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(Orillia casc); arc not tc be zllowed to cclebrate thce Lord's
sugper (Reg. 39C (3a)); ner to moct for prayer or praisc to
slmighty God (Rcg. 39C (3a); nor may they preach the gospcl
as the secripturcs: cormand (Rug. 39C (3b)); Rex. v. Ford ¢t al,
London, 1940}; nor obey the laws of God if they conflict with
this Orcer in council or other laws, becausc man-mede law is
sup.rior to God's (Rgg.‘sgc (2)); sce cvery case tricd -
probably 500 in all).

BY MR, HANZELL:

Q. Beforc you %0 any further, the title of this
particulaf portion of your bricf is, "Jchovah's witncsses the
only group out-lawcd for scriptural convictions™; now, that is
a pretty bold statement. I rcally do nto think that could be
verificd., I do not think they arc out-lawcd beécause of their
scriptural convications., A, Then I should like to show
you a lctter which is in arothor part of my bricf, it will be
found on pazce 23,

THE CHAIRMAN: We all have scriptural convications.

WITNESS: Iy point is really by way of contrast with the
other orgenizations which are political organizations, and
that when you come to an organization whose acts, principles
ané policies are contained in the word of God you get a very
unusual situation because the oracr in council says they
cannot practice their acts, principles and policieé; which
in the case of Jchovah's witncsses means they can't usce their
Bibles which contein the acts, princijles and policies of
Jchavah's witnesscs,

. BY MR, HANSTLL:

Q. Of course, that only has its basis in thc fact that
they arc out-lawcd; if they were not out-lawcd, of course,
they could do that. A. Ycs; still, as I say, the order
in council went at lcast 90 per cent further than it ought

to have gone, because it wiped out the whole right of



