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the right is not in the elections act it must
depend upon becoming a Canadian citizen.
The minister said it is flot bie intention-

Mr. MARTIN: I said it was flot the
intention of the government.

Mr. FULTON: -to change the elections
adt. Is lhe prepared ta retract the words I
have read to himi or to give thern somne explan-
ation? At the moment I cannot reconcile his
earlier words with the staternent that it is
flot intended to change the elections act.

Mr. MARTIN: The bon, gentleman has
placed an interpretation upon previous words
of mine. That is bis privilege. I do not
think there is any diifficuity at ail. It is a
difficulty which I arn sure existe at the moment
largeiy in his own mind. If there is an
anornaly, and I do flot deny tbat there is, it
is an anornaly that bas existed for twenty-
seven years. It bas been a dellnition of
"Canadian citizenship" in the Immigration
Act of this country. Under that act non-
British subi ects wbo bave corne to Canada and
bave been bere for a year can vote at the
end of that tirne iînder the Dominion
Elections Act, aitbough they do not acquire
Canaddan domicile under section 2 of the
Immigration Act until they have been here for
five yeara. That was an anornaiy if you like.
It was also perhaps anornaious-rny bon.
friend was not in the bouse wben I referred
ýo the case where the Lord Chancellor pointed

lit tbat the franchise is not necessariy-

Mr. FULTON: I was bere.

Mr. MARTIN: I think hle goes so far as to
say it is not necessarily an inherent right -or
corollary or ancillary to the designation of
citîzenship. I may say that we bave indi-
viduals in this country wbho will be citizens
of Canada under this bill, but who will not
be allowed to vote. Tbey are judges and
other officiais. In tbe district of Columbia
in the United States citizens of the United
States are debarred from voting. These are
anomnalies, but they do flot destroy the funda-
mental situation to which I have referred.
If my bion. friend bas words that I bave used
recentIy on another occasion I would want
to look at tbem, and perhaps to-morrow or
the next day I shaîl say wbether the bigh
refinement hie mentions is or is not justified
by the language.

Mr. FLEMING: In deaiing earlier with
the communications between this goverfi-
ment and the governrnents of the other
nations of the commonwealth, the Secretary
of State did not mention specificaliy, as I
recali it, Ireland. He is probabiy aware that

[Mr. Fulton.]

it is suggested, and perbaps more than sug-
gested, that certain sections of the bill bad
been drafted not merely in consultation wîth
the governmcnt of Ireland or Eire, but at its
request and that certain provisions had ac-
cordingly been inserted. Would the Secretarv
of State clear up that point because it is a
matter of interest to the bouse in the ligbt
of information given thus far?

Mr. MARTIN: I can oniy say that no
section of this bill was put in at the insti-
gation of anyone outside the constituted
authorities of the government of this country.

Mr. FLEMING: That statement in the
paper was quite wrong?

Mr. MARTIN: To wbat statement is the
hion. member referring?

Mr. FLEMING: I arn referring to tbe
Winnipeg Free Press. There was an article
there, on the subjeet.

Mr. MACDONNELL (Muskoka-Ontarjo):
I wish to make one comment on the point
raised by the hion. member for St. John-
Albert which, in my opinion, the Secretary
of State hrushed aside too Iigbtly. I sbouid
like to corne back to wbat was said by the
Rigbt Hon. Ernest I.apointe, when be spoke
about consultation and agreemnent. I do not
suppose any of uIs wiil accuse Mr. Lapointe of
derogating from the rigbts of anybody ini
this country. I would think that these two
words which hie used and which I tbink were
clearly used in connection with this par-
ticular thing we are talking about were flot
used iigbtly. Tbe minister says that we did
bave consultation. I arn, like my seatrnate, a
new member here and probably I do flot
understand these bigh matters. Ahl I bave to
say is that if thiis were a business transaction
nothing that bas been said would suggest that
we have bad the kind of consultation which
business friends wouid bave witb each other.
I will admit that a good deai depends on wbat
was in the cabie wbicb was sent. If the cabie
was a full disclosure drawing attention to these
points wbicb I think are points of substance,
tben maybe I would find it satisfactory, and no
answer having been received, probabiy it
would cover tbe matter. It does seern to
me that in tbe troubied state of the worid
at tbe present tirne this is a poor time to be
sbowing anything but the greatest courtesy
to those witb wborn we are associated. I
corne back to these words, used, I think, flot
ligbtly by Mr. Lapointe, and I wish to say
that to me it seerns like piaying with words
to say that we have bad anything that can
properly be called consultation.


