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1935

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, 25th August, 1948

The House met at 2 p.m., MR.
SrEAxEr < [TEE, Hon. Mr. A. F,
MorAMuRE] in the Chair.

ANNOUNCEMENT

Mvr, Speaker: I have an announcement
to make.

I have received today a copy of the
Certificate issued under Section 81 of
the\ Ceylon (Parliamentary Elections)
Order in Council, 1946, by the Election
Judge in the petition filed against
Mr. R. A. de Mel, certifying that his
election was void.

I must therefore consider the office of
Deputy-Speaker and Chairman  of
Committees vacant, and desire to inform
the House that we shall, according to
the law, proceed to the election of a
new Deputy-Speaker at the next Sitting
of the House, that is, tomorrow.

Dr. N. M. Perera (Ruwanwella): If
we are not sitting tomorrow?

The Hon. Mr. S. W. R. D. Bandara-
naike (Minister of Health and Loeal
Government and Leader of the House) :
Then at the next Sitting of the House
on 2nd September.

PAPERS PRESENTED

(1) Twelve .sets of By-laws made
under Sections— .
143 (b) & 166;
166 & 170;
166 & 170 (5);
166 & 170 (9); and
205

of the Urban Councils Ordinance,
No. 61 of 1939.

(2) Six sets of By-laws made under
Sections

166 & 170; and
166 & 170 (3)

of the Town Councils Ordinance, No. 3
of 1946.
(3) Two sets of By-laws made under

Sections— |
148 & 267; and
267 & 272
2——7T. N. 13821 (8/48)
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of the Municipal Counecils Ordinanece,
No. 29 of 1947.—[Hon. Mr. Bandara-

naike. |
Ordered to lie upon the Table.

LEAVYE OF ABSENCE: MAJOR
MONTAGUE JAYEWICKREME

The Hon. Mr. A. E. Goonesinha
(Minister without Portfolio): I move,

*“ That Major Montague Jayewickreme, Mem-
ber for Weligama, be granted leave under Sec-
tion 24 (1) (e¢) of the Ceylon (Constitution)
Order in Council, 1946, to be absent from fhe

Sittings of the House for a period of three
months from Wednesday, 25th August, 1948.

Question put, and agreed to.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE: MR. R. G.
SENANAYAKE
The Hon. Myr. Goonesinha: I move,

** That.Mr. R. G. Senanayake, Member for
Dambadeniya, be granted leave under Section
24 (1) (e) of the Ceylon (Constitution) Order in
Council, 1946, to be absent from the Sittings
of the House, for a period of three months from
Wednesday, 25th August, 1948. "

Question put, and agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE :
The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: I move,

* That Government
precedence this day.”

Business do have

I move this Motion in order to enable:
us to get on with the Immigration Bill.
I do not know whether it will be
finished today, it may be that it may
not be and we will have to go on with
it tomorrow; but the intention is that
we meet today and go on tomorrow and
finish all Government work tomorrow
without meeting on Friday again. [
may also indicate that one more meet-
ing will be held on Thursday, the 2nd of
September, in order to pass some Sup-
plementary HEstimates and certain other
Government Business before the recess.
The House thereafter will be adjourned
till the 23rd of November.

Question put, and agreed to.

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

“ That if the Government Business on the
Paper be disposed of this day, this House a#
its rising this day, do adjourn until Thursday,
2nd September, 1948, "

If, of course, Government Business -
cannot be finished today, then another
Motion, will be introduced tomorrow,


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/

1935 Sittings of the House HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mpr. Speaker: The Hon. Teader of the
House may move the other Motion as
“well.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: I move,

“* That if the proceedings on the Immigrants
and Emigrants Bill be not concluded this day,

this House at its rising this day do adjourn :

until 10 A.M. on Thursday, 26th Augnst, 1948. "
Dr, Perera: What for?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: If the
- consideration of this Bill is not finished
today, to continue it tomorrow. Then
there are also other Government
Business waiting since last week to be
disposed of.

Mr. W. Dahanayake (Galle): T want
to ask the Hon. Leader of the House
to amend this Motion to read, ‘‘do
adjourn untill 2 p.M. on Wednesday,
1st September, 1948 *’ and also to make
the necessary consequential Amend-
ments in his next Motion. The Hon.
Leader of the House knows that we
have been deprived of a Private Mem-
bers’ day today, and he proposes to de-
prive us of yet another Private Mem-
bers’ day next week. T am sure he will
be generous enough to concede that the
Private Member is not altogether a
- nonentity as he would like to make out.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Far
from it. |

Mr. Dahanayake: Private Members
must have their day, and we certainly
resent every Private Member's day
- being encroached on by Government or
dismigssed airily by Government. We
insist on the Private Members’ day
being given an honoured place in the
Agenda of the Parliament.

The Hon., Mr. Bandaranaike: The
point I want to make again is this. T
do not want to leave hon. Members with
the impression that the Government has
any desire to ride rough-shod over
legitimate requests on the part of
back-benchers, and so on. But what I
-8ay is, is it really necessary at the tail
end of this Sitting, before we adjourn
for the recess, to have a Private Mem-
bers’ day? On a Private Members’
day, with so many Motions on the
Order Paper, what usually havppens is
that a Motion is taken up and that ie

Immigrants Bill 1936
probably talked out, even a Vote is not
taken on it somefimes. So, unless there
1s some particular reason for some parti-
cular Motion to be moved, I really do
not think that any useful purpose will be
served at all. 1 say that in order to
prove that there is no desire on the part
of Government to ignore what ean be
termed the legitimate claims of back-
benchers. Now, for instance, there is a
Private Member's Motion in the -
name of the hon. Member for Ruwan-
wella which may be a matter of very
great 1mporfance, regarding Budget
leakage. But there again, T should like
to say the Cabinet would like to see the
wording of the hon. Member's Motion,
and a Private Members’ day would
thereafter be allocated for it when we
meet again. But, Sir, to deal with a
matter like this at the tail end of a Ses-
sion will not, I think, be of any real
benefit at all. Hon. Members have
been here so long that I am perfectly
sure they would not like to come here
again on another day for the purpose
mentioned by the hon. Member for
Galle. That is why I say it is not
possible for wus, not in a spirit “of
unreasonableness, to accede to that
request.

Resolved :

" That, if proceedings on the Immigrants and
Emigrants Bill on the paper be concluded this
day, this House at its rising this day do adjourn
until Thursday, 2nd September, 1048, *

Resolved :

" That, if the proceedings on the Immigrants
and Emigrants Bill be not concluded this day,
this House at its rising this day do adjourn
until 10 o.M, on Thursday, 26th August, 1948, '*

IMMIGRANTS AND EMIGRANTS
BILL

Order read for resuming Adjourned
Debate on Question [24th August. ]

“Phat the Bill be. now read a
Second time. “"—[Hon. Miy. b §.
Senanayake].

Question again proposed.

2.10 p.m.
Dr. Colvin R. de Silva (Wellawatta-
Galkissa): Sir, T propose to take ‘only

about 10 minutes of the time of the
House this morning

The Hon. Mr, Bandaranaike: This
afternoon.
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1937 Immigrants and 25
~ Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: T am sorry,
this afternoon. But you will permit me
to say that I intend to take only 10
minutes not in order to satisfy any
whipper-snapper reporters of newspapers
who seem to be more concerned than
you, Sir, with the conduct of the Busi-
ness of this House. Yesterday, I was
dealing with the question of the right
of ently to workers in any country and
to any country, that is, the right of
movement to and fro. I do not propose
to elaborate that matter further but to
leave it at the point where it was
yesterday.

But today I want to take my point
of departure by reminding hon. Mem-
bers that for the purpose of a correct
immigration policy that has proper pro-
gressive features, it is necessary to draw
a distinction between two separate
aspects of what is normally termed
immigration, that is, the distinction
between the right of entry and the right
to employment. The necessity to de-
fend, as an absolute right for all work-
ers throughout the world, the right of
entry, the right to move to and fro, is
dependent upon the necessity that is
particularly present to the WOlkiug
classes of the world to avoid moving tc
and fro often in its own interests. But
the moment you come to the question of
the right to employment in a particular
_country, you come within the ambit of
a different question, the right of
movement to and fro being absolute
to all.

The right to employment, that is, Sir,
_the right to demand work or mainten-
ance from a particular State is absolute
only for those who come within the
ambit of that State’s powers and who
have duties towards that State. Now
that absoluteness which is thus confined
to the National State, you will see,
qualifies the right of work or mainten-
ance. It may be put in a more
startling manner, in an apposite form.
Sir, thele may be those who are always
concerned to cavil at us and deliberately
to misrepresent us, in the name of the
freedom of national newquperdom
that we stand in some peculiar way ior
the duty of the State of a given countiy
to give employment to the world. Wo
would certainly welcome if any State
can solve the world’s unemployment
problem in that way, . but.  we, .88
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Marxists, that is to say as realists,
start from the realities of the world scene
and do not convert our internationalism
into some form of astral abstraction.
The National State is a reality, and the
task of reality and the task of realistic
thinkers, that is to say, the task of
revolutionaues is to apply the inter-
nationalism of their approach to every
single political question, to" the actual
fact and reality of the National State.
Consequently, we say that the right to
demand work or maintenance is a right
which is primarily available to those
who fall within the ambit of a particular
State’s structure = addressed to that
particular State and Government. Not
till a World State arises can this right
oain the fullest expansion. If we look
at it this way we will see that resistance
to the control, or, in any other manner,

to the interference with the movemen’h
to and fro between various countries has
no relevancy, except from a reactionary
point of view, to the question of
employment and unemployment.

It will also be seen that, when the
matter is looked ab in that way, any
Bill which concerns itself with the im-
migration and emigration question in
the aspect not of unemployment or
employment, but in the aspect of the
right of movement to and fro, must algo
relate itself, necessarily, to the definition
of citizenship. Thus, it is not merely
by the fact that this Government has
presented these two Bills, one after the
other, and placed them before us cheek
by jowl, so to speak, that the funda-
mental inter-relationship between the
citizenship definition and the immigrant-
emigrant question arises. You will ses
that if you narrow or unjustly restrict
the definition of citizenship, and if -you
2o on to the stage of limiting the right
of movement, the right of entry and the
right of emplnvment only to those thus
}1auowly defined as citizens, you are
discriminating, between one section of
the inhabitants and the other.

Now, here, it is necessary briefly to
make one little point. The first neces-
sity, the first rule of and for those who
make an international approach, an
internationalist approach to political
questions, is to resist and to fight against
the introduction of diserimination either
openly or covertly on grounds of racisl
differénce within one’s own counlbry.
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[Dr. Colyin R. de Silva.]

I citizenship is defined in a form that
shuts out a certain section of the com-
munity, namely, a community of =
certain racial origin, from the rights of
citizenship, and even then you introduce
an Immigrants and Emigrants Bill by
which you take the power of controlling
the movement, particularly, of non-
eitizens and then seek to relate it further.
to shut out that section—as I demons-
trated yesterday it is not related to the
problem of vnemployment—you are, in
fact, claimiug the right to discriminate
on grounds of racialism as between
various groups in the community. I
know, and I realize, and, even if the
need is there, I will not take up the
time of the House to show that it is
difficult to introduce into the question of
racialism an adequate dose of reason.
But that is not the reason why we of the
Left, we of the Revolutionary T.eft,
should bend wunder the pressure of
racialist agitation and propaganda.

I want to remind this House—my
colleagues, be they of any Party—and
everyone who stands for the revolution-
ary point of view, that the old saying in
Marxism is that, *“ Tf you say “ A’ you
will be bound to say ‘B’. For the
same reason, I say, if you concede for
any purpose to a capitalist administration
& right of control of immigration, if you
concede for any reason to a capitalisi
administration the right to place so-
called five-year limitations for so-called
economic reasons, which are always class
reasons, then, you will find that on the
day that that power of control is used in

- the interest of the capitalist class against
the working class, or when a five-year
period is said to be converted into a ten.
year period, you have no reason logically
based on which to resist the expansion
of the principle. Consequently, it is
‘that my Party, whatever be the conse.
quences of it in current and contempox-
ary politics, will permit no invasion of
the principle and no relfxation of the
rigidity of its purpose. This Bill, which
this House has been asked to support or
to pass, is one of the blackest spots in
a Government of g thoroughly black
record, and time will yet show whether
the capacity of this Government to make
black blacker or to the ultimate blackest
point will yet be reached through this
Immigration Bill which they threaten
us with in some distant future,

L ]

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Ewmigrants Bill 1940
2.18 pr.m.

Mr. S. Thondaman (Nuwara Eliya):

_Mr. Speaker, hon. Members on this side

of the House dealt with most of the
major questions on this Bill on which I
mmtended to speak, and I endorse all they
have said. 1 do not propose to cover
those points again, hence, I shall be
brief. Not only inside this House, not
only in the Cabinet, but even outside this
House there are people who claim to be
employers of local labour. But, I
should like to point out to hon. Mem-
bers how and when this love and affection
for Ceylonese labour grew in their minds.
It happened somewhere in 1927 when
the Minimum Wages Ordinance came
into operation. According to that Ordi-
nance,-all estates and all employers who
employed Indian labour, had to pay a
minimum wage. Those who wanted to
avold payment of that minimum wage to
the worker, employed local labour, and
they called it an act of patriotism, an

-act of nationalism.,

Now, Sir, yesterday the hon. Thivd
Member for Colombo Central read certain
extracts from the *‘ Daily News ’’ which
contained statements in regard to the
love and affection the Hon. Minister
without Portfolio had for the Indians.
He was a spokesman for the Indians at
that time. But, once he achieved his
object, once he thought he had no use
for them, he did not hesitate to let
them down and disclaim them.

The Hon, Mr. Goonesinha: What did
they give me?

Mr. Thondaman: You know it well.
I agree with the Hon. Minister without
Portfolio that there was constant agita-
tion on the question of Indians in
Ceylon. But when did that agitation
actually come into being? It came into
being only after the Donoughmore
Constitution was adopted.

The Hon. Mr, Goonesinha: It was
much earlier. .

Mr. Thondaman: We have heard the

view expressed by the Hon. Minister

without Portfolio as far back as 1928.
In fact, when the Donoughmore Consti-
tution was introduced into this country,
and aduls franchise was granted, the


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/

1941 [Tmmigrants and
Hon., Minister without Portfolio and
others of his school of thought felt that
this country would be swamped with
Indians. They had a fear, and, in 1931,
the present Hon. Leader of the House
brought a Resolution forward to restriet
Indian labour. That Resolution was
referred to the Chief Secretary under
whose purview the matter came, and he
reported to the first State Council. He
said there was no cause for alarm. That
report of the Chief Secretary was ac-
ecepted by the State Council, and the
whole House - decided to appoint a
Commission to go into the question.
What happened then?

A Commission was appointed in pur-
suance of the Resolution of the State
Council. It was a homogeneous Board
of Ministers that appointed that Com-
mission. That Commission sat aad
went into the defails of this question
of immigration. Evidence was led and
several people, including the Hon. Min-
ister without Portfolio, appeared beforz
the Commission. A Report was pro-
duced by the Commission appointed by
the homogeneous Board of Ministers,
and, what did they say? The Commis-
sioners agreed with the Chief Secretary
and said that there was no cause for
alarm. The Report stated that
problem of unemployment was not due
to the presence of Indians in Ceylon.
Be that as it may, the Hon. Leader was
not satisfied with the Report because
Ceylon was granted adult franchise. At
every election one has to go to the
people and produce a Balance Sheet of
the work they did in the. House. But,
this Government, unlike other respons-
ible Governments, failed to do anything
constructive for the masses. They
wanted something to tell the .peopl.e.
They put all the blame for their omis-
sions and commissions on the Indians
here, and, as a result of that this Indian

uestion has been brought up. For the.
moment .I do not question thp right_ of
this Government to control future im-
migration into this country, but, {
strongly object to any measure brought
up by anyone, or however great a power
it be, that would affect the already
existing population of this country.

In this connection, one should k];f)w

> o T Jra

what the view of the Hon.OBrime vI\A i
< LB splys O

ister was. Speaking on the 8th of

25 AUGUST 1948

the _

Emigrants Bill 1942
November, 1928, the Hon. Mr. D. 8.
Senanayake spoke as follows on the
franchise question :

" Our desire is not to restrict the Indians,
but to ensure that they are settled here and.
are part of ourselves before théy are allowed
to share in the Government of the country.
We do not want to differentiate; we do not
want to discriminate. We do not consider fhe
Indians as aliens. We tell them ‘ Become part
of ourselves, become Ceylonese, and then share
in the Government of the country. ' " [OFFICIAL
Reporr, Vol. ITI, 1928, p. 1800.]

Today, we ask that same right which
was suggested by the Hon. Prime Min-
ister in 1928. We say, ‘“ Give us those
rights, give us those facilities.”” 1 ask,
are you providing those facilities in the
Bill before us? No! Yesterday the hon.
Member for Wellawatta-Galkissa told
us in plain words how this Bill,
if passed, will cause great hardship on
the Indian community in this country.
None of the Ministers, including the
Hon. Prime Minister, denied or disputed
that fact. In other words, they more
or less agreed that this Bill is going to
work hardship on the Indian Community
here. Nobody has, so far, on behalf
of the Government, told this House that
that is not the intention of the
Government. FEven according to the
general principles adopted by Inter-
national Law, when there is immigration
between two countries, and when new
legislation is provided, sufficient notice
has to be given. This is what is said
in the International Labour Code of
1939. On page 521, paragraph 857, the
following is stated:

" There should, whenever possible, be a reason-
able interval between the publication and coming
mnto force of any modification of the conditions
on which immigration or emigration or the em-
ployment of foreigners is permitted in order that
these conditions may be notified in good time
to persons who are preparing to emigrate. *’

What I have said is in respect of those
who are yet to immigrate into this
country. But, if that is the general
principle of -International Law, what is
the position today of this Bill? How is
15 going to affect the people already
here? I ask, is it fair to introduce
legislation such as is being introduced
today?

It was only last week that this Gov-
ernment introduced a Citizenship Bill
which it was able to steer through by
armajorily vote of eleven elected Mem-
bers." “When 1 speak of eleven elected
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[Mr, Thondaman.
Members, I mean that the majority was
eleven and that they were elected

Members.

Mr. Speaker: There is no distinetion
between elected Members and other
Members. Every hon. Member of this
House, including the hon. Member, is in
the same position. It is not Parlia-
mentary to make any distinetion between
any Member of the House hecause the
hon. Member himself is in just the same
position as other Members.

Mr. Thondaman: I have come here
on an election by the people.

Mr. Speaker: It is not Parliamentary
to make any distinetion between any
Member of the House. Kvery Member
of the House is just the same.

Mr. Thondaman: If this Bill is
going to cause hardship, as pointed out
by the hon. Member for Wellawatta-
Galkissa, then what is the difference
between this Bill and the Bill introduced
in South Africa called the Registration
of Asiatics Bill?

Speaking on the Registration of
Asiatics Bill in an interview, Dr. Malan,
the Minister of the Interior, explained
the intengfion of the Bill thus:

“ The Bill 1s generally intended to stop
effectively the further encroachment of Indians,
. and he hoped it would go further than that;
that is, as a result of the exercise of pressure
on the Indian, he will take advantage of the
inducements which are held out to him to leave
the country, so that the Bill is meant not only
to stop further encroachment but actually to
reduce the Indian population of the country. "

Speaking on the same Bill in the
Union Parliament hessays:

- I must say that the Bill frankly starts from
the general supposition that the Indian, as a
race in this country, is an- alien element in the
population, and that no solution of this ques-
tion will be acceptable to the country unless it
results in a very considerable reduction of the
Indian population in this country. ™

It by this Bill the Government’'s in-
tention is to reduce the present Indian
population, it is better to tell so plainly.
Even this Bill says that anyone can
come here at the will and pleasure of
the Government, and can stay here and
put up with the atrocities of the planting
community; otherwise you' have 1o
place. Does it speak well of any
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Government which boasts of democracy,
fair play and justice, to allow itself to
be in the hands of the employers, the
planting community of this country, so
that the foreigners would be more or
less slaves in this country? The Indians
in Ceylon shall not put up with such a
suggestion. If the Indians are not
wanted here, then it is for this Govern-
ment to tell the Government of India
what its attitude is. It is no use telling
things in a way which, in effect, is not
in the best interests of both countries.
If this Government is going to treat a
big population in this country as aliens,
I say that it will always lead to friction
between the two Governments. "There-
fore, 1 say that once and for all this
matter should be settled and settled
finally in the interest of all concerned.

2.32 p.M.

Major J. W. Oldfield (Appointed
Member): Not being handicapped by
the advantages or disadvantages of a
legal training, when I came to this
House I was under the impression that
this Bill was more or less a formal Bill,
very much in the nature of the Citizen-
ship Bill which was passed last week.
This is a measure which 1 consider
desirable and necessary for the protec-
tion of the State. It confains no doubt
controls which are objectionable but
which are, T must submit, very neces-
sary under the conditions prevailing in
the world today.

However this does not make it a good
Bill. T consider it a thoroughly bad
Bill. It is a gross interference with the
rights of the individual, but what can
you have when conditions are what they
are today throughout the world? I
appreciated, before 1 came to this
House, that this Bill was only put
before us for the purpose of allowing the
Government to frame Regulations and
when those Regulations came hefore the
House it would be the time for a very
careful survey to be tfaken. But it
would seem that that careful survey
has been carried out by hon. Members
of the Opposition in advance before the
Regulatjons and the implications of this:
Bill are before the House.

After listening to the Hon. Leaders of
the Opposition—the Hon. Leader and
the Hon. Deputy Leader, it T may so
refer to them, but perhaps T am more in
order in calling them the hon. Member
for Ruwanwella and the hon. Third
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Member for Colombo Central—I felt
that there were perhaps clauses in this
Bill which require some explanation as
to the intentions of the Government.
If T may say so, I consider that the
arguments of those two hon. Members
Wwere reasoned and moderate although, in
my opinion, they were based on wrong
premises.

I do not propose to deal at length with
their speeches, but I must refer to one
point made by the hon. Member for
Ruwanwella when he mentioned the
position in regard to passports before
World War I. He paid, I consider, a
very nice compliment to-a country, or
rather to an Association of countries,
which, as a rule he abuses and
endeavours to misrepresent; I refer to
what was in those days called the Bri-
tish Empire and today the British Com-
monwealth of Nations. He referred to
the conditions which prevailed when
passports were not required within the
British Empire. But the position then
was the same as it is today in regard
to most countries in Europe, and cer-
tainly in regard to entry into Russia.
Passports were then as essential as
they are today. I thank him for making
that reference to what prevailed under
Pax Britannica some 30 years ago.

There is just one point in connection
with the speech of the hon. Third
Member for Colombo Central. I am
he is not here. He mentioned

sorry
slavery on estates. All those hon.
Members, and those members of the

public who are acquainted with the true
facts, will realize that if that remark
is any criterion of the substance of his
eloquence, then his speech was com-
pletely wasted in this House. I would
submit that if any reference to slavery
on estates is an example of the rvalidity
of his arguments, then the other
remarks in his speech will not hold
water. : :

The hon. Member for Nuwara Eliya
Mr. Thondaman) seems very concerned
that this Bill was a definite attack on
the Indian community. I cannotf, with
any streteh of my imagination, see that.
We do not know what Regulations will
be framed under this Bill. As I have

already stated, the time will come for:

consideration of the question when those
Regulations are before us, but I cannot
see that this Bill is-any more an attack
on the Indians on our estates.or, else-
where than it is on the small community
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which I have the privilege of representing

here.

Then T shall refer to the speech of the
hon. Member for Wellawatta-Galle Face
[ Laughter]—I am sorry, Sir, Gal-
kissa. One is rather apt to associate
the hon. Member with Galle Face.
Incidentally, in my opinion, the hon.
Member made a very fine speech in
support of this Bill. 1 consider that
he made a speech in support of the
Bill better than any of the hon. Mem-
bers who oceupy the Front Benches on
the other side of the House could have
done. After listening to him I realized,
as 1 had never done before, the need,
the very urgent need, for this measure.

As I listened to him, I felt thankful
that I had not had a legal training and
that I could judge these proposals with
a certain amount of commonsense. The
hon. Member amused himself, but cer- |
tainly not us, by ventilating his alleged
superiority in all legal matters. He went
so far as to twit the Hon. Prime Minister
by referring to him as an amateur in such
matters. If T may say so, I prefer the
sound commonsense of the Hon. Prime
Minister to the legal training of the hon.
Member. The Hon. Prime Minister’s
commonsense has done more for this
country than the legal training of the
hon. Member for Wellawatta-Galkissa
will ever do. The hon. Member attacked
capitalism—I do not know and T have
never seen a satisfactory definition of the
term capitalism

Mr. D. B. R. Gunawardena (Kotte):
You will never understand.

Major Oldfield: What does he offer in
its place? T am sorry he is not here to
answer that question. He offers totali-
tarianism of the very worst kind that
ever existed in the modern world. He
offers the abolition of all freedom, even
the freedom of thought. That is all T
can read in his arguments.

I was certainly interested to hear him
say, as a representative of the Fourth In-
ternational or the Fifth International—
whichever it is T am not certain—that
he includes Stalin amongst the famous
bad men of the world. He mentioned
Hitler and Mussolini. If he thought a
little more, he would have included
Roosevelt and Churchill. He told us
that he includes Stalin with them. The
hon.0Third Member for Colombo Central
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has not told us what his reaction was to
that suggestion. It would be certainly
interesting to hear it one of these days.
Then the hon. Member went on appa-
rently to idolize Trotsky—I was going to
say deify Trotsky, but all deities are
outside his ideology. He went on to
“idolise Trotsky whom most people would
include with the famous bad men he
mentioned. He might have added
Robespierre, and Charlote Corday so as
- not to exclude the fair sex from his

. galaxy.

The hon. Member spoke for a very
long time in examining certain clauses
of this Bill. I suppose that it is one of
the advantages or disadvantages of a legal

- training that you cannot come to your

~ point till you wrap it up in a mass of
verbiage. He examined these clauses in

an attempt to show that they were direc-

~ ted against all human rights, all con-
ceptions of the—‘‘ liberty of the indi-
vidual "% 1 think is one of the exact ex-
pressions used. Instead of an appeal
to a Minister of the Government with
the right of ventilating grievances in
this House, I presume, Sir, that the
Member for Wellawatta-Galkissa
- would prefer the procedure which today
- 15 being enacted behind the iron curtain
which surrounds the Soviet Republics of
Russia. He would prefer slavery, the
econcentration camps of - Siberia, the
bludgeon or the bullet.

g Instead, Sir, of the right of appeal to
- the hon, Members of this House for the
. ventilation of any grievances against
- what may be considered an injustice
~ done by a Minister of the Government,
- there is being planned today behind
_ the iron curtain to which I referred, the
. destruction of civilization; and it is
- quite evident that we have, outside that
curtain, others who are also interested
in the destruction of civilization, in the
destruction of human rights and in the
equity and principles
which we know under democratic rule.

Sir, if T had had any doubts when I
- entered this House as to the desirability
of this measure, the urgent need, T
would say, of this measure, this prota-
. gonist of world disorder, world revolu-
tion, has convinced me of the necessity
of this legislation. The hon. Member
for Wellawatta-Galkissa haseonvineed

e

me that for the protection'6fdhe péopie
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of thig country, those people whe have
the true welfare of Lianka at heart, this
Bill is essential.

I have mentioned that under ordinary
circumstances, under conditions which
prevailed some years ago, this Bill
would have been considered a gross
violation of the liberty of the subject;
but, Sir, conditions are such today
that I consider it is essential that this
power should be given to the hands of
the = Government of the country. If
there is any question of misuse of that
power, this House has the right of in-
quiring into that, unlike under conditions
behind the  iron curtain; and it 1is
for these reasons that I shall support this
Bill. :

2.48 p.0.

Mr. I. M. R. A. Iriyagolla (Danda-
gamuwa): Sir, not being a member of
any Party, I think it is my duty to give
my reasons why I am casting my vote
for or against this Bill.

Hon. Members: For or against?

Mr. Iriyagolla:
against the Bill. _

When you consider the actions of the
Hon. Prime Minister in the past, up to
the moment of his presenting this Bill,
you will see that there is some good or
bad motive behind it; according to him,
a good motive.

First, he came to some agreements
with the British and gave over the
aerodromes and harbours of our country
to them.

The Hon, Mr. D. S. Senanayake
(Prime Minister): No.

The Hon. Mr. J. R, Jayewardene
(Minister of Finance): Question!

Mr. Speaker: The Hon. Prime Minis-
ter denies that statement. The hon.

Necessarily, 1t is

- Member must accept that denial as

correct.

‘Mr. Iriyagolla: All right, Sir, I accept
his denial. Then he took over the
Ministry of Defence and also the Police
Department after separating it from the
Minigtry of Home Affairs. '

Mpr. Speaker: T think the hon, Member
need not conecern himself with the
biography of the Hon. Prime Minister.
Let him confine himself to the subject-
matter before us, :
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Mr. Iriyagolla:
connection, Sir.
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There is some

Mr. Speaker: I am afraid I cannot
allow that. iy

Mr. Iriyagolla: Whatever it may be,
he is expecting some revolution in the

near future and is perhaps . trying to-

safeguard his Party and his friends.

The Hon, Mr. Bandaranaike: What
are all these suppositions? Are they
relevant?

Mr. Iriyagolla: I am not as experi-
enced a Parliamentarian as the Hon.
Minister of Health. He took me to task
the last time for keeping my legs
apart; but, knowing as I do the past
record of the Hon. Minister, T am afraid
to keep them closer,

Whatever it may be, this Bill gives
enormous and large powers to the Min-
ister, so that at his sweet will and
pleasure he can allege that such-and-
such a person is conspiring against the
Government and put him in jail with-
out trial. Therefore, I am opposed to
the vesting of these unlimited powers
in anybdoy as I am opposed to dictator-
ship. In short, T am opposed to this
Bill not because 1 love my people less,
but becaue I love justice more.

The Members- of the Government are

going round the counfry and telling the
people that thosé who opposed the
previous Bill and those who will oppose
this Bill are fraitors to this country;
but, history will show who the real
traitors are. I will say this much, that
if the Front Benchers on the other side,
including people like the Hon. Minister
of Health, who is only consistent in
inconsistency, love this country once, I
love my country ten times more. I
am opposed to this Bill because T am
opposed to dictatorship and because I
do not wish to see such large powers
vested in one single Minister so as to
enable him to put innocent people who
hold opposite views to his in jail.

Thank you, Sir.

2.54 p.m,

Mr, Wilmot A. Perera (Matugama):
T did not intend to speakdionshis Bil,
but after the remarks 'of * the” hon.

25 AUGUST 1948

Emigrants Bill 195&
Appointed Member (Major Oldfield), I
feel that one has to express one's
digsent from his views of demoecracy.

The Hon, Mr. Bandaranaike: What
about the legs of the hon. Member for
Dandagamuwa?

~ Mr, Wilmot A, Perera: We will leave
the legs alone, for the present. 3

In introducing this Bill and the one
previous, Sir, the Hon. Prime Minister
almost said nothing. I felt that he—
in his wisdom—thought it fit not to say
much, although he intervened when the
hon. Member for Ruwanwella (Dr.
Perera) was addressing the House to say
that there was no racialism intended in
the Bill, that is to say, taking both
Bills together. But after the remarks
of the Hon. Minister of Food and the
Hon. Minister without Portfolio, one
has to face the truth, however un-
pleasant it may be, that though there
may be many facts, there can be only
one truth; and that is, that this Bill is
intended to impinge on the rights of a

large section of the population of this

country.

This Bill and the previous one bristle
with provisions which endanger the very

fundamental rights of human beings

and, in the concept of the modern
world, T feel that a Bill such -as this
should have no place.

2.56 p.Mm.
Mr. K. Kumaravelu (Kotagala): I

rise to speak on this Bill, Sir, because it
affects that section of the population

which my group represents in this
House.
The hon. Member for Wellawatta-

Galkissa (Dr. Colvin R. de Silva) ex-
plained lucidly yesterday and today the
obnoxious clauses that are contained in
this Bill, and I shall not repeat them
again.

““ There is no conceivable extremism
of man’s inhumanity to man that can-
not be justified on at least grounds of
high policy, ’ said Sir Radhakrishnan in
one of his speeches on the U.N.O. Thig
Bill completely reduces a large section
of the population to a form of slavery
almestrrunknown in any other part of
theworld today.
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[Mr. Kumaravelu. ]

Sir, I want it to be understood per-
fectly well and clearly that my Party,
and the group that represents the
Ceylon Indian Congress in this House,
are for restriction of future immigration
into this country. But any measure
calculated to liquidate a whole section
of the permanent de facto population of
this country is not restriction of immi-

gration, and when it is presented to us’

in such a form, it behoves us to lodge
our emphatic protest against it.

I hope you will bear with me if I
deviate to some extent to state how
mmigration started from India a
century ago. Questionable means were
adopted by the then Government of this
country and the planting interests to
attract a labour force from India.
Many of the labourers were kidnapped
from market and other places in India
during festival occasions. That was not
all, Sir. This Government and its pre-
decessor—this Government cannot deny
that it is. the lineal descendant of the
former Government that existed in this
country—have time and again assisted
Immigration into this country. A

I will now read a paragraph from the
Administration Report of the Controller
of Indian Immigrant Labour for 1926,
On page 11 of the Report, para. 106,
we find the following reference to the
agitation on the part of the Indians here
who wanted emigration from India to
Ceylon to be banned:

** Certain politicians, disregarding the ele-
mentary right of British subjects to emigrate in

- search of a livelihood, would like, for political

reasons, to ruin Ceylon planting capitalists by
cutting off the estate labour supply.  Some
South Indian employers object to the economic
and social effects created in South India on
labourers by emigration to Ceylon. For these
and other reasons certain persons would like
to prohibit emigration to Ceylon. The Indian
and Ceylon . Governments, however, instead of
trying to ruin Ceylon estates and the prospects
in Ceylon of Indian labourers by making the
latter a pawn in a political game, have set
about removing all just grounds of complaint
regarding the labourer's lot. The more sue-
cessful the policy of the two Governments is,
the greater will be the popularity of Ceylon in
rural South India, where its name is already
held In great respect, and greater will he the
amenities of the deserving Indian labourers
working in Ceylon. " .

I have quoted this from the Report
?vntten by a Ceylon Government official,
In order to point out to the present
Government that it cannot brush® asids

e e m—
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our objections to this Bill on the score
that the Government of this country
had no part at all in the immigration of
Indians to this country. '

It is said in certain quarters that a
section of the indigenous population were
the pioneers in opening up the planta-
tions. While contradicting that claim in
its entirety on the ground that it is not
in accord with the facts, may I say
this? Assuming, for the sake of argu-
ment, that members of the indigenous
population were in fact the pioneers in
opening up the plantation areas, the
accusation that it was the Indians who
robbed these lands from the peasantry
of this country cannot hold water.

Indian labourers were recruited not
‘merely to develop the plantation areas
but also for the major public works
carried out by the Government itself.
Monuments have been erected to the
memory of these labourers, and some of
these monuments can be seen even
today. To mention two, may I refer to
the monuments erected at Kalawewa and
Nuwarawewa -

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Monuments for whom?

Mr. Kumaravelu: For the Indian
labourers who worked on these schemes.

The Hon. Mr. D. S, Senanayake:
Kalawewa and Nuwarawewa? .

Mr. Kumaravelu: Ts it not prepos-
terous to class these people and their
descendants as temporary residents, and
subject them to these trials and tribu-
lations, at the sweet will and pleasure
of the Ministers?

I am not at all surprised at the
position taken up by the representatives
in this House of the Planting communi-
ity, the Appointed Members. Their
support of this Bill is consequential to
thelr support of the Ceylon Citizenghip
Bill. When they supported the Citizen-
sh}p Bill they must have made up their
minds to support the Immigrants and
Emigrants Bill as well.

May I remind these hon. Membeis

that they and their predecessors,
. through their  various associations,
helped TIndian immigration into this

¢ountry, in the past? They, and their
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representatives in the Government of
the day, have, time and again, given us
assurances that they would safeguard
the right of the Indians here. _
Not very long ago, in 1939 to be
exact, when this was the burning prob-
lem of the day, they gave the Indians
‘here a very categorical assurance. I am
quoting from a report which appeared
in the ** Times of Ceylon ’’ of July 10,
1939, under these captions, '

“* Planters Perturbed. '’; '* P.A. and C.E.P.A.
will zealously guard their rights in the matter
of Indian labour. "

This is the text of the report:

“In view of the repatriation scheme that has
!)een brought into operation, at the last meet-
ing of the Planters’ Association Sfanding Com-
mittee for Liabour, Excise and Medical Wants,
members discussed the state of anxiety that
exists among immigrant labour on estates, con-
sequent on recent legislation passed in regard
to certain classes of non-Ceylonese employees in
Government Departments. They decided that
the following resolution should be circulated
among District Planters’ Associations,—

‘ The Planters’ Association of Ceylon is aware
of the anxiety that exists among estate labourers
due to recent action taken by Government
against cértain classes of non-Ceylonese employed
in Government Departments. The Planters’
Association of Ceylon, supported by the Ceylon
Estates Proprietary Association, desires publicly
to assure all concerned that estate labour is a
matter in -which it is vitally interested, and
that it will oppose with all the strength at its
command any measures which are likely to
affect the well being of estate labourers, and
will specially resist any action that may be
directed towards the involuntary repatriation of
Indian labourers on estates in Ceylon. '

I appeal to the representatives of the
planting industry to stand by their
pledges and not to retreat, for the sake
of convenience; from the position they
took up in the past.

Sir, this Bill has been rushed through
in indecent haste. When he introduced
the Oeylon Citizenship Bill, the Prime
Minister told this House that there
would be three classes of citizenship
provided for by three separate Bills, (1)
the Ceylon Citizenship Bill, (2) the
Indian Residents Citizenship Bill, and
(3) the Commonwealth Citizenship Bill,

and that legislation would follow
defining  these  various types of
citizenship.

We maintain that this hurried legis-

lation is both diseriminatory and recrimi-
~ natory. This Bill is numbered Z{O,_after
the Ceylon Citizenship Bill, which, wvas

numbered 19. We maintain'that atter
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the Ceylon Citizenship Bill (No. 19
Bills Numbers 20 and 21 should have
been those relating to the ecitizenship
rights of Indians and Commonwealth
subjects. That would have made the
position simple and straightforward. T
make that assertion, because .1t was
only yesterday that it was made clear
to us that all those who do not come
under the purview of Bill No. 19
(Ceylon Citizenship Bill) would be dealt
with under this Immigrants and
Emigrants Bill.

It has been maintained by this Gov-
ernment ~and its predecessors that
domicile of choice would be preferred to
the accident of birth, but now this Bill
confradicts that position, and relegates.
a good portion of the population of this
Island to the status of temporary
residents. This is not merely adding
insult to injury: it is humiliation with a
vengeance. This Bill, in its present
form, cannot be considered as an Aect
based on professed high policy, for the
simple reason that it does not confer the
liberty for which we have been fighting
so long for a section of the people of this
Tsland.

This Bill intends to perpetuate a form
of slave trade which is highly vicious.
The arbitrary powers vested in the Min-
ister is repugnant to all ideas of eivil
liberty, and the death-knell of healthy
trade unionism in this country has been
sounded. This Bill affects the entire
plantation workers. The boundary for
** eriminal trespass ’’, which ran along
the four corners of 'the estate has been
widened to include the whole Island. =

Where then shall we seek for the Foar
Freedoms? In the name of democracy,
which this Government professes time
and again to adhere to, in the name of
justice and fair play, we ask that this
Bill be stayed till the other two Bills
have been passed, and that this Bill be
reintroduced in a form that would be
in keeping with the noble tenets of
Buddhism and " the traditions of the
Sinhalese race. Then and only then
would it be possible for us to give our

whole-hearted collaboration and support.

In alt humility, I appeal to the Prime
Minister not to treat our plea lightly.
T agk him to allow the back-benchers on
the Giovernment side a free vote on this
Bill.. Members in the back benches
thers have told me that they regard this
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[Mr. Kumaravelu. ]
Bill as iniquitous and vicious, and if a
free vote were allowed, I am sure that
an overwhelming majority in this
House would vote against this Bill.

5.14 p.m,

Mr. E. E. Spencer (Appointed
Member): Mr. Speaker, I propose to be
very brief. _

The hon. Member for Kotagala start-

- ed his speech with a heart-rending ap-
- peal to our sympathy on the plea that
this Bill imposed slavery on Indians
here. That bogey has already been
laid by the Appointed Member (Major
Oldfield) a few minutes ago. I do not
{ propose to add anything more on that
aspect of the question, except to say
that there is not a grain of sense in any
| such allegation.

Hurthermore, reference has been made

to repatriation. As far as I am aware,

- no mention of repatriation is contained
in this Bill.

Mr. Kumaravelu: Deportation.

My, Spencer: So I suggest the hon.

- Member should wait for the Bill that

18 coming—I understand it is called the

Indian Seftlers Bill—and nof seream
before he is hurt.

3.16 ».u.
~ Mr. S. J. V. Chelvanayakam (Kan-

1;a_ke’s‘-amturai): It was my intention to
enter into a detailed analysis of this

- Bill. But now I do not think it proper

for me to detain this House to listen to
such an analysis as that task has been
80 admirably performed by my hon.
Friend the Member for Wellawatta-
Galkissa.

I do not approach this Bill from any
revolutionary point of view. I am not
a revolutionary. But what I am, I am
known to be.

The Hon., Mr. Bandaranaike: What
is that?

Mr. Chelvanayakam: But I will cer-
tainly approach this Bill from a demo-
cratic point of view, from the standards
get in that country where tha Ton.
Leader of the House wag educated,
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from the standards set in that country
wherefrom the hon. European Appoint-
ed Members come. I shall judge the
Bill not by the standards set by these
people when they went to India and the
colonies and tried to create legislation
in fear of uprisings and revolutions and
wanted to suppress them.

It is my intention to attempt to show
that this Bill should not be a blot on our
Statute Book, that the Statute Book of
this country should conform to the
highest traditions of legislation that had
ever been enacted in any country
whatsoever.

Approaching the matter from a demo-
cratic point of view, one of the essen-
tials of democratic legislation is this,
that is for a government not to take to
itself any more powers than are
necessary. The liberty of the subject
demands that the executive shall ap-
propriate to itself the minimum of
power and, as a corollary to that first
principle, comes the second principle,
namely, that except in very exceptional
cases the rights between an administra-
tive department and the subject shall
be  determined beforehand by an
independent  tribunal, namely, the
courts. -

It is not questioned in any part of
this House that every country must
have its immigration and emigration
laws and that for the purpose of con-
trolling immigration and emigration
appropriate powers should be vested in
the Government to deal with real
immigrants and real emigrants.

If you take the immigrants and
emigrants of any country, you will see
that they form a very minute proportion
of the population, and in dealing with
such a small section of people that pass
through the ports of a country, you as-
sume for the officers of Government at
times powers that are necessary to deal
with such people. But to assume all
these large powers which are found in
this Bill to deal with a class of people
that will not be more than ten per cent.
of the population of this country, T say,
is to belie the principles of democracy
for which this Government and the
House stand.

The Hon. Mr, Bandaranaike: You
cannot understand those principles. '
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Mr. Chelvanayakam: T.ook at the
powers that are granted to the adminis.
trative department and to the Minister.
They have been detailed by hon. Mem-
bers of this House already. Look at
Part ITV—* Supervision of activities of
Persons other than Citizens of Ceylon ’,
As has been amply pointed out by hon.
- Members, into this category of persons
other than citizens of Ceylon will fall a
very large section of the people of this
country, a section which is not criminal
in its manner of living, a section which
1s most peaceful and has in regard to
crime records a nil return. All that
category of people will fall into Part IV
of this Bill. And what is more, into
that category of persons will fall .a large
number of others who are non-citizens
by reason of the very restrictive nature
of the Citizenship Bill which has just
been passed in this House.

When you deal with such large sec-
tions of the people, you do not expect a
_ democratic Government to assume to
itself all the powers that are vested in
the Minister and the Department under
the control of the Minister, as envisaged
in this Bill that is before the House.
In England, T make bold to say

The Hon\. Mr. Bandaranaike: Who
decides in Tngland?

Mr. Chelvanayakam: to the Ap-
pointed Members who defended this Bill
that a piece of legislation of this nature
affecting a large section of the perman-
ent residents of that country will not be
tolerated for one minute. They have
a history of having fought for the liberty
of the subject against the Government.
In point of fact, during times of emer-
gency, departments were dealing with
functions which should properly have
been dealt with by courts. FEven His
Lordship the Chief Justice of FEngland
protested against it, and wrote a book
on the question, called ‘‘ The New Des-
potism '’. Even such things as ad-
ministrative tribunals dealing with small
disputes between the Government and
the administrative department on the
one gide and the subject on the other
were matters which were opposed, and
the dispute culminated in the ism}e of
a book by His Lordship called ‘ The
New Despotism ~. DBut they say that
for administrative efficiency and quick-
ness of despatch of business a .certain
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amount of administrative adjudication

on matters are necessary. But even
that is reduced to a minimum, and that
is during times of emergency. But
here, during normal times, we are
granting to the Government powers
which are not thought of by a democra-
tic Government which is very anxious
to see that the liberty of the individual .
subject is preserved.

The fact of the matter is that this
Government is creating a Bill or law for
other people. What happens in Eng-
land is that when they frame a piece of
legislation, they legislate for themselves.
But one can easily read behind the :
minds that are responsible for this
legislation, that they frame legislation,
not for them to administer but for
others to administer. That is the dan-
ger. If they are administering this
law, we feel sure that it will be
administered fairly. But if some other
person has to administer it for them,
what is going to happen? ~ Perhaps they
do not expect that to happen, and
therefore  they  ave assuming—the
Department, the Ministers ana others
above the Department—powers unpre-
cedented in a democratic Government.

The hon. Appointed Memper (Major
Oldfield) spoke of the Camps in Siberia.
I have not studied conditions in Siberia
or gone to Siberia. Bub, granting
conditions to be so, we must see what
caused these Camps, what caused these
revolutions in Siberia. It is because the
Czarist Government assumed to  itself
powers which no English Government
ever dared to assume to itself.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: What
about Stalin? His powers are much
greater.

Mr. Chelvanayakam: There is one
matter which is common to my hon.
Friends the Buropean Appointed Mem-
bers and the Government. It is this,
that = they fear a  revolution. I
characterized the earlier piece of legis-
tion as panickly legislation, and I repeat
that T am going tq characterize this
Bill in the same way. The Govern-
ment is fearing the whole time. I tell
the hon. Members of this House that
the European Appointed Members
feared the Hon. Prime Minister at one
time. .1 was at school when they
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[Mr. Chelvanayakam.]
feared him. Twenty-five years ago the
compatriots of my hon. Friend the
Appointed Member (Major Oldfield)
feared Mahatma Gandhi. Then, by a
process of thinking, they felt that he
was the safest connexion for the
British Empire. That was before that
great soul’s life was ended.

I do not get easily frightened. I am
not frightened of these revolutionaries.
They have got to be elected to this
House by our people, and I do not want
any piece of legislation to be passed on
the grounds supported by my hon.
Friend the Appointed Member (Major
Oldfield) who said that this piece
- of legislation is necessary to stave off a
revolution. We have confidence in the
judgment of the people of this country.
The only way to help a revolution is to
produce a  repression  beforehand.
1 History tells us that repression is the
‘thing that feeds a revolution.

Judged by the legal standards in
which we have been brought up, namely,
the legal standards of the principles of
justice that have grown up in the
democratic country of England, which I
still appreciate and admire, 1 say that
this Bill is a bad piece of legislation and
1t 1s a piece of legislation which should
not be a blot on our Statute Book.

If T were advising the Hon. Prime
Minister in respect of a piece of legis-
lation like this, I would tell him that it
18 not necessary to assume all these
powers in respect of any Immigration

or Emigration Ordinance and to apply
~ them to such a large section of popu-

lation, the  permanent residents of this
country.

Judged from the point of view of a
democratic approach to a question,
without examining, but assuming it is
necessary to have all these features of
the Bill which have been referred to by
hon. Members who have preceded me,
there are other defects. This is a piece
of patchwork legislation. If.is a Bill
drafted in”bad style. You take from
some piece of legislation which you con-
sider a standard of some other country
certain powers of deportation, removal,
surveillance and other extreme powers
which are made to apply to a narrow

class—I have already referred to these—

and then apply such powers to a large
section  of  population. - NMow  the

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Emigrants Bill 1960
justification no doubt w:ould be .that
similar powers are found in other pieces
of legislation in other countries. But
you miss the point that similar powers
are found in other pieces of legislation in
other countries relating to a very much
narrower class.

When you legislate, for example, for
the unsound in mind, you give powers
of* control over the unsound in mind.
But you cannot take that piece of legis-
lation and that power and exercise it
over everybody else. Powers that are
needed to deal with exceptional cases,
you cannot put into a Bill which deals
with not only exceptional cases but a
very large section of the people.

From the political angle, it has already
been stated that this discriminates

-against a large section of the people of

this country, namely, the Indian immi-
grant population. All the objections that
I have urged against the Citizenship Bill
will apply to this. Quite apart from
that, dealing with a class of people who
are not being given citizenship rights, it
would still have been possible to have
legislated for that class in a different way
to what is being done here.

Take, for example, people who have
been born and been resident in this
country for fifty years. They are to
come under the operation of this Ordi-
nance. They may have lost all contact
with any other country. They may live
here for five hundred years, but still they
will come under the power of surveill-
ance, for the reason that they do not
come under the definition of ¢ eitizen
in the earlier Bill. It would have been
quite possible to have drafted a piece of
legislation, leaving out long standing re-
sidents out of the operation of the Bill
It would have been quite possible to ap-
ply it to exceptional cases among immi-
grants and emigrants, but unfortunately
the Bill has been drafted in a bad form
to apply to a large section of the people,

utilizing powers which are not meant for

application to such a large section. The

draftsmen of this Bill have not even

taken into consideration the general con-
ventions and recommendations of the
International T.abour Organization, of
which this country is a member.

Now clauses 11 (2) (a) and 31 (1) (a)
provide for the removal from this coun-
try even of labourers who are not citizens
but have been resident here for a very
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long period and are unable to support
- themselves and their dependants. Now

+this is absolutely contradictory to Article
881 of the International Labour Code,
which provides specifically that on the
ground of their not being able to support
themselves, labourers who have been re-
sident in a country for a certain number
of years should not be removed.

There are various other conventidns
and recommendations of the Internation-
al Labour Organization, of which this
country is an honoured member, which
are being contravened by the provisions
of this Bill. Nqw, why is it necessary
to take all those steps? I say it has
become necessary to do so, because this
legislation is approached in a very wrong
spirit. It is approached in a discrimina-
tory spirit and in a spirit of fear from the
point of view of the exclusion from the
body politic of a certain section of the
people. Therefore, on behalf of my
Party, T oppose this Bill as a bad piece
of legislation embodying principles which
ought not to be the subject-matter of
legislation in this country.

3.33 pP.M.

Mr. H. Sri Nissanka (Kurunegala): T
felt that it was my turn to speak in Sin-
halese, but since T had not given you
notice, the intention to do so will have
to be deferred, and whatever I have to
say about this Immigration Bill will have
to be said unfortunately in English.

I do not hope, Mr. Speaker, to speak
long, nor do I hope to convince hon.
Members on the opposite side of this
House. But I owe a duty to my con-
science and to my Friends on this side
of the the House, and may be to some
of those on the other side who may yet
have a kind thought for me, to say why
I propose to oppose this measure. 1T do
so, because by voting for this Bill T do
not want to betray my people. By that
word I mean that the passage of this Bill,
as far as T can understand it, is going to

hasten the day of this revolution even by -

one day sooner than most of us ever
hoped it would come.

The Hon. Sir John Kotelawala
(Minister of Transport and Works):
Tet it come!

Mr. Sri Nissanka: Because, Mr.
Speaker, there is nothingdike proyve:
cative legislation to evoke® provocative
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reciprociy on the other side. By kind-
ness alone can you win your enemy, not
by repressive measures. That is the
faith to which I am pledged. This
piece of archaic legislation might well
have been used ten years ago. -

We are somefimes at a loss to under-
stand, although we have nothing to say
against the British people as such, why
the nomjnated British vested interests
are so anxious to rise up in all their
enthusiasm and gallantry to back up
proposals of this kind brought by the
U.N.P. Government. :

The Hon. Sir J. Kotelawala: Because
that is the Party that governs.

Mpr. Sri Nissanka: I do wish to remind
hon. Members of this House, and parti-
cularly my hon. Friends of the Treasury
Bench, of the remarks of Mr. Dulles,
personal adviser to Mr. Thomas Dewey,
the President-to-be of America. He had
stated—and it is reported by Reuter
today—that the Red menace is some-
thing that ecannot be crushed, that there
are sixteen governments which are
controlled by the Communist forces,
and that twenty-five per cent. of the
world is today Communist. That per-
centage is increasing perceptibly and
gradually. There is no need attempting
to put this evil day off by bits of legis-
lation anf calling them by whatever
name you like. A rose by any other
name would smell as sweet. And al-
though it is stated rather innocuocusly
on the cover of this Bill that this is an
Immigration Bill, to my mind—and, if
I read aright the thoughts of the
Appointed Members, in their minds—
this is an anti-Red Bill, an attempt to
crush the Red movement.

Now, Si1, the Reds are not such fools
as all that. They are a clever lot of
people, and if you try to deport a Red,
you will find yourself deporting the
wrong man. The Red will be here, and
the man you deported would be the
other chap. Similarly, regarding the
smuggling of documents from abroad
and the examination of baggage and
so on, you will find that the goods and
baggage and the letters you want to
keep out of this country will arrive from
other sources, and the people who had
given that information fo the Minister,
upon which he is to act and upon which
he is to search that particular individual,
will ofind nothing in his pocket.
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[Mr. Sri Nissanka.]

I had a strange experience whilst
travelling by train to India. I was in
the company of some person, when
into his hands a mysterious document
was thrust. The train reached Talai-
mannar Pler and, before the light of
dawn was upon us, a powerful search-
ligcht was thrown on the compartment
im which this person was fravelling.
The Police came up to the spot and
asked him, ““ Mr., Are you So-and-so?’’
He said, ‘‘ Yes, and what is more, T
know the orders which are in your
breast-pocket.”” The Superintendent in
that particular case was Mr. Arndt. I°
am pulling no long bow, Sir; I am tell-
ing .you a perfectly true story. And
Mr. Arndt was told that a carbon copy
of the document, the secret document.
sent to him by a secret messenger by
the Inspector-General of Police, was on
that person who was travelling by that
train.

So what is the idea of trying to put
up a paper wall, or trying to stop the
waves of the great ocean, as old King
Canute tried to do? T would appeal to
the Members of the Government to
follow the good advice of Mr. Dulles,
that one of the best ways of meeting the
Red menace js not by attempting to
crush it, but by trying to fall into line
with the democratic ideals of the world
and to democratize your ways of
thought, your ways of government and
your attitude towards the other humans
of the world. \

For these reasons, and because of the
undemocratic and dictatorial powers
which are vested in the hands of the
Minister, and because I see in the
distant future the dangers that may
arise from legislation of this sort, T take
the liberty of expressing on the Floor
of this House my opposition to this
Bill and the reasons why I shall vote
against it.

Mr. Speaker: The Hon. Prime Minis-
ter has no right of reply, but if the
House agrees, he can reply.

3.43 p.Mm.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake :
I might not have asked for permission
to reply, Sir, if T had not listened to
the last two speakers before 1 applied
for permission. The last two speakers

happen to be two K.Cs with g oreat
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reputation for advocacy, and 1 know
that as advocates, their duty is not to
be concerned with their conscience or
the truth, but to plead their case as’
best they could. Although I had heard
that stated outside the courts, since 1
had had no personal experience of it,
it was with a great deal of regret that
I listened to these gentlemen today, not
only because I have a great regard for
their knowledge, but because T thought
that they had a high sense of duty as
Members of this House, not so much to
plead a cause as to give a well-considered
decision,

My hon. Friend the Member for Kan-
kesanturai (Mr. Chelvanayakam) spoke
of thig Bill as something that does not.
exist in other parts of the world, as
something strange and new. He went
so far as to quote from some convention
regarding labour. He went on to say
that nowhere else in the world are
people sent away when they are in un-
fortunate circumstances, when they
cannot support themselves. 1 believe
my good Friend has read more of Ceylon
law than the records of proceedings of
conventions in other countries. Does
not our Ceylon law permit of destitutes
being sent away? And is that not the
law that my good Friend is helping to
administer in the courts? When he
himself helps to administer a law for
sending away destitutes, why should he
object to this provision here in this Bill,

-and pretend to be very indignant and

say that a grave injustice is being done
to these people who should be treated
better? :

Another thing T noticed he said was
that we are legislating against a perti-
cular class of people in Ceylon. I
dare say we are legislating for all people
in Ceylon, because we are concerned not
only with immigration bug with cmigra-
tion as well. Bug the clauses that the
hon. Member for Kankesanturai referred
to relate only to immigration. He asked
us why when a person has been refused
admission to this country he should not
be dealf with by a Court here. But I
must say, with what little knowledge
of the law T have been able .to gather
from the lips of others, that a person
has got to be resident in this country
before he could be dealt with by a Court
here. 8o, till a person is resident here,
the Courts of this country have no
jurisdigtion over him. That is my
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beliet. The Courts have no jurisdiction
over a person who is not a resident of
thig place

Mp. Chelvanayakam: If found in this
country, he is liable to the jurisdiction of
our Courts.

Mpr. Speaker: The Hon. Prime Minis-
_ter referred to those people who do not
‘belong to this country.

. The Hon. Mr. D, S. Senanayake:
- over a person who wants to enter the
country, and for whom permission is not
to be given. I would like my hon.
Friend to tell me in which country is
that authority not vested in the respec-
tive Minigter? Which is the country?
If that is so, why should he consider this
Bill to be such a horrible piece of legis-
lation that will bring disaster to us?

Now, with regard to the vesting of this
authority, it has been stated that a Min-
ister, whether it is the Prime Minister
or any other Minister, should not be
vested with such an authority as this,
but that it should be vested in a Judge
of the Supreme Court or in some other
Judge. I do not want to say anything
either about the Supreme Court or with
regard to its efficiency to deal with any
matter that comes before it, but at the
same time I should like to say that I
certainly feel that in matters of this
nature there is no other person or body
of persons more competent than this
- House to deal with them. I say this
House, because we are the representa-
tives of the people, the elect of the

people, and as elect of the people T sav
this House is the best and the
highest authority that could deal

with matters of this nature. After all,
the Minister who exercises this authority,
whatever Party he may belong to, exer-
cises it on behalf of the country and on
behalf of the people, and as such he 18
answerable not only to this House but
also to the country. I wonder what
better safeguard you could have 1n
political matters than that.

Now when I listened to the way in
which some of my hon. Friends expressed
their indignation by threatening us with
dire consequences, I felt that they must
have been a bit agitated within the last
fow days. Tt is quite possible that thev
could have been speaking of the United
National Party going to thecountry over

ga——7T. N. 13821 (8/48)

B

25 AUGUST 1948

* with dire consequences.

Bmigrants Bill 1966

this issue, and that may have worried
them a bit. After all, they are not the
kind of people who depend on, I should
say, the wishes of the people. They are
people who wish to bring about a differ-
ent state of affairs, a revelution, accord-
ing to their way of thinking, whether it
is acceptable to the people or not, and
they hope and predict that if we do not
submit to their will, sve would be faced
And my good
Friend the hon. Member for Kurunegala,
I see, has already fallen a victim to that

threat. He told us that he would have

been a party to this Bill 10 years ago,
but that now owing to this red menace
or rather the red influence spreading all
over the world he saw no reason why he
should not act according to his con-
science. That was the attitude he
adopted. If my good Friends have got
convictions, if they feel that they should
act according to their convictions, and if
they are prepared not to shed their blood
but to shed other people's blood, T would -
say this much, that there runs red blood
even in our veins.

Mr. Dahanayake: Blue blood.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Yes, it may not be the stinking blood
that my hon. Friend thinks of. -Be that
as it may, I say that for our people and
for our country we are willing, Sir, to
stand up not only to the threats that
are held out but to face up to any con-
sequences arising therefrom. All sorts
of dire consequences of what is going to
happen to us were mentioned. I was
surprised that a man of such intelligence,
such bearing and such courage should
have thought that these threats were
going to sway us in"any way. T wasg
really surprised.

Now, with regard to my hon. Indian
Friends, I might say this much. T
quite agree with what the hon. Appoin-
ted Member (Major Oldfield) had to say
in regard to this Bill. T feel more con-
vinced now than even before this Bill
was brought forward as to the mecessity
for it, because one of the reasons that
was given in opposing this Bill was that
the revolutionaries must be allowed to
come here, that thev must have free en-
try and that they must be permitted to
play the game that they wish to play.
Well, my good Friends may think that
that is the best thing for the countrv, but
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if we feel that it is in the interests of the
country to keep these revolutionaries
away from the country so as to preserve
and to maintain the peace and good
harmony of this country, we cannot be
blamed for taking this step.

Now, with regard to the fear of nmy
Indian Friends at the haste that they
seem to be complaining of in introducing
this legislation, T can say this much, that
we have not been so hasty as they geem
to think. T believe it was in 1939 that
Pandit* Jawaharlal Nehru came to this
country, and it was my good friends who
then made representations to him that
immigration of Indians into this country
should be stopped. The reason for their
attitude may have been that they could
have driven a harder barcain with the
planters if there was a shortage of labour.

But, however that may be, it was the.

Indians themselves who wanted

immigration to be restricted.
Mr. Thondaman: Yes.

The Hon. Mr. D. S, Senanayake:
Yes, it was done by you and not by us.
At that time we ourselves mentioned to
Pandit Nehru and others that, as too
much of an Indian population was
- coming -out here, there must be "some
control. But, of course, we did not
want to control. immigration without
some sort of negotiations or talks with
India. But no sooner had . Pandit
Nehru crossed over from here to India
than he introduced restriction of immi-
gration to Ceylon. We did not complain.
If anything, we think he rendered us
some service. But what I want to say
ig this. In 1939, it was not only we,
but their greatest” leader, T suppose he
is the greatest leader today, thought
that eontrol of immigration was neces-
sary, but still my good Friends want to
know from us why there is this inde-

cent haste to introduce- this Bill. I

after 9 years, the introduction of this
Bill could be said to have been intro-
duced in haste, I wonder how they
would describe the action that was taken
by Pandit Nehru. From that time I
must say it had been the earnest de-
sire of Government, not the present
Government but the lagt Government,
and the earnest desire of even the
patriots of India to settle this question
to the satisfaction of both parbies with-
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out doing any injustice to anyone. But
it there is anyone who has prevented a
settlement, it is these very people who
speak so loudly——

Mr. Thondaman: No.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
What is the use of saying “ No "’'? My
good Friend can say, *“ No . He can
speak today as a labourer, and tomor-
row he can speak as a capitalist. He
an speak today as a Ceylonese, and to-
morrow as somebody else. I mean, a
person m that capacity can say ‘‘ Yes ”’
or ““ No ”’, but the fact is, if there is
anybody who has prevented a settle-
ment, it is these very people who want
to exploit the unfortunate Indian
labourer who is not allowed even to lead
a peaceful life. T do not want to de-
lay the House any longer because, if I
speak for a 'longer time, my throat will
get worse, and my position will be
worse than that of the Indians. How-
ever, I can give this assurance heye,
that is, under the Citizenship Bill that
was passed the other day, anyone who
18 ‘entitled to be a Ceylonese, not any-
body who wants to be a Ceylonese to-
day and something else some other
time, but anyone who has got a just
claim to be a Ceylonese, will be treated
as a Ceylonese. There is just one
other thing T should like to mention,
and that is this. I remember when I
went to India for rice, one of the first
things they told me was, *“ We will send
our population rice and not to any
others.””

Mr. Thondaman: Sinhalese are also
Indians.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake s
I do not want to say anything more,
except to say that an Tmmigration Bill
is necessary and that control of immi-
gration is necessary. There is no pro-
vision here in our Bill which is not found
in any other Tmmigration Bill of any
other country. We have oot to look
after Ceylon, and Ceylon has got the
right to determine its population. We
have got to see that the number of
people who come here and live here are
controlled.

Question put.
The  House

Noes, 35.

‘divided: Ayes, 53,
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The Houn. Mr. D. 5. Senanayake

The Hon, Mr. 8. W. R. D
Bandaranaike

The Hon, Mr. A. E. Goonesinha

The Hon. Mr. T. B, Jayah

The Hon. Mr. J. R. Jayewardene

'I'héagon. Sir Johm Kotelawala,

The Hon. Mr. E. A. Nugawela

The Hon. Mp. A. Ratnayake

The Hon. Mr. Dutlley Senanayake

The Hon. Mpr. C. Sittampalam

The Hon. Mr. C. Suntharalingam

Mr. M. D, Banda

P. B. Bulankulame Dissawa

Mr. G. R. de Silva

Mr. H. 8. Ismail

Mr. A. P. Jayasoeriya

Gate Mudalivar Kariapper

Mr. H. D. Abeygoonewardane
Mr. S. J. ¥. Chelvanayakam, K.C.
Mr. W. Dahanayake

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva

Mr. P. H. W. de Silva

Mr. D. B, R. Gunawardena
Mrs. Kusumasiri Gunawardena
Mr. D. F. Hettiarachchi

Mr. T. B. Ilangaratne

Mr. I. M. R. A. Iriyagolla
Mr. K. Kanagaratnam

Mr. P. G. B. Kenneman

Bill aceordingly read a Second time.

Bill referred to a Committee of the
Whole House—[Hon. Mr. D. S. Sena-

nayake. |

Mr. Speaker: The Sitting is suspended

till 4.30 »p.m.

Sitting accordingly suspended until
4.30 p.m., and then resumed.
Bill considered in Committee.
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AYES
Mr. V. Nalliah
Mr. H. de Z. Siriwardana
Mr. A. R. A. M. Aboobucker
Mr. H, W, Amarasuriya
Mr. C. E. Attygalle
Mr. P. L. Baunddhasara
Mr. G. A. de Zoysa

Mudpliyar M. M. Ebrahim
Mr. S. U, Ethirmannasingham
Mr. J. J. Fernando

Mr. W. Leo Fernando

Mr. F. H. Grifiith

Mr. D. 8. Goonesekera
Mudaliyar D. P. Jayasuriya
Major Montagne Jayewickreme
Mr. D. D. Karunaratne

Mr. N. H., Keerthiratne

Mr. Rosslyn Koch

Mr. 8. H. Mahadinlwewa

NOES

Mr. J. C. T. Kotalawela
Mr. V. Kumaraswamy
Mr. P, Kumarasiri
Mr. K. Kumaravelu
Mr. K. V. Nadaraiah
Mr. R. S. Pelpola

Mpr. A. Reginald Perera
Dr. N. M. Perers

Mr. Wilmot A. Perera
Mr. K. Rajalingam
Mr. L. Rajapaksa

Mr. T. Ramalinkam

Bill.

[MR. SPEAKER it the Chair. | Bill.

Bill—Committee 1970

Mr. J. Aubrey Martensz
Major J. W. oOldfield, C.M.G.-

- .C.

Mr. S. A. Pakeman, O0.B.E, M.C.,

E.D.
Mr. T. B, Panahokike
Mr. Albert F. Peris
T, B. Poholiyadde Dissawa
Mr. 4. R. U. Premachandra
Mr; D:. A. Rajapaksa
Mr. J. A, Rambukpota
H. B. Rambukwelle Dissawa.
Mr. ¥. G. W. Ratnayaka
Mr, H. L. Ratwatte
Mr. M. Senanayake
Mr. R. G. Senanayake
My, KA. Sinnalebbe
HMr. E. E. Spencer
Mr. K. V. D. Sugathadasa

Mr. D. Ramanujam

Mrs. Florence Senanayake
Mr. S. A. Silva

Mr. H. Srl Nissanka, K.C.
Mr. T. B. Subasinghe

Mr. S. M. Subbiah

Mr. A. L, Thambiayah
Mr., 8. Thondaman

Mr., C. Vanniasingam

Mr. C. V. Velupillay

Mr. W. P. A, Wickremasinghe

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the

Crause 3.—(Ports of entry and

departure.)

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the

Cravse 1.—(8hort Title.)
Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

' CrAUSE 2.—(FHzemption from- operation
of Act.)

Mr. P. G. B. Keuneman (Third
Colombo Central): T gave notice of an
Amendment. I move, to leave out all
words in lines 14 and 15.

You will notice that sub-clause (a)
seeks to exempt persons who are
members of His Majesty’s N:w_al,
Military or Air Forces. I am opposing

the sub-clause as a matter of principle

because we do nobt approve of the Gov-
ernment’s policy of allowing British
forces in Ceylon, and we do not think
quch persons should be exempt under
this Bill.

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

Crauvse 4.—(Officers and
servants. )

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.
Cravse 5.—(Powers and duties of
Officers.)
The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

"1 move, in page 3, immediately aiter

line 20, to insert at end:

‘* (8) The Permanent Secretary or any Assist-

“ant Secretary to the Ministry may exercise, per-

form or discharge any power, duty or function
vested in, or imposed or conferred upon, the
Controller or an authorized officer, by or under
this Aect. 3

The Chairman: The Amendment pro-
posed by the Hon. Prime Minister is to
come immediately after sub-clause (2) in
Clause 5: that is, after line 20.

Question, that those words be there
inserted, put, and agreed to.
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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 6.—(Authorization by Minister
or Controller to act on his behalf.)

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
I move, in page 3, line 22, to insert after
the word ‘‘ authorise *’ the words ‘‘ the
Permanent Secretary or any Assistant
Seeretary to the Ministry or”

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

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake: I
move, in page 3, line 23 to leave out the
words ‘‘ any power, '’ and insert ‘‘ any
power (other than the power conferred
by section 31).”

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.

. Question, that the Clause, a8 amend-
ed, stand part of the Bill, put, and
agreed to.

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

Crauvse T.—(Authorization by Control-
~ ler of other officers to act on his
behalf.) )
(Question, that the Clause stand part
of the Bill, put, and agreed to.
Clause ordered to stand
S
Crause 8.—(Application of Part III).

part of the

Mr. Keuneman: I move, in page 8,
line 40, to insert at end:

; or,

(¢) he has been resident in Ceylon for a
period of at least six months within the five
years immediately preceding the appointed day. '
- I think you will see that in this Clause
the list of persons who will be exempted
are a large body of people who are al-
ready resident in Ceylon for a long
period. I feer that, while there might
be some justification that new persons
entering for the first time might have to

go through restrictions of this nature, °

I do not think that such’ regtrictions

Bill—(Commitiee 1972
should fall upon persons who have been
working here and who have been
contributing towards the development of
the country.

Question, that those words be there
inserted, put.

The Committee divided (under Stand-
ing Order 48): Ayes, 25; Noes, 48.

Mr.. Thondaman: I move, in page 3,
line 40, to insert at end:

or
(¢) he or she is the holder of a permanent
residence permit. ' .
Question, that those words be there
inserted, put, and negatived.

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

CLAUSE 9.—*—(En-t-ry to be at approved
ports of eniry only.)

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.
Cravse 10.—(Documents required at
the time of entry.)

Mr. Keuneman: I move, in page 4,
line 11, to leave out all words from the
word “‘ permit *’ to the word ‘* issued *’
in line 13.

In the course of my speech on the
Second Reading of this Bill, T said that
this was not the way in which to ‘solve
the problem of labour. I do not think

a temporary residenee permit should be
allowed.

If this Amendment is passed, I ghall
move consequential Amendments to the
other Clauses of the Bill.

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.

B_}C{lause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

CLAUSE 11.—(Documents of entry not to
be issued to certain persons.)

Mr. Keuneman: The Amendment I
have to ‘move is to delete gub-
clause (2) (d). I move, in page 4, to
leave out all words in lines 37 to 41.
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. The Chairman: Does the hon. Member
for Ruwanwella press his Amendment?

Dr. Perera; No.

Quqst1011, that the werds proposed to
be left out, stand part of the Clause,
put, and agreed fto.

Mr. Keuneman: My next amendment
refers to the deletion of sub-clause (f).
I move, in page 4 to leave out all words
in lines 44 to 47, namely, ‘ fails to
fulfit such other requirements as the
Minister may impose in the public
interest by special or general instructions
issued in that behalf.”

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

Mr. Keuneman: My next amendment
seeks the deletion of sub-clause (i.) which
reads: ;

“ 1s declared by order of the Minister under
section 12 to be a prohibited immigrant or a
prohibited visitor.

I therefore move, in page 5, to leave
out all words in lines 4 to 6.

Question, that the words proposed to
be lett-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.—(Power of Minister to
declare persons to be prohibited
immigrants or prohibited wisitors.)
Mr. Keuneman: I move the deletion

of the whole of Clause 12.

The Chairman: The hon. Member
may vote against the whole Clause
when 1 put the Question.

Mr. Keuneman: Very well, Sir.

The Chairman: There 18 an
Amendment of the hon. Member for
Kopai.

Mr. C. Vanniasingham (Kopai): I

move, in page 5, line 86, to ingert at
end the words:

“ Provided that no such order shall be made
against a person entitled to a permanent or
temporary residence permit under,the, proyigiong
of Section (14) (2) and (3). "

A4——J, N! 13821 (8/48)
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Bill—Committee 1974
The object of the Amendment I am
proposing is to see that a person who.is
permanently or temporarily resjdent
may be dealt with under the crdinary
law of the land and not be subject to
any other law.

Dr. Perera: I think the position taken
up by the hon. Member is with regard
to the law governing normal citizens.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: This is
a section dealing with deportation. If
it 18 knocked out, there will be no reason
for deporting people at all.

The Chairman: This is a section which
gives the Minister power to declare
certain persons as prohibited immigrants
or prohibited visitors.

4.45 p. M.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: This

~ must apply to persons before they come

to Ceylon.

Mr. Vanniasingdham: I am contem-
plating the case of a person who wishes
to come back to Ceylon after a short
stay outside. For purposes of argu-
ment, let us take the case of the hon.
Member for Nuwara Eliya. He is
entitled to a temporary residence permit
or permanent residence permit. He
leaves for India on a short holiday and
he wants to come back and the Hon.
Minister may apply Clause 12

The Chairman: He has got to get a
passport to leave Ceylon.

Mr. Vanniasingham: He will be
readily given a passport because they
want to get rid of him.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: There is pre-
cedent in that matter. Mr. Sacklat-
vala left India with a passport for
England and actually became a Mem-
ber of Parliament in England but was
not allowed re-entry into India. 1If it is,
in fact, the intention of the Government
not to include such people as have such
residence  permits, why should the
Government resist the clarifying of the
matter by an Amendment?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
What about the case of Lord Haw-Haw?
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Dr. Colvin R, de Silva: Lord Haw-
Haw! Since he has been referred to,
there are two factors that might be
remembered; his actual nationality was
in doubt and he was ultimately acquitted
on the ground that he had no British
nationality and therefore could not be
treated as a traitor. He had acquired
German citizenship. Lord Haw-Haw,
having lett Germany, was entitled to
return to it. I think it is proper to
permit a little time on this. The
Government should appreciate that this
is a subjeet of genuine apprehension.
The matter that is being raised by this
Amendment is very important for, as a
consequence of the Citizenship Bill,
there is going to be a large number of
people who are going to be subjected to
the issue of temporary residence permits,
Now, Sir, such people should not come
under that form of prohibition, because
they are not people entering; they are
merely people temporarily out of the
country for some business of their own
such as the Hon. Prime Minister is
going for very soon. In that matter at
least I would suggest that, in accord-
ance with the principle that the Bill is
alleged by the Government to possess,
there is no need to make a distinction
between people who have the necessary
descent and people who have the
necessary residence.

_The Hon. Mr. D. S, Senanayake
There is a difference between residence—

Dr, Colvin R. de Silva: T said there is
no need to make the distinction in this

- The Chairman: T quite see that. I
quite realize that fhis proviso is net out
of Order. 1t can be moved. The reason
stated by the hon. Member for Kopai
is that no such order should he made
against a person enfitled to a permanent
or temporary residence permit,

. Mr. D. B. R. Gunawardena:
I would like to mention what happened
to a former Member of this House, the
Member for Avissawella. Affer heing
away in America, when he came back
to Fngland, he was prevented from
leaving that country for 21 vyears.
was not

given a wisa to come back to
Ceylon. -

be refused

He

Bill—Committee 1976
The Hon, Mr. Bandaranaike: Under
our law he can.

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

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Cravse 13.—(Requirements as to
endorsements).

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Cravse 14.—(Requirements as to visas
and permits.)

Mr. Keuneman: I move, in Clause 14,
sub-clause 3 (a), to leave out ‘ or tem-
porary residence permit ’ in lines 33 and
34 and insert after the word ° Act’ in
line 43 the following:

~3POr

(iii.) in the case of a person who was
ordinarily—" "'

The Chairman: We will put the first
Amendment first.

Mr. Keuneman: This is divided into
two—permanent residence permit and
temporary residence permit. Shall 1
read the whole of my Amendment?

The Chairman: Yes.

Mr. Keuneman: After the word
“ Act ” in line 43, add the following
words :

RO

(iii.) in the Icase of & person who was

ordinarily resident in Ceylon for a period of at
least six months within the five years im-
mediately preceding the appointed day.'’

In other‘words, T want a new category
added to the class of persons who cannot
the permanent residence
permits. '

The Chairman: The hon. Member for
Kopai has sent another Amendment algso
to the same effect. :
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Mr. Yanniasingha,m. There is also
another Amendment in regard to sub-
clause (3) (a) (i.) which I would like to
place before the House.

I move, that the words ‘ husband »r°
be inserted between the words  the’
and ‘ wife ’ in line 35.

Might I explain my Amendment?

The Chairman: That is quite clear.
You want ‘‘ husband ’’ also included.

Mr. Vanniasingham: The House will
remember

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
May I suggest that, instead of the words
*“ husband or wife '’ the word *‘ spouse

“be inserted? 1 move that.

Mr. Vanniasingham: It is all right.
Dr., Perera: T have an Amendment.

The Chairman: You have  no

Amenqun‘s.

Dr. Perera: I have an Amendment on
the question of spouse.

The Chairman: I shall first put to the
House the Amendment of the Hon.
Prime Minister.

Question, that the word ° wife ' pro-
posed to be left out stand part of the
Clause, put, and negatived.

Question, that the word ‘ spouse ' be
there inserted, put, and agreed to..
What

Mr. Keuneman: about my

Amendment?

The Chairman: That is further down.
T got to put that together with the last
item.

Mr. Keuneman: I want a new category
of people to whom

The Chairman: You want the words
““ or temporary residence permit’’ in
lines 33 and 34 to be deleted?

Mr. Keuneman: Yes, and T want to
add something else.

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

256 AUGUST 1948
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The Chairman: Now you withdraw
your Amendment.

Mr. Keuneman: I want a new sub-

clause (8) (iii.), the new sub-clause will
lead thus: _

‘ (1ii.) In the case of a person who was
ordinarily- resident in Ceylon for a period of at
least six months within the five- years
immediately preceding the appointed day.’

The Chairman: There is one from the
hon. Member for Kopai which is more
restricted than yours. His Amendment
reads thus: ' :

** In the case of a person who, being a sub-
ject of a State which is a Member of the British
Commonwealth of Nations, was ordinarily resi-

dent in Ceylon for a permd of at least five years
preceding the appointed date.

Mr. Vanniasingham: I move that the
following new sub-clause (3) (a) (iii.) be
added_ and sub-clause (3) (b) deleted :

‘In the case of a person who, being a sub-
]cct of a State which is a Member of the British
Commonwealth of Nations, was ordinarily resi-

dent in Ceylon for a period of at least ﬁve years
preceding the appointed date.”’

The words ‘‘ British subject '’ have no
legal connotation after the Nationaliby
Bill of 1948. So that, to be more speci-
fic, 1 want the words “ British subject ™’
to be deleted and the words ‘‘ a subject
of a State which is a Member of the
British Commonwealth of Nations *’ in-
serted. Under the new sub-clause, 'I
also want those who are resident for five
vears to . be entitled to permanent
reSidence permits.

The Hon. Mr. C. Suntharalingam
(Minister of Commerce and Trade):
What about the Colonies?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: The
Colonies are not Members of the Com-
monwealth. British Commonwealth
only refers to the Dominions.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: It is worth
agking the Members of the Government
whether, in the drafting of this Bill and
e%pecmﬂx in using the term *‘ British
subject '’ and the like in this part of the
Bill the final forms in which the British
Nationality Bill and the Commonwealth
Nationality Bill were passed have been
taken into consideration. You will see
that in the final form in which it was

passel-——-
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The Chairman: The Government has
introduced

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Dealing
with the rights of the British subjects
as well as the citizens of the new
Commonwealth.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: Because in
the form in which it is here you will be
now introducing limitations because a
British subject is a person who is a
citizen of Britain and her colonies.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: That is

right.
Dr. Perera: May I move my
Amendmnet?
The Chairman: Where does your

Amendment come in?
Dr. Perera: Sub-clause (3), line 44.

The Chairman: We are still dealing
with sub-clause (3) (a).

Dr. Perera: My Amendment will be
to sub-clause (3) («) because I want to
move the deletion of a portion of sub-
clause (3) (b). My Amendment will
become sub-clause (3) (a) (iii.).

I move, in lines 44 and 45 the

words “ No temporary residence permit
shall be refused ’ be deleted.

Then you will have

The Chairman: That has already

been put.

Dr. Perera: There is a slight
difference between that Amendment
and mine.

The Chairman: The hon. Third Mem-
ber for Colombo Central moved an
Amendment to the same effect. You
also want the same thing.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Y5
covers the same ground.

Dr. Perera: The hon. Third Member
for Colombo Central provided for six
months within the five years. T am not
purporting to change any permanent
residence permit or temporary residence
permit.

Bill—Commitiee 1980

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Then
what do you propose?

Dr. Perera: I propose to move, in
the case of thoge who are ordinarily re-
sident in Ceylon for a period of at leagh
five years, that they be granted either
permanent  residence  permits or
temporary residence permits in
accordance with their wishes.

The Hon. Mr., Bandaranaike: You
want a separate Clause?

Dr. Perera: No. Might T make the
position clear, Sir? Sub-clause 14 (3)
(b) will remain as a part of sub-clause
14 (3) (a), so that it will read:

““No permanent residence permit or
temporary residence permit shall be refused—

(i1i.) in the case of a person- who, being a
British subject, was ordinarily resident in
Ceylon for a period of at least five years im-
mediately preceding the appointed date.'

5.0 p.m.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: We
can put it to the House, Sir.

Dr. Perera: That person will be
entitled either fo a permanent residence
permit or a temporary residence permit.

The Chairman: That is exactly what
the hon. Member for Kopai (Mr. Van-
niasingham) wants: ““ In the case of a.
person who being a subject of a State
which is a member of the British Com.
monwealth of Nations, was ordinarily
resident in Ceylon for a period of at least
five years preceding the appointed date.”’

If the hon. Member for Ruwanwella
is in favour of adding those words, T will
put the Amendment of the hon. Member
for Kopai to the House.

Dr. Perera: T do not object, Sir.

Question, that those words be there
added, put.

The  Committee

divided  (under
Standing Order 48):

Ayes 28; Noes 49,

The Chairman: That removes the
Amendments of both the hon. Member
for Ruwanwella and the hon. Member
for Kopai, both of which cover the
same ground, and of the hon. Third
Member for Colombo Central.
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Mr, Thondaman: I have an Amend-
ment in regard to Clause 14 (3) (b)
dealing with permits for temporary
residence. I move, in page 6, line 47,
to leave out the words ‘° five years
and to insert *“ one year .

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

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

(‘lause, as amended, ordered to stand
part of the Bill.

Clauses 15 to 18 ordered ‘to stand part
of the Bill.

Cravse 19.—(Inspection of letters, dc.)

Dr. Perera: Might we get some in-
formation from the Hon. Prime Minister
in regard to this Clause? This seems
to be so vague. Precisely what is the
scope of this Clause?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
What do you want to know?

Dr. Perera: What is the scope?
The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

The scope is to prevent communication
with any other part of the world in
pursuit of activities inimical to the
interests of Ceylon.

Dr. Perera: That would mean that
every private letter would be subject to
a kind of censorship.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That depends on the person involved.

Dr. Perera: There should be some
limit to the control of communication
that is contemplated

The Chairman: I do not know whether
the hon. Member is raising the question
of somebody examining a letter, for
instance, addressed to his Majesty the
King, as it occurred in India when an
official of the Indian Union opened a
letter addressed to His Majesty by the

Nizam.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: Yes, of
Hyderabad. But you will  please
remember that the Indian Union and
Hyvderabad have now reached a stage
of quasi war. That .is, therf_\l 18 an
embargo and a certain boycott being
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operated locally by the Indian Union
which, you will appreciate, has further,
by the present operative Standstill
Agreement, been conceded the right of
controlling the foreign affairs and
relations of the Hyderabad Government.

What I wish to stress in this matter,
supporting my hon. Friend on my right,
is that this is to take during normal
times powers which are normally taken
only in abnormal times.

The Hon. Mr. Suntharalingam:
What is normal to us is abnormal to
them.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: T am entirely
ready to concede, Sir, that we are in
a period of utter abnormality both under
this Government and under this parti-
cular Minister; but the point is that we
must give the normal dictionary
meaning to the term ‘‘ abnormal *’.

Sir, T do wish to urge the Hon.
Minister : '

The Chairman: The Amendment
proposed is to delete the whole Clause.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
By this Clause we do not propose to
examine all letters; this is to enable us
to examine those letters that we consider
necessary.

Dr. Golvin R. de Silva: That is just

the point, Sir, that there are no safe-

guards here in respect of diserimination
against particular persons on grounds
which are extraneous to that which
purports to be the objective of the
Clause.

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

The Committee divided (under Stand-
ing Order 48): Ayes, 48; Noes, 29.

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Clauses 20 to 23 ordered to stand. part
of the Bill.

Cravse 24.—(Application of
Part 1V.)

Mr. Thondaman: I move, in page 11,
line 15, to insert:
£ S Ot

he Cor'she’is the holder of a permanent residence
Pery.
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The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: That
follows on the previous Amendment that
has been lost, Sir.

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

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

Clause ordered stand part
the Bill.

to of

CLAuse 25.—(Power to impose
restrictions on persons by Order.)

Mr. Keuneman: There is an Amend-
ment by me to delete the whole of
sub-clause (1) of Clause 25.

- The Chairman: In that case you can
vote against the Clause.

Mr. Dahanayake: I have an Amend-
ment, Sir. I will move it in case of the
entire deletion of sub-elanse (1)——

- Mr. Keuneman: Are you taking sub-
clauses (1) and (2) together?

~ The Chairman: Yes, I am taking the
- whole Clause.

Mr. Keuneman: Can I say a few
words on sub-clause (2)? ;

The Chairman: Anything earlier?

Dr. Perera: I move, in page 11, line
18, ‘to insert after the word °‘ restric-
tions ©*  the words °° prescribed by
previous regulations ’’.

Might I explain this Amendment, Siy?
This Clause provides for restrictions
being imposed by Order. You will
notice the various items this Order
might include, like the form of registers
to be kept, and so on. Now in every
other case they are imposed by Regula-
tions which come before this House, bub
in this particular case this Order will
not come before this House. My pur-
pose is to see that these- details are
embodied in a Regulation as suggested

by the Hon. Prime Minister, and that

this House is the place where the
details of the Order are decided.

. What T do not understand is this: he
is going to provide by Order a large
number of details which, surely, should
be the subject of a certain amount of
consideration by this House. Burely,

——

T
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Sir, matters like restrictions on: $he
activities of associations of such persons,
the circumstances in- which authorized
officers and Police Officers may exercise
certain powers in relation to such per-
sons and so on, are things that ought
to come under the cognizance of this
House?

I do not see how the Hon. Prime
Minister can object to this because it
does not take away any of the powers
he has. All that is stated in my
Amendment is that such details should
be provided by regulation. The Minis--

‘ter's powers to carry out the terms of

the Order are not sought to be removed.

The Hon, Mr. Bandaranaike: Details
cannot possibly be the subject-matter of
Regulations.

The Chairman: Does the hon.
Member intend that all these sub-clauses
(a), (b), (c), (d), &e., should be matters
to be settled by Regulation?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: That
18 what he wants.

1984

Dr. Perera: Before the Order should

come into operation we should see to it
that it is based upon a Regulation which
specifies certain conditions for making
such an Order, * '

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: What
he wants is that the Order itsclf should
come before the House. . :

The Chairman: Let him continue.

Dr. Perera: No, Sir, T have no wish
to have the Order brought up before the
House.

What the Clause states is that ** the
Minister may, by Order impose
restrictions . . and . provision
may be made in the Order in respect of
all or any of the following matters. "’

2.15 p.m.

The Order has reference to these
matters, and I am merely suggesting that
if these matters were provided for by
Regulation, we would know sshat
precisely the Order would deal with, in
broad terms. We are mnot asking that
the specific  Order * be placed before

s

L

ity
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The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: The
Order  imposing  resfrictions  on
persons

The Ghairman' You want to know the
reasons for the Order?

Dr Perera: The precise points on
which the Order is to be passed.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: The
points are mentioned in the Clause itself.

The Chairman: Any one of these

points, (a) to (g).
- The Hon. Mpr. Bandaranaike: All

that he can ask for is that the Order
be placed before the House.

Dr. Perera: The Order would contain
the form of registers fo be Ixept by
authorized officers.

. The Chairman: That will be by
Regulation.

Dr. Perera: That should be by
Regulation. '

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: If T may add
a \\ord to what has been said

The Chairman: Before I allow the
hon. Member to speak, I want to know
whether the Amendment is in Order. 1
am not satisfied that the Amendment is
in Order.

Dr. Perera: Why is it not in Order?

The Chairman: You want these words

added,

+ any of the following matters
that are prescribed by previous
Regulations.”

That would be meaningless here.

Dr. Perera:
will set out

The previous Regulation

The Chairman: You want all these
matters to be preseribed by previous
Regulation?

Dr. Perera: Yes.

not an

The Chairman:. That is
It would

Amendment to this Clause.
be meaningless to say:

25 AUGUST 1948
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" The - Minister may, if he deems it
expedient in the publie mtereat make Order on
the following matters——'

and then to provide——

Dr. Perera: ‘‘ May make Order
imposing certain restrictions omn . . .
I am not touching the second part of
this Clause which states, ‘‘ provision
may be made in the Order in respech
of all or any of the following matters.”’

The Chairman: You want to ptit. in
words to catch up with the first part of
the Clause. Paras. (a) to (g) cateh up

* with the first part of the Clause.

Perera: Para. (a) refers to,

the circumstances in which
~such persons may be required to
furnish returns :

Dr.

This House should know in what ecir-
cumstances these persons should be
required to furnish returns, and those
circumstances should be preseribed by
Regulations. :

The Chairman: To move that those
words be added would be out of Order—
" prescribed by previous Regulations.”’

7
The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: What
can the Regulations prescribe more than
what is stated in paras. (a) to (¢)? The
hon. Member wants- the Order to be
approved by the House before it is put
into effect. That cannot be done.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
May we proceed to vote on the
Amendment?

The Chairman: T am not satisfied that
the Amendment is in Order. If it is
not in Order, I shall have to rule it out.

Dr. Perera: This Clause refers to the
form in which registers are to be kept.
That is a subject for regulations.

Mr. Wilmot A. Perera: May I suggest
that the words ‘‘ prescribed by previous
Regulation "’ be inserted after the word
*“ restrictions ’? ‘. . . . The Minister

may by Order Jmpose restnctions
prescribed by previous Regulation.’

The Chairman: I can understand an
Amendment to that effect,—‘ The Min-
ister may, if he deems it expedient in
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The Chairman. ]
the public interest, by Order impose
restrictions  prescribed by previous
Regulation. . .”

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Ilven
that would be out of Order.

The Chairman: It will be out of Order
111 the context of the Clause.

Dr. Perera: I have no objection to
that Amendment.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: You
want the Order to be placed before the
House?

_Dr, Perera: I have no objection to
the words I suggest being added after
the word ‘‘ restrictions *

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

The Chairman: The hon. the Third
Member for Colombo Central wants sub-
clause (2) of Clause 25 to be deleted.

Mr. Keuneman: Yes. I move, in
page 12, to leave out all words in lines
8 to 11. 1t is a dangerous sub-section,
making it possible by executive fiat to
prevent even a strike on a plantation.
Under this section, the Minister can by
Order enforce restrictions on the move-
ments and activities not only of indivi-
duals but of whole classes and groups
of persons.

Immigrant labourers brought under a
temporary residence permit, or a per-
manent residence permit, if they take
part in a strike, can, by an administra-
tive.fiat of the Minister, be prohibited
from continuing the strike, and they can
be forcibly deported.

No Member of this House who is in-

terested in the labour movement can
-support this provision.

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

- The Chairman: There is  another
Amendment, by the hon. Member for
Galle: to add as a third sub-clause,
these words :

. An Order made under this Section shall

set out the reasons moving the Minister fg

make such Order and shall be subject to appep!
6 the Supreme Court." -

Bill—Committee 1988
Mr. Dahanayake: In moving this
Amendment, 1 would remind the
Prime Minister that he told this House
that the Minister, in acting under the
provisions of this section, would ulti-
mately be responsible to Parliament
and the people. If that is really the
position, the Minister should only be
too glad to set out the reasons for
making an Order under this section. It
is only when the reasons are set out
that Parliament and the country can
judge whether the Minister has done
right or wrong. ; \
Furthermore, I feel that the powers
gvien to the Minister under this section
are wide and menacing, because in cer-

tain eventualities the Minister ecan
bring even his own personal enemy
within the orbit of this particular
section.

The implications of this section are
so dangerous that it is essential, in
order to safeguard civic liberties, that
an appeal should be permitted to the
highest tribunal in the land.

The Chairman: That principIe: was
enunciated in the Second Reading
Debate. That has been fought out.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: I want to
stress just one point.

You will gee, first of all, that Clause
25 is  restrictive.. of movements,
association, &ec., and these restrictions
cai be imposed by administrative
Order. 1n the first place, they allow
a man in and then restrict his move-
ments. One, could understand some
distinction being made when allowing or
refusing the enfry of a person into the
country, bub surely a person within
the country should be subject to the
jurisdiction of the Courts too? -

It is not permissible for the Govern-
ment to argue that some form of appeal
18 available. It is not so. There is not
m law an appeal from an administrative
order. One has to go by way of special
writ, hedged in by special restrictions.
Consequently, the express giving of the
vight to appeal would cause the
Supreme Court to look at it not from
the point of Wiew of the value that his-
tory has imposed on the special rights.
the prerogative rights, but to look at it
from the angle of the liberty of the

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

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Clause 26 ordered to stand part of the
Bill.
Cravse 27.—(Application of Part V.)

Mr. VYanniasingham: I
Amendment to this Clause.

have an

The Chairman: It is the same thing—
the same words.
This is an

Mr. Vanniasingham:

Amendment to the Clause providing

that a person may be removed

The Chairman: The hon. Member for
Kopai wants to add a new sub-clause
27. His Amendment is, in page 12,
line 36, to insert at end:

“* (¢) Is a person entitled to a permanent
residence permit or a femporary residence per-
ait under the provisions of Section 14 (3) ™'

In other words, that a person entitled
to this permit cannot be deported.

Mr. Vanniasingham: They might be
made subject to the laws of the country,
but not deported.

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

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill..

Clauses 28 and 29 were ordered to
stand part of the Bill. .

Crause 30.—(Application of Part VI.)

Mr. Keuneman: I have given notice
of an Amendment. I want to add ,to
the category of persons to whom this
Part does not apply. I move, in page
13. line 41, to insert at end:

id (?{‘ y .
(¢) is the holder of a permanent residence

permit.”’

We are going to  admif into this
country people on a permanent residence
permit. Obviously, they are to-be given

25 AUGUST 1948
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permits for an indefinite period, and the
Minister would have been more or less
satisfied that such persons are necessary
for this country, that their stay here is
necessary for a long period, and that he
has reason to believe that these persons
would conduet themselves satistactorily.

Therefore, I do not see why the Min-
ister should be given power forcibly to

ingerrupt their stay, atter having given

them permits for an indefinite period,
and to deport such persons.

Dr. Perera: It is the same Amendment
as mine.

The Chairman: Yes.

Dr. Perera: The hon. Member is

Mr. Keuneman: The Minister wants
slaves here.

Dr. Perera: The Minister has accepted
the position regarding permanent resi-

dence permits. This relates to the
question of deporting people who have
been granted permanent residence
permits. :

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike :

Deportation applies to anybody who is
not a citizen, whether he is a permanent
or temporary resident.

Dr. Perera: A person has been given
a- permanent residence permit; he has
been here for five years; he has lost all
connexions with any other country.
Where is he to go

Mr. Keuneman: A person can come
here; he can stay here for 20 years,
because the period is indefinite. Sud-
denly, a member of the Government gets
it into his head that he must chase that
person away. The Minister serves him
with a deportation order -

Mr. Dahanayake: Where are these

people to go?

Mr. Keuneman: They get them in as
slaves

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: If the Govern-
ment will not look at the logic of it, will
it not look at the human aspeet of it?
Or is it too much to ask them to pay
some  concern to the milk of human
kindness? There must be some time


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/

‘ planet——

- till we have finished
- Mr. Speaker: You will have to move

1991 Immigrants & Emigrants HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

- [Dr. Colvin R. de Silva. |

limit of residence, within which it can
be assumed that the man loses his
eonnexions with other countries and with
other places.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: May I
suggest to hon. Members that we go on
for another half hour, in which case it
may not be necessary to meet tomorrow.

- Dr. Perera: Agreed.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: Agreed.
L shall cut myself short—[Interrup-
tion |—as short as possible ——

The Hon. Mr.
not cut at all!

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: The TLeader
of the House suspects that 1 have
changed my religious opinions

~ The Hon. Mr. Suntharalingam: No,
Sir! -
P -~

Bandaranaike: Do

The Chairman: Order, please!
Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: May I appeal

1. to the Government that in all propriety

there should be a time limit? T.et us
put it on a compromise basis: You may
have granted a permanent residence per-
mit; you may find that you have made
a mistake in the matter of the admission,
but that should be covered by some
time limit. Tt is obvious that if you
grant a permanent residence permit,
there will come a stage at which to ask
a man to go out of the country is to ask
him to go out of the world and this

5.0 P.M.

It being 5.30 p.m., the Chairman left
the Chair to report Progress. ’

Committee report Progress; to sit

' again,

SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: I
move that the House do continue to sit

that tomorrow, because the Motion
moved by you, which has already been
passed, is that if Government Business
is not disposed of today

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Tf
we finish this Bill, it will be suffi-
cient for our purpose. The ofther Coy-

Bill—Committee 1992
ernment Business can be taken up next
week. That was the intention of the
Motion. If this Bill is finished
today, it is not necessary for us to meet
tomorrow for the rest of the Government
Business. If the house agrees, I take it
you will permit me to do so.

Dr. Perera: The only point is this.
If there is one single Member opposing
the Motion, it cannot be done. But if
there is unanimous consent, it is
possible to move the Motion.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: We agree.

Mr, Speaker: We will go on till 6 ».m.
if there is no opposition. But I do not
know whether I can go behind the
Motion that has been passed, namely
that the House sit tomorrow if all the
Government Business is not finished.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: T
deliberately deleted the other words in
order to create this position. It would
have otherwise meant a lengthy Motion.

Mr. Speaker: I am afraid we will have
to meet for five minutes tomorrow and
adjourn.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake :
Shall we finish, this Bill now?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: I
move, that the House go on till 6 p.Mm.
till this Bill is finished.

Question put, and agreed to.
The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: We

can go on till Government Business is
over.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: It is always
said that if you give them an inch. they
go a mile.

IMMIGRANTS AND EMIGRANTS
BILL:

Further considered in Committee.

[ M. SPEAKER n the Chair.]

Cravse 80.—(Application of Part VI1.)

The Chairman: The question now is
that these words be included in
sub-clause (a)— ;

Dr, Colvin R. de Silva: Will the Goy-
ernment agree to consider whether
some fire limit should not be placed—'
some period—on this matter?
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The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: We
cannot agree to an Amendment in this
way. But the point may be considered
in due course. Once you make an
Amendment fixing the time limit, then
through the whole length of this Bill
you will have to give the same full
concession to those for whom that time
limit has been fixed. It will involve
all kinds of Amendments.

Dr. Colvin R, de Silva: That
may be so. But there is this point.
Once you make a person a permanent
- resident and he proves to be a satisfac-
tory permanent resident over a certain
period, then why subject him to a dis-
ability of the nature which stands in
the way of his assimilating himself
within the country. The more a per-
manent resident begins to feel at home
in the land which he has adopted, the
more will he be—if I wnay say so—prone
to participate in various movements of
that country. That will be a sign that
he is being assimilated. That is what
I feel.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: That
difference runs right through the Bill.

The Chairman: On the other hand,
if you make an .exception, you might
have to do so in every case.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: It
goes right back to the beginning of the

Bill.

Mr. Keuneman: Will the Government
consider the possibility of even bring-
ing in an Amendment some time later?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We have considered the matter.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike:
Legislation can always be amended.

Dr. Colyvin R. de Silva: Now that the
matter has been brought to the notice
of a Government in which I trust there
is not omniscience, it can at least
undertake to look into the matter.

Mr, Keuneman: Omnipotent!
The Chairman: I do not think the

hon. Member will press hisoAmendrmesnt
at the risk of losing it. :

- 25 AUGUST 1948
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Mr, Keuneman: I want to press ib.

The Chairman: If you leave it at that,

the Government will look into the:
matter.
Mr. Keuneman: If they give am

assurance to look into it, it is all right.

Dr. Colvin R. De Silva: If you give
that *agsurance, we will not object.

Mr. Keuneman: If the Government

give an assurance to consider the
problem, I will withdraw  my
Amendment.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake: As
a. matter of fact, T do not want to say
anything because there are two Bills
vet to come. You can consider it
then.

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

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

Clause ordered to stand part of

the Bill.

Crause 31.—(Power of Minister to
deport from Ceylon persons other
than Citizens of Ceylon.)

The Chairman: The first Amendment
is in the name of the hon. Member for
Ruwanwella.

Mr. Keuneman: I want the deletiom
of sub-clause (b).

Dr. Perera: I am suggesting a modi-
fication to catch up with the Citizen-
ship Bill. I move, in page 14, line 20,
to ingert after “° Ceylon’' +the words
““of any of the offences against the
State specified in Chapter VI of the
Penal Code for which a sentence of
rigorous imprisonment has  been
imposed . _

May I say one word? This is pre-
cisely the position you have taken up
in the Citizenship Bill.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That is a different matter. '

Dr. Perera: As it is worded, it means
any-kind of imprisonment—a motor
offence or any other offence.
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The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We will consider it.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: The
reasons operating in the deportation
Order and the provisions of the

Citizenship Bill are not on a par.

Dr. Perera: Does the Hon. Minister
consider that a person guilty of a motor
offence or any kind of offence should be
deported? According to this section, it
is possible to do so for a sentence of
imprisonment in connexion with a
motor offence.

The Hon. Mr. Goonesinha: That is
the hon. Member's interpretation.

Dr. Perera: Surely this is not the
intention of the Hon. Minister.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:

o is not obligatory.

The:- Chairman: Is it covered by the
words ‘‘ reason of the ecircumstances

" connected therewith »?

Dy. Perera: Those words are sufficient-

Iy elastic- to cover anything.

Mr. Keuneman: The point is this.
In the Clause, as it stands now, it is
deft to the Hon. Minister to decide

whether, in view of the circumstances,
a person who receives a sentence of

imprisonment should be chased out of
the country or not. In the Amendment
moved by the hon. Member for Ruwan-
wella, he wants to prescribe the offence
and limit the number of offences for
which a person can be deported. That
is a different thing.

Dr._ Perera: This is the position that
1s already accepted.

The Hon, Mr, Bandaranaike: It must

~ be assumed that Ministers do not act

in an irresponsible way.

_ Mr. T. B. Subasinghe (B.ingiriya):
We know how the Ministers act.

Dr. Perera: In that way we can give
them carte-blanche authority.

Mr, Keuneman: They want dictatorial
powers.
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Question, that those words be tl'lefe._
mserted, put, and negatived.

Mr. Dahanayake: I have an Amend-
ment to move,

The Chairman: T will come to that.

Mr. Keuneman: I move the deletion
of the whole of subclause (b).

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

Mr. Keuneman: I have an Amend-
ment, to delete sub-clause (d).

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

The Chairman: There are other
Amendments. After the word ‘‘person’’
in line 85—in sub-section (d)—add the
words ** provided however that any per-
son to whom this Part shall apply shall
have the right to appeal against such
Order *’. This is the same thing which
has been objected to.

Mr. Wilmot A. Perera: Would not the
House consider granting an appeal frora
a deportation Order?

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: How
can you have that? On what ground is
the Appeal Tribunal going to decide

' whether the Minister is right or wrong.

_ Mr. Keuneman: The Hon. Minister
1s © not prepared to consider any
Amendment.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: We
have accepted one—* spouse .

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

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Clauses 82 to 34 ordered to stand part
of the Bill.

CrLAvusE 35.—(Passports required for
departure from Ceylon.)

Mr. Keuneman: 1 would like some
information. At Present persons are
allowed to pass between India and Cey-
lon without passports. Is it the inten-
tion of the Government in future that

N0_one can pass through without a

passport? Does it include India?


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/

1997 -

Immigrants & Ewmigrants

The Hon., Mr,
Yes.

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

D. S. Senanayake:

Clause ordered to stand part of the
Bill.

Crause 36.—(Regulations.)

Dr. Perera: 1 have an Amendment to
delete sub-clause (g). There is a demand
for security for passports, Why do you
want security from citizens of Ceylon?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Sénanayake:
This provision is in the existing
Regulations.

Dr. Perera: You have provided money
for repatriation.

’l‘he Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We must get i back.

Question, that the words proposed to
be left ouf, 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.

Clauses 37 to 41 ordered to stand part
of the Bill.

Crause 42.—(Returns as to passengers
and members of crews of ships.)

Dr. Perera: DMay 1 have some
information on this Clause? Why is it
necessary to include the crew of a ship
—that is sub-clause (b)?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Why not?

The Hon. Mr. A. Ratnayake (Minister
of Food and Co-operative Undertakings) :
They are not citizens of Ceylon.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: It is the

captain’s job.

Dr. Perera: What is the idea?
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The Hon. My. D, S. Senanayake:
We do not want the crew. -'

Dr, Colvin R. de Silva: T think a
reason might be given from the well of
the House. :

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

Clause ordered tol'stand part of the
Bill.

Clauses 43 to 46 ordered to stand paré
of the Bill. . - :

Cravse 47.—(Burden of proof.)*

Mr. Keuneman: I have an Amend-
ment, to delete, in page 20, all the
words from line 24 to the word ° person ’
in line 26; in other words, lines 24-26
should be deleted. When thers is an
objection on the basis that a person is
not a citizen of Ceylon, the burden of
proof should lie on the objector und not
on the objectee.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: You will
appreciate, and I trust that the Govern-
ment will appreciate, that this is a very
important matter.

The Chairman: It is contrary to the
Evidence Ordinance.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: Yes, and
please note it negates the Ividence
Ordinance. and reverses the burden in
these matters in which administrative
fiats and orders are provided for . Thus
we come to a terrible situation.

A person, anyone of us, whom the
Government does not like, say, turns up
fat Talaimannar returning home from
India. We have already been -called
many names, and it may be the intention
of the Government to render some of us

homeless. Thereon the Government
appears and says, ‘‘ we shuf you out
until you produce proof ’’. That is a

terrible difficulty. A person in that cun-
dition does not carry proof abous with:
him, and humble citizens will find them-
selves with the burden of proving certain
things. Always, as a principle of law,
a person objecting must make good Lis -
objection and, at least, a modicum of
proot on the side of the objector might
be sufficient to shift the burden. But
whenoyou positively place the burden—
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The Hon. Mr. Goonesinha: The

claimant, the man who claims.

Dr, Colyin R. de Silva: No, you can-
mot by a formula change the reality. It
18 not a question of a person claiming
to be a citizen. It is that a citizen is
sought to be shut ouf on the ground
that he is a non-citizen. A Government
seeking to shut out a person must at
least fulfil that degree of its obligation
to indicate that there is reason for an
impartial tribunal to have a doubt as
to the reality of what is alleged to be a
claim.

X passport is not prima facie proof of
citizenship. So I, going out with a
Ppassport and returning, may be asked to
prove my citizenship, and I will have to
~ equip myself with a birth certificate
and——

5.45 p.w.

- The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: The
point is this. This is a person claiming
to be a citizen of Ceylon, and basing
upon that claim, asks for certain acts
to be performed under this Bill. Every
single Act of any country that we know
of in the world throws this burden upon
the claimant. And T will explain why.
For the simple reason that it is not
possible for some Port officer or some
other administrative officer to discover
whether he is a citizen of Peru or Tir-
~ buctoo. If a person claims to be a
citizen and claims, by virtue of that,
- certain rights and privileges, obviously
be must have something reasonable to
establish that claim. This is not a case
of somebody objecting to that person,
but the person himself claiming citizen-
ship and, by virtue of that, asking for
- something to be done. This is a provi-
sion found in every single Att in other
parts of the world; otherwise the svhole
thing becomes impracticable.

Dr. Colvin R, de Silva: With the
greatest respect to the Hon, Leader of
the House, T think his advisers have
misled - him. In the first place, ths
Teferences to Timbuctoo are not relevant
to sub-clause (¢). Sub-clause (¢) casts
upon the citizen of Ceylon the burden
to prove that he is a cifizen of Ceylon.
One can understand the Government of
Ceylon asking a person who eleims to be

2000
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a citizen of Timbuectoo, and claiming

consequently the rights of Timbuctoo
citizenship in Ceylon, to prove that he is
a citizen of Timbuetoo. But this covers
a citizen of Ceylon, too.

The Hon. iVIr. Bandaranaike: Also.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: That is the
point. Will the Hon. Leader of the
House be pleased, if I may use that for-
mula, to give consideration to the point,
instead of seeking to blast his way
through it?
buctoo. We can well understand a
citizen off Timbuctoo having to prove
his  citizenship of Timbuctoo in this
country

The Chairman: This is a debating
point. What the Minister says is, if I
am coming to Ceylon and say I am a
British subject, and if somebody here
says I am not, then I must prove that
I am a citizen of Ceylon. I should be
in a position to prove it.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: That is not
the point. The passport is not proof of
citizenship. .

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike:
is prima facie proof.

Tt

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: That is the
trouble. A person with a temporacy
residence permit can have a passport.

The Chairman: He has a permit, a
temporary residence or permanent
residence permit.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: No, Sir.
One could understand in line with the
principle of the Bill, throwing some
burden on the non-citizen. You will
notice that the Bill has something of
Gilbertian character in that clause: it
says that a citizen of Ceylon shall prove
himself to be a citizen of Ceylon. Thas
may be legal phraseology, but it is Gil-
bertian in its consequence. One may

well understand that any person who is

not a citizen of Ceylon, claiming auy
rights, and so on, under some regulations
of the Government, should have to prove
that hie com

Sir, he referred to Tin-

under those regulations, *

=
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. The Chairman: Suppose a gentleman
‘having all the features of a Chinegs
. gentleman comes to Ceylon and says he
' 18 a citizen of Ceylon. How are the

officers here to know? So he must prove
hig citizenship. .

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: You will there
see how slight is the degree of evidence
that will be needed for an objector to
shift the burden. He can very. easily
say, ' Our citizenship proceeds on
certain principles. This gentleman is
obviously a Chinese by appearance. ’’

The . Chairman: But he may be  a
citizen of Ceylon.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: Is that
quantity of evidence in that particular
case sufficient to shift the burden? But

~supposing one does conform to the ap-

pearance of a Ceylonese, the habits of
a Ceylonese, the language of a Ceylon-
ese in every respect, you and I would
say, he is a Ceylonese. Yet under the
ovders of a capricious Minister, - the
proper authority can say, ‘“ You are uot
a Ceylon citizen, prove it’’.

The Hon. Mr, Not
under the ‘‘ order When a person
makes a claim, he is asked to establish

his bona fides.

Bandaranaike:

13

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Every person who leaves Ceylon gets a
permit, either a passport——

Dr. Perera: Will that be enough?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
That will be enough.

The Hon. Mr. C. Sittampalam (Min-
ister of Posts and Telecommunication,
and Industries, Industrial Research and
Fisheries) : It would act discriminatorily
against the Tamils in Ceylon, becauge it
will be alleged that Jaffnese and others
coming to Ceylon are Indians. Tt
cannot operate against the Sinhalese.

The Chairman: Whether it is a Tamil
gentleman or a Sinhalese gentleman, if
he is coming here, he must have a pass-
port. He cannot get out of Ceylon
without a passport.

95 AUGUST 1948
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Dr. Colyin R. de Silva: You will
remember that even under the regula-
tions to go to India and come back ycu
do not need a passport.

The Chairman: But now you do. - The
Government has made a long statement
in reply to a question by the hon. Third
Member for Colombo Central.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: That may be
so. But today to travel between KEng-
land and France, for instance, there is
no passport necessary. In other words,
in circumstances of special relationship
between countries,c the Government
itself may think fit to remove the
requirement for a passport.

The Chairman: Then we will have to
make a” regulation.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: That is why
I say the passport question will
seriously affect the Vadamaradchy and
Thenmaradchy people. :

‘Mr. Wilmot A. Perera: Will a pass-
port be accepted as proof of citizenship?

The Hon.
must be.

Mr. Bandaranaike: It
That is complete proof.

Mr. Keuneman: I am pressing my
Amendment.

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.

Clauses 48 and 49 ordered to stand
part of the Bill.

Cravse 50.—(Interpretation.t

Mr. Vanniasingham: I find that the
term “° British subjeet ’’ is not defined.

The Chairman: Governmdut has
stated that by a later Bill it will be
defined. :

My. Vanniasingham: If this is brought
into operation before the other Act is
enacted, there will be some difficulty.
Government will have no objection, I
am_sure, to having it defined here.
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The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: It
cannot be defined here. You must
bring it into line with British legisla-
tion, and only subsequent legislation
can do it, because there will be two
forms of citizenship: the citizenship of
the Commonwealth, and the other is the
citizenship of the particular country.

Mr. Vanniasingham: The difficulty
will arise if this Act is brought into
operation before the other Act comes
mto being. If the other Act comes
into being now and this is brought into
operation after that, there will be no

difficulty. Tf that assurance is given
by the Government, I shall be
satisfied. :

The Hon. Mpe. D. S. Senanayake:
The definition now existing will apply.

Mr. Vanniasingham: May I ask what
the existing definition is?

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
We are still British subjects until it is
changed.

Dr. Colvin R. de Silva: T think the
Hon. Prime Minister is misinformed.
Who is a British subject will be deter-
mined by looking into the British law,
unless there is specific legislation here
as to whom we shall term a British
subject.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike:
defined in the Citizenship Bill.

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

Clause ordered to stand part of

“ of the Bill,

Clauses 51 and 52 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
read the Third time.

; Question put accordingly, and agreed
0.

Bill read the Third time, and passed.

It is

Bill—Conumitlee :/

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE %

The Hon, Mr. Bandaranaike: May
I suggest that that you might recon-
sider that situation about the rest of
the Government Business being taken
up tomorrow, because the House is
adjourning———

The Hon., Mr. D. S. Senanayake:
Why not do it now?

Mr. Dahanayake: We have not looked
at the papers, Sir.

The Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike: Then

it can be taken up on the 2nd of
September.
ADJOURNMENT

Motion made, and Question proposed,
" That this House do now ‘adjourn ''—
[Hon. Mr. Bandaranaike.]

Mr. VY. Kumaraswamy (Chavakach-
cheri): T want to bring’ fo the notice
of the Hon. Minister of Finance the
unsatisfactory position of the Assistant
Shroffs working in the Treasury

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member has
got only one minute more.

Mr. Kumaraswamy: Fven temporary
Stenographers are to be absorbed into
the grade of Assistant Clerks. So I
would ask that these Assistant Shroffs
also should be given that concession.

The Chairman: There will be no time .
for a veply, if the hon. Member speaks
any longer.

The Hon. Mr. D. S. Senanayake :
As a matter of fact, my hon. Friend
will realize that Assistant Shroffs are

chosen not by ‘Government, but by the
Shroff himself. '

The Hon. Mpr, Jayewardene: I made
a full statement to the House on this
question when I explained that only
those doing clerical work will be per-
mitted to sit for this examination for
absorption into the Clerical Service.

Question put, «and, agreed to.

Adjourned accordingly at-
559 pm., until 2 p.Mm. on
Thursday, September 2, 1948,
pursuant to the Resolution
of the House this Day ey
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