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THE CHATRMAN: Havc you any concrete exanmples to support
that statcment?

WITNESS: We think that section 21 in itself is,
with proper safcguards provided to allow making an appeal
within reasonable time -- after all, the Minister of Justice
is a busy man 2nd he cannot hcar evcry case -- we think
section 21 in itself is not particularly offensive; as a
nattcr of fact, I think it probably could be rescinded.,
I believc appcal boards have boen constituted now and I
understand hcarings arc procecding more rapidly than they
did originally. But originally, three years ago, rnien were
dctained ten nonths or a ycar or a year and a half before
they finally got a hearing and wcre relecased., As you know,
there were then only two judges; one for the western part of
Canada and one for the eastcern part of Canada.s
' THE CHAIRMAN: Do you state that there were sone pcople
interned who had to wait a year or over a ycar beforc they
could nakc an application for appecal?

WITNZS=: I cannot say as tc when the actual date of
the hearing was. I do know that there people who wcre
interned who were relcascd after a hearing.

THE CHAIRMAN: Oh ycs.

WITNESS: There are three stages: 'they are entitled
to apply and they arc supplicd with a form which is filled out
and filed; later on thc hearing takcs place -- I know of a
case in which ny own office was intercsted in which there
were quite long delays in getting hearings; and, cven after
the hearing there was a considerable time before a_decision
was rcndered, and there was rcluctance on the part of the
Royal Canacian Mounted Police to act upon it,.

MR. DUPUIS: Which one did you have in nind?

WITNESS: I had not intcnded to cite a particular case,

but there is the case of Colonel Carneil, and there is also



