
1154 COMMONS
Con adian Citizenship

will have to go back to France, to Japan,
to Germany or somewbere else." I arn
afraid we shall have te accept tbat respensi-
hility. If these people commit crimes thev
will bave to be punished as Canadian citizens.
We cannot deprive them of their only
nationality because there is ne other country
prepared to take these criminals. We must
deai with them ourselves. I hope hion. mem-
bers do net think I arn talking about the
.Japanese because I arn not. They are quite
far from rny thoughts at the present time.

Mr. FULTON: With due respect to ail hion'members I think we should try te discusa thiý
matter without beat. 1 have asked cen-
tinuafly that the members from British
Columibia be given a fair eppertunity te state
their case against the Japanese in order that
this parliarnent of Canada may decide the
matter on principles of justice. There is
this distinction te be drawn between the
Japanese referred te by the hen. member fer
New Westminster and by the hion. member
for Vancouver East and the case referred te
by the Secretary of State. I think 1,600 was
the figure given by the hion. member fer
New WVestminster. Those persens acquired
Japanese nationality by virtue of the regis-
tratien of thecir births in Canada. Therefore
I tbiink they are in a differprnt categery,
frem their peint of view they were citizens
of .Japan.

Mr. _NICHOLSON'1: Are they net citizcns
of Canada?

Mr. FULTON: These people are net de-
sirable Canadianl citizens bécause, according
te their ewn light, thev are Japanese citizens.
Latcr, when section 17 is being considered,
I shall have somecthing more te say. llowever.
I just wanted te draw a distinction between
these cases, because in my submaission these
people in their own minds are net Canadians;
they are Japanese and they should be se
regarded and se treated.

Mr. MeMASTER: I theught the debate
on this particular phase of the matter bad
ended. If it bas net, perbaps my remarks
should be left until it 'has. However, since I
arn on my feet perhaps I might effer a sug-
gestion about this clause whicb is general in
its application. Tbe Secretary of State bas
referred te stateless persens; but I have always
thougbt that ne one could be stateless, that is,
tbat domicile or nationality is something that
is cast upon a person by bis birth. If you
drive him eut of one atate and bie is neot a
tubject of another state, by international law,
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wbicb says that a man cernes back te bis
original domicile or original state, bie immedi-
ately bounces back.

Mr. GREEN: It is quite amusing, but net
very helpful, te hear the bon. rnernber for
Saskatoon City talk about welcorning b*ack
these Japanese. Hua province bas been quite
succesaful in keeping away frorn baving rnany
Japanese settle in its territory. Tbey are
really neot in a very gond position te talk
about the Japanese question.

Mr. KNIGHT: Did the bion, gentleman say
that I biad welcomed back the Japanese?

Mr. GREEN: H1e is suggesting that, this
Japanese torturer should be brougbt back te
Canada and tried.

Mr. KNIGIIT: Tbe bion. gentlernan abould
withdraw what hie bas said because I said ne
such thing.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: Your province did.

Mr. GREEN: That was the inference.

Mr. KNIGHT: Will the hon, gentleman
withdraw that?

Mr. GREEN: No; I will net withdraw it.

Mr. KNIGHT: I appeal te the Chair. The
hion. member bas said tbat I said somethin.-
which I did net say.

Mr. CBUICKSHANK: H1e said your
province said it.

Mr. KNIGHT: I appeal te the chair.

Mr. BOUCHER: Let the record speak.

The ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mr. Golding):
I must confess that I did flot bear wbat the
bion. rnember said.

Mr. GREEN: I forget what I said myseif.
llowever, as I understood tbe suggestion of
the lion. member it was that cases suçh as
tbis torturer sbonld be brought back te Canada
te be tried; that hie sbould be brought back
te Canada te be tried aiad any other Japanese
whio served in tbe Japanese forc-es should be
brought back bere and we should accept the
blame for thern being as they are. That is
wbat I understood frorn his remarks and I
think that is what bie meant. I suggest te tbe
minister that hie allow this section te stand
witb section 10, because I think that in bring-
ing in a section of this type tbe minister is neot
facing realities. Tbis question rnust be faced.
This question of dual natienality cannt be
sidetracked. We must be protected againat
happening-s sncb *as have taken place during
the ast few years.


