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Speaker:

The house met at three o’clock.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE

Second report of the standing committee on
railways, canals and telegraph lines—Mr.
Breithaupt.

CANADIAN NATIONAL RAILWAYS

REFERENCE OF BUDGET TO RAILWAYS AND
SHIPPING COMMITTEE

Hon. LIONEL CHEVRIER (Minister of
Transport) : Mr. Speaker, I wish to lu}_' on
the table the budget of the Canadian National
Railways and the Canadian National (West
Indies) Steamships Limited for the calendar
year 1947. By leave of the house I move:

That the budget of the Canadian National
Railways and the Canadian National (West
Indies) Steamships Limited for the calendar
year 1947, tabled this day, be referred to the
sessional committee on railways and shipping
owned, operated and controlled by the govern-
ment.

Motion agreed to.

QUESTIONS

(Questions answered orally are indicated by
an asterisk).

INCOME TAX—-EXPENSES INCURRED IN OPERATION
OF MOTOR CAR

Mr. WEBB:

1. Has a general ruling been issued by the
taxation division of the Department of National
Revenue regarding the deductibility by a salaried
taxpayer in ascertaining his net assessable in-
come of expenses incurred in the operation of
a motor car in connection with his business?

2. If so, what is such ruling?

Mr. McCANN: No general ruling has been
issued.

WAR

Mr. RAYMOND (Beauhé).rnois—Laprairie):

1. Does the war assets corporation grant
priorities for the purchase of assets dealt with
by such corporation?

f so (a) to whom; (b) in what order;
(¢) are there any formalities to be complied
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with in order to obtain such priorities; (d) are
such priorities granted by right under the rules
made by the war assets corporation?

Mr. McILRAITH:

1. Yes:

2. (a) and (b) Priority is given to requests
received from Dominion Government Depart-
ments or Agencies; Provincial Governments;
Municipalities; and Public Bodies; in the
order stated, providing the requests cover
only war surplus which

(i) is required by the claimant for its own
use and is not intended for resale, and

(i1) is net required by the claimant for the
manufacture of goods which are for sale in
commercial markets.

There is one exception to the foregoing
pProviso :—

Government sponsored low-cost emergency
housing projects are given first priority on
certain buildings, lands and materials sal-
vaged from demolished buildings.

(¢) Yes, the priority claimant must provide
satisfactory proof that it falls within one of
the four priority groups listed above.

(d) No. Priorities in the order stated above
were established on the recommendation of
the Crown Assets Allocation Committee and
subsequently confirmed by the Right Hon-
ourable the Minister of Reconstruction and
Supply.

CANADIAN CITIZENSHIP—APPLICATIONS FOR
CERTIFICATES

Mr. TUCKER:

How many applications have there been for

Canadian citizenship certificates under the new
citizenship act?

Mr. GIBSON (Hamilton West): 9,250. "

DISTRICT DIRECTOR OF POSTAL SERVICES,
MOOSE JAW

Mr. THATCHER:

1.- Has the position of “District Director of
Postal Services” at Moose Jaw been abolished?

2. If so, for what reason?

Mr. BERTRAND (Laurier): On Thursday
last the hon. member for Queens asked about
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certamn changes in postal service organization
v.’ﬁ_ll wticular reference to their effect on
}‘1‘11‘\.“» le\\';ll'nl Island. I have also received
au inquiry from the hon. member for Rosthern
respecting the Moose Jaw postal district.
I"fr:w{iy stated, we have set up positions of
regional di

directors of postal service in an
Ynelu.‘;x\..\:n‘ to promote increased efficiency.
There are only five such positions of senior
rank, obviously not enough to go around on
a provincial basis. Actually it would be
impossible to organize an efficient postal ser-
vice on provincial boundary lines.

Thirteen positions of distriet inspector of
}"tv,‘.*i:". service have been established to look
after purely inspectional duties of former
distriet directors. Inspectors will be main-
tained at Charlottetown and Moose Jaw.

At the same time we have restored the
position of postmaster at the more important
, inecluding Charlottetown and Moose
This has meant changes in titles and a
certain shifting of responsibilities, but I can
assure my honourable friends that no harm
will come to any province because of any-
thine we are doing in our internal organiza-
tion. Indeed, the changes are made, as I
have already indicated, with a view to a
better postal service.

( 2es

Jaw.

DIRECTOR OF MERCHANT SEAMEN

Mr. HERRIDGE:

1. When did G. L. C. Johnson, director of
merchant seamen, first enter Canada for per-
manent residence? g

2. What is his citizenship status at the present
time? 2 o ;

3. Was he granted citizenship? If so, on what
date? : ‘

4. On whose recommendation was he appointed
director of merchant seamen?

5. Were any seamen’s organizations consulted
previous to his appointment?

6. What marine certificates does he hold?

7. What seagoing experience has he had?

8. What administrative experience has he
had? 3 : 3%

9. What are his general educational qualifica-
tions?

Mr. CHEVRIER:

1. April 29, 1941.

Canadian. = :
As a British subject, acquired citizenship
through domicile in Canada.

4. On the recommendation of Mr. Arthur
Randles, at that time director of merchant
seamen, and approved by the Minister of
Transport.

5. No.

6. Foreign-going master.

» Through regular stages of cadet and
officer to permancnt master at age of 28.

Served in naval transports during war of

1914-18.
[Mr. Bert rand (Laurier).]

D B

,\‘.I(“I' >r‘\~‘oml years in command b
maritime pilot in Chinese waters
Acted e

division.
8. Manager and

ecame g

as nautical assessor in admirlty

Takubar Pilot A :gcrte'mry\()f e
akubar ot Assoclation, North Ching ¢
12 years. : hine,

Regional director, Montreal and Vancouyer
Manning pools, 5 years. i

Director of Merchant Seamen—i4 months

9. Private and public schools in quf‘[.)l-;l.
h1re ‘nol 1 o T i
shire, England until commencement of s
career at age of 16.

PAN-AMERICAN UNION

Mr. CHURCH:

1. Has there been any change since last
regarding Canada joining the so
American union?

2. If so, what changes have been made in this
policy since then?

3. Can Canada, as one of the overseas do-
minions, join this union without the consen of
the governments of Great Britain and the other
dominions?

Mr. ST. LAURENT:"
1. No.
2. Answered by No. 1.
3. Yes.

on
called pan-

QUESTIONS PASSED AS ORDERS FOR
RETURNS

INCOME TAX—CAMPBELLTON, N.B, OFFICE

Mr. BROOKS:

1. Has a date been set for the opening of the
proposed office of the Income Tax Department
at Campbellton, New Brunswick?

9. Have offices been rented? ;

3. If so, from whom and what rental per
month? 5 i

4. Are repairs and alterations necessary and
what is the estimated cost for same’

EXAMINER OF PUBLICATIONS
Mr. KNIGHT:

is k
1. Is an author or a publisher 91f 13{(}113101).
printed or published in (anada compelled A
mit it to any government department for cens
ship? ) e .
9 Tf so, under what circumstances, 18 he 8
9
compelled? A
3. What is the name of the examiner of p
lications now on‘supex'anmmtlon l(;zdt\eiﬂing <ith
4. Whas are his background and Ta.
reference to his work as a censoi. 1 exoetive
5. What is the name of the generd S
ant now carrying on the duties 0

as
ship? :

6. What are his .backgr.
cation, and training Wi
duties? - 3 s

7. Is the official mentioned in IQ}les(Etgonooks i
five responsible for the censorsiip
tering Canada?

8 Does he pers
upon such books?

ound, standard of edcu‘
th reference to su

] pent
onally read and pass judgn

¢

‘9
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£ aciats &
9. Is there & committee or group of al‘it.lal'h::(\ll(b
toAfllidl this official in his work of {:eéangll}tl}lﬂ.mm
0. I s > ¢ ames of the members
10. If so, what are thgnﬂa\l},le.s of
of such group Or QOI}\DHHLL. T e
11. Are any individuals or groups ”1 b
duals ever (or customarily) ‘(,‘,011.‘:\111(( ')}vivm;
prohibitive cengorship 18 exercised 1n any g
; S“{ 1 1 « o .
’ 1|" 1f so (a) who are those individuals; (b)
o LfcE are thos
ar 3 o an1Zatlions : :
what are those organlz 1 o
l‘:’, Is there any appeal from the decision of

the E d

aminer of Publications? o
14. If so (a) o what body is such appea
addressed; (b) what is the procedure followed in
making such an appeal?

MILLTOWN, N.B., POSTMASTER

Mr. BROOKS:

1. Who is the present postmaster at Milltown,
New Brunswick? ; , :

9. Does the present incumbent hold the office
as a permanent or temporary employee? S

3. Was a competitive examination held within
the last year to fill this position? >

4. If so (a) when; (b) what are the names
of applicants; (¢) who was the applicant obtain-
ing the highest marks? ‘

5. If present incumbent is a temporary em-
ployee, when will a permanent appointment be
made?

CAPE BRETON HIGHLANDS NATIONAL PARK

Mr. BLACK (Cumberland) :

1. Who is the superintendent or resident
person in charge of the Cape Breton Highlands
national park, stating his experience and quali-
fications?

9. What amounts were paid him during the
years 1945 and 1946 in (a) salary; (b) travelling
expenses; (c) car and other allowances or ex-
pense

3. Who were the park wardens for the years
1945 and 1946 stating where located, their
duties, salaries, travelilng and other expenses?

4. What was expended during the years 1945
and 1946 on the golf course for (a) improve-
ments; (b) maintenance, stating the number of
men employed in playing season?

5. What was the total amount expended on
the park during the years 1945 and 1946 for
(a) improvements; (b) maintenance, and on the
highways?

6. Were any construction tenders called or
contracts let in 1945, 1946 and 1947, and if so
for what work, to whom let and for what
amounts?

7. Who were the foremen in charge of the
maintenance of highways, where located and
remuneration and expenses paid?

1.‘)?6 \i\“a:“']]\ ‘ng;ti‘\olxleﬂ'l"tlllmtl} employed in 1945 and
ol with the park, and, if so, in

b capacity and what remuneration and ex-
penses were paid him?

COMMONWEALTH CONSTRUCTION COMPANTY
Mr. KNOWLES:

e I O

('(J‘l’xml;my, Limited, of Winr‘\\ig;.gt‘?l : ot
2. 1f so, what are the dates thereof, what is

the e hs 1
€ nature of such ¢ acts d d
1 ontracts, and wh it amount
0 money 18 involy ed in each?

i e e

MOTIONS FOR PAPERS
PASSPORTS
Mr. POULIOT:
For a copy of all 1
mon‘: of External Aff
of passports?t

Mre. Sl

,oulations of the Depart-
3 +ha o
airs concerning tuie issue

LAURENT: These are df*p:inrt-
mental regulations which are not intended 1(:!‘
general eirculation, but I shall be .glad to table
them and to table at the same time an ()rglcr
in council passed on March 6, 1947, which
will require some modification of these depart-
mental regulations with respect to diplomatic
passports.

Mr. POULIOT: I thank the right hon.
gentleman, but what 1 wanted mostly to know
was why the applications for passports are
considered confidential when the passport 18

a public document.

SQURVEY OF FLUID MILK DISTRIBUTION
Mr. KNOWLES:

For a copy of the survey of fluid milk dis-
tribution in Canada, prepared by the accounting
division of the wartime prices and trade board,
for the year 1941, and any gimilar reports pre-
pared for any subsequent period.

Mr. MAYHEW: The documents asked for
in this motion are interdepartmental docu-
ments which are privileged. I must ask that
this motion be dropped.

Mr. KNOWLES: May I ask the parlia-
mentary assistant one question? Is he aware
of the fact that some twenty copies of this
report were made available to the counsel of
the milk distributors of Ontario?

Mr. MAYHEW : I made inquiry as to that
report and I find that, so far as the department
is concerned and so far as the government is
concerned, there has been no official report
circulated. If any has been released, it has
been without the authority of the government.

Mr. COLI'")\VELL: May 1 ask the parlia-
montlarvv assistant if copies of the report were
provided unofficially to the milk distributors,
or got into their hands unofficially? If so, I
tl}lnl‘; the house is entitled to what the milk
distributors had.

‘Mr. MAYHEW: Not so far as we know.
We have not recognized anything.

Mr. KNOWLES: ity
i K{NOWLES: Is it true that they got

Mr. SPEAKER: Order. Motion dropped.

BEAUHARNOIS LIGHT, HEAT AND POWER COMPANY
Mr. CHURCH:
For a copy of all ¢
Q COP] all correspondence, 1
For a § , letters, tele-
grams, reports and other documents e e

Era . an ] Xchanged
between the government of Canada o1 o

*any de-
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partment or officer thereof and any officer of
the Beauharnois Light, Heat and Power Com-
pany regarding the company’s application for the
right to use additional water from the iSt.
Lawrence river for light and power purposes of
the said company, also a copy of all correspon-
dence exchanged between the government of
Canada and any of the provinces or the state of
New York or the federal government of the
United States of America, or any officer thereof
with reference to the matters herein.

EMPIRE DEFENCE POLICY

Mr. CHURCH:

For a copy of all telegrams, cables and other
correspondence exchanged since the last great
war, between the government of Canada and the
governments of Great Britain and the other
dominions or crown colonies of the empire, re-
garding a common defence policy for the defence
of the empire in the future.

Mr. ST. LAURENT: Mr. Speaker, there has
been no correspondence since the great war
between the government of Canada and the
government of Great Britain and the other
dominions or crown colonies of the empire
regarding a common defence policy for the
defence of the empire in the future. There are
constantly exchanges between governments
with respect to their respective defence forces,
but none of this correspondence could be pub-
lished without the consent of the other govern-
ments. It is the view of the Canadian govern-
ment that it would not be in the public inter-
est to publish these exchanges at this time and
that we should not request the consent of the
other governments to do so. I would ask the
hon. gentleman if he would not withdraw his
motion.

Mr. CHURCH: May I say to the right hon.
gentleman that I think we should have some
papers connected with it. There are no meet-
ings and no defence policies of any kind.

Mr. SPEAKER: Dropped

INCOME TAX—FARMERS

Mr. COLDWELL:

For a statement showing the number of farm-
ers filing income tax returns and the number
assessed for the fiscal year 1945-1946, together
with the number of farmers, by provinces, assess-
able, non-assessable, and assessed for the same
ye and also the number of farms in Canada
according to the 1941 census, together with the
percentages, by provinces, of farmers filing re-
turns and farmers assessable.

QUEBEC NORTH SHORE AND LABRADOR RAILWAY
Mr. CHURCH:

For a copy of all letters, telegrams, reports
and other documents exchanged during the

years 1946 and 1947 between the government of
[Mr. Church.]

Canada or. any officer thereof and the provisional
government of Newfoundland and Labrador or
their trustee and the government of Great
Britain, with respect to the Quebec North Shore
and Labrador railway company.

Mr. ST. LAURENT: There has been no
correspondence between the government of
Canada or any officer thereof and the govern-
ment of the United Kingdom during the
years mentioned, 1946 and 1947, with respect
to the Quebec North Shore and Labrador
Railway Company, or between the govern-
ment of Canada and the government of
Newfoundland or any officer thereof. The
only thing that is on the file is a request
from Canada’s high commissioner in New-
foundland communicating fo us a request
made to him for a copy of Bill 106, which
was passed as Bill “H” of the senate. I shall
be glad to table a copy of the portion of the
communication from our high commissioner
dealing with that request.

Mr. SPEAKER: Carried with the reserva-
tion made by the minister.

UNITED NATIONS

SECURITY COUNCIL—DELIBERATIONS OF MILITARY
STAFF COMMITTEE \

On the orders of the day:

Mr. GORDON GRAYDON (Peel): I wish
to direct an inquiry to the Secretary of State
for External Affairs. A report from Lake
Success, dated April 20, indicates that the
military staff committee of the security coun-
cil has decided to limit in size the proposed
international police force to one that would
have power to punish only small international
wrongdoers and let wrongs committed by the
larger powers perhaps go unpunished. Has
Canada been invited, in accordance with
article 47 of the united nations charter, to sit
in on this military staff committee’s delibera-
tions? If not, how closely has Canada been
kept informed as to the deliberations of that
committee?

Right Hon. L. S. ST. LAURENT (Secretary
of State for External Affairs): I am afraid
that the report referred to by the hon. mem-
ber as a basis for his question is rather
speculative. As a matter of fact we are
informed that no report has been made by
the military staff committee of the security
council, and that its sessions so far have been
held in camera. Answering the other portion
of the question, Canada has not been invited
})V\"tlle military staff committee to participate
in 1ts present deliberations.

co

o
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LABOUR CONDITIONS
INQUIRY RESPECTING AUTHORIZATION FOR
ADMISSION OF EUROPEANS TO CANADA

On the orders of the day:
Mr. M. J. COLDWELL (Rosetown-I

-

to direct a question to the Minister
of Labour. Was an order in council passed
authorizing Mr. Dionne’s visit to Europe and

1 wish

nada for

for- the admission of labour to C
ctil

employment in the tex
Mr. GRAYDON: Which Mr. Dionne?
Mr. COLDWELL: Mr. Dionre, the hon.

member for Beauce. If so, will the minister
please table that order in council?

Hon. HUMPHREY MITCHELL (Minister
of Labour) : Mr. Speaker, I do not know why,
but I expected that someone would ask that
question. I shall table the order, but I think
I should read a few words from 1t so that
they will be on record :

" the Dionne Spinning Mill Company of St.
George, Beauce, Quebec, have applied for the
admission to Canada from Europe of one hun-
dred women for training and t:mployment as tex-
tile workers in the company’s mills at wages as
required by the law of thé province of Qucboc
regulating the salaries and condifions of work
of textile industries in that province.

Mr. COLDWELL: The minister is tabling
the order in council?

Mr. MITCHELL: Yes.

ile industry?

PRIVILEGE
MR. DIEFENBAKER—ATTENDANCE IN HOUSE—
JAPANESE QUESTION

Mr. J. G. DIEFENBAKER (Lake Centre):
I was absent from the house last evening. 1
am seldom absent, but while I was away the
hon. member for Vancouver East (Mr.
MaecInnis) made the following statement, as
reported at page 2378 of Hansard :

It is strange to me that the hon. member for
Take Centre, who talks so much about freedom,
happens to be absent from the house every time
this issue comes up.

My first point is that this statement 18
untrue: I have mot been absent on previous
oceasions. Last evening I had an appoint-
ment that took me out of the house. Then
there was a remark by the hon. member for
Winnipeg North Centre (Mr. Knowles): “He
was here at nine o’clock”. For the first time
this identifies that hon. gentleman as the
head of the secret attendance police of the
house; he mentions the hour I was still here.
I am going to be absent this afternoomn, Mr.
Speaker, by reason of a prior appointment.

I want to say that my attitude has never
changed, and aspersions such as those do not
detract from that fact. I am opposed to any
diserimination against Canadians, regardless of
their race or

creed.

BUTTER
HOARDING IN ANTICIPATION OF INCREASED PRICES

On the orders of the day:

Mrs. GLADYS STRUM (QuAppelle) : Will
the Minister of Agriculture assure the house
that steps will be taken to prevent firms who
are hoarding butter from profiteering at the
expense of the Canadian people, in view of the
rumoured increase in the price of butter?

Right Hon. J. G. GARDINER (Minister of
Agriculture) : Action was taken some time ago
to make that impossible.

Mrs. STRUM: Will the minister please tell
us just what that means, and how it is to be
applied?

Mr. GARDINER: I should not like to
attempt to go into all the details at the
moment. I think it can be applied very effec-
tively by means of operations that will be
carried out by the Department of Agriculture
and the prices board.

VETERANS AFFAIRS

INQUIRY AS TO AMENDMENTS TO WAR VETERANS’
ALLOWANCES ACT

On the orders of the day:

Mr. STANLEY KNOWLES (Winnipeg
North Centre): Will the Minister of Veterans
Affairs say whether consideration is being
given by the government- to amending the
War Veteran’s Allowance Act to provide an
increase in the amount of the allowance both
for veterans and for the widows of mnon-
pensioned veterans?

Right Hon.IAN A. MACKENZIE (Minister
of Veterans Affairs): It is not the intention
of the government to introduce at the present
session of parliament any amendments to the
War Veterans’ Allowance Act.

FOREIGN EXCHANGE

DISCOUNT ON CANADIAN BONDS AND STOCKS IN
UNITED STATES MARKET

On the orders of the day:

Mr. ALAN COCKERAM (York South): In
view of the fact that Dominion of Canada
bonds are selling in New York at a discount
of approximately 114 per cent, and unlisted
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stocks at a discount of 15 per cent will the
Minister of Finance inform the house what
steps the government propose to take to cope
with the increasingly, adverse and ecritical
exchange position as between Canada and the
United States of America?

Hon. DOUGLAS ABBOTT
Finance): I do not think that is a question
to be asked on the orders of the day, but
appropriate action is being taken. I suggest
that my hon. friend’s friends sell their bonds
in Canada.

(Minister of

CHEESE
NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE UNITED KINGDOM
AS TO PRICE

On the orders of the day:

Mr. G. J. TUSTIN (Prince Edward-Len-
nox): Several days before the Easter recess

the Minister of Agriculture stated in the house
that negotiations were going on between his
department and the food ministry of the
United Kingdom in regard to the price of
cheese for this year. I wonder if he is in
a position to make a statement as yet.

R‘ight Hon. J. G. GARDINER (Minister of
Agmcultur(‘): I think at or about the same
time I said consideration was being given
to the possibility of adjusting the p'ri(;es of
all dairy products around May 1, in 0;‘dr>1‘
to carry out the announced policy of doing
flomothing in regard to subsidies. I also m;ldz

1e

statement about the same time that
the }vholn matter was being considered by the
advisory committee, which represents the

provincial governments and farm organizations
ACross Canada. We received the recommen-
dahu_ns of that committee just this morning
Consideration is being given the whole mm’t(\’;.
and an announcement will be made in ancord—‘
ance with the previous statement.

EMERGENCY POWERS
CONTINUATION OF CERTAIN
REGULATIONS

ORDERS AND

l‘l}o 1101_15(: resumed from Tuesday, April 22
consldm:.nmn in committee of Bill No. 104,
to provide for the continuation of certairi
ordcrs_ and regulations of the governor in
c.ounm] for a limited period (lm:ing the na-
tional emergency arising out of the War~M'r
Isley—Mr. Golding in the chair, :

AThn DEPUTY .CH;\IRM;‘\\': Last eve-
ning we were dealing with the labour dr—}partr-
moilf, lund}()hscussin;r order in council P.C. 946
and also P.C. 251, P.C. 1665, P ‘
i : 665, P.C. 469 and

[Mr. Cockeram.]

Mr. P(_)[TI‘IOT: I rise to a point of order,
On "\l)”[ 1 the Right Hon. Secretary of State
for External Affairs said, speaking of the
consolidation which has been debated and
discussed for the last three weeks, as reported
at page 1976 of Hansard:

.. an office consolidation, which has no proba-

tive value whatsoever but is a compilation of
the orders as they exist now, with the amend-
ments made thereto. That consolidation is not
a part of the bill. It is merely a document and
one 1‘1l(1t could not be received in court, that
would be no evidence of the orders in council.

I submit that according to the description
given by a jurist of the experience and fame
(Ji_tho right hon. gentleman, it is evident that
this committee has been engaged in a futile
and frivolous discussion for the last three
weeks. I entirely agree with the right hon
gentleman that this compendium hus‘_nothing:
to do with the bill, but it is precisely what has
been discussed in vain by all hon. members
who have taken part in the discussion. I do
not see the use of members of parliament
wasting their valuable time discussing some-
thing that will be of no value before the
courts. Therefore, under standing order 59
I move that the committee rise and report
progress

Mr. ST. LAURENT: I think the hon
member is omitting to take into (’()nsideralioﬁ
some pertinent and important facts in con-
nection with this matter. The first of those
is that the orders in council mentioned in 158
.~'<-lnfdu]v annexed to the bill are in force
at the present time, are the law of the country
and are to remain in force until May 15. The;'
are orders in council which have been pmmuL
gated and published in the manner in which
the law requires that that be done. The list
o_f them is mentioned in the schedule f(; the
bill and, for the convenience of hon. members
the orders in council were tabled before t/hke’
second reading of the bill. The compendium
or office consolidation was a convenient docu-
ment prepared so that hon. members would not
have to have recourse to the various issues. of
the official gazette, or to the wartime orders
publications, to have before them the text
now in force.

The hon. member is right when he says
Hlf'.it in the bill we are not dealing with tim
office consolidation. In it we are dealing with
certain orders in council which are in‘force
which have been published and pron‘.ulmtwl’
as 1‘f>(111i1'(‘11 by law and with respect to which
parliament is considering whether the expiry
<Il:1.:o should be May 15 or some subsequent
date.

“®
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon.
member for Temiscouata has moved under
standing order 59 that the committee rise and
report progress. The motion is not debatable.
All in favour will please say yea.

An hon. MEMBER: There is no seconder.

Mr. POULIOT: Yea.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
opposed will please say nay.

Some hon. MEMBERS: Nay.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : In
opinion the nays have it.

Those

my

Motion (Mr. Pouliot) negatived.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I might add
that we have before the committee an amend-
ment by the hon. member for Moose Jaw.
At the adjournment last night the hon. mem-
ber for New Westminster was about to speak.

Mr. REID: Mr. Chairman, it was not my
intention to enter into the debate at this
moment because T was waiting until the order
in council having to do with Japanese fishing
licences was before the committee. However,
since an amendment has been moved I feel it
incumbent upon me, particularly in view of
some speeches made last night, to make some
remarks now which would be pertinent to the
five or six orders in council and the amend-
ment before the committee.

Let me say first of all, with the hon. member
for Vancouver South, that what we have to
say in the matter is not influenced by nor
does it emanate from racial hatred, a cry
which is thrown at us so often when we speak
about the Japanese question. The situation
in this respect reminds me of the condition
in some quarters of the country where certain
individuals will not allow one even to mention
the name of Russia. They raise their hands
in holy horror if the name of that country
is even mentioned. I do not know whether
that pertains throughout all the provinces,
but T do know that in British Columbia I have
been challenged at times for even mentioning
the name of that country, and because T have
asked questions about it the accusation has
been made against me that I am out to
engender bad feeling between the two
countries. I deprecate any such accusation.
I want those in the house and outside of it
who do not see eye to eye with me at least
to recognize that my views are just as fair
and as sincere as are their own. And if they
are out to uphold this great democracy, then
surely they will grant us at least that
concession.

With respect to racial hatred I shall say
something now which I do not think I have
mentioned in the House of Commons before.
I wonder, however, if one were out to arouse
hatred—and I am mnot—which of the two
would be worse, class hatred, of man against
man, or racial hatred. I remember that in
British Columbia in 1935, long before some
hon. members came to the house, there was
a reign of fear and intimidation. That took
place previous to and in the 1935 election
campaign throughout the Fraser valley and
was engendered by supporters and adherents
of the C.CF.

An hon. MEMBER: No.

And I

v that without fear

Mr. REID: s
of successful contradiction. Two or three

people around my own home town said, “We
are afraid of what may happen to us.” I had
even to take my children out of school on
one or two occasions. Oh, the hon. member
for Vancouver East can laugh, but I hope he
will allow me to say the things I have to
say in all sincerity. I did not interrupt him
when he was speaking.

Mr. MacINNIS: I did not interrupt my
hon. friend. He went out of his way to make
reference to me.

Mr. REID: But there was just the fear that
he would. It was, as I say, a reign of fear

and intimidation, and engendering of class
hatreds: for they were pitting class against
class.

Mr. MacINNIS: The hon. member did not
like my sinister silence.

Mr. REID: The hon. member was talking
last evening about racial hatred in this coun-
try. Well, I come from a land where a man
can stand on a platform or a soapbox and
say what he likes. They believe in the good
sense of the people there, and I am one of
them who believe the same.

An hon. MEMBER: A good Labour
government.

Mr. REID: I will have something to say
about that at the proper time, when probably
I will discuss the hon. member’s remarks.
But the people of that country leave it to the
good sense of the citizens. I am one who
would like to leave it to the good sense of the
people here. As a matter of fact, I should
like to leave this entire question to the people
of British Columbia.

The suggestion has been made by hon.
members opposite that at least fifty per cent
of the people of British Columbia, and per-
haps a majority of them, are against what
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we stand for. I am going to ask those who
take the opposite view to answer some ques-
tions when their turn comes to speak. For
th,b:wr fourteen or fifteen years I have been
asking - certain questions in the House of
Commons about the Japanese. I have also
asked the civil liberties league, and I have
even gone so far as to ask the Japanese them-
selves these same questions.

When the debates were on in the house
.Izih'f year and in the previous year the period-
1(};’1]( 1{11()}\'11 as the New Canadian, which I
believe is sent to most members yof parlia-
ment—free of charge, of course—pf%ntéd
excerpts from all the speeches on fhe’Jarp’meQe
question made by hon. members in the };ou;z
The excerpt they printed about my spee‘ch.
was th;s: “Tom Reid, the member for New
Westminster, says that we are an unassimil-
able race, and that we owe aI}egiankce to
Japan” There were no further remarks. I
then wrote them saying, “You have made t.h‘lt
quotation; do you deny it? Do you dE‘I;
fha‘t you owe allegiance to Japan in the ﬁrs{
instance, that your first loyalty is to that
country, and that each one of kyou is re'i
tered with it?” There was no answe;' (§S~
would have thought surely that thc.)@e n?
Japanese stock, those who were born iI; tlc')
country, those who were educated in i
schools, would have something in thOI{I‘
make-up similar to that which \:e ourss il 'elr
;Iu.\'o. Having quoted from my speech ine :}?:
“mtl.c(;] Of Qommons it was passing strange
12t they would not reply to my inquiry
Then we have the civil libéx’tvie" l‘.

izlnolthterI ofI the leagues which hav; se;ililz
up lately. I am sorry to see s
;npen_t Ser:;()ns in this country (;Ierzlt?r?g gﬁ;:c;
I that group. They he ' :
last year, and another onel(ih?s I?fggai mIeetlng
pose most members of parliameﬁt hSUP-
1riPr'en'otd 3 communication from an ort"aniaz:e
on at the university of Britis} C I '-
called the Christian brotherh i S
commenting upon the fact tliz?:)(’rli1e’I:]lf)}\'i;v§;?
?::zlf;;]imn(r{ lmgi granted the right to vote to
1 ans and Chinamen but not to those of th
apanese race. I wrote to th 3
I said, “Would you place bef, s o
zation this quos:tion:v C:an SOT: L
a Canadian when he has a
and whose allegiance in the fi
;Tgrani Whl?h government claims him ?” The
I,lo o;)r(lp qu;zattion‘% asked was, “Why is it that
e of the Japanese r. l
forward and openly stated, E;cighgia?nytite corme
ﬁg }ondthe publ{c platform or privately ptheas.:
: 1ad no allegiance to Japan?” :
Surely I cannot be accused of racial hat
when I ask those questions. They gare i
[Mr. Reid.] o

K

tical questions. The oriental has a differ
psychology and make-up from ours. I d o
understand them, and perhaps (hrr;v dLO h
u'n«'lerstund us. If we were in the ;qmco n?_t
tion I do not think we would lla.\"euqn 7 i
puncu‘on about getting up and Sn\'in:' )‘dICOIIl-
born in this land and I owe ﬂlh?r;'izni:c’e t o
other _government or to no 0(?151‘ couo tno
than 'C:mnda. We owe no a,llpginnce-to Ja . r{
I believe that many people might be pre parn.d
to accept such a statement from the Ja ;)1? :
I ask this of the members of this hdu%ep er.
then, t.he silence? It is significant azgd.it hy,
a bearing upon the matter before us -

I :?,}n not going to‘take up much time trying
to meh;e what might happen in the futur
but ]E bt?_h(}Ve that the Japanese nation witi’
its 95 np_lhon people, a nation which rése to
great n}llltary heights prior to the war is not
yet .ﬁnlshedl. It is my belief that th)ey are
walting until General MacArthur goes ‘When
statements are made that the Japanese. in this
country have not said anything, it is m
belief that .they are acting just the tsame as t.h]é
Japanqse In Japan. There is some high
a.uthgrlty saying to them, “Keep quiet, say
nothing, do nothing, the time for us will ::ome
later.” I think I am on fairly sound ground
whgn I quote from an authoritative dispatch
which was sent from Admiral Halsey’s flagship
some time ago. It reads:

Asked 20
14 to comment on the “new democracy”

now being hai 7
Said: g hailed by the Japanese press, Carney

“The people who ar ing 5 i
‘1:1‘9112@8 zlrepex:}cﬂy 'Hle; gs(z)ilr;:; ;}go(;)lllgh\vt}tgsx:eelz
i"lllllelliﬂ i(;fratr.gcnms during the last four years.
e 10 IV‘CasO]? th) think that under the same

ances they wouldn’t do it again.”

YHe warns the democracies, especially the
Dnltqd States, to beware of what might hap-
pen m Japan once General MacArthur has
left that country. I am going to propound
0ne or two more questions and those who
OPpose our views can probably answer them
after I sit down. Will anyone deny that
Ja‘paln did not embark on a lc;ng range écheme
(t)lr-p;n to conqtl?r t-hg countries fronting on
e Pacific ocean? Wil anyone get up and
say that that is not correct? I do not think
arle man would be foolish enough to do that.
Will ‘anyone deny that the Japanese govern-
ment saw to it that her nationals were placed
I every country fronting on the Pacific

ocean?
Mr. MACKENZIE: And in key positions.

ODI:IL({?L-ID: And in key positions. Will any-
i dn;\l that the Japanese government
o Pe 1em, and that in turn the Japanese
o came here were obligated to return those

0s? I looked up the Japanese year book

®
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for 1934 and I found that the Japanese in
British Columbia had returned something like
23,000,000 yen during 1932. That figure is not
quoted from our records; it is from a
Japanese year book issued in Japan, and it
can be found in our library. Will any one
deny that large numbers of military and
naval men were sent by Japan to this
country? Let me ask this question: Why did
she send military officers to train young
Japanese? In 1936 I visited a large hall owned
and operated by Japanese. I had been told
what was going on there and I went down one
evening and found fifty or more young
Japanese being taught by a military strategist
and expert from Japan. It is true they did
not have guns, but they were using fencing
sticks. They were being taught to march up
and down, and to carry out all the tactics
incidental to military life. Will anyone say
that that was being done just for fun, or to
make them better Canadian citizens? In
those years these military men were coming
from Japan at the expense of the Japanese
government, and they were being sent here
for a special purpc

There has been criticism of the government
because in one fell swoop 1,100 Japanese
fishing vessels were picked up. I have some
idea of what would have happened if 25,000
Canadians had been living in a group in
Japan. I have some idea that they would not:
have been allowed to go round as these
people were. After all, there is some good in
democracy. To those who sometimes point
the finger of scotn at this country, to those
who point to.another country as an example,
may I say that instead of democracy being
on trial, communism is on trial. We are
waiting to see if they can produce in com-
munistic countries what we have produced
here, if they can give their people the kind
of life that our people here enjoy.

Be that as it may, will anyone now say
that it was unwise to move the Japanese
from the danger zone on the Pacific coast?
No one will deny that. As the hon. member
for Vancouver South pointed out when he
read the wire which had been sent by men
in prominent positions, men of all parties,
including high ranking members of the C.C.F.,,
urged the removal of the Japanese. Bear in
mind we now know the plans of the Japanese.
It was well that our government took the
action they did at the time. We now know
that in Japan there was a fight between the
naval and military groups. The military group
wanted to land in Alaska where there was
no protection and nothing to stop them from
coming right down our coast. But the naval

and air force groups in Japan were too strong,
the plans were changed, and so they struck
at Pearl Harbor. We know what happened
from then on.

What would have happened had the

Japanese landed in Alaska when there was
no protection there, or on our Pacific coast?
Will anyone say that in these 23,000 or 24,000
Japanese there were not scores who would
have been ready to help them? I suppose if
we were in Japan and the same thing
happened we too might be prepared to help
the Canadian authorities. I am not altogether
finding fault with them, but I do know that
some of them were blatant about it when they
were in the camp at Hastings Park. Com-
plaints were made that they were not being
properly treated, and those complaints were
investigated by a representative of Switzer-
land. During the tour through Hastings Park
prominent Japanese came boldly forward and
said, “We want to be taken back to Japan.”
Some of them openly admitted that they
were military men and that they had come
to this country for that avowed purpose.
Hon. members will remember that I men-
tioned in the house that during the war I
was prevented from seeing guns that were
located in Steveston, and yet inside ‘the
military area a Japanese family was living.
Oh, yes; they said, this Jap was a school
teacher and could be trusted. But strange to
say, two months later the authorities had
to pick him up and put him in an internment
camp. Many stories of that' kind could be
recited. Why British Columbia is perturbed
over this matter can be summed up thus.

For at least forty years prior to the war the
people of British Columbia had been crying to
Ottawa to do something about the Japanese
but without avail. The people of Ontario
and other provinces may think at the moment
that the Japanese are all right. The people
of British Columbia thought exactly the same
at first, just as I did when I first came to
British Columbia. As a rule they were good
workers; - they worked hard; they were
obedient; they caused no trouble. It took
quite a number of years before we realized
that the Japanese were not the Chinese, who
are a different race entirely. Once there were
enough of them in British Columbia they
began to assert themselves. With® some as
long as they worked for John Jones it was
fine, but the minute they started up
business against John Jones, these same people
wanted them taken back to Japan.

Since I came here in 1909 I have never
changed my views on the oriental question in
British Columbia. What we in British Colum-
bia fear is that when Japan rises again, not
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today or tomorrow or a few years hence but
at: some time in the future. these Japanese
will be useful to Japan because they will all
b}o back in British Columbia once the restric-
tions are removed. Some people are advocat-
g the lifting of all restrictions. They do
not want the Japs in their province and this
Is a fine move to get them out without being
accused of being pro-Jap. The Japanese i?
Is true, _Im\'o been tried out in the beet ﬁrll(is
In certain provinces and some of the pno}ﬂe
I]lf.‘]‘(“:ll'(’ beginning to find out that the\; ale
Dot jJust the fine little fellows '[]1(\\’\\'(‘1'(‘
H:m:y:h:‘ to be at the beginning when thov‘
came into the province to hn]f» out. As I
say, the views I hold I have held right Affmn
almost the first days I came to “Ii.\'h('()llllil‘\'
and that was away back in 1909,

I':xm going to speak for a few moments
on the ﬁsl}ung‘ mdustry in British (‘7()lumhi-1‘
The question was raised last night by tl‘(‘.
hon. member for Vancouver South and ]I
want 10, ‘(m'np]imonf him on the spvoe‘eh( he
m:nio: ]bon—* are not many members wh
were in this house when I ,\‘po’[{r‘ here m ll()”" X
not 1(1‘1.:111)'. I hold in my hand the /[r/;13;;2
of 1933—and bear in mind that in those (']‘1\'2
there was never any question 1'{xixodl “Rll{‘c‘)v
f?ro'h]mn('sv .hoin;r Canadian (-itim.\nr .f‘hm'o
}m.\: no question then of racial anilrn‘miri(.‘;
t IS strange that this has all started h\*il
Hm4 Inception of the C.OF. party ‘B(L‘fw:e
that, no such accusations were nmid-c- W}?c]g

was advocat-

_I spoke in the house in 1933

mg that the : i i

m, tt]l]”}t»]( number of fishing licences issued
= A]w- .I:q».-fm‘sn be curtailed.  jf not elimi-
1L e . will tell you why. When ijt came
(<‘) my knowledge that at Steveston no white
“anadian could throw a net into the Frase
river ar 15 Y i)
: er and fish except at the peril of his life
made up my mind that so far as I was con
B : as as con-
}((11})\0({} I }\\ouhl bend my efforts to taking
Dack that heritage and restorine i1 ; :
> ! <5 and restoring it to our

ek th ; [ 0 our own
l({llril}lduljl.l people rather than having it in the
ands of a people who wer f ]

ere here for a spee;

- of ; ore a special
purpose and whose first allegiance anq Iolv-xllv

—this is on record—was to Japan. Ng cry

went up then: t} ising
@t I was rais 1
3 aS ralsing a raeigl
qu_oshon There was then no cry of Jap mofl
being citizens of Canada and of theip bein
Ing

deprived of their livelihood.
I want to quote what I
on April 2 A i i
“V.w\];'.d;»_z}‘ 1933'. That is going quite g long
ﬁﬁ ac e Ethink T am Now one of the
} 1.r en members who have been in this hou
efore < 31 : i
], ore and since 1930, Parliament ha
changed : 1 b
changed a lot since then. T said at that tiy 7
Feordisiie, : : ne:
‘.C”\ -“-1-’:,1\.C thumd, thg\ Japanese are becomin
¥ h_lldt (h,,.m ?n the Fraser river, and last f 1%
é ‘awn to my attention g | 2 \ b
¢ Xe o a case wherehy
they threatened bodily harm bec;lN; “h('“.'b)
g ‘ause a white

sald in this house

S ey LS LN S A e

man dared to 20 around one of the Ii.ll‘
in the mouth of the Fraser river ;
to catch some fish with a line

e islands
endeavouring
Mind you, on g Caradian river! Th
J:lp_:uu-s_v were protesting against Canadi 0
fishing in Canada’s own waters! I \\"t“l;l ;111‘

Another case occurred in the ¥y i
i:(]}:lttl(x ]]\:"111](-‘1"01 llv *J;m:m('sv 1)(!;1l( 1':‘1‘11“;113.51‘:;}] "g
e )wu‘]]l(?]'n)t)'(h-}[”J“‘l the L\»\'n white men would
S ik fi<l\1]i]1(;«(r [mrl t]“-‘l"' not been picked up
near by. The Jar';qn)(‘x:l-l “.'.”(Ah ]];,II'I“-”IMI~M be
e R Seé use people of their own

26

: I went on to show that the Japanese were
1‘)1 (f(’jn}’h'rv control of the cod ﬁ;]xl‘l.‘\' of [(l :
Pacific coast, That was away back in .1032’0
.J‘(xl us look for g moment at l]mlﬁ\\]l':r.
l,mlu.\-rl‘.\_' today. Here briefly is the An-v( 'Imtgﬁ
far as fishing licences are ('(;n(-vrnml 111]“1‘){;3
a 1()!:'1]‘ of 13.805 fishing licences \\'(“r"(\ j~'~’l‘<]
in British Columbia, and of that nlnn‘hm-l“l(l)é;
\\(’vx"(\ Japanese and 3.144 were Indians 3 In
l‘v)-l'l. the last year in which the J:l;»\'.wr'r(‘
h.\‘hmf{ 2 total of 13,422 licences was .i\" >]l
and of that number 8,023 were \\‘i]i!"« :iuit(;'
were Indians and 2,095 .I:x]'»:mo.;o L
‘1'1 was stated at one time thaf if the Japs
were tim'vn out of the fishing industry ‘m(i
11'1}11 Im lh(? (~:U}ﬂ(\1"ins in British Columbia (th(\
(“(,1!;{) (j.{].\']‘ung nulusir;: of the province \\'oul({
19&(‘}1);‘: Tj(“r‘nf See just what happened. In

0, last year, the number of fishine licences
had increased from 13,423 in 1941 ?n ‘700"‘;
and no licences were issued to j.-l)‘-.-lvlmt\. Wt

Mr. MaeNICOL - How is production?

:f:“[\Rr}H) vl"h(\ prodly'lion Is not always
g l(, ecause there might he a good run
01] Saimon in some years and g poor run in
;)(t);:}l \};:: .hm‘ ]‘)l'()du(jlion in 1946 was very
;mmo.m % ln‘mA\ mmon‘nms‘lell off in certain
g‘uidp.l and so production is always a sound

go;l\n Ql;i(:;)l f;l}}upl)oy of our returned men have
g i Tnng In British Columbia. I have
Stm'mtol;]mnv} 10 répresent a place called
m\‘l_dp;.lt Y W 1ere there were more Japanese
_ Dt at one time thap In any other part
11; British Columbia, Tt was known as Jap
s(-l\x‘()r:;] 1?52;0\10 t'ho war m a fourteen-room
e lrteen rooms were occupied entirely
Thq} ‘”)fm(_\“' and one room by mixed pupils.
m»‘-lldl.“;](\)-“]“;\\Sm(‘(\ the Japanese went, has
b : : ){(n coming h:t.('k as a white man’s
o . :111‘ ondo‘d a meeting of the fishermen:
o did ot make any remarks but just
31\ ed for their opinion about the J:l]l;mlvst}.
“o & man they said that if the Japanese
‘(‘clzll(} bavk. there would be serious trouble.
Never again”, they said, “will we allow the
Japanese to come back”, :
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At the moment there are far too many in
the fishing industry. Only a certain quantity
of fish come up the Fraser river and only
certain quantities can be caught off shore.
As I have said, 20,022 fishing licences were
issued in 1946. Where i1s there room for the
Japanese to come back to fish? It is true
that the Japs work long hours. A white man
lives like a white man. He works eight or
nine hours a day and then takes a rest. But
the Jap takes his boy or his wife along with
him and by taking turns they work day and
night. It is contended that they are better
fishermen than the whites, but that is not
They fish longer hours because they
heir families into the work of fishing.

)

true.
bring

If this amendment passes and the Japs are
brought back into British Columbia I prophesy
that all whio can come back will. come back.
In that event you cannot deny them a liveli-
hood. But are we going to allow them to come
back with their methods of work, with their
long hours and with their families working, and
their low standards of living? Are we
encourage them to come back into

go11 to
the fishing industry of British Columbia to the
disadvantage of our own men, particularly
numbers of veterans who have recently started
up in the fishing industry? So far as I am
concerned I am taking my stand right now,
and I say no. I know that the member for
Vancouver East says that we are taking the
popular stand and that he is taking the unpop-
ular stand. But opinions are changing. The
civil liberties league 1s gefting a lot of converts
and getting a lot of help against those
who like myself endeavour to point out
to the country that the Japanese are an
unassimilable race in this country and should
congregate In any one

not be allowed to
province. Who, may I ask, has given authority
to members to get up in this house and speak
for the Japanese and say the things they do?
I have before me a copy of the New Canadian
of January 26, 1946, in which the editor says:
The Japanese problem in Canada can and
should be solved through a dispersal policy.
Now there is the voice of the Canadian-
born Japanese themselves, and yet there are
those in this house who will support this
amendment which would nullify that proposal
of the Japanese and once again allow all the
Japanese to go back into British Columbia.
I am putting this to the members from other
provinces, both in the Progressive Conserva-
tive party and in the Liberal party as well.
I ask them to realize that this matter is a
serious one to the people of our province. I
believe that if a vote of the people were

taken there would be no question about it.

Too little attention has been given to the plea

that we from British Columbia have made.

British Columbia should not have been called

upon as a province to carry, and to have within
that province, ninety-nine per cent of the
Japanese who entered Canada.

Lest it may be said that it is the whites who
are complaining against the Japanese, let me
assure you that as a member of the committee
on Indian affairs I know that there are Indians
who have been complaining that the Japanese
have deprived them of their livelihood, and
these Indians have been endeavouring to get
back into industry since the Japanese went
out. During my travels last year I saw these
In one part of the country that I

people.
b
group of Japanese

visited I found that a
had taken over four or five large farms, and
what was the complaint of the Indians? The
complaint was, “We had lots of work here as
long as the white men owned these farms but
the moment the Japanese took them over we
were denied even a day’s work”—and that was
in the centre of British Columbia
I am not particularly surprised that the
member for Kootenay West champions the
Japanese. It is not generally known to mem-
bers from other provinces that the Japanese
were located in the interior in many of what
we call the ghost towns where buildings had
been idle. No one was living there and those
who owned property and had stores took the
Japanese into their arms. They are making
money out of them and they would hate to see
anything happen to these good customers.
Hence the member representing Kootenay
West says, “We want them®there”. Of eourse
they want them there, for the almighty dollar.
I have tried to keep this speech of mine free
from rancour. I have put the argument before
the committee and I trust that when the vote
is taken we shall have full support for the
government’s order in council.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): I believe
this is the proper time to take the opportunity
of expressing the views of my constituents in
Comox-Alberni in regard to this Japanese prob-
lem. First of all, I think it would be only
fair for me to congratulate the Minister of
Labour on the excellent job he has done in
handling this difficult problem. I believe he
has done it with justice and, may I say,
humanity. I should like also to congratulate
the C.C.F. members on the extreme versatility
they show at times in this house. They are
authorities on every subject. I noticed the
member for Regina City (Mr. Probe) the
other night cast the usual C.C.F. innuendoes
at the lumber industry in British Columbia.
I assure you, Mr. Chairman—
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Mr. PROBE: To keep the record straight,
may I say that all the figures I gave with res-
pect to the hon. gentleman’s lumber friends
were taken from Moody’s Manual of Invest-
ment, 1946, and every word can be substan-
tiated. I put that on the record before and I
can put it on again.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): The innu-
endo was still there. There is one thing I can
assure you of, Mr. Chairman. Never in the
history of the House of Commons was so little
known by an hon. member about so large an
industry. The hon. member for Moose Jaw
(Mr. Thatcher) led off the debate for the
CCT party. At times I have been enthralled
listening to his addresses on immigration—

Mr. CRUICKSHANK : And water.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): And prob-
ably water. As the house listened with rapt
attention one could have heard a tap drip. But
when the hon. gentleman ventures into a‘ﬁeld
spch as the Japanese problem in Canada pe;r-
ticularly in British Columbia, I think he is a
little out of his province. He would be the
first to admit, I believe, that he could not tell
a Japanese from a Hottentot. I sincerely hope
ltrllll:xotr thlc C.CF. members are far ubettr()%r.
o Jr:;)zcmgsr;othcr subjects than they are on

Mrs. STRUM: Now we hear the drip.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni) : There is

one drip in your party who
1 should
be heard in this house. Sen

Mrs. STRUM: Qne is enough in any house.
Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): He is

strangely silent at times, tho

trangely s ¢ 38, ugh he represents

fishing riding. He had a lot of time duribn:;

thc war to look around and see what condi-

211&113 W\'cr?..bl refer to the member for Skeena,
Ar. Archibald). I should lik i

. d like to hear him

Mr. N -
timef MacINNIS: Only one can talk at a

~Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): The next
time he speaks I hope he will not we exl
around the question whether he wants the Ja:se
anese bagk in British Columbia. I want toall))-
fair to him, and I am quite sure his constit; .
ents would very much like to hear his defi 'g-
views on this subject, instead of sayin, tnh“;
the real enemies of the fishermen are n%t t]a
J{xpanese bu‘q the fish packers. Let us havé hl'e
views on this subject, because that 18 not .
real statement. You can weasel around on tﬁ n
question, but I say to him: Tell us Whethat
you want the Japanese to return to the fishi .
industry on the west coast. If you do, I admling
[Mr. Gibson (Comox-Alberni).] : -

you for your stand. But in fariness to the
house and to your constituents you should tell
us.

I have been much impressed by the C.C.F
members over there. They make a 'IOild.
plea for justice, tolerance and pity. There
are many men of good will in this il()llSP and
I am sure they are greatly imprcssea b
fh_ose sentiments, but I wonder if my hog
frlopds are really expressing the views of
their party generally in Canada. I have
here a newspaper quotation of a statement
made by Mr. Colin Cameron, who is presi-
(ler}t of the C.C.F. party in British Coiumb;a
_It 1s a masterpiece, but it does not quite tie;
in with the pity and tolerance they speak
of all the time. Let me quote what er
Cumm‘ol} said on Monday, April 14, as rc-.
ported in the Vancouver Province. He i
1}1{19. .Iearler of the party in British CohunbiaS
b(;t ;:1“1 h;Il;hiBI(d :to you, I know, but let us

The bold and ruthless removal from private

hands of the means of i i
8 o] means production will have to
be the role of the C.C.F. party in this province.

Mr. IRVINE:  What ' i
el hat has that to do with

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): I was
quoting lt. by way of illustration because I
was surprised at the word “rm'h,]es.-s"’Ltl;ere
It sltar(lod me, and I went to \\“'ebstc;l:’s Int-er-.
natlon‘(}l Dictionary and looked it up l 1] ﬁr/ld
tl}a_t ruthless” is there defined ax:' “cruel
]JlitlleSS, merciless.” I wonder how Amv hon,
fr_lends can reconcile those two poi}lts of
view. I know the member for Skeena 1is
1Ittchmg to get on his feet and he can feli us
: makes it very hard to reconcile what the
.1]01'1':_ member for Moose Jaw said in that
(I/_{amc.speoch of his in Moose Jaw last month,
.ow is he to reconcile this bold, ruthless
Ien10\'a1 from private hands of the ’means of
?1‘?(ltlct10n? I imagine that means from the
:zl}énm? They produce the odd thing. He
:c. a' that time that they were just going
0 take over about five per cent and were
i(g;l;g ti) le:;,\je 95 per cent to these farmers
i n.l this case I am afraid he should
1( € a chance to tell us how he reconciles
the two viewpoints. Of course this man, Mr
Cam.eron, comes from my riding. I an; no!‘:
particularly proud of that fact.

Mrs. STRUM: Neither is he.

heMi;, CgBSO.N (Comox-Alberni): I think
he. ; e tried to do a lot about it, but

could not. I should like to extend my
r]):rio'nal sympathy to the leader of the C.C.F.
ﬁ r 131; ’Ehg hon. member for Rosetown-Biggar.
o s be hard, as a matter of fact, to talk

a person in Saskatchewan and to have to
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reconcile Mr. Cameron’s views with those
of his good friends on the prairies. I feel that
when he goes home at nights he must say
to himself, “Forgive my enemies, but deliver
me from my friends.”

The hon. member for Vancouver East is
also a man for whom I have a high regard,
and I say that sincerely.

Mr. MacINNIS: I am now beginning to
doubt myself.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): I think he
is one of our able M.P’s. He comes from
Vancouver East. He was connected with the
B.C. electric railway company there. He was
a member of the union, and he and his friends
were successful in making sure that this was
an entirely white industry. What I particu-
larly object to his doing is keeping his own
union free from all oriental competition, but
he says, “Fine; go over with Gibson in
Comox-Alberni and work in the woods or work
in the fisheries over there.” I would hardly
think that is fair. But when he was a respected
alderman in the city of Vancouver I never
heard him or any of his political friends there
advocating that we should take Japanese or
orientals of any kind into the police or the
fire department. That sounds to me like rank

discrimination.
Mr. CRUICKSHANK: Hear, hear. It is
tough to take, but you have to take it

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): Last night
he implied that possibly the evacuation of
the Japanese from the west coast was prompted
by war hysteria, but he would not commit
himself definitely on that.

Mr. MacINNIS: There is no doubt about it.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): I do not
think the hon. member is in any position to
know anything about the matter. The people
of Vancouver felt reasonably safe, I should
think. I myself was living with my family on
the west coast of Vancouver island in a
Japanese settlement. We were particularly
glad when the Canadian navy moved in there,
impounded all those vessels and moved all
those people away from the coast, because at
that time we were patrolling the beaches there
in anticipation of a Japanese landing. I know
something of what actually happened out
there, and I do not think it was prompted by
war -hysteria. I think it was an excellent job
when we moved the Japanese away from the
coast when we did. The secretary of the
Tofino Japanese troller association, whose
wife was a schoolteacher in the Japanese
language school ¢ there, conveniently disap-
peared and went back to Japan just two

months before war broke out. I can hardly
bring myself to believe that this was entirely
a matter of coincidence. Hon. members from
Saskatchewan do a tremendous amount of
talking about the Japanese. They certainly
take up a lot of Hansard in talking about this
matter, even more, I believe, than the British
Columbia members. But I think Saskatchewan
has done the least of any of the major prov-
inces in the whole dominion with regard to
assisting Canada and this government in
relocating these people. It should be possible
for the Saskatchewan government to offer
some jobs to these Japanese people. They
could pack filet mignons of horsemeat for
them, or maybe they could be talked into
working in these brickyards. There are also
some fisheries up there.

Mr. BLACKMORE: And box factories.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): They
could probably use the Japanese.

Mr. BENTLEY: They could, if they
wanted to. It is a free country.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): These
Japanese are clever people. I think they

would take one look at Saskatchewan and
decide, “Oh, no.”
Mr. BENTLEY: That is their choice.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): I think
I should take this opportunity of congratu-
lating the Minister of Veterans Affairs on
“the stand which he took in this house yester-
day and the stand which he has consistently
taken with regard to this problem. I think
he has led the whole British Columbia
membership here, representing the members
of all parties, with certain definite exceptions
which he mentioned yesterday. I have some-
times heard rumours around this house that
probably certain other cabinet ministers were
just a little lukewarm about this Japanese
problem in British Columbia. They have
probably been listening to too much of this
prattle from across the way. I should like
to remind them that when the minister won
his campaign in Vancouver and brought back
four Liberals along with him, he won it on
the basis that the Japanese were not returning
to the British Columbia coast. I never heard
any of the cabinet ministers or: even the
Prime Minister repudiate that stand during
the election. We play for keeps in this game;
if you win and want to keep, there are some
liabilities involved and you must accept them.
I might also say that the five Liberals from
British Columbia are some of those who keep
these hon. members in their position of draw-
ing this motor car allowance. I should think
the cabinet has had very good support from
British Columbia.
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I have heard some criticism of the disposal
pf the assets of the Japanese. I believe that
in some cases they have suffered injustices
and hardships in this regard. My own obser-
vations along the west coast were that their
boats were, as a matter of fact, sold at inflated
war prices. Their country created the war,
and created the situation which raised the
prices on those boats; and I think they have
got out of the situation very well financially.
I would, however, really urge the govern-
ment .that if any cases of hardship are shown,
we should treat them with justice and with
equity.

These restrictions on the Japanese are not
bad. There are many eastern people among
hon. members here, and they do not want to
go to British Columbia. They are satisfied
with the place where they live. If the Japa-
nese want to re-enter the fishing business, I
think they could go and fish for some of the
whitefish in Saskatchewan and Manitoba. I
should like to see them go there. Strangely
enough—and I say this in all sincerity—they
would teach the people there many things
about the fishing business. I have often
thought that is really true. The Japanese are
able fishermen and able boat builders, I
h;zve often thought, since I was in the mari-
times—and I notice there is a provinece there
where they have one Jap—the fishing industry
there could very well use some of these skilled
Japanese fishermen. If they go there I think
they might contribute some modern methods
to the fishing industry.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: They do not like
that.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Alberni): This dis-
tribution of the Japanese is a major national
problem; and of course the C.C.F. attitude
toward it is typically that of the C.CF.
Tl}osc gentlemen over there are theorists, but
this is a practical problem. I appeal to all
hon. members to realize that the government
lu}s a big job to do here. We want to dis-
fmhuio these people fairly across the domin-
ion, and I think every member in the house
ought to provide this government with time
to do that: In my life I have found that
time cures very many things. Today we are

b‘lck(*rmg about a problem- which I believe
time will solve. If we would leave them
algnc; if ' the Japanese themselves did not
think they were getting such substantial sup-
port from one party in this house, they might
well say, “If we disperse ourselves across
Canada this whole matter will be dropped
and b:v.:md by we may be able to go back
to British Columbia if we still want to go
thore.” Actually I believe if we would tell
these people they would not he allowed to
[Mr. Gibson (Comox-Alberni).]

go back to British Columbia for five or ten
vears, the difficulty would be ended. Perhaps
later we may be able to modify that, to
temper justice with mercy; but if they were
made to understand this, I believe they would
scatter across Canada, settle down and become
useful members of any communities to which
they went. So I believe it would be in the
best interests of Canada to tell them definitely
they would not be allowed to go back to
British Columbia for five or ten years.

: Mr. IRVINE: I believe what is most lack-
ing so far in this discussion is some sound
reasons for the continuation of the order in
council now before the committee. I propose
to say a few words on this question, not that
I think I can say anything someone else has
not thc_)ught of already, but because I am
deeply interested in the problem involved and
I consider it my duty to exXpress my views
on one side or the other. In doing so I want
to make it clear that I make no innuendos
and offer no aspersions against any hon. mem-
ber who holds an opinion which may differ
fl'()li] my own. I have no hesitation in joining
in the congratulations to the Minister of
Labour on the way he has handled this matter.
I.uﬂnderstand that it was a very serious and
dl‘thlllt problem indeed. I would never think
of myself charging the minister with any
inhumanity. I know he is not inhuman.
Neither do I think he would for a moment
deliberately do anything unjust to anyone,
I do not think that is part of this discussion.
Therefore I am not going to follow the
remarks of the hon. member for Comox-
Alberni. In the first place, he made a clever
and humourous speech, which I enjoyed very
much, and in the second place, the‘body of
his remarks was directed at the C.CF. not
at the issue at all. The C.C.F. does not need
any defence by me, so I shall not bother to
say anything about that.

I was somewhat interested in the remarks
ofA the hon. member for New Westminster.
His reasoning was strange. Indeed that is
somewhat typical -of those who have so far
nsen on the side of maintaining the present
order in council, because I believe they are
just as fre_edom loving as I am, and I believe
Fhey feel in their hearts that this cannot be
311sp1ﬁed under those principles of liberty with
w‘luch this nation has been associated and
which all its leaders have professed for many
generations. I do not believe they can con-
smenfblgusl‘y square the continuation of this
order in council with their own deep belief,
and that is why their arguments are not very
good.

Befprg I deal with these points, let me say
that it is not a question of whether this or
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that should have been done during the war
period. That has been cleared up by a number
of speakers from this side of the house. We
know very well that the situation was critical
during the war. We know very well that no
government charged with the responsibility
for the protection of this nation could take
any chances or afford to make a mistake.
Under war conditions that may often mean
that in the interests of the nation the
individual has to be forgotten. I think that
is true in all the countries of the world; and
I have no doubt that, as a result of the action
taken, many innocent people among the
Japanese suffered, just as many innocent
people in other parts of the world suffered
through the actions of our enemies with
respect to our people, the people of the Urited
States and the peoples of other nations
engaged in the war. That is all past; we all
understand that. But now this is peace time;
and we are asking that, since the war is over,
with our enemies outside Canada, we should
not continue war practices with our own
citizens within Canada.

The hon. member for New Westminster took
the view that he would rather see expressions
of racial hatred than see man set against man,
which he said would happen were we to cancel
this order in council and extend to our citizens
of Japanese origin the same rights we have
taken unto ourselves. But strange to say,
he went on to state that he had had serious
strugeles and fights with some C.C.F. mem-
bers;: and even his children at school had
experienced some difficulty. That would be
a man to man fight, I suppose. Then would
the hon. member go so far as to advocate
dispersal of the C.CF. on political grounds
in order to prevent a struggle which he thinks
is worse than expressions of racial hatred;
that is, a man to man fight? If he follows
his own logic that is what he would advocate,
and I know of no reason why he should not
continue to do that if this principle is good.
If this principle is adopted in this country
no man can say where it may end. If this
is a solution for a racial problem it may be
aceepted as a solution for a political problem,
for an economic problem, for a religious
problem, or for any other problem, and it
is not a solution for any problem at all.

Then the hon. member went on to ask a
question. I may be rushing in where angels
fear to tread when I attempt to answer the
hon. member when he asked: Why this
profound silence on the part of a Japanese
when I ask him if his greatest loyalty is not
to Japan rather than Canada? Let me suppose

that the hon. member for New Westminster

had been an immigrant to Japan. Suppose
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they had taken all his goods out of his home
and sent him, with his bagpipes, under guard
to the top of a high mountain. Suppose they
told him to stay there, told him how much
he was to get for his daily work, how many
hours he had to work, and all the rest of it.
Then suppose a year or two later they came
along and said, “Now, Mr. Reid, will you
tell us to whom you owe your greatest loyalty ?
Is it to Canada or is it to Japan”? I am not
sure the hon. gentleman would have remained
silent. I think he would have replied un-
hesitatingly, “My greatest loyalty is to
Canada, because I dor’t like the kind of
treatment you are giving me”. How does he
expect a Japanese, as a human being, to give
an answer different from what he himself
would give under similar circumstances? So
I think that very well disposes of the silence
problem seems to have been bothering the
hon. gentleman.

Then he went on to ask in his next question
whether it was not so that Japan had a
long-range plan to conquer Canada, the
United States and the Pacific coast countries.
I imagine she had. But I think it is also
true that Germany, too, had long-range plans
to conquer. Yet, so far that has not affected
our attitude toward Canadian citizens of Ger-
man origin. Neither do I suggest that we
alter our present policy toward them. But
I do say that, because the Japanese had a
similar idea concerning world conquest, we
should not treat them differently.

I say to my hon. friend there is only one
logical coneclusion to which we can come from
his argument, and that is that in the one
instance we deal with them on racial grounds,
and that in the other we do not; that the
German people are white people and that,
therefore, we should accept them, while the
others are yellow and that, therefore, in
respect of them we must have a different rule.

Then he concludes by saying that' if we
pass this amendment we are virtually saying
that all the Japanese must go back to British
Columbia.

Mr. REID: That is where they will go.

Mr. IRVINE: That is a prophecy which
may not be true. As a matter of fact, if the
attitude of the majority of people in British
Columbia be that of the hon. member for
New Westminster, I do not believe- they
would want to go back. I do not know what
the majority of people in that province think
in the matter. However I am only expressing
what I think when I vote for the amendment,
and when I vote for it I do not vote to send
all the Japanese back to British Columbia.
Rather I am voting to give the Canadian
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citizen of Japanese origin the same right to
stay in British Columbia that I have, the
same right to stay in any other province of
Canada that I have. If he has not that right,
t11¢11 he has not the rights of a Canadian
citizen. And I want to know by what
authority even this parliament dares to tam-
per with its own principles in respect of
citizenship.

I come now to the argument advanced by
‘r]}@ Minister of Labour and the Minister of
Veterans Affairs. I say that so far no accept-
able reason has been advanced from the gov-
ernment side of the house why in years of
peace legislation of this kind should be con-
tinued. The Minister of Labour referred to
the treatment given Canadians by Japanese.
I have no doubt that that treatment was very
bad, ‘(m.d certainly I will not try even to
excuse it. But he implied in his argument
‘thut b(‘c-fmso of that practice we were justified
In treating ecitizens of Japanese origin in a
manner that would be in violation of our own
accepted principles.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK : He never said that
though. ) g4

Mr, IRVINE: I am givi :
: il £ giving a true o
pretation of his remarks, g -

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: He di
thm_! UICKSHANK: He did not  say

Mr. IRVINE: The hon. member is there
and the record is on Hansard. L

f'Mri SIIT(I?HELL: I will say to my hon
friend that never implied that: { :
it sincerely. . e

Mr. IR\""II\'E: _If my hon. friend did not
mean to imply it, then I suggest that he
ought lto read his own speech. If he can find
any other meaning in it, I shoul ike to k 4
. » L should like to know
_ M_r. MITCHELL : I have no objection to
the inference the hon. member takes from it.

Mr. IRVINE: I am not trying to impute
any wrong motive to my hon. friend; but I
am saying that, at least to my mind, that is
the only inference I can take from hi;'
remarks. :
: I say in that connection that our citizenship
rights and principles must not be determined
by Wllat Japanese may do to Canadian citizens
anytime, and particularly under war condi-
tions. What we do to our citizens no matter
what theirA country of origin may k;e, must be
an expression of those principles of which we
boast so highly. That is the thing I want to
emphasize,

[Mr. Irvine.]

The Minister of Veterans Affairs went on to
say that the present treatment of citizens of
anm}ose origin in Canada was based on the
security of the Pacific coast. That takes us
back to the war situation. But the Pacifie
coast is a part of Canada. British Columbia, is
not responsible for the protection of the Brit-
ish Columbia coast. The government of Can-
ada has the responsibility for the protection of
fljat goasf]ine, as well as the Atlantic coast,
Knowing what he does about military matters
—undoubtedly a great deal more than I ever
knf:x\' or am likely to know—I am sure the
Minister of Veterans Affairs must know very
well that in the next war, if ever there be such
a calamity, it may be more dangerous for
Canada to have enemy aliens in Montreal
Toronto or Regina than it would be to havej
therr} in Vancouver. For if the atom bomb
continues its threat to world peace, perhaps
an aggressor would not even attempt to land
on the Pacific coast. If we disperse these
p'(:gp]e and deprive them of their rights of
citizenship, nursing in their hearts a canker of
resentment against the people of Canada. then
surely, if ever another war came, they would
be more likely to be disloyal. And their dis-
loyalty in a war in an atomic age might be
even more serious for us if they were in the
interior than if they were on the coast.

¥ suggest, too, that since they are human
beings the Japanese will respond to human
treatment, the same as we will. If we treat
them as human beings we will develop in them
that loyalty which some have asserted many
of them have not got. I suggest, therefore
tlllat thg carrying out fully of our own prin-’
ciples will be the best way of solving this Jap-
anese question. The whole question it seems
to me is this: Shall we have one law for citi-
zens of Japanese origin and another law for the
r‘cst of us? That is the real issue before par-
hament:. And all the circumlocutions of my
hon. frlell(js opposite have been in an endea-
vour to side-step facing that definite issue.
They cannot defend it. They do not want to
defend it, because they are too honest. Yet
they are retaining that thing which is an insult
to their own souls and intelligence.

Tl}ere can be no ifs, ands and buts when
applied to the principles of freedom extended
under Canadian citizenship. Every citizen
must be treated equally, And as for dispersal
by order 1n council—well, that is neither Cana-
dlan‘ngr Is it freedom, nor is it democracy
nor 1s 1t a solution of the problem we have’
brought upon ourselves. I notice that some
of the provinces are beginning to shout to the
government here, “You put these people in

APRIL 23, 1947 2407

here for a while; you said you were going to

take them out; take them out because we

want to get rid of them.”

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: Saskatchewan.

Mr. BENTLEY: No, not Saskatchewan.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: Oh, yes.

Mr. BENTLEY : Oh, no.

Mr. IRVINE: Mr. Chairman, I think you
will have to stop this argument until I finish.
It does not matter which province it is. I
am not criticizing Alberta, because I think
Alberta was justified in asking the government
to do what it said it would do.

Mr. BLACKMORE: To fulfil their con-
tract.

Mr. IRVINE: That does not settle any-
thing. There are a lot of people in Alberta
who would like to disperse the Social Crediters
from Alberta.

Mr. LOW: They have already done that
with the C.C.F.

Mr. IRVINE: There are a lot of Social
Crediters who would like to disperse the C.C.F.

Mr. LOW: We have done that.

Mr. IRVINE: That will not solve the
problem at all. There is no use in going back
and saying that this is what should have been
done ten, fifteen or twenty-five years ago:
We are faced now with a difficult situation, a
situation disruptive in character, a situation
which is challenging our own principles. I
say to the committee: Let us stay by our
principles in this case. It may be that some
slight difficulty may follow, but we shall be
right in following them and the solution will
ultimately come. But if we continue to violate
our principles the problem will grow in mag-
nitude rather than diminish.

I am arguing now not so much in the
interests of our citizens of Japanese origin,
although I have every respect for them,
although I have every interest in them as I
have in all human beings I am urging the
repeal of this order in our own interests. We
just cannot afford to do a thing like this. If
it were merely the Japs who were involved
we might be able not to say anything about
it, but we are involved. It is more important
to me that we do this thing in accordance
with our own convictions, our own philosophy
and our own demoecratic principles, than it is
for anything else that may be considered in
connection with the question.

In the next place, I am arguing for this
because of the international implications svhich
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have been emphasized by several speakers,
particularly by the hon. member for Kootenay
West. As he pointed out, we are already
pledged to respect all basic human rights,
regardless of creed, colour or religion. That
is the very soul of the Atlantic charter. 1
would not like to embarrass our representa-
tives in the international court by making it
necessary for them to defend anything of this
kind, because it would be no more easy to
defend it in that court than it is to defend
it here. I think it is a credit to hon. members
that so far they have not tried to defend it.
They have not tried to give a reason why we
should violate these principles of human
rights, to which we have subseribed.

I suggest that the course we are now follow-
ing cannot be defended logically. I am oppos-
ing it now, first, in our own interests; second,
because of its international implications; and,
third, because I am interested in keeping
Canada’s record clear and Canada’s name
clean. We cannot defend this course. I do
not know whether we are supposed to bring
up an ethical argument in parliament. I do
not claim to be particularly ethical, but I think
most of us like to have some claim to having
certain principles from which we will not
move. I believe we all have such principles
and I believe we hold to them in a matter
of this kind. y

In conclusion, I should like to refer to a
little bit of satire by one of our Canadian
writers.  Perhaps we can see a thing when it
is put before us satirically, when the best kind
of logic will not make an impression. This is
an article by Bruce Hutchison which appeared
in the Fress Press and I intend to quote only
one small passage. In order to give point to
the passage I want to tell what leads up to it.
The Japanese who were sent from Canada
have arrived in Japan and they have been
telling the Japanese that they have come as
missionaries of Canadian Christianity. By
the way, this article is entitled, “Onward
Christian Soldiers.” They are saying, “We
have come to preach to you Canadian Chris-
tianity.” They go on to tell why they became

missionaries. They said: “We have come
because we were thrown out and kicked

out—"
An hon. MEMBER: Left out.

Mr. IRVINE: Yes, left out. The Japanese
at home say, “Well, there is nothing new
about that; that is what we have been doing
all the time.” But these Canadian Japanese
say, “You do mnot understand Canadian
Christianity,” and I quote:

“Ah, but you do not understand the Chris-
tians,” the missionaries will explain. “You
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pagans persecute minorities and hate other races
because you “-wlxv\w in it. The Christians do the
same thing because they don’t believe in it and

constantly denounce it. t no sacrifice for
vou to behave in this barbarous fashion. But
for a true ( anadian Christian it is a deep and
|)!“Z< sacrifice. It mear acrificing all his
princ es ;uni_:l][ the teach of his religion.

Theref

love h:

ble of them. Greafer
, that a man lay down
nd.”
: - e SN e RS SN
Mr. MATTHEWS (Kootenay KEast): I
have been following this debate closely, and

it is very n
no man than

veinl
Ineipl

£ }
S 1I0r nis

‘\wltlw time has come for me to partici-
e in it and to express my viewpoint and
take a definite stand on the issues involved.
Yesterday, when speaking in this debate and
1ddres the hon. member for Moose Jaw,
’?u) Minister of Labour said it was easy for
hon. member to talk as he was t:ﬂkinf.{.
t statement I disagree entirely. I do
nk it ever is easy for a man to take a
> <1l:11§<1 in a cause that is not popular,
_certainly the cause of the Japanese Is
anything but popular at the p{'cscm.‘ time. I
[:lkl,; my stand with them, not because it is
1 u bn-w':ms(" I believe in justice. I believe

! t expression of humanity, especi-
ally' as far as minority groups are concerned.

pate

in t

,I should like hon. members to allow their
m_m.i‘ to range back over the years and (hiﬁk
of 1‘1(.7\\7‘ many wars have been fought in this
bt IU(l‘\v:\l-‘ll"»‘ of the oppression of minm:ih\;
groups. 1en you allow yourself ink
along that line you will be 1:]11f1tt‘117§9¢';oag}]3t?lll];
result of your thinking. I happen to Vropresen‘g

a Brit

a British Columbia constituency situated in
the interior of the province. That does not
mean to say that all my life in British Colum-
bia has been lived in the interior. I have
come into contact with the people of

..}:u‘:ilvu se race both on the ('U:l}.\‘t 1‘31‘1[(1 (;Itl HIE
interior as much, I venture to say, as any 01;1;01‘
member of the house. I have a ’grmt Hml of
v for the way British Columbia feels
1s matter. The settlement of the Japa-
nese has been allowed to become a provineial
problem, when it never should have been it
should have been regarded as a féd.er'l
problem. : e *

In a recent debate in this house the hon
me 1‘151\‘3 for Comox-Alberni, on February ]1'
said, as reported at page 335 of Hansard: ;

We h:

gener

ve ;l}s«);z*m;\. responsibility towards the
ons that come after us to se :

: e ¢ B 15 to see tha e
keep this Canada white, i

I conf nd that the time for doing that is
lung since past if it ever existed. "I.‘ln'rv was
a time when such a policy might have been
:’:('Htw\’(.xi. but it was definitely lost when the
:u'T: (:)!'!t‘!ﬂ;ll infiltration was permitted by the
rin

in of cheap oriental labour because
[Mr. Irvine.]

lett us not forget that is why they were
brought in. Today we have Chinese, -]:l}h’lﬂ[“"f"
Hindus and negros residing in Canada. \\'u‘
w;n'mm get rid of them even if we would
unless Wt become definitely anti-social ;,mf
do things of which Canadians might well be
ashamed. The sooner we make the people ul:

all these different races Canadian citizens
and give them the full rights and responsi
bilities and privileg T 1 S
1 : privileges: of Canadi: 1t1zens

inadian citizens,

II!~ better. I would make not only everyone
of these peoples a Canadian citizen but make
I\:vm swear allegiance to our king and make
him honour and recognize our Canadian
Ivl::,&' \:»'l:n‘n we have one, The hon. 111«'111I;<\r
for New Westminster said this afternoon
Tl[:ll he had addressed a question to people
of Japanese origin again and again: To w}lml
lance, i
not \\.':1111 rudely to interrupt the hon. nu‘Im;EI'(ll‘
1'@:1; if he were in his seat now, I would ask
him this question: Has the privilege (;'(‘1\-

country did they owe their alleg

been given to these people to swear allegiance
to Canada? :

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: Of course.
Mr. MATTHEWS (Kootenay East): If we

look :11.1]!i>' matter in a reasonable light and
be realistic, if we will use these p('*ﬁ[;jﬂ as
we would like to be used ourselves, I 1»1'111\\"&
that many of our difficulties will vanish. o
. In the debate yesterday the hon. member
for Calgary West asked a question about the
Japanese working sixteen hours a day. -\'m'cl\:
ll.l' ]\'1:(')\\‘.\' that  thousands and thousands of
( :uuulll.-m farmers are working fourteen, fifteen
and sixteen hours a day because they 211'(‘
\Vm'l\‘n_w; for themselves. But today we hm‘é
laws in Canada which prohibit men of any
race from being made to work 1'(@11'1'(“{\1‘1
f]llf‘(jll or sixteen hours a day. I have ]i\lc\n('({
carefully to the arguments .11:11 forth l)\.' hon
members from British Columbia aeainst lh(;
.‘I:m;xn(‘.«n and, while I do not :1('[:1.\‘1; those
hon. gentlemen of race prejudice, I wish ”]'("\'
would come out into the open and zl(ll;)ii that
the question is not merely a racial one, but
th:‘xt it has its economic side. British (‘oln‘ml)i‘t
objects to the presence of the ;I:m:nn:»\"(\
]})N’:m.\‘t.‘ in the fishing industry, in logging ;11;11
ml agriculture, they hold ‘down iu‘l)..\' [\_;'lli(‘ll
white men need. ;

: I believe that a federal labour code setting
forth hours of labour and standard \\':ulm.\' 1"0;
labour would go far toward sul\'in;; this
problem. In the past, employers of \lulx)m»‘
have been permitted to pay a lower rate of
wages to an oriental than to a white man, with
this result, that when work becomes scarce and
men must be let out it is only natural that the

APRIL 23, 1947 2409

employer of labour lets out the higher paid
wage-carnet first, and often the oriental has
been permitted to keep his job because he
works more cheaply. This should not be pos-
sible at all. Put them all on the same basis
and a good deal of this discrimination will
fade away.

During the war years I supported the action
of the dominion government in handling the
Japanese situation as they did and I too would
like to pay my tribute to the Minister of
Labour for what I consider the humanitarian
and equitable way in which he tried to dis-
charge that difficult task. I believe that the
removal of the Japanese from the coastal area
was a wise one. I go farther and say that their
dispersal into all the provinces was a wise
move, and I hope that the (Canadian-Japanese
for their own good will not insist on flooding
back to the Pacific coast, for I for one am
opposed. to that. I fully agree with the policy
which the Prime Minister announced on
August 4, 1944, and I say, let us adhere to that
policy. The war, thank God, is over now and
I think hon. members will have noticed that,
after the collapse of Japan, a lot of this war
hysteria died down, because, after all, it was
war hysteria, chiefly against the Japanese. Let

us not revive or stir it up.

Tt is acknowledged on all sides that in this
matter there is a strong division in public
opinion. If we do not lose our heads, and
lose our tempers, time will enable us to look at
the situation in a dispassionate way and will
keep us from making regrettable mistakes.

1 cannot forget that in world war I the
Japanese people were our allies, and monu-
ments to Japanese who fought by our side in
that great struggle and gave their lives are to
be found in some of our Canadian cities.

In this more recent struggle the Japanese
government supported the wrong horse and
they have been made to pay for that error in
judgment. I believe that they no longer con-
stitute a menace to the peace of the world.
1 do not think we in this parliament should go
out of our way to visit the sins of the fathers
upon the children. I am sure that Canada is
big enough and wise enough to take this
problem in her stride, and deal with it justly
and equitably; but if the continuation of this
order in council is part of a move to fasten a
permanent diserimination upon these people,
as 1 think it is, then I will have none of it
and will oppose it with all the power that
God has given to me. As a minister of the
Christian church I can do no other.

Mr. FULTON: The discussion of this
order in council and the amendment moved
by the C.CF. has taken an interesting turn,

and we see on the part of most speakeérs in
that party the assumption to themselves of
the quality of being the only ones who have
been consistent throughout this debate in the
stand they have taken. Last night the hon.
member for Winnipeg North threw down a
challenge to this party. He challenged us
to make a declaration of policy, since, he said,
we profess to be so sincere in our devotion
to liberty. This afternoon we heard the hon.
member for Cariboo talk about principle, and
the implication of his remarks was that all
others, certainly those who favour the con-
tinuation of this order in council, are “laying
down their principles for their friends”, while
the C.CF. is the only party that remains
true to principle.

But if we look at the position with regard
to this particular group of orders in council
we can see what the true situation is as regards
consistency. This is an emergency measure.
It is one of those orders in council which
are being continued as an emergency measure,
and the C.CF., which prides itself on its
consistency, has asked throughout for the
continuance of emergency controls. Yet when
it eomes to this group of controls, wi
not happen to coincide with their policy, they
say that we should remove them, and they
introduce an amendment to bring it to an
ond at once. And in the face of this they
say that they are the only consistent party
in the house.

If these hon. gentlemen want controls
ended why do they not take a consistent
stand? Which way did they vote on the
bill? They voted for the bill and we voted
against it. By voting for the bill they auto-
matically continue these measures. We have
always pressed in this party for the discon-
tinuance of war-time controls. Since I have
been here, from 1945 on, that has been the
one stand which this party has taken above
all others. Every time we have taken that
stand the C.C.F. have opposed us bitterly
and, at times, somewhat violently.

We have contended that, the war being
over, the rights and liberties of the Canadian
people should be restored, and every time we
have done so we have been attacked and
vilified by the C.C.F., who accuse Us of
having certain questionable motives in our
stand. What support have they given the hon.
member for Lake Centre in any of his moves
to have war-time restrictions removed and
to have the rights of the Canadian people—
for example, the right of recourse to the
courts—restored to them?

The C.CF. have never supported this move
to restore freedom to the Canadian people,
to take off war-time restrictions and to hurry

('}1 (‘1(}15
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the government along the path of restoring
these liberties. We have had no support
from the C.C.F. hat direction, and yet
I would read the of the hon. member
for Vancouver

spoken last night

regard to the Jaj to be found af

2379 of Hansard:
The war be

that the

moved, tl

rights and p1

1s time

I over, we contend that it

ions on these l‘u'-n[fh- were re-
were allowed to take up their
leges as Canadian citizens.

Unfortunately the hon. member is not 1n
his seat at the moment. If he were I should

k him why it is that he confines his

s in that direction exclusively to Cana-

of Japanese origin. I think, if we look

ly into the question of cor
shall find that the C.C.F.
consistent party in this particular regard. I

clos

sistency, we

is the most in-

wrote down some of the words of the hon.
srnoon. He said:
ng that,

member for Cariboo this afte
“This e e time and o A ask
118 1§ € me and we are ask

now that the war is over, we should not
continue war-time practices with our own
itizens”. We contended that the whole
principle of Bill No. 104 was the continuation

of ne controls and we accordingly voted
against the bill. The C.C.F. voted for it,
but on this particular measure that party,
which claims to be the only consistent party
in the house, adopts the opposite attitude
because it finds it not in accordance with its
policies.

ideration of this
particular questior under the orders in council

When we come to the cons

which are now before us I think we should
examine the facts of the situation, and 1t
appears to me -that here is a problem which
requires to be settled on the basis of reason,
namely, the problem of relocating the
Japanese. It is a confinuing problem. We
cannot just let them all go back to British
Columb We cannot dispossess all those
people who are now doing fishirg which the
.I:tp:l]h.\‘w did before the war. We ce ‘.'l;lil!l}‘

canrot dispossess one lot of people, largely

veterans, to put another lot of people back;

nor on the other hand can we take off the
: : o

orders in council a

to their fate.

abandon the J:xll:ml‘w

It seems to me that the government has to
deal with this problem and to carry through
this matter of relocating and resettling I‘ln;
Japanese in Canada. It therefore requires
certain powers for the purpose, and I certainly
could not find it consistent either with reason
or with principle to vote that this particular
order should be revoked.

In his speech this afternoon. it seemed to
me that the hon. member for Kootenay East

was the only one of his party who recognized
[Mr. Fulton.]

manner which

practical issues

involved, and I was gl im say that
he recoenized that mot all members of other

prejudice

motivated by

question. Certainly the

by the hon. member for
South last ni L stablish
that the problem as it ose In
led
ria.
parties

the first place was not a result of one

action. nor was it a result of m

[t was the consider: d r:]xi‘tf-.v]l of %8 1
in British Columbia at that time that the

removal of the Japanese was in the best
interests of Canada. That decision was taker

deliber

sug

tely as a matter, of policy, and I

that we cannot now just revoke the
order in council and leave the Japanese to
shift as best “'m‘_\' can. We have to carry

that policy through to its logical conclusion

3
pls

we should not be motivated either by hysteria

| resettle the Japanese. In carrying that

n through, in carrying out the resettlement,
nor should we allow any prejudice to enter
into our decision as to how the settlement
.\]U»Hh{ be (‘I‘l(‘-(l,

With deference, I should like to put for-
ward a suggestion which I think might have
some value in working out that settl
The suggestion 18 V

ment.
much in accordance
with the idea advanced in his corcluding

remarks this afternoon by the hon. member
for Comox-Alberni, and I am glad to find that
he and I have been thinking along the same
lines on this question.

The first fact which I think we should bear
in mind in dealing with the question of
resettling the Japanese is that they have not
y been assimilated; ‘they have not yet
become Canadians in the sense that you and
I, Mr. Chairman, think of ourselves as Cana-
dians. I am not trying at the moment, to
apportion any blame for that fact, but I
think it can be taken as a fact that they are
not, as vet, like the majority of Canadians
in outlook and standards.

That being so, I suggest that our policy
should be directed toward bringing about
conditions under which the Japanese at
present in Canada can most readily be assim-
ilated, and that is where the tlisp}‘-l'sznl policy
s}vnl}hl be followed through to its logical ('rn{—
f:hl.\‘l({ﬂ. That is where again the h(m‘. member
for Kootenay East and myself appear to feel
the same on that matter at any rate. I sug-
gest that for a limited p(\ri()d;n. period to be
li}‘(‘l(l(‘d after investigation of the whole ques-
tion and perhaps in consultation with the
leaders ('lf the Japanese groups in Canada—
the limitation on their return to British
Columbia should be continued, and that the

e
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11d be dispersed throughout the

provinces of Canada in proportion to the
wwment available in those provinees, and
n

(20881

to the population of those provin

accordance with the total number of Japanese
ada.

would have two advantages. First, it
ish Columbia would not

mean that Bri
Jled upon to reabsorb all the Japanese
in Canada and, second, it would mean Wb
there would be no resettlement in a single
larce community of this group of non-Cana-

be ¢

dians or of people who are not as yet assimil-
ated in Canada. Surely experience with regard
to immigration in the past has shown that
it is not desirable for foreign groups to come
in and settle in large community groups in
Canada. They do not become assimilated.
They continue their own language and their
own customs, and they do not become Cana-
dians. We passed a citizenship bill last
session, and in the course of the debate on
that bill it appeared to be unanimously felt
by the house that the most desirable thing
to bring about was that all people should
regard themselves as Canadians pure and
imple, and not in any way as hyphenated
Canadians. This practice of settling in com-
munity groups is one which is calculated to

prevent people from regarding themselves as
will inevitably tend to
anese, or, ab

Canadians. The;
themselves more as Jaj

ananese Canadians, if they are
permitted io continue in a single community.

There would thus be a twofold advantage tO
the policy of dispersement. It would be_ fair
to the people of British Columbia and it
would have the result that the people of
Japanese origin would be more rapidly assim-
ilated, would more rapidly become Canadians.

However, it seems to me we have to read
this in the light of the admitted difficulty which
is felt by all those who are considering this
question, and that is that we all—and not only
the C.C.F —consider it desirable that there
should be no racial discrimination, that there
should be freedom and equality as between all
those who live in Canada. Therefore, to con-
tinue a limitation upon the residence of the
Japanese would be a denial of that principle or
a postponement of the realization of that prin-
ciple. That is certainly the difficulty which is
present in the minds of all those of this party
who are considering the question, just as much
as it is present in the minds of members of
the C.CF. party. But we are prepared here
to face the problem. We say that the Japan-
ese are not as yet assimilated, that they should
not be permitted again to settle in a commun-
ity group. It would not be fair to them to
send them all back to British Columbia and

allow them to shift for themselves and 1t
would not be fair to British Columbia to put
her in a position where she may again have
to absorb all those of Japanese origin.

Facing those two conflicting problems, I sug-

1t this is one way of reconciling the

gest tl

difficulties. Disperse them for a pe riod to be
fixed and let them know that if, during that
period, they conduct themselves in such a man-
ner as to indicate that they wish to become
true Canadian citizens, then at the end of that
period this restriction will be lifted and they
will be regarded as Canadian citizens. If the
period is adequate and the treatment of the
Japanese 1s proper, it is surely reasonable to
assume that they would settle down in other
parts of Canada and. if they are going to
become Canadian citizens, would enter into
the life of the communities where they are set-
tled and become Canadian citizens in those
other provinces. When the restrictions were
lifted there would therefore be no tendency
for the Japanese to congregate again exclus-
ively in British Columbia. I put that sug-
gestion forward to the Minister of Labour as
2 method which he might consider in working
out the final details of the policy which is now
being carried on under this order in council.
I suggest, however, that it would be desirable
not to implement that policy by order in
council but rather by a statute of the Canadian
House of Commons so that the Japanese can
know—

Mr. MITCHELL: May I ask the hon.
member a question?

Mr. FULTON: Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL: Is he suggesting that we
should have a quota basis for the other prov-
inces by act of parliament? Is he suggesting
that tk should be moved on a quota basis
to other provinces by act of parliament?

Mr. FULTON: No, I am not suggesting that.
What I am trying to do is to put forward a
principle, the details of which might be sub-
sequently worked out and on the basis of
which this problem might be settled. I am
certainly not saying that we should pass an
act of parliament that Ontario, Quebec or
Manitoba, let us say, will absorb so many
Japanese. That is not the way we do things
in Canada. I am surprised at the minister
making that suggestion. It is obvious that the
matter would require rather to be solved by
consultation between the dominion and the
provinces, and between the provinees.

S

Mr. MITCHELL: If the hon. member reads
Hansard, he will find he has been talking about
a quota basis.




2412

——

COMMONS

:\Ill‘. FULTON; It is the principle I am sug-
gesting. Application of the principle must, bf
course, be left to negotiation. But it is a
]’»rzumpl«? which I think reconciles the two
(hﬂlicllhir»s the difficulty of imposing a limi-
tlllllﬂll or restriction on persons of Canadian
nationality and, on the other hand. the unfair-
ness of allowing all those of Japanese origin
to congregate again in British Columbia.

I f}{)]u\ that, in the rest of this debate my
h‘un. friends of the C.C.F. party will not con-
tinue to assume for themselves either the sole

to consistency or the sole rights to

inferest in

3 preservation of freedom and
o ty as between Canadian citizens.

»?\Ir. ARCHIBALD: I should like to con-
tribute a few words to this debate. The hon.
member for Comox-Albernj suggl [
si‘_i\( an answer, yes or no, to a en ques-
tion. l reminds me of that old question, “Do
3’””.7.““ beat your wife, yes or no?” I will
explain the question in my own wav. :
; The oriental problem in British i‘nll:mhf:l
1S not a new one. It is not new in Canada
or, for that matter, on the North American

continent. When the hon. member for Cape
Breton South was speaking the other day he
was n about the difficulties in

steel mills in the early days which were
(':111>r"-<] by the immigration at that time :xllri
the importing of large numbers of one given

telling us t
= a[”"

group, irom a backward country, and throw-
ing them into steel mills. Then they
would have to ficht them in order once :1q:1iil
to 4m:xlu- the union work and build up con-
ditions which were worth while

the

: living under.
Years ago, along the boundary country among
the miners the western federation of Illill(‘l:
}md to arm themselves with 30-30 Winchesters
in order to keep out Chinese scabs. At fjl'lli'
time the mine owners wanted to bring 1}1(“111.
in. Il; looks as though we are going iiﬁ'n {ho
same form of immigration at the pl‘(':"clltriinl(‘:
\\i}h‘]l we allow industrialists to g0 over ;md
pick up their own form of cheap labour, so
that we can look for the same policy n.\'! we
have had in the past. iy
1)111'11}g the depression the whole thing
boiled up on the coast until it became ah\‘ot
lutely impossible. To a large extent we hri\'n
a monopoly in the fishing out there. VH‘ Rl
:\Izl(‘f\IiH:m runs the major part of the p:mk—.
Ing companies. as he does the lumber industry
out on the coast. Those packing commni(;:
played up to the Japanese. They gave ihon;
special conditions under which to live;
gave them equipment with which
No wonder they had good boats. I noticed
the hon. member for Vancouver South spdke
as though they had exceptionally good equip-
ment, mcluding boats in which they could
[Mr. Mitchell.] : '

they
to work.

sail over to Japan. Any 60 or 70-foot boat
will sail over to Japan if you put enough
oil in the hold. :

Mr. GREEN: If T may ask hon. mem-
ber a question, is he in of allowing
Japanese to come back and fish on the Pacific

ARCHIBALD: I

will ans

. : wer own
tions 1n my own good time, and en I

e I do not need any instructions from
the hon. member for Vancouver South.

Mr. GREEN: I was not giving instructions
I was asking a question.

Mr. ARCHIBALD: 1 it in
time.

Mr. GREEN: If you are afraid to nswer
1 O

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: He is wfraid to
answer it.

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Don’t use the word
afraid”. I am not afraid to answer the ques-
tion. T answered it very well during the time
of the election. I have heard various mem-
bers from the other side of the house ak

though the Japanese question was it a
) of defence.  Oh, no: they “mm not
be cused of race hatred. When I think
about it I sometimes wonder if the last elee-

tion was just a bad dream. That is all we
J;_:ul to 'fig'm on the coast, the Japanese ques-
tion. I'he Liberal party even brought an
American woman who had been in a Japanese
concentration camp up to Prince Rupert to
speak of the horrors she had encounter: d in
that camp.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: There are

horrors in 'Prince Rupert now.

.\Ir._ ARCHIBALD: One thing about it,
that little attempt boomeranged, because she
was such a hard-looking case it did not o
over. ;

Mr. CRUICKSHANK : They have a harder

looking case now.

Mr. .ARCHIBALD: As T say, during the
depression, with the companies playing up to
the Japanese, giving them special concessions
and at all times a better break than the \\-'hiLe
fishermen got, the white fishermen were driven
down to poverty stricken, levels. At that time
even the I}alibut fleet, which is normally quite
a stable industry, was driven down to the
point where the men would make only $200
in the season. That condition was prevalent
all through the fishing industry at that time
It became. a political football, All the hatrod
and suffering of the fishermen were turned on

worse

LA
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the' Japanese, quite consciously, because of
political necessity. Now the fishermen are
becoming well organized. They have their
cooperatives; and what is happening now?
At the last session of the provincial legisla-
ture an amendment to the cooperative act was
put through, providing that fishermen on com-
pany-owned boats could not allocate their
share of the catch to the cooperatives. They
are paid in shares, a definite portion of the
fish from the boats, and now they cannot
allocate their share of the fish to the coopera-
tives. The large fish packing companies have
declared war on them, and they are going to
be driven right back into the same position
they were in during the depression. They are
beginning to find out where the real Japs are.

This Japanese question will not save the
Liberal and Conservative parties at the next
election, because they are both on the spot.
We have a coalition government putting
through that anti-fishing legislation. I grant
that it may be Tory domination; I do not
know whether the Liberals out there are weak-
kneed, but that is what is happening. Further-
more, they are starting to get together in the
federal field. In Skeena they are crawling
into the same bed; they cannot stand on their
own feet. The hon. member for Fraser Valley
had better look out. The hon. member for

New Westminster pointed to the terrific
increase in the number of fishing licences
issued since 1941. That industry has been

changing; the gill' net method of fishing is
becoming antiquated. The struggle between
the seiners and the gill netters is boiling up
once again.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK : What does the hon.
member mean by that?

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Just this; that the gill
net method of fishing is becoming antiquated,
as I had it explained to me during the recess
by the fishermen out in Prince Rupert. The

point is they are going to be driven right
back whe At the present time,
thank ynese are not on the
coast. the fishermen would be

taking out their
Japanese.
Mr. CRUICKSHANK:
a question?
Mr. ARCHIBALD: Certainly.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK::

hatred once again on those

Would you permit

Are you in favour

of giving the Japanes ing licences?

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Do I still beat my
wife?

Mr. 'CRUICKSHANK: I asked you a

question.

Mr. ARCHIBALD: I will answer the ques-
tion to my fishermen, not to you. I can
understand and sympathize with the position
of the Minister of Fisheries, of whom I think
a great deal personally. He faces a difficult
problem.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK:
question?

Mr. ARCHIBALD: When did you become
my conscience?

Mr.! CRUICKSHANK: I don’t think you
even have one.

Mr. ARCHIBALD: In the halibut fleet at
the present time, for instance, the large com-
panies are ramming in boats so fast the
independent fishermen are being squeezed to
the wall. I have a letter here from the deep
sea fishermen’s union and, as I understand it,
they are asking for that allocation per boat.
They want that put through at t
the house, because they are runnir
culties. There will be no independently owned

What about the

is session of
g into diffi-

fishing fleet on ‘the coast, either in the salmon
or in the halibut, unless the question is cleared

up.

I want to just make my position clear at the
I believe this Japanese issue
by the large economic
interests on the coast to sidetrack the main
issue. It was picked up by those who had no
basic idea of how to solve the problem, and
they used it for their own political ends.

present time.
was used consciously

Mr. FULTON: Are you suggesting a solu-
tion now?

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Certainly. The solution
is quite clear; the fishermen take over the
whole fishing industry ruthlessly, and that does
not call for any apology.

Mr. FULTON: Does that settle the Japan-
ese problem?

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Yes, it settles the
Japanese problem in this way, that the fisher-
men will control their own destiny and their
own meal tickets, and will not be pushed
around.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: Would you give the
Japanese licences?

Mr. ARCHIBALD: I will consult and work
with the fishermen; they will control the
licences and the fishing, and you will not
have anything to do with the matter. That is
the ; j I heard the hon. member
for Comox-Alberni criticize Colin Cameron
for talking about taking over industry ruth-
lessly. We have only three basic industries
in British Columbia: fishing, lumbering and

way to solve it.
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> fishing and lumbering
acMillan; mining
Mining and Smelting, and we

are con-

is controlled by

it over.
: Mr. CRUICKSHANK : And now you want

]
t00

the Japanese

Mr. ARCHIBALD: We

problem of tl

in ther

will solve the
fishing industry by working in
consultation with the fis
ing the fishing
themselves.

rmen, and by turn-
industry over to the fi

shermen
- ‘ T'hat will solve the Jap issue, and
it will take the

capable of exj

Mr. MERRITT: Perhaps I
few words on this matt
of the speech we
member
mind of

lking point you are

out of your mouth.

should say a
in view
The hon.
no doubt in the
that he
ot _base on this question on any
of the hig and moral grounds advanced by llis
party in

}1::\4’
for Skeena has left

anyone 1

the house does

1
not base his stand

support of their opinion.

Mr. ARCHIBALD: I am basing it on my
stomach. ;
Mr. MERRITT: And I respect the hon.

member for beil

much more practical and
s much more clearly than his col-
agl But I want to call the attention
of the committee to some of the things the
said, and these from a

facing f

leagues.

hon. member has just
member of the party of sweetness and light,
who would have us think they are ful'Lhc;ms:
great human ends by advancing this pnli-:-;
on behalf of the Japanese. Apparently the
Japanese to go
ll:u‘?\' to the Pacific coast and into the fi>]|i¥19;
1_,11~»111a‘~.<~ At the same time he would ruth-
lessly white Canadians of their
property.

Mr. ARCHIBALD: I rise

order. Tl

hon. member would permit the

(iiﬂ‘!«».\:('.\\'

to a point of
hon. member is interpreting my
s, and taking them out of their context.
I said I would turn the fishing industry over
to the fishermen, and take it out of lh("ll:ill(]h
of H. R. MacMillan.

Mr. CRUICKSHANK: That is

you said.
Mr. ARCHIBALD: Yes, it is.

Mr. MERRITT: We can
/v/r///.a’nw/. I wrote it down at the time, and
the words 1 were that he would ruth-
}_(<>I)' take over the industry. He made an
interesting remark to the hon. member for
Fraser Valley, telling the hon. member in no
uncertain terms, “You will not have anything
to do with fishing licences.” : :

So that apparently the idea of
is that there is

[Mr. Archibald.]

wor

not what

leave 1t to

Wrote

the C.C.F.
room for diserimination and
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room for cl

hatred in but
: I think
R ) ‘ 1

the hon. member pretty well summed up the
attitude of his 1

this country,

there is no room for racial differences.

this question.

Mr. ARCHIBLAD: Tell

arty on

that to the fisher-

men.
Mr. MERRITT: I do not think it is an
which will we much appeal for
men in this country.

Then, I

about

uld like to say one or two things
I of that party have
.ast night the hon. member
id that the p
and Progre
not truly
British

what other membe

for Koote-
members in

resent

sSive (‘(lll\‘l‘f'\"lli\'()
representative of the
Columbia. If we believed
e did not truly represent the feelings of
British Columbians I do not think we would
over So
many years by the the two old-
Jine parties, parties which, whatever on

istent a
members of

have witnessed so cons

says
against them, have their feet on the Q?'(‘)lll‘]d
and do not always have their heads in some
rosy clouds.

I do not want to take any stronger position
than was taken by the hon. member for
Vancouver East who, I am sorry, is not in his
seat at the moment. Last night he was asked
a question by the hon. member for Fraser
Vall and the discussion 1is
f

9ok

ollows at page 2379 of Hansard:

reported as

Mr. Crui cshanl Did you object to their
being withdrawn from the coa
Mr. MacInnis: No. I took the stand—

Mr. Cruickshank: Thank you.

N’h'. MacInnis: —that it was desirable and
perhaps necessary because of public feeling.

If in 1942 it le
because of public feeling, that the Japanese
<} o £ 1
should be removed from the Pecific coast, I
would not like the committee to be under any
misapprehension as to the present feeling.
.:!yw- all, ﬂmw“_nf us who are members from
British Columbia are in the best 1
know it

was desirable and nec

ition to
is desirable and necessary, because of
public opinion, that the Japanese should not
be all return.

lowed to
Mr. MATTHEWS

]V().‘

(Kootenay East): Is the
hon. member trying to give the committee
the impression this afternoon that all the
people of British Columbia are opposed to the
return of any Japanese to that province?

Mr. MERRITT: Oh, no; and I am glad
the hon. member asked that question. I will
say emphatically that I believe a large major-
ity of the people in British Columbia do not
want the Japanese to return to that province.
I should not like to state any definite per-
centage, because, for instance, no Gallup poll
has been taken. The hon. member and I may

L
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differ in our opinions. However I am giving
my opinion, and it is that a very large per-
centage do not want the Japanese back.

Mr. NICHOLSON: Why do they not want

them back?

Mr. MERRITT: That is a good question,
I think this afternoon the hon. member

too.
sensible and

for Comox-Alberni has stated
practical reasons why they do not want them
back. I would commend to the hon. member
who has asked the question the commonsense
speech of the hon. member for Conmx—All;emi,
which will do more to formulate a wise judg-

ment in the mind of the hon. member than

talking to his colleagues.

I might add a word to what the hon. mem-
ber said. He has spoken from the intimate
day-to-day point of view and has given
incidents within his knowledge. I should like
to call the attention of the committee to a
major reason why the people of British
Columbia feel the way they do. The attitude
of the people of British Columbia is not con-
fined to that province. One the same
attitude in Australia and on the Pacific coast
of the United States. It is all very well for
hon. members to rise in their places and say,
an airy fashion, that we should hate
that we

sees

in such
those who
should love

The practical fact is that those who live in
the van, if one may so describe it, and who
immediately face the orient, have always felt
insecurity and uncertainty in
feel it princi-
Asia is heavily

manage industry, but

the Japanese.

a measure of
their position. I believe they
pally’ because the continent of

populated, and the standard of living of
peoples on that continent 1s much lower
than the one we follow. We know the

theoretical ‘l::);‘iliml‘ carried to its ultimate,
P influx, a lowerl

simply means a mass g of
our standard of living and a changing of
Canada from t we all want it to be to
omethi quILe different. It is not based

red or any such theory. It

upon any re cial hat

is a perfectly practical view, based upon long
experience and after many examples of exactly
what would happen if those awry theories

d in the way hon. members of the
This

”]“‘l,‘:\

were apj
G.C.F.
be Cans

country

want them applied. would not

would be a different

The time may COI when the ideal which
the hon. member has expresse d, without tying
it to anything practical, will be accepted

But I say to hon.

that it 1is

throughout the wor 1d.

members, in al not

sincerity,

accepted now. There is no use in trying to
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force that point of view upon people who do
not want it. That is not the way to bring

people around to one’s point of view.

There is no use in bludgeoning them or
criticizing them, following the tactics which
some newspaper editors in the east seem to
be developing. If you want to bring people
over to your view you must educate them.
Continue pressing your ideas upon them, in
the proper democratic way; but refrain from
this attempt to influence the house to do
something which would be considered coercion
by another minority, about whom the hon.
member does not seem to think very much.
I refer to the people of British Columbia who,
from the practical point of view, would have
to bear the brunt of what he has suggested.
They are a minority in this country. This is
not the way in which one deals with minorities

in a democratic country. You do not just
put through parliament a law which 1is
entirely against their wishes and to which
they cannot give support. If you are 8o

advanced in your thinking as seem to
consider you then you should go and
win over the people of British Columbia to
your side. Do not come here to this chamber,
which consists, in the main, of people who
do not know this problem because they do
not live with it, and try to get & to
the problem to follow you, on a straight ideo-
.al basis, to a conclusion which could not
be accepted by fellow Canadians in

}'(]”

are,

trang

lo

your
British Columbia.

Mr. KNOWLES:
lecture?

Mr. MERRITT: No, I make no charge for
the lecture; I make it gladly and freely and I
hope it will have some effect upon the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. GARDINER:

ges fifty cents.

Are you charging for the

The C.C.F. always

cha
Mr. MACKENZIE: Especially on Sundays.
An hon. MEMBER: They usually

than that.

Mr. MERRITT: I have tried to explain
how I feel about this problem in the way of a
lecture to my hon. friend which I hope he will
take to heart. I want to try to offer, along
with the other members of the old parties who
have spoken in this debate, some practical ans-
wer to the problem. The suggestion -1 am
going to make simply amplifies what has been
said by the hon. member for Kamloops and
the hon. member for Vancouver South.

L more

During the forty years that we in British
Columbia have been dealing with this problem
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we have not had a great deal of support from
Canadians living east of the Rockies and who
did not know the problem as we knew it.
Naturally that has solidified public opinion in
British Columbia against the oriental much
more than would have been the case had the
people there felt certain that they had the
people of Canada behind them. We have
always had to take a strong stand. We have
always been left up in the air; we have always
been uncertain as to when we would be able
to check large-scale immigration. When we
jid succeed in checking that we were uncertain
26 to how long we would be able to hold it
ander control. So long as you live in that
state of uncertainty, so long will public opinion
in the west remain in the state it is in today,
the state which members of the Liberal and
Progressive Conservative parties have out-
lined.

In addition to there being a continuation of
he policy of the dispersal of Japanese n
Yanada: in addition to their being prevented
from returning to British Columbia for a period
of years, we should have from the government
a definite statement on oriental immigration.
We should know what their policy will be and
whether it is one which could be accepted in
British Columbia. If we could feel sure that
that policy would not be changed against the
will of the people of British Columbia, then
there would be a lessening of the pressure
which exists and the problem of those Japanese
who remain in Canada would become much
easier of solution.

T think there is another way of handling the
oriental problem in Canada, one which is not
restrictive, one which is the reverse. If the
number of white people in British Columbia
were so much greater than the number of
orientals there would be removed from our
minds the fear that our standards might be
challenged by that oriental group which unfor-
tunately does not assimilate. You would then
find us more ready to fall in with theory.
With that addition I stand by what has been
said by the hon. member for Kamloops in
connection with a solution of this problem.

Mr. KNOWLES: Would the hon. member
permit a question for the purpose of obtaining
information? He has said that he is endeav-
ouring honestly to give this committee the
feclings of the people of British Columbia in
connection with this whole problem, as he
sees it.” In referring to the problem, he con-
stantly used the word “oriental”. Do I under-
stand him to mean that there is still a feeling
in British Columbia against all orientals, or
is it just with respect to the Japanese? I am

[Mr. Merritt.]

SC

not expressing any views at the moment;
mine are well known. I simply want to know
what the situation is in British Columbia as
the hon. member is seeking to report it.

Mr. MERRITT: That is a good question.
The problem of trying to mix the yellow race
and the white race or the white race and the
black race, to be found in the United States,
is not an easy one to solve. When I used
the word “oriental” I was applying it to all
those of the yellow race.

Mr. COLDWELL: Including Chinese?
Mr. KNOWLES: And East Indians?

Mr. MERRITT: Including Chinese; all
people of a different colour from ours

The CHAIRMAN : I do npt wish to restrict
the discussion, but the orders in council refer
only to Japanese and I do not think we
should get into a wide discussion on alk
orientals.

Mr. MERRITT: Since the hon. member
has asked the question, I should like to make
it perfectly plain. There is a difference in

colour which makes assimilation almost
impossible, but that does not suggest that

the white people consider themselves superior
to those of the vellow race. I am perfectly
certain that the Chinese and Japanese prefer
their own colour to ours.  Simply because
that difference does exist in fact need not
result in charges of “discrimination” or any-
thing like that against any of them or against
any person.

There is one last thing I should like to say
if it will go anywhere toward satisfying the
people who follow an ideological view. We
must apply any ideology to our time. Right
at this moment there is‘not an hon. member
who will not admit that rent control is an
unwarranted invasion of the rights of the
Canadian people. I do not think the Minister
of Finance who administers it would try to
justify rent control on any ground other than
that of avoiding the social upset which would
follow the removal of restrictions on evictions.

Mr. MITCHELL: I am enjoying my hon.
friend’s remarks, but I think it would be
better if we stayed with the orders in council
instead - of getting off into rent control.

Mr. MERRITT: If the minister had not
interrupted me I think I would have joined
up the two to his satisfaction and would have
been sitting down by this time. If the
deprivation of the rights of all landlords can
be justified for a period of one or two years
I think we can, without hurting our con-

L L
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sciences very much, allow these orders in
council to run along so long as rent control
remains. It might be that as the housing
situation clears up and permits of rent control
being released, so will this situation clear up
and these problems of principle may not then
seem so important in the minds of members
who are not faced with the practical conse-
quences of the situation.

Mr. MAYHEW: Mr. Chairman, I notice
it is ten minutes to six o’clock but I think
I can say what I want to say in that time.
In fact T would not be speaking at all, except
that I have refrained for a mumber of years
from taking part in the debates in this house
on the Japanese question and because of that
some of my hon. friends have probably mis-
understood my position.

In 1942, after Pearl Harbor, I was one of
those who wired Ottawa in connection with
the picking up of the Jap fishing boats on the

it However, that was mnot necessary
cause the navy was ahead of everybody and
did an excellent job in picking up some
twleve hundred fishing boats and bringing
them into harbour.

I later tried to persuade the government
that the Pacific coast area should be cleared
of Japanese for defence purposes and I spoke
on that in both 1942 and 1943. I asked that
the Japanese be removed from the Pacific
coast area in wunits of families, because I
believed that was the most humane way of
treating them and the best plan also so far
as the government was concerned. By the
removal of them in units of families into the
interior of the province and to the prairies
and to the central provinces they could help
to feed our armies and our allies, but if we

put them in concentration camps we had to
ced them. One way they would have been

ne us and the other way they would
been helping Japan.

on, when Japanese were moved

ne the Canadian National right
] /ing in that posi-
on. Since

no

| as 1 said, from

yart 1 on this question.
ed fo wo reasons. OUne w: that
1as treated the Japanese better than
er of the oriental races. We have per-

rer the Chinese
[ think should
le. We have
ir wives,
wed the Hindus to come in

mitted pra

Y among

people due

on as possi

1 to come in with th

not all

nor have w
with their
allowed to b

Japanese were

their wives in and to set up

homes and live like the rest of us, although
they have failed to do that in a number of
places.

When our security commission wanted to
move the Japanese people to other provinces
in Canada, what did we find? The other
provinces immediately started bargaining with
the security commission for these Japanese.
They said, yes, you can move in men who
are capable of working and earning a living,
provided that, when the war is over, you
move them out again. Furthermore, that
was practically the attitude of all the pro-
vincial authorities and we have seen the
same attitude in other places. The hon.
member for St. Paul’s said in this house that
no Japanese would come to the city of Toronto
if he could avoid it. The mayor of this city
is reported to have said that mno Japanese
are going to come to Ottawa, and other people
in responsible places have said the same thing.
What has that meant? It has meant that
the rest of Canada is trying to put British
Columbia in the position where she should
shoulder the whole blame, and I refuse to do
that. They are trying to make out, because
we in British Columbia say we do not want
the Japanese back, that the people of British
Columbia are un-Christian and a heathen
people, implying that people in this part of
Canads are all saints. I say, let the people
in the other parts of Canada come forward
and say: We will not force anything on you,
but we will welcome these Japanese people
and treat them as Christians, thereby proving
our Christianity. I am quite sure that British
Columbia will then say the same and will
go as far as they will in our Christian treat-
ment of the Japanese. One Christian act
never made a Christian, and one act of felony
never made a felon, but if people in other
parts of Canada will adopt that principle of
Christianity and invite the Japanese and treat
them as they say they want British Columbia
to treat them we shall not have any difficulty
in handling the Japanese.

I had a good deal I wanted to saj
I will be content with what T have said.

=)

ay, but

Progress 1“.;}1!’11’1 ed.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Mr. ST. LAURENT:

continue with this bill and I hope that we
shall appear to have made more progress,

Tomorrow we shall

though I am quite convinced that this debate

was necessary and that it means more pro-
gress than will appear in the records of what
has been done today.
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Mr. GRAYDON: May I ask if the treaty
series containing the four treaties we are to
en tabled and

discuss later on have yet b
printed?
Mr. ST. LAURENT: They have been

tabled and are now in the hands of the printer.

That is the treaties with the satellife powers.

Mr. GRAYDON: I am concerned about
their distribution to the members.

Mr. ST. LAURENT: They were in the
hands of the printers

and I will inquire as to
s been made in getting them

what progress I
ready for distribution.

Mr. GRAYDON: I wonder if their distri-
bution could be expedited because I think
we should have them.

At six o'e the house :Nljulll'i‘:t“li. without
question put, pursuant to standing order.
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