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the knowledge of members the correspond-
ence which preceded the adoption for Can-
ada of the Anglo-Japanese convention of
1906. My principal desire in proposing
this motion to the House Is to find out what
representations were made to this govern-
ment, elther by the Imperial government,
by the government of Japan. or by other
parties, as the motion Indicates. concerning
particularly Article 1 of the treaty of coin-
merce between Great Britain and Japan
which was signed on July 16, 1894, and to
which Canada adhered under the agreement
which was made at Tokio on January 31,
1906. I wIll read that article as it is im-
portant:

The subjects of each of the two high con-
tracting parties should have full liberty to
enter, travel, or reside in any part of the
Dominions and possessions of the other con-
tracting party, and should enjoy full and
perfect protection for their persons and pro-
perty.

They should have free and easy access ta
the courts of justice in pursuit and defence
of their rights; they should be at liberty
equally with native subjects to choose and
emîploy lawyers, advocates and representa-
tives to pursue and defeid their rights be-
fuire such courts, and iii aill other mnatters
connected with the administration of justice
they should enjoy all the rights and privi-
leges enjoyed by native subjects.

In whatever relates te rights of residence
and travel; to the possession of goods and
effects of anîy kind; to the succession to per-
snal estate, by will or otherwise, and the
disposai of property of any sort in any man-
Ler whatsoever which they may lawfully ac-
quire. the subjects of each contracting party
should enjoy in the dominions and possessions
of the other the same privileges, liberties
and rights, and should be subject to ni
higher imposts or charges in these respects
than native subjects, or subjects or citizens
of the most favoured nation. The subjects of
each of the contracting parties should enjoy
in the dominions and possessions of the other
entire libertv of conscience, and, subject te
the laws, ordinances and regulations, should
enjoy the right of private or public exercise
of their worship, and also the right of bury-
ing their respective countrymen according to
their religions customs, in such suitable and
convenient places as may be established and
maintained for that purpose.

They should not be. compelled, under any
pretext whatsoever, to pay any- charges or
taxes other or higher than those that are,or may be, paid by native subjects, or sub-
jects or citizens of the most favoured nation.

This clause, I say, is important. It lias
given rise in this country te a great deal
of comment on the part of many people who
take a deep Interest in immigration, and
who severely condema our adhering to such
an agreement. But there are other clauses

ln the treaty that have a commercial as-
pect, and In regard to which we would lke
ta have the correspondence, whici, I be-
lieve. bas never been laid upon the table
of the House. There must have been
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quite an extensive correspondence between
the homle governîment and the government
of the Dominion. I think I an not mis-
taken when I say that all the important
dependencies of Great Britain were ex-
cluded from the operation of the treaty.
J quote fronm article 19 of the treaty of
commerce between Great Britian and
Japan, in 1894:

The stipulations of the present treaty shall
be applicable, so far as the laws permit, tc
ail the colonies and foreign possessions of
Her Britannie Majesty, excepting to those
hereinafter sîaned, that is to say, except to
India, the Dominion of Canada, Newfound-
land, the Cape, Natal, New South Wales, Vic-
toria, Queensland, Tasmania, South Australia,
Western Australia and New Zealand. Provi-
ded always that the stipulations of the pre-
sent treaty shall be made applicable to any of
the above-named colonies or foreign posses-
sions on whose beIalf notice te that effect
shall have )oeon given to the Japanese goveri-
ment by ler Britainic Majesty's representa-
tive at Tokio within two years froin the date
of the exchange of ratifications of the present
treaty.

I ai not aware that any of those de-
pendencies except Canada lias agreed to
the treaty, but I have no positive informa-
tion on that subject. They were given two
years ia whicb te adiere te it, and it was
only il 1906 thsat we, through the Britisi
anbassador i Japan, adiered te the treaty
and to all the clauses centainied ilu it. Now,
Sir, that stipulation of a free entry into this
country of Japanese subjects is a very grave
msatter ideed, and I think we should sec all
the correspondence on that subject as soon
as possible. I said there had been corres-
pondence between the home government and
the government here. There may have been
some correspondence also between this gov-
ernment and the Japanese consul here, pos-
sibly some correspondence aise with Japan,
although I presume that direct communicn-
tien could only be made through the colonial
office and the embassy in Japan. But the
motion aims furtier te get ail the corres-
pondence between the government of Can-
ada and any person or persons, and the
reports communicated te the government
li respect of that Anglo-Japanese conven-
tion regarding Canada. I think it was
about the time this convention was entered
into that our Mr. Preston, who had been a
long time controller of European Immigra-
tion, ceased ta occupy that post in Europe,
and he was sent elsewhere. I believe at
that time he was sent te Japan, if I mis-
take not, at any rate I saw that he hacd
visited that country, and I presume that in
the exercise of the new functions whih
the government gave him he had occasion ta
send in reports and communications to this
government which had come directly from
that country. It would be interesting to see
these reports, and te see the recommenda-
tiens contained therein.

I do not wish at thsis moment ta go into the


