February 5, 1947

Kt. Hon. J.L. llaley, P.O.,
Minister of Justice,

House of Commmns,

Ottawa, Canada.

Pear ir. Hsley:

che announcement, in_the speech from the throne,
that the Covernment is ruoommendino the appoint-
ment of a select committee to consider and report
upon "the questions of human rights and fundamental
freedoms and tho manner in which those obligations
accepted by all members of the United Nations may

best bo implemented” is gratifying to those who are
concerned about civil liberties in Canada. W have
already sent you (by telegram on January 29th) the
text of a resolution passed at a public meeting

in Toronto on January 27th sponsored jointly by tho
Civil Rights Union and the Toronto Civil Liberties
association, urging that a Parliamentary Committee
investigate violations of civil rights

be set up "to
in Canada, to hear representations from individuals
and organizations on means of preventing future vio-

lations, and to meke recommendations for a Canadian
Bill of Rights".

¥ assume that the Parliamentary Committee whioh is
to be sat up will consider the proposals for a Bill
of Rights whioh have been and are to be made from
various quarters in Parliament and outside.

W wish now to omphasizo our view that the Parliamen-
tary Committee should, as a basis for its consideration
of Canadian civil rights and freedoms, investigate the
apparent violations of fundamental civil rights which

taken plaoo recently in C nada.

«~UleliGve that it is necessary to oonsidor not only

beroad questions of humen rights and fundamental _
and methods of implementing our United Nations
methods of

ations, but also, more oonoretoly, me C
secure in Canada those civil liberties which
aht3 of tho past year have shown to be inadequately

Is our view, which wo hope that you ad
y(op) colleagues will share, that adequate measures for
t(*fg)SOQuring of C nadian civil rights can only result

8 stufly of tho Canadian problem, including on
uWmir.ation” of what arc widoly believed to have boon

fugdamental violations of Canadian oivil rights ainoo

piffected. It

>
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th. end of tho war. This study should oo made a primary re-
sponcibility of tho P .rlianentary Committee.

epecifically vo believe that tho Committee should be ashed
to investigate:

(1) Tho methods of tho h.C.H.P. in tho espionage
investigationj

(2) The conduct of tho hellook-Taschereau ”on-
mission;

(e) Tne desirability of amending tho Official
Secrets ~ct to remove sono of the presumptions
of guilt contained in it; and

(*) Tho relation of these questions to the need
for a hill of AiOhts for 0 medians.

~part from these investigations, there arj certain related
matters wnich vo belief should receive your attention as
Minister of Justice. On those we feci that the department
or the Government should act without delay in order to
correct manifest injustices which have resulted from recent
abrogations of civil rights. Specifically we believe that
the following actions are needed:

(1) The reports of the h.llock-"*aschereau Sou-
mission should be withdrawn from circulation:

(2) Compensation should be offered those persons
found guilty in the reporta tut acquitted in
court; and

,
(/) Curtain individual cases should be r”viev/ea.
Our comments on these three and the above four points foix:"*.
N - G. Questions in regard to which immédiate action is sought.

[M 1. CIhCUIuU-.TIQi; OF Tel-. COid.loSIGiJ KgPOaTS

©

© Jo urge that the reports of the /wllock-lasch.reau
commission be withdrawn from circulation, Jithoat
entering into a detailed criticism of the rup.rto,
we can sum up our position &3 follows:

a. T/ee reports v/ont beyond the terms of rh'.mnou of
oo the Commissioners. Xho, contain ..iatortion of 1 ot,
© and relevant evidence ia euppresned. (‘e various
vivil .tights bulletins, enclosed). They were not dooa
m worthy of publication by the Government of c n*
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b. Suoli reports, whioh found pursons guilty in /.-
vnnoo of trials, should never have boon distributed
while the oasos wero boforo the courts. The distri-
bution appears to bo in contradiction of the statement
by the Primoliinistor on February 15th, 1946, when ho
urged oaution and reserve on the grounds that the
oasoS wore subjudice.

0. It is unfair to continue to circulate a document
In which six persons sinco acquitted in open court, aro
denounced as guilty. The final report riso contains
attacks on or findings against a number of persons not
charged in court and against whom in most cases no
charges could be made.

2. COMPENSATION TO THOoh aOv.UITTEI)

The Government, by publishing the reports of the
Kollock-Tasoheroau Commission, in effect underwrote
the guilt of those deolared guilty in the reports.
The final report declares that “whatever the view
taken in the courts the findings of the Commission...
are not affected and remain valid". This guarantee of
guilt has been broken by the acquittal to date of six
of those found guilty in the report. They have been
put to heavy legal expense, suffered severe damage to
reputation, and in some cases lost their jobs. There
Is an equitable and moral obligation on the part of
the Government to compensate these people for legal
costs and damages to reputation. T.ose who w”re Govern-
ment employees should, in addition, receive back pay
and be reinstated in employment.

3. CERTAIN 11M111VIDU.JL JaSES

Certain cases should be reviewed at once with a view to
releasing some individuals and reducing the sentences
of others.

a. The ..'illsher dgsg

There is no evidence (except the assertion of Gouzenko)
that this woman is the agent ELLI. G”uzenko'o assertion
Is contradicted by the fact that Miss //illsher had no
access to the documents credited to ELLI. ms is not
the agent ERNST, end the conversations between Ad.ms and
Hiss v/illsher have been explained to a jury» vbo nocopt.ea
the explanation, This v/oman appears to be the viotin oi
police intimidation (see p. 255 of the final report: |
know | can bo shot quito easily."). °ho should bo role”so-
and receive compensation for tho*wny in whioh she ins
boon treated.
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Prelle concern has loon shewn ab

thv aesc trial, wirrjos hGVG bOa
ir» atei in s iiscrininatory way ponili™® his appeal.

e have- previously pretest»é the aenial oi til. a
ircre that a Seleet cernit»eo ci ttt r.usé ci wunnons
bo set up te hear A35« IH CeTS. or ith counsel

the sub,het ei his “reataer*
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1. X OF TIL1 .i.C.M.P. (oont'l .)

Into custody it was known that charges would probnbly

bo laid against thomx. They v/orj not warned by the police.
Individuals appear to havu boon bluffed, aajoljd and
frightened into unking statements. Mo would call to your
attention rooont comments on polioo methods by tho Ontario
Court of appeal in tho ¢(oars and biok oasos. It ;uis boon
statod in court that extreme politioal and raoial bias
was shown by tho examining officers of tho special branch
of the R.C.M.P. in tho espionage cases.

2. THE CONDUCT OF TKr, HILLOCK T”olih"AU UQM..I0310M

The Parliamentary ~omittoo should be directed to examine
tho oonduct of tho k~llock-Tasoheroau Ounnission. have
urged before that it was unnecessary to sot up a Royal
Commission to do a police job, and a job that had alroa dy
boon cone by the R.C.M.P* Thero is no 0 nadian precedent
and no authority for the sotting up of a Royal omission
to sit in secret. There does not seen to bo any authority
for the action of the Comission in swearing witnesses to
seorocy. The ¢omission refused to advise witnesses as to
their rights, even when requested to do so. In many eases
the Comission refused aocess to counsel at a time when
tho Commissioners well knew that charges would bo preferred
against the person asking counsel. The Commissioners showed
strong political bias and prejudice, and by tho procedure
they adoptod they unfairly handicapped the eefenco of tho

aocused.
3. THE OFFICIAL SECRETS ~CT

We urge that tho Parliamentary Comittee examine the Official
S.erots -act with a view to clarifying a number of points
and in particular to removing the weighty and objectionable

presumptions of guilt contained in it.

[fY1 A BILL OF RIGHTS FOR CilULIIINS

N\
Ue believe that the events of 1946 clearly indicate tho need
'or the re-affirmation of tho rights of Canadians. Puis is
ipMarticularly appropriate at a time when interest in the
Orights and responsibilities of ¢«.nadian citizens is high.
DSuch a bill can only be satisfactory if it is proceded by
[j7idc public discussion in which individuals and organizations
Jan effectively take part. <& therefore urge that the trms
)f reforonoe of tho Parliamentary ¢(emittoe include consid”r-
jtion of a Canadian Rill of RiOhts and that the Committee bo
nabled to hear representations on that question as well as

on tho apeoifie points whioh we have suggested are .nooossnry.
b P 99 il oor Riilts.

Preliminaries to tho consideration of a ¢: no.uian B
Yours very truly,

(Mrs.) Margaret H, Spauldi*vj
Chairman.



