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here for ten years, cannot be deported to
their country of origin. I do trust, and I
feel, that this house will deal with ail matters
of immigration from a dispassionate, non-
political standpoint; for I amn afraid that
probably in the past-and I ar n ot charging
any one political party or any one goverfl-
ment-I arn afraid that in the past there
bas been a tendency at times to forget the
supreme importance of seeing that the popu-
lation of this country is kept dlean. That is
the business of government. I may be
charged with being toa harsh in the enforce-
ment of the law, but if we divest ourselves
of the right ta deport those who introduce
themselves into Canada against our immi-
gration law, then we have taken a step
which, I arn sure, we shall deeply regret.

Now, the first paragraph of the proposed
amendment providea that immigrants who
have completed ten years continuous resi-
dence in Canada shaIl not thereafter be
liable to deportation. If this becomes law
it would be impossible ta deport the most
undesirable aliens who succeeded in enter-
ing Canada illegally, provided they did not
corne under the notice of this departrnent
until gfter ten years continuous residence.
For instance, a criminal who entered illegally
and af Ver five years residence was convicted
of a serious crime involving a sentence of
over five years, could noV be deported if the
proposed amendment becoines law, because
part of bis residence in Canada would be
spent in a penitentiary. It may be that the
sponsor of the bill did not f oresee what
rnight f ollow the adoption of this subsection,
but it is obvious that that would be its effect.
Under the act as it now stands sucb a persan
cannot acquire domicile irrespective of the
period of residence in Canada, and therefore
would be subject to deportation.

I believe that a further effect of thîs pro-
posed amendment would be that aliens con-
victed of infractions of the Narcotic Drug
Act could not be deported. Anyone who
bas had experience in dealing with cases
under that act know very well with what
facility addicts can hide their real condition,
and they will succeed in doing so for years
until the drug has made such inroads on
Vhem mentally and physically that their fail-
ing becomes apparent. From. that angle
again I subrnit that this bill should not pass
in its present f orm, or in any other f orma
which would take away frorn those charged
with the administration of the law the right
ta deport people of that character. A large
number of people who have been resident in
Canada over ten years are deported from.
time ta time ta their country of origin by

reason of their contravention of the pro-
visions of Vbe Narcotic Drug Act. The
adoption of this bill would divest us of the
right ta take such action. In a word, the
proposed arnendmaent wipes out one of the
most important protective features of the
act. Any addict who procured entry inta
Canada, and remained here for the tîme con-
templated by the bill, could continue here
and we would have no recourse.

I do not want ta labour this point just
now, I bope Va take it up later in the
session, but it is important that we should
retain this right of deportatian. No one
likes the work of deporting people because
they are mentally defective or for some
other resn less than I do. It is not a
pleasant task, as I arn sure those who bave
preceded me in the administration of this
department will readily admit.

Mr. STEWART (Edmonton): Hemr, bear.

Mr. GORDON: My hon. friend says, "hear,
hear"; at least I can expect a goad deal of
sympatby from bim. Wben we in this par-
hiument exercise the right, which is vested in
us uzsder the British North Arnerica Act, of
encauraging new people ta came te, Canada,
we undertaloS a -considerable responsibility.
Let me make myselîf afoundantly clear; we
bave attracted. ta, this country splendid people
of ai races, people who will be an honour
ta Canada, and rwho to-day are an honour
ta this -country. At the same time, hovwever,
I arn afraid we -have within aur bondaries
many people who, under a systern of careful
selection and a iproper immigration policy,
neyer wouid have been permitted ta enter
Canada.

Wben migrants 'become mental cases in
Canada, wbo bais ta take care of them? The
federal1 gaverfment does not take care ai
them; their care -faîls upon the municipalities
and tbe provinces. The provinces have ex-
pended millions upon millionsi of dollars for
the care of these people. The province of
Ontario, with wbhioh I amn most familiar, has
in.vested some S38,OOO,OOO of capital and ex-
penditure in institutions ta take care of tbe
sick and afflicted. A great burden is cast upon
the people of tbat province by resson of"the
mental cases that bave been induoed Vo corne
ta Canada by tbe federal governiment. There-
fore I say when we corne ta coneider an
arnendment which will -have the effeet of
divesting -us of aur right ta return ta, the
country of arigin those prohibited cases wha
came Vo Canada, we rnust consider adopting
a course thaît may easily result in casting a
further burden upan the provinces and muni-


