INTERN THEM, IF DISLOYAL,

BUT LEAVE LOYAL A VOTE

Sidclights on the Debate Over Natu;a]ized Subjects —

Why

Controller Cameron Didn’t Vote—Is Naturalization Con-
tract to Be Regarded as a “Scrap of Paper?”

~AIL‘L,-":'(m.:cr‘.'s “alien enemy*” epeech
M Counclt yesterday s to-day the
topie of conversation at the City Hall
After Counell adfourned, a procession
of aldermen, including many who had

to take awa) voles start first in the
'Province of Quebec, rather than in
‘the city of ‘Toronto? If man
lpreachcs disloyalty, arrest him; but I
‘cnn imagine no quicker way to make

a

swhich you propose will gain you only
a meteoric popularity. Our soldiers
will come back, and they know what
Hberty is. for they have been fight-
ing for liberty. One told me that
!members of this Council were ‘abso-

!lu!ely crazy’ in proposing this eort:
gnf resolution. A vote for this motion ;
iincites peapie to mob rule.

It is a
.mischievous motion which, instead of
;nm‘lng lives, {8 going to endanger
jthem. 1If {t were not for prohibition,
ia motion of this kind would cause
iriots. It inflames the minds of the
imob—the people who don’t think, but

i
!whn leave the responsibility to us to

votent nguinst him. tendered him con-la loyal man disloyal than by taking
gratuiations. 1 frank der:lnrutlon:away hir vote.”
that he {s himself of enemy orlgin,,

_think for them.
: “We Risk Our Voices.”

Autecracy va. Democracy. ! “It has been asked, how can we

though thirty years n British subject.| Ald. Singer contended that na-:
added to the dramatlc imprassicn of ituralized subjects could do mne!]e‘ the naturalized subjects vote
hia plea for the triumph of British 'barm wjth their vote, even If they | 1en our soldiers don't. Well, how

Justice. His collengues know that he
18 loyal to the core, and some of his
apponents  were  rather shamefaced
pfter their vote of yesterday.
Are Liable To 8ervice.

»
- Ald Singer's zrzument against the

disfranchlisement of naturalized Brit~§deed: help In anll military work: doiwhere we can.

ish subjects who happen to have heen
born In enemy countries was 1 mas-

;wlshoq. “In Toronto the number of
énllenn is 80 small that If they were
tdisloyal and combined together and
‘voted solidly, their vote would not
‘make particle of difference. But

‘the fact is they are loyal in act and

a

Iless agitating against the British
ierown than some of the British-born.

‘can we dare to vote ourselves, if that

1

iis the argument? Our soldiers are

irisking their lives for the countrv.!

;“’e are risking our voices. The sol-

{dier fs at the front where, unfor-
.tunately. he can't vote. YWe are here
But we must not im-
;»pu;;n the loyalty of people who have
gnot gone to the front when we have

terpies. of clearness and loglc. Hg;‘x'ou who favor disfranchisement arel“ot gone ourselves. If conscription
pointed out that they are liable to!doing now what the whole world ig|Were enforced, every British subject
military service if the militia Act is |tr¥ing to prevent over in Furope; would be called on to serve. You pro-

enforced, just the same as “those
who had the wisdarn and foresight to
be born under the British flag.” Both
Rritish-born and naturalized subjects
pay taxes and bear Canadlan respon-
aibiiitiers and obligations. yet the City
Council, while continuing these re-
aponsibilities. would deprive natural-
{znd «ubjectz of thelr vate,  What
grievances, he asked, had the British-

. i
1;01'11 against these people? One was

tjmt Rritich citizens In Germany are
nat entitled to vaote. “Well, | haven't
got much interest in the British-born
whn sought naturalization in Ger-
many,” he said, “Rut {f they have
been disfranchised, it {s nat the first
wrong the Hun has done”
‘,,’ Another “grievance” agalnst na-
!umllz“tl allens in Canada is that
f'vm_v are disloyal. I don’t know that
they " he deelared. “We may
assert, but we cannot prove, our loy-
alty by g tumndt of talk”
Bourassa Has His Gang.
Wrongs ugajnst Rritain had been
perpetrated by the  British-born
themselves,
Hves nre in danger in Canada,
Sir Iloger

are,

Well.
Cagement,

fute. If naturnlized citizens did the
sante, they would be similarly pun-
fshad, “RBut taking away their votes
wor't suve our Iives” said Ald. Sin-
gper. U they nre disloyal, put them

In internment camps.”

A fourth grievance wns that these

cltizens are & menace to  property.
“1 don‘t know a  case  {n Toronto
where they have destroved property,”
andd  the  alderman,  “but T know

airgns where the Brittsh-born in Que-
bre have toru dovn placards and de-
It property is in
these British-
There is no

stroyed property.
ganger,
born deprived of votes.
bigger agitator than Bourasea,

‘wang’ -~ British-born

vhy aren’t

as his

He :
sub. !
fects. \Why shouldn’t this movement

Jsubstltutlng autocracy for demo-
leracy; encouraging the majority to
{oppress the minority.

j No Party Is Disloyal.

i “We went to war in South Afriea
to give the people what this Council
bropos2s to deny them to-day.

. "There are two political parties”
1L-um.lm.w(.’ Ald. Singer. “Naturalized
(subjeets must vote for one or the
other. Will anybody stand up and
;say they are disloyal if they vote for
reither? Yet that is all they can do
vith their vote. Then there is the
rmunicipal vote. Will any member of
Ethls Council say that it is possible in
“Torontn ta elect a representative to
'Lhis Counci! who ¢an do any harm to
‘the Britlsh Empire? FEven if elected,
isuch a man could not carry out hig
‘will. He would be mobhed in a week.
i “Danger to life or property or opin-
ion cannot exist in this country. All
‘the wrong things in the world ware
{popular at some time, but this wrong

pose to leave naturalized subjects
this right to fight, but to take away
{thelr vote: the right to pay taxes, but

inot to say what shall be done with

their money.

“It is argued that as we in Toronto
have undertaken patrictic labilitiey
lof some $40.000,000, the Government
ishnuld heed us when we ask for their
disfranchisement. Well, who's ‘we’?
Let me tell you that there was one
team in the Red Cross campaign with
i fifteen subjects of enemy birth, and
lit raised more money than some of
tire rest”

Some Features of Debate.
The debate was a remarkable one
iirne many respects.  All the speakers
?dec!m-ed that they intended dis-
franchisement for the war only. yvet
the resolution they passed extended
,‘the time *“until otherwise provided.”
| Another feature was the pinwheel
[perform:mce of Ald. Maguire, who
flopped once at the previous Council

1
¢

meeting and then back agaln yester-
day. Ald. Graham also aroused some
amusement by his pronouncement
that “men who do not fight have no
right to vote,” a doctrine which
would leave Canada rather scarce of
{voters at present. But what caused
'tost talk was Contreller Cameron's
{tailure to record his vote on either
side, after a long address which
swung now this way and now that.
Perhaps his Indecision was due to a
gentle hint from Ald. Ramseden, who
has himself a boy at the front and
who spoke strongly against the Prus-
slan principles of the resolution. He
asked permission
paper clipping, and commended it
particularly to Controller Cameron.
But he did not say who wrote it. It
said:
“There are hundreds of thous-
ands of men in this country who,
though born in enemy countries,
have earned Canadian citizenship
and hate Kaiserism even more,
if' it were possible, than we Brit-
ish do, because they have experi-
enced what it means. We would
be practising Kalserism in Its
worst forms if we deprived these
people of the citizenship we have
bestowed upon them and dictate
to them what conditions they
shall live under. That is what
our gallant boys are fighting
against in Europe to-day. Why
create more racial differences
and unnecessary hatreds? The
man who shows the slightest
sign of disloyalty is immediately
interned and will be properly
{ dealt with after the war."”

1t so happens that Controller Cam-
eron couldn't very well vote for the
‘resolution after this clipping was
iread, for it is an extract from his own
'statement to the press after the pre-
vious debate on alien enemies.

Situation tn a Nutshell,

Ald. Risk, who is a consistent ad-
vocate of short speeches, slzed up
the whole situation in a few words
as follows: “I am opposed to taking
away the liberties of naturallzed sub-
jects without taking away their re-
sponsibilities. T am not in love with
doing such a thing just because Ger-
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British-horn. -
had endangered Hves anid had met his -
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SIR‘EDWARD KEMP,
Minister of Mililta and Defence.

The Call To Arms For
ome Delence

To nrovide adequately for home defence i

““It is the duty of the country
to let oar troops sce their num-
bers are going {o be kept up to
the fullest extent.”’

Rigkt Hon. ANDREW BONAR LAW,
Ch. ltot of the Exch

to read a news-

mans might do the same.” ‘

Said Controller Shaw: *That maﬁ!
is most loysl who best upholds Brit- |
ish institutions, British freedom, and]
British justice. The resolution to de- I
prive naturalized subjects of thélr !
vote is neither justice nor a remedy
for any evii which exists.”

The men who voted to make of
Canada’s

naturalization pledge a
scrap of paper were as follows:
Foster, Graham, Nesbitt, Fenwlick,

Hiltz, Dunn, McMulkin, Gibbons, Mc-
Brien, O'Neill, Maguire, Ryding. Rob-
bins, Beamlsh, Balli, MacGregor,
Whetter—17.

The men who had the courage to
stand up agalnst a momentary gust
of prejudice were as follows: Shaw,
Singer, Ramsden, Risk, Archibald—3,




