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Mr. COPP: The department bas come to
the conclusion that if the judge disapproves
of the application his decision shouý.d not be
overridden.

Mr. MEIGIIEN: I cannot lose this op-
portunity of congratulating the mînister on
baving revised bis opinion on that question.
He was wrong for many years--

Mr. COPP: Not many.

Mr. MEIGIIEN: -and I struggled bard
enougb to enlighten him, not, I rejoice to find,
without ultimate success.

Mr. COPP: Thanks.

Mr. ROSS (Kingýton): As regards the
naturalization of a Canadian citizen who re-
turns te tbis country after having been
naturalized in some other country, I can quite
understand the minister's view, tbat there
sh-ould be uniformity. But does be not think
that five years is too long a period for a
Canadian citizen, returning under these cir-
cumstances, to remain in this country before
securing naturalization here and being re-
stored to Canadian citizenship?

Mr. GOPP: I migbt persenally be of the
samne view as my hon. friend, but this ques-
tion was carefully discussed at different im-
perial conferences and decided upen.

Mr. ROSS (Kingston): How long ago wae
the decision arrived at?

Mr. COPP: The matter was under con-
sideration from 1899 to 1914. The U.nited
Sta tes bas the saine provision; if one of their
citizens becomes naturalized here and returns
hie must remain in the Ujnited States five years
befere he can regain bis American citizen-
ship. The same is true throughout the em-
pire.

Mr. ROSS (Kingston): When will there be
another opportunity te discuss this question
imperially? The decision, according te the
roinister, was corne te about eleven years
ago.

Mr. CGPP: I presume at the next im-
perial conference, wbenever that may be.

Mr. E1JLER: Under eur present law a
British woman marrying a f oreigner becomes
a foreigner. I understand that soine time ago
the British government had under considera-
Lion a change in that respect te previde that
any British woman marrying a fereigner may
eleet wbetber she desires to become a citizen
of the country of which. ber husband is a sub-
ject or wbetber she desires te remain a Brit-
ish subjeot. Is there any intention on the

part of the government to make a change in
the law in that regard? To-day, if a Canadian
girl, for example, marries an American citizen
she loses her Canadian nationality and she
does flot gain the nationality of hier husband;
in a word, she is not a citizen of any country.
That should not be, and it seems to mefi
ought to be possible in sucb a case for the
woman te retain ber nationality if she se
desires.

Mr. OOPP: I am informed that a eo
lution was passed, but no action was taken
in regard to it, and we have not been con-
sulted. Unless some further action is taken
by the imperial authorities we would flot be
justified in preceeding with the matter here.

Mr. EULER: 1 was under the, impression
that the British authorities had communicated
witb the dominions.

Mr. COPP: Not on that point.

Mr. EULER: I do net like to be positive
about it, but my recollection is very strong
that the British government communicated
with the governments of the dominions.

Mr. BAXTER: Can the minister informa
me if there is any case now of a Canadîan who
discarded his British nationalitY, became a
United States citizen, and eubsequently desired
to resume his British status, being held up by
the department, or by the county court judge
or whoever deals with these matters?

Mr. COPP: 1 do not remember any such
cases.

Mr. BAXTER: Are there any in Nova
Scotia? If the minister cannot answer me,
1 will obtain in the course of a few minutes
the namne of a man wbo, I arn infermed, is in
the position I have indicated. There is
another matter I want to advert to. A few
years ago we had a discussion about delays in
connection with naturalization. I do not
wonder at the complaints which some hon.
members then made. To-day we have been
given instances of erroneous rulings made by
certain county court judges. But I want
to put in a plea that the country should, te
some extent, bear with the necessary delays,
and even the mistakes-if there are mistakes--
of officiaIs wbo are entrusted with this very
important work. I think we ought to proceed
on the assumption, that the privilege of British
nationality is not, per se, the right of any
applicant, but is a distinct privilege granted on
certain conditions. We ought te be absolutely
satisfied as te the fitness of the applicant
before we grant bim the privilege, and per-
sonally I have net much syxnpathy witb the


