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- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

L
1781
i
;

Friday, 20th August, 1948

- The House met at 10 a.m.,
' SPEARKER [Tur Hox.
MorAmURrE] in the Chair.

M.
(LB ety it

ORAL ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
Hali Ela Water Supply Scheme

1. Mr. J. C. T. Kotalawela: Will the
- Hon. Minister of Health and Tocal
- Government please state:—(a) Whether
' the.'re 18 a water supply scheme for Hali
Ela in Bogada korale, Badulla District?
(b) If so, what is the delay in
implementing the scheme? :

The Hon, My, S. W. R. D. Bandara-
naike (Minister of Health and Local
Government and Leader of the House):
‘(a) The water supply scheme for Hali
Kla, estimated to cost Rs. 82,200, has
been drawn up. :

(b) The delay in implementing the
scheme is due to the lack of staff in the
P. W. D. hitherto. A TLoan Resolu-
tion to release the estimated cost for
the construction of this scheme will be
introduced in this House very early.

X'Ray Technicians

2. Mr. J. C. T. Kotalawela: Will the
Hon. Minister of Health and TLiocal Gov-
ernment please state whether he is
aware that there is a shortage of X'ray
technicians in the Department, trained
in India, for Deep Ray Therapy work?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: There
is no shortage of X'ray technicians.

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE
The Hon. Mpr., Bandaranaike: T
move,—

‘ That this House at itg rising this day. do
adjourn until 2 P.M. on Tuesday, 24th August,
1948.""

Question put, and agreed to.

CITIZENSHIP BILL
Order read for resuming Adjourned
Debate on Question [19th August.]
“ That the Bill be now read a Second
time.”’—[Hon. Mr. D. 5. Senanayale. ]
Question again proposed.

2 r N, 13809 (8/18)

S

Citizenship Bill

10.04 A .M.

Mr. G. R. Motha (Maskeliya): When
we adjourned yesterday, Mr. Speak.er,-
T was referring to the manner in which
the Indo-Ceylon negotiations were be-
ing by-passed and I also asked why this

Bill wasg being introduced in' such a

hurry. In fact we have yet to know from
the Hon. Prime Minister himself and
the two Ministers who have spoken,

why this Bill is being introduced in

such a hurry. Some of us were under

the impression that, the passing of the

United Kingdom Citizenship Act was
the reason which necessitated the bring-
ing in of this Bill. We ftried to find
out whether that was so. The Hon.
Prime Minister himself, not only did
not say that that was so, but also did
not attribute as a reason for the urgency

the passing of the United Kingdom

Act. On the contrary, he said that be-
cause the Act itself had not come out
but had just been passed, he was
actually postponing the introduction of
the Commonwealth Citizenship Bill
which is to be associated with this Rill.
It there was any urgency in this matter,
Myr. Speaker, the urgency should hawve
been only with regard to co-ordinating
and unifying the citizenship position in
the Commonwealth, because 1t would
be necessary for citizens of this country
to be citizens also of the Common-
wealth. That is what I presume would
have been the contents of the Common-
wealth Citizenship Bill. I cannot un-
derstand why this truncated Bill, which
affects only a part of the population, is
being rushed through this House in

* such a hurry.

The Hon. Minister of Finance also said
that it would be wrong for this countuy
to provide ecitizenship rights for only
a part of the population. I noted those
words of his. Well, Mr. Speaker,
there is no doubt that this Bill admit-
tedly makes provision for onf{ a part
of the population and on a basis which,
ag has been pointed out by the previous
speakers on this side of the House, is
most obnoxious and is against all the
canons recognized among other nations.

The Hon. Minister of Finance did
try to make a point that the views of “he
three Marxist Opposition groups were of

a peculiar kind, and he was replying to -

them!dclocan assure you that there is
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1785 Citizenship Bill
[Mr. Motha.]
no difference at all between the views
of the various groups in the Opposition.
Amongst the members of the Opposi-
tion there are many intelligent men and
men  with humane feelings. They are
naturally anxious to see that justice is
done to that part of the population of

this country which is = adversely
affected by this Bill. This Bill
. may be passed in this House
by the sheer weight of mumbers,

but I believe that the voice of cons-
cience will one day prevail. The only
reason that they can properly adduce in
support of this Bill is that it is neces-
sary for international reasons. But
there are no such reasons. The
common grounds of opposition by the
hon. Members on this side of the
House were that this measure does
deny a section of the population their
rights and that it is wrong fo base
citizenship rights on racial descent.
The Opposition is not so disunited as
the Hon. Minister of Finance and the
other Hon. Ministers wish to make out.

The Hon. Minister of Food and Co-
operative Undertakings was even less
relevant to the issues involved. He has
the reputation of being a good debater,
but T am sorry to say fthat, in this
instance, he certainly allowed his feel-
ings to get the better of him and thus
got  himself involved in various
contradictions. He shed a few ecroco-
dile tears over the position of the
Kandyan peasantry. He said that they
were dispossessed, and there was
a conspiracy on the part of the
British capitalists, for the purpose of
keeping them down,
he ended by saying that the Britisher
is a good boy and that he has been very
good to the people. That is an attrac-
tion of mutual self-interest—a prejudiced
self-interest. Fach wants to foster
some peculiar prejudice, some peculiar
racial advantage which s at the root of
the disunion in the country, ‘and it will
be fraught with disaster unless it is
nipped in the bud. -

The  hon. Appointed ©  Member
represents  an  interest which - is
unrepresented and which is democrati.
cally not entitled to any representation.
People have heen refused adequate
representation—I refer to the poor
working-class estate people. Weight-
age  should be given i to-d those

L ]
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interests which democratically deserve
more representation. Why is that not
done? It is because the present Gov-
ernment, when it suits its purpose will
favour a particular interest, when they
want to safeguard their own interests,
will support any injustice to any other
section of the community. The Ap-
pointed Member will squeal if the
Government adopts measures to secure

better prices for the commodities
of this country, but will not
hesitate to support this sort of

glaring discrimination against a parti-
cular secfion of the population—a
section which they themselves brought

in here and who are today still liging -

in semi-slavery. When the Donough-
more Constitution was being discussed,
the objection raised to the enfranchise-
ment of the Indian estate labourers was
that they would be instrumental in

returning European interests to this
House.

Mr. Speaker: All this is totally
irrelevant.

Mr. Motha: Well, Sir, T have to point
out certain facts.

Mr. Speaker: Yes, but the hon.
Member must not speak of things that
have no bearing ‘on the subjects at all.

Mr. Motha: I belong to a group which
is greatly affected by this Bill. If you
will permit me, Sir—

Mr. Speaker: I have given the hon.
Member forty-five minutes whilst the
others had only half an hour. What
you were saying just now was totally
irrelevant.

Mr. Motha: It is relevant only in one
sense, Sir, namely, that one of the rea-
sons why the, discrimination against us
commenced was that we would be
supporting  the Kuropean interests.
Now the FEuropean interests have found
that the labourers are not the fools that
they expected them to be. The Hon.
Minister of TFood and Co-operative
Undertakings made a point of it, and
he can be very inconsistent and perhaps
very forgetful in his arguments,
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1785 Citizenship Bill
The Hon. Mr. J. R. Jayewardene
(Minister of Finance) : What about you?

Mr. Speaker: Are you replying to
something which is also irrelevant?

Mpr. Motha: I shall be brief, Sir. 1
want to quote to this House what the
Hon. Minister of Food and Co-operative
Undertakings said ‘about the Indian
question some years ago. Hon. Mem-
bers on this side of the House have been
accused of contradicting their previous
views, but this is certainly worse than

that. This is what he said in the year
1941 :

** But the Indians are right when they take
up the attitude that in the past we mvited
them to Ceylon; and they naturally wish to
know under what conditions they can continue
to come to Ceylon. They are concerned with
the status accorded to Indian nationals 1n
Ceylon, and we have to pay heed to the com-
plaints or grievances of their nationals who
came to Ceylon at our invitation. That is a
perfectly legitimate attitude to take up. I
have no quarrel with the Government of India,
but if we say: ‘' We do mot want any more
non-Ceylonese to come to Ceylon’, the Indian
Government would be mad to ask us fo consuit
them about that.” .

You can compare the statement he
made yesterday with what he said in
1941. What he said yesterday was for
the purpose of this Bill. As far as the
Indian labourers are concerned, there
is no doubt that, beyond a certain eleva-
tion there were scarcely any villages
lower down. The richer feudal lords
deprived the peasants of their lands and

" gold them to the European capitalists
for profit. "

The Speaker: All that is irrelevant.
Mr. Motha:

We must justify our

existence in this country, and what ise

proposed is harmful to us. We certainly
base our rights upon what the Indian
estate labourers have contributed to
this country. Under this Bill they will
become stateless people. It is for that
reason that I am pointing out these
facts. Once this Bill is passed, these
poor people will suffer and will ulti-
mately be taken to be helots without
rights, without citizenship in this
country. That is the position.

That is the position which we can-
nob  contemplate with any equani-
mity. That, I believe, will be appre-
ciated from the contents of this Bill it-
self, because it is essentialc thaboothis

20 AUGUST 1948
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matter of citizenship should have been
brought up in a unified Bill. It gives
the citizen, the individual, the funda-
mental clothing, so to say, and, i 1
may use a Christian phrase, ‘“ the in-
fusion of grace '’ which will entitle him
to live in this country and enjoy the
rights and privileges of, its citizens while,
at the same time, doing the duties and
fulfilling the obligations of a citizen.
That is what we want.

Then, Sir, the hon. Minister of Food
says that he is afraid, but vain fears can
be very dangerous. What is his fear?
We are a population which, since this
dispute over immigration arose, has de-

creased by 200,000: we have not
increased. We do mnot want to
swamp Ceylon. Long before even

the homogeneous Board of DMinisters
of 1936 was asked for a ban on immi-
cration from India, we asked for it.
We did so as early as 1927 and 1928.
We do not want surplus labour here. Tt
is the BEuropean interests that want
surplus labour, those interests that
today shamelessly support this Bill. It
is those interests that wanted it, and L
remember how on one ocecasion the pre-
sent Hon. Prime Minister told them that
he would not get them their supply of
labour unless they stooped to suppcrt
what he wanted them to support against
the Indian interests. :

The Hon, Mr. D. S. Senanayake
(Prime Minister) : Where did I say so?
Please quote it.

Mpr. Motha: I have the quatation; I
am not speaking without references.

We are apprehensive of the fact that
there has been gradually growing in this
country the disease of Indophobia. The
Hon. Prime Minister himself, speaking
on the Donoughmore Commission’s
Report, said that he welcomed the
Indians who were willing to sett'e down
but not those who merely wanted e be
birds of passage. That is what he said
at that time. :

Then, as the hon. Member for Wella-
watta-Galkissa (Dr. Colvin R. de
Silva) pointed out, he has come by 1940
to the position that the Indian popula-
tion must be reduced, that it must be
liquidated as far as possible and as early
as possible. And today we have before
us a Bill under which the Indian
population will be mowhere. The
qualifications that are stipulated in this

1786
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Bill are inhuman, and totally ignore

human ties and the development of

human society.

We are recent arrivalg in this country, -

but we are a people who came here, as
the Hon. Minister of Food himself
admitted five years ago, by invitation,
to do useful work; and whatever may be
said against us by the European com-
munity, it is certainly true that the tea
and the rubber industries and, in the
~ beginning, even the coconut industry,
. did benefit by Indian labour. Today the
tea and rubber industries are absoluto-
Iy dependent upon our labour, and
whatever the complaints that time and
. again are levelled at us may be, it can-
~ not be denied that the bulk of the
" mnational income of #thig country ig de-
\ rived from the industries in which Tndian
N labour is found to be indispensable.

- Populations in a country grow," Sir;
1 and if recent comers and old comers are
differentiated, there may be other
{ differentiations. For instance,  the

people of South India might claim that,
Ceylon being just twenty miles from
‘them, they are entitled to be citizens of
this TIsland. They are not like the

people who were thrown out of Bengal

and came out here. I am not, I must
- assure hon. Members, meaning any dis-
‘paragement of the Sinhalege community ;
| but that type of argument has been
advanced, and it can be pushed back
dar enough to include any group or any
family in the country. But I am
- credibly informed that even among the
| Sinhalese community there are very
large groups of very recent origin, des-
- cendants of people who have come from
* South India, and not from Bengal,

tial brotherhood of man must be
- recognized. It is only on that basis that
- We can work for an interdependent world
for the realization of which even the
| Hon. Prime Minister, has shown himself
| to be very enthusiastic on several occa-
- sions without, however, being an abgolute
 revolutionary internationalist.

If you admitted people into your eoun-

try, not on the basis of short-term
contracts, but have allowed them to

develop local contracts and remain hers
for generations, you cannot suddenly tell
. them, ‘‘ Go back!] They also have
human ties. A Poor man may. have

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Yet, populations grow, and the esser-"
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son who is known to a few of his friends
who are influential, or perhaps to his
previous employers, as a good youag
man. That will be all the capital that
his father has accumulated for him—
the goodwill of some influential people
among whom he has been useful. Are
they now going to deprive him éven of
that? It is certainly wrong to deprive

- them of those essential social contacts

which are of inestimable value to the
poor man, much more so to him than (o
a rich man.

Tt has been stated that the Indian peo
ple bolted back to India during the April
raid of 1942; but I wish to say that
almost all of those who holted were
merchants. Even they did that in the
same way as the people of other com-
munities in Ceylon fled back to their
villages. They fled back to the onlv
place where they knew they would be
known. For many of them of course, it
was India; for a good many others i+
was somewhere else. But it must not
be forgotten that a good many of the
Indians were still in Colombo. I was
one of them, and I lived fairly cloge to
the Colombo Harbour. As a matter of
fact, I actually cancelled my trip
Up-country and decided to remain in
Colombo because I did not want to b
inconvenienced by the ecrowds of:
refugees flying from Colombo.

Whatever tea shops there IWf_sre in
Pettah at that time were Indian tea
shops.

-

The Hon.
shops?

Mr. Jayewardene: 'Tea

Mr. Motha: Tes boutiques, or tea
rooms, if you like.

Mr. Speaker: All right, go on.

Mr. Motha: If, in the face of danger,
people took the advice of the Govern-
ment and left Colombo, that should aof
be taken as an incident to indicate any
lack on their part of permanent interest
in this country. I, of course, hold no
briet for those who fled, particularly tke
merchants—they
care of themselves—for,
soul told me,
their way

as one great
such people ‘‘ can bribe
through life, *’ :

Aol T sl il e i
B A [ N T

are well able to take
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It is not so with the poor labourer,
and the bulk of the Indian population
consists of the poor labourers. As for

the merchants, even today, they are

friends of the Party in power. At the
time the elections were held, all the
seven of us here who represent the
Ceylon Indian Congress, did not have
one-tenth of the number of cars which
their Indian friends provided for the
U.N.P. candidates.

The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: But you
got acres.

Mr. Motha: We did not have cars;
we managed without them. I did nat
have even one car at each polling booth.
Yet I might say that the Indian estatc
labourers are well organized and we can
speak for them with more authority than
anybody els¢ can speak for his
constituency.

When we go to India, why should we
be insulted? Yesterday, it was said that
it was not necessary for us to go there
and have those exclusive kusu kusu
kootams with Pandit Nehru. Pandit
Jawaharlal- Nehru may be a great genius,
he may be a great statesman, but he is
not aware of certain conditions that
affects us. It is only the man who
wears the shoe that knows where it
pinches him.

Therefore, it is because things are
in this state that I would ask the Govern-
ment to reconsider this Bill and even at
this late stage to withdraw it for the
present and bring a comprehensive Bill
which would provide for Commonwealth
citizenship, Indian citizenship and for the
citizenship of every man who can be
called a permanent resident and who is
willing to be a permanent resident.

Where are the principles underlying the
policy laid down by this Bill? Canada
started this principle of individual
citizenship applicable to each Common-
wealth territory. There, birth is the
final qualification. In England and
India, too, the qualification is birth. If
that principle is left, out, it Wou_L-i mean
truneating any Citizenship Act. It is
what the jurists—I am myself not 2
jurist—ocall jus  solis. What should
:-apply to those people w}m have he_e.n
born outside is the prineciple called jus

v i aia)
' sanguinis: they should be able to claim

citizenship through descent, that is to

20 AUGUST 1948
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'S&y, their parents should have been

citizens of this country. As for the rest,

if a man is born in a country and also
lives long enough fto enjoy any privi-
leges and rights or to fulfil any obliga-
‘tions as a citizen in that country,
What more -

is he mnot permanent?
permanency will you demand of him?

Particularly in Ceylon, where you ave -

applying this policy with differentiating
qualifications, it will adversely affect a

large mass of hundreds of thousands, all

e
o
L

i

1790,

€

illiterate, ignorant people who have no

access even to the ordinary petition
drawers whom the townfolk can find
seated near courts and post offices.
They are people living in' estates, and

they are expected to understand the im-

plications of their laws well enough to

malke their applications in due time, to
“prove that their father was horn ip

Ceylon, or that their grandfather was

born here!

Is this law going to be administered

in such a way that while the Sinhalese’

community is automatically recognized,

it will be incumbent on the others to
prove their citizenship? We hon. Mem-
bers of this House, belonging to our
group, whose fathers were born here,
might not be able to prove it if
asked to do so.
to do it would only be able to point to

A Member who is asked

his father’'s grave as the only proof that

the old man died here. Well, under this
Bill, however, T am sure he will be asked
to prove that his. father was born here.
But if his name, instead of being, say,
Rajalingam or Rajaratnam, is Rajakaru-
na, probably nobody would inquire from
him where his father was born!

That is inherent in the administration
of this Bill. The provisions are such
that they are bound to be partial. You
will not be asking proof of people be-
longing to a particular community, while
vou will be insisting on such proof in
the case of members of other commu-
nities. That is inevitable; or else, as
was pointed out by previous speakers on
this side of the House, it will he
impossible for you to administer this

Bill.

If every man in this Island were asked

to prove where his father was bomm,’

there will be very few who will be able
to do it. T wonder whether even the
Hon. Prime Minister can prove by do-
cumentary evidence that his father was
born™ in  this country. Does this not
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support the view that this is asking for
the impossible? And are we, one section
of the populafion, called upon to prove
what may be the impossible, while in
the case of other sections it is taken for
granted? Is this not discrimination?

Can the hon. Appointed Member who
helped to bring these people, and whose
subordinates have been registering births
without including the mnames of
the children, prove that a particular
birth certificate refers to a particular
labourer? Sir, it is impossible.

It is the custom in many communities,
and I believe it is so even among tvhe
- Muslims, that when the birth is
registered, the child is not yet named.
Even among the Muslims it is the
custom not to put in the name of
the child at the time of registration
of its birth. It may be that among
* enlightened "’ people it is the practice
- to have the name of the child inserted
in the register at the time of the regis-
tration. But if one is required to prove
the registration of the birth of one’s
father, it may be necessary to go back
90 to 70 years, and one may find that
his parents had not been sophisticated
enough either to have named the child
at the time of birth, or to have had the
name inserted in the register of births
at the time of registration. The parents
may not have foreseen the time when an
ingenious Cabinet in Ceylon would think
of inventing this method of disqualifying
a large number of workers in this coun-
try, of preventing them from obtaining
the ordinary, elementary, rights of
eitizenship.

We know that even the wives of ex-
Ministers of this country have found it
difficult to prove that they were born in
this country. They found it necessary
to apply to the Court to have their
names inserted in the register of births.
If that can happen to people of educa-
tion, people of means, people who have
available to them the necessary facilities
to set matters right, to see that their
legal rights are safeguarded, what is the
fate of the estate labourer?

We are merely agking for justice. Now
that Ceylon has entered certain Interna-
tional Organizations, and is seeking to
enter other Tnternational Organizations,
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we ask that Ceylon should observe, as
tar as possible, certain international
standards.

It is necessary to evolve a common
arrangement among the South Hast
Asian countries. In the course of the
movements of population between these -
countries, their peoples are bound to

come in frequent contact with each

other, and conflicts of any kind must be
avoided among the South-FEast Asian
countries.

During the last four or five decades,
questions relating to migration have been
settled and more or less well recognized
principles have been evolved. It is
necessary that we in the South-East
Asian countries should settle these ques-
tions amicably, if we are to live in peace.
These countries should no longer look for
protection to Imperial Britain. It would
have been ideal if India, Burma, Ceylon
and the near by countries could have
met together and formulated a common
method of arriving at citizenship rights,
and settled the problems of migration
between one country and another. That
course of action has not been followed
by Ceylon. :

Today India objects to this Gov-
ernment method of dealing with
the question. India feels that action
is being taken contrary to the
underfakings given during the last
140 years. India allowed the emigration
of her people at the express request of
the countries concerned, for the develop-
ment of those countries. Today India
finds that the descendants of those very
people are being discriminated against,
humiliated and treated badly. When
that is the feeling in India, is this the
time to pass a Bill of this nature?

It may be that India is generous. She
is bound to be generous at all times.
Having attained her freedom, not in any
spirit of narrow nationalism, but under
the inspiration of Mahatma Gandhi, it is
certain that at least for some consider-
able time, there will be no imperialistic
tendencies in India. But if the time
should ever come when India became
imperialistie, then, Sir, you will find the
Indians in this country, who claim to be
citizens of this Island, standing shoulder
to shoulder with all the other inhabi-
tants of this Island in the vanguard of
the fight against even India, if that
unfortunate necessity should ever arise.
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That assurance I can give on behalf ®™of the franchise for the Indians here.

. interest

of the Indian community, not so much
on behalf of the Indian merchants, who
are the allies and friends of the Party
now in power in Ceylon, but certainly

on behalf of the Indian workers, the
working class Indians. I give the

assurance that *even against India, if
these people are given the rights of a
citizen of this eountry, they, valuing
those rights, will fight in defence of
the interests of this country, if such a
ficht ever became necessary. Ixcept
for sentimental ties, they have no
in India. Some Indians in
Ceylon do have interests in India, and
these people would not care to become
Ceylon citizens. I am not pleading for
these people.

It is not
country are anxious to swamp this
Island, or that we are greedy for power.
We are not anxious to emulate some
people in this country who  insist on
having four Members in the House of
Representatives to represent about
8,000 people! We are satisfied with
much less! "

that we Indians in this

1 was surprised to hear the Minister
of Food and Co-operative Undertakings
say that we Indians in this country were
communal-minded, that we obstrueted
the grant of self-government to this
country. May I remind this Minister
that the Indian community in this
Island was the only minority community,
when the Donoughmore Commission was
here, to plump for pure territorial
representation?

What thanks did® we get for that?
Immediately after the report of the
Donoughmore Commission was pub-
lished, diserimination against the Indian
community in the Island started, because
opportunity was given to certain sec-
tions in this Island to-build up power
and to consolidate that power in their
hands by raising the racial ery——

Mr. Speake_r: Will the hon. Member
take much more time?

Mp. Motha: I shall finish in five
minutes. 1 shall not go counter to your

directions, Sir.

The Indian community feels strongly
on this matter. It is not merely a ques-
tion of a few of us being lablecto enter
Parlisment; it is not merely @ question

The Indian community has been
diseriminated against, contrary to all
international  standards. That must
cease. 'Today you have introduced &
Bill that will put the Indian community
in a corner, completely at the mercy of
an individual Minister.

It is not that we do not completely
trust the Prime Minister. But even if
we did trust the present Prime Minister,
is it fair to ask any community to place
themselves at the mercy of a Minister?
What is the grave emergency that is
feared if this Bill is not passed into law
this month? Will the heavens fall if
there is a few weeks delay? No cogent
reasons have been adduced for rushing
this Bill through in this manner.

Why should not the Prime Minister
treat the Indians here as human beings,
entitled to the elementary rights of
human beings? Not long ago the Minis-
ter without Portfolio was anxious that
his Labour Party should represent Ceylon
in the International Labour Organization.
Let him remember that this country is
now a Member of the I. I.. O. Let him
also remember that
against the Indians resident in this
Island, of which discrimination the Min-
ister without Portfolio is the prime
mover, is contrary to the principles laid
down by this International Organization.
The Minister: smiles, but, Sir, as you
have asked me to be brief, I shall not
refer at length to this aspeet of the
question. I have here with me "five
sheets containing the recommendations of
the I. L. O., every one of which has
been disregarded by this Government
during the last fifteen or sixteen years.

We claim to be an independent
country, and are anxious to become a
member of International Organizations.
The hon. Member for Ruwanwella was
richt when he characterized this Bill as
narrow. As the hon. Member for Wella-
watta-Galkissa correctly said, the Prime
Minister is trying to build a Chinese
wall round this Island. But, Sir,
geography will assert itself; human con-
siderations will assert themselves. If
the .Indians want to come over to
Ceylon, no immigration laws will stop
them, the fear of not being made
citizens: of this country will not stop
them.

diserimination
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[Mr. Motha. |
But, Sir, the Indians do not approach
this problem in that spirit. We feel
 that there must be cordial relations
between the two countries. Tt would
not be to our advantage to irritate the
other communities in this Igland. We
are a minority community. When we
find that we are not given our rights,
the papers in this country which support
the Government find fault with us for
going to India and placing the facts
before the Prime Minister of India, with
whom the Prime Minister of Ceylon
wants to discuss the question of our
rights——

The Hon. Mr. A. E. Goonesinha
(Minister without Portfolio): You also
went fo discuss matters with the Prime
Minister of India.

___M», Motha: We are prepared to tell
~ the Government of India that they are
not the ultimate arbiters of our rights
and position in this Island. During the
last 140 years the Government of India
allowed Indians to come over to this
country, and the Government of India
owes a duty to these people to see that
the pledges and assurances given by the
Ceylon Government to the Indian Gov-
ernment in this matter are honoured by
‘the Ceylon Government. We expect
the Government of India to perform that
duty, and see that we are given our
rights. andgallowed to live as honoured
citizens of this country.

None of us Indiang in this country
have surrendered our rights to.fight for
our legitimate position in this country,
to Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, however
eminent he may be, however great our
regard for him personally may be. Wa
did agree to certain matters being refer
- red to him, because we thought that
being interested parties our views may
be subjective,4that we may be taking
an unreagonable attitude, and that the
Prime Minister of India would look at
these questions objectively and advise
us. We thought we might be helped to
see light if we put certain aspects of the
problem before the Prime Minister of
India, that it might be helpful if some
person, detached from the actual con.
flict, were to examine the problem. . We
felt that the Prime Minister of India,
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® having no personal interest in the matter

would view the position dispassionately
and advise us. We greatly value his
advice.

But; Sir, we would not be worthy to
be citizens of Ceylon if we were willing
to abide by the decisign of some one
outside Ceylon on maftters affecting us
In this country. If we want to be
citizens of Ceylon, does the Prime Min
ister or anybody else expect us to abide

by the decision of some body outside . °

this country?

We do not want the interference of
even the Government of India in the
internal affairs of this country, but
India owes a duty to see that justice is
done to the people here who happen to
have come from that great country.
It is India’s duty to see that we are
not discriminated against with impunity,
that we are not insulted or humiliated.
Other countries have sought to do that
to Indiang settled in thoge countries, but
one day, somehow or other, those coun-
tries will feel the consequences of the
injustice they are perpetrating against
the Indians. I beg of the Government
of Ceylon not to perpetrate that type of
injustice and iniquity against the Indians
here, a section of the population which
1s  harmless; which ig admittedly
necessary in the interests of this country.

You say you will not give citizenship
rights to these people who are here
today. * Is it suggested that this section
of the population is unnecessary in this
country? You havé made use'of them
for generations. Is it not wrong to leavs
them in isolatiorr without conferring on
them the rights which are their due?

I make an earnest appeal that justice
be done to these workers. :

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member for
Welimada wishes to speak in Sinhalese.

10.41 a.m.

Mr. K. V. D. Sugathadasa (Welimada) :
DB BRHVET, 0 $0x:683—

Mr. W. Dahanayake (Galle) : gromstam
&)y, ;

Mr, Speaker: Louder, please!

i e Sy b A
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Dr. Colvin R. de Silva (Wellawatta-
‘Galkissa): Why does not the Front
Bench clap?
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Mr. Speaker: Not so fast please. I am
atraid the shorthand-writer eannot take
you down.
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[Mr. Sugathadasa.]
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~ Mr. Speaker : All this is irrelevant,
Speak to the subject, please.
Mr. J. C. T. Kotalawela (Second

Badulla) : He has memorized it, Sir.

Mr. Sugathadasa : I challenge the hon.
Member.
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An Hon. Member: That word is
unparliamentary.

An Hon. Member : No. Learn “your
Sinhalese.
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10.50 A.M.

Mr. J. A. Martensz (Appointed
Member): I do not myself wish to cast
o silent vote in this matter. Although
the principles of the Bill have been
discussed fully I nevertheless feel that
I should just touch on,one. or WO
matters.
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~ ourselves citizens of Ceylon. I

Citizenship Bill 1802

T feel that the cry of discrimination
has been raised and canvassed without
any real justification in this Debate. As
far as I can see, the scope and objects
of this Bill are merely to define who 18
a citizen of Ceylon. On that point I
«<an see no reason why anybody should
quarrel. The Bill sets out what it is
exactly, and therefore this ery of dis-
crimination is unfortunate. We have
been used for many years to refer to
ourselves either as Sinhalese, Tamils.
Muslims or Burghers and place ourselves
in these compartments politically. Is
this idea good and should it continue?
My own feeling is that it should not.
My contention is that this Bill, if it is
accepted by this House, will create the
status of a Ceylon citizen, and if ib
becomes law, we will tend to forget, and
have no reason to place ourselves in
those political compartments to which
I referred earlier, and be proud to call
there-
fore say that we, who claim this country
as our Motherland, should without fear
declare ourselves in favour of this Bill.

10.52 A.m.

Mr. H. Sri Nissanka (Kurunegala):
The Bill we are discussing today 1s one
of great constitutional importance. T
therefore feel that it is my duty to inform
the House as to what is my particular
attitude in respect of this Bill, and if T
vote againgt it at all, my reasons for
doing so.

I am not, speaking quite frankly, op-
posed to every provision or every Sec-
tion in this Bill. I recognize that even
within the circumseribed ambit of our
freedom,—and since we are still strug-
gling on towards complete freedom,—it
is time that a Citizenship Bill was in-
troduced. I also feel that this "little
country of ours has got its own peculiar
problems, not unlike the problems that
the peoples of Burma have wvis a wis
the people of China. We have the same
problems that probably South Afriea or
other parts of the world have in regard
to questions of mass immigration from
other countries. I can sympathise with
people who have a past to boast of,
and who want to see that their traditions
and their culture are protected.: Bub 1
feel that the method of approach to the
goltifion of this difficult problem might
have been different, :
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[Mr. Sri Nissanka.]
The question of citizenship has to be

considered in the light of the definitions

given to it from ancient times. A

citizen is defined by Aristotle to be one

to whom belongs the right of taking part
both in the deliberative and legislative;
and in the judicial proceedings of the
community of which he is a member.
Those are weighty considerations which
apply to the residents of any country,
and it is necessary at this stage—in spite
of the time limit that has been imposed
upon me and with which I propose to
comply—to consider the distinction
between the subject and the ciitizen.

The citizen principally has the right to

rule whereas the subject has the right

to be ruled.

With that distinction well implanted
m our minds, it is necessary to go back
to the early history of the rights of
citizenship’ and how the law with regard
to citizenship developed. In the ancient
Greek community we know that right of
birth was considered to be the principle
upon which citizenship was conferred,
and later the intellectual sovereignty of
Greece was not forgotten by the
material prosperity of Rome, when the
Roman Emperofs followed the same
principles in their laws, and, I believe,
1t was in Emperor Caracalla’s time

- that every free inhabitant was permitted

to be a citizen of the State. TLater, Jus-
tinian brought about a law fhat all per-
sons born in a particular country should
enjoy the rights of citizenship of that
country. This ancient law which had

developed from the time of the ancient
- Greeks up to the Roman times was
continued  without interruption by
France, by England and by America and
- later by Britain. I would like to quote

—much as I do hate quoting—from the
Encyclopedia of the Laws of England.
It is stated at page 414:

“Under the existing law two classes of per-

sons are deemed 1:0l be ‘natural-born British
~ subjects’ : — i

1. Those who are such from the fact of
their having been born within the
dominion of the British Crown.

2. Those who though born out of the
dominion of the British Crown are by
statue declared to be natural-born
Brifish subjects.

Subject to these distinctions, to which we
. shall revert later on, any person—
1. Born within the British dominions. ex-

cept the child born to an eneray father'

at a place in_hostile oceupaticn.
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2. Born on board a British ship while on
the high seas.

3. Who, though born out of the British
dominions, is the legitimate child of
a natural-born British subject.

Who, though born out of the British
dominions of a legitimate father, also
born out of the British dominions, is .
the legitimate grand-child of one born =
within the British dominioms.

=

The first four of the above classes of British
subjects are entitled, wherever they ;_.
may be, to all rights possessed by -
~and protection due to natural-born -";
British subjects.”

Hon. Memberg will, therefore, see that
I have made an endeavour to emphasize
the word ‘ born ’, and T can compare it
tavourably with that Biblical fable of
Saint Paul where he was referred to as
a * free-born ’ cikizen. I am surprised
that in the Bill that is before the House,
the question of descent has been intro-
duced in such a manner as to nega-
tive the principles upon which the great
jurists of the world have defined
citizenship. '

As somebody who is supposed to know
the law, I feel that I am not in a posi-
tion to vote upon a measure which
ignores the first principle of the law, as T
understand it. I do not approach this
subject upon sentimental issues, nor do
I propose to whip up racial hatred. I
do wish to assure my hon. Friends of
the Government that I love my people;
I love the traditions, the culture and
the religion of my people as they love
it themselves, but I do feel that the way |
to protect them should in some measure
have been a little more diplomatic than =
the ones they have just followed.

-
X
IR - e At sl

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I feel =
that T have to oppose this Bill, unless
the Hon. Ministers of the Crown shall
deem it proper, even at this stage to =
refer this Bill to a Select Committee |
where they may be able to remove the
various anomalies that may be pointed
out to them by friendly and free diseus-
sion. The future holds no security for 5‘}
any nation in the world. I agree with
the Hon. Prime Minister that his policy
should be one of friendship with all
nations, but if we are to pursue that
path we must not place upon our Statute
Book an enactment which will throw
two - powerful dominions like * Pakist
and Hindustan entirely against us. ‘
may be that at this hour they will not
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be able to take retaliatory measures be-
cause they are -going through a period
of travail, but one must not lie under
. the comforting illusion that things will
remain in this condition for all time.
Therefore, let prudence guide our judg-
ment, and let me appeal to the Ministers
of the Front Bench—and I do not gen-
erally use the word ‘ appeal ' unless it
be a matter of the gravest importance—
to seriously consider the question of
submitting this Bill to a Select
~ Committee.

Mr. Speaker: The Hon. Leader of the
* House will now reply.

11.0 A.M.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: In
winding up this Debate for the Govern-
ment, I feel that although all hon. Mem-
bers who would have liked to speak had
not the opportunity of speaking on the
Second Reading, sufficient has been said
by the leaders of the various groups of
the Opposition to bring forward all the
points that are necessary.

May I congratulate my hon. Friends
opposite on having done that? Some of
them were irrelevant and a good many
of them were "indirectly relevant. But
still they put forward the points which
. they had every right to bring forward
and for which we are very much obliged.

The question of citizenship has been
explained from the days of the Greeks,
as set out today by my hon. Friend
who spoke last, the Member for Kurune-
gala (Mr. Sri Nissanka). I am told that
a certain Roman Emperor, whom I
knew as the Emperor. Caracalla and
whom the hon. Member thinks fit to call
Carasalla

Mpr. Sri Nissanka: Some pronounce it
softly, some hard.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike:——did
certain things or some things. But all
T can say is this. In these days when
copies of the Encyclopedia of the Taws
of England and those sections therein
which refer to the subject of citizenship
are not easily obtained by the ordinary
Member, we must be grateful to the hon.
Member for Kurunegala for even giving
us a very imperfect, inaccurate, but no
‘doubt from his point of view, adequate,
‘exposition of the very intricate subjeet, of
citizenship.

20 AUGUST 1948
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Mr. Sri Nissanka: You had better
look up your law.

o

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike:
subject is undoubtedly important in one
sense. It is formal in the sense that it
is a matter that does not need discus-
sion, that every country, particularly a
free country, needs citizenship laws.

One of the first steps that should have
been taken long ago should have been
the introduction of a Citizenship Bill for
our country. Therefore, there can be no
question that the Bill is urgently neces-
sary. In a sense it 1s formal because
a definition of citizenship is one of the
first steps that any free country should
take, which has been taken by every
other country that has attained freedom
in recent years. In that sense, this Bill
is formal.

The Bill is also important because, on

a definition of citizenship will depend a
great deal the entire future progress,
happiness, well-béing, and the direction

in which that well-being is to take place,

of the people of this country. It is
therefore in a sense one of formality; it
is also in a sense a very important step
that has been taken.

May 1, without going into elementary
discussions on the origins of citizenship,
oive a brief historical survey, by way of
a background to the understanding of this
Bill, of the position of citizenship in the
so-called British Empire, as it is very
relevant to this Bill and the context in
which it has been introduced.

In former days there was only one

thing, British nationality of all inhabit-
ants, not only of the British Isles but
of British possessions. They all possess-
ed one nationality; they were all British
subjects. But, in actual practice, that’
did mnot connote equal rights and
privileges for any inhabitant of one
part of the British Empire in every
other part of the British Empire. _

For the first time, in the first
Imperial Conference held after the first
world war, there was General Smuts of
South Africa—it was a fact that had
been growing up in the past—pointing
out, for the first time then, that in fact

there was no comMMmMon British
citizenship. It was a very interesting
memorandum  that General Smuts

placed before the First Imperial Con-
ference.  Some of the members did not

1606
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[Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike. |
like it, but still it was admitted to be
a fact. That is the next milestone in
the development. But in the former
British Empire—the present British
Commonwealth of Nations—it was ad-
mitted that there was no common
citizenship by wvirtue of the fact that
one was a British subject in the various
possessions that come under the Crown.

In practice it had been followed in

Canada, South Africa, and Australia
where discrimination was made between
a British subject from one part of the
British possessions and another from
certain other parts of the British
possessions. That was admitted, I
believe, in 1918 or 1919.

The next step came when Canada, a
few years ago, passed an Act defining
special Canadian  citizenship. Until
that time there was no special
citizenship laws which were passed by
any part of the British dominions or

- possessions.

Canada passed this Act which created
a new situation. In that Aect Canada
created separate Canadian citizenship in

contradistinetion to the general position

occupied by those possessing British
nationality. : :

What was the result of that Act of
Canada? The result was that various
forms of citizenship then began to
emerge within the British Common-

wealth. There may be -citizenship of
that particular dominion or that
particular territory. There was then

the common -citizenship that a British
subject had and, thirdly, the rights and
privileges which each territory would
accord to different types of British sub-
jects who did not possess the citizenship
of that particular territory.

When that situation arose, obviously
the whole matter had to be examined;
and two years ago there was a confer-
ence held for that purpose in England.
We ourselves sént a delegate who was a
very distinguished lawyer—Mr. I.. M.
D. de Silva. And what is it that
emerged at that Conference? This is
the position generally as it became
clarified  there. Clearly, with a
dominion, three points arose, three
types of citizenship.

A dominion had the right—the funda-
mental right of a country—in deciding
the composition of its own citizenship.
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The second point that emerged was
citizenship of the Commonwealth where
all members of the Commonwealth had
a common citizenship which did not, as
a matter of right, entitle them to any
particular privileges in any  other
territory, but would operate only to this
extent, that a member of the Common-
wealth, let us say in Ceylon, would be
given reciprocal rights—let us say—in
Canada provided that both countries
agreed to confer those rights on the
citizens of those two countries. The
third was British citizenship where you
became a citizen of Britain—here
British including not only Great Britain
but the colonies that were not
dominions. A common British citizen-
ship applied to Britain and the colonies
such as, for instance, let us say Malaya,
Trinidad or whatever it may be. These
three things were the three points that
were clarified at that Conferenece in
London.

In pursuance of those decisions the
new British Citizenship and National-
ity ‘Bill which was introduced in the
House of Commons—certain amend-
ments were made in the House of
Lords, and the Bill was sent back to the
House of Commons; I think the House
of Commons has refused to accept some
of the amendments suggested by the
House of Lords—has now become law.
That happened a few days ago. Tt is
true that we have not yet received a
copy of that Bill, but by and large what
I have just explained will be the provi-
sions of that Bill that has finally been
passed by the House of Commons a few
days ago.

It is in that context, Mr. Speaker,
that we, possessing Dominion status,
had to approach the problem; drafting
our own legislation on -this subject.
What is that legislation? Surely the
first and foremost bit of legislation
must be a general Ordinance defining
Ceylonese  citizenship. There  are
various bits of legislation required for the
whole purpose. The first is defining
Ceylon citizenship. Without that you
cannot proceed to take the other steps.
For instance, one of the most urgent

steps necessary in this country, which

should have been taken long ago, was

a Bill for the control and restriction of
immigration.

it

R

Now even such a Bill
carinot operate unless you first have a

W
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Bill defining citizenship. It is not
possible to deal administratively with
problems of immigration and emigration
without first having a definition of
citizenship. Now it is for that reason—
and quite rightly for that reason—that
this. Bill has been brought before the
House and brought first.

One of the objections raised—I will
deal with it at this stage—is, why do
you not bring all these Bills before us?
What are the Bills that will have to be
brought? A Citizenship Bill and an
Immigration Bill. These two Bills are
now before us which, in themselves,
should not be controversial.

Then there is the third Bill which,
after consideration and discussion, will
have to be brought forward dealing with
the position of one section of the present
residents of this country, namely, the
Indians, whether they will have an
approach to citizenship of this country
that is, in its terms, broader than is
provided in the general Bill for
citizenship.

Then there is a fourth Bill that is
necessary, a Bill dealing with Common-
wealth citizenship where we come into
line with the English Bill that has been
passed, providing for Commonwealth
citizenship for citizens of Ceylon and
‘also setting out the machinery for reci-
procal benefits under that to be
granted to such other members of the
Commonwealth who possess that citi-
zenship and are prepared to extend to

the citizens of Ceylon the same
privileges.
Now, Sir, those are the four Bills

which will come up before the House.
I do not think there is any great
substance in the argument that this Bill
should be opposed merely on the
ground that the other Bills, or some of
the other Bills, are also not presented
to the House at the same time. Those
Bills will come up in due course, and
a nunsher of arguments that have been
urged, may T suggest, might more pro-
perly be put forward at that stage.
Meanwhile, the necessity to bring for-
ward a general Bill—T am not coming
to the merits of this particular Bill
which T will discuss it due course—a
general Bill defining citizenship, as has
been brought forward now is of absolute
urgency. In fact, the comvlaint should
have been that such a Bill was not

introduced long 2g20.
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I would, therefore, reply to hon.
Members, such as my hon. Friend the
Member for Kurunegala, who seems to
be sitting on the fence, and the hon.
Member for Dandagamuwa who made
an extraordinary speech, Mr. Speaker.
He said that we do not want people
who have one leg here and another leg
somewhere else. While, on the one,.
hand, he thinks of the problems that
our own people in this country have to
face, particularly economic, which is in
jeopardy; on the other hand, he says he
is going to vote against this Bill. Why?
Because the other Bill has not been-
brought before the House at the same
time with this one. I feel, and the
hon. Members should feel, that it is not
an argument that holds water, that can
be held by this House, or by the pub-

lic outside, to justify the very grave

step they propose to take in voting
against this Bill on that ground alone.

Now, Sir, there are various objec-
tions that have been raised against this
Bill to which 1 would refer briefly be-
cause I think, on an important oceasion
like thig, some reference must be
made to the various types of arguments
and objections raised. I have divided
them into different categories. The
first is purely fantastic. There are
certain types of arguments that have
been adduced by some Members of the
Opposition which I can only describe as
fantastic. For instance, my good
Friend, the hon. Member for Kankesan-
turai, seems to see this Bill as one
which would divide Ceylon into a new
Pakistan and a new Hindustan such as
his Dravidstan and Sinhalesetan, and
he launched a most eloquent, compli-
cated and ramified argument in order
to try and prove his case, and even went
to the Report of the Languages Com-
mittee to try and establish the fact that
as there is a certain number, a fairly
large number of Indians who are Tamil-
speaking in Sinhalese provinces, an
attempt is being made to deprive them
of citizenship and divide these people
into two groups—an argument that has
only to be mentioned to be re-
futed. In ofher words, I do not
think that anybody who takes a
reasonably impartial view of this Bill
can urge seripusly that any such step
could conceivably have been in the
minds of the Government when they
mtroduced this Bill.
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[Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike. ]

Then, Sir, that is not all. There are
the arguments of the hon. Third Mem-
ber for Colombo Central. May I, in
passing, say that the only real effort to

- put forward some kind of arguments

came from the hon. Third Member for
Colombo Central on the opposite bench.

I congratulate him on his speech, but

P el T

1

' they amount to?
1n this Bill a bit of class legislation, an
‘attempt to discriminate between the
- workers as stich on the one side and the
- capitalist class on the other.

1 That is a part of the argument.
refers to section 12 of the Bill.

deals with
- preparing for war, and so on, against
- the King.
- which refers to the creation or causing
- of disaffection to the King or to the es-
- tablished government, but it does not
_explain that that section is limited to
- the creation of disaffection which would
lead to acts of violence.
- tion to that very section of the Penal

What do
First of all, he sees

what are those arguments?

Well, Sir,
on what does he base that argument?
Presumably, it is chiefly based on that
gection of this Bill which provides for
the admission on the ground that they

‘are distinguished persons, and so on,

of a number not exceeding twenty-five.
That

He
says this will enable certain capitalists
to-be included while a large section of
the workers arc excluded.

Then he goes on from the clags dis-
tinetion to the party distinctiony and he

points out that under section 22 of the

Bill a person who is a registered citi-
zen under thig Bill, can be deprived of
that citizenship if he is convicted of any
of the offences against the State speci-

fied in Chapter VI. of the Penal Code.

He gives a very distorted view of the

: provisions of Chapter VI. of the Penal

Code. Chapter VI. of the Penal Code

insurrection, waging war,

There is one section there

The explana-

Code makes the position quite clear,
namely that criticism and the adoption
of constitutional and lawful methods of
altering the state of affairs are
excluded from the purview of that

‘section.

__An Hon. Member: Read that section.
The provision of that section will bolster
up the UN.P. - !

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Yes,
I know the section. I have read it

~ That is not a section which will baoleter
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up the U.N.P. That is merely a sec-
tion that preserves the fundamentals of
a demoecratic government. Let the
hon. Member read that section for
himself again.

Therefore, Sir, to those hon. Mem-
bers of this House who have fears and.
sinister suspicions in their minds, I say
that I do quite bona fide and sincerely
contend that those fears and those sus-
picions are not justifiable, and the
reasons that they have adduced are not
cogent reasons which can be urged on
the Floor of this House against the
passage of this Bill. That deals with a

certain type - of objeetion which I
cannot help but characterise as
tantastic.

Then there are objections to certain
details of this Bill. To some of them
there are ftrivial objections raised and
to some there are important objections.
I will deal with one or two important
objections. What they ask is for pro-
vision to be made here for the confer-
ment of citizenship on those who are
born here. Why is birth as an ingra-
dient of citizenship omitted? Well,
my answer to that is this: The form
of citizenship by descent and by regis-
tration which is provided for under this
Bill is the practice that has been-
obtaining in this country for many
years where, although we had no defini-
tion of citizenship, a partial attempt at -
such definition has been made in such

Ordinances as the T.and Ordinance,
Fisheries Ordirance and the Motor
Ordinance. Tn these Ordinances an

attempt to define the term ““ Ceylopese *’
has been made. The best that

was acceptable fo.the people of this

country and the Government servants
was done in the last Slate Couneil.
Therefore, hon. Members need not feel
that something extraordinary, some-
thing entirely new, something prepos-
terous is going ., to be done in
counfry. It is not so. .That is the
prevailing practice, and a practice which
L justify on the ground of the actual
circumstancss existing in this country.

If, Sir, the principle is accepted that
a country has a right to determine the
nature of its own policy, let hon. Mem-
bers consider what is the precise mean-*+
ing, and what are the implications, of
that right, that inherent right, to decide
the rights of cifizenship in some fom;;*p v

waiy

this'

o
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let us say, that may or may not obtain
in other countries, to decide the rights
of citizenship in that country in the
precise context, in the circumstances
that exist in that country.

Before the bar of public opinion of
this country we are perfectly prepared
to justify the provisions of this Bill,
which may in certain respects, 1 admit,
differ from the provisions in other
countries where some of the problems
that we have do not exist, where such
problems have not been permitted to
arise for the simple reason that immi-
gration laws have existed in those
countries from the very start, where a
situation obviously arises which is quite
different from the situation that exists
in our country. I state it quite plainly
that the provisions of this Bill are
directed to our particular circumstan-
ces, and I say that even so, there may
be some who feel that even these pro-
vigions do not meet the dangers, some
of which were deseribed by my hon.
Friend, the Minister of Food, who ex-
pressed the view on behall of a very
large section of the people of this
country

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: We challenge
that. 3

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Yes,

. we are perfectly willing to accept that

challenge and put the issue before the
people of this country, and we shall see
what will happen.

I know, Sir, how the hor. Member
for Wellawatta-Galkissa in some state-
ment of his which misconstrued the
position regarding restricted immigration
in this country

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: T have not
gaid that. Sir, on a point of Order——

Mre. Speaker: What is the point of
Order? :

Dr. Colyin R, de Silva: The point of
Order is that Mr.
permit any member to misquote FL'lld
misrepresent others. That is the point

of Order. -
-Mp. Speaker: The hon. Member
who is a Parliamentarian of someg

experience should know that that is not
a point of Order.
3——7J. N. 13809 (8/48)
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;rha Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Not

only that it is not a point of Order, but
it is in line with the type of sophistry
which we are accustomed fo in this
House. '

Let me remind the hon. Member for
Ruwanwella about a matter which was
referred to by the Hon. Minister of
Finance yesterday. I remember ab
that time it was the Member for Avis-
sawella who took up a certain attitude
regarding the daily-paid workers in this
country. 1 may be corrected if T am
wrong.

11.30 a.M-

He and his party had their eyes
opened at a meeting which they had
either organized or attended to oppose
the proposal of the Government, wnere
the force of public opinion was such
that, quite rightly, they subsequently
came to the State Council and adopted
it. They did that. '

!

Dr, Perera: That is not so.

The Hon. lﬁr.

stal_ld to be corrected.

Bandaranaike: I

Dr. Colvin R. de Silya: It is easy for
you to say what is not true and then

‘withdraw it.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: T
have a very clear recollection of those
facts. That is why I say we are ready
to test the public opinion of this country
on this issue at any time, anyhow,
anywhere, and abide by that. :

Dr. Perera: It is in your hands.

Dr. Colvin R. de

tomorrow !

Silva: Resign

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: That is
the question about non-inclusion in this
Bill of certain types of provision such
as birth or even residence, let us say a
period of residence, five years or what-
ever else it may be. That is the reason
why we are not including it here.

Now there are certain objections
raised to the details of the Bill, which
are comparatively trival, which I will
not deal with here now, and which will
no doubt be raised in the Committee
stagce’
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[ Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike.]

Then there is another set of objections
on ideological grounds. The key phrase
there was used by the hon. Member for
Wellawatta-Galkissa—

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: I did not use
that phrase. That is why I say the
Hon. Minister must not misrepregent
us.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: 1T
have not yet said what he said, Sir. 1
said the hon. Member used the key
phrase and was about to say what it
was, when up he jumps and says, ‘‘I
did not say.so ”’. Tt is a pity that the
hon. -Member should expose his own
weakness in this way.

What is the key phrase that he uged?
He said he stands for this principle, that
anyone who works in a country must,
by virtue of that work, have the
citizenship of that country.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: The rights of
citizenship. -

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: He
agrees now. What does he object to
then? According to the .peculiar and
particular ideology which he professes,
that might well be his view. All T can
say is that we do not accept that. The
vast bulk of the countries of this world
- do not accept any such thing. That is
why T said it was the key phrase. If
my hon. Friends who hold that parti-
cular ideology—they are quite at
liberty, quite justified from their point
~ of view in putting that forward—if that
18 the whole basis of their objection to
this Bill, all T can say is that there is
-such a vast gulf of opinion between those
who feel that way and others on that
issue that there cannot be any argu-
ment on a common plane. I repudiate
any such principle, that the privileges
involved in citizenship should be given
to such people.

I would like to come to another point.
I am touching briefly on it—the position
of Indians in this country. I am only
briefly touching on it because T admit
that it is not really relevant, but so
much has been said that there are just a
few remarks that I find myself cons-
trained to make. TIn that conuneetion ‘I
am somewhat provoked by some 6i s
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members who spoke of nationalism and
recialism as discarded and discredited
things. The hon. Member for Kank?,-
santurai (Mr. Chelvanayakam) first ssid
that these are worn-out ideas of the
seventeenth  century. He  correeted
himself and said, " ‘‘ No, the tenth,
twelfth or fifteenth centuries.”” The
hon. Member for Ruwanwella (Dr.
Perera) just airily brushes aside this im-
portant subject on the footing that they
are the discredited theories of Houston
Stewart Chamberlain. What on earth
has Mr. Chamberlain to do with it who
in Germany put forward the idea of a
Germanic superior race, the origin of the
Herrenvolk idea? Surely, that is a
very - superficial understanding of the
matter and only shows a desire not to
face the real issue by referring to the

. ideas, the half-baked idea of the narrow

sphere of Houston Stewart Chamberlain?
The ‘hon. Member for Wellawatta-Gal-
kissa also said, more or less, the same
thing. He brushes it aside. This is also
one of the tantalising by-paths of this
discussion. So I do not want to deal
with it here. Bona fide opinions may
differ. But may T refer them to a very
interesting book which I found in m
library, by Sir Arthur Keith, published
at the end of the Second World War?
It refers to human evolution. There
Keith, whose word is authoritative,
traces human evolution and progress to
the national, even racial, idea.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: So you come
to 1t! &
The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Of

course, you come to it; but the nation
is bigger than the race.

I will just read a little paragraph :

" If we desire a world studded with free
and independent nations engaged in friendly
and peaceful rivalry, then we shall regard the
Interminglings of people, whether by conquest
or by peaceful penetration, as prejudicial “and
evil. I do hold that if mankind is to be
vigorous in mind and peaceful in spirit its

divisiot} info nations and races must be
maimmtained,’’

I am not engaged in an argument with
my hon. Friend. I am only pointing
out that aslittle knowledge or learning
is always a dangerous thing, that the

®airy dismissal of g subject, of a wvery

ramified-'subject of this sort in this
manner is thoroughly unjustified.

1816
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However, Sir, I say only this regard-
ing that matter that it is not the elimi-

nation of racialism or nationalism that’

we want in this world today: it is the
harmonisation of nationalism  and
racialism for future progress. [ am
only expressing my opinion, an opinion
that is forced out of me by the airy,
superficial remarks that some of the
hon. Members chose to make.

T would say this: It has been stated
by the Hon. Minister of Finance quite
rightly that this is primarily an economic
issue, but let this point also be realised:
it is an economic issue that merges into
a national issue. Let that point be not
forgotten, that in the four or five pro-
vinces of this country where . this
problem exists, that economiec unit
which is most effective also happens to
be a racial unit. It is a point, there-
fore, where the economic aspect merges
itself imperceptibly into the racial.
Now I would like to say this. I was at
the Delhi Conference last year.

Mi. Moiha: Fiow 15 it harmfal?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: What is
harmful? My friend would inveigle me

into a detailed discussion of the Indian
" problem in the Up-country arveas. T
will have to spend hours over that to
explain—

Mr. Speaker: I will not allow it.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: 1 will
not in any way trespass on your.gene-
rosity and kindness by engaging in an
argument on that. If my hon. Friend
wishes me to do so on an appropriate
occasion, I will most certainly do so.

I was at the Delhi Conference last
year. One of the questions at that Con-
ference dealt with the problem of popu-
lation and immigration. I remember
gtating my views, which my ho:.
Friends know very well. My views on
this subject” have been stated fairly
plainly. T was interesfed to find that 1
was fully supported in those views both
by the representatives of Burma and the
representatives of Malaya—two eountries
in which similar problems exist.

T would like to say one word on this
poing. I have ng doubt thal that great
man, the Prime Minister ¢f Tudia, Pandib
Jawarhalal Nehru, will be very opliged

-
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to my hon. Friend, the Member for
Magkeliya, for telling him exactly where
he gets off.—

My, Motha: I told him.

The Hon. Mr., Bandaranaike: That as
long as he may be helpful or useful his
services will be accepted, but that if
my hon. Friend and his followers here
choose to differ from Pandit Jawarhalal
Nehru, who does not know their condi-
tions, who may be out of touch with
them, and so on, they reserve for them-
selves the liberty of acting, presumably,
even against the views of the Prime
Minister of India. I say. the Hon.
Prime Minister of India will be obliged
to know that attitude of the hon,
Member.

Mr. Motha: He knows it.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: [ am
clad that we are enabled to know if.
We are very glad that that information
is now always available to us. 1 had
the great privilege of the aequaintance,
I might almost say of {friendship, of
Pandit Jawarhalal Nehru. On one of
the occasions on which he came to
Ceylon we «discussed this question
m Ceylon. This is what he told me—
a point of view that must be taken into
consideration. He -said, ‘‘ Mr. Ban-
daranaike, this is our point of view.
If you don’t want these Indians here,
we will be glad to take them back.
What difference will seven or eight lakhs
make in a country of four hundred
million people? But if you feel that you
must have them, if you feel that you
cannot be without them, then it be-
comes a matter of honour with us that
they should also be given the rights to
which all other citizens are entitled.”” -

That is the point of view of Pandit
Jawarhalal Nehru. I am saying that
because there was some eriticism against
my own people. It is a point of view
that deserves the utmost consideration.
The difficulty has arisen in the past
when some of our people wanted to have
their cake as well as eat it— s

Dr. Perera: That is the point of view.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike:
whenon they . wanted to have Indian
labour—echeap, efficient, easily managed
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| Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike. ]
labour—to work their estates, but also
were afraid of the results of granting
citizenship rights to them. You can-
not have your cake and eat it. We
must on our side make up our minds
that, if we do not require all or a certain
proportion of them, we are prepared as
men to face the difficulty that will arise
from  that situation. I told Pandit
Jawarhalal Nehru when I wag last in
India that, as far as I am concerned,
we would probably be prepared to face
the issue. .

From my point of view—I say from
my personal point of view—these provi-
sions go further than I would have liked

the interests of statesmanship and wis-
dom and in the interests of peace, I
would have preferred the problem to be
approached from another angle, that of
deciding, not so much the claims to citi-
zenship of these people, but the safe
absorbable maximum in this country and
giving them the rights and telling the
others, ‘‘ You eame here to work, and
if you choose to remain, we will give
you the fullest amenities of labour in
this country. If you want to go back,
do so. We will even give you fair and
just and, if necessary, generous terms.
Go back.”” Let them go back. ILet us
face the economic and other difficulties
that arise in our country. I am perfect-
ly sure that the people of this country
are capable of working and managing
the estates under suitable conditions of
labour. That is what I would have
liked. That is what Pandit Jawarhalal
Nehru, when he came some years ago,
mentioped to me. :

Apart from that, the point we have to
bear in mind finally is this: You talk of
justice. Justice itself is very ; ()ftel_:l,
Mr. Speaker, like most things in this
world, a relative term. It is not an
absolute term; it is a relative term. If
I may quote the Cavalier refrain:

“ T could not love thee, dear, so well,
“ Loved T not honour more.”’

Jf T may adopt that saying, we want to
be friendly with the great continent of
India. There is so much we owe to
India. There is so much we have to
admire in India and look up to in
India. We would be friends,  hut

REPRESENTATIVES
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friends on what terms? On the terms
of a betrayal of our own people? Never,
never, never, can iriendship be based
on a betrayal of our people.

[n this imperfect world, as I said,
most things are relative. We are pre-
pared to give the Indian population of
this country rights and privileges, fair
play and justice, but within the limits
of the safeguarding of our own funda-
mental interests, economic and other-
wise, in this country. Within those
bounds, justice. Justice outside those
bounds will be a gross injustice to our
own people. My hon. Friends pleaded
for = the Indians eloquently and
vehemently. The hon. Member for
Ruwanwella referred to the bleached
hones that lie along the roads to these
prosperous tea and rubber plantations,
but he did not think once of casting
some stray and errant thought at the
situation of his own countrymen, the
position that has arisen in the Kandyan
provinces today, the

however that came about—living in a
state of misery. Justice to them did not
enter into his consideration.

This is the supremely important
moment in our history where, even
more than the attainment of freedom or
independence, we have to decide an
issue on which is dependent the entire
future of this country,

Mr. Speaker, we are facing that
issue. We are facing it with justice—
as much justice as is conceivably
possible. But, we are also facing 1t
with determination. We aye facing it

~with the determination to perform that
duty that is entrusted to us by the

majority of the people of this country
so that future generations will have no
cause to curse us as the hon. Member
for Welimada caid. He said they would
curse the legislators of today. That is
a duty which we will perform without
fear or favour. That is g duty which
we will perform. whatever be the public

opinion of thig counfry or of those
elsewhere.

It is not a matter of annoying India
as the hon. Member for Ruwanwella
tamely put it. We do not want to
We value the friendship
particufarly, the friend-
of the Indians. But we value still

of all people,
ahip

millions of our
people who are deprived of their lands— -

l-'-...;._.'_..;_ I
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“more than that justice and fair play to
our own people. That justice and fair
play are embodied in this Bill.

Question, ** That the Bill be now read
- a Second time '’, put, and agreed to.

The House divided (under Standing

Order 48): Ayes, 53; Noes, 35.
Bill accordingly read a Second time.

- Bill committed to a Committee of the
Whole House. [Hon. Mr. D. S,
Senanayake. | :

Mr. Speaker: The Sitting is suspended
till 2 p.um.

Sitting accordingly suspendcd until
2 p.m., and then resumed.

2.0 p.M.
Mr. Speaker: The House will now go

into Committee to consider the
Citizenship Bill.

Considered in Committee.

[Mr. Speaker in the Chair.]

Mr. Dahanayake: What is the

procedure in regard to Amendments?

The Chairman: The hon. Member for

Ruwanwella has sent in certain
Amendments.
Dr. Perera: But that would not
preclude others from moving
Amendments.

The Chairman: Hon. Members can
move any number of Amendments they
like, but they must put them down in
writing and send them to the Table.

Crauvse 1.—(Short title and date of
; Operation.)

Clause 1 ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Crause 2.—(Status.)

Dr. Perera: T have an Amendment to
move. 1 move that the following new
sub-clause (a) be inserted;

““ (@) by right of birth as provided by
this Act;”’

This Amendment would necessitate
the present sub-clauses (a) and (b) being
altered to read (b) and ().

4——J. N. 13809 (8/48)
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The Chairman: You move that there
should be a sub-clause to read ‘‘ by
right of birth ’?

Dr. Perera: Yes; and another sub-
clause to read: ‘‘By virtue of
naturalization as provided by this Act.

The Chairman: I am afraid I cannof
accept those Amendments. The whole
principle of the Bill is whether citizen-
ship rights should be by birth or by
descent. The Second. Reading of the
Bill has been passed. Some hon.
Members said that citizenship should be
by birth, and other hon. Members said
that it should be by descent. You can-
not re-agitate that point again. The
hon. Third Member for Colombo Central
saw me in my office, and I told him the
same thing. That Amendment goes to
the root of the whole Bill. :

Dr. Perera: That will not invalidate
the Bill. You will not preclude Mem-
bers from moving an Amendment so long
as the Title is intact?

The Chairman: An Amendment which
is repugnant to the principle of the Bill
cannot be accepted.

Dr. Perera: What is the principle of
the Bill? :

The Chairman: Is it
by descent or is
registration?

An Amendment should not be in-
consistent with the Bill as far as it has
been agreed to by the House at its
Second Reading. This Amendment is
entirely inconsistent with the Bill. The
hon. Member knows it as well as I do.

Dr. Perera: I will make a submission.
The principle of the Bill, as I under-
stand it, is the granting of cltlzensh1p
rights—

citizenship
it citizenship by

The Chairman: In two ways.

The Hon. Mr. C. Suntharalingam
(Minister of Commerce and Trade):
Only two ways.

The Chairman: I do not think much
discusgion on that point is very neces-
sary, The han, Member knows it asg
aueh 45T do.



http://www.noolahamfoundation.org/
http://www.noolaham.org/wiki/index.php/%E0%AE%AE%E0%AF%81%E0%AE%A4%E0%AE%B1%E0%AF%8D_%E0%AE%AA%E0%AE%95%E0%AF%8D%E0%AE%95%E0%AE%AE%E0%AF%8D
http://aavanaham.org/

1823 Citizenship Bill
Dr. Perera: Would you also delete

new sub-clause (d) which I have
submitted?

The Chairman: Only there is a
restricted form of naturalization under
Clause 12, under which the number to
ge granted citizenship rights is fixed at

5. AR

Dr. Perera: Therefore we will be in
Order in providing for naturalization on a
broader basis than that provided under
Clause 12.

- The Chairman:
are not accepted.

Both Amendments

Dr. Perera: My Amendment——

The Chairman: Does the hon. Mem-
ber agree with me that his Amendment
18 inconsistent with the Bill that is
passed just now?

Mer. Motha: In birth——

The Chairman: That is why this is
inconsistent. .

| Mr. Motha: Mode of descent——

" The Chairman: That is also another
matter.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
My Friend voted against the Bill.

The Chairman: The whole argument

was done in the Second Reading
Debate.

Mr. Motha: We wanted it only on
birth.

The Chairman: Hon. Members wanted
birth to be the first consideration and
the Government’s reply was in the
negative. They said that they were
opposed to the consideration of birth.
This is entirely inconsistent.

Mr. Motha: We said that the-con-
sideration should be birth as well as
_ residence for those people in the country,

and descent for those people who are
outside, Jeil

The Chairman: You want #o re-pgitate
the whole Question over agsin,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Mr. Motha: That is one more form of
descent.

The Hon. Mr. Suntharalingam: That
is birth.

The Chairman: I am afraid that the
Amendment is out of Order.

Dr. Perera: Might 1 know whether
that would not preclude us from moving
an Amendment to clause 127?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
When we come to that, we shall see.

The Chairman: 1 shall see that when
we come to that Clause.

Mr. Dahanayake: My Amendment is
to insert a new Sub-clause which reads
as follows:

“ 2. (2) (¢) On application made to the proper
authority by a person not being other than a

citizen whose labour has at any time been
utilized by any person in Ceylon.”

The Hon. Mr. Suntharalingam: I rise
to a point or Order.

The Chairman: I must see the
Amendment before I can say whether T
can accept it or not.

Mr. Dahanayake: No mention is made
in my Amendment of descent or birth.

The Chairman: Will the hon. Mem-
ber allow me to read the Amendment

so that I might see whether it is in
Order?

It will be appropriate to move this
Amendment under registration. When
we come to that particular Clause, yon
can move it. I shall consider it later -
but that does not mean that I allow
you to move ié.

Mr. Motha: I sent in an Amendment
to Clause 2 (3). I move, that in page 1,
line 25, to insert after ‘‘ context ’’ the
words ‘‘ in this Aect .

Mr. P. G. B. Keuneman (Third
Colombo  Central): What is the
Amendment?

The Chairman: T am just trying to
see what it is. I do not take it as an
Amendment vet. The hon. Member’'s
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suggestion is that the words *‘in this
Act”’ be inserted after the word
““ context '’ in line 25.

Mr. Motha: The draft Bill provides—

The Chairman: The hon. Member
wants line 25 to read as " In any
context. 4

Mr. Motha: As it is, it reads, ‘‘ In
any context in which a distinction is
drawn according as that status is based
cn descent or registration, a citizen of
Ceylon is referred to as ° citizen by
descent * or ° citizen by  registration °;
and the status of such citizen is in the
like context referred to as ° citizenship
by descent’ or ° citizenship by
registration * "’

This might mean that this distinetion
can be carried on to any other Act. We
want the rights, privileges, duties and
obligations of the citizens by descent
and the citizens by registration to be
assured. That is why I also move that
the following words be added to make it
eclear: “ That the powers and
privileges. &

The Chairman: What are you reading
from?

Mr. Motha: I sent you a copy of the
Amendment.

The Chairman: The hon. Member
wants the words ‘“in this Act ¢t
inserted between the word context

and the word “in " in line 256.

2.15 p.M.

The Hon. Mr. D, S. Senanayake:
The words ¢ hereinafter referred to as * a
citizen of Ceylon’”’ would make this
Amendment unnecessary.

Dr. Perera: It must be confined to
this Act only. :

Mr. Motha: The words " in any
context * in this Clause would mean that
this would apply in the case of other

Aets also.

The Hon. Mr. Suntharalingam: Quite
20,

Mpr. Motha: I was given to understand
that that is not the intention. There_ 18
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the question of discrimination be_t\'vveen
a registered citizen and any other citizen.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I will explain the position to you. As
far as we are concerned, there are two
methods of obtaining ecitizenship—by
registration and by descent. In the case
of regisfration, any benefits accruing to
those people would continue not only in
this Act but in all Acts that will follow.

Mr. Wilmot A. Perera (Matugama):
Is there to be a distinction between those
whose citizenship is granted by registra-
tion as against those whose citizenship is
granted by descent?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That is so. 1f there is any distinction,
that distinction will go. We are not
binding ourselves to anything. These
are two classes of citizens, as I told
you. This is only a description. We
are not just now contemplating econ-
ferring any benefits by this. There are
the two distinctions and that status will
remain in all Bills.

Mr. Motha: We fully understand
that, but does this Bill allow room for
two distinctions and for diserimination as
between citizens by descent and citizens
by registration? Does this Bill give
room for diserimination in the future?

The Hon. Mr. Suntharalingam: The
Bill, as it is, postulates two classes of
citizens: citizens by descent and citizens
by registration. We must keep to that
postulate. :

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

There are laws in existence now which

discriminate between citizens by regis-
tration and citizens by descent. Take,
for instance, the Land Bill where a-per-
son benefits because of the fact that his
father was registered. There is that
diserimination even today. That is a
thing that we have to decide. We are
not conferring any benefits, neither are
we taking away any.

The Chairman: I am going to put the
Amendment of the hon. Member for
Maskeliya. The Amendment of the
hon. Member for Kopai is to delete all
the words after ‘° Ceylon '’ in page 1,
fine 25, to the end of the Clause.
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The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: It will
read nonsense.

The Chairman: It cannot be helped.
If any hon. Members do not like it, they
can vote against it.

Dr, Perera: What is the purpose of
this? -

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
There is no purpose.

Mr. C. Vanniasingham (Kopai): I
want the words ““ In any context ' and
the words following in that sub-clause
deleted. My hon. Friend the Member
for Maskeliya wants it confined to this
Act alone. To remove any doubts, I am
moving that the whole sentence be de-
leted so that there will be no difficulty
if it is introduced in any subsequent Act.

Question, that the words ‘‘in this
Act ' be inserted after ‘‘ context '’ in
line 25, put.

_ The . Committee divided (under
Standing Order 48): Ayes, 30; Noes, 44.

The Chairman: The next Amendment
i3 that of the hon. Member for Kopai.

Question, that the words—

“In any context in which a distinction is
- drawn according as that status is based on
descent or registration, a citizen of Ceylon
is referred to as ‘citizen by descent” or
‘ atizen by registration '; and the status of
such citizen is in the like context referred
to as ° citizenship by descent ' or * citizenship
by registration * "

proposed to be deleted, do stand part of
the Clause, put, and agreed to.

Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

__Clause 2 ordered to stand part of the
Bill. -

Clause 8 ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

CLAUSE 4.—(Citizenship by descent in
the case of persons born before the
appointed date.)

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
here is a small Amendment that I
wish to move in sub-clause 1
move, in page 2, line 4, to leave out

: desecent— *’ and to substitute therefor
““ descent, if— ', -

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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The Chairman: You want the word
““if "’ in sub-clause (1) (a) to go to the
top? .

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

Yes.

Mr. G. G. Ponnambalam (Jaffna):
Then you must delete *‘ if ”’ in (a) and
(b).

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause, put,
and negatived.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 2, lines 5 and 6, to leave
out ““1if *’.

Question, that the words proposed ‘to
be left out stand part of the Clause,
put, and megatived.

Dr. Perera: I have an Amendment
myself, and that is in page 2, line 5, to
leave out ‘‘ born in Ceylon ’ and to
ingert therefor ‘*ordinarily resident in
I move that Amendment and
I would like to explain my reasons.

The Chairman: Surely no explanation
i necessary as we are in Committee now.

The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: Is not

that against the principle of the Bill?

Dr. Perera: No. The whole purpose
of this Amendment that I have proposed
is to catech up those who are ordinarily
resident in Ceylon.

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out, stand part of the Clause,
put.

The Committee  divided (under
Standing Order 48): Ayes, 43; Noes, 80.

Dr. Perera: I have another Amend-
ment to propose. I move, in page 2,
line 12, after ‘‘ father ’’ to ingsert ‘‘ or
mother .

The Hon. Mr. D. S, Senanayake:
One thing ‘I might say with regard to
that is, sinee our nationality is derived
from the father, there is the possibility
if the mother ig included, of dual
nationality  being claimed. We are
opposing it.

the United States legislation,

Dr. Perera: That position obtains in_

Shi)
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The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

Never mind, but we will not have it
here.

Dr. Perera: Why are you so uniqué ?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We. want to be unique.

Mr, Dahanayake¢: ~ The word
““ motherland ’’ is used more often than
the word ‘‘ fatherland ’!

Dr. Perera: Supposing a citizen of
Ceylon, a woman, is married to an
outsider. How can those children be
given the same rights as the children of
the male citizens?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
There is provision for that in Part TII—
Citizenship by registration. There an
applicant could be a person whose
mother is or was a citizen of Ceylon.

Mr. Motha: He wants it to be by
descent and not by registration.

Dpr. Perera: So far as I understand it, -

in the United States that distinction is
not made.

Question, that those words be there
ingerted, put, and negatived.

2:30 p.M.
Mr. S. Thondaman (Nuwara Eliya):

T want to move an Amendment in
line 5

The Chairman: I am sorry, I eanno
oo back to something which has already
been passed. We have come to line
14.

Mr. Dahanayake: In line 5, I want to
move an Amendment to delete the
words, ‘“was born’ and substitute
therefor the word ‘‘ lived .

The Chairman: That has already been
put to the House, and the House divided
on it. The hon. Member forgets that
I previously put this question to the
House, that the words °° born in
Ceylon *’ do stand part of the Clause.
That was accepted by the House, and
I cannot put it for deletion now.

Dr. Perera: Sir, I move, In page 2
line 14‘,‘ tonleave oub and and fto
ingert *° or
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The provision as it stands in the Bill
requires a person to prove that his
paternal grandfather as well ‘as his
paternal great grandfather were born in
Ceylon. Surely it is enough to have

proof only in respect of the grandfather. :

Does the Hon. Minister know that regis-
tration of births started only fifty or
sixty years ago, and that this require-
ment would cast an unfair burden
on

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That is, if his father was not born here.

Dr. Perera: Surely, Sir, the Minister’s
position is sufficiently covered by accept-
ing proof only in regard to the paternal
grandfather?
birth in Ceylon in regard to the paternal
great grandfather also. sl

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

- Here we have provided for a contin-

gency where, out of three generations,
one has been absent from Ceylon; not

Ifor a case where two have been absent.

Dr. Perera: Now, take the people who
have gone to Malaya. Let us say that
the children are born in Malaya; then,
they will have to prove, if their father
was also ‘born in Malaya, not only
that their grandfather but also that their
great grandfather was born in Ceylon.
It is just as likely that the great grand-
father was born here, but I am thinking
of the difficulty of adducing proof.

The Chairman: What the hon.
Member says is- that the difficulty is in
proving. _

The Hon. Mr. D, S. Senanayake:
As far as the people who go away from
here are concerned, they are already
safeguarded.

Mr. Ponnambalam: Might I explain
this, Sir?

There are a large number of Tamils,
normally recognized as citizens of Cey-
lon, who have for more than one gene-
ration been settled in Malaya. I think
it is well known that even where the pre-
sent generation, that is the father and
the son, have both been born in Malaya,
they come here periodically for their
holidays, and also that they always
marry among their people in Ceylon.

Here, you have to prove -
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[Mr. Ponnambalam. )]
Now in the case of the son, when he
comes here permanently to settle down
in Ceylon, the father mnot being born
here, this sub-section requires proof of
the birth of both his paternal grand-
father and paternal great grandfather.

The Hon. My,
That can be met

D. S. Senanayake:

Mr. Ponnambalam: T know the Hon.
Prime Minister is thinking of the dis-
cretion vested in the appropriate Minis-
try to grant a certificate in cases of
doubt or of difficulty, but, in point of
fact, a person is inclined to the view
that proof will be impossible in the case
of a person who is domiciled here, _in
spite of his having property here and
settled down here, or one who is settled
down in Malaya, by his having to
- produce the legal content of this sub-
section by proof of birth in respect of
hig grandfather and great grandfather.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
In fact, our purpose has been to safe-
guard the very interests of those in
Malaya. . What we have to be careful
about is about those people who had
lett this country three generations ago
and are now seeking citizenship.
Supposing an Englishman was here
sometime ago and went away; he can-
not get citizenship under this Bill.

Dr. Perera: The Hon.
is taking an extreme case.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We want to be satisfied in regard to
certain  conditions regarding three
generations.

Minister

My, Ponnambalam: If [ may interrupt
the Hon. Prime Minister, let us take
the case of somebody who was here three
generations back—who hiad interests in
Ceylon—and one of whose descendants is
today seeking citizenship here. 1 am
thinking of generations of people who
have their roots here, who have their
property here, and who have married in
Ceylon but who, through some misfor-
tune—I am not sure whether it is his
fortune or misfortune
outside Ceylon.

I fully appreciate the Hon. Prime
Minister not wanting to grant citizen-
ship rights to some off-shoot of a tamily
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or families who were normally resident
in Ceylon_three generations back, who
have no further interest in Ceylon.

If you reverse the process, you will
find that it is merely a case where, if
the paternal grandfather and paternal
great grandfather had been born out-
side Ceylon, anybody seeking citizenship
can be shut out.

Mr. Motha: What the Hon. Prime
Minister is contemplating is absolute
proof in regard to two generations. But,
actually, the father or the grandfather
might have died here. If one of them
had come back and died here, a complete
break in the two generations would not
have taken place.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
This refers to people whose father was
not born here. It is only in such a case
that you want proof in respect of the
grandfather and the great grandfather.

Mr. Motha: But both might have
come back and died here.

Mr. Dahanayake: How can one prove
that a paternal great grandfather was
born in Ceylon because, very likely, he
may have been bern even before the
advent of the British. In such a case
are you going to ask the headman to find
out the fact?.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
If proof is difficult, there is provison in
the Bill for the Minister to certify in
case of doubt.

Mr, Wilmot A. Perera: This is very
complicated.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
No, it is not complicated.

Mr. Dahanayake: Is the Minister
expected to be a crystal-gazer? How
will he decide? In the case of a big
man, he will decide in his favour; but in
the case of an ordinary man, he will
decide against him. ; :

The Hon. Mr. D. 8. Senanayake:

That is the usual practice followed by
his people, not ours.

We are contemplating an alternative
here. In one instance, if the father was
hornin Ceylon, it ig all richt. Secondly,
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if his father was not born here, then the
condition will be satisfied if his paternal
grandfather = and  paternal . jreat-
- grandfather were born here.

Question, that the word proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause, put.
The Committee
Standing Order 48):

Ayes, 43; Noes, 32.

Question, that the Clause, as amend-
ed, stand part of the Bill, put, and
agreed to.

divided  (under

Clause, as amended, order to stand
part of the Bill.

CrAuse 5.— (Citizenship by descent in the
case of persons born on or after the
appointed date).

Dr. Perera: [ move, in page 2, line
19, after ° father’ fo insert ° or
mother "’ .

It is only in this case that provision
has been made for a person born in
Ceylon “on or after the appointed
date '’. I want to provide for the case
of ‘children who will be able to claim
citizenship through their female parents.

Question, that those words be there
inserted, put, and negatived.

Mr. Yanniasingham: I move, in page
9. lines 19 and 20, to leave out "
citizen of '’ and to insert ‘ ordinarily
resident in "’

The Chairman: You want the words
" ¢ g citizen of Ceylon '’ deleted?

Mr. Vanniasingham: Yes, . Sit.
Might I explain the position? Yester-
day the hon. Member for Bandarawela
mentioned the case of a person, say X",
an Indian who is born in Ceylon, but
who will not be a citizen of Ceylon be-
cause his father was not born in Ceylon.
But his son, who is born before the
appointed date, will be a citizen of
Ceylon because his father, who is “‘X"’;
was born in Ceylon.

Now take the case of another son.of

the same individual ‘X', who is born

after the appointed date; he will not be

a citizen of Ceylon because his father
does not happen to be a citizen of Ceylon
although born in Ceylon.

Therefore I am moving this Amend-

ment to remove that gRemalyby whene
citizenghip 18 conferred 'on" the’ ‘elder
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brother because he happened to be born
before the appointed date, but it ig not
conferred on the younger brother because
he was born after the appointed date.
To meet the latter case I move the
Amendment to include a father-who is
““ ordinarily resident in Ceylon ™.

2.45 p.M.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We want the date fixed. After the
father becomes a citizen of Ceylon, the
younger son would come in.

Mr. Motha: The law actually will
bring about this state of affairs. In the
same family, the father will be a citizen
of .Ceylon, while the children will nof
become citizens, and will be completely
barred from citizenship for generations.
It is wrong in principle to provide thab
people living in this country should not
become citizens of this country.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
In a family one brother may be a
Ceylonese, while another brother may
be an Indian!

Mr. Motha: That 1is .a different
matter. The case of a brother is
different. I am referring to the

children of the father who is a citizen—

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That is—

Mr. Motha: I am referring to a case.
where the father is already here.

Dr. Perera: How does the Minister get
over that anomaly?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
The children take the nationality of tha
father. If the father becomes a
Ceylonese, well then, all the sons come
in as Ceylonese.

Dr. Perera: The father is ruled out.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
He can become a citizen by
registration.

Mpr. Dahanayake: He cannot become
a citizen by registration. The illustra-
tion given was that of a father born in
Ceylon, whose father was not born in
Geylon,
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The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
You must draw a line somewhere. A
person can become a citizen by right of
descent up to a certain date. Those
who come here after that date will not
be eligible to become citizens by descent.

The Chairman: In other words, the
Amendment means that a person born
in Ceylon on or after the appointed date
shall have the status of a citizen even
if his father is not a citizen of Ceylon
but is only ordinarily resident in Ceylon.

The Hon, Mr, Suntharalingam: If
‘the father is born in Ceylon

The Chairman: This Bill provides

. that for a person to be a citizen of Ceylon

by descent his father must have hbeen
born in Ceylon. The Amendment seeks
to provide that a person born in Ceylon
can be a citizen of Ceylon if his fathoer
is ordinarily resident in Ceylon.

- Mr. Ponnambpalam: A father born in
Ceylon has sons born before the appoint-
ed date. Those sons will all become
citizens of Ceylon. This father may
have ancther son born after the appoint-
ed date, and that son does not become

a citizen of Ceylon by descent. If the
Government objects to the words
*“ normally resident in Ceylon *’, we will

take the case of a father, born in Ceylon.
who has a son born after the appointed
date. That son should have the same
status and rights

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
If the father takes Ceylonese nationality,
- if he becomes a citizen of Ceylon, he
will get- citizenship for all his children.
If he does not take it——

Mr. Ponnambalam: The Prime

Minister is

Mr. Vanniasingham: T am willing to
 have the, Amendment altered to read,—

*if the father was born in Ceylon—— "
Dr. Perera: That is all right.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We want a line of demarcation, a date

Mr, Ponnambalam: Have it, but s
between a child born one year before,
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and a child born a few months after the
appointed date——

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That is the demarcation in law. After
a certain date, we are not going to have
any citizens by

Mr. K. V. Nadarajah (Bandarawela):
May I make a suggestion

Mr. A. Reginald Perera (Dehiowita):
As a special case

Mr. Nadarajah: May 1 make a sugges-
tion to obviate the difficulty? There
should be no discrimination as between
two children, one born after and the
other born before the appointed date.
The difficulty could be met without any
drastic amendment, merely by adding
the word ‘‘or after’ in line 2 of
clause 4.

The Chairman: We have dealt with
that clause, We cannot go back to it
now.

Mr. Nadarajah: I submit that
Amendment. I am asking for the per-
mission of the House and your per-
mission, to add these words. ““ or after ’
so that clause 4 would read,—

e

-« + . a person born in Ceylon before
or after the appointed date . :

The Chairman: We cannot go back

to a clause that has already - been
passed. 3

Mr. Nadarajah: With th i
of the Houge— e permission

The Hon. Mr. D. §. Senanayake:

We have a fixed date, and there would
be no anomalies if

Mr. Vanniasingham :

My A
would solve the trouble y Amendment

Mr. Nadarajah: By adding the WOI'&S' |
I suggested .

The Chairman: You want clause 4 (1)
to read as follows: — ' '

"' Bubject to the other provisions of this
Part, a person born in Ceylon before or after
the appointed date shall have the status Of
a citizen of Ceylon by descent—if at the time
of birth his father was also born in Ceylon "',

Mr. Nadarajah: Yes. L

iy %
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Mr. Vanniasingham: I suggested the
insertion of the words,—

** (a) if his father is a citizen of Ceylon
or was born in Ceylon."

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
According to the Amendment of the hon.
Member for Bandarawela the father and

son would have to be born at the same
time! :

. The Chairman: [f the father was born
«in Ceylon.

Mr. A. Reginald Perera: This raises
some difficulties. We  have had
instances of t{wins being born within
twelve hours of each other. Under this
clause, one might become a citizen of
Ceylon and the other

The Chairman: The Government is
not willing to accept the Amendment?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
No.

The Chairman: The Amendment
proposed by the Hon. Member for
Bandarawela is that Clause 4 (1) do read
as follows:—

‘““ (1) Subject to the other provisions of this
Part, a person born im Ceylon before or after
the appointed date shall have the status of a
citizen of Ceylon by descent if at the time of

" his birth his father had also been born in
Ceylon.”

Mpr,
sense.

Mr., Nadarajah: Omit the words ‘‘ if
at the time of birth .

The ‘Gha.irman: You want those words
to be deleted?

Dahanayake: That reads

non-

Question, that the words, proposed to

be left out stand part of the Clause, put,
‘and agreed to.

The Chairman:
Amendment?

Any other

Mr. A. Reginald Perera: I referred to

the case of the twins.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
T move, that in page 2, lines 28 and 29,
to'leave out ‘‘ in country *’ and to insert
““'in the country .

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause, put,
and negatived. |

5——7J. N. 13809 (8/48)
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Question, that those words be there

inserted, put, and agreed to.

Question, that the Clause, as a'mend—‘
ed, stand part of the Bill, put, and
agreed to. . '

[Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill. |

Crause 6.—(Certificate of citizenship
of Ceylon by descent in case of
doubt).

Mr. Keuneman: I sent in an Amend-
ment to this Clause. I want to delete
the whole clause. I move to leave out
the Clause and insert:

‘* Every person ordinarily resident in Cey-
lon aad eclaiming Ceylon citizenghip shall, -
until the contrary is proved by a person or
persons objecting in the prescribed form, be
deemed to have the status of a citizen of
Ceylon.” .
Clause 6 as it stands at present vests

the discretion in the Minister, in case of
dispute. This will stir up disputes. One
of these points urged against this clause
is that owing to the fact that official
registration of births came into existence
only in 1875, there would be great diffi-
culty in a person proving the fact of
birth in this country, especially in rela-
tion to the grandfather and great grand-
father, and also, in the case of illiterate
people, the birth of their fathers.

The purpose of my Amendment is to
place the onus of proof on any person
objecting, not on the person whose claim
is objected to.

The Hon. Sir John Kotelawala
(Minister of Transport-and Works) : The
Government must object?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That makes it impossible

Question, that. the Clause stand part
of the Bill put:
The Chairman: The ‘‘ Noes '’ have it.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senga.yake:
Divide! -

Mr. Ponnambalam: I hope the defeat
of this Amendment will not preclude the
moving of verbal Amendments to some
part of this Clause

The Chairman: You should have sent
in the Amendments in time.
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Mr. Ponnambalm: I want to know
whether the defeat of the Amendment
of the hon. the Third Member for Col-
ombo Central to delete the entire Clause,
as it stands, will preclude material

Amendments to the Clause as it stands.
The Chairman: It does.

Mr. Ponnambalam: In that case the
bon. Member might withdraw his
Amendment.

The Chairman: I have no other

- Amendments to this Clause before me.
1f I had any Amendments, T would have
put them to the House

Mr. Ponnambalam: Any question of
_J-alteration of the Clause

The Chairman: No.

- Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put.

The House divided (under S. O.
No. 48): Ayes, 45; Noes, 82.

Clause ordered to
- Bill.

stand part of the

Cravse 7.—(Foundlings.)
- Question that the Clause stand part of
- the Bill, put, and agreed to.
Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.
Crause 8.—(Provision against dual
Citizenship.)

Dr. Perera: There is an Amendment
to Clause 8. :

3 The Chairman: The Amendment is to
delete the words, ‘ in accordance with
that law "’, and to substitute therefor

the words, “‘in the manner hereinafter
prescribed .
- Dr. Perera: The reason for this

Amendment is that it is very difficult
for a person to find out what precisely is
the law in the other country about re-
-nunciaw of citizenship

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
What is your Amendment?

Dr. Perera: To leave out from
““ counfry "’ to end and to insert ‘‘in
the manner hereinafter prescribed ’’.

The section prescribing the methed
would follow as a consequential Amend-

ment. That will provide for.a- person:
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to renounce ‘any allegiance he owes to
any other country. That ought to be
sufficient for the purpose we have in
mind. That is the provision found in
every other country. In other eountries
you do not find a provision stating that
the person concerned must find out for
himself what the law is in the other
country, and whether he has to carry out
the provisions of the law in the other
country in order to renounce citizenship
of that country, that he has to find out
how he is to renounce the citizenship of
the other country.

This places an unfair burden on the
person concerned. In point of fact,
the other country may not have any
provision in their law for renunciation
of - citizenship. We do not know. 8o
far as the Prime Minister is concerned,
all that he wants is to avoid dual citi-
zenship. The moment a person re-
nounces his citizenship of the other
country, that position is assured for
the Minister

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Although T am a mere planter, the hon.
Member must realize that I have some
common sense. The mere renunciation
of citizenship’ of another country, un-
der the laws here, will not affect the

law of that other country. Two countries .

are concerned in this affair. All that
we say is that any citizen of Ceylon

should not be a cifizen of another -

counfry. We cannot pass a law which
affects the law of another country.

Mr. Ponnambalam: T can understand
the Prime Minister objecting to dual
citizenship. This  parficular  Clause
seeks to make it impossible for anybody
to have dual citizenship. There are
certain countries—China for instance—
where dual citizenship does not matter.
So far as China is concerned, it does no#
matter to that country where a Chinege
i3 born or of which country he is normal-
ly a citizen, he continues to be a citizen

of China. He is always a Chiness
citizen '

The Hon. Sir John Kotelawala: Once
a Chinese always a Chinese!

Mr. Ponnambalam: Quite right! The
Minister of Transport and Works alwa

understands that.

)

'S M
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Phat position makes it impossible, .

under similar circumstances, for a
person in Ceylon, who genuinely desires
to become a citizen of this country, and
is. prepared: to take the oath of allegi-
ance, to make himself a permanent in-

habitant of the place, and become a

»

" elitizen.

370 p.u.

If that is what is contemplated, an .

absurd -position may arise. 1f tomorrow
India passes a law that all people resi-
dent in Ceylon on such an such a date
are considered Indian citizens, you will
not be able to renounce your citizen-
ghip according to that law. You lose
your citizenship in Ceylon under this
Clause. It is a reductio ad absurdum;
I do not say it happens. :

The Hon, Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
May I give a simple example? 1f some

woman- says ‘° My husband is so-and-

so”’; does that her

man become
husband? i

~ Mr. Ponnambalam: I only wanted to
reduce the thing to an absurdity. This
goes beyond an absurdity!

Mr. S. J. Y. Chelvanayakam: One
should be able to renounce citizenship
of another country according to that
Jaw. First of all, there may be no pro-
vision in the particular law for re-
nouncing citizenship. Secondly, it may
be difficult to find the law, the form of
renunciation, and so on, and thirdly, it
may be even more difficult to come and
establish in Ceylon what the law of that
country is and that one has renounced
citizenship according to that law. Tt
puts on a citizen an impossible tagk for
him to discharge.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We are going to fix citizenship on people
who are undoubtedly citizens of
Ceylon. ]

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause,
put, and agreed to.

Mr. Nadarajah: I move, in page 3,
line 10, to leave out ‘' that ** and insert
“* Ceylon .

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That is absurd. :
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Question, that the word proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause, put, =
and agreed to. '

Mr. Motha: T move, in page 3, line 10,
to insert at the end * if any ™.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Is it not the accepted law that any man
who is a resident of a country is & eiti-
zen of that country? - You do notewant &
written law. For instance, India has
no citizenship law .

Mr. Motha: There must be a law for

the purpose of renouncing citizenship. =

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
No citizen of any other country under
any law '

Mr. Motha: If there is no law, how
can you renounce citizenship?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

‘“ No person who is a citizen of any other
country under any law . .. .".
“any law *
again?

Mr. Motha: I am only referring to

the law to provide for the renunciation
of citizenship.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
What we are considering is this. «. If the

law, as in the case of the Chinese law,

makes it impossible for them to re-
nounce citizenship, are we going to
admit all the Chinamen here?

Mr. Motha: We can provide that he
renounces it. -

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
How can he renounce it? Tt is
impossible for him to renounce it.

Question, that those words be there
inserted, put and negatived.

Question, that the Clause stand part

of the Bill, put, and agreed 6.

Clause ordered to stand. part of the
Bill. '

9.—-(Persons
wedlock).
Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.
Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

CLAUSE born out

of
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Crause 10.—(Posthumous persons).
Question, that Clause 10 stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

CrAause 11.—(Persons entitled to
registration as citizens).

The” Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I have an Amendment to Clause 11 part
(@) sub-section (2). For sub-section
(i), substitute (I) The (i) is a misprint.

The Chairman: Do you say that ““ i "’
within brackets should be ““I°’’'? Do
you want a Roman I?

Mr. Subasinghe: ‘‘ That the applicant

is of full age S SRS
should have been ‘T 7°.
The Chairman: The “ i’ within

brackets is ‘I .

You want a Roman
one? ;

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Yes, otherwise we will have to move an
Amendment.

The Chairman:
also?

Roman II and III

The. Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Let them remain as they are.

The Chairman: The hon. Member for
Ruwanwella has an Amendment. The
~ Amendment is to delete the words by
descent ** in lines 42 and 44 in page 3.

Dr. Perera: Before that I want to
.move an additional sub-clause (iv.) to
sub-clause (b). There are three oate-
gories provided for under (b). I want
to provide a fourth.

The Chairman: Sub-clause (d)?
ES
Dr. Perera: No. Now there are sub-
clauses (i), (ii), and (iii). I want to add
a sub-clause (iv).

The Chairman: That will have to
come after your first Amendment.

Dr. Perera: No. My Amendment is
to sub-clause (1) (b,

REPRESENTATIVES

—Committee 1844

The Chairman: Yes—(b) (i) delete
the words “ by descent " in lines 42 and
44,

Dr, Perera: 1 move, in page 3, lines
42 and 44, to leave out ‘‘ by deseent .
A person could be a citizen of Cfeylon _
either by way of descent or by registra-
tion. If you are a resident of C_ey:lon,
you are a citizen. The hon. Minister
made it clear to us that children born
of mothers who are citizens even by

registration, are also entitled to
citizenship. When I moved that
Amendment earlier, to include °‘ or
mother *’, the Hon. Prime Minister

took up the . position that that was
covered, but now apparently it is not.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
What is not covered?

The Chairman: What the hon.
Member wants to say is that the
*“ person whose mother is or was a
citizen of Ceylon in any way, either by
descent or registration if she had been
alive on the appointed day—’

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
According to Clause 7, a person becomes
a citizen

Dr. Perera: What really is the objee-
tion of the Hon. Prime Minister? In
other words, there is a distinetion made
between people who are registered
citizens and citizens by descent.
Children of the two categories of people
are to be treated quite differently.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake :
Yes, from the mother’s side.

Dr. Perera: I must say that we must
consider ourselves a peculiar race—not
to be contaminated in any way.

Mr. Dahanayake: I now ask for per-

mission to move an Amendment under
registration. :

The Chairman: Where do you want to
put this new clauge?

Mr. Dahanagake: I want to put it

qngler Clause 11, as sub-clause (1) (b)
(1), '
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The Chairman: We
sub-clause (i) of (1) (b).
Question, that the words proposed to

be left out stand part of the Clause,
put.

The Committee divided (under
Standing Order 48): Ayes 44; Noes 32.

are still on

- Dr. Perera: I have the next Amend-
ment, namely, in page 4, line 4, leave
out “‘ seven ’’ and insert ‘‘five . I
want to make it five years. I do not
know why they have chosen 7 years.
It seems to be recognized by all coun-
tries that a period of 5 years is adequate
for the . purpose. Why this sudden
decision to increase it to 7 and 10 years?
A period of 5 years seems to be accept-
ed throughout the world. I do not know
why we should insist on 7 years.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Even the Indians have agreed on 7
years. You want us to be more
generous.

Dr. Perera: Why should we not be
generous?

3.15 P.M.

The Chairman:
that the word *°

The Amendment is
seven =~ be deleted and

““ five " be submitted therefor. Does
the Government accept that
Amendment?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
No.

Question, that the word proposed t»
be left out stand part of the Clauses,
put, and agreed to.

Mr. Dahanayake: I want, as a con-
sequential Amendment, to the Amend-
ment to include New Sub-clause 1V. tke
word . and '’ in line 24 to be deleted
and ‘‘ or ' submitted. I have altered
the wording of the new Sub-Clause IV.
to suit the earlier wording. I have
altered it to read:

‘“ That the applicant has been a worker under
any employer at any time in Ceylon ™

T move, that in page 4, line 24, to
leave out *“ and "’ and to insert ‘‘ or ”’

The Hon. Sir J. Kotelawala: Are you
a worker? What is the definition of

worker?

Mpr. Dahanayake: A ncncidier.

20 AUGUST

1948 —Committee 1846

The Hon. Mr.
A talker.

D. S. Senanayake:

The Chairman: I am putting the
Amendment of the hon. Member for

Galle first. That is to delete the
word ““ and .

Dr. Perera: But I do think my
Amendment should also be placed.

Will you give me a chance of moving
that?

The Chairman: Yes, after the Amend-
ment of the hon. Member for Galle.
That comes before the hon. Member’s
Amendment. The hon. Member does
not mind, I suppose, the proposal to
leave out the word ‘* and ™’ standing as
an Amendment.

Dr., Perera: This is consequential,
the word ‘‘ and '’ will have to be left
out and the word ‘‘ or >’ will have to be
inserted.

The Chairman: Both Amendments
fall to the ground if it is decided that
the word.‘* and ”’ should form part of
the Clause.

Dr. Perera: Only in that Clause. I
should any way like to place my
Amendment officially.

The Chairman: The Amendment of
the hon. Member for Galle is to leave
out the word ‘‘ and *’ in line 24 of page
4 and insert the word ‘ or "—or (iv)
has been a worker under any employer
at any time in Ceylon .

Mr. Dahanayake: May I explain why
I introduced that Amendment? In the
past there have been no proper immi-
gration laws in this country, and workers
have been brought down, not because
they wished to come here but because
employers wanted the service of such

workers. We know how those employ-
ers for Jong periods exploited these
workers. The very nature of their work,

and the pay they received compelled
them to adopt this country as their
motherland. It is not fair that the ein-
ployer and the Government should
now combine to throw out the workers
from whose sweat the Government and
theemployer have earned millions of
rupees.
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The Chairman: The Amendment of
the hon. Member for Ruwanwella is also
to delete the word “* and ’’ and to insert
the word ‘‘ or ”” in line 24 and to insert
immediately after that a new sub-clause
(iv) which would read as follows:

“ 1" a person who is ordinarily resident in
Ceylon for at least 5 years and has declared
his infention to be a permanent resident of
Ceylon "’.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
When the word ‘‘ and *’ is deleted, the
whole sub-clause is knocked out.

Dr. Perera: I would like to deal with
the position taken up by the Hon. Min-
. ister of Finance. You will remember

that in the Debate on the Second Read-
ing of this Bill he twitted me for
- having

The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: It is not
relevant now.

Dr. Perera: Do not get worried.
- Why are you so anxious to stop me?

The Hon. Mpr.
cannot carry on a
Debate now.

Jayewardene: We
Second Reading

Dr. Perera: The only position I
explained on that occasion was that we
supported five years as & qualification
That same position is being maintained
by us and there is absolutely no
inconsistency in the position.

The Hon. Mr. E. A. Nugawela (Minis-
ter of Education): This is a personal
~ explanation. :

- Dr. Perera: It is an explanation of a
~ political attitude we have taken up right
- through consistently. I explained the
- position because the Hon. Minister
- raised the question.

- The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: Thank
- you. : :

~ Question, that the word proposed tn
- be left out stand part of the Clause,
~ put.

~ The Committiee divided (under
Standing Order 48): Ayes, 45; Noes, 30.

Dr. Perera: There is an Amendment
~ to sub-clause (2).

The Ghairinan: That is in line 40.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

—Commitiee 1848
I move in page 4,
line 40, to leave out from °° such appli-
cation ©’ to end of line 42. This is a
provision that we cannot possibly accept.

Dr, Perera: Yes.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
This exists in all countries. But the
hon. Member does not want it in Ceylon.

Dr. Perera: I am very glad the Hon.
Minister is taking up this attitude.
When it suits him he says " it exists in
other countries ’’. But when -certain
provisions in Bills of other countries do
not suit him, he is not prepared to accept
them.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That depends on how our minds work.
If it is to our advantage, the hon. Mem-
ber wants the provision deleted; but
when a provision is to 6ur disadvantage
he wants it inserted. That shows that
our minds are working in different ways.

Dr. Perera: I am quite prepared to
concede and accept the position existing
in all other countries. If the other
Amendments are accepted by the Hon.
Prime Minister, we would have been
prepared to accept the Bill.

Now this is a provision which gives
power to the Hon. Minister in order to

diseriminate against individuals on
political grounds. That is why I object
to it.

The Hon. Mr. Goonesinha: That is a
presumption.

Dr. Perera: What is meant by
*“ public policy »’? The Hon. Minister
might contemplate any person whose
political opinion is against his.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
It may be. '

Dr. Perera: That is precisely the
point. We object to the opportunity
given to the Hon. Minister to carry on
political persecution under this guise and

deprive people of their rights of
citizenship on this ground ‘' of publie
policy .

Mr. A. Reginald Perera: And the
Hon. Minister of Transport and Works
may o beothe Minister of Hxternal
Aflairs.
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The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
My hon. Friend is saying that this
provision is meant for people who throw
up  their nationality and become
nationals of Russia or Germany. Under
those .circumstances, when they want to
come back we want to see why they
gave up their nationality and what
their activities were in those countries.

Dr. Perera: This is a provision which
gives power to disallow, not allow.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Yes. '

-Dr. Perera: The only ground on which
you will disallow a person registration
1s .on grounds of political dissent.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
If you have given up this country and
joined Russia—

Dr, Perera: Why, even on that ground
is it fair?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
It may appeal to the hon. Members
when they get hold of the Government.
They can allow such a thing. But
when we are in charge of the
Government, we will not allow if.

Dr. Perera: If the Hon. Primme Minis-
ter professes democracy, the right of
each individual should remain intact.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Democracy means the rule of =the

majority.

Dr. Perera: Democracy means the rule
of a majority, but not complete
suppression of the minority

The Hon, Mr. Jayewardene: This does
not apply to the normal case of citizen-
ship but of registration. It applies to a
case where a man has gone to another
country, become a citizen there and
wants to come back.

Dr. Perera: Why should he not be
allowed to come?

The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: For
reasons which are detrimental to the

State of Ceylon.

20 AUGUST 1948
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The Hon. Mr. C. Sittampalam (Minis-
ter of Posts and Telecommunication, and
Industries, Industrial Research and
Fisheries) : He may come back ag a
spy. The same country may send him
back as a spy.

Dr. Perera: There are other provisions
to deal with such a case.

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause, put,
and agreed to.

Mr. L. Rajapaksa (Hambantota): I
have an Amendment under sub-clause 3.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Can I move my Amendment now?

The Chairman: We

Clause 11.

are still on

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We have finished it. TS

The Chairman: The hon. Member for
Hambantota wants the whole of sub-
clause 3 deleted.

Mr. L. Rajapakse: There should be an
appeal to the Supreme Court when the
Hon. Minister refuses an application for
registration.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
This is on a political question.

Mr. J. C. T, Kotalawela: May I know
why the Hon. Minister is frightened to
permit the decision of a Minister being
canvassed in a competent court of law?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
For purposes of public policy we even
exclude lepers. After all, if there is
going to be something harmful to the -
country we take steps to exclude that
on grounds of public policy, whether it
be a leper or a prostitute.

The Hon. Sir J. Kotelawala: Political
lepers also?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Yes.

Mr. Keuneman: The Hon. Minister
realizes that this does not refer to poli-
ticians only. Any person applying for
registration can be refused such appli-
cation bv the Hon. Prime Minister, and
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[Mr. Keuneman. ]
that person has no means of getting
* redress if such a thing is done. There-
fore, it is only correct that even under
capitalism there should be the normal
appeal to a court of law. That redress

should be there.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
This is in the case of a person who has
given up his citizenship of this country.

Mr. Keuneman: It does not apply to
such a person only.

The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: Why
not?

Mr. D. B. R. Gunawardena (Kotte):
The House will remember the case of
a person whom the Governor wanted
to deport.

Dr. Perera: I move the next Amend-
ment in page 4, line 45, to leave out
from “° Ceylon *’ and to insert:

““ shall be subject to his or her right to an
enquiry under this section '’

I am asking for provision in accordance

with what exists in England. Hon.
‘Members will find that in section 20

there is provision for right of inquiry. "

~ The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
By whom? The Supreme Court?

* Dr. Perera: The inquiry is as follows:
a person applies in the prescribed form
for an inquiry to the Secretary of State
if he is aggrieved. . Then the Secretary
of State—in our case it is the Minis-
ter of Defence and External Affairs—
refers the case to a Committee of Inquiry
consisting of a Chairman—he being a
person of judicial experience appointed
by the Secretary of State—and of such
‘other members appointed by the Secre-
tary of State as he thinks proper. So
that, it will be seen a fair chance is
given to the person concerned to have
his case heard. The Hon. Minister now
takes up the position that he has the
right to decide on public policy. If a
person is aggrieved, if a certain wrong
has been done to him, why should he
not be given a chance? The Minister,
.unless he is a man of judicial
_experience, might = accept either any
serious disagreement '

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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The Hon. Sir J. Kotelawala: This is
too small a country for this.

Dr, Perera: A person wants a chance.
Why not give him that chance?

Mr. Cholmondeley Goonewardene
(Kalutara): In supporting the Amend-
ment’'of the hon. Member for Hamban-
tota, I wish to state that we are dealing
with a case where a Minister is entitled
to perform

The Chairman: Is the hon. Member
speaking to the Amendment? :

Mr.
Yes.

Cholmondeley Goonewardene:

The Chairman: The hon. Member for
Hambantota has explained his position.

Mr. Cholmondeley Goonewardene:
This is a case where the Minister is en-
titled to perform an administrative act,
and that should be subject to a review
by a court of law.

The Hon. Sir J. Kotelawala: Where
does it say so?

Mr.. Cholmondeley Goonewardene:
A court is an institution which you
yourself help to constitute.

The Hon. Sir J. Kotelawala: That is
in the Kalutara courts.

~ Mr. Cholmondeley Goonewardene:
This violates one of the fundamental
principles

3.20 Pisr:

Mr. Chelvanayakam: May I speak a
few "words, Sir? In respect of these
matters, the fundamental principle in a
demogratic form of government is,
.whelzever possible, to allow for a judieial
mquiry against administrative acts. It
1s on that basis that they have framed
the ¥nglish Act. In spite of the fact
that they have Ministers acting with
centuries of experience behind them,
yet they provide some sort of judicial
mquiry before depriving a person of his
status of citizenship. . What is the use .
of imitating Russia and adopting
Russian methods and depriving people

of demecratic rights?
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Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause,
put, and agreed to.

Question that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Crause 12.—(Registration as citizens,
of persons to whom section 11 does
not apply).

Dr. Perera: I move, in page 5, line 7,
to leave out ‘‘ distinguished ’ and
isert ‘‘ useful . :

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I am inclined to think that the word
““ useful "’ would narrow the scope of
this  Clause. A distinguished person
can also be a useful person. But, on
the other hand, a useful person may not
be a distinguished’ person.

Mr. Dahanayake: A person can dis-
tinguish himself in a most useless task.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
As 1 have said, this Amendment will
only narrow the scope—

Dr. Perera: No, Sir, that is not so.
I shall explain. Our conception of the
definition of the word ‘‘ distinguished *’
1s more narrow than that of the word
““ useful . The word “‘ useful *’ would
mean any person who had performed a
useful service. Why should not a per-
son who has performed a useful service
be considered a distinguished person?

Question, that the word proposed to

be left out stand part of the Clause,
put, and agreed to.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 5, line 14, to leave out
““ Aliance '’ and insert ‘‘ Aliens ”’

This is a typographical error, and we
want it corrected.

The Chairman: Punctuations and
other small minor Amendments can be
attended to at the Table.

Question, that the word proposed to
be left out stand part.of the Clause, put,
and negatived.

Question, that that word
inserted, put, and agreed’ to.

be there

20 AUGUST 1948

—Committee 1854
Dr. Perera: 1 move, in page 5, to
leave out all words in lines 21 to 23.

I do not know why this eryptic num-
ber ‘* twenty-five ’’ has been chosen.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. -Sehanaya.ke:
Most distinguished persons.

‘Dr. Perera: Now, Sir, he has already
narrowed the scope of the Clause by
using the word *‘ distinguished *’. Now
he says ‘‘ most distinguished ’. That
1s why I want the whole of that sub-
clause deleted.

Mr. Dahanayake: Is the Hon. Prime
Minister going to have a priority list
and offer this concession to twenty-five
persons per year? Then, by the time
it comes to the twenty-fifth man, he
would be dead and gone. I really can-
not understand this magical number
““ twenty-five.”’

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause, °
put, and agreed to.

Question, that the Clause, as amend-
ed, stand part of the Bill, put, and
agreed to.

Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill.

Cravse 13.—(Minor children of persons
reqistered as citizens of Ceylon).

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 5, line 80, to insert
after *‘ application ™' the words *“ or by
subsequent letter ™’

Question, that those words be there
mserted, put, and agreed to.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 5, line 83, to leave out
from *“ made ’ to ‘“ under >’ in line 34
and insert “ by an applicant ’’.

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause,
put, and negatived.

Question, that those words be there

inserted, put, and agreed to.

Question, that the Clause, as amend-
ed, stand part of the Bill, put, and

agreed to.

Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill. -
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Crause 14.—(Persons who are not to be
granted citizenship by registration).
Mr. Motha: I move, in page 5, line 44,
to leave out from ‘‘ country ”’ to end.

Question, that the words proposed to

be left out stand part of the Clause, put,
and agreed to.

Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.
Cravse 15.—(Register).

Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the

. Bill

Crause 16.—(Certificates of
 registration).
Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.
Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.
Cravse 17.—(Effects of certificates of
_ registration).-

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

I move, to leave out the Clause sand

insert :

~ “17. (1) A British subject to whom a certi-
ficate of registration as a citizen of Ceylon is
granted shall, on subsecribing the prescribed oath
or affirmation of citizenship, have the status of
a citizen of Ceylon by registration as from the
date of that certificate.

- (2) An alien to whom a certificale of regis-
tration as a citizen of Ceylon is granted shall,
on subseribing the prescribed oath or affirma-
tion of allegiance and the prescribed oath or
affirmation of weitizenship, have the status of a
~ citizen of Ceylon by registration as from the date
" of that certificate,

(3) A minor child whose name is included in
a certificate of registration as a citizen of Ceylon
ghall have the status of a citizen of Ceylon by
registration as from the date of that certificate .

Ag it stands, minor children are expected
to take oaths.

3.45 p.M.

Mr. Motha: In the first place, the
term ‘‘British subject’’ is inappropriate.
That is going out of uge now.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
But still it is there.

The Hon. Sir J. Kotelawala: What is
the hon. Member for Maskeliva?

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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—Committee

1856
British

Mpr. Motha: 1 am not a

subject.

Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and negalived.

Question that those words be there
inserted, put, and agreed to.

Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill. '

Cravse 18.—(Renunciation of Citizen-
ship of Ceylon).
Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Crause 19.—(Becoming a citizen of any
other country).

The Hon. Mpr. Bandaranaike:
is a formal thing, Sir.

It

The Chairman: The hon. j\a’[emiaer for
Hakmana (Mr. Kumarasiri) has an
Amendment to it. :

Mr. P. Kumarasiri (Hakma-na)-: That
question has already been discussed
under Clause 8.

The Chairman: Then does the hon.
Member withdraw it?

Myr. Kumarasirvi: Yes.

Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

. Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Crause 20.—(Failure to declare retention
of citizenship of Ceylon).

The _Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
There is an Amendment. I move in

page 7 to leave out all words in lines I
to 14 and to insert:

Sl A person who, under sub-section (2) of.
section 5, is a citizen by descent -and whose
father is or was a citizen by registration shall,
on attaining the age of twenty-one years, cease
to be a citizen of Ceylon, unless, before the
expiry of one year after attaining that age, he
transmits to the Minister a declaration of re-

tention of citizenship of Ceylon in the prescribed
manner,

Question, that the words proposed to

be left out stand part of the Clause, put,
and, negatived.
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_ Question, - that those words be there
mserted, put, snd agreed to.

Question, that the Clause, as amend-
ed, stand part of the Bill, put, and
agreed to.

Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill.

CLAUSE 21.—(Residence outside Ceylon
for five comsecutive years).

The Hon, Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 7, line 37, to leave out
from ** holiday or’” to ‘‘ or ’ in line 38
and to insert ‘‘ for reasons of health ™,

Question, that the words proposed to
be left ouf stand part of the Clause, put,
and negatived.

Question, that those words be there
inserted, put, and agreed to.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 7, line 42, after
‘ citizen ”’ to insert ‘‘ of Ceylon .

Question, that those words be there
inserted, put, and agreed to.

Question, that the Clause, as amended,
stand part of the Bill, put, and agreed
to.

Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill.

Crause 22.—(Conviction by court of
certain offences).

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

I move, in page 8, to leave out all words
in lines 5 to 8 and to insert:

“ (b) of any of the offences against the State

specified in Chapter VI. of the Penal Code, for

which a sentence of rigorous imprisonment may
be imposed.”

Mr. H. D. Abeygoonewardane
(Matara): I move, that the whole of
Clause 22 be deleted.

The Chairman: Have you sent thab
Amendment in?

Mr. Abeygoonewardene: Yes, I have.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: There

is no need of an Amendment; you have
only got to vote against the Clause.

The Chairman: Yes, you can vote
against ib. '

Dr. Perera: 1 have an Amgndmentdor
deleting sub-Clause (D).
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1 move, in page 8 to leave out all words
in lines 6 to 7. :

T can understand the provision in (a)

for offences against this Aect, but the

provision in (b) I do not understand. If
a person is a citizen, why show this dis-
tinction between a citizen by descent and
a citizen by registration? Why should
any disability be imposed on any citizen
by registration? Whatever offence he
may commit, he is a citizen ot Ceylon,
and as such, he should be dealt with

under the common law of the land. :

The Hon. Mr. Sittampalam: Nobody
can take away our citizenship .of Ceylon.

Dr, Perera: The Hon. Minister is not
aware of the famous case of William
Joyce. Was he not a citizen of England?

The Hon. Mr, Bandaranaike: Lord
Haw—Haw!

Dr, Perera: He waged war. Then
what was the position?

The Hon., Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
He was convicted and hanged.

Dr. Perera: This is a provision which
apparently does not obtain anywhere
else. A citizen, once he is given the
status of citizen, continues to be a mem-
ber of the society in which he lives, in
whatever form that citizenship has been
given to him, whether by registration or
by descent. Suppose a citizen by
naturalization

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayakes
There is no citizenship by naturalization;
it is only by descent or registration.

Dr. Perera: What about the provi-
sions made about naturalization? What
about the 25 persons provided for ?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That is by by registration.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: It may be
dealt with in a somewhat more judieial
and judicious way. You will see that
according to the principle of this Bill,
dual citizenship is sought to be avoided.
Now, therefore, there ig provision in this
Bill when a person becomes a citizen in
this country by registration that he
shall forgo any other citizenship that he
possesses— '

The Chairman: We passed that.
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Dr. Colvin R. de Silva (Wellawatta-
Galkissa) The point is that out of this
arises a most intolerable anomaly, for in
order to acquire citizenship by registra-
tion under this Bill, you cause a person
to forgo any other citizenship that he
bhas. Then having made him solely
and singularly a citizen of this country,
you then subject him to certain
disabilities and say in certain circums-
tances other than that which go to the
root of his acquiring citizenship, which
is the meaning of sub-clause (a), that
you can deprive him of the citizenship,
that 15, that he shall be a person who
ig stateless on this planet. Now that is
a matter which even in terms of the
principle of this Bill, I submit, is both
intolerable and injudicious, and should
therefore by an Amendment be excepted
by even a Government so impervious to
argument as this.

The Hon, Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

~ Ae far as we are concerned, this Clause is

there. A person who wants to become
a citizen of Ceylon has got to make up
his mind, on the principle, ** When in
Rome, do as the Romans do.”” They
have to behave according to the con-
ditions laid down. They cannot come
here and wage war or help others to wage
war against the country.

Dr. Perera: But you have accepted
him as a citizen.

_The ‘Hon, Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
On those conditions. On no other con-

- dition are we willing to grant citizenship

rights.

Mr. Dahanayake: If he commits any
offence, there are other punishments
prescribed under the law.

The Hon., Mr. Jayewardene: May I
just read out the provision in the British
Act?

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: That does not
cover the situation, because the basic
principle of the British Act is different
from this. This kind of scissors-and-
paste legislation precisely leads to this
kind of anomalous situation. The point

there is that duality of citizenship, and so-

on, is not forgone; there is no insistence
on it as a condition precedent. So for the
Hon. Minister of Finance merely to.read

- out a passage from a Bill proceeding on a
- different principle, is not an,argument
. agamst a matter which arises from" the
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unique principle of which the Hon.

Leader of the House with sham
indignation earlier boasted.
The Chairman: I will put the

Amendment of the hon. Member: for
Ruwanwella. Both he and the Hon.
Prime Minister are seeking to delete sub-
clause (b) as it stands.

Question, that words proposed to be
left out stand part of the Clause, put,
and negatived.

Question, that those words proposed
by the Prime Minister be there inserted,
put.

The

Standing
Noes, 31.

divided
48) :

(under
Ayes 50;

Committee
Order No.

The Chairman: There is anothelr
Amendment to Clause 22. It is an
Amendment by the hon. Member for

Matara who wants the whole Clause
deleted. :

Question, that Clause 22, as amended,
be deleted, put, and negatived.

Question, that Clause 22, as amende,
stand part of the Bill, put, and agreed
to.

Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill.

Crause 23.—(Offences).
Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.
Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill. .
CrAusE 24.—(Fees).

Qpe_stion, that Clause 24 stand part of
the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Cravse 25.—(Regulations).

Que:stion, that Clause 25 stand part of
the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

JLAUSE 26.—(Interpretation).

The an. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
_I move, in page 8, after line 35, to
msert:

'* * appropriate embassy or consulate ' means
the office of an Ambassador or of a consular
officer 11},‘_t-he service of the Governmeat of the
United Kingdom at which a register of births
1§ Kepi; : :
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_ " British Subject * has the same meaning as
In the law of the United Kingdom;'

Question, that those words be there

inserted, put, and agreed to.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 9 to leave out all words
in lines 3 to 9.

Question, that the words proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause,
put, and negatived.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 9, line 10, to leave
out  “‘ purpose ’ and to insert
““ purposes .

Question, that the word proposed to
be left out stand part of the Clause,
put, and negatived.

Question, that the word be there
mserted, put, and agreed to.

Questipn, that the Clause, as amen-
ed, stand part of the Bill, put, and
agreed to.

Clause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill.

CLAUSE 27.—(Repeal (Cap. 243.))

Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause 27 ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Enacting Clause and Title ordered to
stand part of the Bill.

-

Bill reported, with Amendments.

~The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, ** That the Bill, as amended,
be now read the Third time.”’ '

Question put, and agreed to.

Bill, as amended, accordingly read
the Third time and passed.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

4.03 p.M.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I am wondering whether hon. Members
would like to go on with the Second
Reading of the Immigrants "aidy Ei-
grants Bill. There are some formal
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Motions. What 1 want to suggest 18

that the Second Reading of this Bill

might be taken up on Tuesday and the
formal Motions today. '

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Yes,
Sir, there are some formal Motions
which may be taken up now.

Dr. Perera: What are these formal

Motions?

Mr. Speaker: There are some
Supplementary Estimates on the Order
Paper. ‘

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: The first one
18 for Rs. 924 ,436.

Mr. Speaker: Yes, that is one, and
there are also a few more. May 1 take
them up? ' '

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike:
If a controversial matter
might be held up.

Yes.
arises, it

-

MISCELLANEOUS SERYICES:
LOSS ON INVESTMENTS

4.06 p.M. :
The Hon. Mr. Jayewardene: I move,

“ That a supplementary sum not exceeding
Rupees Nine hundred and twenty-four thousand
four hundred and thirty-six (Rs. 924,436) be
payable out of the Consolidated Fund for the:
service of the financial year beginning on Octo-
ber 1, 1947, and ending en September 30, 1948,
and that the sald sum may be expended as
specified in the Schedule hereto:—

Schedule.

Head 386, Miscellaneous Services.
Vote No. 3, Miscellaneous  Services—
Rs. 924,436.”

This sum represents two figures; a.
sum of Rs. 300,000 which is a loss on
sale, redemption, and so on, of some of
our securities abroad. We found that
in 1946-47 the sale of some of our
securities brought in a profit. - Later on,
the sale of these securities resulted in
a_loss which exceeded the profits we
made earlier. I am only referring to
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[Hon. Mr. Jayewardene. |

the Rs. 300,000. Up to June 30, 1947,
the loss on the sale of our securities
amounted to Rs. 206,901.95. We have
included another sum of Rs. 93,098.05
making Rs. 300,000, so that we might
meet any probable loss in the future.

The other sum of Rs. 624,436 is a
sum that arises as a result of the annual
valuation of our investments. We find
that on September 30, 1947, by a valua-
tion of our investments, we have been
inereasing the loss owing to the depre-
eiation of our rupee assét in India. The
two sums added together make up the
Supplementary Estimate for which I am
seeking the sanction of the House.
Ordinarily, these losses are debited to
the Miscellaneous Service of the Crown.
If there is a loss, it is debited; and if
there is a profit, it is credited to Mis-
cellaneous Services and the procedure
has been to come and ask the House for
the money by way of a Supplementary
Estimate so that the Minister may be
able to replace what was paid out.
‘This is'a formal Motion.

Question put, and agreed to,

-

PARBOILING FACILITIES AT
RICE MILLS

4.08 p.m.

‘The Hon. Mop. Suntharalingam: I
move, ;

.~ That a supplementary sum not exceeding
Rupees Sixty three thousand seven hundred and
forty-eight (Rs. 63,748) be payable by way - of
advance out of the Consolidated Fund for the
service of the finamcial year beginning on
- October 1, 1947, and ending on September 30,
- 1948, and that the said sum may be expended
a8 specified in the Schedule hereto:—

i

Schedule.

‘Head: Part IV.—Loan Fund Expenditure.
N N ew Item :
facilities at Rice Mills, Rs. 63,748."

Dr. Perera: What is this vote for?

The Hon. Mr. Suntharalingam: Tt is
to provide concrete surfaces in order to
dry parboiled rice.

Question put, and agreed to:

Provision of additional parboiling

SALARIES, &c.
4.09 p.m.
The Hon,

move,

" That a supplementary sum not exceeding
Rupees Ten (Token Vote) (Rs. 10) be payabie
out of the Consolidated Fund for the service of
the financial year beginning on October 1, 1947,
and ending on September 30, 1948, and that
the said sum may be expended as specified in
the Schednle hereto:—

Schedule.
Commisgioner of Hlections (Lioecal

Mr. Bandaranaike: T

Head 93:
Bodies). ’ _ ¢

Vote No. 1: Salaries and other expenses  of
the Department of XElections (Local Bodies)
Rs. 10 (Token Vote).”

This sum of money is required to pay
certain additional officers who have been
appointed to this Department to cope
with the work of the extra number of
elections which are to take place under
the Ordinance. It is a token vote
because money is available. No new
money is wanted.

Question put, and agreed to.

KAGAMA CHANNEL EXTENSION,
KALAWEWA SCHEME,

N.-C.P.
4.11 p.wm.
The Hom. Mr. Dudley Senanayake:
I move,

“"That a supplementary sum mot exceeding
Rupees One hundred thousand (Rs, 100,000) be
payable by way of advance out of the Consoli-
dated Hund for the service of the financial year
beginning on October 1, 1947, and ending on
September 30, 1948, and that the said sum may

be expended as specified in the Schedule
hereto : —

Schedule.

Head : Part IV.—Loan Fund Expenditure.
_Item 81: Kagama ' Channel HExtension,
Kalawewa Scheme, N.-C.P., Rs. 100,000."

Dr. Perera: For what is the money
required ?

The Hon. Mr. Dudley Senanayake:
This money is required owing to the
rapid progress of the land - development
programme. More land is being deve-

loped and this money is necessary for

the building of channels to supply water.

Dr. Perera: Are the channels being
extended? _
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. The iHcm. Mr. Dudley Senanayake:
They are field channels. '

Question put, and agreed to.

EXPORT DUTY ON DESICCATED
COCONUT

The following item stood upon the
Order Paper:

7. The Minister of Finance, Export Duty
on Desiccated Coconut (Customs Ordinance),
That this House resolves, under section 9 of
the Customs Ordinance (Chapter 185) as modi-
fied by the Proeclamation published in Gazette
ﬁm?aordina-ry No. 9,773 of September 24, 1947,

at— .

(1) with effect from the date on which this
resolution is notified in the Gazette, export
duty on desiccated coconut shall be levied
~and paid at the rate of twenty rupees for
every unit of one hundred pounds of desiccated
coconut or any outstanding part of such unit,
in lien of the export duty leviable and payable
on desiccated coconut at the date of this
resolution; and

(2) nothing contained in ° this ™ resolution
shall affect any export duty leviable and pay-
able on desiccated coconut under any written
law other than the Customs Ordinance.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: With regard
to this item, we ask that it be put by.

The Hon. Mr. Dudley Senanayake:
It is a non-controversial Motion.

Dr. Perera: That is what you think!

The Hon, Mr. Bandaranaike: We will
take it up next week.

Mr. Dahanayake: Shall we take up
Item 10, °° Reinstatement of strikers
without any punishment *’'?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: No,
then we must deal with the other items
first. We will take up item 10 later.

ADJOURNMENT

Motion made, and Question proposed,
““ That this House do now adjourn ”’
[Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike. ]

4.13 »p.M.
Dr. Perera: I want to draw the
attention of the Hon. Minister ot Health

to the precarious position With' regdard to
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The other day the Colombo Municipal

Couneil drew attention to this matter,,
and, through the Colombo Municipality
we have drawn the attention of the Hon.

Minister to this matter I would ask him °

to take early steps to set about mass
inoculation, because, particularly after

A

visits of people who have come from

Kataragama, we do not know how far
the .

there is contamination here. To
best of my knowledge there are already
about 50 or 60 dases, and I would like
the Hon. Minister to take steps for mass
inoculation against typhoid fever.

While T am on this subject, maight I

also ask the Hon. Prime Minister a
question? The other day when we
raised a question about the use of the
Katunayake Air Bagse -

Mr. Speaker: I am afraid I cannot

allow that question to be asked. There
is a Motion on the Order Paper and
there is also a question on the Order
Paper. The Motion is in the name of
the hon. Third Member for Colombo
Central, and the question in the name of
some other hon. Member.

4.15 ».m.

Mr.
I want to address a very important ques-
tion to the Parlamentary Secretary to
the Hon. Minister of Home Affairs. I
understand that a co-operative society
which has been set up at Kalutara for
the purpose of establishing a distillery
and which has been registered by the
Registrar of Co-operative Societies has
made a tender to Government for the

supply of arrack for the next five years.

I also understand that eight or nine
arrack distillery owners, who today have
a monopoly in the manufacture of
arrack in this country, have vehemently
protested to the Government against the
acceptance of this tender.

As it is the declared policy of this
Government to encourage co-operative
development and the formation of eco-
operative undertakings, I would like to
know whether this Government is pre-
pared to accept the tender of that
co-operative distillery in spite of, and”in
thed:face of, the opposition of vested
mterests in the arrack industry.

Cholmondeley Goonewardene:
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The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: T
know the position about typhoid. I am
obliged to my hon. Friend for drawing

my attention to it. All steps are being

taken that are mnecessary for mass
inoculation.
Gate  Mudaliyar Kariapper: The

~ tenders are being looked into by a tender

L
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board in the Home Ministry, and the
matter is under investigation by them.

Question put, and agreed to.

Adjourned  accordingly  at
4.17 p.m. until 2 p.M. on Tues-
*day, August 24, 1948, pursuant
to the Resolution of the House
this Day. '
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Ratnayaka, V., G. W. (Deniyaya)
Ratnayake, The Hon. Mr. A, (Wattegama)
Ratwatte, H. I.. (Mawanella)

Senanayake, The Hon. Mr. D. S. (Mirigama) -
Senanayake, The Hon. Mr. Dudley (Dedigama)
Senanayake, Mrs. Florence (Kiriella)
Senanayake, M. (Medawachchiya)

Senanayake, R. G. (Dambadeniya)

Silva, 8. A. (Agalawatta)

Sinnalebbe, A. (Batticaloa)

Siriwardana, H. de Z. (Negombo)
Sittampalam, The Hon. Mr. €. (Mannar)
Sivapalan, 8. (Trincomalee) 2

Spencer, BE. K. (Appointed Member)

Sri Nissanka, H., K.C. (Kurunegala)
Subasinghe, T. B. (Bingiriya)

-Subbiah, S. M. (First Badulla)

Sugathadasa, K. V. D. (Welimada)
Suntharalingam, The Hon. Mr. C. (Vavuniya)

Tenne, H. B. (Dambulla)
Thambiayah, A. L. (Kayts)
Thondaman, §. (Nuwaras Eliya)

Vanniasingham, C. (Kopai)
Velupillay, C. V. (Talawakele)

Wickretmadinghe, W. P. A (Akuressa)’
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