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ameadments, the American people expressad
its belief in the Atmighty, fromn whom is
derived every rigbt and every power.

1 could refer to a number of other declara-
tions or constitutions adopted by other
countrics, sucb as that of Eire, for instance;
and in every one that I bave consulted, the
same fnitb in God and religion wns raafflrmed.
The only two documents I bave consulted
where sucb indispensable references weie
omitted, were the statement on essential
human rigbts of the committee of the Ameni-

an Law Institute and the constitution of tbe
U.S.S.R. In the case of the committee of the
American Law Institute, I arn convinced that
the omission could be attributed to the absent-
mindedness wbicb is often the lot of legal-
istie scientisto. But in the second case, the
omission of reference to divine power in the
Russian constitution is in perfect accordance
witb the policies followed by that country
ever since.

Mav I make the wish that the new inter-
national bill of rigbts wbich our worried world
is trying to create and proclaima will caîl for
the protection of llim witbout Wbomn all our
quests for pence would be vain? May I also
express the hope that every nation will, in
that respect, corne to preach and follow the
same doctrine toward a better conception by
man of his duties toward God? The adoption
of any other kind of bill of rigbts would be
for the world a sad mistake and a miserabte
blunder.

I sbould like to be as categorical in discuss-
ing such articles of that statement on essential
human rights as dent with the freedomn of
opinion and expression, the habeas corpus,
the rigbt to own property and the article
whieh concerns the right of peoples to enjoy
goveraments of tbeir eboice througb demo-
crntie elections .As I bave atready said,
I do not intend to discuss att the principles
wbicb, in my opinion, bave to be embodied
in an international bill of rigbts. It seems
to me that theoretically they are att accepted
by every nation. Ia fnct, it is often the case
that such principles are better praised and
glorified precisely by sucb goveraments for
which it bas become common practice to
violate tbem.

For instance, I bave carefully rend and
studied the constitution of the U.S.S.R., and
I must say that I bave made startling dis-
coveries. I amn sure that an attentive reading
of that document will be of definite interest
to every one of us.

Embodied in the constitution itself is found
a chapter entitled: "Fundamentat rights and
duties of citizens", whicb might justly be called
the bill of rights of the Russian people, or at
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least of the Russian government. It is interest-
ing to rend about the great principles defined
in that declaration and to try to reconcile
their application with so many events which
took place ini that country or behind the iron
curtain in ail Russian dominated countries.

One can learnfor example in that Russian
document in article 125 that citizens of the
U.S.S.R. are guaranteed by law freedom of
speech, freedorn of the press, freedomn of
assernbly or street processions and demonstra-
tiens. And then he will recaîl so many event-s
and occasions when such freedoms were con-
stantty denied to so many Russians.

For instance, how could it be seriously con-
tended that newspapers in Russin are allowed
to comment on world or even domestic events
with the same liberty and independence as is
the case in our country or in any other demo-
cratie country whatever. If such contention was
made, ail we can say is that the Russian
government is lucky indeed to find in aIl the
newspapers of the U.S.S.R. such complete and
unfaltering agreement and support. Even our
great Liberal party in its most glorious days
could neyer succeed in obtaining from Cana-
dian newspapermen such decisive and constant
help.

If it is a Canadian who rends such article
of the Russian constitution, ha will remember
the recent declarations of Igor Gouzenko, a
former Russian citizen, who could not in his
beart and in his mind conceat any longer the
real truth concerning the absence of liberty
and fraedomn in bis country.

Ia sections 127 and 128 is embodied the
great principle that citizens of the U.S.S.R.
are guaranteed iaviolability of the person and
that no person may be placed under nrrest
except by decision of a court of justice. I lenve
it to members of this bouse and to the public
at large to reconcile that declaration of prin-
ciple witb what has bappened in the U.SS.R.
in tbe past.

And coming to article 124 of the same con-
stitution of the U.S.S.R. one cannot help being
astonisbed to rend that, if fraadom of relig-
ious worsbip is recognized, freadom of anti-
religious propaganda is also ailowad to al
citizens of that country. I may say tbat I
know of no otber country wbara fraedom of
anti-raligious propaganda is aspecialiy men-
tioned aad referrad to in the constitution.

If one will recall, for instance, the trial and
condemnation of Archbishop Stepinac by the
courts of n Russian satellite, lia will be inclined
to think religion might be tolerated in those
couintries under Rossian domination, but ha
will nîso believe that anti-religious propa-
ganda is not only permitted but is strongly
encouraged.


