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generai question and to discuss here the
pretensions which were lately put forward
during the severe agitation that took place
lu British Columbia. But it must de obvi-
ous to every member of this House that an
agreement snch as the one whichi 1 have
read to the House mnust necessariiy infringt,
a princîpIe for which I myself, and many
other members of this House, have time
and again contended; that is to say, that
we should at ail times, anat Ia the interest
of this country, and in favour, not oniy of
the working classes iargeiy Interested, but
of ail classes, keep and maintain an abso-
lute control over our immigration. This is
an absolute abatndoninent of that principle.
Now I venture to say, for my own part, that
I would neyer give my adhesion to any
such principile nor to its Insertion in any
treaty with any country. We have here an
exceptionai situation. We have an immense
country, a sparse population, wideiy scat-
tered, immense naturaj resources which are
becoming daily better known. There are
other countries, such as the empire of Ja-
pan, where the population is beyond the
capacity of the country, and- there are
European countries where the population
is extremeiy dense and where there is a
continuai tendency to overfiow. What more
natural than that the population of those
couatries shouid. lu large numbers, as no
doubt they wiil lu the ordiuary course of
thlugs, tend towards this country where
there are great facilities for settiement
It Is, therefore, our duty, as I have often
sald, and others have snid it better than 1,
to, malntain absolute control over our immi-
gration, so that we can stop it, or modify it,
and regulate as we lîke the people who are
coming to make this country their home.

Very far from pretending that we have
any dIlike for the Japanese, for my owu
part 1 have the greatest possible admira-
tion for that people. I consider that their
civîlîzation has advanced lu a marveiious
mauner within the past haîf century. They
are a wonderfui people, and I admire thema
greatiy, and in many respects I am pre-
pared to admit that they are our superiors.
But there Is. a fact that we cannot forget,
that experience has proved beyond ail doubt.
The civilization, the modes of life, of his
orientai people are entirely differeut from
our own. 1 will flot discuss at present
whether our civilization is superior or
whether their mode of life, their method of
government are better or worse than our
own. Suffice It to say that they are entirely
different, and the beat proof of the Immense
diffiuity of assimilation betweeu oriental
people and people of Aryn extraction is the
fact that aitbough for centuries past we
have had establishments ln the far east we
have not assimilated with those people lu
auy way. The establishments we have had
at Hong Kong, Shanghai and ail other places
lu the east. where Europeans are stationed,
have remained Isolated from the surround-

ing population. AIl the writers I have read
on the subject have declared that the as-
similation of these two races was most im-
probable, and indeed wns impossible. There-
fore it seems to me there Is nothing lu any
way offensive lu the attitude which 1 take,
and many otherb with me, that we are op-
posed, ln the present state of the deveiop-
ment of our country, and la our present
clrcumstances, to any surrender of our ab-
solute right, given us, probabiy, for that
very purpose at the time of confederation,
to coutroi Immigration. There is uo Euro-
peau couutry, as I have said, with whom,
if we made a treaty, 1 would consent to
the Insertion of such a generai clause as
that. I foresee that the goverament will
say that at the time that treaty was approved
ia this parliament there was no question
as to these ditficulties that have siace arisen.
My answer to that is that at that time we
had the absolute assurance of the right hon.
Prime Minister (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) that
there wouid be no considerable immigration
from Japan. H1e must have had some
ground for that statement and the ground
wiii probabiy be found wben the correspon-
dence and the reports whicb it is the ob-
ject of tbis motion to have brougbt down
are placed on the table of the buse. But,
under any circumstances, 1 am prepared
to say to-day that the legisiation went
througb too hastily. 1 do not know whe-
ther it was such legîslation as the House
hiad under its consideration yesterday whicb
wvent through at the iast moment of the
session, but there is no doubt 9aà, at any
rate, f rom the question whicb was put at
that time by my hon. friend the leader of
the opposition (Mr. Borden) or by some
mnember lu the House, objection was made
and that it wvas overruled, or not conslffered
because of the assurance we had f rom the
Prime Minister. At that tlme and since we
have beea on very frîendly terms with the
empire of Japan, and I, for one would be
very sorry to utter a single word which
might be iaterpreted as flot favonring thýose
relations. Far from It. The empire of
Japan is the aily of Great Britain and we
are in very close union with the empire,
forming part of it, and, for my part, I
w-ould be very pleased, to a very great de-
gree, to see our commercial relations wlth
the empire increased and developed and
made most friendly. But, there is notbing
unfrieudly la the maintenance of the ail-
important principle that we should not be de-
prived of the right of exercising absolute
control oyer our immigration. Oriental Ira-
ir0gration, for the reasons to which I have
N er.y briefly adverted, is a parficularly
dùngerous one. It is dangerous, not be-
cause--at least that Is not the ground 1 takce
now-there is an objection to the oriental
himself, but because you have there an ele-
ment immenseiy numerous and desirous ef
expniasion whether you consider the case of
India, or Japan, or China. Japan particu-


