mischief in Mr., Slaght's question
excecded by the good --
MR, COHEN: I say there was some mischief undoubtedly.
I was going to say how much could not be said, not as much
as woul ggk‘&grhaps. One would be apprehensive about any
service bec;;se of these things. It was done, in my opinion,
r&%£g££¥;§lL) not maliciously or anything of that sort, So
far as the people of Canada were concerned, they were saying
things to the people of Canadi) J{géy were saying things to
the people of Canada that the people of Canada did not want
sald, BSo I say yes in reply to each one of those questions.
Shall I return now to the question as to whether we are
concerned here with punishment, that is with a punitive
approach or are we concerned with what should be done to-day?
Should the communist party be interned to-day because in
1939 and 1940 it did do some harm? Surely that is not the
issue. If we were to keep everybody to-day interned who
beginning with September 1939 did not completely understand
the war situation or contribute to his fullest there would
be a great deal of disturbance in the country. If that were
the test --
MR, SLAGHT: You-are not overlooking the fact that Canada

in September 1939 declared this country was at war with
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Germany and called upon ali her citizens to carry out the war
with Germany?

MR, COHEN: I am not¢ overlooking “hat for & moment, sir,
not for a moment, i

MR. SLAGHT: That was the law of the land.

MR, COHEN: Certainly.

MR, SLAGHT: On the 7th of September.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: Just one moment,

MR, COHEN: I am not stating that.

MR, SLAGHT: I put this to you. You are not overlooking
this fact that in saying the ansvers to these guestions is
yes that they were thereby breaking the law of the country
of their temporary citizenship or lack of citizenship., I dc
not know whether the communists .-

MR, COHEN: I do not think *hat should be overstressec,
sir, I do not know when war broke cut how many of the
communists were citizens of this country.

MR, SLAGHT: 1Is there any significance to the ract %hat
when Canada declared war on Germany an eénabling statute was
passed which called upon all the citizens or pzople within
Canada to assist in the war effort and do nothing %o help the
enemy? That was the law of the land.

MR, COHEN: I say in reply Yo your question, Mr. Slagit,
that I most definitely base my answer updn the kncwledge of
that fact and I say that the communiats broke the law during
that period definitely, and not only brcke the iaw but
injured or hampered,to what extent nobody can say, tne war
effort. There is nc question esbout that at all.

MR, SLAGHT: That 1s a very fair statement.

MR. COHEN: What we are considering to-day is ro® %he
question of what should be donc with the communiste in the
light of punishing them for what they did in carlier years

of the war., If that were fthe consideration I cortainle would
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not be here attempting to present these facts. What I am
suggesting is the matter that has to be considered to-day in
the light of the situation that prevails herc and in the
light of what has happened recently is the attitude of the
communists in the war,

MR, MacINNIS: May I ask you this question? It may not
be a proper question, If it is not you do not have fto answer
it. There have been quite a number of communists released
during the last year or so on the recommendation of the
courts. You have been associated with many of these cases.
Will you say that the changed international situation was
taken into consideration when these relcases were made? Was
it a factor in the fecommendation made by the court of review
so far as your information is concerned?

MR, COHEN: May I answer that question?

MR, MacINNIS: I should like you to answer it if you
consider it a proper question.

MR, COHEN: I think it is a proper question and I think
an answer is forthcoming.

MR, MacINNIS: I am asking that because I think there
have been some releases since Russie came into the war., One
reason for that is the present Minister of Justice in all
cases, I think, accepts the recommendation of the court of
review while tﬁe former Minister of Justice in some of tlhe
cases did not, Do you think that is a proper question?

MR, COHEN: Let me say first of all, sir, I challenge
the statement that many communists have beéen released
definitely, so that there is the first premise, so to speak,
to the argument put forward.

MR, MARTIN: Have some communists been released?

MR, COHEN: I think so; I personally have no personal
information on that., Secondly, I have not represented before

any advisory committee any person who in my opinion or in the
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finding of the committce was a cormunist, Reference wvas made
that I had appeared in some of these cases. I have appcared
on behalf of five internees who have been relsased. In not
one of those cases was I of the opinion or was it established
in my opinion that these individuals were cormmunists., That
refers to Sullivan;'that refers to three other officers of
the Canadian Seamen's Union. No suggestion that they were
relcased because of any question of communism after o fight
of about two years, The other individual in question was
Jackson. He was charged with fomenting a strike. The only
time I have gome foprward to represent at these hearings men
who were nO'{Egggé'with particulars because 1t'1s alleged thet
was

they were communists or associated with communist activity/when
I personally formed the viewpoint it was correct to represent
them, I cannot say anything as to the policy of the advisory
committee with respect to these cases because although I have
ergued and concluded the argument in at least a dozen cases
recommendations have not yet been forwarded, That is why I
was heslitant when Mr. Bence asked me the other day if the
mere fact that a man 1s alleged to be a member of the communist
party taken into consideration by the advisory committee, I
say i could not say because my personzl experience is such
that I do not think it would help you. There is no doubt,
however, that t dsg;ittees that deal with these cases pro-
ceed on the basis'%hat mere membership --

MR. MARTIN: You are going to deal with committees later
on?

MR, COHEN: Perhaps, if I can be helpful.

MR, MARTIN: I thought you said esrlier you were,

MR. COHEN: Yes, I think I did say that but I did not want
to seem to be failing to answer Mr, MacInnis' ynestion,

MR, MacINNIS: I think the basic allegation was that they

were communists either engaged in or about to engage in acts
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that would be prcjudicicl to the war effort,

MR, COHEN: I can only say that in no cose in which I
have appeared here even those cases where active communists
are subject to internment has there bcen any suggestion --
you were speaking of communists prior to the war, sir?

MR, MacINNIS: Communists who have taken or were about
to take action that would be prejudiciel to the war effort,

I have in mind particularly J.A. Sullivan's case. I do not
think some of the particulars in connection with that case
were very sound but I believe there was one basic fact in
regard to his,internment; That was that he was a momber of
the communist party and it had been definitely established.

MR, COHEN: Fer from it being definitely eatablished, it
wes denied by him and in my opinion th¢ proof that was brought
forward was not proof that impressed itself favourably upon
the advisory committee., I do not want to go into details of
that case; it would not be correct to do so, When I defended
Sullivan it was on the conviction that he was not a member of
the communist party, as he told me, =nd we made the --

MR, O'NEILL: At this point I should like to ask Mr,

Cohen & question, Perhaps it is a bit out of order and maybe
it 1s a question that should be asked later on or probably it
should have been asked before, I have been very much interested
by Mr. Cohen's presentation this morning. There is a question
that has been put to me quite frequently and I do not know just
how to answer 1t, and I should like to know just how Mr.

Cohen would reply to a question of that nature. The question
1s this: Men have been interned and are interned because they
heve belonged to the communist party. The communist party so
it 1s alleged has a political philosophy complctely a2t variance
with our political philosophy in this country and the communist
perty in addition seeks to impose their political philosophy by

force and violence if necessary., Now it appears that because
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Russia is in the war we do not need to fear the political
philosophy and the communists because they will be fighting
with Russia ageinst fascism and it naturally and logically
follows that we should release them and say that the communist
party is now a legal party. As an illustration it has been
suggested that because there is a shortage of labour we should
now let these men who are in jail for violations of the law
out because we need their labour at the present time. I
should like to have your explanation on that,

MR, COHEN: I tried at some length the first day I was
here to establish the fact -- I thought it was established --
from the official document I have here this morning which was
delivered to me by messenger, the constitution which was re-
ferred to the other day, that the communist party did not in
fact subscribe to or adhere to,advocate, or in any way
associate themselves with social and political change by
force and violence, My second observation is that when the
communist party was declared illegal that was done because
of their attitud towards the war; it was not because of their
political philosophy. Had that been the reason for declaring
them illegal that probably would have happened on the first

day of the war or long before, It was because of their

attitude to the war. Premier King, according to my recollec-

tion, made that clear in the House of Commons because there

was a suggestion through the country that something along

that line was being done. It was made clear that the communist

party was made illegal because of their opposition to the war
and not because of their views, I say that was possible only

because the Defence of Canada regulations are premised on only

one thing, the war. The authority given to the Governor

General in Council is authority in relation to the war and

can only be exercised in relation to the wvar, but the question

of whether or not the communist party of Canada should be
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declared illegel becausc of their politicaltviewpoint is a
matter I suggest outside the purview of this cormittee, I
refer to it because it has been suggested as a new reason for
keeping these }nterned. Certainly the reason announced why
the communist party was declared illegal was that it was being
done because of their opposition to the war. Now I say if in
fact they are now not only not opposed to the war but whole-
heartedly and passionately in-favour of the war then the
attitude should be revised. You maey still have a critical
attitude to their political philosophy and the Governor in
Council can say’becaus%fpgfggical philosophy you =2re going to
do this, that and the other. But that is not the position
that is being taken. It 1is because of their attitude and
opposition to the war that they have been declared illegal.
They are now not only no longer opposed to the war but they
are most eager to devote not only their energy but to sacrifice
their lives if necessary in defence of the war effort, he
principal reason which was suggested for their being interned
and declared illegal is now a reason éggrwhich I urge they
should be released énd declared legal,

MR, O'NEILL: I see you state "you."

MR, COHEN: I use that in an impersonal sense,.

MR, O'NEILL: I get thousands of letters from people not
all wanting them interned but a whole lot saying that they
want them kept in there.

MR, COHEN: I do not use the term "you" in a personal
gense; I meant it in an impersonal sense,

MR, O'NEILL: What I was trying to get at is this: Why
have we termed that organization illegal and why have we put
these men in jail?

MR, COHEN: Because they were opposed to the war, That
i1s my answer and I say they should be now released because of

their present pro-war attitude. As I already suggested to the
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members of the committee, I do not opject to questions., I
thought if I were allowed to conclude I could then safely say
I will be finished in time before adjournment io deal with any
questions that may be asked.
MR, SLAGHT: Then, Mr, Cohen, may I trespass to this ex-
tent? You have given a plain answer to my friend as to why
the communists were interned and you say it is because they
were opposed to the war, I suggest to you there is a deeper
reason than that and I suggest it is because of the methods
they were prepared to carry out in their philosophy in opposing
the war rather than the mere sitting down and saying we do not
like the war, I suggest to you that was not the reason at 2ll;
it was because they were preparcd to mobilize all the available
forces, strikes had broken out, and that is the chief means of
obstructing masnufacturing and transport of war materials, The
various doctrines which they were carrying out in opposition to
the war I suggest are the guts of the reason they were
interned, not their mere opposition to it., These are two
different things,
MR, COHEN: I adopt that fully, sir, I do not suggest for a
moment it was the mere mental attitude., When I usec the term

"opposition to the war" I was thinking of it in an active sense.

They were declared illegal because they were opposed to the war
and they were making their opposition known and trying to carry
it into effect, I do not want to seem to be hedging on that
point at all, sir, That was the reason for their being declared
illegal. We know now that is not the situation. I say the very
reverse is the case.

I depart from that point by pointing =gain to the fact we
are not here concerned with punishment or punitive measures,
We are here concerned with direct approaches t§ the whole
eituation. If it was punishment we were concerned with they

have served their sentences. Certainly those who have been in
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jail have been punished if we are concerned with punitive

meo sure s, ﬁut here we are concerncd with constructive points
éf view. Now then, with that in mind and having regard to the
evidence which thé communists have ziven since June '41 of
their pro-war attitude, their activity in relation to the
plebiseite, their 2ctivity in relation to sp2oding up of pro-
duction, their activity in relstion to increasing the tempo
and the fibre of war wmorale cond the work of Sullivan, if you
like, since he has been released, the brief that he has just
nroduced 1ﬁd which I understand was acceptc? by the ministers,
the Hon. Mr. Howe and the Hon, Mr., Mitchell, as the basis for
a prcgrammeiin connection with the whole question ©f shipping
interests, I say =ll these things cmongmeny others thot come
readily to your attention.I venture to suggest that if the
authoritics were asked it wuuld be found that there waz a
better response on the part of factory workers for the last

" war lecan drive than was the casc before because 5 the efforts
of these men and I say all of these things cvidence the fact
that the communist party in its handling of the war effort is
not an a2bstract one 2ny more than their opposition to the

war w2s an abstract one but o real one and an active one, and
2gain I would tale this opportunity of taking a liberty with
one member of the committee that I would not take with any "

/ * i
other’and ask Mr. Slaght in respect to*a«queétioq?to-dny and g1;1'

N

in respcet to his ten questions whether or not the keeping of
communists interned and the keeping of the communist party
illegal will advance our position with respect to the plancs
and ships and war armaments and war moralec and war 3avings
stamps and Victory loans and so on and so forth, and I say
thot my whole cnse rests upon what would be the answer to-day
and in the futurc months of the war, I hope wonths., What
would be the answer to those seme tern questions?

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: I am going to protest ageinst you
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asking & question.

MR, COHEN: Thet' is merely a rhetorical method of
putting the argument forward.

MR. SLAGHT: I shall be very glad to answer it at the
proper time,

MR, COHEN: That is merely the means; I took that liberty
only with Mr, Slaght because I knew that he would know that I
was not expecting him to engage in debate with me and answer
questions, Our positions are reversed in that respect. I
am the oﬁé to answer questions. It was merely a rhetorical
way of indicating and posing the question.

MR. MARTIN: Mr, Slaght is a very eniightened member of
this committee, but I do not think you should assume he is the
only one,

MR, COHEN: Only because he put those questions to me,

I was saying in respect to those ten questions, the production
of war goods and war services and the securing of war savings
stamps and the development of war morale and speeding of ships
and all these things, would they be helped by keeping the
communists interned and the communist party illegal or will
these things be hindered? I would say no., I am asking myself
that question and I dosme$ ask that of éﬁjrﬁ mber of this
committee, The people of Canada want to know that and I say
that the whole question pivots on what would be the answer.
The people of Canada ask will our production of ships and war
services, plants and armaments and war morale be assisted it
the communists are released and the communist party is declared
legal.

MR, DUPUIS: Suppose we follow your advice and release
the communists who are now interncd,

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: Recommend.

MR, DUPUIS: Recommend that all these communists who are

freely
held be allowed to associate / with the other communists
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who are free and spread the doctrine of class struggle and
overthrow the government by violence, will that help this
country to win the war?

MR, COHEN: No, sir; but I say, Mr. Dupuils, that there
is not the slightest likelihood of any such thing taking place,

MR, SLAGHT: What is to prevent them carrying on, helping
us in our fight against Germeny and having gained our confiderce
in that respect concurrently preaching what we have here called
their subversive doctrine when they get into the factories or
in the army?

MR, COHEN: Because there 1is no evidence or suggestion7$uwl/
that has ever been put forward at any hearing at which I was
present., Who suggests any such things were being done by the
communist party in any factories or plants, and they were in
factories and plants before the war?

MR, DUPUIS: I suggest it would not be hard to find in
many factories communists endéavouring practically day and
night to convince their fellow workers to join the communist
party and try to raise prejudice against employer and employees,

MR, COHEN: There is no doubt in my mind they were trying
to have people join the communist party; it would be natural.
That brings us to the question, are you keeping the communist
party interned and keeping it illegal so it cannot strengthen
its political position or are we keeping it interned becausc
they injured the war effort? It seems to me that is the 1ssue,
The mere abstract suggestion they will be preaching force and
violence in the country is something which must be supported
I think by official documents, The statement that the communist
party advocates that has been repeatedly refuted from time to
time,

MR. DUPUIS: I am sti¥1l interecsted in knowing if you have
found from your friends not tho official but the unofficial

documents which are spreasd among them,
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MR. COHEN: I can only say this in that respect.—

MR, DUPUIS: Don't turn the question to me. :

MR, COHEN: I am not turning it to you at all. I say
this, i1t is not to be presumed that the authorities who had
advised the placing of the ban on the communist party acted
on the mere supposition that the communist party may have
such a doctrine and may have been putting such a viewpoint
forwvard, There must have been something substantial. I say
if there is something substantial it should be brought along.
I am 1nfofmed no such secret documents that you speak of are
in existence. However, that does not mean that. I have not
been misinformed.,

MR, SB@GHT: Are you familiar with the disclosures of

AL
John Ve*entine as to the circulation of such documents during
the war in the United States by the communist party, coming
from the Comintern? ‘

MR, COHEN: You are quoting a very much discredited
authority, sir. I am sorry to have to say that, sir, 7T.do
not think anybody in the United States would cal].qxﬁigst;%e
in support of anything.

MR. SLAGHT: I am telking of another article of his.

MR, COHEN: A condensation of --

MR, SLAGHT: A magazine article where he discloses the
extent of the circulation of the documents during the war,
advocating sit-down strikes, broadcasting all kinds of
violence, the planting of bombs in the holds of vessels
loaded with war material and all that sort of thing, He
recites that as having come within his knowledge.

MR, COHEN: I do not think any membe;ng.this committee
would pay very much attention to what ;};aési;; has said,

MR, SLAGHT: What about the Dies committee's findings

in that regard?

MR, COHEN: The Dies committee is not even accepted by
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the government of the United States as a chart for 1its course
or conduct,

MR, SLAGHT: Not as a chart.

MR, COHEN: Or as a gulde or as anything to be reckoned
with., I do not want to go into that question.

MR. SLAGHT: Do you mean to say we should not pay any
attention to any findings of the Dies committee?

MR, COHEN: I did not say any such thing.

MR, MARTIN: Would it not be a help/ﬁp your case if you
said to Mr, Slaght "Yes, what Mr. Vél@%gxhe said in his book
'Out of the Night' was all before June 1941"? And that be-
fore Juge '41 there were individual communist acts which you
would not condone,

MR, COHEN: Definitely.

MR. MARTIN: And many of those acts might be those of

.John Valentine?

MR, COHEN: No, I would not.

MR, MARTIN: Or similar acts?

MR. COHEN: I would not want to underwrite everything
e e s Modicy:» T 80 H0Y) oy AMas
extreme cases are there indicated as having been resorted to
or contemplated., I know so far as the.communist party in
Canada is concerned there has been no suggestion by anyone
at any of the hearings they did anything more than distribute
leaflets or stickers or something of that sort and that they
were of some influence in industrial situations which resulted
in strikes. I do not think there is a suggestion of anything
other than along that 1line,

Now I shall conclude very shortly if I may go on, and I
am still on the point as to whether or not Canada's war effort
would be assisted by the release of the communists. When I

say "by release of the communists" I mean those communists who
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were interned for no other reason than the fact they were
members of the communist- party or associafed with its activ-
ities, If there are any other reasons for any of these men
being there that would be a different thing entirely. And I
say definitely the answer to these questions, if one would put
it forward, would be that Canada's effort would be assisted.
I for one would be prepared in respect to those cases to
accept the verdict of the workers in the shipyards at, say,
Halifax, Collingwood, Midland and Kingston. I would accept
their verdict; I would accept the verdict of the aircraft.
workers say in Montreal, I would accept the verdict of the
workers who are producing supplies in Windsor and at the
McKinnon Industries in St. Catharines,

MR. MARTIN: Windsor goes without saying.

MR, COHEN: I will take any section,of workers in any
factory or plant and I will accept their view as to whether
or not their production, their tempo, their sense of ease
and security will be assisted in relation to this war or not
if the communists are released. I say very definitely, and
I am not here to give evidence in that sense of the word, but
I think I should say that we do come in contact with workers;
certainly I come in contact with them in almost every one of
their various organized forms, and there has been for many
of them, there must be really a great clarity in the situation.
I have yet to come in contact with any of them withoa?j;ﬁtting
forward this question and asking me about those various hearings
with regard to internees and when are they coming out, T
cannot step into a taxicab when I go to the Union Station
without having the cab driver ask me how this question is
coming out. I am speaking seriously and honestly; and I tell
you I meet the situation every day of the week.

MR, SLAGHT: What does the cab driver know about the past

activities of the communist party in Canada?
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MR, COHEN: He does not perhaps know all but he meets
them in his daily 1ife, and he does know this to-day, and he
wants to feel satisfied that under the regulations dealing
with war purposes no person and no party are being kept in-
terned or kept under & ban because of their political view-
point, which brings me to this observation that one must not
think of this question in terms only of the communists either
in or out of jail. There arc many other sections of society
who are equally concerned‘with this question. We do not live
in watertight compartments as in some areas of Europe is the
case, and the thin lines that communicate one form and person
with another‘are the lines along which thoughts and feelings
are telegraphed hour by hour and day by day and it is by this
means that feelings with respect to this matter are generated.

I would undertake to travel from coast to coast if I
thought a thing was the proper thing that I should do/and
secure from bodies which can be clearly diffe %g%fﬁted'yho
I think would express the opinion that these men should now
be released and this ban should be lifted so that there should
be no suspicion, no lurking fear in the minds of the workmen
that political parties should be interned because of their
belief,

References have been made to class struggle, That is an
ugly term, an ugly thing, and so is sin ané death nnd other
things. These things destroy persons, I personally co not
know whether class struggle exists, but some people think it
does, but 1s that a clear enough indication for keeping any-
body behind bars and keeping = political party banned. I say
the clearest refutation to anybody who wanted to preach class
struggle in this country that such 2 thing dominated or in-
fluenced thew,m&’gﬁr action usukdsiee to announce or to recommend
or a recommcnd;;ion from this committee tha% thoégkaho are in

5
the war are,in Churchill's terms, our allies.
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MR, DUPUIS: To follow your argument to its logical
conclusion we could open our jail doors and say to all those
who are in prison who are in favour of winning the war, "Come
out,"

MR, COHEN: I would say this, sir, if there is anybody
to-day in jail whose character and physique is such that we
can rely upon them in respect to the war they should be out
of jail and in the war or producing somewhere.

MR, MARTIN: You are weakening your argument there,

MR, SLAGHT: Even though convicted of murder and
their sentence reprieved by the Governor General in Council,

MR, COHEN: I would éay this, sir, the last thing done
in Singapore was‘to release the interned communists and bring
their natural capacity into line 1n order to defend that
stronghold. Why was that left to the last thing?

MR, SLAGHT: But Singapore went down after their release,

MR. COHEN: I say it went down contemporaneously. Are
we to await until that contingency arises?

MR. MacINNIS: The case of the interned communists is
not on the same basis as that of the ordinary prisoner. As
you have indicated time and time again they were not interned
for punishment, they were interned for safety of the state,

MR, DUPUIS: Mr, Cohen's argument was that any man who
was in favour of this war should be released.

MR, COHEN: I did not say that, sir.

MR, DUPUIS: Any communist,

MR, COHEN: Released from internment, yes, I say, sir,
if we can rely upon them.

MR, DUPUIS: Because¢ he is in favour of winning the war
he should be released. If we follow that we should open up
all the jails to-night and let out all those who are in favour
of winning this war,

MR, COHEN: There is a difference, sir. People who,first
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of all, people who go to jail are people who are of bad

moral character, There is something wrong in their makeup;
they cannot be trusted as members of society. The communist
party was interned because of political reasons; that is not
the case with criminals., They were put in jail because of
their criminal apts. I do not say every criminal should be
released, I do éay it would not hurt to examine some of
these youngsters who Mr, Slaght and I saw in the criminal
court going down into the dock in the days of unemployment
because of their getting into mischief because they could not
get a job., I have seen dozens of them go down to jail under
those circumstances, I would say if any of these young men
in jail to-day -- and one could satisfy oneself about their
character -- could be of help, certainly I would bring them
out into the open. However, I think that is an argument that
is beyond this 1issue,

MR, SLAGHT: I think it is beyond the issue,

MR, MARTIN: What have you to say whether or not this is
true? While it is not wholly relevant at least it is apropos.
There are in the U,S,S.R. now many interned socialists.

MR, COHEN: I do not.know that I can answer that, sir;

I would have to know something about why they are interned

if there are any of them interned., Are we going to suggest
in the same breasth we criticize the political philosophy that
affects Russia but we are doing it --

MR, MARTIN: You said you will have to know the cir-
cumstances. Is not that the same principle which applies
with regard to the communist organization which 1s now de-
clared illegal, that each case has to be taken on its merits
and while you have made the statement you are satisfiled
in cases with which you have had actual experience there are
men who are interned on the bare ground they come within

section 39 of the Defence of Canada Regulations.
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MR, COHEN: If I were here merely arguing in respect
to those who are interned, nothing beyond that other than
just suggesting they be examined on their merits that would
not in my opinion dispose of the question because already
there 1s the fact that the communist party has been declared
illegal., I agree with you we must examine into the circum-
stances that led to that declaration and the present situa-
tion. I am here merely stating the facts, so to speak, and I
say it is wrong from the outbregk of the war, I identify
myself completely with the necessity of such a thing as
regulation 21, I suggest we do examine into the circumstances
and)when we do we'find that the reasons which led the communist
party and their adherents into the anti-war position have been
completely altered; that they to-day are not only in a pro-war
position but in a position to do a great~deal of good and
- contribute greatly to the cause.

MR. MARTIN: I had a very interesting letter this morning
from a person in this country who is a strong socialist and
always has been., He 1s very much opposed to me politically
and the party of which I am a member, opposed to the communists,
but he is a very ardent socialist. He wrote to me and said
that he understood there were people writing to me urging a
relaxation in the rules in regard to communism. He as one
citizen of Canada wanted to know why the argument applied that
the morale of the workers would be considerably improved by
relaxing the laws against communism and would not the morale
of the workers be considerably improved if the men who held
socialist views wére given their freedom in the U.S.S.R. That
is his argument,

MR, COHEN: I think President Green of the A.F. of L.
indicated a month ago that he communicated with the authorities

in Russia on that subject. I do not think there is any
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question sbout that, But assuming that to be so that only
strengthens the argument here so far as our own war effort is
concerned and war morale, The proper thinz to do is to relesse
these men, I should like to put it this wey: suppose some-

body actually with a sinister pro-Nezi attitude wes reflecting

it wef
in his own mind 2s to how he would this committee to
make a8 recommendation that he would like to have made:

he would want a recommendation that the present state of
affairs be continued. I think it is the war effort and the
war effort only which should be considered. We must take
that risk, 2nd I think it is a2 risk we must all take, We are
all concerned with devoting ourselves wholeheartedly to the
war effort,

MR, O'NEILL: You have made out a very strong case as to
why we should release the interned men. If I correctly inter-
pret what you have said you say we must release the men in-
terned and 1ift the ben.

MR, COHEN: Yes,

MR, O'NEILL: You have made out a very stronz argument
as to why these men should be released; but to my mind you
have not made any argument a2s to why we should 1lift the ban.
You have not proved to this committee it is going to help the
war effort, That is something I should like you to do bccesuse
that is one of the arguments I am constantly being fnced with.

MR, COHEN: Mey I spend a few minutes on that? F;rst of
all if these men 2re released with the ban still on they are
released on conditions which prevent them from éssuming
meetings, prevent them from conducting political activities
and subjects them to all sorts of conditions, reporting to
the R.C,M.P., and puts them in the position where they are
not able to occupy a proper position in the prestige and
affairs of the nation. The leaders of the communist party

who have not been apprehended; I gather from reading the press,
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will be in the category of still being underground and would
remain underground or wherever they aré until the ban was
removed and particular sections of the people could not be
mobilized into that active effort and action which would be
done if their leaders in open frank manner could say we of
the communist party urze you to do this, we the communist
party want you to act and aim for that purpose and achieve
this programme, We are advocating this with respect to pro-
duction plants. The whole activity of communists in Csnada
and communist adherents, sympathizers, is necessarily
hampered, blocked so long as the ban on the party remains;
and this certainly blocks, in my opinion, because I do not
say what the advisory committee will do with the cases I have

still before it, but it certainly blocks the release of these

men. You cannot say to the advisory committee release these
. men because there ﬁéigﬁge other reasons, You can say release
these men in so far as they are in merely because they were
members of or associated with the communist party, but the
only way that can be effectively done, I think it will be
agreed, is by lifting the ban.

I desire to put in this constitution which eppears in a
newspaper called "The Party Builder." This has not been
obtained without some difficulty, a great deal of long
distancing in the last two or three days. It is headed
"Draft Constitution and By-laws of the Communist Party of
Caneda,” dated April 1939, It contains the preamble which

is stated in the letter of Buck to Mr. Manion.
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There is not a thing in this document which suggests a tie-in
with the Comintern which was the besis of the Rex and Buck
case for the accepﬁance of the force and violence theory, It
is headed "Dréft," but I am told that was the document
adopted. ]

MR, MARTIN: Adopted at a conference?

MR, COHEN: By thce dominion executive. The meeting of
the dominion executive followed the convention,” There was a
draft put forward to the convention which was not acceptable.
The convention referred it to the dominion executive, This
was publiq;zed by means of this party newspaper,

MR. MARTIN: By the convention?

MR, COHEN: By the dominion executive when the party had
a convention. There has never been a convention since of the
communist party.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: That is the programme on which
%héy arec operating now, is it?

MR, COHEN: Well, in so far as they are operating or in
so far as they ere a legel entity.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: That is the constitution the
party has?

MR, COHEN: Yes,
MR, DUPUIS: 1Is that going to be put in the record,
Mr, Chairman,

MR, COHEN: I am just leaving the document except I
would like the opportunity of having a typewritten copy of
it for myself, because it just came in as I was standing on
my feet,

MR, DUPUIS: Could we have a copy of 1it,

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: I think it should be included in

the record so each one of the members will have a copy.

.
4 * e
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DRAFT CONSTITUTION AND BY-LAWS
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
OF CANADA

PREAMBLE

The Communist Party of Canada is the political Party of
the working class. It carries forward the traditions of the
pioneers who, by their arduous toil, hewed homes out of the
wilderness. It continues the glorious tradition of the
patriots and reformers of 1837, led by William Lyon Mackenzie
and LoQia-Joseph'Papineau, who devoted their lives to the
establishment of responsible government in Canada.

The Communist Party of Canada cherishes the measure of
democratic rights gained by.the struggles of earlier genera-
tions. It defends the institutions and rignts of popular
liverty against the subversive, reactionary minority groups
who seek To destroy them, It devotes its efforts to defend-
ing and improving the economic and social interests of the
workers, farmers, and of all others who suffer from capitalist
exploitation.

It strives to prepare the working class for the fulfill-
ment of its historic tasks: to unite and lead the Canadian
people: to defend democratic principles and aid in extending
them to their logical conclusion to achieve the highest form
of democracy, Socialism.

Socialism means the common ownership of the means of
production, the abolition of exploitation of man by wan, nation
by nation and race by race; the voluntary cooperation of the
Canadien people with those of other lands siriving for.a
world without oppression and war, according to the scientific
principles enunciated by the greatest teachers of mankind,’
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin.

Socialism will be achieved only by means of the expressed
democratic will of the majority of Canadian people., The

Communist Party rejects and repudiates any proposal to
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forcibly impose Socialism upon Canada azalnst the will of
the majority of her people., The Communist Party repudiates
and condemns all individuals and groups which scek to abro-

gate or subvert democracy.

ARTICLE I
NAME
The name of the organiéation shall be the Communist

Party of Canada.

ARTICLE IT
EMBLEM
The Emblem of the Party shall be the crossed hammer and
sickle on thebackground of a maple leaf,’ representing the

unity of the Cenadiean workers and farmers.,

ARTICLE III
MEMBERSHIP
Section 1.

Any person 18 years of age or over regardléss of sex,
race, color, religious belief or nationality, whose loyalty
to the working class and devotion to the interests of the
ma jority of the Canadian people 1s unquestionable shall be
eligible for membership.

Section 2,

Any applicant for membefship shall sign an application
card vwhich must be endorsed by at least two members of the
Communist Party. The acceptance of the application shall be
subject to majority vote of the Branch of the Party to which
the application is made. Upon acceptance, the applicant shall
make the following pledge before the Branch:

"I .. .. . s0lemnly promise to be loyal and devoted
to the best interests of the workers, farmers, professional
and other middle class people, I will at 211 times work

actively for the preservation and extension of democracy and
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peace; for the defeat of fascism and an end to all forms
of national, racial or religious oppression. I promise to
work to the best bf my ability to azbolish exploitation of
man by man and for the establishment of Socialism.

I will faithfully uphold the program, constitution and
policies of the Communist Party, as defined by majority vote
at Conventions and by the elected leading committees, I
will, to the best of my ability, in cooperation with my
fellow members, work to win the active support of the people
of Canada for economic security, democracy, peace, for
Socialism.,"

Section 3.

Any person shall be considered a member of the Party who
accepts the Party program, attends the regular meetings of the
Branch (shop, industrial or neighbourhood) who pays dues
regularly and participates actively in Party work,

' Section &4,

No person is to be accepted as a member at large without
special permission of the Natiomal, Provincial or Regional
Committee,

Section 5.

Party members three months in arrears in payment of dues
cease to be members in good standing and shall be officially
informed thereof. .

Section 6.

Members who are six months in arrears shall be stricken

from the rolls after personal efforts to bring such members

into good standing have failed.

ARTICLE IV
PARTY STRUCTURE

Section 1.
The basic organizations of the Communist Party of Canada

- are the Brancheés -- shop, industrial and territorial,.
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Section 2,

Each Branch 1s chartered by the Dominion exocufive
committce which issues the charter through the agency of the
Provinciel or Regional committee, through whom application
should be made,

Section 3.

A1l branches in a given territory of a city or province
(city. ward, electoral constituency, or any other area definéd
by a higher c0mmittee) shall constitute a ward, constituency
or sectulon organization, Annual Conventions composed of
delegaics from all branches in the ward, constituency or
secticn orzanization shall constitute the highest body within
the territory. Ward, constituency, or section Conventions
shall elect a committee to meet not iess than once every three
months, such committees shall elect an executive which shall
lead the Party in that area and which shall be responsible to
the comwittee, Where committees are not practicable (to be
determined by higher committee) an executive shall be elected
by e majority vote at the ward, constituency or section Con-
vention. All Conventions shall by mejority vote, elect a
chairman and secretary-organizer. The other officers --
educational director, press and litcrature director, financial
secretary, shall bec elected by the executive committee,

Section 4,

In citles where there 1s more than one ward or section
organizauion, a city committee may be established elected by
a city Convention representing all branches.

Section 5.

ALL Party organizations in a province shall constitute e
Provincial organization. The highest body of the Provincilal
crganization shall be the Provincial Convention which shall be
convened at least once every two years. Provincial Conventions

shall be composed of delegates clected by the ward,constituency,
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or scction Conventions. The Provincial Convention shall
elect a Provincial committee which shall meet between Con-
ventions at least once every six .months. The Provincial Con-
vention shall elect a chairman and secretary. The Provincial
committee shall elect a Provincial executive which. shall
organize and lead the work between meetings of the Provincial
committee, The executive shall elect an organizer, education-
al director, financial secretary, industrial director,
women's director, youth director. The Provincial executive
committee shall for the purpose of facilitating the work
establish such commissions as deemed necessary.

Special Provincial Conventions may be called either by a
majority vote of the Provincial committee or upon request of
the Branches representing one-third of the membership of
the province with the approval of the Dominion Executive Com-
mittee or Political committee,

Section 6,

Regional organizations may be established in provinces,
with the approval of the Dominion Executive Committee, where
geographic conditions warrant such forms of organization;
Regional committees shall be directly responsible to the
Dominion Executive Committee, For purposes of co-ordinating
Provincial campaigns, the Dominion Executive Committee shall
organize a provincial Convention representing all districts
within 2 province at which Convention a Provincial committee
shall bc established. Rules governing Regional Conventions,
the election of leading committess, the convening of special
Conventions, shall be the same as those provided for the

Provincial organizations.,

ARTICLE V
DOMINION ORGANIZATION

Sectian L

The highest authority of the Communist Party of Canada
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1s the Dominion Convention, which shall be held on the call
of the Dominion Ex;cutive, or upon the demand of one-third of
the organization, .

Section 2.

The Dominion Convention shall be composed of delegates
elected by the Provincial and district Conventions. Delegates
shall be elected on the basis of proportional representation,
determined by the Dominion Executive Committee,

Section 3.

The Dominion Convention shall be preceded by a two
months' discussion in all Party organizations, on the main
resolutions and problems coming before the Convention, All
Party organizations have the right and duty in the course of
such discussions to adopt resolutions and amendments to the
draft resolutions of the Dominion Executive Committee, for
consideration at the Convention.

Section 4.

The Convention shall elect a Dominion Executive Committee,
the size of which shall be decided by the Convention., Mem-
bers of the Dominion Executive Committee shall be composed
of regular and alternate members, The alternate members
to have voice but no vote, Only such members who have been
active in the Party for at least three years are eligibvle for
membership in the Dominion Executive Committee,

Section 5,

The Dominion Convention shall elect a chairman and

general secretary by majority vote,
Section 6.

The Dominion Executive Committee is the highest authority
of the Party between Conventions, and shall meet at least
twice during such period, The Dominion Executive Committee 1s
responsible for enforcing the Constitution and for assuring

the execcution of the Convention decisions. The Dominion
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Exccutive Committee as “the highest bedy between Party Con-
ventions has the right %o make decisions on any problems
facing %he Party., Thc Dominion Executive Commilbee organizes
and g ides all undertakings of importance for the entire
Party: it is responsible for the central treasury acd submits
audited financial reportc to each Dominion “onventicn, The
Dominion Executive Comm ttee, Ly majority vote of il memters
may c2il special Dominion and Provincial Conventions.
Secblons T,

ne Dominion Executlive Comnittee snhall elect Trom among
its wme-hers a Political Committee which is chargeld with the
carrying out of the cdecisions of the Dominion Zxecntive Corn-
mittee and guiding the Fyriy work beiween sessions of the
Dominion Executive Committee, he Political Cormittee shall
be compcsed of members wiac have been active in the Farty for
a pericG of no% less Than fitve yecars, The size of the
poiitlccl ccamivfee shall he determined by bhe Domiunlnn
Executli-re Comnittee, The pcliticel commiibee shall rzet
no% leag Than once a w2eik., The politicel Committee shell
elect such additional secretaries and establisn such commiss’ons
and departments as are deemed necessary for most efricient

worlk.

ARTICIE VI,
RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF MEMBERS

2]

lection 1,

¢

Every member of the Party who is in good standing has
the right and duty to participate in the mazing of the
policies of the Party and in The election or its le.ding
committees, in a manner provided for in the Constitut:ion.
Section 2,
In matters of Provincial or local netu:» the Perty organ-
izaticns have the right %o exercise 1ull initietive and %o

makeé decisions within the limits of the general policies and
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decisions of the Party,
Section 3.

After = thorough discussion, the majority vote decides
the policy of the Party and the minority is duty bound to
carry out the decision.

Section &4,

Party members disagreeing with any decisions of the
Party organization or committee have the right to appeal that
decision to the next higher body, and may carry the appeal to
the highest bodies of the Communist Party of Canada -- the
Dominion Executive Committee and the Dominion Convention.
The decisions of the Dominion Convention are final. While
the appeal 1s pending, the decision must neverthelesgs be
carried out by every member of the Party,

Section 5.

In pre-Convention periods, individual Party members
and delegates to the Convention enjoy unrestricted rights of
discussion on any question of Party policy and tactics and
the work and future composition of the leading committee.

Section 6.

The decisions of the Convention shall be final and
every party member and Party organization shall be duty'
bound to recognize the authority of the Convention decisionhs
and the leadership elected by it,

Section 7.

All Party members in mass organizations (trade unions,
farm, fraternal and cultural organizations, etc.) shall co-
operate and work energetically to promote and strengthen
the given organization and shall abide by the democratic
decisions of these organizations.

Section 8,
It shall be the duty of Party members to.study, and to

explain the policies of the Party and the principles of
Socialism,
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Section 9.

Al i’a.rty -e-béra who are eligible are reguired to be-

long to their respective trade unions.
Section 10.

A11 officers and leading committees of the Farty from
the branch executive committee up to the highest committees
are elected either directly by the membership or through
their slected delegates. Every committee must repor:
regularly on its activities to its P=rty organiz=atiom.

Section 11.

2)) Party officers may be removed at any time from
their positions by 2 majority vote of the body which slecieg
them or by the body to which they are responsible, with the
approval of the Dominion Executive Ccamittee,

Section 12,

Reguests for release of 3 Parily member from 3 respomsiktle
post can be greanted only by the Party organization which
elected him or to which he is responsible, in consplistiar
with the pext higher cammittee,

Section 13.

Ko Farty member sh=ll have persomsl or political
relationships with confirmed Trotskyites, Lovestonites or
other known epemies of the Party and of the working class.
Section 1%,

Every Party member who is not 2 citizen must pledge

4

himself to bhecome one In order that ke may carry cut the
chligations consequent upom his residence in Canssa,

Seetiom 15.

-
4

211 Partly memdbers elizible shall register and wote 3

the electiom for 211 public offices.
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ARTICLE VII,

INITIATIONS, DUES, INTERNATIONAL SOLIDARITY
AND ASSESSMENT

Section 1.

The initiation fees shall be fifty cents for employed

and ten cents for unemployed persons.
Section 2.

Ducs shall be paid every month according to rates fixed
by Party Conventions,

.Section 5

To help the Party pay its International Affiliation fees
and to prbvide the necessary money to assist brother Parties
when occasion arises each member shall contribute to the
Internationel Solidarity Fund. International Solidarity
stamps shall be issued in denominations of five, ten and
twenty-five cents each, Members shall contribute quarterly,
members having the choice es to which stamp they shall pur-
chase,

Section U4,

Assessment Qtamps shall be issued for financing Party
Conventions which shall be paid by members not later than
November 30th of each year. Assessment stamps shall be
issued in denominations of ten cents for unemployed members,
fifty cents for members earning below twenty dollars a week
and one dollar for members earning above twenty dollars
weekly.

Section 5.

Obligatory assessments other than the above can not be
levied upon the membership except by special permission of
the Dominion Executive Committee, nor may stamps for affix-
ment to membership cards be issued by any other authority

than the Dominion Executive Committee,
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ARTICLE VIII
DOMINION CONTROL COMMISSION

Section 1.

In order to help the Party to consolidate its unity and
prestige; to strengthen Party discipline and to combat in-
fringements of Party ethics by Party members, a Dominion
6ontrol Commission shall be elected at Dominion Conventions.

Section 2.

The Dominion Control Commission shall be composed of
the most exemplary Party members who have been active in the
Party for at least five years., Members of the Dominion Con-
trol Commission shall not simultaneously be members of the
Dominion Executive Committee., The Dominion Control Commis-
sion shall have the right to participate in the sessions of
the Dominion Executive Committee with voice but no vote,

The secretary of the Dominion Control Commission shall have

the right to attend the meetings of the Politicel Committee

with voice but no vote, Meetings of the Dominion Control

Commission shall take place at least once every month.
Section 3.

The Dominion Control Commission shall carefully examine
and make decisions on cases of Party members who violate
Party unity, discipline and ethics, who display a lack of
class vigilance and Communist firmness in facing the class
enemy and cases of spies, swindlers, double delaers and other
agents of the class enemy. The Dominion Control Commission
shall investigate and meke decisions on cases raised by
Party members either on appeal against the decisions or
lower Party bodies or in cases which are referred to it by
the Dominion Executive Committee or which the Dominion Con-
trol Commission itself deems necessary to take up directly,
Decisions of the Dominion Control Commission shall go into

effect only when apprdved by the Dominion Executive Committee
or the Political Committec of the Party,
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ARTICLE IX

DISCIPLIﬁARY PROCEDURE
' Section 1.

Breaches of Party discipline by 1ndividual members,
financial dirregularitiecs as well as any conduct or action
detrimental to the Party's prestige and influence and harm-
ful to the best interests of the Party may be punished by
censure, public censure, removal from responsible posts and
by expulsion from the Party. Breaches of discipline by Party
committees may be punished by removal of the committee by
the next h;gher Party committee, which shall then conduct
new elections.

Section 2,

Charges against individual members may be made by any
person -- whether a Party member or not -- in writing, to the
Branches of the Party or to any leading committee, The
Party Branch shall have the right to decide on any disciplin-
ary measure, including expulsion., Such action is subject to
final approval by Provincial or district committee,.

Section 3.

The ward, constituency, section, Regilonsl, Provincial,
Dominion Executive Committee and Dominion Control Commission
shall heve the right to hear and take disciplinary action
against any individual member or organization under their
jurilsdiction,

Section 4.

All parties concerned shall have the fullest right to
appear, bring witnesses and to testify before the Party orgen-
ization. The member punishcd shall have the right to apperi
any disciplinary cdecision to the higher committees up to the

Dominion Convention of the Party.
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Section 5.

Party members found to be strike breakers, degenerates,
hobitual drunkards, betrayers of Party confidence, provocat-
eurs, advocates of terrorism and violence as a method of -
Party procedure, or mcmbers whose actions arc in any manner
detrimental tothe Party, to the working class and to the best
interests of the majority of the Canadian people shall be re-
moved from positions of responsibility, expelled from the
Perty and exposed to the general public,

ARTICLE X
AFFILIAT ION

The Communist Party of Canada is affiliated with the
Cormunist Parties of other lands through the Cormunist Inter-
national and participates in International Congresses through
1ts Dominion Executive Committee. Resolutions and decisions
of International Congresses shallrbe considered and acted
'upon by the highest authority of the Communist Party of
Canadz, the Dominion Convention or between Conventions, by

the Dominion Executive Committee or Politiczl Committee,

ARTICLE XI
AMENDING THE CONST ITUTION

Section 1.

This Constitution and by-laws may be amended as follows:

(2) By decision of a masjority of the present voting
celegates at the Dominion Convention, provided the proposed
améndments have been published in the Party press or dis-
cussion bulletin of the Dominion Executive Committee at least
thirty days prior to the Convention,

(b) By the Dominion Executive Cormittee for the purpose

of meeting an emergency situation, requiring changes in the

Constitution,-
Section 2,

Amendments or chenges made by the Dominion Executive
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Cormittee shall be published and shall remain in full force

and effect only until acted upon by the Dominion Convention.

‘RULES AND BY-LAWS

The following are rules and by-laws adopted by the
Communist Party of Cenada in accordance with its constitution,
for the purpose of applying the principles, rights and duties
established in the constitution in a uniform manner in all

Perty organizations.

BRANCHES

The basic organizations of the Communist Party of Canada
are the shop, territorial and industrial Branches., A shop
Branch consists of those membérs who are employed in one
place of employment -- fectory, shop, mine, shift, dock,
office, etec., and where there are not less than five members.

A territorial Branch consists of members in the same
neighborhood or territory, the size of which is to be deter-
mined by district or Provincial committee,

Industrial Branches consist of members employed in the
same trade or industry where shop Branches have not az yet
been formed. Industrial Branches shall organize shop
Braenches wherever possible.

Every Branch shall elect an executive committee of not
less than three and not more than five members, composed of
the following officers: chalrman, secretary-organizer,
financial secretary, educational director, socizl director,

Regular election of Branch officers shall take place at
least once a year. All officers to be elected by mejority vote
of the mcmbership, at a specially notified meeting., Officers
may be replaced by 2 majority vote of the Branch membership at
any time, subject to the approval of the higher Party committee,

The executive committee shall prepare the aegenda and

proposals for the membership meeting, =dministering and



(Constitution) o e B

exccuting the decisions of the membership and the higher

Perty committee, Between Branch mectings the executive com-
mittee shall make decisions concerning matters which require
immediate action. The executive committee of the Branch shall
report regularly on its work which shall be subject to review
and action by the membership.

Financial statements shall be submitted to the Branch by
the executive committeec at least once every threc months.

The order of business of the Party Branch shell include
the following:

.1. Calling the meceting to order,

'2. Roll Call ( to be dispensed with, if so desired).

3. Reading of the last minutes (to be taken as read if
so desired).

4, Introduction and initiation of new members.

5. Communications.

6. Report and proposzls of the executive. (The Branch
should here receive the report and proposals of comrades
assigned to report on special and main items of business.)

T. Unfinished business.

8. New business.

9. Payment of dues,

10, Education. (Educationzl discussion may be moved to
any point on the order of business,)

11l. Adjournment,

Collections within Party organizations in a given
territory can be made only with the approval of the next
higher body.

Onc-third of the Branch membershin shall constitute a

quorum,

Branches shall meet ot least once every two weeks, in

rural communities at least once every month
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FINANCIAL CONTROL

The ward, constituency or section committee shall sub-
mit financial reports to the higher Party committee at least
once in three months,

An auditing committee, elected by the Provinciel or
district committee shall exemine the books of the dues and
financial secretary of the said committee at least once every
month,

A chartered accountant shall audit these books at least
once a year and the report shall be presented to the Provin-
cial or district committee and Conventions,

QUALIFICATIONS FOR DELEGATES
TO CONVENTIONS

Delegates to the Provincial or district Conventions
must be in good standing and to have been members of the
Party for at least one year,

Delegates to the Dominion Convention must be in good
standing and to have been members of the Party for at least
two years.

In special cases, the latter qualifications (length of
time in the Party) may be waived, bul only with the approval
of the leading committee involved, Dominion Executive Committee
for the Dominion Convention, and the Provincial or district
committee for the Provincial or district convention.

TRANSFERS AND LEAVES OF
ABSENCE

For members who move from one section or city organiza-
tion to another, a duplicate transfer card shall be trans-
mitted through the district or Provincial committee, 1If a
member transfers from one province or district to another
this shall be recorded in the membership book and a duplicate
transfer card shall be sent to the Dominion Executive Committee,
No member shall be accepted by another section, province or

district without a properly filled out transfer card,
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When a member finds it impossible temporarily to carry
on his Party activities arrangements should be made with the
Branch and committees of which he is a member, for release
from these duties. Dues and other financial matters shall
be scttled before hand with the responsitle authorities

within the Party.

RE- ADMITTANCE
Expelled members applying for re-adrittance must submit
a written statement. Such applications shall be epproved by
the Dominion Control Commicsion.
Former members who have heéen dropped from the rolls be-
causc of non-payment of dues can re-cnply for admission %o
Party Branch, In such caseés the re-admission shall be en-

dorsed by the ward or section committee,
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MR, DUPUIS: Have you a booklet published by Mr. Tim
Buck after the plebiscite?

MR, COHEN: I have not, sir, but I am sure I can get
copies for you,

MR, ANDERSON: Mr, Cohen, in the letter I think to Dr,
Maﬁion it was suggested that this draft convention or this
draft constitution was prepared by the committee on recsolu-
tions. I think there was something to that effect, Have
you got those resolutions?

MR, COHEN: I do not know to what you are referring.

MR, ANDERSON: To the constitution. Have you anything
in the way of a resolution that refers to the constitution?

MR, COHEN: The letter to Dr. Manion is filed here, I
wonder 1f I can examine it for a moment, I want to say this
with respect to these documents, Thp archives of the
communist party, the places where they are kept are known
gnly to one or two people and they are not available to me.

MR, MARTIN: They are not in the official dominion
government archives here?

MR, COHEN: That I do not know but as I was saying the
other day I lean on my friend here, .I wanted to deal with
another matter, I have closed with the question that all
internees should bhe released who are there because of member-
ship in or association with the communist party and incident-
ally for some reason or other which I cannot comprehend some
of those who are there are belng given hearings, some are not,
which I cannot possibly understand.

MR. MARTIN: This committec has taken the position that
it should not pass on individual cases. I say your position
in that regard is satisfactorily expressed 1f you were to say
that your argument is the communist party should be declared
legal the rest follOws,

MR, COHEN: Yes,



L

MR, MARTIN: Is thet right?

MR, COHEN: Absolutely, I think so. Once the ban on
the party is lifted then 39-C --

MR, MARTIN: We have taken the position with individuals
~ who have come before us that we cannot deal with individuals.

MR, COHEN: I appreciate that, The only means € remov-
inz from the consideration of these cases the fact of monber-
ship in or association with the communist party is by lifting
the ban, and fhen if they are 1in there for other reasons
these other reasons will be given full weight. If they are
not in there for other reasons then their release becomes
almost automatic,

Now I intended to deeal with another matter, but for some
reason or other I failed to include it in my papers. The one
other organization I had in mind was a specific organization
called the Ukrainian Lebour Farmer Temple Association., They
were banned at the some time on the ground that it was a
communist suxiliary; and I wonder if with the time before us
before adjournment at one o'clock I might deal with the
question and then be given the opportunity of filing a
brief with you on that one subject, I can do that 68%3i§£2&y
easily because I had occasion to file with one of the advisory
committees a brief on that particular subject. I want to say
in a general way that with regard to the Ukrainian Labour
Farmer Temple Association the charge that they were dominated
and controlled by the communist perty is refuted by these
records either as to the personnel that made up the organiza-
tion or as to its programme, They were declared illegal in
June 1941, yet prior to Italy's entry into the war they had
published an article attacking Hitler and Mussolini. The
records, I say, and I will complete it with a brief which I
will file, refutes the suggestion they were dominated by the

communist party. If they were so dominated then certainly
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there is evidence that the'anti—HitIer anti-fascist sentiment
remains very much longer., Now I should like to deal with one
feature that has occurred as a result of the consideration

of the U,L.F.T.A., and I bring it forward as to how one
illustration, how one book, one extract,rather than make a
situation clear just confuses it., In the case in connection
with the U,L.F.T.A, ban ﬁ:izg was a reference made to the
Ukrainian Farmer Temple Men+¥'organization5as being to a
point some overriding enﬁi?y which controlled all of the
v.L,F,T.A, associations and organizatiqns, and which I assumed
to be correct because I knew nothing about the whole entity
until I came to the hearing and there was a reference made to
the vbook issued by the U,F.T,A, by one by the name of Rrokopchik

MR, MARTIN: Was this the author? ;

MR. COHEN: No. The book was by Maukowsky, edited as
to language by a person by the name of Prokopchik., One man
is dead. The man who delivered the lectures is dead, and
Prokopchik edited the thing as to language. He is the editor,
and he is now in jail., That book was put forward =s con-
taining the avowyed objectives of the Ukrainian Labour Farmer
Temple Association and as being issued as some sort of an
official statement of their point of view and incidentally
of the point of view of the communist party.

Now it was some days before I began to see some light
in the whole situation because I accepted as a matter of fact
the position which the committee took on the basis of the
information that had been received, that there was some over-
riding U.L.F.T.D. M2 o ssociation that controlled the
Uv.,L.F.T,A, and the women's auxiliary and the children's and
the workers'x%gigéfzgfzggﬁ and the public and so on and that
it was an official statement of their views and objectives,
After examining into the whole situation the following became

. A0
clear. The Ukrainian Labour Farmer Temple Meadse Association
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secretariat consisted for about a year and a half of a
voluntary getting together of the secretaries of cach of
these Ukrainian organizations only, just—es—3—think all these
secretarics g€t together and act as a consultive body. And
they did, Then the organizationjfound they were assuming --
that is the consultive secretariat -- authority which ﬁhey
‘had no right to assume. It will be observed that it was only
in existence for a year and a half. This man Maukowsky
delivered lectures in Winnipeg to 50 or 60 people., Thoy did
not represent the Ukrainian organizations or anything at all,
Maukowsky used to lecture to interested meetings, It is
given in evidence that 50 or 60 people came and Maukowsky
delivered lectures. He felt that the lectures he put forward
were the very simple truth and light and felt they should be
perpetuated for the benefit of mankind and so he,as well as
this secretariat, provided for the printing of the lectures
and they had 250 copies printed, Onlgi%é%Abgﬁggw;gigéhHﬁ;éﬁiu&>
knew they existed., That book was just a sort of refle:;ion
of the fact that Maukowsky had held certain views which he
set forth in the book, He delivered those lectures and was
salesman enough to be able to sell this secretariat which had
no real existence or authority, and I think 250 copies were
sold. Now on the basis of thggjgook was put forward as the
official statement of the point of view of the Ukrainian
Labour Farmer Temple Associztion., It was nothing more than
Maukowsky's teachings or listings of the ideas of the time.
MR. SLAGHT: I did not gather from you whether the book
was thought to be subversive or thought to be objectionable,
MR, COHEN: Yes, very definitely; the book has passages

which suggest endorsation of the forcc and violence theory
bringing about change. The book was just the expression of

a man's conviction delivered in lectures to 50 or 60 people,
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aftervards printed and 250 copies sold., This book was trans-
lated by Prokopchik, and is now being looked on as being an
official statement of the Ukrainian Labour Farmer Temple
Association. I am not blaming anybody for that sort of thing,
but I do indicate it as the sort of thing that is being done.
You c2n find books if you look anywhere that would seem to
s0lldify certain points of view.
MR, DUPUIS: Were these books actually sold and by whom?
MR, COHEN: They were sold in so far as they were sold.
I am unable to say just how many were sold, but 250 were
printed. It was sold to Ukrainians. It would be a book,
apart from anything else, if one would examine the translated
portions of it, that would appeal only to a most literate
person, It is written in a highly 1iterate form that the
'average man could hardly read or understand or agreec with.

My impression is that it was distributed and printed from the
point of view of a text., I shall make some reference to that
in the statemept I shall make with reference to the U.F.L.T.A.
I do not know Cny advantaege in taking up a question like the
K\Qgé% "Pcnce and Democracy for Canada for the Labour Defence
League." As far as I am concerned I am not pressing that or
the young communist league which I understand has been
officially dissolved. I am merely present with respcct to
the communist party of Canada and the Ukrainian Labour Farmcr
Temple Association, 2nd leavc it to my friend Mr. Anderson
to 1ndicJ&j¥£:z:;Eg;w%E presents his views to the committee
as I am sure he will do at & later date., I want to close with
one request to this committee and that is that I wantjgo be
accepted and I am sure it will be that I have put nothing for-
ward wittingly wrong. That is, I have not stated facts, I have
not put forward any argumentation which I have not sincerely

thought true. There may have been times in answering questions

when one deals impromptu with these matters when overemphasis
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was put on certain things, but that is only natural and one
would not be humen if it did not occur. However, all thet I
have put forward to the committee has been in substantiation
of the view that the illegality ban should be discontinu:d,

and I should be obliged if I had the opportunity in the
chambers of the secretary of the comﬁittee, because I under..
stand there is some rule that prevents transcripqsgoing ouk

of the building, except to members, to examine the trenscript

. and argument put forward before the committee to the confrary
to the one I have expressed so that if there is anything

there which justifies me in asking the committee to be allewee
to return and deal with thet I can do so. I do not think *fha®
is an unfair request and that is the only way that I can
effectively deal with the situation because whoever will bhe
dealing with the negative of ,é)os}tive W’k@ve made M.:\Ap
have the benefit before him %f everything which I have said;
and I can only reply to anything brought out in refubtaticn o
that if I have the opportunity of examining what he has gaid
that way in the manuscript. I shall do so under the most
careful conditions, that is any conditions that wouid be 1=id
down. If I did so in the office of the secretary of the
committee I think that would be ample assurance in trat
respect and I can assure the committee I shnll?fieturn unless
I feel after examining the manuscript that there is someth*ne
that I should deal with further., I shall not unnecessarily

trespess on your time,

MR. MacINNIS: I thought you had a copy of the record
with you this morning.

MR, COHEN: Of what I said, but I speak now of the

record of what may be said in reply to my efforts. Now I

went to express my keenest appreciation of the courtesy —

MR, MARTIN: You are not through yet, are you?

MR, COHEN: Except I see it 1s one o'clock.
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THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: You have finished your presenta-
tion?

MR, COHEN: In thc¢ main, yes. Perhaps the members would
like to ask me some questions before I leave,

MR, MacINNIS: I have no questions to ask. I was
wondering if the committee would carc to hear Mr, Cohen or
get o bricf from him on his recction to the methods used or
the system of hearings before the review committees, He has
attended many of these committees and if we are going to con-
sider his idea with regard to the class of internee that we
heve in mind I think we ought to have either a brief from
him or get his views as to what he may think and the diffi-
culties in the hearings and the evidence put forward.

MR, MARTIN: Mr. Cohen himself has said that his presen-
tation was of a twc-fold character and the first would be the
matter he has now dealt with and secondly his experience
arising out of thosec committees.

MR, COHEN: May I say in respect to the latter I think
I made a stetement as to why I would be speaking merely as
an individual and not as counsel, if I indicated my personzl
rcactions and nothing else.

MR, MARTIN: I intended asking you a few quéstions on
that very point of your experience as cdunsel before many
of these committees, One of the questions I had in mind
specifically was this: Would you say that any man had been
interned, for instance, on the mere ground that he was an
organizer of labour, attached or unattached to any of the
well known unions? The Minister of Justice has steted and
members of this committee have dealt with the matter on other
occasions that no man was interned on the mere ground
that he was an orgenizer of labour, We have been confronted
I would say a hundred times with well meaning individuals who

had suggested that therc were people who were interned on the
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ground that they were organizers of labour,

MR, COHEN: I do not think it would be incorrect for
me to give the committee a2s a private citizen the benefit
of any cxperience which I have hed in these committecs that
would enable me to make suggestions as to procedure or as
to the set-up of the committee or what guidance it may nced
say even as to personnel if that would not get me in too
wrong with members of the committee; but it seems to me if
I were a2ttempting to answer the questions just put to me
with regard to the merc sround of being an organizer I would
then be getting into the recalm of dealing with the evidence
which I think was very wmuch of an in camera character in
these proceedings.

MR, MARTIN: Can't you say, Mr. Cohen, without referring
to the evidence at all specifically and that I do not think
you should do nor do I think you would. I know a lot of the
cases before these committees and in no cases with which I
wes connected could I honestly say that a man was interned
because he had been the organizer of the C,.I.0. or the A.F,
of L. or some other trade union orgaonization.

MR. COHEN: Well, when you say "mere'" --

MR. MARTIN: Or was --

MR, COHEN: It i1s so very hard to know just what welght
they may have applied in the matter. I can answer yes or no
to that question but I can only do so by relying upon what
I have heard. I do not heave to go into the evidence, but I
am using the evidence in my mind which I heard at the hearings
in order to give such 2n answer, Frankly I am not sure that
1s the correct thing to do having regard to the fact these
aré in camera hearings. It scems to mc I would be breaching
that, I do not know.

MR, MARTIN: Surely you are no different from the

position of the Minister of Justice who has stated in answer
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to my question in the House of Commons that he was not
awarc that any man had been interned beczuse he was an organ-
izer of labour and speaking for wmyself if there had been any
such person interned I personally would object and I think
the minister owed it to the country to state that there wes
no one interncd because he was an organizer of labour, To
that question the minister replied and said no there was no
one., Now obviously in making that reply he too would rely
upon the evidence which was in his mind, and he made no
gpecific reference toit, Now, if there was no objection to
his doing it in the House of Commons I rcspectfully suggest
there can be no objection to your doing it in the House of
Commons committee,

MR, COHEN: There is only this difference, First of =211
he i3 the Minister of Justice, Secondly, it is he who decides,
2s a matter of fact, whether -- I was trying to find it in
the regulations -- or not any material should be disclosed.

For instance, I have asked on one or two occasions for a
transcript of the evidence, and I want to say with all courtesy
to my friend that the cases I have asked for have becn present-
ed to me, An advisory committee can only do it after having
obtained permission to do it from the Department of Justice.
But I 2m in a different position from the Minister of Justice
in the sense of what I know about these cases I have heard as

a result of being present in the hearing which are held in
camera, whereas the Minister of Justice is not in that position,
I would want to be protected in some way.

MR, SLAGHT: I think it would be unfair to press Mr,

Cohen further when he has indicated in reply to Mr, Martin
that he does not think he should answer it. I think it would
be very nice or desirable if the situation was such that he
could give a further answer in dealing with the question,
but I think he has made clear to us why he thinks he should

not answer,
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THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: I fecl we should request one of
the committees themselves to give us their ideas in proference
to getting the answer from Mr, Cohen.

MR, MARTIN: I must say it has surprised me greatly. I
have great respect for Mr. Slaght but I cannot agree with
him. I have always assumed from our discussions in this
committee that no one was interned on that count and Mr.
Cohen has not suggested that there was, But his answers are
such that I conclude he has some reservations on that point,
and I would not be satisfied with thc observations of a
member of the committee, After all, you are asking the
judge. I have had some contact with some of these committee
members and they have always intimated to me undoubtedly no.
Now, I think this is an important metter,

MR, ANDERSON: Is there not misunderstanding in the
questioﬁ as put and as understood apparently by Mr., Cohen in
this way, that Mr, Cohen would get particulars. These par-
ticulars I think would indicate several things. The informa-
tion put before the Minister of Justice when he makes his
order does not come before Mr, Cohen; it does not come to
his knowledge. I have secn these cases. I am tripping =
little bit beyond what I started to say. I have seen I think
every case and certeinly every case that Mr, Cohen has been
interested in and in no case is a man detained merely because
he was a member of a labour union, not even an organizer,

I will go further ond say in every case he was tied in with
communist activities, That was alleged. I do not say that
the evidence subsequently produced was believed by the
committee or not, I do not say whether the cormittee believed
all the evidence that was put forward or considered it with
regard to continuing the detention.” That is a different story,
but no one was put in and detained, I will put it this way, on

the major ground that he was a member of a trade union.
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MR, MARTIN: On the ground?

MR, ANDERSON: On the ground that he was a wember of a
trade union. That was not the major consideration in the
matter at all, 1in any case that I was aware of,

MR, MARTIN: Was that a consideration at 211?

MR, ANDERSON: ©No, as a matter of fact,

MR. COHEN: How about trade union activities?

MR, ANDERSON: No; trade union activities will enter into
the question because it is part of the theory and practice of
the communist perty to infiltrate into trade unions and
carry on their activities in these unions. It follows in
that respect --

MR, MARTIN: For instance, take the case of Sullivan
while discussing the merits of it., I talked to Sullivan quite
recently, having met him on the train one day. ©Now Sullivan
was. a permanent member of a trade union and his case is the
one that is used most in other cases as indicating that he
was interned because he was a trade union leader or a labour
organizer. I would certain;y be greatly disturbed if in that
case or any other that circumstance was in any way the
provocation for internment.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, Mr, Cohen has made his
presentation and completed his case., I think we can carry
on this discussion at anothe¢r meeting., Are there any other
questions to ask Mr., Cohen?

MR. ANDERSON: May I ask this?

MR, COHEN: I should like to make my position clecr,

MR, ANDERSON: I asked a few minutes ago referring to
the statement made. in Buck's letter to Dr, Manion found on
page CC-5,

MR, COHEN: I am unable to go on further because of the
position I have indicated. If the Department of Justice will

indicate another 1line to me I would be free to talk.



-~ BYia

MR. ANDERSON: On page CC-5,about the middle of the page,
of Tim Buck's letter to Dr, Manion the following appeers.
(Reads. ) |

MR. COHEN: I think that would refer to the booklet here,
"The Democratic Front for Canadq"which contains these various
reports and also resolutions,

MR, SLAGHT: What is the date of that letter?

MR, COHEN: The date of the letter to Mr. Manion 1is
the 30th of March, 1939. '

MR, ANDERSON: Before the publication of the Draft
Constitution,

MR, COHEN: Yes, but before the printing of it, I do
not know what other form it was published in before,

MR, ANDERSON: That is what I was wondering if you hed
any resolution referred to in this letter that would support
the statement that the constitution was adopted by the con-
vention in 1937.

MR, COHEN: The only resolution I have and which would
certaiﬁly get to the committee would be the resolution which
eppeared in the back of this book (indicating).

MR, O'NEILL: It seems to me the point brought out by
Mr, Martin is o very important one., Mr. Anderson has
indicated that at no time was the fact that a man was 2
membeér of a labour organization the major reason for his
internment,

MR, COHEN: I would agree with Mr. Anderson on that,

MR, O'NEILL: At no timesh?ylghe fact that he was o
momber of a labour organization be taken into consideration
any more than a man's religion.

MR, ANDERSON: That is correct. I followed that up by
indicating that the position and policy was of the communist
party infiltrating into those organizations. The reason he

was detained was because of communist activities. That is
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purely and simply the reason.

MR, MARTIN: I think the department's attitude is clear
as stated by the minister, but I am not clear and I am not
sure there is no doubt in Mr. Cohen's mind on that point,
altogether apart from the question of being a communist.

MR, O'NEILL: Mr. Chairman, as a member of a trade labour
organization I have met men in the trade labour organizations
who are just as dynamic as it is possible to be. It does not
necessarily contaminate me because a man has tendencies of
that kind., That is what I am trying to get clear in my mind,

MR, ANDERSON: Does membership in a labour union or a
labour organization except a man from the laws of the country
any more than membership in any other organization?

MR, O'NEILL: No.

MR, ANDERSON: It may happen he may be a member of any-
thing. That 1s not the reason he is detained.

MR, MARTIN: Mr. Chairman, I know a clear understanding
of this matter 1is an important one. Speaking for myself I
want to support Mr. O¥Neill on that point, I understand your
attitude clearly. You said no one has been detained because
he 1s a member or connected with a trade union organization
but was detained on other grounds; but I gather that Mr, Cohen
is not of that opinion and if there was any way by which Mr,
Cohen could give us the advantage of his general observations.

MR, COHEN: I said I agreé with it in so far as it was
based on the formal matter of being a member of a trade union.
I should not say even that because as I sald this morning
mere membership in is a pretty idle sort of term. If my friend
had said activity in connection with a trade union I might or
might not even find myself in a different position. I do not
want to indicate what I know or think in regard to these
quesfions without having in my wmind what I necessarily must

have even if I tried to exclude from my mind the things I heard
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at the advisory committee hearings and other things that I
have heard and know, If I could physically do that then I
might answer the question, but it 1s a physical impossibility.
The mind does not work that way. I would necessarily be
facing things and the observation of things that I have been
allowed to hear at hearings when they are in camera, If it
is made clear to me by the Minister of Justice or by his
officials that it is not so and that I am at liverty to give
my views then I would be able to discuss the matter at great
length,

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: Now, gentlemen, 1t is long past the
hour for adjournment and I know everybody here has other
Athings to do, Are you completely finished with the presen-
tation?

MR, COHEN: There were several members of the delegation
who returned for the purpose that they desired to make a state-
ment to the committee., I know the committee was good enough
to arrange for an afternoon session at the last time we were
here. I can only say we will be greatly obliged to you if
that could be done to-day so that these people could make
their statements to you, and after they are through if there
is anything I can assist you on in the way of procedure and
that sort of thing I shall be very glad to do so as a private
citizen. !

MR, SLAGHT: Mr, Chairmen, I think Mr, Cohen has now

concluded his statement and I desire personally to express
my appreciation of his endeavour to assist this committee
and the high-class way in which he has made his presentation

and the courtesy that he has shown to us on occasions that

we have asked him questions.
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I think Mr. Smith has been mentioned. I do not know
whether he.intends to appear before the committee, but if
he does I think a statement has been made by Mr. Cohen
with recard to Mr. Smith's position. If we hear Mr. Smith -
I am not inviting him to testify, but being here I think
he should not go away with any thought that we were not
allowing him to testify, and that intestifying he should
be protected if he requires any protection as against any
statemehts he might confide to this committee of any kind
whateoever. It is customary, in order to get candour and
the fullest disclosure of matters which have been in the
mind of Mr. Smith might subject him to something by way
of criticism or proceedings. It is my view that if at any
time he desires to come forward and testify, I do no. in-
tend to put him in the position of inviting him to do so =~
I am not - I am not even requesting him to, but he is the
general secretary of this organization and he has come
here on behalf of anothe% organization and he is said to
have been a member of the organization that 1s under dis-
cussion, and I feel that he should feel that he has pro-
tection if he desires to be heard by this committee.

THE ACTING CHAIRMAN: Well, we will adjourn until .30

this afternoon. .

--The committee adjourned to meet at 4.30 ofclock p.m.
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(AFTERNOON SE3SION)
The Committee resumed at 4.30 o'clock p.m.

THE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Anderson says that he has a cor-
rection to make in the rescord.

MR. ANDERSON (Department of Justice): In the minutes
of evidence, No.2, page 14, line 14 it states: "There have
been a number interned, also some members of the nazi
group.”

That is in the statemsnt I am purported to have made.
What I said was: "There have been none interned® ...refer-
ring to Jehovah's Witnesses... "nor any members of the
technocracy group.™

This statement purports to say that there have been
a number of the technocracy group and Jehovah's Witnesses
interned.

THE CHAIRMAN: Now, we will proceed from where we
left off this morning.

Mk. COHEN: Mr, Chairman, I should like to introduce
to you and through you to the committee the Reverend Mr.
Sayles of Welland who will say a few words to the committee,
The Reverend Mr. 3ayles has been in a position in Welland
that has brought him in contact with the Ukrainian slement
there, and I should think he would be in a position to

give us first hand the results of that experience.

REVERAND FERN SAYLES, Called.

WITNESS: Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it is true
that I work among the non-Anglo Saxon people in All
People's Mission in Welland and Crowland. I am not only
in touch with the Ukrainian people, but with the Russian,
Polish, Yugoslav and Hungarian pcople as well. And my
particular concern in coming here today is that I am

anxious, as I think all anti-Fascists are anxious, to



throw our whole weight into the war so that wec may be surc
of defeating Hitler and the fascist countrics and estab-
lishing that liberty that was given to us as a heritage in
this and in all democratic countries,
BY MR. MaRTIN:
e Are you a clergyman? A. Yes,
Q. A clergyman of the United Church of Canada?

A. The United Church of Canada. I feel that our forcign

pecople, if you would call them that, are taking a very great

part in the war effort. In my own community at the present
time I happen to be the secretary-treasurer of the(fnwdand
War Workers Association, and I think anyone in the commun-
ity would recognize that no other group has made any greater
or more sincere effort than we have ourselves, particularly
these last few months, to throw our whole weight into the
war. '

BY MR. McKINNCN:

2. Excuse me interrupting you, but when you used the
words "as all anti-fascists, is there any particular
reason for using that phrase? Could you not just as well
have said as any good Canadian who has a whole-hearﬁed
desire to defeat the Axis powers; or is there a difference?
A. I think there is just this difference: I think the
anti-fascists heve a history through some years of opposi-
tion, an anxiety to defeat Nazism before even many very
good loyal Canadian citizens. I believe, for instance,
in my own case that goes back to about the year 1934 or
1935, In 1936 I went to Europe to the Brussels Peace
Congress. 1 was there with a number of Canadians who
listened with great interest and anxiety to the many
nations trying to form a united front to oppose fas-

cism,



BY MR. DUPUIS:

Q. Did you go to Russia? A. Yes, I followed my
visit to the Brussels Peace Congress with a visit to Russia.
You may be interested to know why that would be. I do not
think I need explain it except that I worked among the Rus-
sian and Ukrainian people and became interested in my people
and for many months and years I was anxious to see for my-
self some of the things these people had told me about Rus-
sia.

BY MR. MacINNIS:
Q. Were you there as a delegate or just to increase
your own knowledge? A. I went to the Peace Congress as

a delegate; I went to Russia entirely on my own.

Q. A peace delegate from? A. From the Niagara
district,
Q. Of what? A. Of the peace organization - the

International Peace Campaign - but many other groups were
invited throughout the country, all peace groups including
the League of Nations Society, Workingclass Organizations
and an organization that I believe would be regarded as
illegal, The League Against War and Fascism. I believe
from the beginning it was recognized as anti-fascist.

BY MR. DUPUIS:

Qs What was your reaction when Russia signed a non-
aggression treaty with Germeny? A. I have never been
disturbed by the moves that Russia has made. I do not
wish to get off my subject, but I have believed through
all of these difficult days that Russia sincerely desired
peace, and I was certain that Russia was throwing all her
weight into the effort to oppose and destroy fascism; so
that when Russia made her peace pact with Germany I admit

I did not feel good about it, but I was not disturbed to
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the extent of feeling any different than has been repre-
sented by our counsel this last week. I have felt too
myself that whether she was to blame or England was to
blame Russia felt she had no other course to take than to
hold off fascism in view of the fact that she apparently
could not get a peace pact with Britain and France and the
United States.

I was speaking about our work. I believe that the
Ukrainian people, rather the European do not need to jus-
tify the fact that they are anxious to throw everything
they had into the war; they know what fascism is; they
know what aggression is: and many of those people came to
our land to escape war and to escape the tragedies that
coﬁe from aggression. I have caught that spirit from them
myself, and I believe that many of those people are decid-
edly alert, politically alert. I believe they understand
fairly well for workingclass people the issues of war and
peace, the issues of class between nations and nations and
the war problems that were in Europe. So when I see them
today making every effort that they can to defeat Hitler,
to support the Red Cross, to send medical aid to Russia,
to organize as they did in the plebiscite, and now prep-
aring to help in army week, I do believe that they are
wholehearted and sincere in that effort.

One of the %hings I am sure these people have great
difficulty in understanding has been the position that the
government has taken towards anti-fascists in Canada and
towards communism,

BY MR. McKINNON:

Q. Do you mean since Russia got into the war or

prior to that? A. ZEven prior to that. The people have

felt, and I am sure there was reason to believe that
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Russian policy was a peace policy, and I think when their
halls were taken it was very difficult for them to under-
stand why they should lose their halls, and it was cer- :
tainly difficult for them to understand why their leaders
should be interned., They were and had declared themselves
through these years anti-fascists and they could not under-
stand when the war was against fascism why they should be
interned. A good deal of sympathy - I mean outside of the
Ukrainian people in Crowland - a good meny people of other
nationalities, even among our own IEnglish labour people
were somewhat astounded by the fact that our hall had been
taken away from our people.

BY MR. MARTIN:

Q. When was it taken away? A. That is a little
difficult. I have not the details.

2. Since June, 1941? A. June, 1940,

MR. CCHEN: That was when the U.L.F.T.A. was declared
illegal.

BY MR. MARTIN:

Q. You yourself, understanding that under no circum-
stances would you suffer any compromise with Hitler or
with the Nazis, not since June 1941, but before - you your-
self would not find it difficult to understand the attitude
of the Canadian government with regard to the internment of
certain people who were communists and who were interned,
would you, personally? Aé¢ Do I personally find it
difficult to understand the government?

2. Up to June, 19417 A. No, I said that the
Ukrainian people, the European people - particularly the
Ukrainian people,

Q. I am asking you about your own attitude? A,
think it is possible to understand why the government

took action when it was quite definite there had been



some actions that were not favourable to our war effort.

Q. That was Mr. Cohen's view also. A. I want to
be honest. I must confess that in some measure I was
guilty myself; I could not feel wholehearted about our war
effort in those difficult days.

2. Your anti-fascism would be as persistent then,
would it not? A. Just as persistent. The only diffi-
culty - personally, I do not know whether I should have
brought this in - personally I could not feel enthusiastic.

THE CHAIRMAN: About the war?

WITNESS: No, I can take part in war quite willingly;
I will fight for what I believe to be just and right and
fair,

MR. MacINNIS: Between 1939 and 1941 you could not
feel enthusiastic about the war?

WITNESS: Yes, that is quite true.

B-follows
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Q. But isvit not true, in connection with the war against
fagcism that you do not feel particularly enthusiastic_against
fiscism? A, It is not a section that I want to remember,

Q. It must be either that, or you must'pake the position
that the rest of us were not fighting fascism in those yesarse.
A. I do not take that position,

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. Tell us what dicd trouble you® A.  Yes, T felt
somewhat I think as you might say the Russians felt; I felt
that maybe -- not maybe -- I fclt that our own allied forces
could have shown a gr:ater anti-fascist effort, if they had
from my point of view been more willing to make peace with
Russia and go after the fascists,

BY MR. MARTIN:

Q. Admitting that as a fact there werz thousands and
thousands of innocent people in Ingland who lost their lives
and whose homes were destroyed in fact, oh account of fascism,
A. That is true,.

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. Canadian boys are being killed over the channel every
week, A, ' That is true,

MR. MARTIN: Yes, as Mr. Slaght points out, surely then
we were fighting fascism as much as we are now; although, we
did not have the ative assistance of the U.S.S.R. fascism was
being fought,

WITNESS: I am not saying fascism -- it was a difficult
decision for me, in view of the fact that I would like to have
felt that we had all our forces united; and also at the same
time I felt that we were all fighting against Hitler and the
fascist forces,

MR. MARTIN: Just what would have happened if everyone in
Canada, let us say, and in thc United Lingdom, had taken your
attitude; I mean, Germany would have given terms again at

that time, which terms would have militated very seriously



against Russia.

MR. SLAGHT: ‘“hat would have happened to Cunada at that
time had we laid cown and let them walk in? Were you going
to invite them to come to Canada and take possession of this
country?

WITNESS: No, I wasn't going to invite them.

LR. SLAGHT: Then, why not try to stop them?

WITNESS: I am prepared to admit that there was a defect
in ny position personally. I am not anxious, however, to
unload my position to this committee, I am merely trying to
explain the. position of our people,

MR. SLAGHT: T an stopped. I.cid not understand what
troubled you, what your part was, which enabled you to say
I am prepared to do things to prevent Canada making an
efficient war effort because I did not believe she should be
f;ghting Germany at all.

WITNESS: I dic not say that --

MR. COHEN: No, you di¢ not say that.

WITNESS: I woulcd not have lifted@ my finger against
CanaGats war effort, and I think in many cases that a certain
amount of alertness would have helped, and did help.

MR. SLAGHT: Then, I am sorry. I said too much. I would
like to know what actuated your mind, bccause it may ke ve
been actuated by what is there; you say to yourself, I ¢o not
like seeing Britain and Cancca fight against Germany: now,
the corollary of that is, I would prefer to see Germany walking
in and taking over. }

WITNESS: I do not wish to take any such position.

Mit. SLAGHT: Isn't that.inevitable?

WITN'.SS: I ¢o not want to take any such position. Vhat
I should like to szy was, a lack of cooperation amongst the
dcriocratic pcoples.

IR. SLAGHT: You have told us that a thousand times,
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Leavc coopcration out of it. Britain is still alone, her
back against thc wall, except for Canaca, fighting a terrible
fight, people being killed and cverything clse; and during
that period you are telling us that tho recason for your opinion
was because she was fighting Germany. I do not get your angle
of it yet,

WITNTSS: I dia not wish t» convey that opinion, that I
was troubled about her fighting.

MR. SLAGHT: ‘hat werc you troubled about?

WITNESS: I was troubled about the fact that there was a
lack of a united allied fight against Germany.

MR, MacINNIS: To what time are you referring?

WITNZSS: Pretty much up to the time of June last year.

MR. SLAGHT: Wwhy should that trouble you when you were
not enthusiastic yourself? I think if you had been terrific-
ally enthusiastic in your opposition to fascism during the
period mentioned; that is, up to June of 1941; then you would
have been troubled by the lack of enthusiasm on the part of
others; but if you are enthusiastic yourself, on your own
admission, then your position coincided exactly with the
position of the general position as you have mentioned it.

I do not want to goc into these facts, but your testimony has
compelled me in the interest of making this matter clear,

WITNESS: That is not the position I suggested.

MR. SLAGHT: That is the way I feel about it. %“hen a
fellow needs a friend is when he is bocing whipped, and when
his friends come in he thinks they are going to join him
but he finds that they are only standing aloof. Certain
Canacians took the attitude, as I understand you now, that
although you are agrecd against fascism you were prepared to
see Britain go down alone rather than help her.

WITNESS: That is not the position I sugrested.,
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MR. DUPUIS: Give the witncss a chance to explain.

WITN'S.¢" My position woulé be this; it was difficult
for us to understand why you would takc away halls from people
who werc in our community who werc definitely anti-fascist
people,

THT CHAIRMAN: But wer:s they then willing to fight with
us against fascists?

WITNESS: So far as --

THE CEHAIRMAN: ‘Yhen the halls wers taken from these pcople
thesc rcople werc not willing to fight with us against fascists;
and that was the thing which it was hard for us to understand.

WITNESS! It may be, sir that that worked both ways; we were
not quite up to.standard and certainly we could not fcel that you
were fighting an anti-fascist war yot in this country. You were
taking halls away from pecople who were definitely showing that
thecy werc anti-fascist generally through years.

‘THE CHaIRMAN: They did not definitely give us hclp. They
did not go so far as to help us to fight the fascists; then,
it cannot be said definitely that they had shown thcmsclves
to be anti-fascists when they rcfusecd to fight up to 1940.
WITNESS:

I think, to make a long story shcrt, it was because they were
in the main suspicious that we werec not as anti-fascist as they
would wish us to be., Maybe that is en unfair infecrence.

MR. SLAGHT: Do you nmean, because we werc not shooting the
Germans as fast as we could?

WITNESS: 7You will rencmber there was éﬂong period when
you were not shooting Germans at the start of the war.

MR. SLAGHT: Ve tried to. You sat back and waited to sec
what we were going to do.

WITNESS: No, I would hesitate to say that.

IR. MARTIN: I don't see your position, or the stand
you take here. You want to be fair to yourself, and to the

whole situation., You are saying now, I take it, in looking upon



B-5

the past -- as up to June of 1941 -- is that your attitude
was one of error, and leave it to chance.

WITNESS: I am sorry. I would like to be able to mcke this
clear to you.

LiR. MARTIN: That is what I am trying to get.

WITNZSS} I can only take this position; I do not wish to
say that I was correct, but I do not feel that I was in crror.

KR. MARTIN: Then I must say that you are not creating
the sympathy that you are pcfhaps deserving of when you say
you wers against fascism; you admit that we were fightingthe
fascist powers, true, we didn't have Russia with us, and possibly
that was due to a bungling forecign policy -- although we were
fighting fascism you now tcke the position that you were not in
error --

WITNCSS: I would like to say this, where the difficulty
itself lay =-- there were a great many people who while they
will not boast that they were in error will éay this, it was a
very difficult phase to understand, and it was not an easy
position. I know, specaking for myself, I lacked that very
enthusiasm about the war that I have mentioned; but I can say
this now, and this is one thought which I want to leave with
you, that I do know what my position is now; and I do know
that all of our forces are anxious now to do everything in their
powgr and to give everything that they have, and there is no
sacrifice too great to ask of us now.that we will not be able
to make; now that we have found our feet. I may say that that
is my position now, and we are prepared to take that position;
ané I believe that is the position of these people I am trying
to represent here, the people of my district.

KR. SLAGHT: Would it be fair to assume this: supposing
Russia makes another voite face; i @hink it is extremely
improbable; but if shc.saysqit will bc better for me to mke

a separate peage with Germany, and turns around to side with
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Germany afain; would you swing back again into your previous
position? .

WITNISS: Thure can be no"again" because I ¢o not think
she has sided with Germany at any time.

BY MR. O0'Neill: ’

Q. Is it & fzir question to ask vhether your pcople now
arc prepared to fight against fascism or for democracy?
A, '‘Make it both together,

Q. 3uite definitely not. A. TFor democracy and
against Tfascism. .

Q. I can't see that you can put then dcfinitely together.
A. Just, I feel thoy arc once.

Q. I can't see the two togcther, because, for my part,
for instance, I do not oppose any group of fascists more
than T opprosc naziism or cormunism or any other isms that arc
trying to destroy thé way of life that I want to sec pcrpetuated
in this country. It makes no difference to me what kind of
ism it is, so long as they arc trying to destroy thc way of
lifc that I want to see established hcree So you now say that
we should opcn our organization and take in somcbody just
simply because they are anti-fascist. I do not know whether
they arc pro-democratic as well as being anti-fascist;
A. I would not be too sure that your position was a democratic
position if you are not opposed to fascism, I think.

MR, O'NEILL: I &id not say that I was opposcd to
fascism. I said that I was not opposed any morc to fascism
than to naziism or communism or any other sort of ism which
was going to destroy my way of life. That is what I was opposed
to, not perticularly fascism,

MR, MARTIN: I remember having hed a conversation with you
four or five years ago about Spain, and I am prepared to admit
to you now that I was wrong and if I had to do it over again

I wouléd do everything I.could to help the Loyalists. However,
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I do not think that you arc strengthening your position ope
bit when you persist in meking the kind of statements you have
made here today.

WITNTSS: I am sorry, gentlemen; I didn't come particularly
to strengthen my own position. I am not anxious to bring out
intc the light the'question of my own position. I have tricd‘
to bc honzst in my answers.

M.. MAaRTIN: You see your premise; you were criticizing -
the closing of these halls as in the period before June, 1941,
and you werc not in a position to understand why that was done,
That is how this discussion began.

WITNESS: I am quite prepared -- I konow it is a difficult
position for us to get together on, what happened during that
period -- I am quite prepared to leave it, if I can lecave the
message that I have come to deliver as to this situation.
Those wore Gifficult days before.

MR. SLAGHT: I think I understand your position exactly,
apd you put it very clearly; the only thing I do not understand
is your rcason becausc you have not made this clcar to me;

e should let him go oﬁ.

MR. MacINNIS: I do not know that we should go over
this matter any fuﬁherl I,gigagree that the position of the
Ukrainian Labour Fammer Temple Association is a proper subject
for this committee to discuss. I introduced a cormittee
from Toronto to the Secrctary of State, I think it was last
February, having to do with the same matter, and I stayed
with them while they were there and then left the leader with
the Undcr-Seéretary of State, Mr. Coleman, and I afterwards
wrote to the Secretary of State pointing out that in my
opinion this was onc of the matters wthat should be rcferred
to this committee if it were set up again this ycar. And,
rcally, I Go not think that the witness should continue any

longer with this subject, beccause it is not doing any good}
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WITNESS: I am quitc prepared to pass that over for the
prescnt. I would liko to say that there is no question about
thc fact that our European pcople at the prescnt time are
throwing cverything they have into the winning of this war.

I do not belicve anyone can question that fact.

MR+ MacINNIS: ‘'What éo you mean by Europcan people?

WITNISS: I ncan the people who were in my district,
they comc from Yugoslavia, the Uirane and ccntral European
countrics.

MR. MacINNIS: Oh, you mean the people inyour cCistrict?

WITNZSS: Yes, we have an industrial center wherc there
arc neny foreign pceoplee.

MR. SLAGHT: Vhy wouldn't they, their relatives are the
pcoplec who are being killed, it is their homes that are being
burned anc it is thcir womcea who are being ravaged.

WVITNESS: Yhat is true.

MR. SLAGHT: ZEvery crime that Germany can imposs is being
foistcd on their fatherland,

WITN'SS: That is right,

MR. SLsGHT: I would think they were inhuman if they were
not a pcople willing to hclp now.

WITNZSS: That is what I wish to draw :to your attention,
That is the situation., That is reflected in their lives and in
their enthusiasm that they arc prepared to show and are
showing for the war. I believe that we could use every bit of
the energy that they arc prepared to throw into the war effort.
I believe they arc proud of an opportunity to fight, and I
know there exists an enthusiasm that they are preparcd to
put into the war; and I think that in this rcspect the brand
communist will not lessen that spirit but will help it, will
forward it, will bring it out of them and our English-spceking
pcople as well; and even greater effort than we have made in the

pest. In fact, I have worked for communist peoplc in this
district. I knew them well in the days when they were a legal
organization. I came in contact with them. (CC-1l follows)
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It is my impression that they would not only prod my
particular people but they would prod most Canadian
people, even members of government, to make a greater
effort than has been made yet to win this war. I
believe that we should welcome any prodding, any vital-
ization, that they could bring to our war effort; and I
am certain that is the way the people in my distriect feel.
I would add one further word, and that would be in regard
to our community. To show you that they understand in
some measure the spirit of our people, the council in
our district took up the matter of halls. I do not wish
to labour the matter of halls but it is ore of the instances I
used.Il dbelisve they passed a resolution as sending
word down to the government here that they recommended
that the halls be turned over to the Ukranian people
who had built them. Also this matter was taken up with
the legion in the city .of VWelland. Here again the resolution
was passed by the legion of Welland recommending that these
halls be returned to the Ukranian people who had built them.
It seems to me that that is a fair indication of the fact
that there is a certain desire on the part of our people
in our district at any rate, to take another attitude
towards those whom we have made illegal —-- those organiz-_
ations that we have made illegal and particularly the
Communists whom we now feel are not our enemies, whom we
can now feel are anxious to throw everything they have into
the war effort and whom, if we wish to win the war, it scems
to me at least that we could use to good advantage.
BY MR. DUPUIS:

Q. In your district have all these European pcople
their own schools? A. No. They go to our public schools.

Q. Schools controlled by the Department of XIducation?

A i Yo8a



Q. 'What about the teachers? Are they of their race?
A. In some cases our Ukranian boys ané girls have gone
through our Ontario normal schools and have become teachers
and are teaching in our community. I do not think the
ma jority are of that type.

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. Have they become naturalized? A. I would think
the majority. I have made out énd so have my co-workers
made out many citizenship papers in the years that have
passed; and we would have made out many many more since the
war was declared, were it possible. But it, of course, is
not possible. |

BY MR. DUPUIS:

Q. Is it to your knowledge that they have in these
schools text books teaching the principles of Communism?
A. I know that it is not true. Our schools in Ontario
are very loyal schools. There are no text books of any
type other than the government of Mr. Hepburn and his
followers orders, I can assure you.

BY MR. SLAGHT: :

Qe May I ask you a few questions? When did you
join the League for Reacec and Democracy? A. I belonged
to the League against War and Fascism before the League
for Pcace and Democracy came into effect.

Q. “hat year was that? A. I do not know what year
the change of name was made.

Q. Did you become an officer in that association?

A. Yess I was chairman in our district.

Q. Did it have a constitution? A. 'Well, if there
was a constitution, it was a very loose one in our particular
district. I think there was a constitution possibly for the
dominion; but in our own district I doubt if we had a

constitution of our own.
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Qs ‘Were there some Communists who were members of
the league? A. No. I think there were no Communists
members of the league.

BY MR. BLACK:

Q. You said a little while ago that those were
difficult days. What do you mean by that? A. well, I
mean to say I have met all kinds of people, in the church
and out, in business and out, government members as well
as others, who will admit that they were not always right
on exactly seeing,>understanding and interpreting the issues
during those days of the first two or three years of the
war . :

Q. They could not understand Canada's declaration of
war? That was plain enough. A. ‘e knew that Canada
had declared war.

Qe Should that not be enough for any Canadian who was
a resident of Canada? A. Some of us like to not only know
what the country has done but would like to think and under-
stand, so that if possible we can give our whole weight to
it.

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. You mentioned members of parliament. What member
of parliament did you find who was not prepared to support
Canada's declaration of war? A. I did not say that he was
not prepared to support Canada's declaration.

Qe What difficulty did he have in those days? I do
not get that. The country had declared by constitutional
means that we were at war with Germany. That being so,
what difficulty was there? A. Only this, that I had been
on the platform with members of parliamen$ from time to time,
and from my impressions of statements that have been made

I have felt that I was not the only one that was confused.
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Qe Did they refuse, nloné with your pedplo; to
back up the Victory Bond snles? A. No. There was no
refusal. Our people, Mr. Slaght, arc not refusing to
back up the Victory Bond sales.

Q. You say "are not refusing"? A. That is right.

Q. I suggest to you that their attitude down to June,
1941, was against all aid for the war effort. A. They
at lecast did buy bonds and stamps and anything that was
asked of them. I am saying they might not have had élb the
onthusiasm”fhattbaymmuld like to have .had in those days;
but they éertainly did buy, many of them.

BY MR. BLACK:

Qe Whet 1is the sacrifice in buying Victory Bonds?
They get good interest on the money. A. For some of our
working class people it means a sacrifice because there are
many many times when they need it for the actual necessities
of life. There is no such thing as investment for a man
who needs bread.

Qe None of them starved to death on account of that.
A. No.

BY MR. HLZEN:

Q. How many Ukraniams, Yugoslavsand Poles have you
in your district that you arc speaking of? 4. I am only
claiming to speak for them. They have not asked me to.

Q. You were speaking about them: How many are there?
A. It is difficult to say the exact number. I should
think there are in the neighbourhood of a couple of thousand.

2. I asked you of each race. 4. Well, offhand I
cannot tell you exactly.

N+ What per cent of them are supporting Communism
and what percentage of them would you say favoured
democracy as a form of government? A. Well, I feel that

those two run together. I feel that Communism is not



an anti-democratic measure, as I have already suggested
to Mr. O'Neill,
BY Mit. 5SL.LGHT:

Y. How long have you been familiar with Communist
policy? A. Back in 1928 when IAfirst was working in the
church, I workcd as hard as I could work to help put
Communists in jail. I did a good deal in the comsunity to
try to get men to lose their jobs bepause they were
Communists. In the years 1930, '3l and'32 I was chairman
of the first relief work that was done in our community
and I was the founder and organizer of that body. It was
regarded as a very successful effort because we were able
to prove that we could feed men and women at about a cost
of two cents a meal, and one of the things that we refused
to do was to give meals to anyone whom we regarded as a
Communist. That was my attitude up until about 1932 or
1933. .t the time I tried . to understand what was
the reason that these people called Communists took the
position that they took. I wanted to understand them better,
so I asked them to recommend to me books that I might read,
and I did start to delve and read and through that I came to
understand their position from that time on.

BY R. McKINNON:

Qe There is a difference of opinion between the
various Ukraniens in regard to the Communist policy.

A. I believe there is. I know there is a wide difference
of opinion not only among the.Ukranians;but all these
national groups have two elements, one that I would call

a progressive one; they tend somewhat to the leftist

point of view; the other that I regard and I think that they
themselves regard as definitely semi-Fascist or even
Fascists. That issue among the Ukranian people is well

known. It has been arising in our war work. For instance,



I can give you an indication. This is a little bit aside,
but at our meeting last Thursday night, the Czechoslovaks
came for the first time to our war work committee, and they
were very much uﬁset about the fact that the Slovaks --
Slovencg,l believe they called them -- were doing everything
they could to oppose them and keep them from holding
successful meetings and calling them away when they called
a meeting when they were trying to raise funds for the
Canadian Red Cross. They asked me if some action could be
taken to stop this Slovak element which was supporting
Father Hylinka, who was I believe the. lcader in the
Czechoslovék situation.

Q. Do you not think those are antagonisms that have
been brought from the old countries and are being carried
on over here? ... I think they are being carried along here.

2. 0ld antagonisms. . I think so.

N+ The point that I know is very difficult for me to
understand, and I believe it is for the committee too
is this.‘ It has been touched on a number of times. When
Canade was at war and everything was at stake so far as
Canada was concerned, certain classes of people in Canada
found it not only difficult to support our position, but
as Mr. Cohen stated this morning, actively opposed our
pérticipation in the war and were even,to some extent any-
way,retarding our war effort.. Those are Cnnadians, I
‘presume, a number of them born in Canada. It is hard for
us to understand why, as soon as Russia got into the war,
the picture immediately changed and they were all out for
us. ~. 1 know.

Q. If somebody could only make that clear to us,
the real reasons for it, I think this committec may go
a long long way. But nobody has as yet done so.  hAs I wish

I could, sir. I feel too that that situation exists not
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only here but among some or many of our pcople in Canada.
But I do not have that difficulty myself. I feel that I
understand it. First of all, I would say this. It seems
to me that the cnthusiasm of our pcople now to throw
everything they have into the war is not only becausc
Russia came into the war. I would say the main issue there
is this. ‘I know the sense of relief that came to

me the day that Geruany attacked Russia, not onc of grief,
and one almost of gladness because now we were all in this
war against Fascism. Then the statement of Mr. Churchill,
it seems to me, did change even the position of his own
poople when he said -- I cannot give you the exact words,
but you know the meaning of those words that he used --
"411 who fighﬁ against Hitler are our fricnds and all who
fight with him are our encmies." That to rmc was the thing
tpat rnade me change.

Qe It is hard for us to determine whether these
people are the friends of Canada or the friends of Russia.
That is all. It is hard for us to understand. .. Well,
I wish I could help.

Q. Because we have had a very exhaustive survey of
the international and the historical background by
Mr. Cohen of the Qhole picture; we are trying to bring that
down and apply it to ourselves in Canada. A. Yes.

Qe It is heard to get that picture. That is the point
I am trying to make.

MR. MARTIN: Of course, having regard to Mr. Cohen's
presentation, Mr. Cohen does not take the position that
Mr. Sayles is taking.

LR. McXINNON: I know thate

MR. SLLGHT: I think I know Mr. Sayle's position.

~ft. COHEN: ‘Jould you mind if I asked one or two

questions? First of all, may I ask with regard to this
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league for pecace and democracy. I understand there
were a number of other clergymen. I know that Rabbi
. Eisendrath was active in the organization at some time.

I do not think he would be in the position that you find
yourself if he was reviewing his thouglts at any timc during
the war, Is that correct? Is Robbi Eisendrath an offiger?

WITNESS: I could not tell you about‘RabbtﬂEisendnathu

MR. COHEN: .ere there other clergymen?

«ITNESS: There are other clergymen connected with this
organization.

+R. M:RTIN: Mr, Ward in the United States, of the
Theological Sewinary of New York.

BY MR. SL.GHT:

Q. .ere you one of the seventy-five clergymen
that signed a declaration against our participating along-
side of Britain? 4. No sir, I was not. I do not hold their
position. I think it was a poor position to take.

«R. COHEN: There is one other thing, if I may be
permitted to mention it. s the result of your contact
with Ukranians in the Ukranian labour farmer assembly
meetings, what would you say is their attitude towards
Canadian institutions and what would you say about the
suggestion that there was being brought in their midst
a doctrime of force and violence to bring about social

change ?

D-1 follows
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WITNESS: Of course, the doctrine of force and violence
is probably one that we could spend many more days discussing,
and I do think it was a mistake for me to enter into it, but
I do feel this~ - I have been with the Ukrainian people a
great deal and with all these organizations a great deal; I
have lived with them, and I have never heard any indication
of force and violence anywhere. I went through two or three
strikes with some of these people, and the one thing - I
would like to make this clear if I can - the one thing that
these people,who were largely working class people, stressed
was this, "We have nothing to gain by force and violence, we
have everything to lose by force and violence. We haven't
the ammunition in our hands, it is in the hands of those who
oppose us."

BY 1iR. SLAGHT:

. Q. Were these strikes that you went throush with them
since the war? A. No, this was before the war. lay I point
out another thing that I think would be helpful if I could
make it clear. I hate to mention this because I don't know
too much about it but it is an actual fact. an incident that
took place the day I left this week. It was reported to me
there was a strike in our district, that a number of men
walked out of a factory. I am quite satisfied that were you
to allow the Leftist element to have freedom among these men
they would do everything they could to discourage that strike
despite the fact conditions may not be and are not possibly
satisfactory to the working class. They would discourage a
strike at this time becsuse they believe the essentisl thing
in this hour is to win the war.

THE CHAIRIAN: Any more questions?
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h;. COHEN: ur. Menard is here representing local
200 of the United Automobile Workers Union which I under-
stand is the largest local trade union in the country.

THE CHAIRLAI: Where is it located?

MR. MARTIN: Windsor.

Alcide Menard, Called

BY THE CHAIRIAN:

Q. where do you come from? A. "indsor, Ont.

Mr. Chairman, and honourable gentlemen, it is
certairly a pleasure to be given an opportunity to
' address such a distinguished body of gentlemen. Coming
as a layman I take it as a great honour. I have been
delegated by the Ford Motor local of the U.A.W., C.I.C.
to attend this meeting in conjunction with the N.C.D.R.
I must confess that my earliest date of contact with
the X.C.D.R. was at the convention which took place
here last February 24th and 25th. That was my personal
lone inkling of such an organization existing. I attended
the conference and was chosen one of the delegates to
present the brief to the Hon. Ilir. St. Laurent. I heard
the Hon. .Ir. St. Laurent's distinct niessage in regard
to the brief that was submitted to him. Since that
time I have been designated by the executive of our
own local to go further into the details of the plat-
form of the National Congress for Democratic Rights.
From time to time I have reportecd such firndines to our
executive council ané built up such a weight that we
agreed through a mass meeting last Sunday in the city
of Windsor to concentrate with the efforts of the
National Congress of Democratic Rights.

MR. COHEI': Ilass meeting where?
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WITHESS: The meeting took place ir the Jindsor
market, 7indsor, Ont. It consisted of our own locsl
solely, local 200, Ford iotor Co., with approxizately
4,000 members attending.

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

G- Out of what membership? 5. We have possibly
9,000 at the present time. I invest‘igated the situation
for them and also, as I have previcusly said, it hss
bzen discussed in our executive council. 3 resolution
was submitted to the membership attending and they voted
on it and of the 4,000 members I must say this, that
there wasn't one dissenting vote to the resolution. I
have the resolution with me, and if you gentlemer would
cars, and with the permission of Mr. Hichsud I will
read it. The resolution is as follows:

VHEREAS we are now in the most crucial phase of our

war against Hitlerisme, and

'JHEREAS our country needs now more than sver before

the highest form of natioral unity and th=
maximun contribution from 2ll in order to
achieve a democratic, offensive total war
effort and to play our full role in the opening
of a second European frornt to achieve victory
over our enemies, and

WHEREAS certain sections of the Defense of Canada

Regulations and the manner in which they have
been snforced have caused great harm to our
national unity, to war morale and hgve thus
hindered our country in achievinz the maximum
war effort, and

WHEREAS  no Allied country outsidc of Canads follows the

practice of outlawing organizations and
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interning labor leaders and othsrs who

have proven anti-fascist records. Such
practices.are contrary to our democratic
war aims and harnful to an all-out struggle.

Be it, thereforc,

RESOLVED that we, the workers of Ford's in Yirdsor,

Ontario, assembled at a mass meecting on this
l4th day of June, 1942, at the Windsor market,
Join with all labor, progressive and total war
forces in Canada, in demanding the amending

of the Defensc of Canada Regulations so

that an end be put to the above mentioned
undemocratic and harmful practices. And be

it further

RESOLVED that we petition the Parliamentary Committee

(a)

(v)

(d)

for the reviewing of the Defense of Canada
Regulations, which 1is now in session, to
so amend the regulations that -

All interned labor, anti-fascists who are
prepared to contribute towards the success-
ful prosecution of the war be immediately
releascd.

All internment orders issued against such
people but not yet executed be cancelled
forthwith.

Thz ban against all working class snd labor-
progressive organizations who are and always
have becn opponents of fascism and who are
anxious to help in the prosecution of the war,
be liftea and their confiscated property be
returned.

The full force of the law be brought to bear

arainst those pro-fascist, pro-Hitler and pro-



Vichy fifth columnist organizations and
individuals who still carry on their
poisonous activities in our couptry. Be it
also

RESOLVED that copies of this resolution be forwarded
to every member of thec Parliamentary Committee
now dealing with the Defense of Canada Regula-
tions and to the press, and that Mr. Paul Martin,
who represents our constituency in the Houss of
Cormmons, and who is also a member of this
cormittee, bc especially urged to give
expregsion to this resolution and to do every-
thing in his power to secure the adoption of
our proposals both ir the committee and in

the House of Cormons."

Gentlemen, that is the resolution. It was adopted by
the mass membership.

MR. JARTIN: There can be no question about this.
I know this organization verywell. They are a group
of workmen in the Ford and Chrysler plants.

MR. COHEN: This is just the Ford plant.

MR. MARTIN: All good Canadian citizens, loyal
people, who may be taken as reprecsenting their group
Just as any other corresponding group in any community.
Since lir. Menard is here and since he has mentioned my
narie I have no hesitation in saying that Lir. liensrd is
the kind of citizen that is deserving of the hearing
which any parlianentary committee wishes to afford to
one of its own citizens.

WITNESS: I did not expecet quite that type of

-

ovation from .’r. X’artin.



BY MR. SLAGHT:

.Q. Let me ask you a question or two. I may say
on ¥r. Martin's recommendation and your own presentation
I am imprsssed with your personal sincerity. You told us
you analyzed the situation for the members of your union
after being asked to look irto the Communist situation
and report back, and you did so. Let me ask you this,
and I 2m going to read two or three things from the
argurent that haé Just been filed with us in the last
few days on behalf of the organization you belong to.
Did you tell your people this - - -

MR. COHEN: Which docunent is that you are referring
to?

MR. SLAGHT: The Civil Liberties Association.

MR. MARTIN: This is the National Council for
Democratic Rights.

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. Did you inform your peoble that for the first
eighteen .months of the war the Communist party had
opposed the participation of Csrada in the war with the
result that the war effort was retarded in the ten
respects that you heard me put forward to Mr. Cohen and
Lir. Cohen told us he thought it retarded the war effort;
did you make that activity of theirs in the first
eighteen months of the war clear to your people? 4. Mr.
Slaght I might like to explain it in this way that I
mentionsd the fact that the earliest date we had ever
in any shape or form contacted N.C.D.R. was last February.

Q- I was interested to learn that, so that your
personal experience would be very limited, but I thouzht
as an investigator you night have confirmed my view

these activities did rectard the war effort to some extent,
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that as an investigator you would have been bound to
run across that during the first eighteen months.

I know if you had run across it you would have made it
cléar to your people before they produced a resolution
of this type. However, you did not know these things
at firsthand, of course, but did you learn these things
in your investigation and report them? A. wr. Slaght,
again I must say that the N.C.D.R. at no time in my
estimation, or in the estimation of our executive
council, showed us, or by any of their literature that
I have acquired and been able to deliver to our
qouncil and to the membership, have they at any time
showed any affiliations to the Communist party.

MR. MARTIN: I don't know whether that is Mr.
Slaght's suggestion but I happen to know this man
and I do not think there was any suggestion lr. lenard
céuld be presumed to have any such affiliations.

MR. SLAGHT: No, I did not intend any suggestion
of that kind but I gathersd from you - perhaps I am
wrong - that you desired to investigate and report on
the conduct of the Communists of Canada - - -

WITNESS: N.C.D.R., pardon me.

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. You did not go back in that nor investigate the
position of the Communists of Canada for the first
eighteen months because you see after all you are here
with a plea solely for the Communists of Canada and with
no plea on behalf of the National Council for Democratic
Rights, as I understand you. A. The only Communistic
issue that might crop up in respect to lending our weight
to the N.C.DsRs, would be if any of these interned members,

which we consider labor leaders - some of them already
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have been released aﬁd have proven tﬁeir-ability as
labor leaders before and after their release, and we
would petition the government in this respect, that
these men if they are going to be of service to the
country in respect to an all-out war effort which is
actually a necessity, and as labor in itself realigzes,
that it would bc a wonderful act on the part of the
government to release these members, and if at any
time they find their actions are subversive or of the
sabateur type they still hawve the ultimatum of
picking them up and incarcerating them until the end
of the war and deportation after.

Qe X undeéstand that, but the pocint that I wanc
to put to you is this; you are here today and your
counsel is here today to ask us to remove the
existing ban against Communism and with no plea for
the National Council of Democratic Rights whatever.
Now, did you investigate Communism and its activities
for that eighteen monthé and report it to this
meeting of 4,000 people bzcause if you didn't that

aking
- {n%nly for myself- an influence with

has ~ I .an
me as to the value of their recommendation to us to
remove the ban ageinst Communism. In other words, if
they don't know what it is all about how can their plea

to us have any real value? e have got to go deeper

than well-meant pleas.

E-1 follows



WITNESS: I am very much in agreement with your idea,
but. I will say this that owing to the fact that we are only
a8 new organization ourselves we have only held a contract
with the Ford Motor Company since January 15, 1942, I do
not deem it necessary that we should go into the past hist-
ory of the Communist Party with respect to the N.C.D.R.

BY MR. MARTIN:

Q. I think from the line of questioning that was pur-
sued this morning by myself and several others including Mr.
0'Neill you will see how scrupulous this committee is for
all the members in making sure that no-one has been inter-
ned or anyone is going to be interned oh the mere ground
that he belongs to a trade union or that he belongs to a
labour organization. I for one také that matter very
seriously, as do all members of this committee; and if
there is any impression I would like to leave with you to
convey back to your members it is that. A, Mr. Martin,
I certainly appreciate that, and we certainly as a labour
organization - as a labour attitude -we are appreciating the
fact that we are getting the cooperation of the dominion
government in our work and in our efforts. I think
Mr. Martin will verify that attitude. He was at our meet-
ing with Mr. Howe in Windsor and Mr. Howe expressed his
very sincere wishes that we carry on, and he was very
appreciative of the manpower that was there to meet him.

--Witness retired.

THE CHAIRMAN: We will now hear from Mr. Hay.
M. G. HAY, Called.

BY THE CHAIRMAN:
Q. What do you represent? A. The Brotherhood
of Railway Carmen, No.488, situated at London, Ontario.

Q. Proceed, Mr. Hay. A, Mr. Chairman and
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members of the parliamentary committee and distinguished
visitors, I would like to say a few words about myself
first and my organization afterwards. I would like to make
it clear to this committee that I am not a communist and I
have never been one. I would like to say a few words about
my organization. It enjoys a membership of 11,000 in the
Dominion of Canada. We have been functioning now for 25
years, and it is, as some of the trade union members of
this committee know, a stable organization and has yet to
resort to a strike in order to enforce thir demands .

MR. McKINNON: The strike goes back a few years
before your time my boy; you had a dandy.

WITNESS: Even if it was before my time, I am speaking
of wmt I know.

MR. SLAGHT: They are a high class organization; I
have them in my constituency.

WITNESS: I would like to say a few words about the
number of organizations on the back of the memorandum. I
can assure the members of the committee that they represent
a good cross-section of Canadian labour ffom coast to
coast, from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Those organiza-
tions have been functioning for & number of years and have
a high prestige not only with the people here but with the
people of Canada.

I might say a few wofds about the defenqe of Canada
legislation and the attitude of trade unionists throughout
Canada. Organized labour and trade unionists have fol-
lowed for a number of years, since the Defence of Canada
Regulations have been in existence, these internment cases,
and they do not think it is coincidental; they do not
think it is accidental that these men that afe interned

at crucial moments when negotiations are going on between



their own trade unions and the members of their employers.
That is the feeling that is brought back by their delega-
tions from any worthwhile organization in the Dominion of
Canada, and that includes the Dominion Trades Congress. I
know our delegates have come back year after year with that
same story, and also with the same story that they were not
interned for their trade union activities, that they were
interned because of their communist activities.
BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Are any of your own organization interned? A To
my knowledge, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe we have anybody
interned.

Q. If those people were interned for their labour
activities waild there hot be some members of your organiz-
ation,because you must be very active in labour organiza-
tions? A. Mr. Chairman, I would like to answer that
question in this way: We are a progressive organization
and we are an A.,F.of L. organization, and in every labour
organization in this country there is a left wing group.
That is not to be denied. They are there in spite of
whatever we say, and they are still there and the chances
are that they will remain there because you cannot sup-
press public opinion. Does that answer your question?

BY MR. McKINNON:

Q. Before I forget, are you an officer in the
National Organization or just a local officer? A I am
just a local officer, and I may say, sir, that I have a
mandate from my local: "A.,W. Smith, Ottawa, Ontario. We
pledge our support in the work of your delegation and wish
you every success. Signed W. Walsh, Secretary."

Q. That is your local? A. Yes.

Qe In London? A. Yes. If you will notice on the



W

E-4

_back of the memorandum there are other car men there listed,
some in British Columbia, Toronto, and in other places. I
am speaking not only for myself but other lodges of the
Brotherhood of Railway Carmen of America.

Q. The point I wag trying to bring out is that you
do not claim to be speaking for the carmen of America?

A. No, that would not justify me because that would be
telling an untruth. I am not representing the Brotherhood
of Railway Carmen.

Q. You are representing your own local? A. Lodge

488. I wish to call your attention to a number of Brother

hood Railway Carmen lodges that are listed on the back of
the memorandum, and even though I am not speaking for them
they have specifically pledged support to the N.C.D.R.
'program. From a patriotic standpoint the members of our
lodge havé?gg;e than their share. Out of a membership of
455 we have 225 who regularly go down for blood donations.
We have supported at all times the sale of War Saving
Stamps and Victory Bonds.

MR. SLAGHT: Speaking for myself, I do not think any-
body has any doubt about the bona fide and patriotic
cgaracter of the organization that this gentleman repre-
se;ts. If there is any doubt in anybody's mind we might
spend some time to satisfy it. :

WITNESS: I wanted to make that clear. We do not
have any wildcat organization, we are as patriotic as any-
body.

THE CHAIRMAN: We admit that.

F-follows
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Therefore, it is for that reason thaé we ask favorable
rccommendation by this committce for the relcase of any
fasecists now interned in the Hull jail,
BY ..R. DUPUIS:

Q. Do you know cnything about the doctrinc of the
communists at 2ll? 4. Yo, sir, I have no idez of the
doctrinc of the communists. 7Je do know, cnd it was brought
out in our lodge, that thc communists wcre not sympathctic
to our var c¢ffort at that :certain timec that was brought out
in this committce, but that did not apply agcinst trade
unionists that werc ﬁnti-fascist, and it was British because
they arc out to fight and to beat fascism regardlcss who
w2s in office ; and we certainly welcomed Russia when they
did comc in, and we rcally sympathize with Russia just the
senc ws we do with any othe¢r anti-fascist country, their
sympzthies are with Russia,

.Q. You do not know if they werc interned in joil because
of their affiliation with trade unions or for some other
rcason? fe. Sir, I would like to make it clear, as 1
seid béforc, we have delcegates who attend every important
conference ond convention in the Dominion of Cancda. They
bring back the findings and recommcndations of thosc conventior -
and, as I scid hcre once before, they made that cleer at the
last Dominion Trades Congress, that thesc men were not
interned for their labour activities but for their communist
activities. As I said before, we are quite sympathetic to
men of thc czlibre of Art Chapman and Bruce Magnuson, who
is thc president of the Trades and Lebour council at Fort
%illiam,

LR. MacINNIS: It was Port Arthur, wasn't it?

WITNESS: I can't just say. I thought he was an officer
at Fort ""illiam,

MR. MacINNIS; No, it was Port arthur,

WITNTSS: I thought it was Fort William; is it not?
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MR. MacINNIS: No, it was Port Arthur.

WITNESS: The Port Arthur Trades Council, Any man who
has enough prestige to be elected an officer of the Trade
Council of the size of ecither Fort William or Port Arthur
darries a certain amountvof prestige with him and with that
organization; and we specially aék, even if it means the
legalization of the communist party, that you let these men
out of the internment camps. We will support the N.C.D.R.
in its report to this committee and we would ask that this
committee bring in a favourable report, along these lines.

MR. DUPUIS: You have not answered my question: has
it come to your knowledge that the communist policy, even in
this war, is to the effect of favouring class struggle, or
the ogerthrow of the govermmeng by force and violence; if
you knew that to be their policy would you be a member of
the communist party?

WITNESS: I would like to answer that question in this
way: I do not believe that the communists will resort to
arms and strife to forward their ends; from what I know of
working class people they are just the reverse to that,
they are peaceful minded men and women and all their interest
is in social security rather than in starting any strife.

THE CHAIRMAN: You do not mean to associate labour
organizations with communist orgenizations?

WITNESS: I am not, sir,

THE CHAIRMAN: That is righte.

WITNESS: I am not trying to confuse you, I made this
point quite clear, that we have a left wing element now in
the labour movement; and from what I know of and understand of
these men over & number of years they have all been quite
peaceful and I have never yet hcard them speak of any violence
of any d-scription.

MR. DUPUIS: You have never been in the intimate circles

of the communist party?
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WITNESS: No, sir, I have made that quite clear here.

I havec never bcen a cormunist and I have always been anti-
fascist; and in my estimation no loyal British subject at
this time could be anything else but,

MR. SLAGHT: I would just like to call your attention to
the fact that Mr. MacInnis, Mr. MacKinnon and Mr. 6'Neill
are all trade unionists.

WITNESS: I am glad to hear it,.

MR. MZRTIN: Mr. MacInnis, as a matter of fact, belongs
to a street railway union,

MR, COHEN; Mr., Slaght and I are also members of trade
unions,.

MR. SLAGHT: Even amongst lawyers you will find left-
wingers.

WITNESS: That shows that you really have a progressive
union amongst lzwycrs, and you are to be congratulated
on your organizatione-

THE CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr, Hay.

WITNESS: I am glad of the opportunity of saying a
few words to this committee; and also, my stay down here
has been very sinstructive; and, as I said before, I am
quite young and I can do with a lot of instruction. It
has really been a pleasure to hear the discussiéns here.

MR. MacINNIS: It has been a pleasure to listen to you.

THE CHAIRMAN: Who are you calling next, Mr. Cohen?

MR. COHEN: The Réverend J. M. Freeman,

THE REVEREND J. M. FREEMAN, Gencral Secretary,
Fellowship for a Christian Social Order, Toronto,
called:

THE CHAIRMAN: You have six minutes.

WITNESS: I will be quite brief.

MR. SLAGHT: Do you come from Norfolk by any chance?

WITNESS: No.
THE CHAIRMAN: Surely you don't come from Windsor?
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WITNESS: No, I am a westorner and I come from Alberta,

Now, Mr. Chairman and members of the cormittee I am
pleased today to support the brief which has been submitted
by the National Council of Democratif Rights. Although
I an not nyself a member of that organization I was invited
to come and support their plea partly I believe because our
own orgenization; we call ourselves a Christian Social Order;
it passed a resolution at its recent annual confecrence which
agreed in principle to the kind of argument which has been
presented by Mr. Cohen and by the other members of the
delegation. Now, I am here as an individual. I am not here
representing officially my organization. Nevertheless I am
backed up by the resolution which they passed. And I waald
like to emphasize this, that thcse resolutions were passed
unanimously,without dissent, by a group of people of a fairly
wide diverse social and political outlooke. i¥e have a good
variety within our interdenominational organization, and the
people accepted these resolutions without arguing agains then,
Now, with your permission, I would like just to read this
and then speak briefly to it. I do not know whether they
have becen presented before or not., The first resolution
reads as follows:

"This conference strongly supports an amendment to

Section 21 of the Defence of Canada Regulations asking

that internment be legal only on conviction of some

overt action detrimental to the war programme as set

out in section 39 A, B and C of the saié regulations; and

urges also that the Department of Justice forbid the

Royal Canadian Mounted Police acting contrary to the

decision of a court of law",

nd the second one rcads:
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"Bclicving that it would strengthen Canadian dcnocracy,

we urge that the ban on the communist party of Canada

be lifted immediately and that persons who have becn

interned on tho'ground that they were ncrmbers of the

communist party be relcased.™
Now, I would like to say sorcthing in corment about the kind
of feeling that lay back of thcse resolutions. I Speak more
personally Because there was no chance really of getting the
various reasons in our cnnual conferences
BY MR. ROSS:

Q. What was the conference? A. Tt was the annual
conference of the Fellowship for Christain Social Order.,.
It is the organization which employs me as its secretary.

BY MR. MacINNIS:

Q.: Where was it held? A. Carlton street United
Church, Toronto,

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. Is it international in scope? A, If we call
Newfoundland a foreign country, ycs; because, we have members
in Newfoundland and the rest of Canada, not beyond that.

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Have you any in the United States? A. No, we have
sort of fraternal relations with other groups in the States but
we have no menbers down there.

BY MR. MARTIN:

Q. Is this an organization of various churches or is
it a church itself? 4ie No., It is an interdenominational
voluntary organization, largely clergymen in the United Church,
the Church of England, the Baptist Church and so on.

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Has it becen in existcnce long? A. T twgs organized

in the winter of 1933 or 1934,
BY MR. MacINNIS: -
Q. What is the purpose of thc organization? : A. The
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purpose is to apply Christain.and social problcms,

MR, MaRTIN: Not a bad icca.

WITNESS: It was develdpcd in the deprecssion for that
purpose,

MR. MacKINNON: We should have a little morc like it.
WITNESS: Now, with regard to the first resolution
concerning Section 21 of the Defence of Canada Regulations:

I believe that our group support that largely from the
convictifn that Christianity nust be concerned with justice;
and during the history of the democratic institutions the
nethod ofAtrial by your peers is one way of avoiding a mis-

carriagec of justice,

GG-1 follows,
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We have felt over ﬁhe period since the Defence of Canada
regulations have been used, that there had been many
cases where it seemed that men had been unjustly interned.
You could not be sure about it because there had been
no trial. No evidence had been presented openly to prove
that they had been engaged in activities detrimental to
the war effort. That particularly refers to the clause
here asking that the R.C.M.P. be forbidden to act contrary
to the decisions of a court of law. That is, cases have
been brought to our attention where a man has been interned
after being acquitted in a court for lack of evidence.
Possibly the best comment I can make on that is that we
are opposcd to that sort of thing. In an article on
Pastor Niemoller in Germany, the man who gave the material
is referred to in the following manner:
"Dre Stein was arrested in the summer of 1936

in Berlin on a charge of attempted high trecason and was
released after months in Moabit prison in Berlin for lack
of evidence. At the gate of the prison he was irmediately re-
arrested by the Gestapo and thrown into a concentration
camp in Sachsenhausen."
That, I would say, is the thing which we are utterly
opposed to and we do not want to see that develop in
Canada.

with regard to the Cormunist party, I do not think the
rcasoning of people today is complex at all. They feel that
events have demonstrated the fallacy of linking the
Communist group with the Fascist, Nazi and other groups
which represent the axis powers and their ideology. Many
of us were taken in by the various propaganda methods of
the Nazis and other groups of that type -- first, that the
Cormunists were the greatcst menace to the democratic way

of life and if you wanted to save democracy you should join the



Fascists against the Cormunists, That was disproved by
events. Mr. Cohen has outlined those events. Then there
was a period when we were told that the Fascists, the
Comrunists ﬁnd Nazis were all thc same, identical. That
again has been disproved by events. So that pcople today
feel that to perpetuate in section 39 C this linkage of
groups which events have shown to be utterly opposed,

is not in accordance with the truth revealed by the facts.
Therefore, we have asked that that be changed, that the
Communists be given their legality. Personally, I feel

that to give that 1s to strengthen democracy. I do not feel
that it is safe in a democracy to outlaw political expression,
political parties. Personally 1 do not feel that the
Commnunists are inimical to democracy itself.

& BY MR, MacINNIS:

Qe Would you say in any country where political
expression is outlawed, it is not a democracy? A. I feel
that from the standpoint of political democracy, yes.

I suppose you are referring to Russia?

Qe It does not matter what I am referring to.

I just want you to answer the question. 4. There is
another angle to that, of course. In the countries where
the Communist party has been outlawed, they are the ones
who have destroyed denocracy; they are the Fascist nations.
I gather -- I have not studied all the united nations on
this particular angle, but I gather we are the only one
who has declared the Communist party illegal and maintained
that position.

Qe You were talking about declaring illegal a
political party, and that it was not done in a democracy
or that it was not consonant with the principles of
democracy. My question was that you would agree then that

in any country where political opinion or where political
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in any country where political opinion or where political
parties, except one political party, were not allowed,
it was not a democracy? i. Not a political democracy.

Q¢ Do not hedge on this. 4. No, I am not.

Qe We are dealing with a political democracy.

Ae I want to make it absolutely clear that I do believe
sincerely that in Russia you have a form of economic
dernocracy which is extremely important. .t the same time
you do not have our kihd of political democracy where
you have freedom of organized political parties. Is not
that true?

Qe I do not want to hedge on the question. It is a
question of your answering yes or no. If it is against
the principles of democracy to outlaw a political party
in Canada, I assume, from my simple reasoning, that it wouldbe
.against the principles of democracy to do the same thing
in any other country. My mind cannot grasp subtle
distinctions. It is possibly a weakness in me. A. I think
it is inimical in any country to prevent freedom of political
expression,

Qe Well, that is all.: -.

BY THZ CHATERMIN:

Qe Do you make any distinction between a political
democracy and a social democracy? aA. Yes. I would rather
say between?political and economic democracy. Social refers
to both, really.

BY MR. SLAGHT:
2« 48 I recall your organization's petition to us,
Mr. Freeman, it asked us to recommend the revision of
section 21, so that no one could be interned unless he had
been convicted by the court of some overt action. Am I right

in understanding that to be in the petition?  4i. Yes. That

is the way it is worded.



Q.. Did your people, before they asked us to do
that, consider that there is any difference when a country
is at war to conditions when it is at peace? Did they
consider or did theyxknow that the purpose of the Defence
of Canada regulations is to prevent sabotage and overt
actions in war time rather than to punish people who are
caught after blowing up bridges or canals? Did they consider
that aspect of our Defence of Canada regulations,-or did they
even know that that was the theory upon which, both in
Britain and in Canada, these regulations have been passed?
iie I would say that niost of these members who are clergymen
and professOrs and so on have considered that nmatter very
seriously. They also know a good deal about the Defence of
Canada regulations. It is not the first time we have
considered them. They know that in war time you have to
prevent actions which would be destructive to your military
activities.

Qe How are you going to do that if you allow them to
blow up a bridge first? True you may have evidence. If
Soiw one saw him do its. of course you convict
him in court. But do you not think that the theory of
preventive medicine in these regulations, if it is not

abused, is a wise thing in war time?

H-1 follows
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A. I don't think there is any opposition there to taking
prcventive action except that you produce the evidence
to prove that the man was about to commit such an
action. /

2+ You do not even s2y that. You say ﬂdnly after
some overt action on his part¥. That is from the
resolution. I took it down as he read it, but you
would only intern him if he has been convicted - I
suppose you mean in court - of an overt action of a
subversive character and then and then only could you
put him in an internment camp. That is what you are
asking us to recommend and I want to point out to you
I an afraid you have got an awful task there because
that has been all threshed out, and I may say to you
my understanding of the theory on which our regula-
tions , as well as the British,proceed, is thatiit is
to pick up the man who it is beliewved on some type
of evidence is about to commit these things rather
than to put spies around to watch him do it and then
arrest him afterwards. That is the theory that we
work on, I may tell you. A. Yes, but as I say the
appéal here is for that kind of recormendation as far
as the committee, I would say, which will show that
broad social vision for the developing of democracy
and to protect the procedure which has been déveloped
even in the difficult times of war, and if you have to
include a2 phrase or clause providingfor preventive
action I do not see why that cannot be done.

THE CHAIRMAN: Any questionsyou wish to ask?

. BY MR. HAZEN:
Q- If it is not too late I would like to ask Mr.

Freeman if he could mention some ¢ases where men have



been interned after they have been acquitted for lack
of evidecnce, have been picked up. A. Yes.

; Q. Can you give us some instances? A. I never
rnade a record. I keep clipgiﬂgs of those things. I
have not got them with me. There was o case that
comes to mind in Winnipeg. Possibly lr. Cohen reecslls
the name of that person-who was acquitted in court and
arrested by the R.C.I:.P. wher he left court.

ME. MARTIN: That is Saunders.

IR. MacIMNES: Saunders in Ottaws.

IIR. COHEN: There wer: several such cases. Is
there anything else?

THE CHAIRMAN: No.

IR. COHEN: I should 1like to thank the committae
exceédingly, as I have had occasion to do for
scveral doys and state with respect to the two
rermaining members of the delegation, lMrs. Burchard
ond kr. Smith, particularly having regard to the
hour, they have asked me to state that anythinsg they
would say to the committec is contained in the brief
filed by the N.C.D.R. and the representations I have
made. If I can be at any future time of any assistance
to this committee along thc lines indicated I will be
only too happy to do so.

THE CHAIleﬁ:‘ We will meet on Thursday morning

at 10:+50:

The committce 2d journed at 6:20 p.x.
to meet again on Thursday, Junz 18th,

1942, at 10:30 o'clock =.m.



ﬁ d_f ,jl' "‘.?'

- ” i ”‘\L 5 r;uu

e
Lo ,\.
||'0‘
A

: 1.& ATy

{1 1m

o e

i
iy

\.\ ’!‘



DATE DUE

GAYLORD PRINTED IN USA







