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ject." If that is so I d'o not see why we should
limit our own rigbts in other parts of the
Britishi commonwealth, as I arn inclined to
think we should do if the bill were amended
in the way suggested. 1 ar n ft sure, but
-that is the way- it appears to me.

Mr. COLDWELL: I should like to asic the
minister if there is the limitation that the
hon. member for Vancouver East suggests.
la it not a fact that we are ail subects of Hie
Majesty the King, and that under the statute
of Westminster and the development of our
constitutional position the king is regarded as
the king of the United Kingdom, a person; the
king of Canada, a person; the king of South
Africa, a person, and so on. In other words,
there is a divisibility of the crown in that
respect; but in the commonwealth we are al
subjects, of a common king. Therefore when
we receive a passport, for example, it is His
Maiesty or bis representative in Canada who
prays another country or another governrnent
that we may be afforded ail the privileges
which the possession of such a passport gives
to the holder of it. We have not the right,
if I may put it that way, to say who shahl be a
British subjeet, but we have the right to say
who shail be a subi ect of His Majesty the Ring,
who is also king of the United Kingdomn and of
other parts of the British commonwealth. I
amn not wedded to any particular phraseoiogy;
none of us is. But I should like to see this bill
werded in such a way as to indicate clearly
the position which Canada occupies among
the nations of the world, and the exact rela-
tionship that a Canadian citizen bas to His.
Majesty the King. It seems to me that the
phraseology suggested by the hon. member
for Winnipeg North takes nothing from us as
British subjeets, takes nothing frorn us as sub-
jects of His Majesty the Ring who is the
common sovereign of ahl the people of ail the
nations of the British commonwealth, but on
the other hand does confer somethîng, because
it confers upon a Canadian citizen the right
of citizensbip, and expresses his exact relation-
ship to His Mai esty the King and to the com-
monwealth of which the king is the common
bead.

Mr. HANSELL: If the hon. member for
Rosetown-Biggar is correct in bis interpreta-
tion, then I suggest to the hon. member for
Winnipeg North that be leave section 26 as
it is and insert another section 27 and move
the others on. I suggest that bis amendment
become section 27, which will read:

A Canadian citizen is a subject of Hia Majesty
as the sovereign of Canada.

Does my suggestion meet with h is approval?
Does he want the term "British aubject" cut
out?

Mr. PINARD: I think there is another
way-

Mr. HANSELL: The hon. member should
answer my question. If it is ail right, go ahead.

Mr. PINARD: There is another way to
solve the problem, namcly, by giving a defini-
tion in this bill to a British subj ect. I have
already on second reading of this bill given
the reason why I cannot accept the principle
contained in this section. I said then that
this provision should be changed beeause we do
not find any'where in our statutes a dellnition
of a British subject. It is true that we stili
have that definition contained in subsection
Gi) of section 2 of the Naturalization Act;
but this act is to be repealed by section 45 of
the bill, and with ii the only definition we ever
possessed of a British subject will disappear
from our statutes. Moreover, that definition
of a British subject was introduced in our
legisiation in 1914, when we adopted the
Naturalization Act. Such a definition could
flot be accepted to-day in Canada because it
is not in accordance with our evolution and
the progress we have made as a nation.

If that definition as it is were incorporated
of the imperial conferences and the statute
ignore the rights we have acquired as a resuit
in the present citizenship bill it would simply
of Westminster. It would be a definition
which would render our legisiation on citizen-
ship retrogressive. Here is the definition in
the Naturalization Act. It is contained in
subsection (d):

"British subject" nýeans a person who is a
natural born British subject, or a person to
whorn a certificate of naturalization bas been
granted; or a person who bas beconie a suhject
of His Majesty hy reason of any annexation of
territory.

We cannot be satisfled to-day wjth such
an incomplete dpflnition. I do not think that
it is within the power of this parliament to
define a British subject unless we define a
British subject in Canada. Such definition
could have been included in section 2 of this
bill, and if this had been done I would have
had no objection to section 26 as it is now
drafted. Here is the way in which a British
subject in Canada could have been deflned
for the purposes of this measure: "In this act,
unless the context otberwise requires, a
British subject means a subject of His
Majesty in the rîgbt of 'Canada." In view
of the fact, however, that in the ýiresent bill
we have not been given any definition of a
British subi ect and since our statutes do not


