
2057 ~JANIJUARY 28, 1908 25

this treaty ; was there any business inives-
tigation made by this business administra-
tion as a resuit of which they could an-
nounce to parliament that it 'would be a wise
pollcy for Canada to corne under this treaty?
They did nothing of the kind. Tbey sat
down apparently until August, 1897, and
then for reasons set forth lu the memoran-
dum which bas been rend, they refused to
bring Canada under the treaty, mind you,
they had an opportunity at that time of
bringing Canada under a treaty by whlch
Canada to-day would be restricting or flot
restricting Japanese or any other immigra-
tion if she chose to do so, and this gov-
ernment declined to avail ltself of that op-
portuuity. I ask hon. gentlemen on the other
sîde of the Hlouse;- What reason was there
that existed ln 1897 why they should nat
have approved of that treaty reserviag to
Canada the right to deal with the immni-
gration of Japanese labourers and artisans ;
what reason existed then that dld not exist
in 1907 when the treaty was signod ? If
It was a good thing for Canada to increase
its trade with Japan, what change bas
taken place ? What reason was there why
it would not have been good business in
the interests of the people of this country
to have put this treaty iu force tea years
ago and obtained for Canada the benefit
of that trade ? 1 have not heard from the
other side of the House, one solitary re-
mark which would tend to disprove the
charge that the government has been dere-
liet in its duty in not hiaving brought that
treaty into force at a time when they could
have put It Into force without lnjury to
the people of this country and whlch If they
had put It into force then, would have given
ns for these intervening ten years -the
benefit of this trade wlth Japan, If there is
beniefit ln it. We find the present goveru-
ment not merely careless of the rights of
the people of this country lu not restricting
Immigration, but we have them careless
of the financlal and business interests of
the country in not putting into force ten
years ago a treaty whlch If It Is good for
Canadian trade to-day was at least as good
at that time. I venture the statement that
the most serions mistake this government
made was that when lu 1897 they had an
opportunlty of clearing Up this matter once
and for ail, .they had not the good sense ta
follow the pollcy whlch had been laid down
by the previous Conservative administra-
tion, and which If followed would have left
us our self respect, our full power ta deal
wlth Immigration, and would have benefited
the trade of Canada.

Leavlng the year 1897, when the matter
could have been properly adjusted so as
ta satlsfy every lnterest concerned, the
treaty stood over. But while It stood over
there was a warning nddressed ta this gov-
ernment by the goverument 0f British Co-
lumbia on the 3Oth of April, 1897. On tbat
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date the government of British Columbia
Ïnemorialized tbis goverument and :

Respectfully requested that should the Dom-
inion governinent decide to become a party ta
the treaty with Japan they will maie sueh
stipulation as will prevent unrestricted im-
migration of Japanese into Canada.

Therefore, as far back as 1897 this gov-
ernment had bef are It the polîcy of
the previaus Conservatîve goverument ;
it had before it the attitude of the
people of British Columbia whlch has
not changed ; it had bef are it the
memorial from the goverament 0f British
Columbia ; it had la fact the fullest pos-
sible warning that any goverument could
have had, thiat if it entered Into this treaty
without reservlng the rîght ta restrict this
immigration it was going ta lead ta trouble
lu Canada. Again lu 1900 there was a pe-
tition 0f 2,167 residents of British Columbia
ta the Governor General which pointed out
that betweea the 1sf of January, 1900, and
the 30th 0f April of that year, 4,669 Japan-
ese landed Ia Victoria and Vancouver, and
that the province seriously f elt such an
enormous immigration within such a short
time.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman from
Kootenay (-.%r. Galliber) said there was no
need for restriction up ta the present time.

Mr. BRISTOL. 1 cannot agree with the
hon. member (Mr. Galbier) in view 0f the
facf s before us. 0f course, if you forget the
facts you can argue any thing.

Some han. MEMBE RS. Hear hear.
Mr. BRISTOL. I dont waader that the

lion. members from Brifish Columbia say
' hear, hear,' for If there ever was a case
which they wiII have ta f orget the facts
concerniag this Is it. But the people of
British Columbia will not let them, forget
the facts and it is lu the lnterest of the
people 0f Canada that the facts should be
placed before them.

Mr. MACPHEIRSON. Dont shed any tears
about the British Columbia members.

Mr. BRISTOL. It must be objectionable
ta some of my friende opposite ta have the
facts brought out, and among these facto
is a letter written on the 30th of Marcb,
1903 by Mr.. Nossé. Now, If I understood
at ail the argument of the Mînister of La-
bour, it was, that the Canadian government
had assurances bath wrltten and verbal that
Japanese Immigration would be restricted
and kept withln bounds. If I at ail under-
stood the argument of my han. friend (Mr.
Galliher) It was that this letter whlch was
read by the Minister of Labour and I thînk
qulte praperly read by hlm, meant nothlng
of the klnd. The House wIll have ta judge
between the interpretation put on this let-
ter by the Mînister of Labour and the ln-
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