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was looking for the captain. There is a sus-
picion that he will lose more than a dirk
when he arrives in Hong Kong.

In the end he never arrived at Hong Kong,
as he got away from the Empress at Yoko-
hama.

Evidently Mr. Bhagwan Singh was not in
bad physical condition; at any rate his in-
cisors seem to have been in good working
order, judging by the punishment he in-
flicted on those who deported him.

The getting of Singh on board was attended
with much difficulty, one officer losing part of
his ear and another contributing a chunk from
his hand.

I commend these reports to the hon. mem-
ber for Rouville, who has been making a
martyr of Mr. Bhagwan Singh. It is shown
that Bhagwan Singh entered Canada, in the
first place, by perjuring himself. That is
not conduct becoming a priest of the temple.
Mr. Reid, the immigration official, was
carrying out instructions when he did
deport him, and was acting under a section
of the Immigration Act.

T do not know how to harmonize the views
expressed by my hon. friend from Edmon-
ton (Mr. Oliver) with those expressed by
the hon. member for Rouville. To-day we
heard the hon. member for Ldinonton very
indignant at the highly technical decision
given by Mr. Justice Hunter, and he asked
pertinently whether this Parlianent “was
going to be supreme, and whether this
Parliament was not going to have control
over our own immigration laws, and be able
to say who shall and who shall not come to
Canada. And, in view of the hon. member
for Edmonton being the father of this Act,
I quite realize that, in order to be consis-
tent, he must take that stand. The hon.
member for Rouville, on the other
hand, argued on  behalf of the
courts, and he defended the court proceed-
ings and he claimed that we could not over-
ride a habeas corpus writ, as was d_one in
this case. The same question arose in con-
nection with the Thaw case. Mr. Reid, the
immigration officer, in deporting this gentle-
man as he did, even in face of that wireless
message, notifying him that there was a
habeas corpus writ out to hold this gentle-
man; acted under section 23 of the Immi-
gration Act, which says:

No court, and no judge or officer thereof,
shall have jurisdiction to review, qua‘sh, re-
verse, restrain or otherwise interfere w1t.h.any
proceeding, decision or order of thg minister
or of any board of inquiry, or officer in charge,
had, made or given under the authority and in
accordance with the provisions of this Act re-
lating to the detention or deportation of any
rejected immigrant, passenger or other person,
upon any ground whatsoever, unless such per-
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son is a Canadian citizen or has Canadian
domicile.

That is the section under which Mr. Reid,
the immigration officer, acted in deporting
this gentleman, and in ignoring what was
stated to-day by the hon. member for Rou-
ville to be a habeas corpus writ, but what
Judge Morrison, who himself issued the
writ, afterwards cancelled as being issued
without complete information. Judge Mor-
rison was not in possession of full informa-
tion at the time, and, as I say, the writ was
cancelled by him. But Mr. Reid acted by
reason of the authority given him under that
section, 23, which says that no judge has any
authority to revise or to annul the decision .
of the Minister of the Interior or of the
Board’ of Inquiry. One of the judgments
in the case stated that the Board of Inquiry
was illegal because only four of its
members attended, whereas the full board
should have been present. This, of course,

was another technical objection. The
Hindu newspaper I have read, con-
tains an accusation against the Gov-
ernment, on the allegation that the

proceedings of the department were illegal.
However, the department made it valid in
accordance with that decision, by constitut-
ing at once a full board, and the full board
of inquiry again rejected this gentleman.
Another appeal was made to the Minister
of the Interior, that appeal was rejected,
and, following out section 23, Mr. Malcom
Reid, the immigration officer, thought he
was quite justified—and I am sure the ex-
Minister of the Interior (Mr. Oliver) will
agree that he was justified—in deporting this
gentleman. The hon. gentleman from
Edmonton has stated that the remedying
of the defect in regulations 920 and 926,
would, in his opinion, have met the whole
situation. I do not think so. It would have
perhaps, so far as the decision of
Chief Justice Hunter was concerned, but we
had information as well, that there was
most likely to be a great deal of unemploy-
ment in British Columbia during this
winter, and in view of the fact, also, that
our friends on the opposition side were
harking in Parliament and out of Parlia-
ment the same view, and stating that there
were 100,000 men out of work in Canada, we
desired to take precautionz to see that the
Pacific coast would not be flooded by an
influx of the labouring-class, not only from
India but of the labouring class from other
countries as well. We did not at all ignore
or minimize the difficulties of the position,
and we came to the conclusion, under the
circumstanees, that we would be justified



