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CHRIS WATSON MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION ACT,
1901

Source: Parliament of Australia

[A]lthough the Government have not seen fit to take the straight method — the straight
method in our opinion, anyhow — those of us who desire to see coloured people kept out
must leave a weapon in the hands of the Government of the day that will allow them to bar
any person who may have qualified in one particular language, but who, nevertheless, is a
most undesirable immigrant. If we make the alteration suggested by the honorable and
learned member for Parkes, it will be quite possible that the millions of coloured people
about whom he spoke the other evening as being well educated and, therefore, able to
pass a. test in some European language, may gain admission; and while he may look with
equa-nimity on such a possibility, | for one cannot do so.

GEORGE REID MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION ACT, 1901

Source: Parliament of Australia

| should like to point out — with all respect to the committee — that this is a matter affecting
the credit and character of this Federal Parliament. Can it possibly be contemplated that
we intend calmly to put in this Bill words which would permit of a Frenchman being set a
task in Turkish, or a German being called upon to write out a passage in the Spanish
language, and so on right through the category? | do not say that that would be done by
the present ad ministration, or by any administration, or by any Customs officer apart from
any administration, because | do not suppose that any Customs officer would really do that
sort of thing without some direction from a superior authority.

EDMUND BARTON MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION ACT,
1901

Source: Parliament of Australia

We do not want our social conditions disturbed by different standards of living that are
bound to create, beyond racial differences, other differences to the extent of hatred
between class and class in our community. That is one of the chief things we wish to avoid.
The best way in which to do that is to prohibit virtually the influx of that class of alien labour
which, if not prohibited, would lead to such results. | think it is better for us to try and keep
before our eyes the real object of the Bill. | take it that the real object of the Bill, or of any
such legislation, is that which | have described. It has been said that this education test will
fail to keep out persons of high education coming from other countries, such as Japan or
China. In the first place, however, we do not find these people coming here, as a rule. It is
seldom that they come unless on a mission or with a wish to open up trade with us. As long
as they seek to open up trade with us on lines that we lay down by our tariff or in other
ways, we do not and cannot resent it.
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SIR MALCOLM MCEACHARN MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION
RESTRICTION ACT, 1901

Source: Parliament of Australia

| am at one with the whole of the members of this House in desiring that the Japanese
should not come here in large numbers, and | agree thoroughly with the desire that we
should have a white Australia, although | think, with the honorable and learned member for
Parkes, that a very great deal more has been made out of the danger to the
Commonwealth through alien immigration than is warranted by the circumstances. | feel
that our present laws are quite sufficient to prevent our being seriously contaminated by an
influx of aliens, and yet if the proposal to pass fresh legislation had been brought forward
as a protection to labour, | would have been one of the first to support it. | recognise that if
Japanese can come here in any large number, they will compete at low rates with white
labour, and | will be no party to that.

SENATOR JOHN ARMSTRONG, ON THE IMMIGRATION BILL, 1901

Source: Parliament of Australia

This land is our land, to own and to develop. Our claim to hold this country and to continue
its development rests not on conquest nor on feelings of hostility to any other people. It is
based on the great work of our fathers, our grandfathers and great-grandfathers — the men
who explored our great continent, tilled its land, built its cities, and developed its industries.
Our forefathers handed to us a proud heritage. We can only preserve our heritage for our
descendants by preserving the homogeneity of our race, and that we must and will do. We
cherish no annexationist ideas, we covet no other territory and we have no imperialist
ambitions. On the contrary, we are eager to help the countries surrounding us to grow and
prosper and to increase their wealth and the happiness of their people. In short, we want to
assist our neighbours to achieve great social and industrial development.

SIR DONALD CAMERON MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION
ACT, 1901

Source: Parliament of Australia

| am perfectly well aware that no words of mine will convince men whose minds have been
already made up, but | have never been afraid to express my opinions fearlessly, or before
anybody of men, and | am not afraid to express them now. In my opinion the treatment the
Chinese and the various alien races have received, and are going to receive if the people of
this Commonwealth can prevail upon England to agree to this Bill, is unworthy of the so-
called white race of Australia.
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SIR JOHN FORREST MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION RESTRICTION
ACT, 1901

Source: Parliament of Australia

We desire that this country shall not be overrun with races whose sympathies, and manners,
and customs, and religion are not as ours. There is another reason, and perhaps this is a very
strong reason, that these peoples we wish to restrict are so close to us. There are millions of
them, and if we do not place some restrictions on them, they will overrun the country, and,
instead of being a British country, this will be an Asiatic country. We do not want that. | am
sure of this, and | have some reason to speak with confidence, that the British Government
and the British people do not wish that to occur. They are in sympathy with us, and all they
want is to find some means of placing the restriction so that it will not tread too harshly on
the susceptibilities of the great nations, which they are in friendship with, and from which
they derive a considerable amount of power and wealth. | think that altogether we will do
wisely in passing this Bill. | do not object to even more restrictive measures than the Bill
proposes, because | want to preserve this country, as far as possible, to a white race. At the
same time, | am not prepared to aim a blow at any class, and if we avoid that, and leave it
to administration, we shall act wisely and not get the mother country into any trouble or
difficulty. We do not wish to incur the displeasure of any race by naming that race in the Bill.

JACK LANG MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION BILL, 1949

Source: Parliament of Australia

There is similar evidence that Communists have entered this country from Europe. The
Minister talked about 100,000 migrants coming from Italy; but in the next breath he told us
that as a third of the Italian population voted in support of the Communist party at the last
general election in that country, we must expect a similar proportion of Communists among
the Italian migrants who come here. If the Minister's deduction is correct, that means that
33,000 Communists are coming to Australia from Italy. There will be two classes of
Communists among migrants coming to Australia. First, there will be those who openly avow
their Communist sympathies. That class will not present much difficulty. Secondly, there will
be the undercover Communists, who will have a real mission in this country. Communists of
that class will be coming into Australia among displaced persons. They will come as Baits,
Estonians, Latvians or other nationalities akin to Russia. They will come here as Germans,
ltalians, Austrians, Poles or Czechs, because communism is international in its organisation.
In Canada, Communists were found to be engaging in espionage while posing as anti-
Communists. A Communist agent would have no trouble in getting through the Minister's
screen.
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DORIS BLACKBURN MP, ON THE IMMIGRATION BILL, 1949

Source: Parliament of Australia

We have not yet come to the time when the lion is able to lie down with the lamb, and while
we work towards the coming of that day, we must take steps not only for our own
protection, but also for the protection of those persons who come to this country. Very
frequently such persons need our protection, particularly from the unfriendliness of
Australians. We have shown unfriendliness and cruelty to the dark people from whom we
took this country in the first place, and our use of the term ‘White Australia’ is, in my opinion,
an insult to those people as well as to others. The question of the homogeneity to the race
has been given prominence in this debate, but my reading of history has led me to the belief
that when it suits the white man, he forgets all about his race, its purity and his obligations
to it. He has cared little for the purity of other races. That statement can be substantiated
by records too numerous to mention which are available both inside and outside of
Australia. In the early days of the white settlement of this country, although Governor Phillip
was not instructed to encourage Asiatic migration, he was advised to secure a sufficient
number of island women to serve the needs of the men under his control. No thought was
given then to the preservation of the homogeneous character of our race or of the race
from which the women were to be brought. It is sufficient for the purpose of my argument to
point to the growth of the half-caste population whenever the white man goes, and to the
degradation of the aboriginal races where the white men walks the land. Perhaps | may be
pardoned for being sceptical when this argument for the preservation of the homogeneous
character of the race is advanced.

PAULINE HANSON MP, FIRST HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
SPEECH, 1996

Source: Parliament of Australia

| and most Australians want our immigration policy radically reviewed and that of
multiculturalism abolished. | believe we are in danger of being swamped by Asians. Between
1984 and 1995, 40 per cent of all migrants coming into this country were of Asian origin.
They have their own culture and religion, form ghettos and do not assimilate. Of course, |
will be called racist but, if | can invite whom | want into my home, then | should have the
right to have a say in who comes into my country. A truly multicultural country can never be
strong or united. The world is full of failed and tragic examples, ranging from Ireland to
Bosnia to Africa and, closer to home, Papua New Guinea. America and Great Britain are
currently paying the price.
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ALEXANDER DOWNER MP, ON BORDER PROTECTION, 2002

Source: Parliament of Australia

We frustrated that transit route by excising those territories from Australia’s migration zone
through the border protection act, which passed through this parliament. We have many
reports now that people are still looking for ways to gain access to Australia, and obviously
one possibility is through the Torres Strait. The government will do everything they possibly
can to ensure that that does not happen. We will remain firm in our commitment to oppose
the activities of people smugglers, to frustrate their activities and to keep our borders
secure.

CATHERINE KING MP, ON MANDATORY DETENTION, 2005

Source: Parliament of Australia

Compassion is not a convenient cloak that you wrap yourself in, only to discard when the
weather turns fair. It is something you either have in your heart or not, and frankly | can only
see the image of the Prime Minister puffing out his chest, trying to build himself in stature,
roaring out to his adoring audience, ‘We will decide who comes to this country and the
circumstances in which they come.”

SCOTT MORRISON MP, ON BOAT ARRIVALS AND DETENTION,
2010

Source: Parliament of Australia

So the people of Australia should know that this government consider the communities’
concerns about this matter so inconsequential that they are ‘hysterical’. They do not warrant
consultation before facilities are imposed on communities without the opportunity for
consultation. They do not warrant, according to this government, the opportunity for a
parliamentary committee, a committee of this parliament comprising members from all
quarters of this House and the other chamber, to go and talk to them when the government
have failed to do so. They do not think that is appropriate. They do not think consultation is
appropriate. The government have no policy when it comes to stopping the unprecedented
rate of illegal boat arrivals to Australia. There are a record number of boats and people
who have arrived this year. The government hold all the records when it comes to this: there
are a record number of people in detention. They have no policy and they have no courage
of their convictions when it comes to facing the community, so this parliament should do so
on their behalf.
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SENATOR SARAH HANSON-YOUNG, ON MANDATORY
DETENTION, 2013

Source: Parliament of Australia

We cannot forget that the majority of these people — whether their applications are still at
the beginning or whether their applications have been completed and they are still waiting
on bridging visas now that the minister has capped the approving and granting of
permanent protection — are genuine refugees. We know that because that is always what
the statistics show. Ninety-six per cent of people who come here by boat are found to be
people in genuine need of protection. Having to leave your homeland and engage in the
dangerous journey to get out, hiding out until you can find someone to bring you to Australia
or another country — no-one takes that decision lightly. Many of these people have had to
leave behind family members, their entire lives and everything they own. No-one makes that
decision lightly. It is reflected in the number of people who are found to be in genuine need
of protection. If, indeed, people wanted to take the ‘easy way’, they would probably buy a
ticket and fly in on Qantas. That would be the easy way to get here. When people are really
desperate, when they have to smuggle themselves and their families out of their country and
struggle for survival before they reach safety, the only option they see before them is to
come here by a dangerous boat. Let us not beat around the bush. This bill does nothing to
save people’s lives. This bill does nothing to protect and help and care for vulnerable
refugees, including children. This bill does nothing to help these people and it will not save
their lives. This bill is all about punishment and all about whipping up fear and hatred and
demonising people because of how they arrived and where they have come from.

The fact is that the majority of people who arrive here by boat — whether it is in the already
excised zone or the small handful of people who find their way to the mainland — are
people who could not come to Australia by plane because they never would have got a
ticket without a visa, because of the countries that they come from, because of their need
to flee from torture, from persecution, from war. This bill goes right to the heart of
discriminating against refugees because of the places they have had to flee.

It is inhumane. It is in stark contrast to international law, and it has been condemned by
international organisations, including the United Nations, time and time and time again. It is
an affront to basic fairness and justice under the law.
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SENATOR PAULINE HANSON, FIRST SENATE SPEECH, 2016

Source: Parliament of Australia

In my first speech in 1996 | said we were in danger of being swamped by Asians. This was
not said out of disrespect for Asians but was meant as a slap in the face to both the Liberal
and Labor governments who opened the floodgates to immigration, targeting cultures
purely for the vote, as expressed by former Labor minister Barry Jones — to such an extent
that society changed too rapidly due to migrants coming in the front door but also the back
door, via New Zealand. Now we are in danger of being swamped by Muslims, who bear a
culture and ideology that is incompatible with our own.
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Migration Bill. 1397
tificates of exemplion. [ need mention
only one of these now—the lack of any
provision for a person who i a prohibited
immigrant by reason of past bad character
or Iealth 10 be admitted for permanént
residence. As honorable members will be
aware, it occasbonally happens thai young
people who have settled in Australia seck,
quile naturally, to bring their parcnis here,
and it s found tha; the father has had a
copviclion recorded against him many years
before, If he was sentenced 10 imprisons
ment for a year or longer he 5 a prohibited
immigrant. As such he can only be ad-
mitted to Australia under a certificate of
exemplion, and the certificale cannot be
made pood for permanent stay. [t ls some-
times jusrified on humanitariag grounds that
the aged father should be admitted per-
manenily, and the bill provides means for
this to be dooe by the ksue of special
entry permits.

[ now pass 1o another aspect of the bill.
It is the practice of all nations, especially
those of the new world secking to build up
Iheir populations, o arm themselves with
mandalory powers of deportation. For this
purpose, great authority is vested in the
particular Minister, and his is the solemn
responsibility to wicld it in a manner which,
whilst preserving the security of his coun-
try, is ot the same time humane apd just
the individuals concerned. We must never
forget that this department, perhaps above
all others, is one that first and last is dealing
with luman beings, and their fulure welfare.
Consequently, as human values change, so
the law must change, Since the existing
legislation originated, therc hay been a2 groat
advance im social thinking throughout the
world. Certain practices ‘which were
penerally ascepied 50 years ago are now
questioned, pnd regarded as matters for
reform.  So it is with this measore. Whilst
preserving and clarifying necessary powers
for the Minister 10 act swiftly and wiecoes-
fully whenever, in his judgment, the national
mterest demands, it imposes impartant
checks on his snthorily in order to énsure
a further degree of justice for the individual
Let me give honorable members some
examples,

Th;puw:lunmlheumnmb}'ﬂn
present act to deport any one within five
years of entry by use of the dictation test
is extremely arbitrary. It is capable 6f the
gravest abusc. It could be used to depoft
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1398 Migration Bill.
persoas entirely innocent of any crime or
irregularity, and guilty of no offence except
to have displeased the Minister of the day.
The bill remedics this by incorporating in
clause 14 the provisions of the Alicns
Deportation A<t 1948, and expanding them
lo cover immigrante within five wears of
their entering Australia, The effect of this
clause will be that an immigrant admitted
regularly for permanent residence, who has
oot been guilty of a erime or received into
an institution, can caly be deported by the
Migister on the recommendation of an
independent commissioner, The com-
missioner himself must be a serving or
retired judge of a Federal or State supreme
court, or a barrister or solicitor of five
vears” slanding of the HMigh Court or a
SUpreme Court.

My second example relates to the arrest of
suspected probibited immigrants. Section
144 of the preseat act empowers an officer
without warrant to arrest any person reason-
ably suppased to be a prohibited immigrant
olfending against this act. A moment's
thought will show the latent dangers here,
Accordingly, clawse 38 of the bill provides
for a person so arrested to be brought within
48 hours, or as soon s practicable after-
wards, before a prescribed authority, who
must inquire into whether there are reason-
able grounds for supposing the person to be
a prohibited immigrant. If the authority
finds such grounds, he will order continued
detention for a maximum period”of sewen
days pending the Minister's decision as to
deportation.

A similar liberalization of the law is made
concerning the arrest of persons reasonably
supposed (o be those against whom deporta.
tion orders have been isued. To-day's
section 14c of the Immigration Aet author-
izes an officer vnqualifiedly to arrest such
persons. Such a power, naked and unin-
hibited, could cause great injustice. The
bill inserts elaborate safeguards against this,
Clause 39 provides that individuals so
arrested shall be given particulars of the
deportation order. Should they claim mis-
taken identity they can immedistely make a
statutory declaration to that effect and be
taken before an independent authority
within 48 hours or as soon as practicable
thereafter. 1If, on inquiry, the prescribed
authority is not satisfied that reasomable
grounds for the arrest exist, those appre-

IREPRESENTATIVES.)

Migration Bill.

hended are discharged. On the other ham!,
if the authority coasiders that there arc
reasonable groonds for arrest, he muw
declare this in writing, and the suspected
deportees are then to be taken into custody,
The High Court or a State supreme court
will retain their present overriding power of
ordering a person's release from custody if
the court finds that the deportation order i
invalid. The prescribed authorities will
generally be magistrates if the State govern-
ments agree.

Yet another safeguard is provided Iw
clawse 41 of the bill. It may be that =
person arrested as a deportee will pot dis
pute the question of identity, but will con-
test the validity of the deportation ordei
In these circumstances legal questions an-
involved, and should be decided by »
superior court. Such a hearing can, of
course, already be secured by writ of habens
corpus or by injunction. The bill, how-
ever, goes further. It ensures that persoms
arrested must be given all reasonable facili-
ties for obtaining legal advice and taking
legal procesdings.

A fifth example of the humanistic quality
of this legislation is the requirement set out
in clause 37 that an officer must hold a
search warrant in order to search buildings,
prentises or vehicles for a prohibited immi.
grant or a deportee, or for documents relat-
ing to circumstances in which people would
become prohibited immigrants. This is in
contrast with section 14m of the existing

law whereby an officer can do all thes |

things without a warrant.

Before asking honorable members 10
consider another part of the proposals. |
wish to announce a departure from present
practice concerning custody of those awaii-
ing deporiation. Clause 39, sub-clause 6,
re-cnacts in substance section $c of the
Immigration Act. This provides that »
person against whom a deportation ornder
is in force—defined in the bill as a depor-
tee—may be kept In such custody as the
Minister directs pending deportation. The
usual elass of cases falling within this cate-
gOTY Are secamen from ships,
though obviowsly it includes many others
as well, Whenever it has been thought
necessary to keep these people in custody,
it has always been the practice to cast them

into the most convenient gaol, and to hold '

them there until arramgements for their
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Migration Bill,

embarkation are comcluded. Such a pro-
cedure is undesirable. Very often the
deportec has a blameless record; his only
offence is a statutory one againyt our immi-
gration laws. Once in gaol he must some-
times wait several weeks before he can be
shipped from Australia, During this period
he intermingles with hardencd criminals,
and as likely as not becomes contaminated
by them. By the time he leaves gaol he
may be blemished for the rest of his life,
ond sent upon a downward path.

The situation is otherwise, of course, for
men possessing criminal records dn the

© accepled sense. Gaol is no mevelty for

them, and with their Jot 1 am not here
concerned. But there is a compelling case
for reform in the treatment of those whom
ont might call statutory offeaders. 1 have

§  given much thought to their plight, for

slong with four other members of this
Parliament I found myself in a comparable
situation during our incarceration by the
Jupanese for several years of the last war.
Gaols, Mr. Acting Dmnyi.u wip-?ku. are
depressing places, especially you are
not in any true sense an offender.  Accord-
ingly, T am happy to say that arrangements
ate now being made for non-criminal
deportees lo be accommodated in detention
centres, instead of prisons, whilst awaiting
shipment. The details have yet to be
finalized, but there will be at least two, one
in New South Wales, one in Western Aus-
tralia, and posfibly a third in another
State. I am sure that mothing but good
will come of this innovation which, together
with other ameliorating effects of this legis-
lation, will place Australia in advance of
any other country in the world.

I now wish to refer briclly to the obliga-
tions imposed by the bill on shipping and
sircraft companics. The present act has
revealed serious defects. Thus, if a shop's
master allows a person in the category of
a prohibited immigrant to land, in breach
of the law, and the imenigrant happens (o
he statcless, and therefore inadmissible to
any overseas country, the Government i
powetless 10 enforce his departure, because
under section lmll the :l:;gpin; com-

is ohliged to provide a passage
::cwlhc immigrant “back to the place
whence he came ™. Furthermore, even if
on immigrant can be re-admitted to the
land of his origin, the shipping company
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can still refuse to move him with impunity
because there is no penalty in the act for
such refusal. Again, even though a com-
pany is required to provide a passage ai the
Commonwealth’'s cxpense for aoy one
against whom a deportation order is issued,
whether he came to Australia in one of the
company’s vessels or not, no penalty exists
for refusal to do so.

We, therefore, propose (o correct these
ommissions in three ways., First, when a
person enters wrongfully, for example, a
passcnger without an enlry permit, or a
seaman deserting his ship, the company
will be obliged to remove him from Aus-
tralia, whether he can enter any other
country or mot. It is compelled to take
the person back on board one of its ships
or aircraft. Sccondly, when an immigrant
enters according to law, aad lster has to
be deported, the company which brought
him here must continue, a8 now, 1o pro-
vide a free passage to the place he came
from, or else pay a reasonable sum iowards
the cost of a passage to some other place.
For infringement of cither of these require-
ments which are set out in clause 21, a
fairly stiff maximum penalty of £500 is
laid down. Thirdly elauee 22 provides that
fallure by =2 company to (ransport a
deportec at the Commonwealth’s expense
will render such company lable 10 4 maxi-
mum fine of £200.

In these respecis the bill strengthens
the existing law, and, I hope closes the
lopholes. On the other hand, clauss 21
lessens its severity in cases where deportees
originally came to Australia as assisted
migrants or cven as full-fare migrants, pro-
viding they have cxperienced the same
thorough screening as those with assisted
passages. This relaxation was agreed to,
in principle, in 1949 during the distin-
guished term of the Deputy I.ng‘vqrolthn
Opposition (Mr. Calwell) as Minister for
Immigration. We have cxtended this
reasoning to full-fare migrants. Homor-
able members may be interested fo know
that other great immigration nations have
also granted this concession [0 transport
companies. After all, it scems only just
that for those for whom my department
prescribes such claborate pre-embarkation
formalities, the cost of any subscquent
deportation should fall upén our shoulders,
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A short portion of the bill revises the
law governing immigration agents. The
position now is that any one wishing to
#cl as an immigration agent must first be
registered with the department; and per-
sons who are rogistered have to be issued
with certificates of registration, My officers
would prefer not to {sue such documents
which can be displayed as evidence of some
special standing with the department, and
unbewmdmamp«mmmnh unduly.
Needless 10 say, careful inquirics are made
about all applicants for repistration; but it
is still possible for unscrupulous people to
be registered nnd to engage in undesicable
activities without the department’s know-
ledge, particularly because settlers in a
strange country arc more easily duped by
plausible agents, and are less ready 1o report
them to the authorities. The bill retains all
the existing powers of supervision of agents
without, however, continuing the issue of
credentials in the shape of centificates of
registration. It also prohibits agenis from
advertising themselves as approved by the
department in any way, :

The last phase of this measurc to which
1 direct the attention of the House is Part
II. This deals with the emigration of
children and aborigines, “Child™ is
defined as a person under seventeen years
of age. Existing State laws are preserved,
and what is put forward in clauses 61, 62
and 63 s advanced mlc]r with the object
of supplementing -::nuus deficiencies which
have become manilest from time to time.
The Commonwealth has no desire to
encroach upon State jurisdiction; merely
fo supplement it. Honorable members
may récall the two recent cases of Doering
and Imler, where children of American
fathers and Australian mothers  were
suddenly flown oul of Australin by the
fathers without the mothers' consent. My
department was powerless to prevent ihe
departure of these children, because there
was no infri of the Emigration Act
of 1910, We propose In this bill to make
such action more difficult in future. Clause
63 provides that a parent who has the
custody of a child by order of n court, or
who is seeking such an order, may notify
shipping or aircraflt companies not to afford
a pawsage 1o .such a child; and the com-
pany, thereupon, is obliged pot to grant
a passage without that parent's consent,
or the consent of the court. Furthermore,

Migration Bill.

[REPRESENTATIVES.)

Migration Bill,

a person other than the pareot having cus-
tody of the child or instituting procesdings,
who knows of the order or proceedings, §
and who takes the child away, shall ubwi 3
be guilty of an offence, The present Emie §
gration Act is repealed, because it s lell 5
thal its provisions can be casily evaded, nio 5
based on racial considerations, and e
impractical in their application. 4
The bill is also concerned with the el
gration of aborigines. A defect in ihe
present act is that in prohibiting the emigm.
tion of aborigines without permits, it fails
1o distinguish between those who have been 3
freed of all disabilitics, and those who havo &
nol.
enabling the untrammelled emigration of 3
aboriginals who are pol subject 10 disahill- 5
ties. Power ks also given to the Minisier 3
1o free, in his discretion, any other aborigi- 3
nal from the need to apply for an emigra- =
tion permit. This agan is an aitempl o &
revise our law in accord with the changing
altitude towards this difficult problem. 3

Mr. Acting Deputy Speaker, time will
not allow me in the course of my speech
1o deal with every facet of so lengthy and
complex n mensure, Honorable members

will pow have an opportubity (o study its
many clauses. Subsequently during the 5§

committee stage 1 shall be only too willing
to amplify any matters I have touched on, |
or omitted, to-day. But this 1 am sure of: 3
The bill represents a valoable consolidation
and amendment of the existing law. &
introduces order where there i now con-
fusion; it strengthens the hand of the Go-
vernment where it is now ineffeciual;
imparts justice, tolerance, and humanity in
accord with liberal principles in their trues |
scnse; In many respects it gives Australia
the finest immigration charter that the world
has yet seen. [ hope honorable members
will ponder deeply on these things, and give
this legisiation the support it deserves.
. Dcbate (on motion by Mr, Clarey) al
Journed.
INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS,
Debate resumed (vide page 1396).
Mr. JAN ALLAN (Gwydir) [8.32].—I
was m’ pleased to hear the Minister for
Affairs (Mr. Casey) refer in his
speech the other evening to the economic
plght of the countrics of Souih-East Asia.
I am sure that the economic plight of these

Clause 64 makes this distinction, 53
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