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110o1. gentlemjen 0pposite inaintain that
the representative of Japan agreed that bis
goveriimient would endeavour to keep out
Japanese labour. 1 amn free. to state to thtis
House tat on the strength of tlîat assur-
ance.,la Jpns labour would be re-

stricted, as it bad been prevlous to, the rati-
fication of the treatY, I voted for tbe treaty.
We have now the further assurance of the
responsibie minister who bas personally
visited Japan and entered iute direct nego-
tintions with the respoasibie mninisters of
the Japanese goveriunient. and this is a
further reaqsoni why 1 amn prepared agann
to vote in favour of the arrangement tbat
bas been inade bY the -Minister. of Labour.
whicb will prove a final, satisfactory settie-
ment of the question.

Now, the amendaient of tbe leader of
the opposition sets out with the statemeni
tbat in 1895 the Conservative governmelit
provided for the restriction of Japanese im-
migration into Canada, and tbat lu 1897 the
Japanese governament voluntarily agreed to
insert a provision in the treaty that they
would regulate immigration to Canada.
Now it niust strike the House that there
must have been soute reason why tbe gov-
eriiment refused such negotiationS. If the
Lîberal government could have bad the
treaty in 1897 withi ail the provisions for
regulation of immiiigration. wvhy didni't they
take it? Because Japanese trade in 1894.
and the tbree or four years following, waa
not an important factoi for this country,
and ivas not cousldered by tbe goverument
of so mnuch importance as the exclusion of
Japanese labour. I beard the correspon-
dence that was read by the leader of tbe op-
position to-day. Wbat was the underlying
prînciple of the refusai of this governmrent
to negotinte on tbis question? Because
there were other International trade connec-
tion-s of so mucb more importance to us tbat
it was not necessary to consider this ques-
tion in relation to Jal)an. But tbe inter-
vening years have entirely cbanged the
status of that country and bave incrensed
the importance of our trade relat ions witb
that country. Wbat was a good reason in
1894 is not a good reason in 1907; wbat
migbt be considered reasonable in 1894 is
not for many reasons nearly so important
Iu 1907. Then the amnendmient goes on to
Say

That in the opinion of this House we should
Dot be deprived of the power to coutrol immi-
gration.

Wby, Mr. Speaker, I will show that th-at
is exnctly what the government bave doue.
The leader of the opposition referred to niy
explanation of the proviso la tbe American
treaty. Let mie say thiat tbe American gov-
ernmnent mnade reciprocal arrangements wltb
Japan concerning immigration. How did
tbey operate? In 1894, the samne year tbe
Britishi treaty was agreed to. the American
treaty was made. When wvas the proviso

Mr. R. SMITH.

plnceed inibe h treatye ? N1'uve yezirs after-
wîb.NYhiy lii they flot take adivantage

of this inoviso duriag thec wbole of those
twvelve years? HoN- is it, if tat proviso
w-as OlÉ sncb importance as between the
United States and Japan and Canada and
Japani, that for twelve long yenrs no ap-
plication w-as made of it until exactly twelve
iiiontlis ago? There is oniy one answer,
nainely, tuit more Japanese came into the
United States duriug the twelve years under
the treaty wbich contained a proviso emn-
pewering thein to inake tbeir own regula-
tiens, tban In nny twelve years previolis,
which proves that the United States dld
not enforce their lnw but negotiated volun-
tary settiements. I wnnt to sny tbis, witb
dlue regard to tbe safety and security of the
provisions that they sougbt te, enact ln their
trenties, tbere are tea times as manY orient-
ais coming into the United States, notwitb-
standing the restrictions against Chinese
and the proviso in tbe treaty agaiust Jap-
anese, ten times more than are coming into
Canada. The provision was good, but evi-
dently could flot be enforced or at any rate
was not. They passed the regulation a year
ago. Dld tbey enforce the regulation? Did
tbey apply Lt against Japanese Immigration?
No. The very samne klnd of negotiatiofis tbat
took place in Canada took place in tbe
United States. Wby did tbey net aPPîy
tbe regulation? The treaty provided for it.
T1hey passed a law in 1907, and tbey sent
their represefitative te Japan, Just as Can-
ada bas sent bier representative to Japafi,
and to-day the United States are negotia-
ting for a voluntary understanding on this
question, just as Canada bas doue. Fo r
these reasous I arn net prepared to vote for
the amendmeut. I w-ill give a few reasons
why 1 will vote for the governimeft.

Ai hion. MEMBER. We ail know that.

Mr. RALPH SMITH. Weil, we are
speaking te the country through this Hlouse.
If bon. gentlemen dont wnnt te be enlight-
ened. the people do. and that is exactly
what '%ve are bere for. I amn goîng te sup-
porLt tbe position that the goverument bas
taken on this question because of the spec-
Jai trade arrangement w'itb Japan, and be-
cause I believe, their agreemient witb Japan
wilI keep eut these peeple for ail time. I
have niready said that it is of great import-
ance. 1 think tbat can be mnintalned, and
yet 1 tblnk the arrangement can. be made
effective in regulating immigration Into tbis
country. New, hoit. gentlemen opposite did
a gi-cnt deal to press tbe Importance of
titis treatj upen titis House sorne time ago.
1 could rend from 1 Hansard,' If I wanted te
take up the time of the Hlouse, bow just
two years ago, the hon. member for HIamil-
tont (Mr. Barker), representing the demands
of an industry locnted in that eity, lnslsted
iipon the establishment of trade relations
wvitl ja9pan in the interest of bis coustitu-
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