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Citizenship

formai and voluntary act other than marriage, becomes a citizen or
national of another country while outside Canada, thereupon cesses to
be a Canadian.

Hon. members will note tlîdt that pdrtiuular situationl
bas flot been altered, in my present reading of this
legislation.
1 arn satisfied that no citîzenship officer so designated under the
authority of the Canadian Citizenship Act would have assured Mrs.
Beach otherwise.

The Secretary of State did flot tell me in this letter or in

any other way how we will bo satisfied of that fact, and

inasmucb as Mca. Beach has made these commenta publicly
I amn juat curjous as to how the Secretary of State has been

able to verify that. In the next paragraph he goes on to say
the following:

Although this young womnan was mîstakenly advised hy a Canadian
offîcer of another Department that she should flot jeopardîze her
Canadian status hy regîstering as a citizen of the United Kîngdom
whîlc in England, the unfortunate fact remaîns that Mrs. Beach actual-
ly ccased to ho a Canadian when she hecame a United Kîngdomn citizen
on July t2th, 1974.

Besîdes suhmîtting representations from overseas, Mrs. Beach recent-
ly called at the Cîtîzenshîp Registration Branch in Ottawa when the
cîrcumstances of her case were dîscussed at length wîth her. She was
agaîn înformed that after she has resided..

This, te me, is an indication of the kind of continuing

insensitivity there ta at the present tîme.

... in Canada for twelve of the eîghteen precedîng months, she may
apply for the grant of Canadian cîtîzenshîp under a special provision of
the Act for persons who ceased to be Canadians hy naturalîzation
outaîde of Canada. Another requirement of thîs special provision is that
such applîcants must satîsfy the Minîster that they întend to have their
place of domicile permanently in Canada. If there were other means
under prescrit law by whîch Mrs. Beach could more readîly become a
Canadian agaîn they would have heen explaîned to her durîng her
recent interview.

The minister concludea, and here 1 find the weakneaa

and the lack of flexibility presenit in these legialatîve
propoaals:

As regards future law I would hesîtate to speculate whether suh-
clause 5(4) of the Cîtîzenshîp Bill (Bill C-20), if passed in its prescrnt
formn, could be applîed to Mrs. Beach's case. The sub-clause would
empower the Governor in Counicil to allow grant or resumption of
citîzenshîp wîthout condition in cases deservîng of compassionate con-
sîderation for exceptional reasons.

What aeema to be suggested there ia that in the case of

Mra. Beach, in spite of the fact that she waa mîsîntormed

on more than one occasion and is being faced with a

consîderable amount of unnecessary bardship, in my esti-

mation, ahe would not bc considered under the legialative

framework the Secretary of State has placed before us in

Bill C-20. If that is the case, the s0 calied updating and
modernization of Bill C-20 as againat the model of 1947 is
not exactly the modern instrument the Secretary of State

would have us believe. Ho may have provided some

window dressing, and ho may have provided some new
terminology by cbanging nomenclatures auch as "British

subject" to "citizen of the Commonwealth", but I will have

more te aay about that when we resume at eight o'clock.

However, apart fromt some of the window dressing it is

diffîcult te discover where the minister is really following

through on his commitment te make thîs a modern, effec-

tive, and fair piece of legialation, in partîcular witb respect

te the rîgbts of those people-and we will have an increas-

îng number-who will be travelling abroad for purposea of

[Mr MacDonald (Egrsorit>

business, atudy, or for their own relaxation. If they are
unfortunate enough te be even in the least misinformed
with respect te the present procedures with regard te
citizensbip, tbey can find themselvea in the victimized
state of Mra. Beach wbo, in ber situation, for a period of
time bas been absolutely stateleas and now finda tbat she
will have te go tbrough tbe wbole proceas of immigration
to this country again.

Again, relating this kind of proposai, thia kind of situa-
tion, te the very tightened up and increasingly complex
administrative procedures wbich bave been proposed by
the Immigration Committee report and wbicb will likely
bo introduced by the Minister of Manpower and Immigra-
tion (Mr. Andras), one realizes wbat a great amount of
sorrow and diffîculty we are going to create for a number
of people who have the miafortune te travel fromt tbis
country and be misinformed as te tbeir cîgbts and respon-
sibilities as citizens.

May I cali it six o'clock and continue wben the House
resumes at 8 p.m., Mr. Speaker?

ITranslation 1
Mr. Deputy Speaker: It being six o'clock, I do now leave

the chair until eigbt p.m.

At six o'clock tbe House took recosa.

[En glish]
AFTER RECESS

The House resumed at 8 p.m.

Mr. MacDonald (Egrnont): Mr. Speaker, there are two
other matters I sbould like te raise in what mîght be called
the second haîf of this speech on Bill C-20.

Mr. Knowles (Winnipeg North Centre): What is the
score?

Mr. MacDonald (Egmont): Tbe second baîf, bopefully,
wilI be more interesting than the firat, but no oss
pertinent.

Before mevîng on I want te refer te one particular aspect
of the bill that I mentioned at the outset. Pechapa I dîd net
put it totally in the context that will be considered by
comm ittee

As the mînister is well aware, cofecence is made in
clause 33 te the ownerabip of property, particulacly land.
0f course this is of some lîttle consequence te those of us
who come fromt Prince Edward Island-I stress the word
lîttle in terma of size but flot of importance.

As I mentioned this afternoon, ownership is one of the
basic concernas in Prince Edward Island at the prosent time
se b am somewbat surprised te note that in clause 33 tbere
is ne substantial alteration or recognition of the cecent
decision of the Supreme Court of Canada wbich upheld the
decision and the logisiation of tbe govemfiment of Prince
Edward Island concerning the sale of areas of land over
ton acres. While there is one major dîfference betwoen the
referenco in clause 33 and the Prince Edward Island logis-
lation, the essence ia really the same. Tbe difference is that
in Prince Edward Island absentee ownership refera te
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