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—though I may be mistaken—and I pre-
sumed that a considerable part of it, at all
events the criminal law, would have been
ready for our consideration during the
present session.  Sixty chapters isnot very
great progress to make in a period of two
years.

The nextparagraphalludes tothenumber
of immigrants that have come to Canada
during the past season, and expresses
gratification that the number has been in
excess of former years. Iam not disposed
to acquiesce in the opinion that there has
beeén this large increase to the population
of the country. It is a controversy, of
course, that itisidle to open on the present
occasion, and it is one which, even when
we get the figures, is a good deal discussed
and debated. Figures can be made to
yield very extraordinary results, and
figures have been given to us on this
question, which have heretofore been
very much commented on, and which
have been open ta criticism. We have,
at all events, this fact prominently brought
out—that the British Minister at Wash-

, | ington not long ago reported a very large

exodus from Canada, and it is believed by
verymany that therehasbeenaconsiderabie
diminution in the population of Ontario,
by reason of their going either to the
North-West or to the Western States. It
would be unreasonable to assume that
people passing from one province to
another should be regarded as an acces-
sion of immigrants, and I am inclined to
think that, if the amount has been made
up in that way, as I fear it has, the result
when analysed will be found to be very de-
lusive.

We are glad to hear, no doubt, that the
negotiations with British Columbia have
been satisfactorily brought to a termina-
tion, and that all causes for discontent have
been removed by the gentleman who has
been deputed to perform that duty-—the
Ministerof Justice. Icannot but remember
that on a former occasion, nearly ten years
ago now, whenthe Governmentof Mr. Mac-
kenzie proposed tobuild the Island Railway,
or to assist in the building of that Railway,
the present Minister of Justice did not
then give it his assent and support ; on
the contrary he, as the leader oi the
majority of thé members in this House,
opposed it, and succeeded in throwing out
the Bill. At that time he did not helieve



