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been made since I have been here, and, as
far as I know, since the conclusion of the war.

0f course it is early as yet to attempt a
detailed analysis of the statemnent or its effeet
on Canada's immigration problem, but I think
one eau safely say that as to the portion of
the statement dealing with the immediate
application of the policy-referring to the
admission of relatives of Canadian citizens,
and to our part in taking care of the displaced
persons in Europe-there is very general

-agreement. Particuiarly is that sa in reference
to the part dealing with the admission of
relatives of persons already resident in Canada.
Indeed, if one might be permitted a criticisma
of that part of the statement at this stage, it
would be that the statement bas been too
long delayed, or at least the application of
the policy bas been too long delayed, because
after aIl perhaps no country in the world is
ini a better position than Canada to play a
fuit part in relieving the distress and suffering
of those displaced persons. We have seen
evidence on the part of hon. members belong-
ing to aIl parties of a very great and urgent
desire that we should take our fuit part in
relieving that distress. So I think that the
criticism does apply, that it is to be regretted
that the statement was not made earlier, and
particularly that the policy was not; worked
out and put into eff ect perhaps as much as a
year ago.

In this connection I would urge upon the
Prime Minister and the government that when
those officiais of the immigration department,
whom he indicated were beîng sent ta Europe
to investigate this matter of the dispIaced
persans, go over there and interview these
people, they do not place too narrow an inter-
pretation upon the words "enemy aliens."
Surely this should be treated as a humani-
tarian prohlem, and the only principle applied
should ho- to assist those persons who are i
need of assistance by permitting them to come
to Canada on the basis of their need and, their
suitahility, not on the basis of any narrow
legal interpretation as to whether or not they
are enemy aliens. Probably aIl hon. members
have received letters from or have knowledge
of Canadian citizens with relatives in Europe,
in what were enemy countries or enemy accu-
pied countries, who wish to have those rela-
tives brought to Canada; but because at the
moment we have this limitation against the
admission of enemy aliens those relatives can-
not he admitted. I personally know of a
Canadian citizen who bas relatives in Austria.
Those relatives were put in a concentration
camp by the Germans where at least one of
them died, and tbey do not know whether
others died there as weli. Re is anxious that
his surviving relatives, particuiariy his sister
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and ber sons, should ho permitted to come
to Canada and live with him. He can provide
them with accommodation and eau give them
support, 'but at the present time, though they
were put in a concentration camp by the
Germans, and though at least some of thema
died there, under present regulations the
entry of those people would be delayed
because they are regarded as eneiny aliens.
So I would ask that our immigration officiaIs
who are being sent to Europe to look into
this question of displaced persons, ha not
confined to a narrow, technical interpretation
of those words, but that they hae ampo-wered.
to examine every case upon its marits. If a
person is deserving and desirous of coming to
Canada, then he should be ailowed to do so.

As I have said, iu general there certainly
are grouuds for agreement with the first por-
tion of the statement made yesterday, deal-
ing with 'the immediate application of the
government's immigration poiicy. As to the
other portion, however, daaling witb the long
range policy, I feel thera la cause for con-
sidierable disappointment. If we -analyse that
portion of the statament we find that it iays
down a number of broad genaral principles
with which we can all agree, and indaed which
have beau urged from time to 'time by mcm-
bers on ail aides of the bouse. I shouid like
to read those principles. As reported at
page 2644 of Hansard for Thursday, May 1,
the Prime Minister said:

The policy of the govarument is to foster
tha growth of the population of Canada by the
encouragement of immigration. The government
will seek by legislation, regulation, and vigorous
administration, to ansure the caraful selection
and permanent settlament of such numbers of
immigrants as can advantageously ha absorbed
in our national economy.

At page 2645 he elaborated that hy sayiug:
Let me now speak of the govarnment's long

termi programme. It is based on the conviction
that Canada needs population. The government
is strongly of the view that our immigration
policy Lhuld be devised in a positive &ense,
%vith the definite objective, as I have already
stated, of enlarging the population of thecountry.

With those general principles thera can
surely be notbing but agreement. But when
it cornas ta the practical application of those
principles, that is, the actual policy of the
goverrumant with regard to immigration, there
is no such definite pronouncement, and it is
here, I submait, that there is cause for genuine
disappointment.

I should like to ýread what the Prime Minis-
ter said wben he dealt with tbe actual policy.
I find that after laying down thase very
ganeral priiiciples, by which lie said the gov-
eruiment wouid ha guided in the detaiied 'ippli-


