
COMMONS
Dejence of Canada Regulations

fact that it finds fault with people who hold
views different from the views expressed
therein, is flot sufficient to warrant its being
banned in Canada or to warrant the people
who pubiish it being subjeet te a fine or
imprisonment.

We are following a serions tack when we
allow this sort of thing to go on. We are
going to make martyrs out of certain groups
of people. There are people who want
nothing se mucli as to be made martyrs.
What is being done is to drive themn under-
ground, give somne of them the halo of
martyrdom and permit many of them to
protest that they are suffering for their faith
and are being persocuted by those who belong
to other religions organizations and other
churches in Canada. I urge upon the cern-
mittee and upon the minister that if they
are going to examine the question of illegal
erganizations, we oughit to have a more satis-
factory and more coînprohensive statement as
to why this organization has been banned
than we hav e had up to now.

It bas almost become platitudinous to refer
te President ilooseveît's four freedems. WVe
keep on tellîng the people in the democratic
countries that wve are fighiting for the four
freedoms, ooe of w hich is the frcodom to
worzhip Ced in the manner in which we
choose. It secms to nie that it is going te be
inecasingly difficuit te convince the worid
that we are seeking te get religious treedom
for the people of Europe when we e ny it te
the people of Canada. This itself, in its own
way, is an encroaclîment upion religions
freedorn. Whelithier we agree or disagree-I
imagine that the great mnajority of us disagree
-with the peints of vicw expresseci by that
religious seet, I think we do ourselves an
injustice and our cause an injustice by
continuing te deelare them an illegal organi-
zation when there is ne specifie evidence te
prove that their efforts and their beliefs are
sub%,erý,ive of Canada's w ar effort.

Mr. PAUL MARTIN (Essex East): Mr.
Speaker, the subjeet under discussion has heen
considered most thoroughly, but because of the
reference nmade by the leader of the Coopera-
tive Commonwealth Federation (Mr. Celdweil)
te one or two matters, I feel that as a
member of this committee I should say some-
thing at this time. I fully support the plea
made by the hon. member for Vancouver
South (Mr. Green) that consideration should
be given te the naturalization laws of Canada
and the method by which new citizens are
admitted te Canadian natienality. There is
great necd te consider this matter, either
through the agency of this particular com-
mnittee or througb a special committee which
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may be set up. The naturalization laws of
Canada are in a most deplorable state. I refer
net enly te the methods by which citizens are
naturalized, but te the laws themselves. They
present a most ridiculous situation.

We have a situation where people in our
country are, te use a technical phrase,
"heimathlos"ý-"without a home"-who have
ne natienality at ail or who have a nationality
in one part of the commonwealth, and
altheugh residing in Canada have ne national-
ity whatsoever accerding te the laws of
Canada. This situation sheuld be remedied
at the earliest possible moment.

There is anether matter I sheuld like te
impress upen the Minister of Justice (Mr.
St. Laurent). In this connection he has given
indications of dispatch. I agree with what
the hon. member for Parry Sound (Mr.
Slaghit) bas said, that when a nation is at war
one cannot stop te question at the outset
whether or net a particular persen should be
interned on the basis of suspicion, or on the
basis of a very slighit rumeur, 'or upen the
slightest evidence for that matter. But one
thing cannot be justifled, and it is one thing
for which there is occasion for criticisrn.
When a man is interned, whether it be upon
cemplaints or upen slight evidence, there can
be ne justification for keeping him interned
month aftcr menth without a hearing. Even
since the advent of the present Minister of
Justice (Mr. St. Laurent), and with the setting
up of additienal committees, there are cases
stili wliere the dispatch dees net satisfy me.
One instance I know of is whero a man had
heen iint( mcd(. Ilo -vas readily giv on his froc-
uloin afi (r sanie urgeney w as indicated, w hon
it was pointed eut that his w ife \vas dying. As
a m:uattcr of fiat, the man wiis lot eut the day
after bis wife died, and ne evidence at ail had
been fourni against iîim. In that case the
reasen for the delay was that the reporter
bcd heen assîgned te another job outside the
goveroment service and had net transcribed
the evidence. Because of the dilatoriness of
that particular reporter, a man wlîo had been
in tlîis country fer forty-two years, a man who
could net read or write, remained interned-a
man who had been found te ho innocent. That
cannot be justified, and for the reason that I
am going te mention.

The house may recail that several months
ago I put on the order paper a question con-
cerning one Otto Strasser. The Prime Minister
in replying te that question suggested that 1
might in view of the circumstances seek an
interview with the under-secretary of state for
externat affaîrs, Mr. Norman Robertson, and
examine the file in connectiun with this man.
I have seen the file, and I think any hon.
member who bas had that oppertunity, which


