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coming to these shores frein an alien land.
Theo nly advantage that is given to the
British subi ect coming here from another
part of the commonwealth is that hie is
ahsolved from the mere detail of filing a
declaration of intention, which is no material
difference at ail.

Mr. MARTIN: Does my hion. friend not
think hie should add that the British subject
wiil continue to have certain privileges--the
ri.ght te vote, the right to oid age pension, the
right to be appointed te a civil service posi-
tion, and so on? Those are priviieges net
given- to any other group.

Mr. FLEMING.- We are talking about
citizenship, and I arn pointing eut, and it is
incontrovertible, that if section 10O(l) is
adopted in its present f orm. there is no material
difference hetween the position of a British
subject from another part ýf the common-
wealth and the position cf an alien from any
other land when it cornes te appiying for
Canadian citizenship. That is incontrovertible.

We are toid that it is not the intention cf
the government te interfere with the franchise
in the case cf a British subj oct who has been
here for one year and has qualifled. But is
that a guarantee that it will net ho changed?
The minister would net go any farther iast
night, when asked if hie would clarify the
governmont's position, than te say that it is
not the intefâtion cf the government te intro-
duce an amendment te the election act.

Mr. MARTIN: What more could I say?
Mr. FLEMING: Presumably the law can

be changed even apart from an intention on
tho' part cf the government.

I corne back te the Immigration Act. The
Immigration Act is an act dealing with a
particular field. It dees net at ail purport
te ho an act deflning "Canadian citizenship",
or 'the status cf a Canadian citizen. The
Secretary cf State was much dloser te the law,
may I say with great respect, when hie said
this afternooil in reply to a question by the
hon. member for Lake Centre that the defini-
tien cf "Canadian citizenship" under the Im-
migration Act applies oniy te a limited nurnber
cf those in this country who have the rights
cf citizenship. Are we te be teid that the
limited defijiition cf "Canadian citizen" under
the Immigration Act, put there for a very
limited purpose in relatien te immigration and
not at ail for the purpose cf deflning the rights
and status cf a Canadian citizen, and applying
te a very limited cIass cf these properly en-
titled te the rights cf citizenship in this
country, is an answer te these wbo say that
if you enact section,10 in its present formn yeu
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are te ail intentE and purposes putting the
British suhject ceming here frem some other
part cf the commnonwealth in practically the
saine position as an alien?

Let us hear in mind that there is ne pro-
posaî te interfere with the Immigration Act.
Whatever is te ho said in justification cf the
provision cf the Immigration Act which makes
persons admitted under that act liable te
depertation wîthin five years cf their entry in
certain events-whatever is te ho said in sup-
port cf that will continue te hoe said because
that act is net te ho interfered witb. But
we are net hers deaiing with the Immigration
Act but rather with the question cf esta blish-
ing the terms cf cîtizenship, these whe are
te qualify fer it and the terrms on which
they should qualîfy and the rights and privi-
loges which flow frein Canadian citizenship.
Se lot us net drag in any red herrings about
the Immigration Act because the termn
"ýcitizen" is net used at ail in that act in the
samne sense in which it is used in this bill.
Se. let us have ne confusion. The two acts
are separato and distinct.

Even in the face cf the provisions cf the
Immigration Act, what was the position cf a
British subi oct ceming te this country? On
lawful admission hoe had the rights and privi-
loges cf any ether citizen cf this country.
After a year's residence hoe acquired the right
te the franchise. Ho had everything in the
way cf citizenship rights that any Canadian-
born citizen had. The only distinction was
that, in certain cleariy deflned evonts, under
the Immigration Act hoe was subj oct te
depertation within five. yoars. What were
those ovents? One was the health condition
mentiened yesterday in the dehate: if, for
instance, hoe appeared te ho insane and had
te ho conflned te a montai institution, or if
hoe was convicted cf offencos involving moral
turpitude. Under thoe conditions hoe was
liable te ho deported within five years. Bu*
within that timo hoe had the rights cf citizen-
ship. Therefoe lot it net ho said that the
pesitien cf a British subi oct, if section 10,
subsectien 1 cernes into offoct in its presont
form, will ho tho saine as it is now or as it
has been for the past twenty-nine yoars; ho-
cause that is net se; that has net been the
law.

Lot us ho very caroful about immigration.
I would be the last persan in the world te
suggost that we ought te relax in any way
the restrictions cf the kind referred te in the
Immigration Act. Certainly we do net want
the kind cf restrictions te which, I have
referrod te ho relaxed, and we must ho very
careful in cur selection cf immigrants at the
source. But I am putting this forward te


