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chiange its fortunes and to seek a home in
a British province on the Pacifio coast, it
finds itse]f face to face with an influx of
ten thousand or eleven tbonsaîîd Asiatics ln
sixteen mnoniths. Tbe impression wiil sureiy
go forth that if tiiese contracting conîpanies
are allowed the righit andi the privilege to
(ontract for oriental labour, thoen there cani
be no roomn and no opportuniity for Euro-
peau labour in this British country. That
is the case 1 put before the government and
before this parliamnent. 1 say that the at-
titude of the goveramlent from 1903 to 1906
'%vas s-uccessful hil preveuting the invasio nof British .Colilmbi, by orientai. take
the resl)onsibiiity of tliat oplinion as a meni-
ber of this Flouse. I say it hiere, I say it
ev-erywh'Iere. Eýut I do say, tuat xvhen look-
inig over tue renedies for the present griev-
ances, an(l reîîîeînberîng the restrictive leg-
isiation that bas beeni provided by the
Unitedi States la spite of the international
treaty they have withi Japani it is the duty
of this Ctaadian goverinenit to take action
immiiediately-anti by that 1 mean as soon
as pos sihie. 1 (I0 not know w-bat is the re-
suit of the 1îegotiations of the Minister of
Labour ii Japanl I have no opportunitv of
knowing. I cannot l)rophesy wvhat %ve mav
exI)ect to be the resuit of those nogotiations.
Wliat 1I(do expeet is that we cali continue
the sucssîloperation of the comnercial
n iflers-tanli ng wbli hw-e have witii Japa n
to the coiiOr-iail advanitage of Canada,
and yet make sncbl a diploimatie arrangement
with that eoiuntm'i- as s-bail afford a positive
restriction 111)01 the influx 0f Japaaose inito
Canada \vhieb wvili settie tbe question for
ail tîme.

Mr. R. G~. "MACPHIERSON (Vancouver
City). Mr. Speaker, !ilii ising to secondi tue
motion moved l)y mny gooci friend the lion.
meniber for the city of Nanainio (Mr. Ralpbl
Smith), I wish to comipliment hiUa *anti to
coligratulate tue flouse uponi the vr x
cellent manner la )vlîicb lie bias put timis
question before this liarlianent and before
the people of Caniada. I suppose that tbere
bas been no question brougbit up !i this
House since 1 hiave been a Ineinher of it
that opens a w'ider door for tbe deniagogue
than tlis anti-oriental question. It is easy
for tHe mnan on tbe street f0 denounice aDY-
body and everybody la connection with
oriental immigration, hecause the man !l
Caniada finds bis feiiow wlth a skia iiot the
colour of bis own coming inito tbe Country,
anti inîmniediately that which is latent lu tbe
mmnd and heart of every white mni, the
question of coloni, counes up. I do not
wvisl to approacbi this question !l any de-
magogie spirit, utor dIo I wishi to draw the
colour line too eieariy w-hile deaiing wlh
it. I -ould ratmer apl)roacb tbe question
from the broafi standpoint of Canadian
citizensliip and tie l)est interests of our
country. A n atternpt bas been matie to
throw inito tbe I)olitical cockpit Uhis oriental
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question. My good friend the leader of the
opiposition, in bis plgrimage to the Pacifie
eoast, openling bis tour w-ith a meeting lu
the city of Vancouver, brought this question
inito the splmere of active politics by an at-
tack ripou tbe governament and an attack
upon mnyseif. A littie inter on I will give
reasonls foi' my belief that the lion. gentie-
mian's position wvas nlot correct, anti I amn
propared to stand or fallinl the estimation
0f the part 0f tue country 1 represent as
to wbetbler or liot mny actions have heen cor-
t'et. A fewv iontbis ago there was brougbt
clowni f0 this bouse by the right hon. leader
of the utovtrîîent a Bill foir the ratification
of tue treaty whicli liac beeîî enitered inito
betwoeiî Great Britain anîd Japan, and
wlîich inclutief Canada. At thmît time there
wvas itot, imîside or outside of tbis bouse,
any question as t0 wvhetber or not we sbould
emnter iinto tnat treaty. There was no Jap-
anese question at that time, as nobody could
kîîow better than niyself, who lives l a
hotbed of nnti-orientalism, in British Col-
unubia. Wben that treaty wvas before
fUis bouse, tHe hon. inember for the city
of New Westminster (Mr. Kennedy) brouglit
up tue questionî, whefher or iîot free inter-
course wvould ho aIIowed be~enJaI)ai andi
Canada, finît is, whether Jalianese anti Can-
adiaîs mighf coule and go freeiy ln tlîeir
resp)ective countries. At that timie we had
tUe assurance l wvriting of the Consul Gen-
erai of Japan, whicb every hon. memiber of
this bouse wvas prepared, t0 accept, w'bich I
acceptefi, that a restricted lnmber oniy of
Japanese w-ould be allowved f0 coine into
Canatda. Upon that assurance I î'elieti and
this House relied, and upon that assurance
tUe right lion.. leader of the government put
tbrougli the treaty, -%hicb made Canada a
party to it. The bon, leader of the opposi-
tion, wben ln Vancouver, said :Wbere was
the bion. member for Vancouver Nvben this
treaty xvent througb ? I was in ny seat lu
this bHouse ;and if that question can be
asked of me as a private memuber, much
more eau it ho asked of the bon. leader
of the opposition: where was bie as
ftle leader of a great party wben an
imp)ortant question hike tbat was brought
before tlîis Ilouse '?If if is asked nvhy
1 did not open my mouth, I as-k, wby
did tue bon, leader of the opposition sit as
duinb as an oyster l ifs sheil wvhen the
question was brought before this House? I
st;ited on the platfori !l Vancouiver, and I
state boere, that I bad no reason f0 raise my
voice on tUe question, because there was at
tbat timie no question on which any man was
caiied on to speak in regard to that treaty.
1 as-k the hion, leader of tUe opposition,
ivIiere -vas lie wlien tbat treafy wvent
tlîrough ? MWhy, Sir, lie -%as just as igno-
rant 0f the question as hoe was dunib on the
question, and I wvas exactly ln the same
piosition, anîd s-o w-as every other man la
Canada. because ut w-as niot then known and
î-îîîld îlot be comîceiveci that s-o sooni would


