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FMINUTES OF EVIDENCE

House of Commons,
July 9, 1942.
The Special Committee on Defence of Canada Regulations
met this day at 11 o'clock a.m. The Chairman, Hon. J.E,
Michaud, presided.

THE CHAIRMAN: We have a quorum and we shall open our
proceedings.,

Minutes of previous meeting read:

MR, SLAGHT: I think perhaps a correction shculd be made
there of what may be an inadvertent statement as to what the
witness was to deal with., My recollection is not that he was
to be confined to dealing with the Defence of Canads Regula-

tions, but with the attitude of the Communist party towards

‘the war, I think the minutes, before being affirmed, should

be corrected in that regard,

MR, ANDERSON: Strike out the words "Defencoc of Canada
Regulations," and insert "in relation to the war."

Minutes with the suggested correction approved.

THE CHAIRMAN: We have with us this morning Mr. Norman

invited
Freed, who has been , to testify., Will you come forward, Mr,

i/

Freed?

MR, NORMAN FREED, called:

MR, MacINNIS: Mr, Chairman, I understand Mr, Cohen is
here this.morping. He has been representing Mr, Freed and
other persons in connection with other matters and he would
like to be here this morning as representing Mr. Freed. I do

not think the committece --

THE CHAIRMAN: What is the pleasure of the committec in
that regard?
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MR, McKINNON: What represcntation does Mr, Frecd re-
quirc? He was invited to come here to give us his opinion.
I imagine that he has the protection of the committec,

MR, MacINNIS: I do not know --

MR, SLAGHT: We can accord him such protection as we
have pover to accord him with regard to anything he may say
here being used against him in any way, and I fency any court
would rcspect that, In other words, if by our according him
that he cannot have it, Mr, Cohen's prescnce won't give it
to him,

MR, BENCE: The only object of Mr, Cohen's prescnec, as
I see I, 13 'thisii If Ethere is a possibility of this witness
making somc statcment that might put him in a position where
he could be prosecuted then Mr. Cohen can advise him not to
answer,

MR, MacINNIS: That is what I had in wind, Mr, Chairman.
The witness is now an internec, and in any application before
a court of revicw there¢ should not be anything said hers
that would precjudice the witncas, and Mr. Cohen would He in
a position to advise him not to answer the questicn if he
thought that the question would be prejudicial to hin at some
other time.,. That 1s all I had in mind.

MR, SLAGHT: I had not that vicw of it, Mr, Chairmon.

I think perhaps we should have Mr, Cohcn remain with him,
but may I point this out; we are not reviewing the insern-
uent cases or the witness!s case, He understands that,

WITNESS: That is correct.

MR, SLAGHT: Wec have no power to deal with it eithoer
in the first instance or by way of an appeal from the order,
We have 211 set our faces against so doing. If Mr. Cohcn
wants to intervene and suggest that any questicn ought not
to be answered I think that is =2 very prover and added

protecction. I think you might declere, Mr. Chairman, if you
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see Tit, that it is the unanimous view of the committee that
anything this witness states here before us this worning
should not be used against him at any time at any proéeedings
anywhere else, 3

MR, O'NEILL: My undcrstanding, Mr., Chairman, is that
Mr. Freed was brought here with the understanding that any-
thing he says will never be used against him,

MR, McKINNON: Will not be used.

MR, O'NEILL: I havé no objcction to Mr. Cohen being
here,

MR, ANDERSON: May I just suggest that the rule should
work both ways and that anything said here will not be used
before an advisory committce by anybody; that any statement
made by any member of the committee should not bé utilized
elsewhere?

MR, BENCE: Correct., And also Mr, Cohen is not here
for the purposc of interpreting what the witness is going to
say. We will do our own interprcting, draw our own con-
clusions of what the witness ssys. It won't be a case of
Mr, Cohén stepping in in an c¢ndeavour to interpret what the
witness 1s trying to say-so that it may heve a better inter-
pretation before this committece,

MR, McKINNON: It is not a question of it should not be
used, but it will not be used, as Mr., Anderson pointed out,
by either side at any time in the future. Now, with that
assurance what 1s the purpcse of a legal representative?

If that assurance can be given what is the purpose of a
legal represcntative?

MR. BLACK: Mo other witness has been reprcsented by
counscl.

MR. McKINNON: Con that be given?

MR, MARTIN: This witness is in a little different

category. He is a man interned. We have never heerd an
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. interncc, He does not come nltogether as ~ frec agent, I
think, h&viné in mind the circumspection‘th&t Mr, Slaght has
indicated, this is the wisest thing to do.

MR, BLACK: H= 15 not here on 2 subpoenz; he c2me here
entircly willingly.

MR, SLAGHT: Here at his own request.

MR, HAZEN: I am in favour of having Mr. Cohen stay, but
I think thet it should be 1mpréssed on Mr, Cohen, 2s 1t has
been impresscd on the members of this committee, that this is
a secret cormittee and what is said here is not to go outside,

THEZ CHAIRMAN: What is said here end what is being done
here should not be used outside or commented on outside, Mr,
Cohen.

MR, COHEN: I think I can save 2 great deal of difficulty
with regard to the matter if i say that I heve regarded my
presence here this morning as being somewhalt of a most passive
character, I did not even cxpect to be permitted to address
these few words to the committee., I felt I was here more pro-
forma, having regard to this man as an internec in the sense
of a priscner it would be proper for him to have counsel with
him. I did not expect to take part in any proceedings at all
but in so far as interpretation is concerned I might go so far
as to suggest to some member that some further question might
be asked to elucidate a point a 1little further, I know I do
not have to give this committez the further assurance I am-
fully aware of the fact these proceedings are held in camera,

and I will be governed by that,

THE CHAIRMAN: You understand, Mr, Cohen, that whatever
is being done and saild here should not be commented on outside
of this room or should not be used to base directicns outside
of this room.

MR, COHEN: Yes.,
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5 THE CHAIRMAN: Is it the wish of the committee that Mr,
Cohen should stay here?

Suggestion agreed to,

THE CHAIRMAN: Whatever you do or say is understood not
to be held sgainst you, Mr, Freed, You understand that, Mr,
Cohen?

MR, COHEN: I understand, I doubt very much in a legal
sense whether this committee has any such power as Mr,.Slaght
indicated, but I think perhaps courts would out of respect,
certainly administrative Crown officers would out of deference
to this situation here yicld. As a matter of fact I do not
think as a legal right you have the right to give the pro-
tection you are secking to give,

MR, SLAGHT: We are giving him the power which is in our
power to give

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Mr, Freed, in order to have the records straight we
would 1like to have your full name,. A,  Normen Freed,

Q. Your age? A, I was born in 1906,

Q. Where, in Canada? A, Nb, in Poland. 1 reame to
Canada in 1920, I am married here and have a son.

BY MR. BENCE:
Q. Where has your residence been before? A, Toronto,
BY THE CHAIRMAN:
Q. Your occupation? A, Printer by trade,
BY MR, BENCE: |
Q. What 1s your occupation? A. Printer by trade.
BY MR, SLAGHT:
Q. British subject? A, “Yes, i sir,
BY MR, BENCE:
2. How long have you becn in an internment camp?

A. Since September 18, 1940, That is the date I was arrested;
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: I did not get to thé internment camp until five weeks later.
I was in Lansdowne berracks in Toronto for abcut five weeks.
BY MR, MacINNIS:

Q. Do you feel qualificd to enlighten the committee on
the attitude of the Communist party towards Cenada's partici-
pation in the war? A, Yes, I do; I was a member of the
leading committce of the Communist Party of Canada, what is
known ~s the political bureau, and participatecd in the shaping
of policy and I think I can, to the best of my ability,
interpret that policy as I saw it or as I understood it when
I participated in 1its shaping and activity.

’ BY MR. McKINNON:

Q. When were you naturalized? A. 1926, in the city
of Montreal. I cameé herc¢ with my parents., My father had
been here before; I came with my mother and four other
brothers, We all resided in the city of Montreal, I was
naturazlized by virtue of the feect I was only 16 or so when my
father became naturalized, and I did tzke out papers of my
own,

BY MR, HAZEN:

Q. ' ‘Did yoﬁr case come befors the advisory comittee?
A. No, sir; I wes celled in February --

MR, ANDERSON: He 1s going into individual cases.

MR, MARTIN: ©No; he is not osking nbout the merits of
the case; he is asking if he was heard.

WITNESS: I was called in February, 1941, before Mr,
Justice Henderson, and I’did not proceed because I had no
particulars given to me. My counsel had advised -- Mr.
Goldstick was my counsel then -- that it is impossible to
prepaore o defence unless particulars are presented.

BY MR, BENCE:

Q. Just 2 minute. You werc just asked ¢ question as to
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* yhether your case was heard ﬁy the advisory committece, A, No,

MR, HAZEN:. Have you jgot the answer down? I should like
to have the answer down,

WITNESS: I was informed about five months ago I was
going to have a hearing but it has not come up yet.

MR, SLAGHT: I do not think 1t will do any harm in
exploring this, subject, to your ruling Mr, Chairman.

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. I should like to know this. You say you were called
before Mr. Justice Henderson who, I understand, was acting in
the capacity of an advisory committec, He was willing to
review youriease AL That: 1s correct, "sir.

Q. On the grounds on which you were interned? A, That
is correct,

Q. On the advice of some counsel other than your present
counsel -- what 1s his name? A, Mr, Goldstick of Toronto,

Q. You declined to have Mr, Justice Henderson review
your case? e YPnat s ‘correct, sir,

Q. Have you ever since --

BY MR, HAZEN:

Q. Pardon me, He gave thc grounds. The grounds you
gave for refusing were that the reasors for your internment
were not given you? A, That is correct. I was given the
right to proceed but I declared that I could not go ahead
because I had not particulars other than the general state-
ment from the Department of Justice that representations had
been made "that you were 2 member of the Communist party,"

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. That was a particular, of course; so you did have
that, A, I had that,.

Q. You had that particular and that was charged up

against you. A. No, there was a list of charges as long as
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‘my arm read out to me at the hearing which I had no knowledge
of previously, no previous knowledge at all.

Q. Having heard 1t said that you were interncd because
you were said to be a member of the Communist party, and
having heard thc 1ist of charges as long as your arm read out
to you, you declined to procced on that date, and do I under-
stand that you have never made any effort to have a hearing
before the tribunal since thal date? A, Thot is not correct.

Q. Have you taken steps? A, Yecs; I have continuously
written, I think perhaps 12 or 14 letters, to the Minister of
Justice, the Deputy Minister, Mr., Anderson, requesting an
opportunity to have a hearing since the regulations have been
changed and particulars are now provided to internees, both
to him and to his counsel, and finslly, after o considszsrable
amount of effort on my part and letters written by influential
people of Toronto, ministers and others, I heve received a
letter that my file has been given over to the advisory com-
mittee for hearing. That was about 3% to 4 months ago, and
I am still waiting to have this heering.

Q. Has your counsel, Mr. Cohen, been acting for you?

A, . Yes,

Q. In connection with that? A, Mr. Cohen has also
been advised I was to get = hearing,

Q. Is it your suggestion or understanding that you have
never been allowed 2 hearing because the tribunzsl would not
receive you and your counsel? A, I feel this way, that I
was unable to prepare a defence unless I had been provided
with some opportunity to prepare = defence,

with this:

Q. We are faced , For 3% months you say you have
been advised that you_could receive a hearing? . A, That is
right,

Q. Have you or your counse¢l gone before the tribunnl

and hed the hecring? A. Well, I think that there w2z quite
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-a number of other men that had hearings pending and they were
taking their turn and my ﬁurn has not come apparently. I
should think that is probably the reason. It takes a2 con-
siderable cmount of time to investigate these matters from
what I know, having spoken to men who had beecn before advisory
committecs,

BY MR, HAZEN:

Q. Do you remember who you got that potice from, who
signed 1t,‘that you would have a hearing? A, If I am not
mistaken, it was from the Deputy Minister of Justice,

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. Three to five months 2g0? A, Three to 34 to 4

months 2go; I do not recz2ll exactly,
BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Now, I suggest that it was by reason of your counsel's
attitude in the matter that the hearing has not yet taken
~place. What do you say to that? A, That may be so.

Q. But you want us to understand that for 3% months
the tribunal, the advisory committee, have either hecause of
other business or for reagsons of their own pushed you aside
and refused you the hearing? A ve Nogeglin,

Q. My information is that is not so at all. P )
not making that claim whatsoever; I am just reldting the facts.,

Q. Tell us the reason why you have not gone forward for
the hearing, A. Well I think that it is partially due to
the developments thet are taking place, and waiting for a more
favourable opportunity in my cwn mind.

BY MR. HAZEN;

Q. A favourable opportunity for whom? Who is walting
for the opportunity, your counscl or the advisory committec?
A, No, myself.

Q. You are waiting for the opportunity? A, Yes,
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BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Was your desire to get before this committee, which
you started some weeks ago, part of the more favourable
opportunity(-- you may be entitled to that view because you
arc in trouble -- and if you got before this committec first
and made your plea here you would be in bettor shape when you
went before the tribunal? Was that the view? A, Well,
nc, bhecause that would be imputing that I asked to come here
solely for my own purpose, and I am not,

Q. I am not blaming you for it, A, There is an clement
of that there, it 1s trus, I could not detach myself fronm
that situation.

Q. What important clement? It 1s interesting to us if
the tribunal for 33 months had pushed you nround as you first
indicated, If that is the casc we want to know it., Now I
understand you to say that that is not true, AT WeN A
have never been called by this tribunal to come beforc them
end have never turned it down., All I know is that I have not
Bcen called to come before the tribunal since I was told that
I was to come beforec it, Secondly, I was not anxious, frankly,
to come until I felt, as meny other mcn in the camp fecl %oo,
that had hearings pending, that maybe it was better to wait
o 1little longer; but we had no control over the situstion
whatsoever to determine whether we will go or we will not 20,

¢ cannot decide that, It is up to the Department of Justice,

Q. Don't say it quite that way, You have a lawyer who
has been in negotiation with this advisory committee, You
told us ~ few moments ago that you decided that it was more
advantagcous for you to decfer coming beforc the cormitteeg,
Thot is correct, is 1t not? A, Yes, I decided that in my
own mind.

Q. I do not think I care toc probe into the strotegy or

otherwise of you and your lawyer, That 1i/perf00t1y proper
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thing to have, but I was concerned that you were giving an
impression to this committee that this advisory committee --
who are they? Do you know the name? A, The Justice Cameron
committee,

Q. A former member of the House of Commons who is the
éhairman.

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. May we take it that you feel you have not been
prejudiced in your case not yet having been heard? A, Not
at all; I never wanted to make that impression., I just de-
clared I hagjgeen informed on such and such a day I was to
come before the committee, .I was not making any casc against
anyone,

MR, COHEN: I do not want to interrupt, but on that
point may I say this man's name has been on the list of a
number of cases on at least three occasions to be heard and
on each of these occasions I attended beforc the Camcron
committee, We had respectively set aside a week or ten days
as the casc may be anticipating to cover all that 1list, and
on each occasion the time was consumed before this wman's
case was reached. It was never any deliberate strategy on
my part, This is all news to me with regard to the case
being deferred for a more favourable opportunity. What
happened was, after the time was exhausted the cases would be
sct aside for another day. The committee would have business
in other parts of the country and for that matter so would I,
and we would come back again and start on the 1list at the next
hearing. Thet has been the physical situation.

MR, SLAGHT: What concerns us is this. Do you agree with
your client that therec is odium or blame to be attached to
the Cameron committee because of the fact that he has not been
heard?

MR, COHEN: No, not at all, I would make this observation:
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some of these committeces are pretty well loaded up.

MR. SLAGHT: Do you think the witness may proceed now,
sir?

THE CHAIRMAN: Yes,

BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. Before he does may I ask this question? You were a

bommuniat wvhen you were picked up? A. That 1is right,
BY MR, BENCE:

Q. How long had you been a member of the Communist

party? A, Since 1929,
BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. You came to Canada in 19207 A, That is right,

Q. In 1929 you becaome a communist? A, That is right.

Q. You went to school in Canada, of course? A, That
is correct, sir, |

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Did you join thc Communist party in Toronto or

Montrecal? A, The city of Montreal,
BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. Do you still regard yourself as a member of the
Comnunist party, Mr, Freed? ‘ A, Well, that iz very hard
to say.

MR, SLAGHT: I do not think we.should ask him that,

MR, MARTIN: Why? I askcd the question,

WITNESS: I do not mind answering that qucstion. I feel
this wey ebout it, all things stand quite differently at the
present time And I might answer it this way: if I was relcased
I would not be a member of the Communist party so long es it
remained an illegal organization because I do not want to be
identified with any illegal octivity whatsoever,

MR, MecINNIS: I think we should try to refrain

from asking the witness questions that arc personal, That is
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not what we wanted here., What we wanted herc was his point of
viev as tc the attitude of the Communist party towards Canada's
participation in the war, and he has sufficiently identified
himsclf with the party so that he con supply that information
now, I think, with authority to the commlttee.

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Since you have been interned what have been your
relations or communications with the Communist party? A. None
whatsocver outside of newspapers and radio.

Q. Books? A. And books of various kinds,

MR, McKINNON: I suggest that the witness go on and make
his case,

MR, SLAGHT: Perhaps after he hcs done sco some of us
would like to review some of the matters with a:line of
questioning. I have somc questions which I shculd like to
ask at the proper stage,

MR, BLACK: He was called here for a specific purpose,
Let us go on.

WITNESS: Gontlomen, I do not know exachly what 1s wanted,
Personally I had hoped to come here and present what in my
opinion is the communist position tou the war as it concerns
matters at the present time, as I am convinced that recrimin-
ations and evaluations of past activities are not very useful
at the moment and they could well be left to future historians
to evaluate, However, I think it will be necessary to give a
complete picture to deal partially with some of the prcblems
involved, and I could not do any better than by quoting a
statement made by the Primé Minister of ocur country in intro-
ducing Bill 80 where he said in part at page 3525 of Hansard
of June 10, 1942:

"I do not propdse to go at this time into the

reasons which have since occaéioned a change of attitude
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on the part of-some. I readily admit that it may have
been due in part to the changed character and world-wide
gscope of the war. Indeed onc of the purposes of the
plebiscite, as I have so frequently said was to make the
way clear for a consideration, on its merits, of the
question of conscription, in the light of the changed
conditions,

When Canada entered what, in September, 1939, most
pceople believed was going to be !'just another European
war,' it was recognized 1if the war werc not successfully
ended, our national se¢curity would be menaced. Bubt very
few contemplated a war which might come to threanten our
national cxistence. That is thc position Canada is in
to-day. We arc engeged with the other frce nations of
the world in a war of survival,"

Now, the first point I should like to make, gentlemen,
is this, that the Communist party and myself were in that
category of people who had thought that it waos going to br
another European war at its inception., The reason why we

came to this conclusion I think can be found in the policies
that were being pursued in thc immediate period prior to the
war; and we are enough students of history to know that wars
are nothing else than a continuation of politics by viclent
means. I think that is a quotation that has been used by many
people before and I think it still holds true, and the policy
that was pursued prior to the outbreak of the war is now
recognized by everyone to have been a policy of appeasement
which led us into a situation where when war did break out

we were at a total disadvantage. And it seemed that in the
course of the war the same policy with some modifications here
and thore would be continued, a policy that is now recognized
by everyone to have been a mistaken policy. Therefore our

position, among others --
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BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Pardon me, What was your understanding of that
policy?

MR, BLACK: What policy are you referring to?

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. You say the policy that was pursued before the war
would be continued. What was that poiicy? A, Well, the
policy before the war in our opinion was & policy of appease-
ment; that is, instead of taking steps for the establishment
of a world alliance of all peace-loving people, those that
did not want war, those who had nothing to gain but everything
to lose over war, instead of establishing such a world
alliance, concretely an alliance of Great Britain, the United
States, France, Soviet Russia, and the whble British eéunpire,
China and other similer countries that were not intsrestod in
var, instead of that the policy pursued was that of uppcasing
the Axils powers and particularly Hitlor,

Q. Appeasing? What do you mecan by "appeasing"? A. By
appeasement I mean that it seemed that whenever the Hitler
gang found themselves in great difficulty and there could have
been the hope that they would breal down by their own weight
internally, mcasures were. taken mind you that secmcd
to be dosigned for the purpose of averting war but thggre
measures taken that gave them continuously a lease of life.
For instence, take the question of Austria and the question
of Czechoslovakia, the question of establishment of = new
ratio in military parity between Germany and Great Britain --

Q« Is it your understanding or do you mean to say that
in regard to Austria the policy pursued by Great Britain and
France ‘In trying to appease Germany and prevent or delay the
invasion of Austria by Germany was a detrimental policy to

follow? AgcYeas

Q. You say so? R S Yes,
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Q. When finally Germany succeeded in invading Austria
you say that was the right policy for Germany to follow?
A, VYo,

SOME HON, MEMBERS: No,

WITNESS: Not at all, I am opposed to that, that is
invading another country.

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. You apparently blame the alliance of Francc and
Great Britain for pleading with Germany, preventing or delay-
ing that,

MR, BLACK: He 1s perfectly right; we were sound asleep.

WITNESS: I am not here --

MR, MARTIN: We are not to be in the position of
questioning decisions which then were arrived at. He is
mcrely stating why --

THE CHAIRMAN: I am asking a further extension or
explanation of his particular statement. We want to look
into that,

MR, MacINNIS: I do not think the witness made the state-
ment that was attributed to him by yourself, lir, Chairman,
and by Mr, Black. He did not approve at any time of Germany's
invasion of Austria,

THE CHAIRMAN: No; but he gave me the impression, and
that is why I wanted elucidation. He gave me the imprcssion
that the Communist party did not approve of that attitude
when Britain and France tried to, during the period preceding
the war because of their so-called appeasement policy, avert
the invasion of Austria.

MR, SLAGHT: Appeasing instead of stopping them, That is
what he means. i agree with hinm,

MR, BLACK: $So do I.

WITNESS: It is essential to have this period of history
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clear because it explcoins largely the attitude taken in the
beginning of the war and the subsequent changes of policy on
the part of the communists as the war progressed.

MR, SLAGHT: I wonder, before we pass on; if the com-
mittee would be interested in having the witness tell us
this, He says the dommunist party thought there should be a
world alliance of peace-loving people and he mentioned that
Russia, Britain, China and so on should form one alliance,

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Are you not aware that Britain tried to form a
peace a2lllance with Russia and that Russla refused then and
made a poct with Germany? A. I shall deal with that
question

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. What you have in mind, I take 1t, is the statement
made by Mr. Jordan of New Zealand in 1938 of the measure
which should have been supported by all the so-called
democratic powers? A, That is right. As I said, I think
that period of history should be very clear because that will
make the future policies and changes more logically under-
stood. It was definitely our opinion during that period
that the policies pursued concrectely by the Chamberlain and
Deladier governments were policies in the final analysis not
in the 1nterestlof the democratic nations of the world and
certainly not in the interest of Canada, It seemed to us
that these policies would inevitably lead us into war; that
vhat appeers to be an intent to prevent war will on the
contrary lead us into war and a war in which we will be at
a terrible disadvantage.

. I am not saying these things now as a post-mortem,
I made a speech, I recall, at a gathering of communists

dealing with foreign policy. As a matter of fact I attempted
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to specializq in that line, In that speech I pointed out the
cxact thing that I am sayipg to you gentlemen here. It was
in 1937. Mr, Kinﬁ had returncd from a League of Nations
meeting, I believe, .

Q. 1936, A, That is right; and there was a discussion
on foreign policy in which Mr, Martin participated as well.
Mr. King, among other things, said that is is not our concern--
I am not quoting the exact words, but this is the mcaning.
It is not our concern to meddle in European affalrs, among
other things, and I recall having said, dealing with that
speech, that it would be far better for us to meddle
diplomatically in European affalrs in order to avoid ha§ing
to meddle in European affoirs with human lives; and the
egsence of that to me was that our task, as the senior dominion
in tﬁc British empire, should have been to throw our weight on
thg side of those forces of Great Britain and France and any
other countries to establish o world alliance and not to seek
to appease this beast, because no beast can be appeased, Ingteod
of giving this country or allowing this country or any other
country to be taken we should have stopped him right there,
and I venture to say that we would have probably avoidsd tbis
war and at least I am convinced of that. If it had to come
we would be immeasurably stronger and we would not have to
discuss such terrible losses and mistakes and failures that
we have experienced in the first three years of this war,
That was our position. When the war broke out in the beginning
we. had hoped that perheps there 1s going to be a change in
this regard, that finally we are going to stand up and show
Hitler's gang and all his satellites that they are not going
to bonquer this earth, and we supported the war. I recall

Mr, Buck sending & telegram to Mr, King.
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BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. Mr, Whom? A, Buck, Tim Buck, expressing his
support of the war and expressing his party's readiness to
support every effort that would be taken to help Poland in
its predicament of invasion, ;

G. When was that message sent? A, That was during
the time that Poland was invaded, right at the beginning of
the war,

BY MR, MacINNIS:

Q. Between September 10 and 182 A, That is correct,
around that time,

Q. 19397 A Yess

BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. Speaking for the party Mr, Buck assured the Prime
Minister of Canade that h¢ and his party were wholeheartedly
behind any effort Canada put forward to help Poland? A, That
is correct, I am not going to go into the history and the
discussion of the polish venture, Very little was done to
help Poland., Now, I do not know whether very much could have
been done under the circumstances because of distance, because
of the o0ld relationship forces on the European continent at
that time, It was probably already too late to give Poland
real serious help. The help for Poland could have been given
prior to the outbreak of the war, and that brings me to “he
question of the negotiations that were carried on between
Great Britain and Russia on the question of a mutual assistance
pact,

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. At any rate the treaty of guarantee of Great Britain
to Poland was the doing of something which you say should
have been done éarlier? A, Earlier, yes, that is corfect.

Now, negotiations were going on for a considerable time, as



: you gentlemen know, and they did not bring any serious re-

sults., It has been said here, and it has been sald before,
that the reason for the failure of a pact between Great
Britaein and the Soviet Union is that Russia refused such a
pact, I am going to be forced to disagree with that and I
think that if all thé records and the whole history of that
cvent is carefully reviewed it will bear out that was not
the case, You recall that Great Britain could find nobody
else but a third-rate person to send to Russia to negotiate
the world alliance. Now, thet in itself would not suggest to
anyonc --

BY MR, HAZEN:

Q. Who was that? A, Strang, William Strang. He was
not the Minister of Foreign Affairs; he was not the deputy;
he was not the person that was respon;ible for establishing
British foreign policy. When we were on the verge of war
end world-shaking events certainly at least someone could
have been sent there with authority to decl with matters of
that kind., Then when the military mission went to Russia to
discuss matters it was found that no -- first of all, they
took a boat to travel, which took a long time; secondly,
they came there without credentials or authority to decide
a military pact, and they would have to take more time, time
wvas the most important and most valuable, the most prcecions
thing that we had at that moment,

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Why did Britain have to chase Russia; why didn't
Russia come to Britain if she was sympathetic with Britain®
£, Mr, Mailsky, the ambassador, if I recall correctly, dnd
Litvinoff, who was the commissar for foreign affairs, made
a proposal to Great Britain and France that they should
advance an international front -- I think these were the

words he used -- of strength that would do more than snything
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~ glse at that moment to stop Hitler from his aggression that
he had already contemplated. But that was not considered to
be timely at that moment in the opinion of the people re-
sponsible for foreign affairs in Great Britain.

MR, HAZEN: This may not be to the point and may not
have much to do with your remarks, but I happcn to have a2
letter here that I received a while ago which says "Molotoff
double-crossed Ironside at their meeting, because he had the
Germans in the next room when he was talking to Ironside
when the British mission camc¢ out there, the military mission.”

WITNESS: I do not know anything about these matters,
nor am I here to represent Russia‘or any other country.

MR. SLAGHT: We understand that, We sgsent Crippa to
Russia, you know, six months before Russia decided to chip in
with Germany and give us the frost, Russia first signed with
Germany and then after the war started --

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. Would the record not be complete if you say ﬁhe
U.S.S.R., acting through its Foreign Minister, Mr. Maisky
in 1938, through France, with whom shc had a treaty of
guarantee vis-a-vis Czechoslovakia, had asked to sit in at
the conference at Munich? A, That is correct. The Munich
event was the crowning epitaph, I would say, of the appease-
ment policy where e country of the power that Russia has shown
during this war was completely left out of asccount, where &
four-power conference took place between France, Great Britain,
Germany and Italy to discuss matters involving the whole of
Europe at least, if not the rest of the world, and that
certainly was not a policy that would lead one to believe
that there was a serious ustep taken to bring about such a
world alliance. Now, what was the exact thing that stopped

even at the last moment the establishment of an allinnce?
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i .
Poland knew she¢ was going to be invaded by Germzny but she

refused to sllow the Russian army to move into position where
they could defend Poland. As you know, the fortifications
in Poland were not built on the German border but on the
Russian border, and Russia was to help Poland with a line of
fortifications between thom, probably having to fight its way
through perhaps in order to give assistance to Poland, Poland
would not allow Russian armed forces to enter Polish territory
to defend Poland.

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. After we get through with the history prior to the
war can you deal with what happened after the war broke out?
A, Yes, |

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Will you permit me to ask you a question before you
leave that subject? Are we to understand that previous to
the war you and the Communist party in Canada were more
sympathetic to the policy of Russia than to the policy of
Canada and Great Britain? A, No, not at all. I am dealing
with the international situation.

BY MR, HAZEN:

Q. Could you put in the evidence a copy of the telecranm
that Tim Buck sent to the Prime Minister? A. 1 have not
got it in my posscéssion, but it must bc in the Prime Min.ster's
office some place; it was in the press. My whole point was
that the policy that we were pursuing at that time in our
opinion was not fully in the intcrest of our country; and we
felt that if we were to pursue that policy we would be led
into a1 situation where we would be at a total dlsadvantage,

BY THE CHAIRMAN:

Q. Apparently you had more leaning towards the Russian

policy, the policy followed by Russia? A, Yes; I desired

my country -- and I call it my country =21lthough I was not
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born here, It is my country of adoption because I have my
roots here -- I desircd my country, as I desired the other
democratic countries in the world, to be allied with the most
powerful forces in the world so that if they had to face war
they should be in a position to finish the enemy very quickly,
and Russia did present a very strong and powerful force with
whom we should have been allied prior to the war,

BY MR, BENCE:

Q. You have got along to the point nov where you state -
you did not like the attitude of Poland towards Russia. Does
that represent the Communist party's attitude from the time
you sent the telegram to Prime Minister King? A. Yes,

Q. Proceed from there,

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Tell us something on the eighteen mconths from
September 1939 to June 22, 1941, Tell us what your party
did. A. The party --

MR, MacINNIS: I think if he neceds a little time for
further background that he ought to ve allowed it in order
to put the case in his own way.

MR, SLAGHT: I thought we had done that,

MR, BENCE: I thought he was talking about the war period
now and he kceeps --

MR, MARTIN: He was asked a question by the chairman,

WITNESS: Yes.

MR. McKINNON: Have you completed the background?

(B follows)
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A. Just a few more words.

Q. I think the witness should be allowed to finish his
backgrournd. ‘A. When it seemed there was notAgoing to be
the possibility of establishing an alliance bet%een Great Britain
ané France and Soviet Russia there came out the German-Soviet
non-aggeession pact. Now, what was our attitude to it? I think
you will be interested in this as well. First of all, we were
convinceé then on that point that that was not what Russia
desired at all. ‘e werc also convinced then that that did not
constitute any alliance betwecn Russia and Germany, that it was
at thie most a time-saving device, and that cventuvally Russia
will be on our side; but the pact was not as it had been
sugzested during that pcriod, no alliance or no identity of
intercsts; as a matter of fact, the interests werc diametrically
opposad.,

BY M=, MacINNIS:

Q. But in referring to thc pact, don't you think that the
pact was the only one thing nccessary in order to make the
Iuropcan war Tfor Germany possible; that with the>neutrality of
Russia assured by the pact Germany would have an cpportunity
to drive on other countries? A. I would not think so,

-I think that the thing that made possible --

Q. I am not saying what made the pact possible. A. No,
no, no; I think what finally made Germany take the step there was
the conviction that they were ablz to divide thc countrics and
eventually they would have it to face.

Q. 3ut Germany did not do that until shc had the neutrality

pact with Russia? - A. No, that is truc.
Q. Well thon, that was the last thing that Germany had to
have in oréer to make a declaration of war on -the rest of the

world., A. I do not know what the Germans figured, but T know
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this; that they were workingvmight and main to prcvent an
alliancc boing cstablished betweuen Great Britain and Russia,
I am sure of that.  That is onc thing they didn't want to
have, bccause they would have been confrontcd with the thing
that tlecy fearcd most, a two-front war; ané theoy had enough
expericnee in the last world war to try to avoid that situation.
! MR. McKINNON: Don't you think that it might hive been

possible if that pact had not been agrecd to that Gormany would
not havc fought France and Britain, would not have darcd toj;
don't you think it is probably a guestion thoet Russia was not
vory much intercsted in what happoned to the other nations
as long as she lhad timc in which to furthcr prepare herself for
when hor time came?

MR. SLAGHT: They werc using it as a device for savingtimo,

M. McKINNON: Yes, for Russia.

WITNESS: I think Russiu considers her intercsts first of
(0 i

MR. McKINNON: All nations do thc sam¢ thing.

WITNESS: Evory country must.

MR. McKINNON: That is finc. That is just what I wantd

to hear.

; e —i and
WITNZSS: That is quite right. I think Russia, as we say of

every other country, must consider its own intcrasts first of
all. Of coursec, many times, as at the precscent moment, intcrests
coincide and it happens that there is a common alliance against
various forces to fight & common foe. 'At the present time
therc is no doubt of the possibility of bringing about that
common alliance; it. just happens that cach one must look after
ite own Intcrest first of all.

MK. MacINNIS: Russia rcalizcd that in 1935 whon she made
application for admission to thc Loague and worked in the League
with a view to getting collcetive sceurity established

tiiroughout the world,
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MR. MARTIN: Russia was a mcmber before 1925,

MR. MccINNIS: Yes, I belicve sho camc in around 1933; but
the rcal work she did was, I think, after 1935.

WITN-SS: When the condition prescnted itsclf, when it was
impossible to have such an alliance for the purposc of preventing
the war, or at least facc tho nccessiﬁy of having to fight
in it they sought the most favoursble meens for themsclvess
I do not know just what thcy were thinking about, I «m not

epruscnting theme They figured that it was ncecssary for
them to gain time in order to prepare morc thoroughly against
evontualities, and that is why thoy madc that alliance. I think
it is fairly a qucstion of what ycu mean by the use of the
torm; they had no ewllinnece and cventually thecy thought they
would have to face Germeny, and then they thought we will have
to fuce Gormany and we will be allicd with Great Britain and
Francee- ycs, with France too; but unfortunately Francoe was
knocked out of the war -- but, with the United States und other
countrics against Germany. I think that the proof of thc pudding
is as 2 rule in thc zating of it; and subseguent cvents I think
bear out the corrcctnoss of this statcment. Now, I must say
this, in so far as we were concerned, we werc not intercsted,
dircetly that is, with the development end signing of a pact
bectween Russia cnd Germany; not at all, becuuse we knew thet
that was not whot was desired @nd we zlso knew . that it was =
temporary phenomenon, anéd thet cventuclly, perhaps through a
morc Gifficult road, their interest and ours -- by that I mean,
Cancda, would cventually be Fhu samc 2nd we would be allied,
Now, wc come to the period immediatcly:after the war: as T
said, wor is a continuation of politics by othor mcans, by
violunt mcans; and after a while it appecared to us that despite
the form=l condition of war bectween us =nd Gurm;ny that the war

wus nct rcally being prosccuted against Germany; and furthermore
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~that there were tendencies devébping in important circles that
were sceking to stage a war -- now, you reienber the Finnish
events; why dic¢ Russia go into Finland? The main reason I
think is clear now; it was to block Germany's march in Europe;
the same reason that developments took place in other countries.
BY MR. McKINNON:
G. That was kind of tough on the Finns, wasn't it?
A. Yecs and the Finns, unfortunatcly, were not masters --
at least the Finnish people were not masters of their own
destiny. If you recall, Russia proposed to change the fronticrs
ané offercd to give Finland'far more territory than they asked
in order to protcct their second largest city in the country,
Leningrad, which was in a geographical position where it caold
be shelled by'artillery firc; and certainly cvery country
would sceek to protect its main incustrics from shell-fire;
and it appeared tc them apparently that Finland was going to
be used as a base by Germany for an attack against Russia,
which it was.,
BY MR. MacINNIS:

Q. Do you take it that every large powcr would be justified
in invading eveéry other country if it decms that necessary to
protcct its own intercsts? Asi ‘Noy-I'€o note But I think
in the case of a war and an international situation that is full
of surprises -- one cannot stand at some point ashore and wait
for the ceunemy to comc, it is necessary to take steps, even
steps fthat would otherwise not be justified in order to defend
your country and your shores. I think the lessons of this war
have proven that to be very very important. I c¢o not justify
any invasion or attack against any country on the part of
another country,.

BY lMR. SLAGHT:
Q. T do not want to disturb the witness in his historical

veln as to how the war started in Burope, or even the difficulby
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between Finlard and Russiaj; then coming to that part of your
presentation which relates to the eightcen month period ==~

that is away before Russia and Germany got into the fight
togethor -- we have full cvidencc from Mr. McLeod here, who
stated thet the principles of the Bormunist party which they
enunciuted in this country werc to opposc participation by
Cannda in all wor offort during that cighteen month period;

if you have any stery as to that I would bz very interestcd

in gotting at it. A. T shall conic to that noricntarily.
The reason why I nientioncd the Finish thing was to show that

in our opinion thore scemed to be affairs, important affeirs,
that instead of toking mcesurcs that although late unfortunately
were 36111 possible to convey to her allics in the war agzainst
fascisn -- on tho eontriry mnotcerials and manpower scem to have
boer diverted to the Finnish front instcad of Germany being

the main enemy Russia beccane the main encriy. And ncﬁ, I say
many pcople, and cven sorie important pcople in our country,
regarded pcoplc who werc to be sent to protcet Finland --

anc¢ there seems to be a nistaken view of what was at stake

ané just the way the thing wzs going becausc of th:t, because
of the fact that we becasie convinced that even during the war
therc werz still forccs at play anéd therc wes = danger of getting
us involved in a war with a country with whor we could be
ellied, that we felt that it was not in the intercsts of Canacda
to participatc in such a wvar. New, you knew the cormunists

arc no% pacifieks; we arc not opposcd to war on principle,
there is only one kind of war we arc opposed to, and that is
the way in which the principle or the power sceks to subjugatc
another country cr another power. We believe that no man can
be freo il he participatos in tho enslaverent of othor people.
That is the only kind of war that we arce nppos.é to; that we do

nct bolicve is in the intercost of the country involved. And
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the wsy thing were developing it sewned te us as it scens to
probably a nejority of fhe people that it was going to be
another kiné of Buropean war rcferreC to in ny first reomarks
a8 & quotation fror: the Progress -- ancther Europcen war
which our country had no business to bc in.

f. Did you hold to that after the>dcfeat of Dunkirk?

A. No,

Q. That wes in the surmicr of 19407 AT "Well) after
Dunkirk ~né when Francc was knocked out of the war it bocane
clearer, at lezst to me, 2nd I think to my party too, that tho
charnctor of the.war was rapidly choanging. I rccall being
in Petawawa curing the éark cays in Britain, together with
nizis, fascists ané spics anda covery othcer such like --

BY MR. McKINNON:
Q. Did you say in Pctawowa? A YO
BY R. BENCE:

Q. You werc in the intcrnricnt canmp? A wYGeB

WITNTSS: I recall it was o very difficult period in Engl: nd
at that tine, it was right after France was knocked out of the
war,

BY MR. BENCE:

Qe I thought you were discussing thc period of the eighthen
nonths, A, I did say soucthing about that; and they used
to sncer over the fact that rien, worien and childred were being
slaughtcred in British citics, and they were checrfully
consicdering the possibility of Hitler marching down to Montrenl;
ancé, by thce way, coming by considerable nurbers and giving the
nuzi salute when they paséed through the riein gate. I rercmber
fceling well perhaps worse than I have evor felt in niy life
befure that there should be auy suggestion that I was in any way
identified with such like; and I becume convinccd during that

perisd in the internnent camp -- in fact, I cannot speak of the
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opinions of ny former collozgucs on the outside -- I 4o know

they were undergoing > tremcndnus changc, thot the logic of the
war itsclf, thé conscquences of the war hod cevclopzd so rapidly
and lcading into a conditicn whorc therce would be established
eventuzally a world allicnce, and thot our country's participation
in the war would be fully justified since it would invelve the
safcguarding of thc national existocnce of our country. Now,

it was suggested that an cstimatetion was riade on the 22nd of
Junc, 1941, aftcer Russia was attacked and thet the corunists

only started to support thc war becausc Russia was in it and

that perhaps the communists are more intorested in what happens

in Russia than in what happens in Canacdaj; that is (Ll sotrys

Well, I went to tell you, gentlaien, that so far as I an concerned
ané ny knowledge of ny forner collceceguos with whcri T was
asscciated that at all tiues our conesrn was for Caraca, that we
were a Cana<ien porty governed by a Cencéian couneil ané had
Canadicn intercsts at hcart. Now, we :iade wistukes, as other
people nade nistokes. We nay have nace nistukes in cstinstions,
we have made nistakes probably in ccrtain policies or tactics

that we have adveccated; but these niistakes that we nay have nade
werc not in any way cennected with any suggostion of t:king uny
C¢ictation from or considering any interests of mmy foreign power
or country outside of the gencral intercst in so f=r as it hod

a bcaring on the great brocd intercst of our own country. It

was thercefere prior to June cof 1941, it was beceriing clearer
all thc tinme that the character of the war wos changing away
Trom what we haé characterized by the Imporialist war previcusly,

that it is =~ war fought for the purposc of subjugating every frce

sovreign nation, or sources =f row matcrials; it was = just war
a8 4 jus AT,
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and the attack on Russia, and the erentual signing of the
cegreonent culiiinsted this changed charater of the war.

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. Di¢ I uncerstend th t fren Dunkirk on from some tine
in Soptorber of 1940 until June of 1941 you werc still in
Petavowa? . A, hat 48 rizht.

3. And you werc not in contact with your cormunist
fri-nds on the sutsidce of the canp? A ‘Thet: 18 ‘corrcct.

Q. 8o you arc giving cnly your own peracnal rcactions?
A. Yog, T 2 'only spenking fTor mysclf, because I have no
contzcts with anyonc clsce.

n, Boceusc wo haé = zontlonen herc, a Mr. Meleod, who
gave us = veory @iffercnt zccount of thot poricd of which
r.cntion has bezn nede, up until Juno, ot Tras, T Felt
that during thet perioc as well, lirgely; yeu ecan say that
cormunists cpposcé the war.

Q.‘ Onposcé the war? Ao YOS

Q. So apparently they were not of a mind with ycu in thc
natter? A. T could nct scy thet, becausc I dc not knaw
whot their ninds reolly were.

Qs Truee A. I would say this, that from whaot I know
of the nen whe dic cormc in after my arrest, that generally thero
wzs o considoration that the character of the war was rapidly
changing with the coursc =f cventsy and that the culninating
peint wos that which brought chout the change of policy; and,
as to whon that took place I ar not in s pcsiticn to say, becausec
I w.sn't there. ‘

BY MR. McKINNON: And you wculd nct be faniliar with
the litcrature and the ainms of the party sinco you went into
internuont? A; No, I woulc not be able to know much about
thnt.

BY LiR. MucINNIS:

Q. Did the former leadurs who were arrested and intcerned
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aftor June of 1941 and with whor: you hzé converse nention to
you thut thoere was any change going on in tho riinéds of the
Corziunist party; or did they indicatc to you ot any tire what

were g
thc principles of thc Cormwunist party on the other side?

A. Y&s.

Q. Did thoy say th~t that change was reflected in their
activitics? A. Well, I croulc not say exactly that, but
I woculd imugine that it would.

0. I wanted to point sut, ycu say that ycu were at all
tines carrying out a rolicy that was in the intcerosts of Canada®?
A. That is right.

Q. Aand that that pslicy wzs net dietated frorn: anywhere
elsc; what bothers nme in that connection is that when the change
took pluce in the policy of the Cormunist Party of Canacda it
tpck place in the Cormmunist party cverywherc -- the same change
took plcece in Britain, in Chezoslcevakia, and evcrywherc at the
sanc tirie -- ané the change is always the saze; and then, there
is onc other point (I want to say that I agroce with yoeu in
rcgard to the beckground that you gave of the international
situation up to the dcvelopnicnt of the war) anl, as o natter
of fact, there were many nany people in high authority in Great
Britain, or in high positions in Greut Britain, who Cisagrcel
with thot policy too -- members herc will remenber that Anthony
Ecen lcft the British cabinct in the sumer I think it was of
1937 becausc of the policy thet was being followed,

MR, SLAGHT: Ycs, and Mr., Churchill preached con the subjcet
for five ycars and could got neboly to liston to hin,

MR. MzcINNIS: Yes. On the other point that I ri2nticnecd,
the Coirunist party fcl; thaet the 1939 agreenent between Saviet
Russia anc Gerneny was a tenporary affair, anl that cventually
Gernany nc Russia woulcd have to Tight anyway; en I correct on

that?
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YITNESS : Thﬂt is corrcct,
MR. }acINNIS: And then, heving that in minc, I could

nevor unlerstand how or why the Cormunist party insisted

on waakening the powers that were fighting Geracny until the
time that Russia canmo in. You ronember soniecne asking that

a nogetiated pecace be nade; well, any ncgotiated reacc that
weul.. have been nade would h:ve left Germany stronger than

she was before and in a position whers she eruld nere easily
and nor. c¢efinitcly attack the Sovict Unicn. Thesc are natters
which I just.can't uncderstané., You s2y thoy were nistakes;

anc possibly we better put it 7own to that and leave it there.

WITNZSS: Yes, I think sce I shoull say soucthing abeut
the ectivities thure nn the period that has becn talked about.
The only part of that period -- that is, up to Sopterber 18th --
that is all I can spezk of -- and that cocnsisted prirarily of
two rein lines, I should sey: first of all, I should say
frankly that there was very little zetivity -- os you can well
undcrstanc under concitions existing --

MR. SLAGHT: You arc speckins of what year?

WITNESS: 1940, up to Septeuber, when I was interned --
so I can only speak of that perioc.

MR. SL.LGHT: Yes.

WITNESG: Therc was very little activity in the first placc.
Whatever activity there was it was in twe main directions: first
of all, tec do what was possible to prevent the war fron being
utilized to abolish or curteil demoeratic livortics and the
rizhts of the pcople in the ccuntryy and, soecondly to co what
coul? be done to preveant any sclfish interests from utilizing
the war to lower the standard of livineg of the people, particular-
ly of the working people and the farucrs; that is, to safe-
tlc standards -- cconoric, social and political rights of
the poceple., In regarc to wartine, they were the two main

activitices that were carricd cn Curing that zeriod. Certainly
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therc was sone literature issucd that Cealt with the war;
of coursc, in conncction with thosc natters, dealing with
thc charzeter of the war, I belicve that it was in the intcrests
of Canafa too -~ there is truth that aftcr having characterized
thec war as having bcen an Imiperialist war --
BY 1R. McKINNON:

0. You conc right out cn that pcint, that in following

e

Ay

sut thoso later ° encouvour you were having 2 detrimental
effeet on Canacda's war cffort? Al idVell jiyes, A ITyshoude
think that is right.

Q. 411 right; you have pruviously said that it was certainly
up . te o country to protcet itself? Lis f5That -Is right.

Q. Then you cannot have any very great conplaint at your
nertbers being put in interment canps during that period,
4. Yes, we haves

Q. You have conplaints? A. I should say this, that
curing that perioid we eatenericallyand repeatedly écelared our
realiness to defend Canacda in the event of any apgrassion apainst
Canccaj; that is a policy of national <Zefence, and wo Jicn't be
belicve -- and that is the essconce of ocur jucstion -- we @i’
not belicve it was in Conwda's intercst to rarticipute in the

Will o

C-1 follows
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BY MR, MacINNIS:

Q. The fact remains Canada was in the war. A. Thaet is
right., Let me quote to you the statement made by Mr.

St, Laurcnt in the House of Commons in the debate on the
conscription bill where he says:

"Our loyalty cannot be expected to be one of
traditional affection and sentiment, but it is one based
almost solely on a utilitarion viewpoint.

Because of that viewpoint it 1is felt that our first
duty 1s‘to Canada, and that Canadian interests must come
first,"

He speaks about the last war and he says:

"Some feel that Canadian interests were well served

by what we did in the last war."
Then he says:
s "Though some would voluntcer to fight for France

for sentimental reasons, no one would darc to say thot

it was a national duty for Canadians to fight for France,'
Our position was very much like this.

BY MR, BENCE:

Q. With one exception. You were prepared to agree that
Canad2 should, once she had committed herself to fight, turn
around and withdraw., That is the difference in the two cases.
A, Just 2 minute, Our position was that it is the duty of a
Canadian citizen at all times to defend Canada. That comes
first; but there are periods in history when the interests of
oné country coincide with the intercsts of other countries in
e common fight as is the ccae at the present time.

Q. Was it 3t the beginning of the war, according to you?
A. To,

Q. You saild you sent that telegram to the Prime Minister,
A, I said momentarily it did appear that wns the case in the

beginning of the war, yes, I said that.




Cc-2

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Would you mind if I put this to you here? I under-
stand you are making the point that you are ready to fight
for Canada at home but not abro=d? A, No.

Q. You were quoting Mr. St; Laurent, A, I do not
think Mr. St.Laurent favours such a policy. Mr, St.Laurcnt
argued that Canada's defence line runs far apart from that,
and tnerefore it needs to be defended wherever the fight 1s;
thet is my position too.

Q. Do you know Mr, Dave Kashton, leader of the young
communists in 19402 A. Yes, I know him.

Q. You know Kashton suggested in the monthly review of
the young Communist party in August 1940 the following,
Kashton published this under the caption "Canada's Youth and
the Wac.

"But the Communists are not utopian pacifists and

also say to the yough: 'King and the capitaiists

conscript you, put a rifle or wachine gun in your hands
ancd teach you how tc use these instruments. Learn how
to use them! Learn how to shoot, to fly, to mancuevre!
Not against your cless brothers in other lands or at
home, but against your real enemies -- the Canadiar
imperialist capitalists: Fight for your own class,
the working class! Do not sacrifice your lives for

the interests and profits of King, Holt and Co!"
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Now, that 1s pretty terrible stuff, I suggest to you, and is
not in accord with what you are telling us that you were
coming around to the vicw thet you would help defend Canada
at home, That was a direct citation to 1earﬁ to shoot and
fly but not to use it against your brothers, your class
brothers in other 1lands or at home, Now I suppose you hac
some class brothers in Germany. Suppose they cntered the
St. Lawrence. That doctrine of telling the communists not to
shoot the working men in the army of Germany who may come up
the St. Laﬁrence but to turn on Xing, Holt and comnany,
shoot the impcrialists -- A, I do not think that was it
at all.

Q. Thet goes pretty far, you would agree? A, Yes, I
say I do not agree with it,

Q. You do not agrec with it? Ay “NO,

Q. You were interned at that time,

MR, MacINNIS: ©No, that was August.

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Were you in in August? A, In September.

Q. Dave Kashton you knew was the leader of the young
communists, and was publishing their literature %fo the youth
of Canada, and that is what he told them to do.

BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. As one of the political bureau, as I believe you were,
of the Communist pgrty, would you not have the opportunity
personally of perusing this literature before it went out to
the publie? A, No, not all litcrature. Certainly not tre
literature issucd by the Young Communist League; they arc an
cntirely separate organizution,

Q. They are? A. - They decide their own.

Q. They arc affiliated with you, of course? A, No,

Q. In no way? A, In no way at all,
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Qe It 18 possible'for you both to work at cross-purposcs?

A If they so desire,
BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. What about Stevart Smith of Toronto; he was with fne
Communist party? A. That is correct,

Q. You knew him? By rHo8, Lgin,

Q. And here is what hc said in a leaflet published by
the Communist party in 1940 at Toronto on the occas’on of the
anniversary of the October reveolution in Russia, entitled,
"Anniversary Manifesto,” Now. that was as late as October
1940. You were in bad then., I think? Ae S Yes,

Q. He says:

". . The task of all genuine sociszlists, i,e.,
Communists, in an imperialist war is 'direct zna
imrrediate preaching of revoluticnary action.'

Tve¢ Canadian working class and our party face the task
of transforming the war into civil war against she
bourgeoisie, into a ViCtOPlOdS Socialist revolution

to build & peaceful, haony and $ncialist Cenade.t

You were cooperating with Stewart Smith befure you went in?

A. Yes, I wasg,
Q. Do you justify that lLanguage or dc you disegree with
him or Gid you disagree with him and have a fight about it?
Mii, MacINNIS: He was awazy then,
MR, SLAGHT: Yes.
BY MR, SLAGHT:
Q. It was not quite fair tc put it to you in that we-.

fe I would say this. I made it quite clear we are opposed to
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war because of our assumption of the character of the war.

Q. He is going very much further than that. He sayes --
A. Tt is quite logical that the activities you carry on are
of a nature in opposition to the war. I am not denying that
at all.

Q. And to prevent recruiting as far as 1t can amongst
the young. A, No, I do not know of any such case, I would
say the 1limit would bc stated as follows: we were opposed
in any shape or form to any sabotage, to anything that would
be of a natﬁre that would harm Tuctories or plantes or lives
or anything of that kind. The metter was primarily that of
nolitical propaganda. MNor did we ever decide or to my
knowledge did anyone ever take any steps to prevent anyone
from joining the armed forces in the whole period that I can
speak of,

BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. You would say theé action of your party was passive
resistance? A, Yes, Timed, I would-say, to a situation
where the country gocs into war which in our opinicn was Aol
justified; the character of the war is not such thaf it ig
in the interests of Canada. Our activities are curtailed
tremendously and we just kept time.

Q. You really were not going to do anything bto actively
interfere with the war? A, No.

Q. But you are going to put out pamphlets and literature
that would influence peoplc who might do thet, which is another
situation, A, Yes, that might be so, As I said ~ little
while ago, it is up to the country to defend itself.

Q. And you people, according to the vast mejority of
the people of Canada, weré interfering with our war affort
and consequently you were interned, You were & danger to our
war effort and I do not sece that you have any great complaint

‘according to your activity at that time,
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BY MR, SLAGHT:
Q. May I put this comment 'to you, Mr, Freed? A. Yes.
Q. In the May Day Manifesto of the Communist party,
May Day, 1941, this appeared:
"TP it is a lie that this is a2 war against communism,
1t is & 1lie the defeat of Germany by Britain and the
Democracies will benefit the people; it is a cheap lie
that we are fighting for democracy."
Then it continues this way:
"It isour duty as Canacdian democrats to fight against
our own ruling classes, to remove them from power, to
take our destiny as free peoples into our own hands, to

defeat big business and the grafters and the corrupt war

politicians and to win an independent people's government,

The fight lies in Canada against our own resctionaries
who have gagged workers organizations, crushed their free
press, interned and jailed their courageous lenders,
azainst the corrupt financiers and industrislists who are
using the opportunity the war affords them to fastcen a
Canadian fascist regime on the necks of the masses,"

Now, when we tried to get recruits in May 1941, as late as

that, long after Dunkirk, long after the European aspect of

the war was gone and we knew that our backs were to the wall,

Britain's and Canada's backs to the wall, that literature %ells

the young men of Canada the fight lles in Canada against our
own rcactionaries and it is a lie to say thet the defeat of

Germany by Cenada and Britain will benefit the people. Can

you justify that? B V]ell, the Onl‘y way I can justify it

is that it grows out of the assumption of the character of the
war., For example, Mr. Crerar makes a speech in the Boush o
Commons and he says that some people say that Eis Toinn

imperielist wer. I om not quoting him exactly, but you
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probably recall this., And he sa}s, if "1t was an impgrialist
wer I would go through this country ond oppose if, although
I admit I have not got very much Irnflucnce, I thiak he used
that term. Now, he says --

MR, BENCE: He is right.

WITNESS: He says if it was en imperisiist war he worla
go through the country and oppose 1t.

MR, MARTIN: He went further, He tola the House of
Commons just rccently that he told Mr. Chamberlzir 2t a dirmen
in London that he for one would not bhave supported the war Ir
he thought 1t was an imperialist war.

WITNESS: That 1s right,

MR, SLAGHT: Mr, Crerar was not telling the young men of
Canada to turn their guns on the copitalists of Cancda and 6o
fight in Canada, but Canada was flghbting &n cutside onewy.

WITNESS: Mr, Crerar did nct think --

MR, SLAGHT: He did not a=y that, If he d4id be would
have gone somewhere else,

WITNESS: Mr, Crerar did not trhiank it was an imopcriziish
var end that is why he did not do all These things., He z3vs
if he thought it was hc thought it was his duty to a2 around
this country and oppose it, and he made refsrence Lo the Couhl
African war., The point I om trying to make, gentlemsn, ic
this: we believed this war was not in the iaterest of Canads.
Now the war was on, true enough, and we therefore believiig
that it was not in the interest of Canada advocated and
proposed measures that would take us out of that unjustified
war. It is logical; whether thet was justified or net, cv
whether 1t was mistaken or not, is un entirvely diffevent

"question, #
BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. You were prepared by force t> overthrow our existiag
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government, That appears in other literature. A. DNo, not

at n11l, I want to deal with that aspect of the question,
BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. Before you go on may I ask jyou thig? B ¥ess

Q. It seems to me, having in mind the ovidence we have
had before this committce, the position is this: wup to
. June 22, 1941, the Communist party in Canesda did evorything
thet it could to thwart Canada's war effort against what you
are now preparced to admit werc the forces of fascism. Would
you not say that was the case that not only 4id you belisv:
it was an impcrislist war but you did -- when I szy "you" I
mean the Communist party -- but the Communist party did =2very-
‘thing that it could to weaken the war effort of Canada against
what Canadians officislly believed to be a fascist fight,

MR, SLAGHT: Apart from whether they were right or wrong
in their reasoning.
| BY MR. MARTIN:

Q. Is not that right? A Yes; I thiak thas is
correct,

Q. You take the position now and you admit you were
wrong, I mean the Communist party admits and says now it was
wrong, that we were fighting a fascist fight? A,  No, I did
not say that. I saild that the character of tue war changed,

BY MR, MacINNIS:

Q. .When? A, I have already explained that., T think
it was a process culminating in the pact that was 2ventually
signed and the alliance established, but T think the changes
were taking place before., Here I am expressing my own opinion
because I have had no activily or contact with anycne during
that period of time of my being in Petawawa. I said it wac
becoming clearer all the time that contrary to currcpts that
were still present with regard to the power sityation that the

whole condition was changing and that it wacz rapicly becoming
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a problem of defending Canadian national interests, .and I was
in favour of it.

Q. Is it not a fact in the very first days of the war
Canadian citizens and British citizens lost their lives and
shiﬁg;gink by Germany which country was led by the arch-
fascists; is not that a fact? A, 1T ,8uppose) 90, YeSs.

Q. You say you suppose 80, A Gerwman ship sank the
Athenia, A, ‘Yes, that is right,

Q. Is not that a fact? A, I think that 1s right,

Q. How can you say wé were nou righting against the
fascists, then? A, o We were not really,

Q. We sunk some German shipa az well, At Hess,

Q. There was something being donz. A, Yes, there was
something being done, I do not know whcehbher so much.

Q. When I say "we" I mean the Allied powers.A At Wes),
but I think that during that time --

Q. Then there were somc Sanacd.ane who went to Dunkirk
and there were men who lost theilr lives in the miracle of
Dunkirk, getting away from the Gormzns. Mr, Cohen, you see,
took the position in this committec, and I think it was 2
gound one, where he said, "Yes, thai was all true up to 1941."
He admitted all these things. A, I say that is correct,

Q. He also did not deny we were fighting Hitler, the
arch-fascist. What you secem to be doi.g now is to say that
the war changed. Admitted, there were some preparatory
changes to the change-over sfter therc was an understanding
between the U.S.S.R. and Great Britein. A, . No, .Iithink it
culminated at that point.' The changes were taking place be-
fore that period. I think I should repeat again in every
war people are killed and in cvery war there aré sacrifices
and suffering; but I frankly decleare right here that I am not

in favour of every war,
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BY MR, BLACK:

Q. But Canada dcclared waz, and wes it not the duty of
eéery Canadion to support. the government in that? Do you
mean to tell me you were cnuitled to say the individual docs
not come in with the state whether they think it is right or
wrong? A, Well, I thinlz that is one¢ point of view,
Another point of view wmay bc that it needs to be determinad
what are we fighting for,

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. We werc fighting Hitler, the arch-fascist, Here is
Hitler whom we all referred to as th¢ dangerous No,l1 man., We
were opposed to him, fighting agsinst him, Tt ié true wo
were not allied with the U.S.S.R. That war your position in
this up to June '4#1, The U.S.S.8. is not in this war, I am
not now for one moment admitting that the U.S3.S.R. was nro-
fascist at any time; I will concede that to you, but up to
June 1941 we were fighting Hitler and the U.S3.3.R. was not
fighting Hitler, You as a membter --

MR, SLAGHT: The U.S3.S.R. was furnishing Germany with
0il and supplies,

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. You as a member of the Communist party were in this
position, and I suggest this was also the position of the
U.3.S.R., you were not sure when the battle between Russia
and Germany would come, you knew it wmust ultimately come and
you had hoped, just as perhaps some of the democratic nowers
hoped, or vice versa, that tz2 allied nations would exhaust
themselves in the conflict with Gerﬁany theréby rendering
Germany and the allied powers themselves weaker in a possible
conflict with the U.S.S.R., and that you were nrepared to see
that cxhaustion take place even though your own country wes

flghtins against Hitler, A That is not COPI‘C(’t, not in
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my 6pinion. That is again making a starting point, my
position is dctermined by what happened to Russia or against
Russia or for Russia, That is the assumption, and that is
not and never has been our starting point. I do not deny
having admiration for Russia; I do not deny having studied
its methods, having visited Russia too, yes., I dc not deny
that, but that is other than placing it as the outssanding
factor in the attitude taken on the major questiong involved,
BY MR, BENCI:

Q. This action has a general bearing on your Sudgment.,
You will go that far; will you not? A, Yes, I would zay
our sction is influcnced greatly by action taken by the main

in the world
ma jor powers/of which Russia is one. But if that is part of
your calculation when you arc establishing policy you must
take the major factors in the world into consideration,
BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. May I put this to you, Mr., Freed? Leave Ruesgia out
of 1t for the moment. Let us divorze Russia from our mindz
for. a moment, A Yed,

Q. In this war down to June 22, 1941, the Commnunist
party had the principle and were working under it of pre-
venting or thwarting, as Mr, Martin put it, Canade's war
effort, Now, if you had succeeded in greater numbers and
persuaded 90 per cent of the people of Canada to jouin with

you I suggest to you you would have prevented all recruiting

in Canada, prevented thc manufacturing and despablching to
Britain of munitions, you would have prevented the manning
of corvotﬁES and sending threc-guarters of the foodstuffe to
feed Britain during that period, which

would have perhaps resulted in the cutting off of her 1lifc.
line to enable her to live. You knew she would sterve in twos

months if she did not get Canzda's food. You peoplc were

prepered to do 8ll that, That being so do you think it
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unfair when you werc not only preaching that but practising
it that your members should be intcrned up to that stage, let
us say? A, Well, of course, you are, sir, speaking of a
hypothetical case, I would concede that one could allow his
imagination to run a littlc bit to visualize that, -

Q. It is only a question of degrec; but you were trying
to do it in part. Had you donec it to the extent of 90 per
cent of Canada I suggest to you the conseguences to follow
would not possibly be those I have outlined, but would likely
have been those., We would have been unable to man the cor-
vettes; we would have quit furnishing foodstuffs and we would
have quit sending over munitions te Britain. A, Of course,
if we were succcssful in what you are saying there it would
have taken the majority of the peoplec in the country to
create such & policy, and if that happened the will of the.
ma jority of the people of Canads probably would have come to

pass.

D

. That answers my question. A, It has to te the
will of the majority of the pecple of the country.

Q. It was not your fault you did not convert the pecple.
You did not succeed, thank God: but if you hac¢ I want to
follow the picture through and show what you would have done
to this country and to Britain.

BY MR, MacINNIS:

Q. The policy of obstructing the war had as its purpese
the taking of Canada out of the war. The Communist varty in
the United States opposed all activity of The United States,
In view of the statement that you have nJre;dy m2de that you
believed that ultimately Gerwany had designs on the Soviet -
Unilon, what would the cons2qucaces have been if you could
have prevented Canaéa from taking any part in this war and if

the Communist party in Australia had prevented Australia from
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taking part in it and the Communist party in New Zealand had
prevented New Zcaland from takihg any part in it, and the
Communist party of the United States had prevented the United
States from taking any part in it? Would not the way have
been clea® hoy for Goemmany to driv~ 4mte Rusgia without any
assistance whatever from the outside world? Thal 1v ewe gop.
sequences of your action. A, Are not there twé questions
involved there? The first question that is involved iz why
certain actions were taken then and how past policy appears
at the preéent time in view of subsequent events, But there
are two different questions involved there; one involves the
Gvaluation of past policy and putting it in the sctting as it
existed then, and then another matter to consider -- all this
is history, as I said before, in view of the developmente
that have taken place; and I say very franlly, for myself at
any rate, that I was mistaken in many assumptions that I have
made, I am not speaking here for the Communist party; I do
not know what their opinion is in this regard, but I have
made mistakes,

Q. You say you cannot speak for the Communist party.
Would it not be much better for the Communist party to say,
"We have made those mistakes; we admit our nolicy in the pagh
was wrong, and now we want to atone for that by doubling and
redoubling our energy towards the war tffort,” You cannot
make mistakes of that kind and take the position you were
always infellible on every incident in the relation between
nations that takcs place on this matter, the policy the
Communist party has adoptced through the years, A, Well, of
course, I cannot speak to that, I recazll, for example, that
we were not the only ones that characterized the war as an
imperialist war,

Q. I quite agree., A, In the beginning, if I am not

mistaken, I think the C.C.F., did the same,
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Q. No, the C.C,F. did not. A. I am not sure.about
that, I remember reading a statement issued by David Lewis
in which it was declared it was an imperialist war.

Q. No. A, Or words to that effect,

Q. In the statement -- A, I say I am not sure.

Q. The statement we made was made in the House of
Commons as recorded in Hansard. We said quite clearly that
there were imperialist factors in it but there were other
factors in it as well, We =ald we could not say that we were
not concerned as to who should win this war and hecause we
could not say we werc not concerned who should win this war
we took the position from the beginning that we should par-
ticipate in the war, ;

THE CHAIRMAN: You say that the members of the C.C.F.
varty said the same thing politically as the Communist party?

MR, MacINNIS: No, I would not say that, As a matter of
fact the leader of our party at that time took a uvery definite
stand, and we had a conference, and as a member of the party,
not only as a member of the party but as one having family
relations, I had to differ with the man that I had highly
respected for over 20 years., But he was not the only one,

I think I can say that some of the Liberal party took the
same position,

THE CHAIRMAN: I was inviting that from you. Now, we
will adjourn until 4 o'clock. Have you any objection,
gentlemen?

| MR, O'NEILL: I was just going to ask the witness a
question but I did not want to interrupt when he was speaking.

THE CHAIRMAN: All right, ask your question.

BY MR, O'NEILL:
Q. In regard to a question you said the ma jority of the

people would think that way and that it would be quite all
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right to do that, Well, now, when we declared war in this
country the majority of the people of this country were in
favour of dcclaring war. It does not make any Jdifference
whether it was a wrong war or vhether it was a war that we
should participate in. This is a democracy and we must be
guided by the will of the majority or you cannot have demo-
cratic rule, When thc majority of the people herc declare in
favour of participation in thc war why was it then that the
Communist party would not agrec to abide by the will of the
decision of the majority and come ir even though they did not
believe in the war? A, I do not know vwhcther it can be
said that the majority of the pecople did agrec¢ with the entry
into the war, You might be perfectly correct in what you are
saying, but I think therc is recason to believe that perhaps
everyone was not in favour of entry into the war. Certainly
I would venturc a guess that probably & lot of our French-
Canadian patriots were not in favour of cntering into the var.

MR, McKINNON: The members votoed for it.

WITNESS: The members of parlizment representing the
people in the majority were in favour of the war, %4hat ie
correct, There is no dispute about that. The pcint was made
here the majority of the people in the countiry were not con-
sulted exactly,

BY MR. McKINNON:

Q. They were shortly afterwards by the plebiscite,
A, Yes, ‘

THE CHAIRMAN: By the general election,

WITNESS: The general election of 1940,

MR, McKINNON: No question about what they felt then,

THE CHAIRMAN: We will adjourn until 4 o'clock. Ts that
satisfactory to the committee?

MR, McKINNON: That is fine.
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(..I’'ZRNOON SE33ION)
THE COMMITTZE RESUMED AT 4 O'CLOCK

--Continuing the Examination of Mr. Norman Freed

THEZ CEAIRMAN: Gentlemen, we afe ready to proceed.
Mr. Freed, will you come forward please. When we left off
this morning, had you completed giving us your views on the
period extending between the declaration of war by Canada
on Cermany and the declaration of war by Germany »n Russia?

WITNE33: Yes, I think I have largely Tinished with
that, unless there are any matters that I cculd emphasize.
I was going to say-that in reference to the quotation here
from Mr. Kashton I had said I disagreed with that, that as
far as I know that dées not constitute at all the official
policy of the Communist Party. This thing lzads me into &
question that seems to be discussed at the present time; it
is one which has been suggested.as one of the reasons for
continued internment, and that is ths question of force aud:
violence or, as it has been formulated, I think, by the
Minister of Justice, that communists are still persuing
their former aims - I think they were the words used -
which probably implied this 2uestion, and I would like %c
say a few words about that if I mey.

Just briefly, I would say that the Communist Party
of Canada has always opposed force and violence. Ths ques-
tion of force and violence is a matter thet involves & con-
crete examination of conditions prevalent. For instance,
if you take the Situation existing in Germany today or the
situation existing in any of the conquered countrvies, it
is obvious to everyone that the peopis who are cpposed
to that system are opposed to the consequences arising
from that system and have no cther means of expressing

their opposition other than tnrough ~ well, illegal forms,




AA-2

if you wish - certainly not through any constitutional
forms. Now, all the things that they are doineg there,
these men and women that are fighting this subjugation and
this terror, they ars doing th@t against the government of
the day. They could not find any improvement of their ccn-
ditions through any democratic or parliamentary means; they
are not there. There are no avonues of expression other
than whatever way you can find to sxpress your opposition
and try to defend your interests as besst you can.

BY MR. 3LAGHT:

2. You mean illegal as well as legal? As 1 Y88, X
think, however, in a country where thesre i3 & democratic
form of government and democratic forms of expression any
recourse to force and violence is totally unjustified, and
as far as I am concerned and as far &s my colleagues I have
been associated with on the Communist Party are concerned,
we always condemn it and always will. Furthermore --

BY MR. MARTIN:

2+ You say you always condemn it. Have you any docu-
mentary evidence? A. Yes, we have declared in many doc-
uments - for instance, in the paper that was issued by the
central committee of the Communist Party - I think it was
called the Party Builder.

Q. Because I have some information of an opposite
nature. A. Well, I think you will find in this paper
as well as in the radio broadcast on the national hook-up
made by Stuart Smith on the Radio Forum as well as _a
statement in the brief presented to the Royal Commission

by Mr. Buck in which this question is dealt with therc are
categorical declarations to the effect that we were opposed
to any attempt on the part of any group or any party

to impose its will on the majority of peopls; that

any change of government may only come about through the



X democratic will of the majority of the people.
BY MR. SLAGHT:

2. Only by a legal method as opposed to an illegal
one? A. That is correct. So long as the people have
democratic avenues of expression and find redress for any
of their grievances or are able to advocate changes Treely
in accordance with their conscience, there is no justifica-
tion whatsoever to any other than constitutiocnal democratic

legal means.

BE-Tollows
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That has been our position right along. Now that has noft been
the position of all the Communist parties in all countries,
As I explained, the position of certain Communist parties
living in countries where there are no democratic forms,
where éverything is of a totalitarian charecter, dictatorial,
no elections, no free elections, no free means of organizing
or meeting in order to find redress for the things “hey have
no other alternative but to usc what might be termed as
illegal mcthods. I should like to, with your permission --
by the way, while we were in internment there a group of us
have been doing a lot of studying of Canadian history. As a
matter of fact most of our time has been taken up in this way.
The University of Toronto has becn good enough to provide us
with books and materials and outlines and we have been doing
a congiderable amount of study of'Canadian history, and I
should like to read to you part of a resolution that was
adopted during 1337 under the influeace of --

MR, MARTIN: Rebellion.

WITNESS: Rebellion and Mr. Mackenzie, It says as
follows -~ the title of the book is "William Lyon Mackenzie"
by Charles Lindsey.

"If the redress of our wrongs can be otherwise obtained,

the people of Upper Canada have not a just cause to use

force, But the highest obligation of a citizen being
to preserve the community, and cvery other political
duty being derived from and subordinate to it, every
citizen is bound to defend his country against its
enemies, both foreign &nd domestic, When a government
is engaged in systematically oppressing = people, and
destroying their securities against future oppression,
1t commits the same species of wrong to them which

warrants an appeal to force against a foreign enemy.
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The history of England and of this continent is not

wanting in examples by which the rulers and the ruled may

see that, although the people have been often willing to

endure bad government with patience, there arc legal and

constitutioﬁal limits to that endurance,"

BY MR, BENCE:

Q. Who said that? A, That is a resolution moved by
Mr, James Baird and seconded by Mr. Owen Garrity, during a
meeting held by delegates to a convention under the chairmen-
ship of w111iam Lyon Mackenzic,

Q. What happened to it? A, It was passed,

Q. Before you go on, do you subscribe to that statement?
A, Yes, I now quote from page 13 of the same volume:

"History proves that the rights of constitutional
liberty, which British subjects enjoy to-day, have cnly
been obtained by agitation, and, in some cases, by the
exercise of force, Magna Charta, the greatest bulwark
of British liberty, was forced by the bsrons from an
unwilling monarch, Other incidents in history show that
grievances have only been remedied when the oppresseg,
despairing of obtaining success by lawful agitation in
the face of opposition by entrenched ‘officialism, have
been compelled to fly to arms in defence of their rights,
Few wlll deny to-day, in the light of history, that the
cause of constitutional government in Canada was mater-
ially advanced by the action of William Lyon Mackenzie,
and that results have justified the rising of 1837.°
Now the point I want to make in this regard is that only
in this instance, when the people¢ had no other alternative
and having been deprived of every opportunity of finding
expression through e¢stablished institutions can there be any

justification whatsoever for the use of anything other than
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legal constitutional means; but where there are such_and it

has beon our opinion, and facts arc there to prove it, that

the condition in Canada all during its history and particularly
in rocent history, therc was no justification on the party of
any party or any group to advocate force and violence as a
means of finding redress for grievances.

Q. That 1is because you believe that you can bring ebout
the redress of those gricvances by the constitutional means?
A, That 1ig correcct,

Q. But do you subscribe to the principle if those
grievances cannot be brought about by constitutional means
you would advocate the use of force? A, I say in those
circunstanccs, where there are no avenues to find any such
rodress by constitutional means, it is justified to use other
means, as history has proven time and time again; and it does
not mean we will ever have any such condition prevalent in
Canada, and it is a hypothetical question to predetermine
what my position will be in the future, I am speaking of
historic examples from which our position is derived, It
involves the examination of the situation as it is. There
are no two countrics alike and hence no two policieg are
applicable,

Q. The communists belicve there was exvloitation of the
working classes by the so-called capitalists, That was one
of the chief complaints of the Communist perty, was it not?
A, Well, I would say that when a man was selling his labour
power or his abllity to work he was more or less, unless he
was organized in a trade union, at thc mercy of the employer
and he could get the price for his work to thec best of his
ability in accordancc with his bargoaining position at the
moment,

Q. Bub generally speaking that was thc cry of the

Communist party, that they were being exploiteqd? \ Yca.
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Q. The working class being exploited by capitélists?
& n¥es,

Q. So long as what the Communist party calls the
capitalists have the balance of voting power in this country o
there is no possibility in your minc of those conditions
being overcome, A, No, and basically --

Q. In these circumstances would you gc so far as to
say in view of the fact that the working classes arc accord-
‘ing to you 6pprossed you could then resori to force and
violence along tho lines suggested in the resolution? A, No,
not at all.

Q. You cannot agree with that rcsolution? 2, Yes, I
do agrece with it in this segse, that it involves the third
question then, which is the expioitation ag you arc pesing--~

Qe I was taking it as an example of one of the
oppressions, A, There are possibilities of organizing trade
unions, and those men come together and.their numbers are
increased and finally there is en improvement of their con-
dition through negotiation and discussion.

Q. I was wondering what type of example you could give
us which would fit into the picture described in that
resolution with which you would agree and which would in-
volve the use of force, A, I will give an example, if
there was & situation hypothetical mind you as exists for
example 1in any of the fascist countries where universal
suffrige has been abolished, where all parties, not only the
Communist party, have been wipcd out, where men and women
have been thrown into jail or shot on the first pretence,
vhere religion has not been permitted to be practised in
accordance with the wishes of the pecople involved, and no
free press, no right to meet, and all the other rights that
people have won as the result of years and centuries of

effort and struggle; if all these things were abolished
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certainly the pcople would have no other alternative but to
find ways of meeting and getting out of such a predicament
and certainly they could not be cxpected to stick te whatl is
called constitutional mcans because there is no such thing as
constitutional means under such circumstances. Only then would
there be any justification whatsocver for such a policy as I
have quoted in ﬁhis regolution, That is far different from
the qucstién of wages or improving of economlic conditiong or
better prices for products or things of that naturc, That
could easily be -- perhaps sometimes not so casily, but ncver-
theless could be improved in the course of the constitutional
democratic way of doing things; and so long as such 2 relation
exists we condemn any recourse to force and violence., Further-
more, even under the circumstances described by me when it is
justified no minority group or no party or no group is
justified in tfying to impose its wiil, no matter how right
it may be, on the majority of the people, It cannot succeed,
and it 1s hence not justified, not at all, When any change
can take place it involves the guestion of the expression of
the will of the people,
BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. Is it not a fact that only about two millior of the
population of Russia are communists? Is not that correct?
A. I would not know, Probably it is; I do not know %he
exact number,

Q. Somewhere around there? A, Perhaps,

Q. They are reelly imposing their will on the country
as a whol¢, are they not? A, No,

Q.. Are they not? A, WNo. I do not think they woula
carry on the war as they do if they were under some imposition
by just a couple of million, Onc hundred and eighty millions

=5

of men would not fight with such heroism if they were under
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some sort of a tyrant., I think the proof lies there; but
furthermore Russia was entirely a different country from
Canada, You had a despotism of czarist aristocracy, no
elections, no democracy, nothing of.what we are enjoying in
this country at all, and when the present government there
came into power it was electced by the people of Russia. All
of them were not communists, just as everybody does not have
to be a member of the Liberal party to vote for a Liberal
candidate,

MR, MARTIN: It would be better,

WITNESS: Yes it woulc be, but it is not so, Really it
would be better, I agree,

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Mr, Frced, I put to you this morning the question
as to whether you knew Dave Kashton. You told me you did
personally, He is the leader of the Young Communist party?
£, That is correct,

Q. When were you interned? A, I was interned
September 18, 1940,

Q. So in August 1940 you were at limerty? A, Yes,
sir, |

Q. And you were a mcmber of the burezu who controlled,
I think you told us,.the activities of the Communist party?
A, I was not actually in the comq}ttee then; I was not in
the city, but I was, yes. i

Q. Now I quoted you this morning from an article which,
as I told you, was published in the Monthly Review in
Avgust 1940, written by Mr. Dave Kashton, and I suggest to
you that the Monthly Review is the official organ of the
Communist party of Canada and states so on the back page.
-You are familiar with that? A, No, I do not think I have

seen this one,
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Q. Would you like to see it; I will show it %o you?
A, I believe that,

Q. You said this Dave Kashton article, which I read to
you, Gid not meet with the approvel of you and was not in any
wey, as I gathered, apgroved by the Communist party. This is
the Monthly Review of August 1940, and on the back page it
says:

"Monthly Review, Official organ of the Communist Party

of Canada,"
Now, you have secn that or copics? A, Yes, I have seen
some,

Q. Now let me show you Mr. Dave Kashton's article, and
I will show you oneé by yourself. You wrotc one for the same
number, A, Yos,

Q. We will take his first, which is: "Canada's Youth
and the War, by D.K." That is your friend. I shall now
read what Dave said. This is our friend and comrade Dave,
is i1t not? A, I should think so.

Q. Let us see what kind of language he uses here, What
you told us this morning you might have got awey with if I
did not happen to have this, This is vhat he said:

"King and the capitalists conscript you, put a rifle or

machiné gun in your hands and teach you how to use these -

instruments. Learn how to use them! Learn how to shoot,
to fly, to manouevre! Not against your class brothers
;h other lands or ot home, but against your rcal enecmies--
the Canadian imperialist capitalists! Fight for your
own class, the working class! Do not sacrifice your
lives for the interests and profits of King, Holt and
Co.l"

Now, do you tell this commitfec that you in your capacity

did not know that Kashton had that article published in
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your officialiorgan? ! A, Well, T aid not. ]

Q. You did,not? A, Noj; I gaid "probsbly," but I do
not,

Q. Let us sce what you wrote. Will you identify for
me in this same number, August 1940. "Canada'!s Youth and the
War, by D.K." -~ that is yourself? AL NG

THE CHAIRMAN: That is Kashton.

BY MR, SLAGHT:

Q. Pardon me, You wrote an article in the szamc review
right aloﬁgside Mr, Kashton, as follows, right next door,
Did you see this number after it came off the presses with
your own article in it? A. No. sir,

Q. You never saw it? A - Never .saw it in my dife:

Q. "Problems of Party Organization, by N.F." Would
that be your good self? Bocd wk dgjiomcmber writing an article
but I remember writing somethirg on that subject, I was in
an infternment caﬁp, remember, waen this came off the »réss;
I never saw it in wy life,

Q. I suggest to you you wrote it, I am not going to
bother you with some things in it --

MR, MARTIN: What was the date of that publication?

MR, SLAGHT: August 1940, He did not get into the
camp until September.

WITNESS: That is right. I never saw it,

B& MR, SLAGHT:

. Q. Let me read you some extracts, Did you write an
article "Problems of Party Organization"? A. I do not re-
call writing an article, but I remember writing some documénts
on that subject.

Q. Is there anybody else who got arcticles into your

fficial organ of which you were head of the bureau undér
the title "N,F," except yourself? A, No, I do not think so.

Q. Then, I read at page 19:
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"This is not accidental, Our Pérty bases itself upon
the scientific teachings of Marxism-Leninism; it stood
the first test of the war,"

Is that your language? A. I do not recall; might be; I
cannot remember; it is two years,
Q. I know you could not remember, On page 20 I find
the following:
"The bourgeoisie has been compelled to cast aside its
tdemocratic' mwask, to throw away the kid-gloves, to rulc
by the most unbridled methods of police-military
dictatorship., Concentration camps, the death penalty
are the weapons taken up against the Canadian working
class by Mackenzie King, Holt, Coldwell and the rest of
the war camp."
Is that your language? A, I do not remember that at all.
I would say this, I think I had the opinion then that men
who have differences of opinion on the matter of war at least
they should be given the opportunity to get into a court
rather than be whisked away to an internment camp, but I think
this, that only those who would help the enemy or give
information to the enemy and coming out of military con-
sideration 1s there any justification to throw them into
internment camps? I certainly do not think 1t was justified
to pick up a man because he had political differences and
not even give him a trial.
Q. I can understand all that, A, That is the meaning
of that.
Q. What 1s the meaning of this:
"That was what Lenin cmphasized when he wrote:
'Revolutionary experience and organizational skill
are things that can be acguired provided the desire 1is
there to acquire these quelities, provided the short-

comings are recognizcd -- which in revolutionary activity
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is more than half-way towards removing them,'"

Did you Qrité that? A, I could not say, but I can tell you
what I meant by the word "rc¢volutionary --"

Q. No, You suggest you did not write this article?

A, ©No, I cannot suggest that,

Q. Do yoursclf justice before this committee, A, That
is correct, I am, I am not suggesting that,

Qs I suggest to you you know very well, having regard
to your position at that time, whother or pot you wrote this
article published in your own official organ, the Monthly
Review, A, I have absolutely nothing to hide., T shall be
cgndid and frank., I say I remcmber having written a docu-
ment dealing with organizational problems. I have never
seen this until to-day nor was I aware that it had been
published, Thét is the honesgt truth. Now I cannot say
this because I do not recall, If I could recollect it I
should answer differcently; but I certainly cannot rcmember
the exact words. Perhaps it was e€dited partially.

Q. You told us a few moments ago that your party, as
I understand you, conderncd illegal action; is that right?
Will you follow me? I turn to page 22 in what I suggest is
your own afticle, published in the year of the war, and this
is what I find:

"The only guarantcee that we have that our Party will

continue to give leadership to the daily mass struggles

of the workers and their allies, the only guarantec that
we have that we will take advantage of every legal
possibility for mass work lies in the carrying through
of Marxist-Leninist organizational principles, kthe
organization of the Party on an illegal basis, Without
such a party the working class struggle will be aimless
and barrcn," v

Did you write that?

(CC follows)
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Did you irite that? A. Yes, I think so. That is not in
contradiction to what I have said at all. ‘What other
alternative would a party have when it is declared illegal?
It has the two alternatives, aither to dissolve itself and
disband completely or else continue to work. And anything
that that party does, from a legal point of view, is illegal
because that party is bannede.

Qs Though you might think that the laws of Canada
were wrong --- A. I did not say they were wrong.

Qe Well, assume that you did not think they were wrong.
I am giving you the benefit of that doubt. You advocated
illegal opposition to them. That could mean nothing but that,
could it? A. Well, I have explained that the logioc of the
position on the war naturally leads to a position that you
either distand snd do absoiutely nothing or else you do something
about the opinions énd policies that you hold to; and
any of those things you do would naturally be interpreted
legally, at any rate, as being of an illegal nature.

2+ Just one or two more quotations of the language
I suggest you pﬁblish yourself in this your official organ
to the young men of Canada? I am quoting from page 22:

"Ilenin commented on these prophetioc words
of Engels in 1917 and said:
!'yeo a number of ®legal'! positions have

been wrenched from the working class.. But on the

other hand it has been steeled by trials and is

receiving severe but beneficial lessons in 1llegal

organization, in illegal struggles and is preparing

its forces for a revolutionary attack.,'"
That is a quotation from Lenin? A. That is from Engles.

Q. Yes, that is from Engles. Then here:
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"To fulfll our vanguard role, to be ablo to adequately
combine legal and illegal work, it is nenessary to
pay more attention to another basic question --"
Did you write that? A. I chink so, yes,

«e You were advising the young men of Canada to com-
viau Allegally in illegsl w~rk in August, 1940. Is that
correct? A. No. That is not ocorrect, because I did not
write that for any youth of Canada or in that sense.

Qs Who did you write that to, which was published
in the monthly official magazine of uvhe party?

Ao I have alrecady explained,

+ Did you put an eage-limit on it as to those who
were to read it? A. No. not et all. I have already
.explained about that, I have written an article or statement.

Mr. COHEN: Would you miné glving the witness un
cpportunity which he asked to =zplain to the use of the word
revolutionary?

Mr. SLAGHT: Well, ---

Mr., HAZEN: Yes.

Mr. SLAGHT: Certainly. He told me =2 few moments ago
that he had advocated no illegal means.

By Mr. SLAGHT:

‘.« Do you want to distinguish"illegal™and "'revolutionary,
because you used "1legal "here threce times advocating illegal
means for the policy of your party?

A. I used that term,

2+ What do you mean by illegal means, or as Mr. Cohen

your counsel suggests, explain anything you li»e¢ about that

language, you having admitted that you wrote it.

Mr. HAZEN: That was in the second statement that you
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read that the word "revolutionary 'was used. The witness said
or suggested he might explain the word "revolutionury"in that
second statement. I have not the statement in my mind now.

WITNESS; Yes.

Mr. HAZFN: I would like him %o explain that.

WITNESS: There were some quoctations given.

By Mr. SLAGHT: 7. Explain it, if you like. Explain
illegal . Explain anything you like, so far as I am concerred,
A. I am very glad to do that, I have explainedvthat:in
so far as we were concernec., we had not advocated force and
violence, I have alreadf explained under what circumstances
force and violence would be justified. Now the matter comes
up in reference to legal and 1llegal activiiles. I can only
reiterave by saying that tlie only altermative an organization

that is declared illegal by law. - rathertwo alternathives

present themselves to such an organiza®tion: either %o disband

and cease :all activity or else, if i3 feels that it wus decleved
illegal unjustifiably, thai 3%z policies ars such thas are
in the interests of the country; to continus the work. with
all the limitations., with all the difficultiecs involved and
possibly alllof the consequences, Such activity certainly
ig; from the point of view of the law -- I am not a lawver,
but I can understand thié 3 a laymar., that from the pcint
of view of the law it is illegal activity. It could be nn
other. Any work done by such an organization or those that
continue to be members in that organization during the period
when that organization is Geclered lllegal. is ilisgal
activity.

Mr. COHFN: ‘Wwhat is needed is that you relieve tho
feeling that is in Mr. Siaght's mind. There is au inter-

relationship, in his mind, between what you said apovt
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force and violense and illegal activity.

WITNESS: It has no relation, nor is it synonymous
with that, with the advocacy of force and violence whatsoever.
One invelves the question of organizing uprisings or sabotage
or whatever you may consider goes into the category of force
end violenoce.

BY MR. SLAGHT:

Q. Revolutionary actions, I suppose? . 4. Well; no. I would
say actioné of a nature that involve the use of arms or

fight or foroce of that kind; »y trying, for example, to organize
a band to storm the parliament buildings, for instance,

or to storm a polilce office or storm some other important
building ..

., Or, for instance take a gun that was in a communist
soldiert's hands, as a soldier ii the army; if he turned that
gun to shoot a member of parliament or someuLody in power or
a police officer, would that be revolutionary?

ne No -- that would be force, yes.

‘vs Before we leave it, let me ask you this, I have
here the Toronto Clarion, entitled "Organ of the Toronto
District Committee of the Communist Party of Canada." Is
that the true title? <o Yes, I think so.

o It is the August 26, 1940 issue of the Toronto
Clarion. You were a member then, 9pparently. I read you
this from the bottom of the third page under the heading of
"The Task of the Party". In view of your last refinements,
will you pay close heed to this langagge:

"All the conditions for a maturing revVolutionary

situation are already present in Canada. The
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decisive question is the organization of mass
agbtatice and propaganda among the people, the
development of united front struggles with the
hones% supporters of the war for their immediate
needs, meroiless exposare of the roles oI the
C.C.F. as the prop of the ruling class among the
workers, the building of a mighty communist ﬁarty,
the carrying through of Lenin's advice:

'The question at issue is the most undisputed
and the most fundamental duty cf all socialists:
the duty to reveal to the masses the existence
of a revolutionary situation to make clear its scnpe
and depth, to awaxen the revolutionary consciomsness
and the revolutionary determination of the prnletariat,
to help iﬁ té pass to revolutionary actions, and to
create organizations befitting the revolutionary
situation for work in this direction.!

(The King government, avnormally class-conscious,
and in mortal dread of the impending storm, is taking
every precaution to safeguard the capitalist system
from the anger of the people. But it seems to have
forgotten the words of Litvinov: 'No gun has been

invented which can fire only in one direotion. "

What did that mean? A, - Al]l right. I think that in the

beginning of the quotation it speaks of organization of

agitation and propaganda for the purpose of enlightening

the people of conditions existing, or words to that effect,

in order to find redress for thelr immediate needs and that
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sort of thing. Certainly I do not think that anyone can say
that that constitutes advocacy of force and violence. A
symbolio quotation from Litvinov is not a criterion of that
¢ither.

2« Ir that was read by a young Communist in the Canadian
Army, do you think he would not take that meaning oud of it?

A. No, I do not think so.

By Mr. MARTIN:
Qe 1 want to continue on tha% point. You, as a Communist,
believe in the doctrine of soclal change? A. That is
correcte.

Qs Or you believe that social change‘is necessary?
4e That is right.

<+ 1 have always understood that your quarrel with
the C.C.F. parpy or the programme of the C.C.F. party was
that whilé they believed in the doctrine orf social change
and would bring that about by constitutional methods, the
ConmﬁniSH party believes that is hot the effective way of
bringing that about, and you would bring it about by violent
action. That has always been my understanding of the essential
divergenoce between the’;wo philosongersz A., T hat is not
correct, according %o my understandinge The difference lies
somewhere else.

o Let me ask you this question. A. Yes?

-+ Have you ever asserted or do you now believe

that social change in this country is pbssible without violent
action? e . Yes. The difference that .is involved in this
questioh between the Commanists and the C.C.F. or Socialists

lies in this, that there is a need of educating the people
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to the realization that in the event of social chanée brought
ebout democratically in those countries where there is a
" democratio way of expression of the people, there may be a
situation in which the powers that have been put out of office ,
or out of power, as you say democratically, may organize

and use force and violence to get back their lost positions;

and it will be essential for the people in that position,

that had democratically made their change o defend themselves
and use force and violence as well. I can give a very clear
example that was short of actual sccial complete change, and
that was Spain. Spain went over Mst innocently from monarchy
to a reyWlio and a demooratic form of governmert and one could
compare Azana to a Liberal in this country and to people

such as that and socialists in the United States or any
goverament at all, When the peoSQ§7?1 an overwhelming majority
in an election campaign} it is very much the same as we have

an election campaign in this ocountry. This government went to
work and beganm to introduce social legislation, unemployment
insurance, increase 4 wages, better working conditions and things
of that kiﬁd. A group of generals under Franoes, with the
connivance of foreign powers, Germany and Italy, as you know,
opened up a civil war against this government. Now, what
should these people have done? Should they have turned

the other oheek or should they have fought for what they

had voted democratically ? My position is that when the
people hav®had the opportunity to express their views
democratically on the form of government or the social system
they desire, that that government has a duty to the people

to protect its newly won positlon against anyone that a*teupts

to overthrow it. That is where the difference lies between
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tasis of history and experience, the need of the people,
of the working people, the farmers and the middleclass people,
the majority of the people of the nation, to understand that
when a change does take place, if it anywhere goes into
fundamentals, it has invariably been the case that the pecwers
that be do not give up that position willingly and try to
gain back lost positions and use all means,and as a matter of
fact use phe most illegal means possible, because acwually
the laws of the land are then established by a constituted

democratic government. Is not that so? Have we not got

historic examples to prove that that is exactly how it invarlably
Works? Certainly. That is the diiference.

By Mr. MacINNIS:
2+ .The government using those means is not using vlolence.
It is the opposing side that would be using violence?
:se  That is correct.

Je You are assuming now -- when you say what you did
with regard to the C.C.F. party -- that the social democrats
everywhere, such as the labour party in Great Britain, the
labour party in New Zealand and Australia, would not use the
legal means at their disposal to maintain the govermment to which
they were legally elected? A, Well, I would say, M.
MacInnis, *~ = will permit me, that the German Social Democratie
party certainly did not fight for 1its position.

7+ I would rather not go into that, because if I did
there Are certain things that I would have to say which I do
not want to have to say. A. All right. I am quite
satisfied.

By the CHATRMAN:
Qe Mr. Freed, do you know whether the Communist Party, in the

summer of 1940, during August or September,  changed its
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name into Alliance <- used the word "alliance" instead of
"party"? A+« Not that I know of, noa

7% Do you know of a political letier on "Our present
tasks" issued in September, 19407 A. No. I have never seen
that. I was arrested then.

3« Let me read the first paragraph of that document
entitled "Political letter on our present task to all members
of the alliance: In the course of organization and leading
militant struggles of the workers and farmers for their
immediate demands, 1t is our task to carry on the most wide-
spread and concrete revolutionary propaganda under the slogan 'an

independent socialist party.® Did you ever write that?
ae No, I have never seen that.

7+ You have never seen it? A. Vo.

Mr. MARTIN: Vhat was the word before "revolutlonary
propaganda"?

The CHATIRMAN: "It is our task to carry on the most
widespread and concrete revolutionary propaganda undéer the
slogan "An independent socialist party."

Mr. IARTIN: Of course, thiglvitness has denied knowing
anything about it. :

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, he denies knowing anything about
it. '

WITNESS: 1 have never seen it.

Mr. MARTIN: If he had not denied knowing anything
about it, I would have asked him what he meant by "revolutionary
propaganda™.

WITNESS: I could answer that, because it had been
brought out in reference to an article that I had written.

I woulcé say that term "revolutionary™ is a scientific term.

It denotes a certain wing in the labour movement. You could
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“say that it involves the ﬁroblem to get to a change of scolal system

For instance, when you say there has taken place a revolution
in our mcdern methods of warfare, you mean, or I think you mean,
that some radical changes have taken place in the methods

of producing armaments or of carrying on warfare as it is called

for by the circumstances.

(DD follows)
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LNow the word "revolutionary" is used invarisbly in all sorts
of ways, and in my opinion to me it always meant a scientific
term thaE denotes an activity or agitation or propaganda of
a nature which is aiming towards social change.

BY THE CHAIRMAYN: |

Q. But in August 1940 in the =rticle which you admitted
having written you apparently advocate the revolution whether
in social conditions or not, and you defended such a revolu-
tion by legal or illegal means? A. Yes; I have zlready ex-
plained what I meant by tae word "iliegal.,” By "illegal” I
meant any activity of any kind. For example, this is a
situation., I learned the other day that Mr, S=alsberg was
arrested. He had a ticket in his pocket, according to the
press report, coming down to Otfawa asking for amnesty to
give him.the opportunity %o go to Vencouver and influence
some of the men that he has Influence over to accept a
government proposal for working the shipyards seven days a
week,

BY MR, McKINNON:

Q. How does he have influence over them? A, Because
he hes been in the trade union movement for probably 20 years
or more in this country and is associated with these men., He
is associated with trade congresses; he has orgoenized unions
in the country; that hos been his job, his work,

Q. Is he one of the officers of one of the organizations
that are in trouble? fva No,

Q. Why should an outsider take it upon himself to go
in and influénce the officers &nd meémbers of aﬁother organiz-
ation? AL | ¥es,l T rshonld s=

Q. Who is he that he thinks he can do that? A, Ioam
not saying he should or should not do it, Why should anyone
who can help, wherever it comes from, in order to accomplish

2 certain job be prevented from giving that help? Thet is
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the meaning of Mr. Churchill's statewment "anyone that marches
with us is against Hitlerism." He is not afraid of where the
help comes from, If my house is on fire I certainly would
not ask wmy neighbour what business it is of his if he came
to help put out the fire, I would be very glad to have him
come to help me, I am not saying therc is an exact analogy
there. I was trying to make this point., Here is.2 man who
is supporting the war, wholchezrtedly for the war, trying to
see if he can do something to solve a problem and he is
arrested. Now, he is arrested beceuse he belongs to an
illegel organization, It is not what he 1s doing that is
illegal, as I understand it, according to the ztatement
issued by Mr. King's office in reply to & letter that he had
received from Mr, Buck in a pamphlet, The statement said
the pawphlet and the letter could not be considered asg
subversive material and yet JAr, Buck is being sought, I
suppose, by the police for his arrest, not for what he is
doing now or what he is advocating now, but because he be-
longs to an organization that is declared illegal, and €ven
his pro-war work is illegal in that sense, That is what I
mean by the term "illegal."

BY MR, BENCE:

Q. Then in connectlion with the action that has been
taken against him, would you call that the type of oppression
that you referred to when you quoted that statement of
William Lyon Mackenzie? A, I would say it is not, no; I
would say it is not justified,

Q. Would you say that is the type of oppression re-
ferred to in the resolution that you read from the DboOk On

William Lyon Mackenzie? A, "No, I would say no, I would
say that is not that type, nor does it call for wmeasures

advocaved there, The very fact that I am able to git nere
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-,
and discuss matters with you gentlemen or the possibilities

of men getting together and seeking answers or trying to
plead with government bodies to take certain measures is the
main wey of doing things; there is no need of resorting to
other means, and it would D@ totally unjustified and I would
be the first man to condeuwn it,
BY MR, MARTIN:
Q. Mr, Freed, may I say that time is going quickly and
I want to try to see if I can come tc what I regard as the
issve here. I aw golng to read something to you and ask you
whether you agree with this or not,
"I think the evidence before this committee to date --
establishes that the ideology of the Communist party
in Canada is the same as the ideology of Marxist
zommunism as attempted to be practiced and as under-
stood in the U.S.S.R. to-day. But there 1s this re-
finement that I think we have to consider, and this will
Ve the issue which will face this committee, I think.
Zven though that may bek tne case, and even though the
evidence is clear that up until June of 1941 the commun-
ists in Canada-did everything they could %o hurt the
cause of the United Nations, the fact is that now they
find themselves in a position where they can be true to
that ideology since June 6, 1941, and do all that they
can to assist in our war effort since that date, be-
cause it happens to coincide with the wer aims of the
present U.S.S,R., The queation that fszces us 1s this,
Are we to acknowledge that as being the fact? . I think
the evidence is clear that they are anxicus, as long
as Russia stays in the war, to do &ll they can to help

the United Nations, through hclping Russia,”
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.
MR, MAYBANX: Your question is whether he agrees with

that?
BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. I want to know if you agree with that? A, ©No, not
in toto. My position is this, 2nd all the men in the camp
with me, and I think all the others outside that I was
associated with: we are unconditionally in support of the
war unto the end, no matter what happens to Russia, If
Ruésia is knocked out of the war, which I do not think she
will be, if under other circumstancesrit may happen, in so
far as we are concerned, go far as I am concerned, T cén de-
clare myself honestly and frankly and without fear of contra-
diction that we arc in this war until fascism is completely
defeated, no matter what setbacks we may have, no matter what
consequences weé may have; and I support the war because I
believe that this war involves the national existence of
Canada first of all,

| Q. Yes, Well, now, just -- A. And excuse me, let
me finish, At the same time it coincides with the struggle
for the national existence of other countries among which is
2lso Russia, Great Britain, the United States, China and
27 or 28 nations and probably others when they have the
opportunity to have real representatives, those who have
signed the United Nations' sgreements and so long as it ie
possible and vital for us to go‘on to defeat this power that
is sceking world domination and destruction of our nationsl
existence so long I am prcpared to give my 1ife in the defcnce
of '1it, ,
‘ BY MR, MAYBANK:
Q. Mr, Freced -- i
MR, MARTIN: Do you mind if I just finish?

T CHAIRMAN; Mr, Martin wes asking a question.
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e MR, MARTIN: I should like to finish this.
BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. With regard to the statement I have read to whiech
you have cxpressed disagrcement, there was this comment meade:
"Thaet is right, You have hit the nail on the head

there, They are satisfied to side with us in the war

effort not becausé.thcy desire the winning of the war by

Britain or the United States, but because they want o

sec Russia victorious in this war, and want to aece the

principles of communism triumph in a country wheré they
are implemented or trying to be implemented., From that,
are we not justified in still being = little bit
hesitant and suspicious about psople who obviously work
on that basis? Are we not justified in being suspicious
that, notwithstanding that thcy work along with us in
this war, they want to take advontage of thzir effort, to

eep their stending and be in 2 better position to im-

plement their policies and their method of operation =e

soon as the war is over; in other words,'keep the good-
will of the people upon whom they must work,”
A, That is totally incorrect; and of course if it is led to
the logical conclusion then I suppose communists should be in
internment camps for l%fe.

Q. I am just putting it to you. A, I am just drawing
the logic of the stetement., I soy our position in so far as
the war 1s concerned is first of all and primarily dictated
by the interests of Canada. Any waf that Canaeﬁﬁig]involved
in 2t present or maybe involved in in the future/;nvolves the
defence of the national existencc of Canada and its position
as a nation, that is being threatened by 2 foreign power
strikes me this way:

/I shall defend my country under 2ll circumstanccs and it has

no direct connection with whomever we may be in alliance with.
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®&hat is of sccondary importmnce, The question involve@-here
is the national existence, as Mr. King says. He says here
in his speech, and I agree with it fully, that some pcople
had thaught that this wes onothaer European woer in the he-
Zinning. While I happened tb have been one of thosc that
thought so and I have paid the price for it, too, two years,
and I do not sce any justification for continﬁing to pay the
price; but I have no such ideas, have no such opinions, and
hold opinions to the contrary and om ready to don a uniform
if nced be ‘and do my fighting with all other Canadians,

BY MR, MAYBANK:

Q. Now, Mr. Freed, I think probably you have answered --
A, May I quote this from Mr, King's specch at page 3525 on
July 10:

"When Canada entered what, in Sceptember, 1939, most

people believed was going to be !'just another Europcan

war,' 1t was recognized if the war were not successfully
cnded, our national sccurity would be menaced. But very
few contemplated a war which wmight come to thrsaten our
national existence.‘ That is the position Canada is in
to-day. We are engaged with the other free nations of
the world in a war of survival,'

I agree with that 100 per cent,

Q. I think that you have been answering my queastions
by some of your stafements at least by inference. This was
the question: You did not 2lways hold the views that you
are now exprc¢ssing to-day. That is 2 question, not a state-
ment. A, 1 sece,

Q. That is a question, not 2 statement., Will you
answer that? A, Yes; I did naot always hold the views --

Q. Your views have changed? A;. Yes, my vievs
changed as all other @cn's views change in acccrdance with

the changed circumstances.
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Q. There is no quorrel with a fon changing his views,
Would you indicate about the time that your views changed?
A, Yes; I heve stated 1t this morning.

Q. I beg your pardon? A, I have explained exszctly
how the changes have taken plnce,

Q. I feel I should not «sk eny more because you have
probably answered it, A. I was going to say herc in this
regard I think that we have reached the point where it is
essential for wme to say a few words in regard to my attitude,
and I can say with conviction that it is algo the attitude
of the communists gencrally, I think it has been stated to
the government many times and it has been stated to you
gentlemen I am surc in briefs presented, in o brief that we
had sent from the internment comp, that'I had sent cn behﬁlf
of the men, that we are completely and unconditionally in
favour of Canada's war effori; furthermore we attoch no con-
ditions to our support of the war effort; we are preparcd to
support the government, this government or any other govern-
ment, any war government that there may be in the future in
2ll measures taken in order to prosecute the war totally,
fully, in order to speed up victory., We arc quite prepared
and rcady to shelve if you plecase any differcnces that may
exict., As a matter of fact to my knowledge, and this is my
opinion too, we arc in favour of a total alliance of nll
classes and all parties end all groups. I me2n in this that
you are awarc that in many coses there are interests of verias
clagscs that differ, and thot is o fact. It is not buzed on
wishful thinking; it is not becausc they 1like it to be so,
but it is the way it i1s, The interest of workers and em-
ployers and farmers and workers and cmploycrs and other
sections of the population differ; noturally so. A men's

intcrest, it can be said, derives from the position that he
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occupies in the economic scherie of things; but I believe that
because of the cmergency, because of the crisis naturc of the
whole situation, because it involves the nationsl survival of
our ﬁountry that this is no time for cemphasis on differences
nor is it the time for recriminations or blame fixing or
finding fault with who 1is responsible for this or the other
thing, I think that cen well be left for future historians
to determine becausc any indulgcnce in this luxury in my
opinion can only hinder indirectly at least our united effort;
hence we should emphasize at this time rather the things that
wre of common interest betwecen us and put aside any difference
that moy cxist, subordinate them,if you wish, to the national
1hterest; concurrcntly I am opposed to zny strikes, for in-
stance, in any industry, particularly any war industries be-
cause it may mean stopping of maﬁufncturing of the materials
nqedgd for our soldicrs 2t the front or the so}g;crs of our
allies. I think all differcnces can be ironed ouh through
the existing machinery and through negotiation. I think thot
this problem of avoiding strikcs is being handled very well,
but it éould be improved, if I am to express an opinion, by
the ecstablishment of what cxists already in Great Britain

and in the United states, of a more close partnership between
managers, captains of industry and labour, so that they con
both find the best way for incréasing production., I am
also in favour of 2ny sacrifices that mey be necessary and
dictated by the military conditions of the war to be imposzed
on the working classes, on' the farmers or any other section
of the population. I think the yardstick for our meazure
whether of an economic or social or military nature must be
the problems dictated by the wur situation; and 1f the wor
situation requires certain steps to be taken to speed up

producfion by working sceven days & week or the increase of




DD-9

shifts or the increase of the productivity of labour or any
other mcasures of a rationalization nature recquired in order
to supply the tools of war that have to be supplied, I fully
and wholcheartedly support oll those measures. I believe too
that 211 questions of conscription and important mattcrs of
this kind. largely necd to bc determined not by any party on
politiczl considcrations but rather by war consider:tions, I
am just expressing an opinion, but I am not surc that they
2r¢ not your impression of the various problems involved, We
have many problems, We all realize that the situation in the
world and the war situation is very serious at the present
time and we have not very much time to catch up in order to
finish the job as speedily as possible; and it calls for
tremonaous sacrifices, and I, as the men with me in the comp
and others that ere still being hounded 211 over the place,
would like if we were given tne opportunity to make =~ con?ri-
bution to achicve some of thesc things that must be dons,

We are not a very large group but wc can help., We enjoyed
gonc influence in our various circles and we can improve the
gituation., I can imagine, for instance, just to give an
example, a number of workers in a job who heve known me, for
instance, know my anti-fascist record, know that had I had
the opportunity I was willing to go to Spain end fight there
because I felt that our fight was being fought there though

partially,

(EE follows)
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I have been :
in opposition to fascism all along in all its forms, These

men are called upon to exert effort-s in production. I do not
say that they are not doing i, but I am sure that they feel
that 1t seems to be anomalous that men who have advocated such
things, who have declared themselves wholly and fully for the
war, should still remain in the internment camp; and not only
that, but that others should still be arrested at this stage
of the game; when all the things, the prejudices we have had,
the fact that we allowed ourselves -- and with all

due respect to the people involved, we did alliow curselves

to be fooled by the Communist bcgey. I am very much
convinced of that. That instead of believing Hitler, that
Communism was the danger and this world revolution nonsense,
we should have seen that the danger lay right there with
Hitler, and that what he was téying to do was to divide

us and pick us off one by one. I was certainly disturbed
when I recalled the time when Mr. Chamberlain came of'f the
aeroplane and waved a plece of paper. a éwenty-five year non-
aggression pact with Germany aund peace 1 our time,

By Mr. MARTIN: No, peace with honcur. A. Yes, peace
with honour. I sald to myself then, I remember,"Well, that is
the first shob»., The war is on." ° That was not peace that
was being discussed there, That was the means of splitting up
the forces that should have been united., But those are all
things that have no place in discussion, and if I was free
myself to-day, I would not s . ': of thosec matters on any putlic
platform -~ not because I am a timid sort of individual; as
you can probably see, I am not sc Serribly timid; not because
of that, but because I am convinced that is not what is needed

at the present time. It would not do us any good. It could
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not help the situation. I would rather stress at the present

time our common interests, what the workingman  should do in

his uniform of overalls, and the man in the army, in order to
engander more énthusiaam and greater activity, so that we could
put forward a much greater effort as our contribution to the
world struggle that is going on at the present time. I venture
to say, gentlemen, that whatever justification there may have

been‘for any action taken before, actions which I do not
agree with -- not because my own skin is at stake -- I could
say at least we could have been given the opportunity to stand
up in a court and give a chance for the courts of our land
to decide the merits or demerits of the question. Only the
men who were identified with the enemy, who worked with the
sought ‘

enemy, or/to enhance the enemy's work, are the men that should
have been rightly interned and should be interned to-day.
I venture to guess that there are very many of them still at
large in our country. I could not imagine it otherwise
because it seems to be the only country among the united nations
that has had no -- at least, to my knowledge, -~ arrests of
people that have been carrying on fifth column subversive
activity of a spying nature, as it happened in the United States
or in any other countries.- But whatever justification there
may have been for taking certain measures since Canada was
at war -~ and we did oppose the war, rightly or wrongly;
it was our estimation ---

By Mr. MARTIN:
3¢ Do I understand you to say you admit wrongly? A. Well,
I think partially wrohgly, yes.

Qe Well, you cannot be partially wrong. A. Well,

I say that we did not completely estimate the situation as it
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went albng. By this I mean that there were pefiods in the
war situation, at least in the beginning,that had sufficient
earmarks to justiff the characterization of this war as an
imperialist war. Certainly even this imperialist war could

not be compared to the war of 1914-18 because in my opinion

it took place in a world entirely different to what the world
was in 1914-18, And just as no war is a pure war and has all
sorts of othgr intermixed features,as the war progresses
I think thazighcloser examination of the events thét were

occurring, some of the mistakes that were made and some of the

 mistakes that others made, some of them perhaps more serious

than any mistakes we have made,andI mean in so far as the

consequences are concerned for the war as such -- I think that
there might have been somewhat of a different stcry te tell
in the periods involved. That ié ny frank and honest opinion.
and I am speaking for myself in this regard.

By Mr. BENCE:
<+ I should like to ask this question. 1f you were free

to~morrow, and the Communist Party was declered legal to-morrov,

would you be working for the purpose of increasing the power

the political power and prestige of the Communist Party?

A. Well, frankly I would say this, that so far as I am

concerned, in the course of this war -- this opinion may not

he shared by others -- I feel that the main work that any

man should do now is in the interests of the war effort and

not to enhance any narrow party political aims or aspirations.
2+ Then in your presentation here to-day you have

been arpguing really for the release of people like yourselves

who are anti-fasoist and i1 favour of Canada's war effort at
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the present time? A, largely, yes.

Qe.And that you do not hold aay particular brief for
the legalization of the Communist Party? A. Well, I think
it would be a good thing to do. :

%* But if you stand by your statement that you do
not believe that any of ue shoulid work these days for the
increasing of prestige of political parties, it is not of much
consequence if the Comrmmunist Party is'illegal or not?

Ae. You would not suggest thai the Liberal varty should
be outlawed on the seme basis, would you?

<+ Oh, no, You are not answering the question.

Ae Yes, I am. I say that in so far a3 I am concerned, I see
no need on the part of anyone -- and I am no% saying anybody
is doing that; I am just expressing my own opinion -~ for
enhahcng or trying to promote wrab 1acy be consideredé narrow
party interests. If the Communist Party was declared legal,
I would say that its whole activity, I would sav one Lundred
per oent, would be of a nature to enhance the war effort.

2+ DBut at the same tims to increase its own assevs
and prestige and power?

Mr. MacINNIS: That would be incidental.

lir« BENCE: Just a moment.

that weculd be

JITNESS: I think/outside the point, would it not?

Mr. BENCE:Q.What I want tc know is this. As far as ycu
are concerned in giving your evidence here to-day, iz the
question of the legalization of the Communist Party a matter
of gfeat moment in your mind or is it not? A, Oh; yes,

I think it is of great importance, I taink it Qould tend %o
promcte national unity in the ccuntry.

By Mr. MAYBANK:

Qe I take 1t that you take substantielly the same position
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as Mr. Hanson of the Conservative Party, Mr. King and the leaders
of all the other parties -- N»s. Nielsen, Mr. Lacombe and

Mr. Coldwell and Mr., Blackmors, that politics should be out

for the duration? As. Yes. he only politics we should have
is the winning of the war. _

% 1 see. A. I think if the Cormunist Party was
declared a legal organization. it would strengthen and improve
publio constituents in the country. It would result in an
increased ‘effort -- not that there is any attempt beeause they
are still illegal to curtail that effort. You must admit
that it would be natural, for erxample, Tor men who are in
internment camps or men who are being sought by the police,
to hecome very subjective and to tfy and get revenge, even.

But that is not the case, Some people cannot understand it
that men from internment campe -~ for instance; sometimes

we are given over the coals bi our censors because we do advise
our families to join the women's. services ard the Y. M. C. A.
and that sort of thing.

By Mr. MARTIN: J. What do you mean by you were taken
over the coals by the censor? ..+« Our letters were stopped
because that involves dealing with politics.

By Mr. MAYBANK:

2. I suppose he thought you were advising that in order that
they might get in those organizations and rore from within?

A. Nos

Qe I am not saying you sald that. I say I suppose
he thought you were advising them to get in and bore from
within. Am I right in that? A, No, I would not think so.
i thinkvit is largely the case “hat regulations are made for

all the camps and there are certain things that come under the
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heading of_politics that‘internees are not to write about
matters of this kind, and in the general run of things
it is routine.

Mr. COHEN: It relatecs to prisoners of war.,

WITNESS: Yese It relates to prisoners of war. I am
not scolding them or making any case about it. I am just
citing it as an instance. I ¢o admit the reason for it.

All T am trying to point out is that even under the present
circumstances every man, through ccmmunication -- and that
is the only way we have -- has offered to enter into the
armed foroes, not to bore from within but to be disciplined
soldiers. That is all, to enter into production or

war services. You see, it is sometimes very, very difficult,
gentlemen, when I am spokesman of the men in the camp and

a visitor comes. Here comes a son to see his father, in
uniform. He is training probably, %o go overseas or to get
into some battle some place. He comes to see his father

and hls father is in an internment cemp, and his father had
advised him just a few months ago in a letter saying that he
should join the army, he should get his other frieuw. %o join
the army, Canada needs every young man in the army. He had
expressed the desire to go into the army himself, even though
he might be over age, he could do something. Here is a most
anomalous situation. As far as we are concerned, it is very
difficult for us to understand such a relationship.

By Mr. MAYBANK:

Qe By the way, I do not supro®v that you would have this
material, but do you happen to know if there is material among
your friends to iﬁdicate how many of the meirbers of the

families of interned people are in the services?
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A. Yes.

s¢ You know that is available some place? A. Tes.
1 have a record of that. We made a registratior as to who
has a son or brother or relative ﬁhere, I 3o not remember
exactly the number, but I would say most of the men have.
I have a brother myself who 1s in the Air Force.

-s It would be interesting informa®*ion. It might be
important I do not know.

e YESe

By the CHAIRMAN:
.+ Have you any approximate idea? A. I-think about 26 or
28 men have either sons or brothers or very close relatvives
in the armed forces.,

By Mr. MARTIN:
3+ How many have sons? D~ you kncw that? A, I couvid
not remember exactly. But I could certeinly provide you

with that informatien.

Mre MAYBANK: It might not be a bad idea; Mr, Covsan.,

JITNESS: We have the exact dati We took a regis-
tration. We offered our services some time agc. We went
to each man and aaked for their qualifications, their aga,
their training and whether they had been in the army bef-rs,
what they would like to do, and whether they had any
relatives, sons and so on in the armed forces, We have a
complete record of this in the camp. We heve only sent to
the government a summary of that reocord.

By Mr. BENCE:
2+’ I asked a question & little while agu, and it was not for
the purpose of-.asserting my opinion, it was for the purpose
of trying to obtain from the witness his attitv..: in ecnnection

with the point. He referred to the fact, rr, as 1 took it,
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most of his line of argument to-day was in connection with
the people who were interned should be let out because.tbey
eould help in the war effort« He sald that nevertheless
the legalization of the Communist Party would help national
unity in this country, although he also said, I believe. that
even although it was not made legal, that these people whc
were free and who were in the same category as himself, would
work as hard as they could for the war effort? A. Yes.

Qe I wonder if you would mind elaborating on that
question as to the legality of the Communist Party?

‘Mr. COHEN: He means lifting the ban on the Communist
Party. .

WITNESS: I think the lifting of the tan on the Commur®:’
Party would release the energies of, I would say some fifteen
thousand members probably or there abouts. I am just taking

a guess at that I do not know the exact situation at the

present time. Many others who were not members are sympath ' ~-u =,

what you might call supporters, They are men who could, if
they were free, if they did not belong or continue to belong

to any organization that is still illegal, were wholly and
fully for the war effort. . You would have a very anomaluus
situation if all the men interned in Hull jall were release<
for example, anc others were not arrested. .You might say tha®
this would constitute a sort of difficulty oF “legality,

if not de jure. But nevertheless it would still be an offence
for anyoné Iegally that remained a member of the Conmunist
Party. The Communist Party would then either have tc¢ dissolve
igself or -- I do not know what it could be. I think that if
the ban was lifted, it would meke it possible for a considereb.e

constituency of public opinion in this country, particularly
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in the labour movement, that would feel that a controversial
issue has been eliminatedj that no energy or time should be
spent in education to free this one or 1ift that or 1lift the
others; that this time or this energy couid well be spent >
in order to enhance the war effort in one way or another.

I am not happy about all of this agitation that is going on
in the country, in the newspapers, on the public platforms
and radios and even in the House of Commons., where these
questions are continually discussed, and controversy is
aroused. There is no need of it.It should be eliminated
from.the body politio in Canada altogether so that all our
energies, all our efforts could be directed in the way of
giving our whole for the war effort. I should think that
would be probably the best solution of the whole problem.

By Mr. MARTIN:

Qe Are‘you a married man? A. Yes.

Qe With a family? A. Yes. I have one son. ¥
married a girl born in Manchester, England. She came‘té this
country as a child, and we have a son six years old, born
in Toronto.

By M. COHEN:

Qe Did you say you had a brotheré A. I have a brother,

my youngest brother is in the air foroce in Montreal.

My other brothers, older brothers, are in the reserve army

and in production at the same time, working in munition plants.
The CHAIRMAN: Are there any other quéstlons?
By My. BLACK:

Qe I would like to ask cne question. I think it was this

morning you admitted the use of both legal and illegal methods-

Then you suggested that the committee should understand you

to mean by advocating 1llegal methods only because the
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communists had been tanned? A. Yese.

Q. And are now an illegal institution? A. That is
right. |

not

Qs Otherwise, the methods to be used would/be illegai?
A. No. Otherwise there would be no need for it or no
justification.

ws You expect the committee to believe that?r

A. I think so.

Mr. MARTIN: There is another exhibit arter June, 194] -
Have you got that? .

Mr, ANDERSON: Which one do you mean?

Mr. MARTIN: There were two produced, I think.

Mr. ANDERSON: Yes. There were directives.

By Mr. O'NEILL:
<+ While they are looking that up, I have a question, Just

witness a

before the recess at lunch-time I asked the/question with
respect to democracy,and I did not get a very satisfactoxy
answer. Of course, the time was very short, as we were ready
to go to lunch then. But it secems to me that the witness
said that the Communist Party were opposed to this country
entering int6 the war. I can consider that that is quite
Justifiable. But I think it can be naturally assumed that
the majority of the people of this country did favour
Canada going into the war at the side of Gr=at Britain;
at least under our democratio institutions, thé House of
Parliament, we declared war. The Communist Party though,
even gfter that, carried on their activity against the war.
But ‘now they believe that conditions have changed --

and I think it is agreed hv evervhndw +thet +how hawa ~ahaw-end
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It seems to me that the Communist Party were not willing to
abide by the will of the majority whioh they should have

been, under democratis rule in a demccratic country.

(FF follows)
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They were not willing to do that, Now, then, some change
might take place in the war situstion in ~ wonth or two months
or three months from now and then the Communist party might
belicve that i1t should not be in the war, Would tﬁey then
advocate that they should slow down this country, that this
country might be forced into a separate peace or something of
that kind? A, No, I do not visualize any situation such as
that cvér happening in this war at 211, It is purely
hypothetical, in my opinion., I see no conditions that would--
| Q. As a matter of fact, you did not agree with the
country being at war. A, The last part -- I am speaking
of the last part, I am speaking --

Q. Conditions prior to that are not hypothetical,

A, TWo, I did not say that; I om making reference to the last
part of your question, that is, if something happens they
ceannot take an attitude ~grinst the war, I do not see any
conditions happening at 2ll that would in any way change the
position that I hold now until fascism is completely defeated,
that is, our cnemy 1is completely defeated.

Q. How do you justify yourseclf and the party being
opposed to the will of the majority? A. I tried to explain
that wholc position during the whole day. It is not
necessarily always the cas¢ even in a democracy that minority
opinions cennot prevail., It is a2lso part of the essence of
democracy as far as I can understand it that minority opinion
is prevalent and justifiable., I menn, the fact that the
majority votes on u~ccrtain matter and somebody votes againstAt.
it "is obligatory necessarily that the minority wmust submit to
the will of the majority if they are convinced that the
majority for instance is mistaken. Now, I am speaking in --

BY MR, SLAGHT:
Q. Some philosophers say the majority 1s usually wrong.

A, Sometimes they are. There have been instances in history
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where minorities had to fight their way through. They
believed they werce right, The majority did not think so but
eventually it turned out to be correct. We can point to a2ll
sorts of things.

BY MR, MARTIN:

Q. Mr. Freed, I have in my hand several quotations
which you said did not represent the true situation, and I
should like to have your comments on these, You zlso said
thot for the purpose of the war and during the war there
should be a cessation of political strife, various political
parties should abandon their attcmpts at wanoeuvreing cnd
improve the position and so on, WNow, I want tb have your
comments on this. We have had produced here in evidence =
directive, what purports to be =~ directive dated.July s
1941, and I ask you to pléce this alongside some of your

comments to-day and explain it, One of the directives i:

"The campaign and linc of policy herein outlined
coincides exactly with the needs of the Canadinn people,
and not by one jot or title detracts from their struzgle
for economic and politieal rights as against the re-
actionary attacks of the financial oligarchy. The
fights on the eccnomic and political front for the
interests of the masses remzins in full operation;
andded to that fight under the ncw conditions is the
tremendous advantage that'everything which increases
the unity of the Canadian people cgainst the reactionary,
anti-Soviet sections of the ruling class, increases the
strength of the U.S.S.R. and brings closer the hour of
defeat of the Hitler war machine,"

£, Wcll, I do not see any fundamental contradiction there

from what I have said. I do not completely agrce with that
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in this sense, that I think that there arc certain elements
in our country that dispute the emergency situation, nnd

arc sceking selfishly to enhance their own interests, I see
that repeatedly mentioned in the debates in the House of
Commons. I have heard it said by the lezders of the trade

union movemént in this country, cmployers who are zelfish

and greedy, I have heard it declared partially, at any wvate,

through the press to the manufacturcrs associations by
government representatives asking ewployers to cooperate ~nd
use the intelligcnce of oworkers more fully and so on, I
think that there are certain groups and circles in our midst
in different provinces that are hampering our war effort in
one way or the other, =nd I think that ought to be fought,

Q. What I am trying to do is not to makec any comment
on this; I just want to get your point of view, &, +I Ehink
on the question --

Q. You said that for thc duration of the war thne
measures which.in normal times you would take to bring 2bout
the desired social change must be suspended; but it =ays
here: "The fights on thc economic and political front for
the interests of the masses remalns in full operation;®
it also says, "The campeign and line of policy herein outlined
coincides exactly with the necds of the Canadian pcople, 2nd
not by one jot or titlc detracts from thecir struggle for
economic and political rights as ageinst the eactionary
attacks of the financial oligarchy." A, Well, I think
that a lot of water has flowed under the bridge since July 1,
1941, 2nd I venture to say that if you picked up 2nd had in
your possession, as I have -- if you picked up some of the
documents issued in the recent months you would find an
ontirely diffeécnt story altogether where the question --

Q. I am not offering this -- A, I understoend,
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Q. il offor.yaznow another one of October 1941. This is
o letter addressed os follows: "A letter to every alliance
member, " It says:

"Some comrades may ask: Does this mean that we drop
all struggle, that we do not criticize the government,
that we cease fire in the trenches of thce class struggle?
No, "

Ay o Woll, certqinly, nobody --
Q. What does that mean; I just ask you? A, HMy inter-
pretation §f that 1s the forms of what you might tern

' say, for cexamplc, involved woges and conditions,

"struggle,’
I think that the forms 'have changed; thet is, instead of
resorting to the strike form that unions resort to in pence
timc the means sought of improving those conditions would be
negotiations, but it is still sceking to maintein ¢ decent
standard of~11v1ng because everybody realizes that o decent
standard of living for the workers is the best wvay of getting
the maximum amount of produvction for our war effort snd thot
the war situation requires.

MR, SLAGHT: I do not think there is anything vicious
in that,

MR, MARTIN: I did not say there was anything vicious in
it, I was just asking thc witness tc comment on that,  This
has been brought out in evidence and I wanted to get his
commeénts,

WITNESS: My opinion iz while criticism may be directed
nobody suggests we ceasc sll criticism of all things. If we
did that we might as well closc up everything., Certainly
thcre should be criticism of a constructive nature., Proposals
that seem to be better or that go further are alweys welcome
end justified. What I belicve we should bury for the duration

of the war is any attempt to exploit nny advantageous position
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The workers are being organized. Their bargaining position,
through the shortage of labour and so on,funder normal
circumstances you would say that their position has been greatly
enhanced and they can call the tune; that is, they can demand
high wages and warious other things of that kind. It is my
opinion that they should see that they enjoy a decent standard
of living in accordance with conditions existing és dictated
by the war .but should not -~ and they are not, in my opinion --
utilize their new position to gain any advantages that would

in any way hinder the war effort. Similarly, I believe

it should go for managers and owners of industry as well that
may enjoy any privileged position or any position of large
contracts from the government and so on, that they should ged

a falr return for their capital invested but should not utilize
the war to make extra profits at the expense of the war.

I feel that too. I think that in this respecot there needs

to be a class truce, if you like -~ all working together for
the purpose of proseocuting the war,

The CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, we are just at the retiring
time. But before we retire, there is a motion by Mr. Martin
that the views of Mr. Anderson presented to the committee
on July 7 and 8, 1942, pe incorporated in the minutes of evidence
of to-day.,

Mr. SLAGHT: 1Is that the memorandum?

Mr. ANDERSON: Yes; attached as an appendix.

The CHAIRMAN: Does that meet with your approval?

Some hon. MEMBERS: Agreeod.

Mr. SLAGHT: Before Mr. Freed goes, if he would care to
answer this, I should like him to do so. I do not know whether
it is a fair question or not: In the somewhat unlikely event

of Russia and Germany reaching a peace, and ‘Russia not
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oontinuing to fight with Germany, but Germany contiuuing
against Britain and ourselves, would you care to speculate
upon the attitude of the Cuommunist Party? Would it resume
its general platform and principles then or do you find that
too speoulative to care to pass on it? I do not press you
at all for an answer,

WITNESS: No. I think it is speculative. I do not
think it has a very real basis. I do not thiﬂk that is going
to happen at all unless by some military disaster Russia
is defeated, but she will still continue to fight in a guerilla
forr probably every inch of the way and in the alliance.
I am convinced of that. Let us take this hypothesis, however,
and say viabt Russia did fall out of the war and did find a
separate peace, but I do not believe there is any basis for
thét; I wish to declare right here, and I am sure I am
speaking for the other membes that I was associated with,
that we are in this war uniil Hitlerism is defeated, come what
maye That is definitely and honestly my opinion and my
perspective, that this world ca.mnot be considered to be in any
way decent and humen until this gang 18 complet:zly annihilated

and defeatede If Russia does drop out of the war, it will
only make our task so much more difficult, and I hope it
never happens, because we will have to fight longer and we
will have to lese much mnre. I would rather see them in

the war so thét we could finish this job much quicker than

we would otherwise. But any disasters or any changes

in that regard t'-t may happen @culd not and would not in any
way change my position, and I am sure the pcsition of the men

that I was assoclated with, in regard to the final defeat

of our foe in this struggle.
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By My+ O'NEILL:
7. Do you think you tan have Communism and Democracy?
ae YBSe If I were to go into a discussion of
1deol§gicnl matters, I would say that Communism is perhaps
the highest form of democracy . But of course you might
not agree with me on that. :
2. I am just asking for your opinion, A. That is
my opinion.
The CHATIRMAN: Gentlemen, we are at retiring time now,

and if there are not any mure questions to ask the witness,

we will adjoufn.

The ocommittee adjourned at six p.m.
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