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lu any treaty, and they were compelled to,
leave to, the Liberal administration which
succeeded thern the obligation of carrying
that Into effect. But tlie Liberai adminis-
tration did flot do it. I amrn ot here f0-
night f0 make any attack on the people of
Japan.

No British subjeet can fal to admire thie
greatness, the Intelligence, tlie industry and
ability of that great people. But we hpvc a
right, on the floor of this House and before
the people of this country, to arraign this
government for any mal-administration, mis-
fake or neglcct of the lnterest of fthc Cana-
dian people, and I submit that if is our
duty, as members of parliament, f0 br:ng
to, the attention of the people those points
on which the government has failed to main-
tain Canadian interests lu this matter. This
is a niost important question as affccting
thie future interests of Canada. If we wish
to have a national policy, if we claim the
riglit to profect the manufacturing and com-
mercial interests of our country, we sliould
have the samne riglit to, proteet our labour-
Ing men from the competition of any im-
migration that wvill be detrimenfal f0 their
w-elfare. lu thaf regard I aftack this pre-
sent administration iii respect of the mat-
fers under discussion. The makîng of frea-
tics Is a tliing of great andi serious import-
auce. There seems f0 bie whiat mightt be
called quite an epidcmic of trenty making
umong lion, gentlemen opposite. As Cana-
dians wc desire to make our own trenties,
but If the goverument wish f0 make trea-
tics witli credif and advantige f0 the people
of this country tlicy should carry on their
wmork wifh due attention to fixe intercsts of
the Canadian people that a business man
would gIve to, bis own nifairs. The hon.
member for Koofenay (Mr. Galliher) asks
us: Wliy do you nof move to denounce the
trcaty? I submif thiaf it ls open f0, us to
denounce these iniefficient and aimateur
treaty-makcrs, but there Is Do rcsponsibilify
upon those on fhls side f0 denounce the
treaf y. Thaf Is a question thaf cornes wltli-
ln tlie scope of the govcrnmcnt's duty.
Why? Because, as n goverument, tliey alone
are in possession of ail the facts; tlicy alone
have control of fthe machinery by whichi
flie matter is to, be investigated. Therefore,
fliey must take the responsIbility of decid-
lng whether the treaty should lie denounced
or flot. That responslbility docs not resf
upon the opposition; we have not the in-
formation upon whicli f0 acf. Our respon-
slbility begins and ends w-len, ln a fair
and reasonable spirit, we present f0 the
House and flic people the facts of fhls very
Important matter. And so, ln conclusion,
I would say thaf 'wlen fthc goverument
lielped themselves so lîberally as fliey dld
lu 1890 to thie varions policies of fhe Con-
servative parfy, 1 think lf would have been
very muci lu fthc inferest of flic people of
Canada If fhey liad also hclpcd fhemsclves

f0 the Conservafive policy for the preven-
t ion of this undesirable imimigration.

Mr. DUNCAN ROSS (Yale-Cariboo). The
lion. member for Centre Toronto (Mr. Bris-
fol) bias exfendcd bis sympatby f0 flic mein-
bers of British Columbia for what lie Is
plcased f0 cxiii their anx.iety f0, square thcm-
selves. We appreciate the kindness of
heart that prompfed fliat sympathy; we
oppreciate also fthc sympatliy itself. But
I liasten f0 assure the lion. gentleman that
wve do not cleserve it and we do not necd
If. Wc have no -' squarlng' f0 do. The
position whici flic members from British
Columbia take at this fime Is exactly flie
position fhey fook wlien this treaty was
unanimously ratificd by parliament about a
year ago. If there is any 'squaring' f0 be
donc, if must lie donc by sucli gentlemen
as flic lion. mnember for Centre Toronto
(Mr. Bristol), fIxe lion, leader of flic op-
position (Air. R. L. Borden) and others wlio
take flic dircfly opposite position to that
fnL-en by ftic minister iu Jauuary last wlicn
flic treaty was ratified. So far as the lead-
er of flic opposition is concerned, lie fully
agreed f0 flic ratification 0f this treaty with
the correspondence ln bis possession-cor-
respondence askcd for by himself, laid on
flic table ut bis request, and available f0,
lilm for six months before thec treaty was
rat Ificd. Thaf correspondence contalncd no
assurance ; If said nothing about flic cx-
planat ions whlch are now made by fhls
goverument ln reference f0 fliese assurances.
Tlie lion. gentleman agrccd to flic ratifica-
tlou of the treaty wltliout any assurance
rcgarding flic restriction of Japanese Im-
migration, and witliout flic knowledgc of
flic explanaflons since made by flic govern-
ment. If lie could accept the treaty with
ouf fliese. assurances, liow can lic quarrel
wfli flic ratification of flic frcafy sud witli
bis own action in that connection, now
fliat lie lias possession of these assurances ?
So, ns I say, if fliere is any 'squaring' to
be donc if must be donc by hon, gentlemen
opposite wlio unatnimously votcd for flic rat i-
ficat ion of this trcaty.

Thc lion. mnember for Centre Toronto
spcaks of a Japanese immigration into this
.country because of flic ratification of this
treaty. Surcly lie will not argue fliat if
flic treafy baal Dot been ratificd flis Imi-
migration would nof lave taken placU ?
Stirely flic Japanese wcre at lcast as free
f0 come into, fhls countey before flic treaf y
was ratified as tlicy were aftcrwards. How,
then, can flic lion, gentleman say fliat lie-
cause of flic ratification of this treaty flic Im-
migrat ion took place? I deait witli flic
merîts of Élis question at some lengtli in
fhls House, and I do not wlsli f0 repent
the arguments I tIen made. But I wisli
f0 draw flic attention of flic House f0 some
mxttcrs connected with flic correspiondence
I)rouglit down and flic explanations made
by flic Posfmaster General (,%r. Lemieux).
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