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The Accidental Immigrants: Canada And The
Interned Refugees: Part 11

PAULA JEAN DRAPER

Résumé

SYNTHESE FAITE PAR C. DADOUN

Dans une étude menée sur les réfugiés, I'auteur de I'article s’étend sur
des situations qui, au Royaume-Uni ou aux Etats-Unis, ont été absolu-
ment différentes de celles que les réfugiés ont vécu au Canada.

Aprés un arrété en conseil passé au Gouvernement du Canada, ils
eurent droit a des libertés beaucoup plus grandes. Il en fut ainsi pour la
pratique religieuse du Shabbat qui leur fut accordée.

D’autre part, I'auteur fait une couverture bien plus qu’un simple survol
de ce que fut la vie dans les camps de réfugiés. Comme on peut s’y at-
tendre, elle fut loin d'y étre agréable. Elle fut rendue d’autant plus difficile
gu’il n’existait que deux organismes de bienfaisance a cette époque, c’est-
a-dire le Y.M.C.A. d’une part, et le Congres Juif Canadien d’autre part.

Les réfugiés développerent leur propre systtme de leadership et
d’organisation. Ceci eut pour conséquence de donner naissance a un
milieu de travail qui leur fut propre et propice.

L’UJRA fut une fédération d’agences juives dont la fonction était de
pouvoir soulager les Juifs qui sortaient d’une impasse tres difficile (la
Seconde Guerre). Au sein des camps de réfugiés, il y eut un grand nombre
de personnes qui firent leur propre éducation. lls apprenaient autant si ce
n'est plus de matiéres que celles qui avaient cours dans les écoles et un-
iversités.

Cependant, I'auteur souligne dans ce texte les difficultés que M. Saul
Hayes du Congrés Juif Canadien eut a propos du Directeur du service
d’immigration M. Frederick Charles Blair, dont il rapporte ce qui suit:
“Le cas de F. C. Blair requiert une explication de la position de I’homme
qui était directeur d’un service gouvernemental et dont le seul dessein pen-
dant plusieurs années fut de tenir les immigrants a I’écart. 1l fut formé

*Qut of respect to the privacy of the individuals who were interviewed in the preparation of
this paper, the author has refrained from naming them in the footnotes. Those wishing
precise documentation may contact the author through the office of the Editor.
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dans cette optique et son comportement illustre sa croyance ferme que tel
était le travail qui lui était imparti.”

A I’égard des réfugiés, les employeurs avaient beau jeu pour refuser
tout avancement a la personne qu’il sous-traitait. Ils brandissaient le
spectre du ré-internement. En décembre 1943, les camps de réfugiés
furent abolis et les derniers réfugiés s’en retournérent en Angleterre ou
s’établirent au Canada.

Pour ce qui a trait & la mise en liberté des étudiants, il fallait trouver
une personne disposée a le parrainer pendant sa scolarité. Le Congres Juif
Canadien est intervenu pour trouver des familles ou I'argent nécessaire
dans certains cas.

Cependant, ce qui était a I’étudiant le plus difficile c’était d’étre admis
par des institutions scolaires. C’est de cette époque que date le principe
selon lequel tout étudiant venu d’un autre pays que le Canada, doit recom-
mencer toutes ses études, qu’il soit médecin, avocat ou autre.

Bien que les situations n’aient jamais été des plus agréables pour les
réfugiés, ils sont malgré tout demeurés canadiens a la différence des
Autrichiens qui accusaient un certain recul en pensant qu’une fois la
guerre terminée, ils pourraient réintégrer leur patrie.

Le Canada offrit aux réfugiés un nouveau foyer et de grandes perspec-
tives d’avenir. Il les traita peut étre a certains moments, comme criminels,
il leur fit la vie dure peut étre, mais ils eurent tout de méme un foyer, ce
que, ni I’Angleterre ni les Etats-Unis réunis n’ont fait.

Si I’on considére I’holocauste, on peut dire que les réfugiés ont survécu
grace au Canada qui leur ouvrit ses portes.

First of all, | didn’t know what was going to happen in England. | felt a much
stronger kinship to this continent... | wanted to be as far away from Europe as pos-
sible ... | said, even if | have to sit out the duration of the war in this camp, | will
not return.!

) ) RETURNING TO ENGLAND )
Finally in November 1940, the long-awaited British representative,

Alex Patterson, arrived at the camps. He offered most of the internees the
chance to return to England. Patterson’s mission was partly one of
apology, not to mention an attempt at cleaning up the mess. He spent
from November 1940 to June 1941 interviewing individuals and arranging
for their return. When he left, 700 men had been sent back.? At this point,
the offer for release was based on agreement to join the Auxiliary Pioneer

81



Corps. This was a non-combat group which had originated with members
of the Kitchener refugee camp in England before the internment. To enter
this corps meant one would be placed in menial jobs. Since many of the
men were anxious to join the armed forces, this offer held little appeal.
Most internees felt that their abilities could be put to better use in other
types of war work. Once this first release was possible, could not others be
soon in coming? Internees were given consent and refusal forms. It was a
difficult decision. They knew that organizations were working to obtain
their release in Canada. Stethem, representing the government, made it
clear that:

If he refuses to accept his release on the conditions stated, he must necessarily re-
main interned. We do not say he will remain interned for the duration of the war,
that will depend on the circumstances, but having once refused his consent it is not
likely that he will again be afforded the same opportunity. 3
Eventually over half of the interned refugees were to return to England.
Those who remained had various reasons. All were convinced that the
Canadian government would have to ultimately release them and few had
any intention of returning to Germany. But some remained only because
they did not have relatives in England or because their friends were
staying.4
Then you had the choice to apply to go back to England and join . . . the Pioneer
Corps, which was a pick and shovel brigade. | applied to join the army ... and |
figured, if I'm not good enough to join to be in the army, I’'m not going over
there . . . People who went over . . . had girlfriends or close family, or did not see any
hope of getting out at all. 5
Others who stayed, still hoped that emigration to the United States, on
the basis of their quota numbers, would be possible. Friends in England
wrote of the unsafe conditions there and advised the internees to stay. But
freedom was, for most, the main goal of life. As friends began to leave
them behind, still imprisoned, the quality of the future awaiting them in
England lessened in importance. After a while many were to regret not
having decided to return, for Canada stood fast against their admittance.

June 14, 1941

A list comes out bearing the names of 61 men to be returned to England. Everybody
longs to be on this list, everybody is sick of internment. We want freedom, even if
there are bombs in England and none here. Internment bears heavy on my nerves,
the barbed wire seems almost choking me. Freedom, freedom.

June 18

The boys leave for England. They stand in the space between the two gates and wave
back to us. We stand in the compound longing to be in civilian clothes like they, go-
ing back to the old country ... It was a crime almost that Mr. Patterson . . . told us
beautiful things although they knew reality was quite different. If they had told us
straight how the matter stood, many would have gladly gone back to England.f
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Thus the British government, while anxious to let Canada take care of the
interned refugees, felt obligated to receive those who desired to return.
Under their conditions, of course.

AMERICAN IMMIGRATION 1940-1941

The United States, the previous destination of most of the refugees, was
no longer willing to take them in. The Canadian authorities were
agreeable, as early as August 1940, to allow those with American visas to
emigrate.] In October, five internees, one whose mother was dying of
cancer in the States, received permission from the British government to
emigrate to the United States. The U.S. consul refused to see any of
them.8 The consul stated that: “all interviews with internees were definite-
ly refused and that this stand was concurred in full by Washington.”9 Four
days later the consul agreed to interview one internee, and granted him a
visa. The American Department of Immigration immediately stepped in,
decreeing that since the internee “had not arrived at a port in the U.S., he
was not eligible for entry.””l0 By 1940-41 many of the quota numbers held
by internees were valid for U.S. emigration. In fact, an arrangement ex-
isted whereby temporary visitors in the U.S. could enter Canada to obtain
permanent quota visas from American consuls. (Canada excluded enemy
aliens, who had to go to Cuba.)ll But as the war progressed and fewer
refugees reached American shores, restrictionist and isolationist senti-
ments grew. The internees were not wanted, and it was easy to keep them
out. The American consul informed the Canadian government on
December 2nd, 1940 that he was “under no circumstances to interview
any internees regarding immigration unless said internees have been
released from internment by the Canadian authorities.”’l? Since they
refused to do this, the American consul was able to blame Canada and get
himself off the hook.

The Canadian authorities could not even be moved by money. One
American citizen offered to place twenty-five thousand dollars in trust in a
Canadian bank in return for the release of three of his relatives for
emigration.} His request was denied. Finally, in! July 1941 qualified in-
ternees began to be released into Canada. But, because of fears of fifth
columnists, the U.S. consuls had received instructions on June 5th to
withhold visas from all applicants who had parents, children, husbands,
wives or siblings resident in territories under the control of Germany.l
This covered most internees. Then in July 1941 an Alien Bill was passed in
Congress. At the same time plans had just been completed in Canada for

83



internees to go to Newfoundland as tourists and there visit the American
consul. The Bill therefore included a section stipulating that no one would
be admitted who had been incarcerated at any time during the year in
which application was being made for entry into the U.S.5 Internees
would therefore be required to be freed in Canada for one year before their
visa application would be considered. Thus the U.S. effectively barred the
same people whose quota numbers had given them refuge in Great Bri-
tain.

PART FIVE
THE EXPERIENCE OF INTERNMENT

I would say being interned, being deprived of your freedom is never good. But, it
gave us, at least it gave me, a chance to get acclimatized to the country, being an im-
migrant. That means | didn’t have to come into the country and the next day start
work. It gave me a chance to become very proficient in English. It gave me a chance
to learn about Canada.l6

It is an event, when the Y.M.C.A. sends us a piano. We dance, and it is a true and
unrestrained humour as if the world is in the deepest of peace. We try to forget the
sad reality and the dreadful past behind us, and we succeed, at least partially.17

FORMATION OF REFUGEE CAMPS IN CANADA
Pressure brought to bear on the government finally resulted in a change

in status for the internees. Camp Commandants even extended themselves
so far as to suggest the change. Lieutenant-Colonel A. T. McLean of
Camp “B” forwarded a letter to Stethem from the Camp spokesman in
May, 1941 requesting that the Camp be designated ““Refugee” instead of
“Internment”. McLean commented:

After nearly a year’s experience with these people it is my opinion that this would be
beneficial. They are highly tempermental and react very keenly to what they think
are injustices and are very grateful for any favours given them. 18

He also suggested that fewer armed guards were necessary. When Pat-
terson finished his investigations in June 1941, 1542 remaining internees
were officially classified as refugees.ly The Canadian government could no
longer claim there were enemies in the midst of the refugees. There could
be no justification for armed guards. Then the Jews of Camp ““B” were
moved to Camp ““I””.

June 20, 1941

We leave Camp “B” for Camp “I” ... We travel 30 hours and are guarded like very
dangerous criminals. As | watch the people through the windows, | think that they
can not be less dangerous or more innocent than | and many more. Yet we are
treated like this. It is enough to make everybody lose faith in the world and in
mankind. In Edmundston we can see the U.S. border house about 200 yards away,
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just across a river . . . What an irony. The land of liberty and freedom so near and
yet so far.
On July 1st three Refugee Camps were established. Camps “1”, “N”*, and
“A” came under a new director, the Commissioner of Refugee Camps—
Lieutenant-Colonel R.S.W. Fordham. PC 5246 specified that the in-
ternees were no longer to be classified as prisoners of war, class 2, but as
refugees who would now be subject to special regulations. The Order in
Council laid out the regulations under which the refugees had to live. They
were not substantially different than the previous ones. All orders were to
be obeyed immediately (article 1); disobedience could be punished (2-5);
visitors would be allowed only by special permission (6); group leaders
would assist in keeping order (11); any work connected with the
maintenance of the camp would not be paid for (19a); and censorship of
mail was to continue (26). Yet there were more freedoms allowed. The
right to perform religious duties (7) and to keep Saturday as the sabbath
(21) were ensured. Permission to obtain liquor (8) was granted and the
provision of a canteen was ensured (12). Monthly medical inspections (13)
and the facilities for drawing up legal documents (18) were provided.
Refugees were allowed to receive visits from the representatives of welfare
organizations (25). If transferred, they would be notified in advance (28)
and if seriously ill their relatives would be contacted (29). In cases of
punishment, the accused would have the right to have the witnesses take
the oath required in a military court (32). In other words, the Refugee
Camps were to be prisons still, only the inmates would have certain rights.

LIFE IN INTERNMENT
Camp life became endurable for the “camp boys™.

As long as there is a definite hope to cling to, the internment is easy to bear, although
this confinement is losing more and more of its rough sides as time passes on. Since
our acknowledgement as “refugees” small concessions are made every now and then.
For instance we can walk about freely on our small island after giving our word of
honour not to leave the island without written permission. We spent Chanukah very
nicely and there was a nice evening in our recreation hut where we watched a play
performed by some of our mates. It is rather cold now so that we can go skating on
the ditch which runs around our old fortress. Most of our men are engaged in knit-
ting camouflage nets for the army. Besides that there is always maintenance work to
be done on the premises, so that there is always something to do. We have pictures
once a week and generally life is very bearable. 2

From the moment the internees had settled in the first camps, an active
intellectual and physical life had been created. They built an environment
which was not only livable, but intense and stimulating. For many, it was
an opportunity to learn from some of the best minds of Germany and
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Austria. The intellectual climate of the camps was utterly unique. Schools
were set up and matriculation exams written. In Camp “L” a series of lec-
tures which were given with the aim of ““offering people distraction from
boredom and worry, and of replacing their cynicism by a more construe-
tive outlook on life,”22 were enlarged into a school system. This continued
in all the Refugee Camps. In Camp “I”’, yeshiva students studied Judaism
together2d while in all three camps academic subjects were the main topics
of discussion.

We have in this camp lecturers for most university subjects who are able to teach up
to degree standards . . . We realized that rather than giving a few students the oppor-
tunity to continue their studies, we had to prepare those who are not qualified to take
a university course for matriculation examinations. This led to the formation of the
school, perhaps the only institution in this camp enabling people not only to keep up
their mental or manual skill, but actually to improve their worth during in-
ternment . . . Education is only too easily put aside as a mere luxury, but people in
this camp begin to realize that to them education, apart from being a necessity, is the
one and only foundation stone for a better future. 2

Books were few, and it was difficult to obtain recent publications due to
the nature of the charitable organizations (the Y.M.C.A. and the Cana-
dian Jewish Congress) involved. Thus lecturers taught and students learn-
ed, using only their minds. Current events were avidly discussed every day
after the news broadcasts. (Originally they were allowed only one radio,
but this eventually changed.) Teaching English was also a popular occupa-
tion. All the Jewish internees were convinced that English was going to be
the language of their future home, be it England, the U.S. or Canada.
Once in Canada, great efforts had been made to conduct all activities and
discussion in English. For many, this was the prime advantage of the
whole experience. It gave them an opportunity to become comfortable
with their new language. (In Camp “A”, in Farnham, this was less
prevalent because there was a large contingent of Communists who in-
tended to return to Germany after the war.) Whether an internee attended
structured classes, or not, the camp experience was first and foremost an
educational one. Concentrated together with such a group of intellectual
and political leaders, the interned refugees learned much more than they
could have in any university.

The camp schools, which prepared the boys for matriculation exams,
were created with the co-operation of the authorities and McGill Univer-
sity. These classes were desired not only by the younger men, but also by
those who felt that having a Canadian matriculation degree would be
more advantageous than the European ones they already held. On Oc-
tober 18, 1940, McGill University agreed to hold junior and senior
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matriculation exams for the inmates of camps “A”, “I”, “N” as well as
“S” (where Italian civilians were being held). In November, the Registrar
of McGill, T. H. Mathews, wrote the Director of Internment Operations
that:

| shall be very pleased to hear from you again and can assure you that we are most
anxious to do everything we can to provide an interesting and educational element in
the life of your anti-Nazi internees. 2

Thus the problems of pre-university students were taken care of. In the
spring of 1941, classes in Farnham were conducted in the following sub-
jects: English language and literature, French, German, Spanish, Latin
and Greek, the history of Europe and England, math, physics, chemistry,
heat light and sound, mechanics, biology, geography, economics, general
science, divinity, art, music and woodwork.% The first sets of examina-
tions were written in Montreal. In September 1941, refugees from three
cam%s wrote their examinations on St. Helen’s Island, which was Camp
‘g

We went to an internment camp — you know that little island which is under the
bridge and is now part of Expo — it was called St. Helen’s Island. That was an old
prison which they made into an internment camp — mostly Italians . . . That par-
ticular night, when we were finished, they gave us an outing. And we were invited to
the Jewish club in Montreal, Montefiore Club, and we were invited to have dinner
there ... We went on a bus with guards and the guards said, ‘We’ll be back at
twelve o’clock to pick you up’.28

Many of those who wrote these exams stayed in Canada to become sue-
cessful doctors, lawyers, accountants and outstanding intellectual and
cultural innovators. One such student found his internment to be the first
time he had ever excelled in school.

| though | was really quite stupid, because I’d always been stupid in school. And |
remember when the results came back .. . The top grade was my friend W.H. . ..
The second was a fellow called Peter Neurod, who was released to get his doctorate
in physics . . . and then my name was mentioned. And | stood up and | said that this

was a mistake ... | wasn’t embarassed, | said it slipped from the bottom. The
fellow said no.... | thought, what must the others be like? Then | discovered that
| was smart.2

Once matriculation had been achieved, there was no opportunity to work
for a higher degree in the camps. While Matthews was very helpful and
tried hard to find ways for internees to do advanced credit, he was unsuc-
cessful. McGill did not have any correspondence courses but Matthews
tried to interest Queens and the University of Toronto in providing
facilities for the internees. He got no response. But the matriculation was
an important stepping stone for those who were able to use it after their
release.
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The internees developed their own system of leadership and organiza-
tion which helped them create a working environment. In Farnham, where
most of the political refugees were concentrated, there was a strong leftist
presence. Many were seamen who had fought against the Fascists in the
Spanish Civil War.30 They held the key authority positions in Camp “A”.
Sherbrooke was comparatively unpolitical. “Everyone had an uncle in the
United States, or was hoping to find one,”3l and so politics in terms of
returning to Europe did not concern them. But there were camp politics in
Sherbrooke. Camp spokesmen were elected to represent the refugees to
the authorities. In Camp “L” the first spokesman had been Count von
Lingen. He had more or less elected himself the first evening of intern-
ment.

| see this guy, who incidently had left Germany and gone to Czechoslovakia to es-
cape army service, so he was a bona fide refugee. And | see him going to the door and
looking out, and shouting GUARD! in real military fashion ... And then some
soldier came and said . .. “Yes sir!” ... He said ... “Give this card to the com-
manding officer” . .. And a little while later this guard comes back and asks for
Count Lingen to see the Commanding Officer. 3

Lingen was asked by the Commandant to take the leadership of the in-
ternees. The refugees were glad to accept him, knowing that someone of
such prominence could only help their cause. Later on, Heinz Kahle, who
was the ex-Prussian colonel who had led the anti-Fascist forces of the 11th
International Brigade in Spain, became the spokesman. Spokesmen in
Camp “N” were elected democratically for a period of months. Other
positions of authority were obtained through election and appointment. A
pyramid organization extended down to the hut leader. Knowing the
Deputy Speaker, or the Works Programme Manager, for instance, would
enable one to get particularly desirable jobs. One was the garbage detail.
It meant you got the opportunity to ride the garbage truck through the
town of Sherbrooke to the dump, and back.3 This opportunity to get out
of the camp was very exciting. Another choice job was working in the
Commandant’s garden, which was also outside camp, and on the St. Law-
rence River.34 To be in charge of some camp organization was also ad-
vantageous because you could earn two salaries, amounting to one dollar
a day. In this manner a whole government was established in the camps.

The Works Programme was an important aspect of life in the camps.
Most people participated in it, more as a means to keep active, than as a
way of earning spending money. (The internees ran canteens which sold
special foods, cigarettes, and even, for a while, beer. They were self-
supporting and all profits were used to benefit the internees themselves.)
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While any work which concerned the administration of the camp was not
paid for, the Canadian government did offer remuneration for other pro-
jects. Since Britain was paying for the upkeep of the internees3® this work
meant pure profit for Canada. Work was done on a volunteer basis. In the
first camps, the only work provided was for construction and forestry
purposes. The reasoning behind providing work was that:

When any group of men, large or small, are forcibly detained from their ordinary ac-
tivities, their morale rapidly deteriorates ifthey are not given some occupation. This
leads to discontent which gives rise to insubordination, a tendency to destroy
property wantonly and renders the group difficult to handle. The result is that an in-
creasing number of men are required to guard them. 3
Certainly the employers of Internment Operations could not have
received a more discontented bunch of prisoners than these. In Camp “B”
they were immediately sent to work in the forests. The pay was twenty
cents a day, as set out by the “Regulations Governing the Maintenance of
Discipline Among and Treatment of Prisoners of War and Civilian
Internees,” of December 1939. This amount was based on the pay scale of
Canadians in forest labour camps during the early 1930’s.37 But these were
not the kind of workers the authorities had expected.

The internees were not a good type of labourer; many of them were highly educated
and had never done labouring of any sort; many others were the school-boy age
between sixteen and eighteen and knew nothing about labouring. It was necessary to
have to organize the work from the ground up, to teach the men the use of tools, to
teach them the necessity for the work that was being done . . . Because of the fact
that some of the men had engineering experience, it was possible to organize a survey
party . . . These men were interested in the work . . . but slow; however, they more
than earned the money paid them . . . This work would probably have cost us $500
under ordinary conditions. At the 200 per day rate it would not cost the government
more than $200 or $300, and would only cost that amount due to the inexperience of
the workers. 3
After their recognition as refugees by the camp authorities, more
meaningful work was made available. The refugees clearly expressed their
willingness to help in the war effort. Workshops were established and
materials supplied for the production of various defence items like
camouflage nets, ammunition boxes and socks. In September 1941, pay
increased so that it ranged from thirty to fifty cents a day.3 The refugees
were pleased to be able to aid the Allied cause, but the knowledge that,
with freedom, they could make a much more valuable contribution caused
increasing impatience. On October 15, 1941 the inmates at Sherbrooke is-
sued a “Statement on the Occasion of One Year in Camp ‘N’ In it they
expressed their dissatisfaction.

In England skilled, and even unskilled labour is at a premium. In Canadian Refugee
Camps, there are some 1200 potential workers, mostly young, some already fully
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trained, all urgently demanding to be given places in that war effort without whose
triumph they themselves will be lost. We have been given work to do, important
work, but work requiring only a fraction of our energies. We have been promised
more war work; some of us may be trained for some specialized tasks. But it is im-
possible that men who are held in captivity can, or will work like free men.40

The Commissioner of Refugee Camps, Colonel Fordham, who was very
sympathetic to the men under his care, agreed with this. In February 1942
he wrote some memorandadl discussing the possibility of making this
refugee labour available to the war industry. The only obstacle he could
see was the Director of Immigration.

There also was a large group of men involved in the operation of camp
facilities who had to be paid. These wages came from the profits made by
the canteens. With the approval of the authorities, this money went to
those on cleaning detail, dish washing, kitchen work and other similar
duties.£ Thus some men were able to earn double salaries. One of these
flagrant capitalists started the Camp “N” laundry in the following man-
ner:

There were a lot of lazy people in camp — we were given a bit of underwear — who
wouldn’t wash their stuff. .. Well you couldn’t start private enterprise. We had to
steal. Tubs to do your washing, you couldn’t get soap, of course, you only had a bit of
rationed soap for yourself, but we knew the orderly in the camp hospital, and doing
his laundry for free he would give you some soap . . . And the other thing, there were
some lazy s.0.b.s who wouldn’t wash their socks, and if they saw a line they would
steal towels or they would steal socks. You couldn’t go to your customer and say
tough luck ... So we had to keep a reserve supply, which we stole off the lines. The
laundry went on and did very well . . . Out of the money | bought a fountain-pen, and
later a wristwatch. 43

Everyone found some work to do to pass the time. A typical day might
have included rising at five a.m. to avoid the lineup for the shower4
returning to sleep, and then a roll-call and breakfast. Work took up to
eight hours. Then the rest of the day was free. Some played poker, others
perfected their bridge game. Only two letters a week were allowed, so the
internees wrote, read books, listened to recorded music in the canteen and
attended bi-weekly films, mostly westerns.45 They frequented lectures and
entertainments. Sports involved the active players and the passive spec-
tators. Various outdoor events, complete with team competitions, took up
the summer hours. In the winter there were walks and ice skating. Musi-
cians, both classical and popular, combined their skills with artists and ac-
tors to provide varied entertainments. Musical instruments were donated
to the camp or purchased from canteen profits. Auditions were held for
plays and musicals. There was a lot of time for rehearsal. Practically
everything was performed in English, and the camp guards often came,
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and enjoyed, the performances.f Life in internment camp was certainly
bearable.
There was a stage where some people even said the food was good. The treatment

was good. They said that if only they had some female companionship they wouldn’t
even leave the place. 47

The guards at the three Refugee Camps were members of the Veterans
Guards of Canada. Many were unemployed French Canadians who had
little, or no, idea of the situation of their charges. Unlike their predeces-
sors, the Canadian Provost Corps, they were not about to shoot anybody.
One internee recalls working outside the camp one day and being given his
guard’s rifle to hold while the man tied a shoelace.$8 Bribery was easily
used in order to overcome certain regulations, such as restrictions on
reading materials and outgoing mail. In Farnham, the younger refugees
annoyed the guards by hiding from their roll calls#§ — a kind of pas-
sive resistance. The numbers would never be correct. Most clashes
with authority were therefore rather petty, and in fun.

Oh, there were some jokers. There is one man | can think of. He pretended he was
partially insane. That, of course, was a lot of fun. He would imitate the Sergeant-
Major. He would always be late for roll call, then he would come out in some kind of
an outfit and march like the Sergeant-Major with a stick under his arm. He would
stand right next to the Sergeant-Major . . . He just pretended like he was some kind
of a case, and nobody could prove it — whether he was or not — there were no
medical authorities who would say he is or he isn't. . . And they would put him in
stockade and then he would come out — the same way. | think he just had fun, if you
call that fun.

There were, on occasion, more serious clashes with the camp command.
In Sherbrooke a number of internees were accused by a French Canadian,
who was working in the same bakery, of stealing large amounts of baking
goods.il The case was taken to the camp court where the refugees’
spokesman represented them. The Commandant took the refugees’ side
and the civilians were soon caught stealing more goods. Thus there was
recourse to justice when serious problems did arise. By and large there
were few emergencies caused by the internees. The primary occupation of
prisoners of war — planning escapes — was not a problem in the Refugee
Camps.

Not a soul wanted to break out of camp. Where the hell would you go? Everyone was
happy to have a roof over their head, and be looked after in a sense, except that it
was becoming too long. 5

But there were a few escape attempts. One was connected to the short-
lived sale of beer by the canteen in Camp “N”’.

Then they had for a short while liquor. Then somebody got completely drunk on this
and went over the fence. And disappeared. And they had roll call. And the Canadian
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Veterans Guard always had trouble in counting. They counted wrong. Nobody was
missing. And the police in Sherbrooke arrested somebody, who came up to them
because he didn’t know where to go or what to do. And they phoned the camp: “Are
you sure he wasn’t from there?” and they said “No, he isn’t from there.” And finally
they phoned Ottawa . . . Then he came back . . . This was the end of the available
beer. Then it remained dry. 53

While relations with most guards were generally friendly, some refugees
developed close relationships with the officers they worked under. One
refugee, who worked in the accounts office, was treated extremely well by
the accounts officer. During his internment he was allowed to accompany
this man on trips to various towns and cities.’ Thus, with the creation of
the Refugee Camps the antagonisms between the internees and their
overseers had lessened.

There was only one place in the camps where negligence by the mili-
tary could have serious consequences — the hospital. In the Refugee
Camps they were supervised by the Medical Officer and staffed by refugee
doctors. Most of the patients had colds, influenza or ulcers.’ Those
seriously ill were presented to the Medical Officer who was responsible for
removing them to real hospitals. In at least one case, the delay of such a
transfer caused a death. In October 1941, Dr. Meyerhoff, a gifted young
doctor, died of a perforated ulcer.%6 The Medical Officer had refused the
advice of the refugee doctors in Camp “N” and thus this man’s life was
lost. But tragedies such as this were rare.

Otherwise, working in the hospital was one of the more rewarding jobs.
Every day the list taken to the kitchen for meals was padded, and thus
everyone in the hospital got more rations. The food was hidden in rolled-
up mattresses in the hospital storage room. When the shipments to
England began, the extra food was given to the men returning. They knew
that food was not so plentiful there.®

Yet no matter how much the atmosphere improved in the camps, there
was still one major obstacle to contentment.

We are sometimes told that our demands are excessive, and that we are pushing them
to a point where those might be antagonized who wish us well. Our answer to this
contention is that it is justice which we are demanding, and that justice cannot be
demanded too often. It has taken us one year to get our mere living conditions ad-
justed to acceptable standards. We will never cease to appeal to the sense of reason
and equity of the outside world, until we have achieved our most important and
elementary aim ... Freedom for every refugee, who is now unjustly interned;
freedom to speak, and freedom to work. 59

RELEASE AT LAST

With the possibility of release in Canada, which was finally available to
them after their change in status, the refugees began to regain hope. As
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early as November the War Cabinet Committee had been forced to con-
sider the release of the internees in Canada. The Minister of Mines and
Resources, T.A. Crerar, brought to the meeting of November 7th, 194060
the case of an internee who wished to remain in Canada. He noted that
“the decision in this case would create a precedent, affecting large
numbers, possibly 1700 or 1800 internees in the B and C categories, whom
the U.K. government were prepared to release.” The Minister of Justice,
Lapointe, expressed concern over such admissions while C. D. Howe,
Minister of Transport, felt that Canada should continue to regard herself
as jailers for the U.K. Dr. Skelton suggested a careful study of the in-
dividual internees, since many had U.S. visas and thus might be desirable
citizens. It was decided at the time that no releases would be granted
pending a further investigation.

More and more requests began to flood the Immigration Branch, com-
ing from all parts of North America as well as England. Frederick
Charles Blair, the Director of Immigration and a longtime civil servant,
was not amenable to the idea of two thousand more immigrants, especial-
ly Jewish ones.tl In a letter dated December 20th, 1940 he outlined his
views to the likeminded Colonel Stethem.

| may say that pressure is being brought to bear on our Minister to take favourable
action in a few cases of the interned Jewish boys, the object being their release in
Canada ... A couple of days ago, Mr. Crerar said he thought we should take some
steps to deal with a few of the more pressing cases. The moment this is done there
will be, figuratively, a rush to the door and a determined effort to get the release of
the whole lot including those destined to the U.S. Some people profess not to be able
to understand why there should be any objection to admitting any number of Jewish
people to Canada to wait here until they can get into the U.S. We take a determined
stand against anything of that sort because in no case would we have any assurance
of their admission to the U.S. and none of them could be sent back to where they
came from. Government, as we are both aware, does not want any wholesale delivery
of these internees to Canada. 62

Blair was not to have his way. But the fight was going to be a long one.
On January 24th, 1941 the question of release again came up in the
Cabinet.63 Crerar asked that a German internee whose family (mother and
two brothers — his father had died in 1937) was already in Canada, be
released. This young man had remained in England in 1939 in order to
join the armed forces. Crerar further urged that other internees, totalling
eight,t4 who had first degree relatives in Canada be allowed to immigrate.
This was agreed upon, and by February 18th the first nine internees had
been released into Canada. On January 29th, Crerar sought permission
for the release of a skilled technician who had been requested by Research
Enterprises Ltd. for secret war work. Once again, the release was ap-
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proved. On May 3rd another skilled worker was released.t5 While the first
releases in no way contravened the existing Immigration regulations, the
second ones precluded the ““rush to the door” which Blair so dreaded.

In 1940 only 11,324 immigrants had been accepted into Canada. This
number was comparable only to the lowest point of the Depression.f§ In a
time of economic recovery and rapid industrialization, two thousand
educated and skilled men could only be a boon to Canada. On April 1st,
1941 this question of immigration was raised by various members in the
Commons.f7 One asked: “What is the possibility of some of these people
being permitted to make a contribution in Canada towards defeat of our
common enemy?” Another stated:

I think it is desirable if some of these wanted to stay here and it was found convenient
that they should be allowed to stay, they would be an asset to our country as | am
sure they are to Great Britain.

As pressures continued to mount, inside the government and from
without, the inhumanity of the situation became clear. The Prime
Minister, who was under pressure himself regarding an internee whose un-
cle was a professor at the University of Toronto6§ decided to deal sym-
pathetically with the problem. On May 13th, 1941 the War Cabinet Com-
mittee agreed:

that applications to remain in Canada, on the part of internees whom the U.K.
government were prepared to release should be investigated individually, with a view
to reaching just and humane decisions and granting admission where good faith
could be established and arrangements made as to maintenance.69

Provisions were immediately set up for release. For the internees the next
two years were to be occupied with attempts to find employers, sponsors
and, ultimately, freedom.

THE COMMITTEE FOR INTERNED REFUGEES

Many of the pressures which resulted in the improvement of the lot of
the internees were a direct consequence of the activities of the Canadian
Central Committee For Interned Refugees. This committee was a united
front for the National Committee for Refugees and the United Jewish
Refugee and War Relief Agencies (U.J.R.A.). The U.J.R.A. was a
federation of existing Jewish relief and community agencies which was
formed in 1939 to deal with refugee problems. Senator Carine Wilson was
the Chairperson of the Committee for Interned Refugees, and Constance
Hayward and Saul Hayes were joint secretaries. The office was in the
Canadian Jewish Congress in Montreal. While the U.J.R.A. had been ac-
tively involved in attempting to obtain justice for the interned refugees
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(Courtesy of Public Archives of Canada)

Figure 2:
Meal Time at Camp “N”
(Courtesy of Public Archives of Canada)
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Figure 3:
Camp “N” - Interior view
(Courtesy of Public Archives of Canada)

Figure 4:
Summer at Camp “N”
(Courtesy of Public Archives of Canada)
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since the summer of their arrival, the National Committee was not aware
of their presence until November of 1940.™ Yet it was Senator Wilson
who was asked by the government to form the Committee for Interned
Refugees. Late in December, Colonel Stethem wrote the Senator.

It is safe to say that the greater part of our time is being taken up with questions con-
nected with these B and C internees. The office is being flooded with correspondence
from relatives, friends, legal advisors and a very large number of Jewish societies and
refugee organizations ... It is desirable that all the various associations concerned
should follow the procedure adopted in Great Britain and organize a joint unofficial
body to represent . . . .those. . who are concerned with the welfare of the refugees.
In England this is known as the Central Department for Interned Refugees.il

In January 1941 the Committee was formed. To have a Senator as
chairman was definitely an advantage for the Jewish organizations, and
they were aware of this. It had been already made quite obvious that the
government was not anxious to deal with Jews. Thus an agreement was
worked out by which both Christian and Jewish sources could be tapped in
the battle for recognition and release of the internees. The Committee also
ensured that the needs of the internees were met both physically and men-
tally. Massive correspondence fills the files kept by the Canadian Jewish
Congress in Toronto. Once release was possible, sponsors were found for
students and employers for workers. At first, only students who had been
studying in England and skilled men needed in the war industry were eligi-
ble for release. The Committee fought a battle for each individual in-
ternee, continually stretching the regulations to fit their charges. Even-
tually most who could prove that they were good students, as well as farm
workers, were able to be released. Christians were dealt with by the
National Committee, as well as by the U.J.R.A.

Ann Cowan was the secretary for the Committee in Toronto. After per-
sistent badgering, she and Charles Raphael — an Englishman sent from
the Jewish Board of Governors in London — were allowed into Camp “1”
by Blair. On September 7th, 1941 they reached the lle aux Noix, eager to
interview and collect the curriculum vitae of the internees.’? The Com-
mandant tried to dissuade them from their task and by eleven a.m. they
were on the phone to protest to Blair. He told them that “the camp of-
ficials were nervous because the internees had not seen a woman in two
years.” She told Blair that if she was not allowed to see the men she would
communicate with every newspaper in the country. “They finally agreed,
and as we entered we walked down an aisle with bayoneted guards on
either side.” When Cowan reached the designated meeting place she was
amazed to find her chair perched on top of two tables “which meant that |
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would be out of reach. | was indignant and refused to have the men look-
ing up at me.” Finally able to intelligently interview the internees, Cowan
found herself showered with an abundance of information and artistic
gifts.

Suddenly | am called to this Mrs. Cowan. He asks her whether she can get a sponsor

for me, so | might be released in Canada and she says yes. Then he mentions that |

write, askes me to bring some of my work . . . She s”ys she’ll have them published.3
As soon as Cowan returned to Toronto, she indeed published a poem by
Henry Kreisel in the Jewish newspapers.

VISIT
My mother came to visit me.
She looked pale and her hand trembled
As she took my head and kissed it.
She did not speak much
Just asked me how | was.
She never took her eyes off me,
And her hands stroke my head
As she had always done,
When | was very small.
And then the time was up.
“So soon’’, she murmered, ““so soon”.
And then she kissed me.
Kissed me long and deep.
““Be brave, my child, she said, “be brave™. 74

As a result a large number of Jews offered to sponsor the student in-
ternees. Thus persistence and determination fueled the supporters of the
interned refugees against the resistance of government officials. By the
end of 1943, 97275 of the original 2250 would be released for residence in
Canada.

THE DIFFICULTIES IN OBTAINING RELEASE

Internees released for employment found their new jobs in a variety of
ways. Once the possibility of release for war work became known, they
compiled curriculum vitae and sent them to companies which they found
in the Toronto telephone directory. The Committee For Interned
Refugees compiled lists of men with various skills and then convinced
Jewish-owned companies to apply for specific internees. They achieved
good results through personal contacts of members of the Committee, as
well as through the Jewish newspapers. This sometimes meant an overlap-
ping of requests for internees with particular skills, since the men
themselves had no idea who the Committee was approaching on their
behalf. The conditions of release were such that a refugee needed the
special permission of F. C. Blair to obtain release or to change jobs. This
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one man proved to be a formidable obstacle to the smooth and quick
release of many of the interned refugees.

A Scottish-Canadian Baptist, born in 1874, and President of the Union
Mission in Ottawa, Blair refused to retire until 1943. “In closing he stated
that he had tried to do his duty to his God and his country.”7 In order to
do this duty, Blair took it upon himself to deal with every single internee
release.

Mr. Blair is not sitting in his office concerned with the K case or the F case or any
one case. He has a department to run and refuses to put anyone else in charge of in-
ternees, reserving for his own approval only all these cases . . . The sensible thing for
him to do would seem to be to hand over these cases to some other man, or some
other men, in his department to deal with. To reiterate, he steadfastly refuses to do
this. Under the circumstances it is easy to understand that a case which might be able
to be solved in two or three weeks might take six or seven weeks because of the condi-
tions which hold. 77

Thus every delay, every complication, every refusal of release, and every
mixup was due to Blair. The internees’ files abound with such problems.
One boy was refused release because Blair did not believe he was telling
the truth about his job experience since he had been eighteen when in-
terned. He had claimed to be a Rabbinical student with one and a half
years plumbing experience. The plumbing had been learned in camp.7
Blair wrote a prospective employer that although he knew nothing about
the requested internee’s qualifications he found it incredible that such a
young man could have had such work experience. The employer refused to
have any further correspondence with him.79 People who had caused any
difficulty for camp authorities or had written letters criticizing the camps
were refused release.8) Files that were put aside for unknown reasons
delayed releases for months.il In one case Blair feared that the release of a
mathematician, who was to be sponsored by a colleague of Einstein,
would cause him to bring over his whole family from Cuba. This was not
desirable.8? In May, 1943 a total slowdown occurred in releases and
refugee workers complained that while “we are continually taking up
cases with the Immigration Department . . . the Department is being par-
ticularly difficult.”’8 Blair therefore found the means to interpret the Im-
migration regulations in their most restrictive sense. This necessitated
constant intervention by Saul Hayes, with whom Blair was often per-
suaded to agree. Hayes' lasting impression of Blair was that of the perfect
Canadian public servant.

The story of F. C. Blair requires an entire explanation of the man’s position as head
of a branch of government whose sole purpose for so many years was to keep out im-
migrants. He was trained in this respect and his whole attitude illustrated his firm
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belief that this was his job. 8
RELEASES FOR EMPLOYMENT
The Committee For Interned Refugees had to set up a system of ap-
plication for release which would satisfy the strict interpretation of im-
migration regulations practiced by Blair. This meant that certain respon-
sibilities would have to be taken by both sponsors and employers.

It rests with the firm to make sure that the refugee for whom they propose to apply is
a suitable man for the work which they are offering. If afterwards the refugee does
not live up to his own statement about his qualifications and capacities he will
presumably have to go back to the camp. 8

Thus prospective employers were informed of the importance of their ap-
plication in giving freedom to a refugee, as well as of the fact that they had
the power to cause re-internment. The employers were also given guidance
in how to write their applications. A sample letter was offered by the
Committee:

Dear Mr. Blair,
We are experiencing considerable difficulty in obtaining qualified men to work in
our printing plant. We understand that , at present in Refugee

Camp “N”, Sherbrooke Quebec, is an experienced compositor and is familiar with
all branches of printing. We are urgently in need of the services of a man with his
qualifications and are prepared to offer him employment. (It might be well to
elaborate on the shortage of skilled workers of this type and perhaps say something
more about the type of work done in your plant, making references most particularly
if the work is allied to the War Effort.) Would you be good enough to advise us if it
would be possible for us to obtain the services of and if so how
soon we might expect him. 86

During the war, when there was a large demand for skilled workers, the
release of the interned refugees was to prove a boon to those companies
who utilized their skills. Unfortunately this was not always to be the case.

Most of the internees had few possessions. On their release they were
given some basic clothes and a loan to pay for their transportation to
Toronto, by the Committee. They came alone and in small groups. On
arrival they could stay in a boarding house with which the Congress had
an arrangement, until a more permanent lodging could be found. This
house was owned by a German refugee family which had arrived earlier.
The Congress had given them a loan to buy the house, on St. George
Street, on the condition that refugees could stay there temporarily.§l Once
settled in Toronto, with only the barest necessities, the refugees went to
work. The men were treated differently in each company. While it is im-
possible to generalize about the attitude of their employers, it is clear that
some of the companies exploited the internees as cheap labour.

In one factory a thirty-six year old man, who had had three years ap-
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prenticeship training and had even had a similar business in Europe,
earned fourteen dollars for a sixty hour week.88 Thus the problem was
twofold. Men with various skills were given menial and lowpaying jobs,
while others were underpaid for work which they were qualified to handle.
In either case, the internee had to remain in his job because of the wartime
restrictions. When the owners themselves were confronted with these ine-
quities, either by the employee®) or the Committee, the situation was
usually remedied.

Apart from the usual grumblings about no future prospects and having to live in a
small town, he states that he doesn’t receive legal pay for overtime or night work.
And so many of the refugees at this firm . .. seem to be disgruntled and want to
change, would it be possible to bring up this matter to the firm in a general
way? . . . We understand that some of the Jewish employers in Toronto have been
approached personally with a request for better treatment of their refugee workers
and that improvement had resulted. 90

In some cases the threat of re-internment was used to keep internees from
complaining.ll Once an employer wrote Blair about an unsatisfactory
employee, there was little the Committee could do to protect him.

It was difficult because | do believe in some instances the prospective employer felt
he would be getting experienced but cheap labour. This was a complex problem to
deal with and in some cases other employment had to be found for the men. 9

Therefore some of the internees had to suffer through menial jobs at sub-
sistence wages until the wartime regulations were eased. But at least they
were free.

The employee situation for those released to smaller companies was
usually satisfactory. The owners of these operations were often former
refugees themselves. As such they either felt that the newcomers should be
given the same rough treatment they had received, or else they developed
an empathy based on an understanding of the refugee’s difficulties. In
most cases the latter occurred. One internee whose experience in knitting
consisted of four summers of working in his father’s textile factory, (and
one year of medical school), was released to a Jewish-owned mill. Begin-
ning in the factory, he worked his way up through clerical work and the
shipping department to eventually become the vice-president and general
manager of the company.% While this story is not a typical one, the fact
remains that internees released for employment in industry worked at
jobs, even those not necessarily commensurate with their abilities, in
which they received fair treatment.

Despite the fact that many refugees went to work in companies
dominated by Eastern Europeans, they found that they mixed quite easily.
The internment process had provided opportunities and experiences which
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permanently altered the perspectives of many internees.

You can never become a bourgeois after that. When you’re separated from the
bourgeois customs and you suddenly find yourself dressed the same way as other
people and you really see through the kind of superficiality of public life. We all said
this.’
While most of the internees had come from upper and middle class
backgrounds, the change in status they experienced was cushioned by
what they had learned in internment. Once they entered Canada’s working
class this re-evaluation of standard was reinforced.

What impressed me the most, coming to Canada, is the lack of the caste system. In
Canada | learnt very soon that the only thing that counts was money, more or less, to
determine your status. Another thing that | admired very much and that | was not
used to from Europe was that Jewish people were workers here. That means that it
was not a shame here to be an electrician or a plumber or a glazier or
whatever . . . Well in my background you wouldn’t dream of it. People would look
down on you ifyou were in atrade . . . This impressed me very much in favour of this
part of the world. 9%

Comfortable in their job relationships, the internees were able to make
friends with their co-workers. They were invited into homes and in-
troduced to girls. For many it was a whole new lifestyle.

It made me a much better person. All the experiences. Because | was rather spoiled. |
came from a wealthy home and, terribly spoiled . . . First of all, mixing with the
working people and seeing their point of view . . . They got a much bigger kick out of
life than we did because they took it much easier . . . And | learned to relax a little,
which | never did before. 9

Clashes did occur, but they usually stemmed from the fact that the typical
internee was more highly skilled than the people he worked with. One of
the Gentile internees,) a qualified toolmaker, was released to a job work-
ing the night-shift in a small company. Since his training meant he could
operate all the machines, which the more specialized Canadian-trained
men could not, he was soon promoted to foreman for the night-shift. Then
he began to have problems. There was one man who gave him a par-
ticularly hard time. He was an Irishman who resented having a
“foreigner” telling him what to do. Other internees were confronted with
anti-Semitism among their fellow workers and lower management.% But
these difficulties were overcome in time. In fact the most obvious dis-
crepancies — those between German and Polish Jews — were not
problems at all in the working class environment.

This was a funny thing, and | gave up after awhile to tell people. When | told people |
came from Austria, they’d say “Oh, you’re a landsmench of mine. You come from
Galicia too.” and | tell him no, 1 came from Vienna. “You come from Austria. So,
you must come from the same part that | come from.” So, after awhile, | say sure, |
gave up ... | learned how to speak Yiddish. With my German background it wasn’t
too hard. | got along very nicely. 9
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Those men who successfully adjusted their expectations and made a con-
scious effort to adapt to the new environment, found that in Canada, life
as an immigrant workers was full of promise.

RELEASE AS A FARM WORKER

A substantial number of internees were released as farm workers. Most
had had little or no experience with farming and thus had to make the
most difficult, and often degrading, adjustments of any of the internees.
Those who went to farms were ineligible for release to war industry or as
students. There were a variety of problems which arose after the internees
reached the farms. Most, no doubt, were rooted in the isolation of farm
life which was anathema to men raised in large cities and emerging from
two or three years of incarceration. Some were physically unfit for
strenuous labour, while others were injured or became ill on the farms.
Some of the farmers mistreated, overworked, or neglected to pay their
helpers. The Committee worked to try and aid these internees, by re-
questing their transfer to other farms and to industrial jobs. But they
were not always successful, and a number of the refugees were re-interned.
This was an especially harsh and disturbing experience for men who had
believed that freedom was at last theirs.

Perhaps the only fault they made was that they have been too precipitate because
most of them registered for farm work, ajob which they have never performed and
for which they were neither physically fit nor physically suitable ... It must be said
that the re-internment of those refugees was a terrible shock to them. They took it as
punishment for their precipitate will to help, but on the other hand, they thought that
after a few months they will have a chance for rehabilitation . . . The Immigration
Authorities once more demur, they are against us. 100

In December 1943 the Refugee Camps were dissolved and those remain-
ing either returned to England or were released in Canada. Transfer from
farms became easier because the threat of re-internment could no longer
be used. Thus most of the released internees would be living in the cities by
the end of the war.

THE RELEASE OF STUDENTS

In order to be released as a student, a young man had to meet four re-
qguirements. First of all he had to be under twenty-one and able to prove
that his studies had been interrupted by internment. This was especially
difficult for German Jews who had been expelled from the gymnasiums in
the mid-1930’s. The Committee eventually was successful in making both
these requirements more flexible. Having passed a matriculation ex-
amination in camp was extremely helpful. Secondly, the prospective stu-
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dent had to find a sponsor with enough money to support him through
school. (He was only allowed to do farm work in the summer, and
therefore could not be expected to work.) A number of internees had
relatives who could send them money and the Committee found them
nominal sponsors, to satisfy the Immigration authorities. Sponsors were
also found who would support a student on their own. The Committee
followed the same procedures to find sponsors as it did to find jobs.
Internees wrote letters to distant relatives, in the hope that they might be
able to help them. Those who had no-one to turn to wrote strangers with
the same surname who they found in the telephone directories.

You will certainly be surprised to hear from me. | have got your address by pure
chance and | hope you will excuse my liberty of writing to you ... It is almost im-
possible to say how much it would mean to me if my freedom were restored to
me ... You might be able to imagine how desperate | am by seeing that | am writing
to you, a complete stranger, on the off chance that you may be willing to help me.
Perhaps if you yourself can not comply with the above formality, it would be possible
for you to find someone who could . . . However the case may be it would mean so
very much for me if | at least had some connection in this tremendously big
. country.101

These efforts also met with some success. If one family could not afford to
carry the whole burden, then a group of friends or associates would con-
tribute to an allowance. The money for all sponsorships in which the stu-
dent did not live with the sponsors was funneled through the Committee
offices, at the Canadian Jewish Congress. Refugee workers were thus able
to keep a close rein on the finances of these youths. Once in a while there
were difficulties, either when sponsors were unable to live up to their com-
mittments, or when money promised from abroad did not materialize.
People who undertook nominal or partial sponsorships were usually
unable to support the student when the funds disappeared. In November
1941 this type of problem arose.l?

The final requirement for release as a student was acceptance by an
educational institution. This proved, in many cases, to be even more dif-
ficult than finding money and sponsors. Unless they had their senior
matriculation, students often had to repeat one year of high school. Those
who did usually attended Harbord Collegiate where the highly com-
petitive atmosphere was such that students even *““went to the toilet with a
book to read.”’1l3 Some students who had finished a number of years of un-
iversity or medical school, in England as well as in Europe, were forced to
repeat their studies at Ontario universities. McMaster, Queens and the
University of Toronto were the major institutions which students who
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were released to Ontario attended. A few internees attempted to enter the
College of Pharmacy in Toronto, with little success.lld From those ac-
cepted into secondary schools and universities there were few complaints.
With the help and friendship provided by their sponsors the students
became the most fortunate of all the internees. If they had remained in
England they would not have been given the chance to finish their educa-
tion.

In Germany | had never planned my future because everything was so uncertain. |
had never dared hope for a career — my schooling had been interrupted when | was
thirteen. When | came to England | thought that now | would be like everyone else,
that my life would be normal. When | was asked what | wanted to be | said a doctor.
The woman who was filling the form in said: “l can’t put that down — you
must remember that you are a refugee.””105

Students were invited to the homes of prominent and wealthy Jews. Many

excelled, standing at the tops of their classes and winning scholarships. A

large proportion reached prominence in academic, cultural and profes-

sional fields. They had all the advantages.

CANADA — FIRST IMPRESSIONS

By 1943 the treatment of the Jews by the Nazis could no longer be ig-
nored. Newspaper articles described mass shootings and gassings.
Debates in both Houses re-iterated the ghastly details, as the battle for a
new immigration began. The released internees were pointed to again and
again as examples of desirable immigrants.ll6 In this context it was no
longer expedient to have any of the refugees remain interned. Thus, on
December 10th, 1943 PC 9440 was passed. The Canadian government
thereby dissolved the remaining Refugee Camp and issued temporary per-
mits to the last refugees.lli For the remaining few, three and a half long
years of unjust imprisonment were over.

For those who chose to remain in Canada, at least for the duration of
the war, there was a degree of adjustment necessary. At first, ““anything
looked good.”’108 They were free. The whole continent and way of life was
new to them. Many of them liked it, despite the peculiarities of Toronto.
To the big city boys Toronto seemed provincial. One internee, picked up
at Union Station and driven through the city to his sponsor’s home in
Rosedale asked on arrival where the downtown was. Sundays everything
closed down and even the blinds were drawn on the store windows of
Eatons. But the city was clean, and the way of life more European and
easygoing than south of the border.

As soon as | got my citizenship | flew to New York to see my family . . . When |
came to the States and | saw the life there, which was quite different . . . much more
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hectic . .. Then | appreciated Canada a lot more ... | got used to it here and |
wasn’t going to move anymore.109

Tired of upheaval and uncertainty, many internees were content to accept
Toronto as their final refuge. “‘It was like you found a new home.”’110

It was not always easy for the new immigrants in Toronto. While many
had discarded the class consciousness which marked those refugees who
had not been interned, they were still separated from the general Jewish
community by culture and education. There was also a degree of hostility
in the community. Some were told: ““I want you to know we don’t like
German Jews”.lll The German Jewish immigrants of the mid-nineteenth
century did not share their values as they had not come from the same
strata of society. But there was one skill which these refugees possessed
that made adjustment easier — assimilation. The orthodox Jews quickly
entered the predominantly Eastern European community. Those who did
not wish to be identified as Jews were able to merge into the Gentile
world. The rest went to High Holy Day services at Holy Blossom Tern-
pie, and wherever else the tickets were free. They formed their own groups
of internees, and friends made on the job or at school. Many married
Canadian girls and stopped speaking German. Summers were spent at
cottages on Hanlan’s Point or at Sunnyside swimming pool. A large
group of ex-internees lived in the Bathurst-College-Spadina area of the
city. Most spent the little money they had to attend operas, concerts and
theatre. They had been a unique group of immigrants, and each in his own
way remained unique, no matter which path he chose to take.

BECOMING CANADIAN

There is no way of knowing how many of the 972 internees released in
Canada remained here after the war. A substantial number moved to the
United States to join their families or to attend universities. Others
returned to Germany and Austria when reconstruction began. But most of
those had already been sent back to England. Among the German Jews in-
terviewed there was widespread hostility towards Germany which con-
tinues to this day. With one exception, none of these German refugees had
ever thought of returning to live in their country of birth. Some cut
themselves off totally from the language and thus their German identity.

Q. Do you ever speak your native language? When?
A. Rarely, when talking to foreigners. 112

For some internees a lifelong hatred of Germans marks their personality.

As soon as | am with one for awhile | see him in that brown uniform. | think it’s a
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sickness with me . . . Its left me with something that cannot be erased. 113

The men who felt this way would only return to Germany in order to show
their wives where they had grown up. Without exception, the men who did
not have feelings of antipathy were those who escaped as teenagers and
were released as students. They have business dealings with Germans,
speak the language often and make many trips to Germany. But they re-
main Canadian. Thus for the German Jews, the decision to remain in
Canada was not a difficult one. They had rejected the possibility of any
future in Germany long before they had escaped.

In the case of the Austrian refugees the sense of Canadian identity is
much different. Many of those interviewed maintain a strong identifica-
tion with Austrian culture, and are active members of the Canadian
Austrian Society. None of those interviewed had rejected being Austrian,
or minded speaking German. With one exception, all had returned to
Vienna and two of them make yearly trips. Yet their attachment to
Canada is no less than that of their German counterparts.

One thing they all share is a deep-seated suspicion of nationalism.

I am constantly surprised that some people have such strong national feelings, par-
ticularly in a multicultural country where we are. 114

Most will always have an accent, and a knowledge that others know they
were not born in Canada. They will forever feel that they are, in some
way, outsiders.ll5 Despite their treatment by the Canadian government
every internee has a strong belief that Canada was the best place that they
could have settled and raised their children. Both the internees, and
Canada, are the beneficiaries of this accidental immigration.

| think | have made as good an adjustment and as nice a contribution to Canadian
life as one can make. 116

For a penniless immigrant to become president of a national corporation . . . can
only happen in North America. 117

The interned refugees did not remain a group after their release. While
strong friendships were maintained, many internees developed whole new
circles of friends. Yet whether or not the relationships have been
preserved, a feeling of brotherhood persists.

And to this day, many of these people, even though we may not see each other very
often ... if anyone needed anything | would be there and I’'m sure they would be
there. Its a bond that just can’t break. 118

One internee, recently met a visitor from New York, who, upon sighting
him, immediately proclaimed: “Well if it isn’t number 521, group 211"
It is only when these “camp boys” meet one another by chance, or design
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that they think about their internment. Their stories and memories then
are all in a humourous vein. They remember the funny things that hap-
pened to them, and the rosy side of the more unpleasant events.
Otherwise, few dwell on the internment, or on the circumstances sur-
rounding their early lives, and their escape.

Basically most people forget. They don’t put it out of their mind, but they don’t want
to be disturbed by it. And | think its only right.. .You have to draw a line
somewhere ... Its a horrible thing that happened. Its not the first time. It won’t be
the last. Suffering . . . has happened before.120

CONCLUSION

Nevertheless, internment did deprive the internees of a number of years
of their lives. While they learned a great deal from the experience, there
was no compensation for the stolen time. At the time they were undoubt-
edly bitter. But in the light of the Holocaust these survivors have rejected
any resentment of their treatment. They know now that England literally
saved their lives by taking them in. Any discomfort or inconvenience they
experienced is negated by this knowledge. Canada, although reluctantly,
did give them a new home and generous opportunities. Many were able to
become extremely successful. Others never reached the goals they had set
for themselves in their youths. But the blame is attached to Hitler, not the
internment.

The story of the interned refugees has significance on a number of
levels. In essence it is only a small part of the whole tragic episode of the
destruction of the European Jews. The interned refugees were caught up in
the political machinations of four countries — Germany, England, The
United States, and Canada — and abused as if they were no more than
pawns in a game. Their treatment clearly illustrates the political and
public climates of the mid-1930’s and early war years in each country.
Forced to flee Germany, they looked away from the firmly closed doors of
Canada towards the United States. America gave them pieces of paper
and shallow promises. England gave them refuge, but deprived them of
their freedom. Canada treated them as criminals, made their lives dif-
ficult, but ultimately gave them a home. In terms of Canadian immigra-
tion policy, before 1947 and even afterwards, these internees were among
the fortunate few.

The degree of generosity which Canada has shown in her international relations is
reflected in the admission of refugees. In 1949, the peak year of overseas resettle-
ment of refugees . . . the United States accepted almost five times as many refugees
as Canada. Australia more than three times as many and Israel twice as
many . . . Records were kept of the number of refugees requiring permanent care in
institutions . . . Canada accepted so few that she was not even listed among the
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countries which received two hundred cases or more ... 121

These refugees might not have been admitted any other way. In terms of
the Holocaust, they had survived.

The story of the interned refugees is also an illustration of group sur-
vival. Thrown together in a period of massive injustice these men sue-
ceeded in maintaining their love of life, their dignity, their humour, and
their hopes. Individuals united in order to utilize their inner resources to
build a vibrant microcosm of society. Upon regaining their freedom each
individual was strong enough to independently pursue his new life in
Canada and elsewhere. By maintaining their individualities through a un-
ity of purpose they were able to re-enter the mainstream of life without
crutches. And as individuals the interned refugees know that, as former
refugees, they will always carry a unique perception of the fragility of per-
sonal contentment.

A refugee is a man, who has learned that nothing on this earth-plane is constant, but
is subject to a permanent alteration. Yet only by finding a foothold in this whirlpool

and by picking out of the passing waves the red thread of life, he moulds into a real
human being.122
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Hermann Landau’s Canadian Dream

ARTHUR A. CHIEL

77 ésumeé

SYNTHESE FAITE PAR C. DADOUN

Hermann Landau qui avait émigré de Pologne en Angleterre en 1864,
s’était établi comme agent de change a la force des poignets, grace a ses
efforts et son intelligence.

Il passa les plus belles années de sa vie a soulager la condition de ceux
gu’ils considéraient commes ses fréres et soeurs.

Hermann Landau est né a Constantinov (Pologne Russe) en mars 1844,
Aprés avoir étudié au gymnasium de Kalish, il alla a Breslau ou il étudia
sous la direction du Rabbin Salomon M. Tiktin, son cousin.

A vingt ans, Hermann Landau quitta pour I’Angleterre ou il enseigna
I’lhébreu a Douvres en 1864. Deux ans plus tard, il s’établissait a Brighton
dans une étude d’avocats. Cependant, il abandonna le droit ne jouissant
d’aucune aide lui permettant de percer dans ce milieu.

Il ne resta que cing ans a Brighton, et pourtant il n’en fit pas moins un
travail impressionnant pour la communauté se faisant le champion des
droits et intéréts du Juif venu de I’étranger. Cependant, le temps n’était
pas encore venu pour lui de mettre a exécution un réve qu’il caressait
depuis longtemps: lancer un vaste effort de colonisation vers le Canada
grace a ces milliers de Juifs d’Europe Centrale qui avaient été contraints a
un exode forcé et continu depuis 1882.

Hermann Landau savait que I’objet de son réve, le Canada, n’était pas
une utopie.

Il prit comme point de comparaison le climat qui est semblable a celui
que les Juifs russes et autres émigrants avaient pu connaitre. D’autre part,
et ce sont la ses propres paroles: “la tolérance religieuse était devenue
relition d’état” (. . .). De plus, en tant qu’agent de change, il avait suivi
le potentiel de développement du Canada.

Dans la conférence qu’il présenta en 1906 devant la St. John’s Wood
Literary Society, Hermann Landau souligna les efforts que personnelle-
ment il avait accomplis pour stimuler I’émigration vers le Canada.
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Les ressources canadiennes étaient et risquaient de devenir de plus en
plus importantes. Hermann Landau rencontra en 1887 le Baron de Hirsch
mais ensemble ils ne purent pour des raisons indépendantes de la volonté
du Baron de Hirsch donner suite au projet de développement que pour-
suivait Landau.

En 1897, lorsque le Premier Ministre du Canada — Sir Wilfrid Laurier
— se rendit a Londres, H. Landau eut I’occasion de lui faire part de la
colonisation juive au Canada. Le Premier Ministre répondit de facon
favorable et ouverte et ajouta qu’il serait donné aux Juifs une occasion de
préserver leur mode de vie religieux. Landau sollicita les dirigeants Juifs
d’Angleterre sans résultat.

Il en donne I’explication suivante:

“(...) les dirigeants anglo-Juifs en vinrent a la conclusion qu’il serait,
tout bien considéré, futile d’encourager des Juifs a se lancer en agriculture
ou que ce soit.”

Mais Landau conserva son optimisme a propos du potentiel qu’offrait
le Canada tant au plan de I’'industrie de la coupe du bois qu’au plan de
I’exportation de la pate a papier.

Il ne fut cependant pas suivi dans son projet, il préchait dans le désert.

Hermann Landau décéda en septembre de I’année 1921.

Il ne s’était pas seulement arrété a plaider la cause canadienne. Pendant
plus de cing décennies, il lutta pour que, par le biais de son assitance, des
institutions anglo-juives s’établissent et améliorent le statut des im-
migrants.

Il contribua a lutter pour la justice en faveur du pauvre et du néces-
siteux. Le nom d’Hermann Landau reluira comme une étoile inextingui-
ble dans la mémoire du Judaisme Anglo-Juif.

Par son combat personnel, il se mérite une place dans les annales du
Judaisme Canadien.

Almost until World War 11, the Anglo-Jewish community was directed
by a group of inter-related Jewish families. Chaim Bermant, a contem-
porary writer, has, in his book of that name, felicitously described them as
“The Cousinhood.” These distinguished folk included such families as
Rothschild, Montefiore, Mocatta, Goldsmid, Cohen, Franklin, Samuel,
Lucas and Emanuel. It was this group which dominated the central
Anglo-Jewish institutions, among them the Jewish Board of Guardians,
the United Synagogue and the Jewish Chronicle.
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The early 1870’s saw the beginnings of a small stream of East European
Jews. These poor foreign co-religionists”, as the Cousinhood described
them, settled in the East End of London. The Board of Guardians’ Annual
Report for 1872 stated that “the poor Jews in England are now almost ex-
clusively recruited from Poland.””! There was very little aid or advice of-
fered these immigrants by the Anglo-Jewish community. The leadership
feared that if they appeared too hospitable a mass immigration might
develop. Thus the major charity institutions left immigrants to their own
devices, and the newcomers had to resort to mutual aid. But this aloof
policy was challenged by a man who was close in spirit and descent to the
East European immigrants. The man was Hermann Landau, who himself
had migrated from Poland to England in 1864, and had, by dint of his own
effort and intelligence, established himself as a successful stockbroker. To
him the steady Jewish newcomers to England were not ““foreign co-
religionists.” He considered them as brothers and sisters and devoted the
better part of his lifetime to the amelioration of their condition. Landau
had a larger plan in mind, too; the establishment of Jews in large numbers
as Canadian farm colonists.

Hermann Landau was born in Constantinov, Russian-Poland, in
March 1944. As a youth, he was sent by his father, David Landau, to be
educated in the progressive gymnasium at Kalisch. Subsequently, he went
to Breslau to study under his cousin, Rabbi Solomon M. Tiktin, a leader
of German orthodoxy and a bitter opponent of Abraham Geiger, the
renowned Jewish religious reformer.

At the age of twenty, Landau came to England where, in 1864, he took
up residence in Dover and became a teacher of Hebrew. He had not been
in Dover very long when Sir Moses Montefiore returned from his mission
to Roumania. On Montefiore’s landing at Dover, the local Jewish con-
gregation decided to present the great philanthropist with an address of
welcome. Landau was requested to draw up a Hebrew address and present
it to the honoree.

In 1866, Landau left Dover to settle in Brighton and to take up the
study of law. He worked hard at his legal studies, but, concluding that in
order to succeed at the Bar one needed influential friends, of which he had
none at that time, he decided to abandon the profession.

While in Brighton, Landau involved himself in synagogue affairs, at the
same time championing the rights of the foreign-born Jew. This was to
mark the beginning of his life’s interest. The foreign-born Jew in England,
Landau asserted, “was at the least the social and intellectual equal of the
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native English Jew, and that in any case the differentiation of Jews by
Jews on account of the accident of birth was an absurd anomaly.”3

At the time of Landau’s arrival on the Brighton Jewish scene, no
foreign-born Jew was allowed to “‘come to the table’”; he was completely
unwelcome in the management of communal affairs. The community was
literally ruled by several English Jews. Landau boldly challenged their
autocratic methods. He and his fellow members of foreign background
refused to pay their synagogue obligations imposed by the authorities;
they were not submitting any longer to taxation without representation.
This shocked the vested leadership into the realization that Landau and
company meant business. In a very short time the foreign-born were given
equal franchise with the English-born congregants.

Now part of the governing body, Landau exposed and put an end to yet
another abuse. The Reader-S7zoc/ler in those days was an underpaid
religious functionary whose salary was completely dependent on the free-
will offerings made at the Torah-reading. Landau protested vehemently
against this schnorrerei method and secured its abolition. Henceforth, the
Brighton functionary was assured a steady salary. The five years which
Landau spent in Brighton were excellent training for his communal
endeavors in the large setting of London, where he settled in 1871.

He soon entered the London Stock Exchange where he demonstrated
remarkable business acumen. He was a quick success and in a short period
of time became a wealthy man. His ability for bold speculation paid off
handsomely. Landau found his true metier in the Stock Exchange. In the
course of his successful career, he became very much interested in foreign
developmental projects including those in Australia, South Africa and
Canada.

Heavily involved as Landau was in financial enterprises, he devoted not
only his wealth, but also his energy to various communal institutions with
which he was associated. Landau remained staunchly supportive of those
projects calculated to benefit his foreign-born brethren. As the Jewish
Chronicle summarized it in Landau’s obituary: “To give a full account
of his activities in the East End of London would be tantamount to writing
a history of one foreign-born Jew in this country during the past thirty or
forty years.”!

But aside from his indefatigable preoccupation with the many Anglo-
Jewish institutions devoted to the social and economic improvement of the
immigrants who remained in England, Hermann Landau had a larger
plan in mind for the thousands of East European Jews who began their en-
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forced exodus in 1882 and continuously thereafter. Landau dreamed of a
broad colonization effort in Canada. To Landau, Canada seemed an ideal
land for re-settlement. In a lecture which he delivered before the St.
John’s Wood Literary Society in January, 1906, titled “Canada and the
Jews”, Landau reported:
I had for many years, in fact since 1882, strongly advocated the concentration of all
Russo-Jewish refugees and other emigrants on Canada, where the climate was
similar to the one they were born under, and where religious tolerance had become
the religion of the country, if | might so term it. There was no sect that had not found

the same equal rights under the broad and hospitable constitution of the Dominion of
Canada.}

Hermann Landau’s advocacy of a Canadian haven for large numbers of
immigrants was not a naive, utopie plan woven of gossamer. As a
stockbroker-investor he had studied the Canadian developmental poten-
tial:

With the opening of Canada by means of the Canadian Pacific Railway, the natural

resources of the Dominion have begun to be developed. | said began advisedly, for

the total wheat lands now were only 5,000,000 acres. The Grand Truck Pacific,
which was now in the course of construction, would in a few years lay open no less

than 300,000,000 acres of land which would grow wheat for probably twenty or thirty
years in succession without artificial aid. 6

Nor would wheat be the only marketable commodity, Landau op-
timistically opined, but there were also at hand the extraordinary rich
mineral deposits which would be tapped. Canada would yet become a very
formidable rival in the wealth of its resources even to the United States!

In his 1906 lecture to the St. John’s Wood Literary Society, Landau
revealed the efforts which he personally, had made to encourage Jewish
immigration to Canada.

In 1887, Baron Maurice de Hirsch, whose interest in agricultural
colonization was widely known, lost his only son. Landau traveled to
Paris to pay the Baron and his wife a visit of condolence. On this occasion,
Landau told the grieving de Hirsch couple:

that they could adopt all Israel as their children by founding colonies in Canada, and

so rescue a great number of Jews from the hardships, persecution, and ill-treatment
they underwent at the hands of the autocratic Government of Russia.l

Not long after their Paris conversation, Landau received a letter from the
Baron de Hirsch asking him to recommend a reliable Jewish organization
which might implement Landau’s Canada enterprise. Landau replied and
proposed the Anglo-Jewish Association. But before Landau could further
carry forward his efforts in this direction, Murietta and Company, a
banking firm in which de Hirsch held a considerable financial interest,
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suffered bankruptcy, leaving the Baron with heavy holdings in Argentine
lands.8 For the time being de Hirsch was now tied to Argentine coloniza-
tion of Jews.

When Landau met with Baron de Hirsch, he had presented what he,
Landau, considered a successful case-history of Jewish farm success in
Canada. With pride, Landau related:

| had some experience of founding a small colony in 1885 at a place called Wapella,
278 miles west of Winnipeg. After the May Laws were enacted in 1882 a very large
number of Russian Jews migrated to England, the United States and other places.

The then Russo-Jewish Committee selected at the Shelter (Poor Jews' Temporary

Shelter of London) twelve young men with a view to having them put upon farms at
Aylesbury where, after a year, they became excellent farm hands.!

From among this Aylesbury group, Hermann Landau selected John
Heppner to be the leader, and eight men and three women, by now
familiar with farming and somewhat conversant in English, set sail for
Canada on September 2, 1886. In his St. John’s Wood lecture of 1906,
Landau could proudly report that: *“the colonists (at Wapella) were not
only doing well, but were becoming prosperous men.”’{

Landau persisted in his advocacy of a large Canadian Jewish settle-
ment. In 1897, when Sir Wilfred Laurier came to London to participate in
Queen Victoria’s Jubilee Celebration, Landau met with Laurier to discuss
with him the matter of Jewish colonization in Canada. To Landau’s
satisfaction, the Canadian Prime Minister was wholly sympathetic to
Landau’s plan. Laurier assured Landau of land availability for Jewish im-
migrants. Moreover, fullest opportunity would be given them to preserve
their religious way of life. Asserted Laurier:

I1f you will take this question up seriously and select any part of Manitoba which has

less than 100,000 inhabitants, the Dominion will grant the Jews such a measure of

self-government as will enable them to make their own by-laws substituting Saturday
for Sunday. 1l

Landau proceeded to share Laurier’s very positive reaction with Anglo-
Jewish leaders but to no avail. Landau offered an explanation for this lack

of success:
Unfortunately, the Jewish Colonization Association had not at that time had that
measure of success in the Argentine which it has since attained, and they came to the

conclusion that it would be altogether futile to encourage Jews to engage in
agriculture anywhere. 12

But Landau was more optimistic than ever about the Canadian potential
at the occasion of his 1906 lecture. Apart from agriculture in which Jewish
settlers could engage, he foresaw a variety of trades and modes of employ-
ment in a burgeoning Canada, above all in the lumber trade which was

118



already then at a high point.

Not only did they (Canada) export the largest quantity of cut timber, but the great

bulk of pulp for paper-making was also sent out from Canada. 13
Landau testified to the ““sobriety and steadiness” of the many Jewish im-
migrants with whom he had contact during their stay in the Poor Jews'
Temporary Shelter of London. Hardly had the men been helped with their
passage to Canada when they would send ship-tickets and funds to their
wives and children to join them in Canada. Landau concluded his St.
John’s Wood presentation by quoting the editor of the Newcastle Chroni-
cle, J. E. Ruddock, who had said:

| think your people are making a very great mistake in sending any Jews to the

Argentine. The great place for the Jews is in Canada. Ifyou want to do your people a

good service leave off sending them to the Argentine, and send them to the far west,

where there is every advantage they possibly can have. There are limitless pos-
sibilities of development. 14

Landau was obviously pleased with the far-sighted editor’s evaluation;
it coincided completely with his own. Alas, Landau’s was a voice in the
wilderness and a great opportunity was forfeited.

Hermann Landau, who died in September, 1921, did not limit his ser-
vice to Jewry to his Canadian advocacy alone. Over five decades he helped
to establish a variety of Anglo-Jewish institutions for the amelioration of
the immigrants’ lives, including the Provident Torah Trust, the Etz
Chaim Yeshiva, the Jewish Soup Kitchen and the Jews' Deaf and Dumb
Home. In the conclusion of its lengthy Landau obituary, the London
Jewish Chronicle wrote:

Among the galaxy of great well-doers, this rachmonus - pervaded Polish Jew, fired

with a passion for justice and fair play to the poor and the helpless will ever appear to

shine in the grateful memory of Anglo-Jewry as a particularly bright star. 15

Hermann Landau is deserving of honored remembrance in Canadian
Jewish annals.
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The European Holocaust — Who Knew
What And When — A Canadian Aspect

W. VICTOR SEFTON

- Résumé
SYNTHESE FAITE PAR C. DADOUN

Ainsi que nous pourrons le voir, cet article fait faire un tour d’horizon
des réactions dans le monde et mentionne avec insistance le role
prépondérant joué par le Congrés Juif Canadien au temps de Samuel
Bronfman, c’est-a-dire celui de Mackenzie King au Canada. Les interven-
tions multiples des dirigeants du Judaisme montraient qu’ils étaient au
courant de I'horrible réalité qui se déroulait outre-Atlantique.

Les faits montrent qu les Juifs au Canada en étaient conscients. Etait-ce
suffisant?

C’est toute la question que renferme ce document.

Il est I’abourtissement de recherches qui se sont effectuées tour a tour a
Toronto, New York et Montréal.

Nous sommes entre 1918 et 1939. Nous vivons cette période dite de
I’entre-deux guerres. Ce fut également — tout au moins en Europe
(France) — la période des années folles.

Et pendant que Paris bat son plein, il y a un régime dictatorial qui va
s’instaurer en Allemagne vers les années 30.

Au cours des années 1919, Hitler put compter sur de nombreux
collaborateurs et sur des personnes actives.

De 1923 ou il obtint 800.000 voix a novembre 1933 ou il en obtint
14,000.000, le changement est sans précédent.

Des lors, les événements vont se précipiter: le Reichstag est incendié.
De nombreux décrets votés abolissent la liberté de parole, de presse, de
concertation et permettent la perquisition des foyers sans mandat. La dis-
crimination s’abat sur les Juifs. Il y eut d’abord le boycottage des corn-

*The author wishes to thank Saul Hayes and David Rome, of the Canadian Jewish
Congress Archives, and Dr. Stephen Speisman of the Canadian Jewish Congress Central
Region Archives, for their invaluable assistance.
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mercant puis les avocats et les fonctionnaires Juifs furent suspendus de
leurs fonctions. Les Juifs n’eurent pas le droit de participer aux événe-
ments a caractére culturel et autres.

Hitler fit mieux: il fait arréter 200 hommes clés des S.A. ainsi que Ernst
Rohm qui était a leur téte et donna aux S.S. les pleins pouvoirs mettant
les S.A. sous leur égide.

Il y eut toute sorte de vandalisme contre les Juifs. Un grand nombre
d’entre eux quitterent I’Allemagne et I’Autriche car il s’y passait ce qui
était déja arrivé il y a 450 ans en Espagne sous Ferdinand d’Aragon et
Isabelle de Castille: I'expulsion des Juifs. Entre 1933 et 39, est-ce que les
Juifs a I’extérieur de I’Allemagne pouvaient agir? Est-ce que I’Holocauste
aurait pu étre évité a une époque ou les gouvernements étaient informés?

L’auteur du document, M. Victor Sefton, tient a remercier trois person-
nés dont le concours fut précieux a maints égards: M. Saul Hayes, ex-
Vice-Président du C.J.C.; M. David Rome, archiviste au C.J.C. a
Montréal, et le Dr. Stephen Speisman de la région centrale (R.C.) du
Congrés Juif Canadien.

What was known during the years of the Second World War (1939-
1945) of the systematic destruction of Jews and others in Nazi-occupied
Europe? This paper is the result of researches made in Toronto, New
York and Montreal.

BETWEEN THE WARS (1918-1939)

It is clear from the sources listed in the footnotes and from contem-
porary reports in the media, that antisemitism did not begin or end with
the Hitler years, in Germany, in the rest of Europe, in the Vatican, or in
any other centre of power in the twentieth century. Before the end of the
First World War, when things began to go badly for Germany, there are
recorded instances of accusations that Jews were profiteering from the
War, and that Jewish soldiers were getting safe jobs away from danger.!
Walther Rathenau, a German politician and a Jew prominent in the
government of Germany during the war years, in 1922 was the Foreign
Minister of Germany, and was referred to in public as ““De Gottverdamte
Judensau” (The Goddamned Jewish Sow)..

Hitler joined the N.S.D.A.P. (Nazionalsozialistische Deutsche
Arbeiterpartei — National Socialist German Worker Party) in 1919 in
the first year or two of its existence,3 and although he did not create
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German antisemitism, decided to use it as a principle of his policy. He
found a receptive audience and during his control of Germany, and later
of occupied Europe, had many willing and active collaborators. He also
found many individuals not under his control, who were in high places,
and who at the very least failed to take action when it was in their power
to do so, action which might have deterred him from implementing the
Final Solution.

In 1920, the NSDAP issued a 25 point programme which it sold to the
German electorate over the years with increasing success. In 1923, the
party received 800,000 votes, in 1930, 6!//2 million votes, and in November
1932, 14 million votes, becoming the party receiving the largest number of
votes. These 14 million votes represented 30% of the votes cast, and,
although a substantial minority, led inevitably in January 1933 to Hitler
being summoned by President Hindenburg, and being appointed
Chancellor. Hitler had achieved this position legally and in accordance
with the Weimar Constitution by which Germany was governed.4 During
the same month Hitler convinced Hindenburg to call new elections for
March 5th, 1933}

Conveniently two events then took place, both before the scheduled
election. On February 27th, the Reichstag was set on fire, allegedly by a
deranged Dutchman, VVan de Lubbe. This was followed with remarkable
speed on the very next day, by the passing of a series of decrees over Presi-
dent Hindenburg’s signature, which had the effect of abolishing freedom
of speech, freedom of the press and of assembly, and also of authorising
house arrest without warrant.

On March 5, 1933 new elections were held and the NSDAP received
44% of the votes cast. On or about the same day, the SA {Sturm Abteilung
— Storm Troopers) was sent into action against Communists, Socialists
and Trade Unionists.f On March 20, 1933 a draft of an ““Enabling Act”
was prepared and was introduced during the first working session of the
Reichstag on March 23rd. The vote was 441 for and 94 against, giving the
Act passage by more than a 2/3 majority. The NSDAP deputies stood,
stretched out their hands and sang the ““Horst Wessel Lied” a song named
after Horst Wessel — one line of which translates as: “When Jewish
Blood Spurts under the Knife’ .l

It is interesting to note that when the Reichstag opened on March 21 to
consider, among other things, the Enabling Act, no Communist deputies
were present, and only 26 of the Social Democrat deputies. It is also in-
teresting to note that at this time an old gunpowder factory at Dachau,
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near Munich, was being converted into a camp into which Communists,

Social Democrats and others could be incarcerated. It is possible to
conjecture that the presentation of the Enabling Act for passage by the

Reichstag, the conversion of the factory, and the absence of some deputies
from the new parliament, were all related. It is also recorded that on
March 21 and until March 30, 1933, 1500 persons were taken into protec-
tive custody, some of them in the Oranienberg prison outside Berlin.

The Enabling Act effectively gave the NSDAP four years of renewable
dictatorship in a democratically achieved action, if one overlooks the
reasons which led to the absence of so many deputies from the Reichstag.
By July 8, 1933 the NSDAP was the only legally permitted party in Ger-
many, and between that date and the 23rd of March of the same year, a
period of less than four months, Jews were discriminated against physical-
ly with both the tacit and the legal approval of the German government.
Stores were boycotted or broken into and destroyed, Jewish lawyers and
civil servants were removed and Jews were forbidden to serve on juries.
For a time, Jewish veterans of the First War were treated better, due to
President Hindenburg’s protestations. By September 1933, Volkist
legislation was being passed, defining Aryans and Non-Aryans, and
restricting Jewish participation in cultural, entertainment and press ac-
tivities, and also discriminating Aryans married to Jews.

With this work well in hand, Hitler began dealing with another vital
matter. The SA under Ernst Rohm had 4 million members, and was
Hitler’s military arm. He became convinced over the next few months that
this force represented a potential threat to him, and in June 1934 he had
Rohm and 200 key men of the SA arrested, and gave the greater powers to
the SS, thus bringing the SA under stronger control.

Surprisingly there was no anti-Jewish legislation in 1934 and Jews
thought that the SA was being punished for its anti-Jewish acts of the
previous year, but in 1935 hostile acts against Jews were again permitted,
and in September 1935 the NuUrnberg Laws were passed. These validated
decrees that dealt with family purity and citizenship and subject status and
with Mischlinge (those involved in mixed marriages).t The result was the
complete disenfranchisement of Jews in Germany.

Meanwhile, the SS, under Heinrich Himmler, were consolidating their
position and gradually set up squads called the Toten Kopf Verbande
(Death Head Units), the first of which was authorised as the guard unit at
the Dachau camp. They were also soon set up at Buchenwald and
Sachsenhausen camps, which, together with Dachau, were the camps for
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concentrating Hitler’s unwanted, not specifically Jews, but Communists,
Trade Unionists and no doubt renegade Nazis as well.

In this expansion of the SS, Himmler also organised the SD
(Sicherheits Dienst — Security Service) under Heydrich, and in 1936
Himmler was appointed Chief of Police, which he placed under the control
of the SS. During the next few years, Jews, especially Zionists, were en-
couraged to leave Germany, until objections by the Grand Mufti of
Jerusalem and the British Government made Hitler stop it.9 Jewish
businesses were ordered to be handed over to Aryans, and pressure on
Jews increased until in November, 1938, Vom Rath was assassinated in
Paris, allegedly by the 17 year old Hershel Greenspan, followed the next
day by the Kristalnacht.l0 In the next few months, vandalism against Jews
and Jewish property was rife, with tacit police support. Veterans were not
spared, and it became clear that the Jews were unwanted. On January
24th, 1939, Heydrich suggested expelling the Jews, as Ferdinand and
Isabella of Spain had done about 450 years earlier. In the same month
Hitler delivered his speech declaring war on the Jews.ll Many Jews left
Germany and Austria at this time, while those who did not, either stayed
because of personal reasons, or would not go because they refused to
believe what lay in store for them. It has also been demonstrated that
there were limits of numbers by those who were prepared to receive
them.l?

On September 1, 1939, Hitler invaded Poland, and taking this date as a
landmark, it is clear, as seen from the press of the period, that up to this
time all events mentioned so far, other than the camps for concentration,
were recorded more or less accurately for all to read. Even the unhap-
piness of some governments over large scale exodus of Jews may be
deduced from media accounts of the time. Anyone who could understand
written or spoken German could learn of these events through press or
radio, and of course Hitler’s Mein Kampfwas available as a guide book to
the mentality of the German Chancellor and Fuhrer. This, coupled with
the reluctance of some German Jews to believe in what they could learn, is
perhaps an indication of the success of Hitler’s propaganda minister,
Joseph Goebels, in convincing them and the world that Germany did not
mean what it said. This same man was also able to convince his listeners
that, he and Hitler notwithstanding, all German males of pure race were
wonderful blonde physical specimens, and that all Jews were mean and
crippled in appearance.

It should be a fruitful subject for research to investigate and resolve the
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question that naturally springs to mind; if the outside world, including
Jews, could have brought pressure to bear on Hitler at the various
steps taken by him between 1933 and 1939, would the Holocaust have
been prevented?

FESTUNG EUROPA 1939-1945

From September 1, 1939 till the end of the war in 1945, Europe became
a fortress isolated from Western influence, as Hitler conquered and oc-
cupied successive territories and brought them under his direct control. It
should be remembered that even the United States was represented in
Germany until the end of 1941, and that the Soviet Union was an ally of
Nazi Germany until June 1941, so that ignorance of events in Germany
could not be claimed by them until that time. A recent report (September
1978) in the Toronto Daily Star describes an extract from ajust published
history by Martin Gilbert of the UK, called Exile and Return, which
draws on the 30 year old records of the British government, recently
released to the public, indicating that 6 months before September 1939,
Britain asked Nazi Germany to stop unauthorised Jewish emigration. The
article does not define ““‘unauthorised Jewish emigration’. It is possible
that as government documents around the world become declassified, it
will be possible to establish precisely what governments knew and when
they knew it.

The almost unbelievable events of the Nazi destruction of Jews and
others are well chronicled, and need only be recounted here briefly to il-
lustrate the relationship between what happened and when it became
known in Canada.

After the invasion of Poland on September 1, 1939, events followed
each other rapidly. Within 4 weeks Warsaw had capitulated, and Hitler
gave orders to clear his part of Poland of Jews and dissenters to his
regime. Camps were set up in Poland at Auschwitz, Chelmno, Treblinka,
Belzec, Maidanek and Sobibor, and the army was to be indoctrinated
against Jews. The result was the setting up of Special Duty Groups {Ein-
stazgruppé) who killed one million people in occupied Europe by the end
of 1941.13 Early in 1941, Himmler had visited Auschwitz and had given the
commandant, Rudolph Hoess, orders to expand the camp for 100,000
prisoners of war and for 30,000 non-POW prisoners to work as slave
labour for the German war effort. By December 1941, SS Colonel Jaeger
wrote of liquidating tens of thousands of Russian Jews by shooting them
and pushing them into pre-dug trenches, and Goering had instructed
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Heydrich to make all the necessary preparations for a total solution of the
Jewish question in the German sphere of influence in Germany. Eichmann
had discussed with Hoess methods of killing Jews, specifically by exhaust
gases from trucks, by direct use of carbon monoxide gas, and by Zyklon B
gas which had been used in 1939 to kill off so-called mental defectives in
Germany. Zyklon B experts had visited Auschwitz to set up suitable in-
stallations.l

By December 1941 the first functioning death camp was set up at
Chelmno, near Lodz, to be followed in 3 months by the second at Belzec
near Lublin, and in the next 4 months by similar camps at Maidanek and
Treblinka. The first group of Jews were sent to Belzec — they were from
Lublin and the date was March 1942. In July 1942 Jews from Warsaw
were sent to Treblinka, and in August 1942 Jews from Lwow were sent to
Belzec. In the summer of 1942 Jews from France, Belgium and Holland
were sent to Auschwitz. Jews from Greece and Macedonia soon arrived.
In February 194315 Himmler ordered the destruction of the Warsaw Ghet-
to, and, in spite of the uprising in April 1943, by July the Warsaw
Ghetto was liquidated. In September of that year the ghettos in Minsk
and Vilna were also liquidated and Jews from southern France and from
Rome were sent to the camps. In May 1944 and in June and in September
and December Jews from Hungary were sent to the camps. It is recorded
that in addition to millions of non-Jews murdered in the camps, the total
number of Jews Kkilled in the camps was 5,370,000.%

These are the bare facts of the Final Solution and its implementation.
Who knew about it? Obviously the perpetrators knew of them, and those
who did the actual killing knew, and those who disposed of the bodies
must have known. Those who ordered the death and disposal, and those
who organised it to be efficient, tidy and bureaucratically clean must have
known. Those who cleaned the ovens and those who installed them, and
those who maintained the machinery, and those who were guards on the
trains, and the telephone operators, the food purveyors, the construction
contractors who could read the drawings and specifications, and the wives
and families who received looted objects from their husbands and loving
fathers, sooner or later they all must have known.

What about Jews? There is evidence that the Jews in the camps who
were being used as labour for the German war effort, and the Sonderkom-
mandos (orderlies) and those who by some quirk of fate had jobs to per-
form in the camp itself and who were housed apart from those destined to
die at once, they knew.ll The very selection procedure made it obvious to
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those who were not selected. The Judenrat (the Jewish self-governing
councils) in the ghettos who were responsible for selecting those Jews from
the trains, and Gentile Poles who smuggled themselves in to the camps as
policemen, came out and told them.1§ They decided it would be an act of
mercy not to tell the Jews being shipped for labour, what their ultimate
destiny was to be.

Outside of the jungle of Hitler’s occupied territories, it seems that Jews
and the media in general only began to be aware of mass killings after
Hitler renounced his pact with the Soviet Union and invaded in June 1941.
From then on news reached the west from Russia, from individuals,
groups, and from the Russian government.

It was only in May 1942 that a communication from the Jewish Labour
Bund in Europe reached the West, detailing the destruction of Jews. Three
Toronto newspapers have been examined for the month of June 1942, and
here is what they record:

Yiddisher Zjurnal — The Daily Hebrew Journal (Toronto)

In Yiddish June 1st 1942 Page ! Main Headline
“Jewish Fighters on Soviet Front Tell About Jewish Heroism and Nazi
Slaughter of Jews”

On the English page of the same issue
“From Zurich JTA *“*Slovak Jews being moved to Concentration Camps
to Prepare Camps for Rest of Jews”

In Yiddish on June 2nd, “French Jews must carry Yellow Star”

Page 1.
““109 Czechs destroyed in Revenge for Heydrich”

On page 2
“Jewish Anti Fascist Committee collecting Data on Nazi Murder of
Jews”

In English, same issue
“Jews tell of Ghetto Life” (talks of oppression but makes no mention of
murder)

June 3rd to 5th several reports including
“Massacre in Pinsk reported in Moscow, 25,000 Jews executed in Pinsk
area” ““first 3,000 massacred by Nazis, machine gunned outside city”.
The Globe and Mail (Toronto)

June 5th, 11th, 12th, 13th, 15th, reports relating to assassination of
Heydrich and of reprisals.
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June 16th. Front Page Main Headline
““60,000 Jews butchered in Vilna by Lithuanian Police report by Polish
Refugees — No Germans seen taking part even though present”

June 17th. Editorial.
“Must Pay for the Slaughter”

June 18th. Letters to the Editor.
Two by non-Jews, one asking for bombing. No other letters.

June 19th. Editorial on Lidice
“Should We Forget Lidice?”
There were also two more letters, one from an individual non-Jew con-
demning slaughter of Jews, and one from a group of non-Jews: “We must
be understanding and restrained in our criticism”

Toronto Daily Star

June 2nd to June 13th .
Various reports on assassination of Heydrich and of reprisals and of
Lidice

June 12th Molotov of Soviet Union quoted from London
“Deliberate Extermination — Nazi Aim” (no mention of Jews)

June 15th. Front Page 2nd section
*“258 Jews shot in alleged bomb plot at the Anti-Soviet Exhibition™”,

June 1st. Page 23, Article by J. W. Grigg from London, England
20,000 Jews Slaughtered, Millions Driven into Ghettos”
““30,000 Jews in Lithuania killed — forced to dig graves and machine gun-
ned”
“Poland 80,000 killed in Reprisal for 56,000 Germans killed at the
Outbreak of War”’,

It is clear that whether or not anything was known by the man in the
street in Toronto before June 1942, anyone who could read either English
or Yiddish had to be aware of what the papers were publishing. It is
reasonable to assume that when the preceding accounts appeared in the
press, Jews in Toronto and across Canada had to be aware of the reports.
It is not possible to assume anything else. None had letters published in
the Toronto Globe and Mail or in the Toronto Daily Star. Perhaps letters
were written and not published, and perhaps no Jew would wish to write to
a non-Jewish paper. However one interprets the facts, one must come to
the certain conclusion that by July 1st 1942, Jews in Toronto had been in-
formed that Jews in Europe were being massacred.
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What about the larger Jewish scene, across Canada and in the USA,
what was known and when? A. D. Morse in his book “While Six Million
Died” describes and documents clearly the sequence and details of the
events flowing from the information received by Gerhard Riegener of the
World Jewish Congress in Geneva, from a German industrialist involved
in the construction of the death camps. This man was responsible for
employing thousands of prisoner labourers, and learned at a meeting in
Hitler’s headquarters of the plan to use Zyklon B gas for the systematic
destruction of Jews. Despite delaying tactics by the US administration,
Riegener’s information, sent on August 8th. 1942 eventually reached Rab-
bi Stephen Wise in the U.S. and Mr. Sidney Silverman MP in Britain,
and was relayed to Jewish communities everywhere. Earlier on July 1st
1942 news from the Polish underground was made available to Jewish
communities everywhere that ““1 million Jews had been killed in 30
days”. Morse details a very sad story of indifference.

In Canada people were becoming alerted by press reports and by infor-
mation reaching the Canadian Jewish Congress in Montreal. The
Archives of the Canadian Jewish Congress in Montreal contains a series
of letters, telegrams, memoranda and information circulars, which
provide a picture and record of the events of the second half of 1942 in
centres of Canadian Jewry. It is interesting to quote from a circular issued
by the CJC on December 1941 referring in part to “The Nazis at War No.
21 of September 1941” and containing a copy of a letter in the English
newspaper The Manchester Guardian of September 4th, 1941 from the
Editor Mr. G. Warburg, denying reports that had apparently appeared in
the British Press to the effect that Jewish doctors and engineers had been
called back by the Nazis and reinstated in their positions. He details the
situation as being in fact the Jews from occupied Europe and from Ger-
many were still being shipped in their thousands from their homes and
concentrated in other areas of Europe under cruel and brutal conditions,
and that those remaining in Germany were entirely excluded from trade
and commerce and were subject to forced labour. Significantly, no men-
tion is made of mass killing programmes.

In January 1942 the Canadian Jewish Congress held its Plenary As-
sembly in Montreal. Dr. Nachum Goldmann stated “European Jewry, is
for all practical purposes no longer existent. Hundreds of thousands if not
millions have already been killed or have died of starvation, persecution
and wholesale expulsions™.l9 The scale of planned systematic destruction
is not mentioned, nor is it apparently known or forseen. At the same
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Plenary Session, in a major address,20 Mr. Shloime Wiseman talked of the
future strength required of the Jewish communities of Canada and the US
after a reference “towards everyone of our brothers and sisters who are
now incarcerated in Hitler’s ghettos and who dare not, under penalty of
death, emerge in the open, not even for a brief hour” and later “The
Soviets have informed the world that they have begun to register and keep
account of all the inhumanities which the Nazis are perpetrating against
their civil population”. Again there is no mention of planned systematic
destruction.

The Canadian Jewish Congress Archives contains a copy of a telegram
sent to Congress by Stephen Wise and Nachum Goldman, informing
Congress of the Nazi slaughter of European Jews, and urging it to arrange
a mass protest demonstration similar to one being planned in New York
on July 21, 1942.21 There is further correspondence on this particular sub-
ject, including a letter from Samuel Bronfmann to Mackenzie King, then
Secretary of State for External Affairs, informing him of:

the latest wave of inhumanity which has engulfed the refugees in Unoccupied France.

These people who had, in more fortunate days, been granted asylum by the Republic

of France and are of Austrian, German, Polish, Czech origin are now being deported

from Unoccupied France. Husbands are being separated from wives, and parents
from children. It is a ghastly affair. 22

and asking that the Canadian government “make vigorous représenta-
tions to the French authorities, condemning these deportations and urging
that they be terminated.”2

On September 15, 1942, Saul Hayes of Congress reported the mas-
sacres which had occurred in the Warsaw Ghetto, and mentioned that
Washington was aware of the situation.4 The requested mass meeting was
held in the Montreal Forum on October 11, 1942, as well as similar
demonstrations across the country, including one in Massey Hall in
Toronto. So well were these meetings attended, that many were not even
able to get into the halls.

Another 1942 memo from Congress states “‘that the massacres of the
Jews in Nazi Europe is continuing”, and that, according to the World
Jewish Congress in Palestine, ““thousands of Jews are being seized on the
pretext of being needed for forced labor and are shipped off to forests and
distant places where they are cruelly murdered.” Canadian Jewry is
begged to ““urge wide action rousing conscience of the world to serious and
strong protest.”? Congress replied to the cable from Palestine that it had
already taken steps in this direction, and that:
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special messages of sympathy and solidarity have been received on this occasion
from the Prime Minister of Canada, the United States Minister to Canada, the
British Commissioner to Canada, and the representatives of the governments of
Poland, Greece, China, Yugoslavia, Holland, Belgium and Norway as well as from
spokesmen of the Roman Catholic Church, the United Church of Canada and the
Church of England in Canada. A minister of the crown addressed the meeting in
Montreal. Further information about these meetings as well as other documents of
interest to you are being sent you under separate cover.

This is in addition to the special representations which were made to the Department
of State for External Affairs of the Dominion of Canada in regard to the deporta-
tions of Jewish refugees from France, representations which resulted in a formal
protest by the Government of Canada to the Vichy administration with which

diplomatic relations were being maintained at the time.26
The above is clear evidence of the state of knowledge among Canadian
Jews in 1942, especially in the second half of that year. The notes from the
three Toronto newspapers selectively reproduced in this paper from only
one month, June 1942, and information available in well documented
books, all attest to the fact that by July 1st 1942, and in succeedings
months, Canadian Jews knew sufficient of the mass destruction of Jews
and others in Europe, to enable them to comprehend or begin to com-
prehend the enormity of the crimes being perpetuated by Nazi Germany.

One may speculate as to how much governments knew, and when, and
one may speculate that all inhabitants of Germany and of occupied
Europe knew at least as soon as Canadian Jewry, but there need be no
speculation about what we in Canada knew and when we knew it. The
documentation is available for all to read.
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Jewish Historical Societies And Archival
Institutions In Canada

Canadian Jewish Historical Society
150 Beverley Street, Toronto, Ontario. M5T 1Y6 (416) 869-3811
President: W. Victor Sefton

BRITISH COLUMBIA
Jewish Historical Society of British Columbia

950 W. 41st Avenue, Vancouver, B.C. V5Z 2N7
President: Allan Klenman; Secretary: Jean Gerber

Scope: Oral histories; travelling historical exhibit; limited artifacts
and archival material

ALBERTA

Edmonton Jewish Community Council, History & Archives Committee
7200 - 156th Street, Edmonton, Alberta T5R 1X3
President: Mrs. Florence Singer; Executive Director: Gerry Rubin

SASKATCHEWAN

Jewish Historical Society of Western Canada, Inc., Regina Division
65 Academy Park Rd., Regina, Sask. S4S 4T8 (306) 5862208
Chairman: Jack Sharp

Scope: Factual data.

Saskatoon, Jewish Community Centre History & Archives Committee
715 McKinnon Avenue, Saskatoon, Sask.
Mrs. Gladys Rose, 1602 14th St. W., Saskatoon, Sask.

MANITOBA
Jewish Historical Society of Western Canada, Inc.
402 - 365 Hargrave Street, Winnipeg, Manitoba R3R 2K3
(204) 942-4822
President: Harry Gutkin;
Executive Director: Mrs. Dorothy Hershfield
Scope: 4000 photographs with 12,000 cross-index cards; several
hundred slides; three fdms; 125 oral history tapes with sum-
mary transcripts; 20 feet of manuscript documentation on
Jewish life and activities in eastern and western Canada
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ONTARIO

Canadian Jewish Congress Central Region Archives

150 Beverley Street, Toronto, Ont. M5T 1Y6 (416) 8693811

Chairman, Archives Committee: Sol B. Edell;

Director: Dr. Stephen A. Speisman

Scope: The Central Region Archives, sponsored by Toronto Jewish
Congress and Canadian Jewish Congress Central Region is
the archive of the Jewish community of Ontario. The
collection includes records of Jewish organizations,
family papers, photographs, oral histories and artifacts,
documenting the history of the Jews in the province

Toronto Jewish Historical Society
21 Prince Charles Dr., Toronto, Ont. M6A 2H1 (416) 783-8747
President: Dr. Michael Sefton

Windsor Jewish Community Council Archives Committee

Windsor Jewish Community Centre, 1641 Ouellette Ave., Windsor,

Ont. N8X 1K9 (519) 254-7558

Chairman: Rabbi Dr. Jonathan V. Plaut

Scope: Complete newspaper articles transcripted onto card files
from 1893-1940; 1500 photographs, 75 oral histories and
transcripts primary documents and records chronicling
Jewish life in Windsor from 1790-1940

Ottawa Jewish Historical Society
151 Chapel Street, Ottawa, Ont. KIN 7Y2 (613) 232-7306
President: Sidney M. Green; Secretary: Mrs. Shirley Berman

Scope: Material related to the Jews of Ottawa

QUEBEC
Canadian Jewish Congress Archives
1590 McGregor Ave., Montreal, P.Q.
Chairman: Rabbi Dr. Jonathan V. Plaut; Archivist: David Rome
Scope: Activities of the Canadian Jewish Congress from 1919.
Includes printed material and theses concerning Canadian
Jewish history; writings by Canadian Jews; biographies and
files dealing with Canadian Jews and Canadian Jewish
communities and organizations. Also special collections
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Jewish Historical Society of Montreal
1590 McGregor Ave., Montreal, P.Q.
President: Mrs. Evelyn Miller

Jewish Public Library/Canadian Jewish Documentary Centre

5151 Cote St. Catherine Rd., Montreal, P.Q. H3W 1M6
(514) 735-6535

Director: Mr. P. Trepman

Scope: Includes manuscript material 1760-1978; former Canadiana
collection; all printed material referring to Canadian Jews
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News From Across Canada

BRITISH COLUMBIA

Representatives of the Jewish community were on hand at the Van-
couver Jewish Community Centre, July 7, 1978, to greet the Hon. Grace
McCarthy, Deputy Premier, Provincial Secretary, and Minister of Travel
Industry, when she presented a grant of $3500.00 from the Province of
British Columbia to the Jewish Historical Society of B.C., towards the
publication of Pioneers, Pedlars, and Prayer Shawls, a pictorial history of
the Jewish community in British Columbia and the Yukon, to be
published this fall.

Participating in the presentation were Dr. Harvey Gerber, vice-
chairman, Canadian Jewish Congress, Pacific Region; Cyril Leonoff,
author, and archivist of the Jewish Historical Society; Julius Shore, vice-
president, Jewish Historical Society; Irvine Epstein, vice-chairman,
Congress, Pacific Region; Ray McCarthy; Mrs. McCarthy; Morris
Saltzman, executive-director, Congress, Pacific Region; Marilyn
Gaerber, president, Jewish Community Centre; Lou Zimmerman, Cana-
dian Zionist Federation.

Allan Klenman, incoming president of the Jewish Historical Society of
British Columbia, has announced the formation of a Victoria chapter to
carry out a number of historical projects in that city which was the
birthplace of the Jewish community in Western Canada.

The 1978-79 executive to date are:

Allan Klenman — President

Myer Freedman — Past-President

Julius Shore — Vice-President

Al Hersh — Vice-President

Tzipi Mann — Secretary

Cyril Leonoff — Treasurer

Phyllis Sapers — Assistant Executive-Secretary

WESTERN CANADA

The Jewish Historical Society of Western Canada has been chronicling
and presenting the Jewish experience of the area for the past ten years.
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Founded in May, 1968, under the auspices of the Archives and Research
Committee of the Canadian Jewish Congress, Western Division, its for-
mation was inspired by the 1967 Canadian Centennial exhibit: “Ninety
Years of Jewish Life in Western Canada.” This event was co-sponsored
by the Archives Committee of Canadian Jewish Congress, Western
Region and the YMHA Centre.

Several years of intensive planning followed, culminating in the first
major project of the Society, the exhibit, “Journey Into Our Heritage 1”
in co-operation with the Manitoba Museum of Man and Nature. On dis-
play from October 1972 to March 1973, it was funded by a multi-cultural
grant from the Secretary of State and the Museum of Man and Nature.
Perhaps the most gratifying aspect of this endeavor was the warm
response of the community, both in providing materials and in viewing the
exhibit many times with much enthusiasm.

In recognition of this unprecedented community effort, the Society was
the recipient of the coveted William J. Shroder Award in 1973. This
award is presented annually by the Council of Jewish Federations and
Welfare Funds in recognition of superior initiative and achievement in the
advancement of a Jewish community project in the United States and
Canada.

In May 1977, “Journey Into Our Heritage I1,” a much more
sophisticated exhibit in concept, content and design completed its seven-
city, sixteen-month tour of Western Canada. It was viewed by over
200,000 people, and by all accounts, fulfilled our most cherished hopes.
Supported by the National Museums of Canada and by private subscrip-
tion, it helped the local Jewish historical societies in each region attain
greater experience and prominence, and it certainly brought credit to the
whole Jewish community.

In September 1979, Lester and Orpen, in co-operation with the Jewish
Historical Society of Western Canada, will publish a major book on the
exhibit, which will be compiled and edited by Harry Gutkin.

To date, the Society has sponsored over 50 public lectures at which
scholarly papers were presented on some phase of Jewish life. We have is-
sued publications, and have produced a number of audio-visual and film
programs presently in wide use, such as “An Hour of Lifetimes” and “It
Must Be Told.” The latter offers 30 minutes of interviews of unusual
drama and power with three survivors of the holocaust. The Society
recently presented a print of this film to the State of Israel for inclusion in
Yad Vashem. Currently in circulation in the United States and Canada
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are four prints of “Journey Into Our Heritage” a half hour film based on
the first exhibit, and there are three new audio-visual presentations
featured in the second exhibit: ““Farmers in Prayer Shawls,” “Religion
Without Fear;” and ““Political Figures and Ideological Movements.”
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