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pass, there is ground, eutside and beyond
tbat which te day Is pre-empted and well
worked by the corporations, for the benefi-
cent working of government ownershWp In
a thousand different ways and witb great
advnntage te tbe people of Canada.

Let me go on now wlth the Japanese and
(Jhinese question. I de not tblnk 1 ever
heard quite sncb an argument as my riglit
hon. friend put befere the House and this
country to-nlght. Mr. Speaker, what was
that argument ? WIIl yen allow me te, pre-
sent It, just ln plain Engllsh? You cannot,
be says, treat the Japanese as you would
treat and bave treated the Chinese. Well,
why net? What are bis reasons why? One
power Is powerful and bas a big stick,
tbe other is weak and dlsunlted. and there-
fore yen must treat it justly, but yen can lie
unjust te it. Wbat an argument for the
rlgbt bon. gentleman whe beads the govern-
ment ofCanada. Anether argument: the one
bas rlcb gain ln ber lap for yen ; the other
you bave net much chance of getting trade
gains frem ; tberefore treat them differ-
ently, because sordld, selfish gain weuld
prompt you tei de it. The argument is Im-
moral, publicly immoral. If there Is any-
thing like right and trutb and Justice, the
Chinese should have bis mensure of it just
as mucli as the Japanese. It shonld net de-
pend on might or power, pelf or gain, getting
or glvlng. It sheuld depend on the real
rîglits of men to certain treatment lu certain
cases. I take issue with rny riglit hou. friend
as te the question: suppose yen were geiug
te put yourself Into disfavour with eitber
people, wblch wonld yeu put yeurself into
dlsfaveur with ? It Is net necessary te put
yeurself Inte dlsfaveur with either. Il make
ne dlsrespectfnl allusion te the great pro-
gress and thé qulck developmnent of the
Japanese when I tell yen that that eld civ-
Ilization whlch lies on the other side of the
water opposite te Jgpan, with Its three or
four huadred millions of patient, diligent,
sober people, hbas in it possibuhities which se
far outshiue and outsweep these that beleug
te Japan, with its smaller country and its
confined arens, that te the sagaciens states-
man looking te tbe future there Is neo ques-
tien at ail, If yon put It on that 10w ground,
as to wbose susceptibilities we sheuld bie
,careful of. Dees my riglit hon. friend think
the Chinese are altogether unclilized ?
Has hie forgotten that for fifteen hundred
years, or more the germs of a great and
mighty wisdomn bave settled Into their hearts
aiüd minds and moulded their character, and
that in tbese late years of inspiration and
upheaval sncb a change bas taken place in
the migbty empire of China as bas net
taken place amongst auy other people In
modemn times? But again, I cerne back te
this, that you should treat the peeples of the
eartb frorn riglit and justice, and net frem
4expediency of gain or fromn f ear. Now my

riglit hon. friend cornes again with his pri-
vate correspondence. It is the old North
Atlantic Trading Company again. There hie
liad sornething which hie would show. te the
leader of the opposition. The leader of the
opposition thanked him and said, what is
good enough for me is good enopgh for my
followers behind me, and it is f air that ail
should be treated alike. Now my riglit hon.
friend cornes and says, 1 have private cor-
respondencp which I may some time show
the leader of the opposition whlch wlll exon-
erate me. For my *own part, I ar n ot dis-
posed to press this question unfalrly. I wîll
state sirnply my own view of it. When 1
voted on. that Japanese treaty ratification
last session, I diii it on the strength of the
representatiens that were made by the Prime
Minister as te the limitations of ernigration
fromn Japan and on my own knowledge of
what 1 thouglit the commercial resuit mlght
be to us. That 1 dld nnderstand ; the other
I knew net. But when rny riglit hon. friend
made the statement, whlch of course lie ack-
newledges to have made, and which hie
leaves us te infer hie made in good faith-
and I arn not going te question it for a mo-
ment-then 1 say that responslbillty for the
ratification of that treaty feli off my should-
ers and the shoulders of gentlemen on this
side of the House and In this House gener-
ally. But there bas been some mîtscarriage.
My right hon. friend Is net going to
charge the Japanese goverament with fail-
ure and we do not wish hlm te do so,
If the Prime Minister's version of it turus
eut te lie true, there must lie this simple ex-
planatien that in a moment of inadvertence
and la the press of work after the great war
the Japanese governrnent forgot the limit-
ations it had placed in the bauds of my
riglit hon. friend (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) ;and
ne deulit, ias soon as its attention is brought
te these limitations, that government will
heneurably carry eut every pledge it gave.
I arn willing te let the matter reFt until
that is selved, and I let it rest in the hope
and the belief that a just solution will lie
reached. I arn net dispesed te draw a ce-
leur liue la this country. I arn net dis-
posed te put np a race uine. I arn net dis-
posed te say that any man in the universe,
because of a certain co'our or race, ne mat-
ter what rnay lie lits attaînrnents and ,char-
acter or qualifications in other respects, shall
bce shut eut frein this country. But I amn
bound te maintain that we have the riglit
te keep this a white man's country and net
allow the interests, the institutions and the
labeur of this country te lie dominated by
nny other elernent. And I have ne doubt,
if we are wvise and patient, we shahl have
ne trouble la preserving our integrity and
preventing any sncb resuit as we weuld ail
delore. British Columbia, my right hon.
friend (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) says, bas ne
neighbour but Japan. H1e bas forgotten


