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maj'erity? T'hat is how it is in control here.
I say tibis, tibat the policy that is to be carried
out as regards these Jaipanese Canadians is
certainly nect Liberal.

Mr. GIBSON (Comox-Mlberni): It is
genereus.

Mr. STEWART (Winnipeg North): What
I wouid cail a Liberal policy wouid be to have
ail theose wh'e signed their names given an
opportuni'ty to irevoke -their signatures. Where
ùhere are'tibose whýo want te go back to Jipan,
by ail means send t'hem back; wbere ýthere are
those wbo are proven enernies of Canada, bv
ail means send them back. But every Canadian
citizen, be he black, white, or yellow, Catholic
or Protestant, believer or unbelýiever, should
have exactiy the same opportunity in this
country. To-day we are singling out one
particular group as ob.jects of our 'hatred.

Mr. MITCHELL: That is playing both
ends against the middle.

Mr. STEWART (Winnipeg Nortb): The
demooratic principles which the Liberai goviern-
ment are supposed ýte hold are being shamne-
fully violated.

Mr. MACKENZIE: May I tell rny 'hon.
friend that I fought an election on tbat issue
and I arn here on this side, to the right of
the Speaker.

Mr. STEWART (W'innipeg North): The
haon. member may be here, but tibat refleets no
credit on bis constituents.

Ail I wan-t to say is that I regard this policy
as a direct negation cf Liberalismn and cf
decent, elemental, fundarnentai democracy. I
wilil go fartber 'and say this, ýtbat in carrying
thro>ugb this policy, in deporting these Cana-
dian oitizens of Japanese Drigin, the Liberal
government 'bas merely ýproven itself to be wbat
niany of us have long suspected, an organ-
ized bypecrisy.

Mn. MACKENZIE: A goverotment wvhich
is in office andin power.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I ask Vbhat (tbat
tenm be wi'tbdrawn. No bon. member has any
right te say tbat any ethen lon. member or any
gevernment is an organized hypocrisy. Those
are wonds Wb.ich mrust be wi'tbdrawn.

Mr. STEWART (Winiipeg Nortb): I will
witbdraw tbe words if I arn eut cf erden. I
should 'bave said, 'the Liberal party.

Mn. MITCHELL: Statements cf that kind
are >11 right on a soaphex, but yeu cannot
make tbem bene.

Mr. HACKETT: I ask t he Prime Minister
if, in tbe negetiation of the extradition treaty
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to wbicb ho made reference enrlier in the
evening, full recourse was had to the informa-
tion and guidance cf tbe department ever
which he presides.

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I tbink it would
be correct te say tbat it was, yes.

Mr. HACKETT: Weuld the Prime Min-
ister be good enough to say for what reason
tbe treaty was kept a secret or kept away
from panliament for three years?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I cannot give
my hon. friend the exact reasen, but I bave
had enough expenience in watcbing some of
tbese international negotiatiens net te be sur-
prised that it took tbree yeans. It migbt bave
taken four or five. I tbink tbe subjeet itself
has been such a eomplicated oe that there
bas been seme delay.

Mn. IIACKETT: I arn afnaid I bave net
made myself clear. The agneement îtself was
signed by tbe high centracting parties en tbe
29th cf April, 1942, and my query is, wby was
it kept away frem parliament during tbe
period wbich elapsed hotween tbe 29tb April,
1942 and Octeber, 1945?

Mr. MACKENZIE KING: I can-not givé
my hon. friend an, answer. I arn inforrned
that it was rnedified once by a protecol. Tbat
ýis ail I can say about the-

Mn. HACKETT: It was rnodified en the
3rd of October ef this year. But it would
bave interfered witb se rnany national unden-
takings, and with soe enterprises in rny own
eonstituency, that I bave been pnempted te
be unduly curious abeut it. I draw te the
attention of the Prime Minister that the
treaty appears te have been dealt with meat
expeditiously in tbe United States. It was
signe-d on April 29, 1942; on May 6, 1942, it
was sent by the President te the senate of
tbe United States, the cemmittea en foneign
relations deait with it and made a repert in
the rnontb of May, 1942. It appeans te have
been ratified by tbe senate witbin a faw
weeks after it was executed. I arn prornpted
te inquira wby Canada deiayed in dealing
witb it. There was netbing in the treaty te
be concaed because ef tbe wan in wbicb we
wena engaged. After baving sean it, I can
understand wbhy thene rnay have been sorne
hesitancy in intreducing it into parliament,
but I sheuld like to knýow if there is soea
higb reasen for having held it ini abeyance
away frorn panliament for such a lengtb cf
tirne.

Mn. ST. LAURENT: I think I can satisfy
my hon. friend's curiesity, altheugh I cannot
agree with ail he bas said. H1e said tbat the


