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extent sensitive. They have feit themseives
Canadiiaus the same as anybody else. Now
that the war is over, titis Parliament eh<>uld
net do anything that will destroy tkhe har-
rnony that oixght to, exist among Canadlian
citizens; and titis iaw will te soea extent do
-that It vill implant in these people some
sort of feeling of inferierity. Because of the
discrimination that would be enacted by
,this law some of tliem 1 amn sure 'will not
subjeet themselves te the humiliation of
,appeari-ng before a judge. Soine of tUim
have voted in the paist and they can
see no good reason, and I can see no good
reasen, *why these people, seme of whom
have actually voted during the war, .should
appear hefore -a judge to show titey
,are wort.hy of thte fanchise.

In .xny opinion a good purpose would he
served, and ne il could resuit, if we placed
thte franchise definitely on the basis cf
citizenýship, as we would be doing if we
struck out titis clause. Our law after al
gave citizenship, and I oontend that citizen-
ship means very, very little if it doe not
confer the vote. [[t is either ail or nothing.
It is practically nothing if you do not give
the franchise.

In conclusion, I would a k the Govern-
ment 'net te place iteelf in the position of
the Indian giver who gives with one hand
and takes away witit the other. I therefore
heg te move, seconded by thte hon. miember
for George. Etienne Cartier (Mr. Jacobe):

That this Bfil be not read a third time but
be ref erred back te, a Committee of the Whole
Heuse with Instructions to amend the same
by etriking out In Its entirety subsection (2) ef
section 29 of saiS Bill.

'Hon. IHIUGH GUTHRIE (Acting Solicitor
General): I have only a word te say in
regard to titis, snend'ment. Titis is certainly
one of the questions 'that have been mo'st
discus-sed during the progress of the present
Bill ýtirougli the House. The distcussion
arose in the firat instance when the 'Bill
was u~p for its second reading. My ho.n.
friend from Northt Waterloo (.Mr. Euler) on
that occasion pointed eut te, the Houae the
somewbat drastic form in which the claue
was -at titat ftime drawn, and an intimation
wýas given by a member cf the Governiment
duiing the course of thte debate on the sec-
ond reading th-at the particular language
in which thte Billitad been drawn at thiat
time did net onvey thte real intention cf
the Government in regard te the matter.
The Bill in that respect was modified when
it reached thte committee stage. In cem-
-mittee the whole question was very fully
ccnsidered and I think the committee

was divided upen it. The clause
was amnended and 'my hon. friend £rom
Northt Waterloo undertook te thank the cern-
mittee for witat ite .referred te as half a
loaf. H-e said that haJf a loaf was better
titan ne bread. Thte Naturalization Act
again has since been arnendled. The clause
which he most strenuously objected te haB
itself been amended. Be that 1 think the
clause as it ap-pe-r in thte Bill to-day hav-
ing .pas'sed througit conxmittee ls net a harsh
clause, 'but undex the circumstances a very
reasenable one. I peint my hon. friend
also te the Ontario A'ct passed in April haat.
A clause, in that Bill is very, very simihar
te a clause in our Bill.

Mr. EULER: Pe.riaps it was cepied from
it.

Mr. ,GUTHRIE: Thte Ontario Acet is eider
than the clause in titis Bill. It was passed
before ou.r Bill was introduced at ahi. A
new Act was alse introduced during the
late session cf thte Ontario Legislature and
they did enlarge -a littie on the Bill that is
now hefore titis 'Reuse in respect te appli
cation by 'married women for certificates
which entitled them 'te vote. They en-
larged in one or tWe Tespecte by allowing
titem te 9,ppear bel ore police rmnagi8trates,
and one or twe otiter efficials, as well as
juciges. I cannot imagine that any difficulty
is, going te resuit from the provision in thte
present Act. It was pointed eut that in
large c'ities where titere are a great rnany
women who will have te apphy and obtai-n
certificates, there wil net be enougit judges
te itear the applications. 1 do net titink
that at all. The moment this Act receives
the consent cf His Excellency, whîch I as-
sume will be in a day or se, any one who
6o desires can ffake, application te a judge
and obtain a certificate. Titere -is ne limi-
tation as te time. Site itas net te wait until
until thte House is dissolved. Site can go
at once. It le perhaps wititin the realin
cf possibility site may have two or three
years before thte next general election withîn
whicit te obtain her certificate. At al
events there is geing te be ample time te
obtain it. There iô geing te be ne rush
about it. I think for these rea'sons we
should support this clause. I therefore
cannot accept the amendment.

Mr. EULER: Doms the ininister realize
that these wornen have te 611 inuct stoieter
requiSementîs titan th-eir husbandis who were
naturalized, years ago?

Mr. GUTH'RIE: I do net tiik thte require-
mente are severe at ail. If you will read


