Chinese Immigration [MAY 18, 1887] Restriction.

85

in the gy

t legislati -
tion, y of legislation oa that ques

If that is the only way in which
she Papers will be of any service, why
ould the country be put to this expense,
teca‘lse it will afford a great deal of
Jouble to the clerks and cause a great
teal of expense to get all the information
at this Address calls for? We had
SOme years ago a very expensive com-
"218510n sent to British Columbia on this
is Y qQuestion, a}nq my humble opinion
alll that. commission has not afforded us
the information we require on this
Question for the next 10 years, then we
ave paid a great deal too much money
tg'f”‘e service. For my part I do not
'k this Address should be granted ;
OT taking the words of the hon gentle-
Man himself it cannot serve the purpose

:‘;hich the hon. gentleman has referred

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I am very

g’“ch interested in getting this informa-
“:’en myself. I take a deep interest in

lmmigration of the Chinese, as I
elee 1eve that they are a very essential
Ment in building up the Province of
ol?ttlsh Columbia.  Since I saw them
h atthere I have come to the conclusion
try they are of great value to the coun-
would If I thought that this Address
woulg Incur great expense or delay I
m oppose it ; but the information
Ust be in the hands of the Department
tr.m,lt cannot take very much time or
€ to have it copied and in the
ands of the House.

th:ihow. Mg, MCINNES (B. C )—When
tha <}>]n. gentleman from Rlchmond says
sio the report of the Chinese commis-
N which cost something like $10,000
fOrmI"’,Ooo ought to contain all the in-
the ation we require on this subject for
him next 1o years, I quite agree with
anon‘ that point, but the hon. gentle-
inoWlll see at a glance that that volu-
us report of the Chinese commission
Sarys‘not appear to contain all the neces-
mj Information respecting Chinese im-
8tation to crystallise into a workable

$ an evidence of this I have only
the hon. gentleman to the fact
hough the Chinese restriction
framed and passed through the
ntality of the Chairman of that
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celebrated Chinese commission—Mr.
Chapleau—yet there has not been a
year since it was placed upon our Statutes
but what he has been bringing in amend-
ments of one kind and another. As the
Act has been in force only two years,
and as I ask only for information cover-
ing the first eighteen months of the
operation of the Act, I must confess I
am unable to understand why there
should be any delay or extra expense in
bringing down the return I ask for. If
the Departments are kept “in apple
pie ” shape as they should be from the
great number of clerks in them—the
proper officials ought to be able to lay
their hands on all I ask for in 20 minutes
—except perhaps that portion referring
to documentary evidence of fraud. 1
am perfectly willing that that portion
should drop out, but so far as the rest of
the Return is concerned if the Depart-
ment is run as it ought to be they ought
to be in a position to furnish the Return
in 15 minutes without $1 of extra cost.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—I rise to support
the motion of the hon. gentleman from
British Columbia, for I entirely agree
with him that this House cannot ap-
proach that question and intelligently
form an opinion on it ‘without having
those facts made known to them. I en-
tirely concur in his view as to the proba-
bility of the information being brought
down in time, before the Chinese Bill
reaches this House. If I supposed it
was a document requiring a great many
clerks and a great deal of time to pre-
pare, there might be some objection to
sustaining the motion. I do not think
it can be done in fifteen minutes, but I
am quite sure that before the House
meets, after the short recess that is pro-
posed, that information can be submitted
to us. When it is remembered that this
House last session objected to a Gov-
ernment Bill amending that Act, the
Government themselves must see the
importance ot furnishing the Senate
with the information if they have any
object at all in carrying their measure
this session. A greal of opposition
was evinced in this Chamber to the
Bill of last session, and certainly
in the absence of the iaformation which
is here asked f.r, those who opposed



