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IMMIGRATION ACT

AMENDMENT 0F PROVISION RESPECTINO
PRORIBITED CLASSES

Mr. A. W. NEILL (Comox-Aberni) moved
the second reading of Bill No. 112, te amend
the Immigration Act.

He said: Mr. Speaker, this is Bill No. 112,
and it is really a revival of Bill No. 38.

oe) As I spoke fully on Bill No. 38, I shail not
detain the bouse by talking for another forty
minutes as the silly rules would allow me Vo do.

However, -for a few moments, for the benefit
of those who were flot here on that ocçasion,
I shaîl go over it briefly. The former dis-
cussion is to be found on Hansard at page
2735 and following. For many years in the
Dominion of Canada we have had an im-
migration law whieh prohihiks the entrance
into Canada of people able to see but unable
to read the English or French language, or
any other language or dialect. That bas been
our established law for many years. I arn
amplifying tbat law to the further extent
that the other language in addition to English
or French must be one commonly spoken in
some portion of Europe. Whatever may have
been said against the previous bill does not
arise in connection with this one. It is net
aimed directly or indirectly against any one
nation. It applies to 74 per cent of the world'o
population, and does not namne any one nation.
It merely applies the educational test, one

) which bas been in effect in New Zealand
and Australia for twenty years or more. This
provides for about the samne test, only in
Alistralia it is somewbat more drastic. That

on is the only difference.
This is a way eut wbich would meet the

situation, be a stepping-stone te peace in
British Columbia, and yet aveid any sug-
gestion ef international complications. The
British Columbia government voiced their
views before the Rowell commission and asked
for something mucb more drastic. I migbt
say that the word "exclusion" is net used. ner
indeed is exclusion effected except by virtue
of an educational test. It dees net say that
this or that nation shaîl be excluded; it
provides merely that an educational test shaîl
be applied. This test would apply equally
te our ewn vast sister dominion of India;
it would apply also to Australia, te New
Zealand, te China, te South America, te the
Malay peninsula and te those countries neigh-
bouring thereon. There is ne suggestion of an
attempt te discriminate against Japan or any
ether nation, either directly or ilidirectly.
The law is of general application and is


