
Human Rights

allowed to derogate from those freedoms which
are the inherent right and heritage of every
Canadian and British subi ect.

As far as the resolution is concerned, I sup-
port it. It holds forth thie hope that we shall
be able to mobilize opinion, to educate our-
selves in the preservation of fraedom, and to
assure that posterity shall have handed down
to it the rights that are ours. Soe may say,
"What interest have I in this matter?" Well,
sir, apathy and complacency menace human
liberty no less than the positive actions of
those who would destroy it. Free men ean
destroy their rigbts by indifference; t'bey can
forge their ewn chains by apathy.

Five hundred years befoýre Christ, Heraclitus
of Ephesus set forth a principle which is as
old as antiquity and as new as modernity.
Thase are bis words:

The major problami of hunian society is to
combine that degree ef liberty without which
law is tyranny with that degree of law without
vh ich liberty bacomas licence.

Frecdoma is not destroyed intentionally in
many cases. It dies from misuse; its sphere
is extended by proper use. It cannot be
static. It is not the samne today and tomorrow
in a changing world. witb the state ex er
advancing upon the rigbts of individuals. The
principles of law tibat wcre applicable in justice
fifty years age are interprcted differantly
teday. But the great abiding principles must
bc preserx cd. The rigit ef the individuial in
bis scarch of civ il liberties is imperative.

What ara civil liberties? The înost sacrcd
things of the human pcrsonality. Th ey
epitomize eur iclief ini the dignity of the
human being; they translate that dignity into
rights whichi the individuial can enjoy against
the state or against otber all-powerful mndi-
viduals within the state. Civil liberties con-
stitute the individual a sacred haing. Civil
liberties make him a sovereign in his dealings
with thc state, providcd that hie remains
witbin the law.

There can bc no civil iberties under laws
that permit discrimination; there ctn be civil
liberty only xvhen there is, to use the words
ef Mr. Justice ýOliver Wendell Holmes, "free
trada in ideas." the right of thec mdix idual to
bold tic view that 1 disagree witb, su long as
that individual keeps within the law and dues
not wish to undermina my beliefs by force.

Individual civil liberties, those that wa have
inherited today, guard tic wcak against the
strong. What is needed are civ il lihertias by
declaration of parliament which will guard
the individual against the state. 1v miglit be
argued that another goveroment. another par-
liament, can revoke a bill of rigits passed by
parliament. Truc; but bas not bistory sbown

[Mr. Diefenbakecr.]

tbat when laws are put upon tlie statute books,
baving the support of a vast majerity of tbf
people. tbey stay thare?

A declaration of a bill of rigbts in thie
country would b.e a positive declaration on the
part of men and women of aIl political faitis
in their helief in civil liberties. Wbether tic
federal autberity bas the power or net to pass
legislatien res;pecting civil iberties. its passage
would strengthen the band of the Minister of
Justice in the matter cf the disallowancc of
any statute wbicb would denv frcadom any-
where in aur ceuntry.

To be effective, a bill of righ must. repre-
sent, as my rigbt bion. friend said today, thc
philosopby o.f the human being. and of a free
people. 1v must deny the right of any govern-
ment te initerfere with my riglit te speak
within the law: mv right te serxve mv Maker
as mv conscience demands; my right te be
free fromi thc threats cf a police state, wbether
conscieuslv or unconsciously administered; my
riglit. 10 live my ewn life within the limits
cf tlic law, without regard te race er colour
or creed; my right te, beleng te an unpepular
iminority anywhere in this country; my rigbt
to have recoursa te the ceurts te guard me
agaiost the intrusions or tlic invasions of the
state.

Tbese are flic rigbts, sir. whichi I bope-and
I ýspeak xii feeling on the suib.jct-this
parhliament and this cemmittee will see its
e ax cleai to uiiunciate, tu as~sure that evîeiy
person, wieraver hae ]ives in this dominion,
shaîl ha alhowed. if lus riglits are interferad
xvith. te appeal te that supreme body, the
Supreme Ceurt of Canada, in order that
cquality- of riglits -hall ha attainahle every-
wvbere in this dominion.

I want to sc a bill of rights declare the
principles cf liberty for alI racial enigins wio
come bere and have come bere because cf
their passion for liberty and their helief in
tolerance. My riglit heon. friend mentioned
that my mother's grandparents came te Red
river with the Selkirk settlers. Thev came
for tie sime reason that those wio came
later did se, because of intelerance and the
denial of the rigbt of the individual te have
recoxirse to flic courts of Scotland. Thcy cama
te tliis country. as thousands since have
coma, beeausa they helicved thînt here they
would find justice. righteousness and tolaranca
witbout regard te, ince and creed. Tolerance
dees net mean that I look acress at my hion.
friends on the other sida and permit them
te live and te have thair vicw. It means
that I welcoma thair viewpoint, even thougi
that viewpoint is differant from my ewn.
Though we mnax speak dîfferent languages, al
of us have the samne ieartfelt concept ot
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