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Now, it seems to me that the position of
the mnatter was practlcally this. The gov-
erament tell us that at that time and con-
tinuously since they have received assur-
ances tliat Japanese emigration wouid be
restricted. They certainly produce a letter
from Mr. Nosse, wrItten ln March. 1903,
which wvould Indicate the truth of this
statement, and whichi of course we cannot
deny and do not wish to deny. But, Mr.
Speaker, I cali your attention to a memor-
andum of Mr. Scott, the Secretary of State,
of September 25, 1905, ln whlch lie states
that the government proposes wlthout re-
serve to adherc to tbe trcaty of 1894, and
goes on to Bay :

Since those dates Japan has enacted a law
llmiting emigration to, foreign countries, thus
remnovilg one of the objections that influenced
the government of Canada in declinîng to
becomne a party to the treaty with Japan in
1897.

I mereiy wish to say that whoever wrote
this memorandum lost siglit of the fact
that ln 1897 It dld flot matter what Japan
did ln regard to emigration, because this
country bad the absolute riglit, in beconi-
Ing a party to that treaty. to reserve our
rîglits wvith reference to the reguintion of
Immigration ; so that the reason given Is
both failacions and untrue. The memor-
andum of Mr. Scott goes on to say :

It is doubtf ni whether Japan would now
agree to a treaty on any other basis than
t e proposais contained in the original treaty.

Now, Mr: Speaker, what the people of
thîs country have a rîglit to compiain of is
this. The goverament say that they have
assurances ample and clear froin thc
Japanese government that emigration of
Japanese labourers will be restricted. If
tbey have those assurances, they have been
warned that any laws restricting emigra-
tion f romn Japan could be revoked. If the
Japanese law restrlcted emigration, 1 would
like to ask wvhy this government did not
ask to have the restrictive clause put into
the treaty, that being ln exact line wlth
the poiicy of the Japanese government, as
embodied ln lts statutes, and the verbal de-
clarations of its ministers and officiais.-
Can it be alleged that Japan ivouid not
agree ln 1905 to wvhat was its declared
policy? HEad the Japanese one policy for
the cioset and another for the public?
No ; the conduct of Japan throughout
this whoie matter bas been thorougbiy
honourabie. If anybody la to biame, It is
flot the Japanese government, but this gov-
ernmient, ln faiiing to have inserted ln the
treaty the clause which the Japanese had
ajgreed to ln 1897, aud whicb their assur-
ances f rom that day to this have been fuiiy
ln accord wvith. It was the duty of this
goverament. ln the lnterest of the labour-
iug people and ail the people of this coun-
try, to maintain tbe riglit of Canada to con-
fr01 its own immigration. They falied to

as' for that very thing which the assur-
aliees they are nlow boasting Of would Un-
doiibtedly have given them the rigbt to ask
for if those assurances were true la fact.
This goveruent, however, were wiling to
rush wildiy into this treaty. flot only wlth-
orit liaviig reasons of a commercial char-
acter for doing so, but also without asking
for those assurances which the government
of .Japan ever stuce 1897 had been wiiling
to give. 80 if wve have an unsatisfactory
state of affairs lu British Columbia to-day,
It is due to that falHure on the part of this
administration. 1 do not believe my hon.
friends fromi British ('olumbia were as
fully apprised of the facts lu relation to
this inatter ln August, 1905, as thev are
to-day, or 1 venture to, say that ail of theni
wonld have been after the goverument to
see that they did not overiook the lntercsts
of British Columbin ln this matter. If the
memberR from that province wlill examine
the records of parliameut they wiil be con-
vi.ea that both lu 1897 and in 1905 this
goverumeut has been dereiict la its duty
not only to the people of British Columbia,
but to people of the whoie of Canada.

At six o'clock. House took recess.

After Recess.

Hlouse resumed at eight o'ciock.

SECOND REÂDINGS.

Bill (No. 88) respecting the Owea Sound
sud Meaford Rallway Company.-Mr. Tel-
ford.

Bill (No. 84) to incorporate the Dominion
Transportation and Storage Company.-Mr.
German.

SUPPLY-JAPANE-SE IMMIGRATION.

Ilouse resumed debate on the motion for
Suppiy and thc ameadment of Mr. R. L.
Borden thereto.

Mr. BRISTOL. In commenting on the
action of the government in 190, when It
rushed into this treaty with Japan, I do
not lose sight of thc fact that in Septem-
ber, 1905, the goverument, or some meni-
ber of It, receîved a ietter froni Mr. Nossé
toi iing thein that whule be gave every
piossible assurance tbat there would be no
trouble over the Immigration question, at
the sanie tinie he thouglit thc Japanese
goverument would refuse to enter into the
trcaty ln the way ln whieb they had agrced
to enter into it ln 1897. I venture, however,
to submit that ln a matter of so niuch im-
piortance thls government ougbt not to bave
taken what miglit be, ln Uic anguage of
the street, termed the bluff of Mr. Nossé,
and hiave allowed theniselves to be drawn
into înaking an absoiute treaty with Japan.
On the contrary, the duty and obligation
rested on this government, If tbey pro-
po.ed to enter into this treaty, 0f negotiat-
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