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ldent's hddress, and said that at the
last medting of the Daughters of Km-
plre & strong resolution wan lHlHHl‘ﬂ
asking that the different chapters nll
ovor Canada take up the question. she
spoke In defence of the Hindu, who, she
- sald, was particularly attached to his
women folk and to his children, and
called attention to the lax attitude of
the government in allowing allen races
like the Chinese and the Japanese Lo
bring In their famillies, while the Hindu,
a British subject, was denled the right
to have his wife and family with him,.
Mrs. Hanington sald she had notlced
how people who for years had been
keen workers in support of foreign mis-
slons, refused to glve them even ordin-
ary’ Christian treatment when they
1 came to thls country, and would say
'no word in their favor.

Miss Lawson asked what reason had
been given for denying the Hindus ad-
mittance for thelr wives,

Mrs., Andrews.

Mrs. Andrews took a very firm
stand in arguing that it would be a
most unwise step on the part of the
government to permit any more of
these people to come here, that they
were polygamous, and had not the
same general moral standards as the
Occidentals. “It Is not a matter of
discrimination against the Hindu wo-
men,” sald Mrs. Andrews, ‘“‘but rather
a movement directed against both
sexes and against all the Oriental peo-
ple.” She called attention to the trans-
shipment of a number of Japanese
who came here with a borrowed head
tax which they had been discovered
repaving upon landing in this country..
“British citizenship,” said this speaker
in referring to the argument that the
Hindu was unlike the Chinese and
Japanese in that he was a British sub-
Jeet, “will not make an undesirable
person any more desirable.”

Mrs. Gordon.

Mrs, J. Gordon took up the argu-
ment in their favor, and said that if the
cconomic side of the question were
considered it would be found that these
‘men were not competing with the white
‘laborer. They had proved themselves,
moreover, valiant and loyal soldiers in
‘the British service. |

One speaker called attention to the
intemperate habits which she had ob-
served among the Hindu workmen em-
ployed in certain mills.

Mr. Robert Clark.

Robert Clark, who had been invited
especially to the meeting to speak on
a subject in which he is known to be
keenly interested, said that his apology

for being at the meeting was that he |

took such an intense interest in not
only the Hindus but all the colored
races of the world. He said he thought
it not only strange, but unfair, that
Hindus “should be debarred from hav-
ing their wives and families with them
here when Chinamen in the city were
known to have three, four and even five
wives with them. “The first point
which I should like to bring up,” said
‘Mr. Clark, “is the Christian aspect of
the question, and I cannot help think-
ing that if we take the Bible as our
zuide we are not living up to its prin-
ciples when we pass laws to keep out
our British sisters from the country.
I'rom an economic standpoint there are
certain things to be said against Hindu
‘women coming in here. There are no
less than 50,000 Japanese and Chinese in

this country who are competing with |

the white laborer far more than the
Hindu., The Hindu is.a Britisher, and
from that standpoint alone we should
regard them in quite a different way
from the Chinese and Japanese, I have
not come here to speak about allow-
ing the Hindu to come in here; they
have been let in already, and I do not
know if those people who talk of de=-
porting them realize what would hap-
pen if they were to be sent back.” The
speaker asked if it could be expected
of the Hindu that he should live the
sort of life he should do if debarred
from having his home life which was
20 essential to even our own men., Re-
fMerring to the remarks about drunken-
ness alluded to by a previous speaker;
' Mr, Clark said that Hindus drank much
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less in f{heic_own country th
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an do our|had not been considered as it sho.
own white men here. Physically, ac-|pe, She called attention to the state-
cording to some of the Gﬁm“&e“t%lth}e{ ments of some Vancouver ladies recent-
Sikh was superior to us. r, Clar is city who were very
sald that he thought if there was any Iriuz;:i Hc?;}iﬂl;dthtl; l:ztt}ting the Hindus
question of the Hindu workman being TR ;wives here with them, giv-
a competitor of the white laborer It ing as their reason that the men who
could easly be adjusted by the munici- were here were not moral. “The argu-
pality or the state passing a law TC-1 = ¢ 00 ¢ the crossing of races,” sald
garding a minimum wage, as this haciyey, “q o, n e «oil be very much reduced
| appeared to be necessary even among e thr;tn augmented by allowing
white laborers. In the matter of hours, ‘hese men to have their wives and
he said, the Hindus sometimes did work 7 g e A
longer than our own laborers, part da R ‘
because they did not understand th Miss Bromley.
language, and could not, consequently iss Constance Bromley, who spoke
accomplish so much in the same time | from the knowledge of these people
as other men. He spoke of the clean- | hich she had gained by a year's resi-
liness and orderly behavior « of the | dence in India, said that the  Hindu
ninety or hundred Sikhs wh¢ had af-|was not a desirable citizen, that he had
tended meetings. to whi he h cunning but not a sense of honor, and
spoken hereé in the city, ang sald that|that his ignorance of the rudiment of
recently at a small meetin knowledge of such subjects as health
five about twenty-four signed and sanitation would make it impos-
pledge. The Sikhs were the only race|sible to have healthy colonies of these
which Mr. Clark claimed to have an|pegople here. S y
intimate knowledge of, but tnese, he Mrs. Jenkins. ‘\
said, did not go in for polygamy. Ref- Irs. Jenkins  refterated the state-
erence was here made to the statem rment oo _by'# rs. Grant, that the
of Dr. Wilkie, the mission question was ndt a political but a moral
spoke recently to an en o ! “rom that point alone she
ronto, that “we are ¢ these péople should be
top of a powder mgge _ bring in /Lhelr ﬁiﬁ&ﬂ. ' On
speaking of the big ste 1 the high 'gml.ynd."?} of morality, she
200,000 Hindus and Sikhs ‘ said. the Women’s/Co neil not
had to be considered in pose tha adpiis J Ee; omen.
done regarding their countrymen i 8 enfnion Phat
this Dominion.

. Mrs. Wm. Grant. the question at that time.

Mrs., William Grant said that she Mrs. Mitchell. |
thought the subject was too large &  nfpg  Mitchell said that although
one Lo deal with at a meeting of the kind. without deliberation she would a few
“Two races,” she said, *“cannot live|g,ys previously have prepared to say
together, nor can they amalgamate.’ {that the Hindus’ wives should be ad-
Even though the Sikhs were g00d in,,,itted after consideration she saw the
their own country, she thought they|,iher side of the question. “These
would be usurping the white man’s|, ., » she said, “knew quite well when
place in this country. The question they came here that they would not be
she thought too serious a one to be de-| . 115wed to bring their wives here with
cided lightly or without much consider-|y..»» More than this, Mrs. Mitchell
ation.. ot AN said that she thought it a great mis-

. ‘Mrs. Spofford. take for loyal Canadians to employ a

Mrs. Spofford said that she agreed | multitude of alien laborers rather than
with the last speaker that, taken as a | help the army of poor in England.
whole, the question was too large a| After some further discussion Mrs.
one_for them to deal with; she deplored, | Spofford, seconded by Mrs. Gordon,
she said, the ever-growing number of | made the following substitution for the
Orientals who were settlin coun- i motion by Mrs. Graves that the coun-
try. The only ques v 1t seemed 1O [cfl declare in favor of the admission of
her, that the meeting was caliec

the wives of the Hindus: “Inasmuch
as this country has opened its doors to
restricted _'*mlﬂf immigration, this
en \Council of Women desires to express
18 llits disapproval of laws which discerim-
ould finate against the entrance of the wives
and families of one Oriental race while
ed what e lit grants the privilege to others.”
use of a Christianity whi . BOINg | The resolution was passed by the
tp sweep aside the Wi undamentals | ynanimous vote of the council.

of the Christian faith by discriminat- Moving Pictures
| - unt | ' gt
ing against a race on account of 1ts| o, ther business followed the read-

color, . ~
g .. | ing by Mrs. Hanington of the advertise-
Mrs., A W t*é I'r
rs. Andrews read a letter by Irank ment in & newspaper of the intention

Andrews in reply to an article in the| . .

Aot Fadd Sltﬂ.rp fn whlch'fh e strongly ol a theatre to show moving pictures
’ AR illustrating the McNamara story.

supported the policy of exclusion and \ : )

cald. tha b esstern CanalathRl o con- itflﬂl‘dﬂl}lﬂe diﬁsl(‘uhlainn a motion was

e e xibt the . vrob. | PVt an passed that a committee

ception of the real meaningpt the pro should be appointed to direct what pic-

- T 2 . it C - s 1
lem to the people in Brith _ ﬂlqmbiﬂ tures should appear at moving picture

Mrs., Gordon G_l‘_.ﬂt- shows, and that, further, the federal

Mrs, Gordon Grant said that the com- | government should be empowered to
mercial  and  industrial side of the | prohibit the importation of objectional
quastion had been debated g,g—,._lgng_th. films. The committee appointed yere:
but that the moral side of -'F“.’ problem | Mrs. Hanington, Mrs. ‘.\'H!isvniﬂ: Dr.

give strong expressiun. ‘ *
Mrs. Hanington asked what w




