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because of some reference he made to the
devolution of the duties of the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Brodeur)
upon the Minister of Inland Revenue (Mr.
Templeman), I distinctly understood him to
say that, from bis point of view, he dld not
attach very niuch importance as to whether
a certain proportion of the ministers came
front one province or the other, but would
look rather to the fltness of a minister than
to the province fron which he miglt happen
to conte. I do lot think therefore that the
imputations passed upon these gentlemen
this afternoon were deserved, and I can say
this the more freely because a little later
on I intend pointing out that I do not con-
cur in the terms of the resolution as it goes
soiiewliat beyond what I would be prepared
to support i tis instance.

A somewhat sneering remark vas made
with regard te the attitude of my lion. fi iend
fromt Moitiitgny (Mr. Lavergne) concerning
the use of the French language ini this couin-
try. As far as the statutes are concerned,
I have not the siiglitest liesitation in support-
ing the position lie took. I would like to
point out to the ion. memiber for Strathcona
(Mr. McInfyre) that if the French version of
fhese statutes liad been prepared in the first
instance and the Englilsh version would not
be ready for some three month later, pro-
bably we would have lîeard somîething froi
the Englisi speaking provinces, and per-
haps the lion. meniber for Stratheona (Mr.
McIntyre), if lie iappenel to be a nemiber
of the bar, would not look at the >ituati· n ln
the very philosophical liglît lie wras iiclinîed
to bestow on the converse situation Ibis
afternoon. As far as the two lînguages
are concerned, both are, uder the law of
the country, to bc used in the prepar-
ation of the statutes and the debates of this
parliaînent, and I can see no good reason
why it was departed from ln the instance ai-
luded to. Those of us, whose mother tongue
is Englisht. if we were two millions in
this country anong a population of over
four million French, might perliaps bc quite
as susceptible as my hon. friends have
proved thiemselves to be during this session
and previous sessions on that point. I bave
thouglit fit tn all fairness to express this
view because nîeitier one of these two gen-
tlemen will have the opportunity to speak
again in this debate. I have therefore
taken this opportunity to say what I think
may well be said ln fairness and justice to
them with regard to the imputations which
have been cast upon them.

I was inîpressed with the baldness of this
resolution wlien my hon. friend from Mont-
magny (Mr. Lavergne) moved it. But its
somewhat bald and abrupt wording was
explained afterwards when it was shown
to consist of two sentences taken from
two speeches of tbe Minister of the
Interior (Mr. Oliver). It could not therefore
be expected to be tn precisely that forni
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which would command the adhesion of a
majority in this House.

Let us look at it for a few minutes and
sec what It involves. It declares that the
paynent of bonuses on immigrants has a
tendency te bring a less desirable rather
than a more desirable class of people into
this country. That was the utterance of my
lion. friend the Minister of the Interior (Mr.
Oliver) some few years ago before lie was a
minister of the Crown. I do not think that
sentence expresses a principle in which I
wo iild bc inclined to confer. It does not
seenm to me that the payment of bon'uses in
itself lias any tendency to bring in a less
rather than a more desirable class of people
into tis country. That would depend alto-
gether on the wiay you work it out. If with-
ont the payient of bolinuses you; permit peo-
ple to coue in indiscriiiinately, if you use
ev-ery possible means by advertising and
otherwise in any particular country from
wlhich immigration is not very desirable,
Jou might, without a system of bonusing
at all, increase the tendency to bring in
people who are not desirable. On the other
hand, if you use the system of bonusing,
you mnight attach to it such conditions as
would not tend to bring in undesirable peo-
ple. It seems to me that tliat portion of the
resolution is of so bald and inconclusive a
character that I for one would not be in-
clined to commit myself to supoprting it.

Mr. iOUIRASSA. Does my lion. friend
not think that the moment you pay a bonus
to ai agent in a, foreign country, over whiom
yon -tinnot have the direct control tliat
should be exercised, the result of that sys-
temî wii naturally be to defeat you;r purpose
of selecting immigration, and yon vill en-
courage the agent, through his own self-in-
terest. to look rather to the inumber than to
the ciaracter of the imnnigrants? '

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. 1 would not think
so nîecessarily, and I shall come to that
point a little later on and endeavour to
satisfy my bon. friend that tiere is at least
another way of looking at the matter.

Before going into that, however, I would
like to call the attention of my lion. friend
froni Strathcona (Mr. n . McIntyre) to bis
observations tis afternoon with regard to
the qualities of foreign immigrants. I do not
think that the expression ' foreign inmi-
grants ' was used in this debate to charac-
terize those people who have taken the oath
of allegiance. It was intended to distin-
guish between those born under the Britisi
flag, and those not born under that flag.
The hon. nember for Strathcona iwas par-
ticularly severe, in thtat connection, in com-
menting upon what lias been said hîere to-
day. Now, I bave here some expressions
with regard to certain settlers in the North-
west. I quote Iltem, iot because I approve
of what is said, for I am bound to say that,
from my observation of the Galicians in
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