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done. I believe what lie said covered most of
the points members from British Columbia
would need te discuss.

I aiso most heartily endorse bis observation
that hoe is disappointed at tbe statement made

by the Minister of Mines and Resources (Mr.

Glen) upon introducing the bill. I consider

that the minister shouid bave made a state-

ment whicb wvould have elarified the gevera-
ment's position in respect of Asiatic immigra-

tion. The bouse was entitled te that, and I

agree with the hon. member when hie says that

te hav e tacked on te this bill the Chinese
Immigration Act is unfair te hion. members,
net only those from Britisb Columbia but te

ait hion. members, because this is something
of vast importance te the country at large.
Lt is net a subjeet affeeting British Columbia
alone.

With ail the power at my command I would
urge that the minister withdraw sections 2

and 4 in the bill, and that hoe bring them
hack te the bouse as a separate measure.
Whca hoe dees that I believe the Prime Minis-
ter (Mr. Mackenzie King) should give us a

definite statement on what the government's
policy wili be in respect of Asiatie immigra-
tion. The brief statement made hy the
minister this afternoen, te my mind did net

sound like a statement at aIl. It sounded
more like a petition in bankruptcv. Probably
there was a certain bankruptcy of ideas.

Sureiy the government must have some ideas
as te what it intends te do se far as immigra-
tion fromi ail sections of the world te Canada
wi]i bc. The statement made this afternoon
by tlîe minister is unfair te bion. members
wlho are charged with the responsibility of
trying te formulate pelicy in Canada.

There wvas somne discussion this afternoon
about thie first Chinese immigrants te Canada.
They happened te corne te rny constituency
in 1788--many years ago. Se far as I know,
that is the first record of complete oriental
assimilation we have ever bad in Caniada. They
disappeared into the wilds of the Goid River
valicy, and have neyer been seen since.

W'hat xvorried nie particularly xvas that,
while the minister rouid net give us any

definite figure, hoe did indicate that probably
somcwhere about 8,000 wives wouid cerne te
this country under the present legislation.
Se far as I can ascertain, there are 29,713
maies who either have wives in China or

have net wives but who ne doubt wouid go

back te China te get thern. I feel that, while
at the present time there are only 8,000 who
may be eatitlcd te bring their wives in, there
is certainly nothing te stop the ether 21,000
from becoming eligible for Canadian citizen-
sbip. In such event they would be able te
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alJply to have their wives broughit to this
country, too. 1 see no reason why they
should flot (Io so, if they feel se inclined. So

far as I can see, there is nothing under the
present legisiation by w'hich we could stop
t hem.

When we bring in 30,000 wivcs te this country
wve sce at once the situation that deve]ops.
The Chinese is a good family man. Eacb

wants a son. So, te be fair, giving eichi of

thein three children %ve have a total of about
90,000 ehilciren.

Sorne bon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

Mr. GIBSON (Cornox-Aiberni): To tell the
truth, 1 do flot think it a. matter for laughter

te accept into this counitry 120.000 citizens of

any nationality.*
As a mnatter of fact. the C'hinese hav e bad

a poor rcord frorn the point of view of

assimilation iii this countrv. The vcry fact
that there havec been aimost ne Chinese
marriages xvirl people of other races in
Canada would in<licate that thevre is flot rnucbi
chance of their ever bcing qsýimilated. When

one considers thc fact, thiat thcv have been

isolated from Chiinese fcmninine companion-
ship for twenty,-tlîee years, and that there bas

heen no assimilation in that timie, (lespite
wlhat one inighit conýider provocation or urge,
t bis woul seem to indicate that if the.v have

flot heen assriiated (luring those twenty-
thrce years there is net anY great chance et

tbis happening in the future.

When the EngliNh and French settiers came
te this' countrv they (lid net have their wives
with them, eitbier. Despite that, however, 1
understanci that tht history of the Hudson
bay was feunded on mixed marriages. Prob-
ablv that is why there ire se many Mic-
kenzies and MacTavishes in the far north.

The Chinese exclusion act was, of course,
always wrong. My predecessor in the lhoiie,
Mr. A. W. Neill, introduced a measure whichi
had it been accepted, would have obviated the
present difficulty. H1e wanted the exclusion art
to appiy te ail Asiaties. To pick eut the
Chinese who, as the hion. member for N_,ew
Westminster (Mr. Reid) bias said, were prob-
ably oui' best Asiatie immigrantsz wva7 unfair
and unjust.

I was rather concerned when I listened this

afterneon te the hion. member for Moese Jaw

(Mr. Thatcher). While I would net say that

hie gave an undertaking for bis party, hie did

say, "We appreve this bill". I arn amazed that
any hon. member would rise in bis place in

the bouse, after tbe statement the minister did

net make this afternoon, and say that ho
approved the bilt. 1 do net know whether the


