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pared to pass a law to protect our Canadian' Mr. TISDALE. The favoured-11ation
citizens, and one comporting with the dignity clau e in treaties with other countries in
of Canada. Europe, to which the United States would

Mr. DAVIN. I do not think those hon. be entitled.
miiembers who are interested ln this pro- Mr. BERGERON. There cannot be any
posed legisilation can complain of the spirit such thing. They have passed a similar law
in which the First Minister has met the against us.
proposition of my hon. friend. It is not Mr. TISDALE. I think the amendmentmîerely in the towns immediately along the1-
border that there is a strong feeling on this vith regard to the residence mighit meet the
iatter. One hundred and forty miles away Wfficulty. I agree with my hon. friend froi
from the border, in towns like Moose Jaw West York (Mr. Wallace), and I arn afraid
tand others on the line of the Canadian that this House will have to deal wvith the
Pacifie Railway in the North-west Terri- inatter. I -regret it. because the people of
tories. there is the strongest feeling exist- the Vnited States have not listened to the
ing. Hon. gentlemen will understand how warnings of the discussions in this House,
this is the case wlien .1 state that we have and which discussions have been of a very
coming allong the railway line from the friendly character.
United States. brpkenen. conductors and M'r. WOOID (Bioekville). Mr. Speaker, I
employees of American railways working In amu very niuelh giratitied to know that the
Canada; and the moment that any of our leader of the Governmnent is so fully im-
Canadian citizens residing in towns on the pressed with the importance of the subjeet
Canadian Pacifie Railway get down to the under discussion. To all those menbers
Anerican border, that moment they are not I who represent frontier counties. it is a mat-
perinitted to earn money below the line. It ter of more than ordinary importance. I
is of course barbarous legislation. If we did miglht illustrate that by citing one case. The
not know it to he the fact. it would be in. legisIature of New York decided to erect a
credible that an enlightened people like the public building on their side of the River St.
people of the U1nited States should be guilty Iawrence. I know as a matter coming
of placlng it on their statute-books. But if under my own observation, that Canadian
there is that barbarous legislation, and if artisans and inechanies wlo ient across the
our Canadian citizens are treated as they river to obtain employmEnt were sent back.
are : then if we are convinced that the and tley were su carefully guarded to the
people of the United States are deternued water's edge. that they were placed on the
to cling to this barbarous legislation, it will 1 ferry boat and watched until they left the
be for this Parlianent as a matter of re- Ishores of the United States. Strange to say,
taliation-while disapproving of the prin- and in marked contrast to that condut;
eiple underlying such legislation-and as a the Ontario goveruument erected the ue
mliatter of justice to our own people. to en- kind of a building, an asyluin. a distance of
act some such legislation as my hon. friend about fourteen miles from the Aunerican
(Ir. Taylor) proposes. asylun, and Americanartisans and mecha-

nies ae across to the Canadian side andn were aslowed to work on fee Caudlan
doubt froni the slight attention I have given building in couupetition with Canadianta this matter, that probably a Billike this mehanes. This is a case whieh broughtwould Interfere wlth the favoured-nationsther atter ver forcibl t heyv nulnd. even
clause under which no doubt the United since th e subjeet waS under discussion be-
States have sonie rights. although perha.p& fore this Flouse in 1891. when the matter
INonîethlng could be suggested to uteet the wae fully gone into. I risýe more partlcularlycase. I understand fron the remarks made for the pu rse ofItpressing upon the Firsty the leader of the Government and the Minister this faet. whieh perhaps lue saas
leader of the Oppoi'tion, that practlally theki consdered. It was the consensus of opinion
Bill 1 f be deferred to another session. on the part of al t foosemwhu thok part n the

Mr. TAYLOR. No. not another session, discussiond mienriy lion. friend (Mhr. Tayloruntil DAe next m .ti pofte ouse. firstntroduhedal Bill in 18no1. that it wassnot llttiuenieinds of the legislators lu fe
Mr. TISALE. The leader of the Govern- inited States to enforce this law l the spirit

would interfere with the favoured-nationsec

ment made a very reasonable request whedlie asked, that if there was anyo ep ond clause of te Bill introduced by my lon.
dence on the matter e should have time to1 friend (.r. Taylor)-whih is exactly sinilar
ok into it.Iorne friendly oluton of the' to the clause of the United States at. ex-

diffulty is e ote nade wth the United cept tîat the word "American"Is substi-
'States, I w-ould go as far as any man inti tuted for " Canadian "-we find that the
Flouse ln the direction of the prîncîple in- spirit of the Act was directed against con-
volved o the Bi. I arn qut satisfied that tracts made for the Importation of foregn
Blleixt o beon soe law eould be deisedthatlabour into te United States. Here is where

wlMr not Interfere wlth any exîsting trea es. opinin, Statn, haven my humble
lownterpreted this law contrary t its

Mr. AYLR. Wat reatesI mpectanis Thiis a a wh brogh

937


