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IRATION TO THE UNITED STATES,
For somo years there lias been a grrnv

ing feeling in the United States a-ditllb

the wlîolcsale immigration of forcigmers

inte the country. As the country settles
up this feeling increases. A fciv years
-age wvhen th6 great western states and
territorins of the RopulAic were practically
uninhahited, immigration wvas grently de-
sired, and the people werc net se particu.
lar as tetho quality e! their iummigrants
either. The western rail way conipanies,
which owned large grants of land, and
were anxious teselI these lands, as well
as tu -et the country settled te provide
trafic for theïr roads, placarded the civil.
ized wvorld with the niost alluring descrip-
tiens o! their respective districts. The
great Republic was the el dorade o! the
world, and aIl] were invited te couic and
enjoy its advantages.

But new inatters have cousiderably
changed. Already in r;jen soine o! the
more recently settled stateR, population
bas grown so surprisingly that people are
bcginning te elbow each otimer for roomi.
Some of the rail ways in tbe west stili uwn
considerahle land which they wisli te dis-
pose of, and tlîey are, of course, auxieus
te increase settlement, wvit1x Lte object o!
extending tîmeir traffic. On tIhe otmcr
bandi, lowever, the idea is gainiug groumîd
that tl.e remnainigr unsettled portion of tIme
public demain should ha beld in trust for
the risinggeneration o! native-boru citizens.
Altbough a number o! the western and
seuthwestern stated are yet very sparsely
settled, Ltme dread o! uvercrowded popula-
tien in the future is beginning to be felt,
and the tendency o! the day is te discour-
age, rather than encourage immigration.
This bas been shown in varieus ways,
frei the elatform, in the press, and in
legislation.

Tfie opposition te Chinese immigration
is long-standing, and tIie resens therefor
are gentrally well known. This opposi-
tion culnminated a few menthe age in tîme
passage of the inonstrous Chimmese exclu-
sio.i bill, an act most unworthy o! a civil-
ized nation. Another forin o! opposition
te immigration has corne frein the labor
organizations. In fact the earliest oppo-
sition te immigration came fromn organ.
ized labor, and bas been persistently fol-
Iowed up by sucob societies, with consider.

able eftcct. The labor organitations pro-
tested againet the introduction o! foreigmi
labnr irato tlîn country, on thse ground
thi tt alrpady thoeo wae an over-su pply at
linoui. This led tu the passage of the

iComtract Labor act, providing that ne
laborers should bu hrought into the coun-
try on contraet. Thitt i, foreigners slîould
net bo engaged te corne te the United
States under contract or agreenment te
work.

Another reason for the gr6wing feeling
againet immigration bas como frein tho
disturbances of a political and social na-
ture, caused by the fereign eloment. The
forcigner bas corne te be an institution in
United States politics, and the mvost dis-
reputable and conteniptible o! party tricke
have heen designed te catch or influence
the foreign vote. The respectale portion
o! native population are beginning te re-
sent tîmis state o! affaira. Tbey reasen-
ably ask:- "Wliy should tlîis nesiy
foreia clement excrt sucbi an ià'flucnce in
our national affairs, and introduce dis-
turbing elememuts inte our social and
political life which are entirely foreign te
our institutions V"

This is aIl quite right, and the citizene
o! the United States should discourige
these exhibitions of foreign batred in thicir
national life. But really is this boisterous
foreign element as much te blaitie for the
exhibit:ons wvlich have been made, as are
the politicaxs who bave worked up, pani-
dered and encouraged iL ? If national
questions bave been made subservient te
foreiga prejudices, are net the politicians
who sek te profit by such prejudices
really the guîlty parties? Though this
will doubtless be admnitted, yet the result
bas been te foster the growing feeling
against immigration generally, whiclh is
net tu be wonder!d at.

This growing feeling against immigra-
tion bas *re *cently found exprnssiun at
Washington, in a bill iutroduced te fur-
ther reztrict immnigration. The im-migra-
tion committee lias been making investi-
gations during the pat year, and as a
resuit bas reported a bill «Iprobibiting
the admittance inte the United States o!
idiots, paupers, and those whe bave been
convicted of crime or xnisdemeanor iu-
volving moral turpitude, persons afflhctcd
witb a loathisome or concagieus disesse,
or those ceming under contract to work
in this country, excopt university pro.
fessers or ministers e! the gospel. Tbe
penalty fer a person violating tbis pro.
vision or assisting another te violate it le

a fine of $1,000 dollars en conviction
witbin two years. No vessol la to bring
over more than one passenger to every
five registered tons, coniputing two cbild-
ren bct'vccn one and eiglit as one person.
TIhe penalty for violation of this pro-
vision is $500 fine fur cacli e.xcess pas.
sen-er. Aveselbringingýrmigranitaistnade
respousilo for the lîead tax of $5 wbich
pach le required te pay. Intending emi-
grants are te provo good charicter tbree
menths prior to embarkaton , before the
Unuited States consul, wlio is tu receive
neo fe for certificate. It is madé, obli-
gatory on comm2on carriers te notify
UJnited States <jlicials before the landing
of the number of the aliens on board.
The aecretary of the treasury is given
p-%wer tu carry eut the provisions of the

If tluis bill beconies lawv, it wvill show
that the feeling in the United States in
favor of restricting immigration is be-
coming very stîong. In respect te An-
archists aud persons of this class, the
committee urges the -necessity cf their
exclusion frein the country. The coin.
mittea regrets that a large nurner of the
iiiimigirants arriving~ especia!ly the ceai
niiners and lahoriný-flass, are net suited
te Ijecorne cicizens of the country. Many
are of -a very 13w. order of intelligence,
and of vicious habits. In the ceai re-
gilons it is clainied thia undesirable foreigen
elernt has almost completely driven eut
native laborers, their mode of life enab-
liog tbemn te exist on lowei wages than
the more advanced native minera. The
report of the committee concludes as
foliows:

"The committee believe that tlie time
has corne when inwu.igratîon &sbould be
more effectively regulated, that persons
who imîtnigrate te the United States
should at le-ist be cornposed of those who
in good faith desire te becomne its citizens
and are wortlîy te be sucb."

This conciuding paragraph epitomises
the whole question of inwuigraclon in 2.
few lines.

The effect upon Canada of the passage
of sucb an act as thn one outlined above,
by the United States would ha consider-
able. It would likely have the effect of
turning quite a tide of undesirablA im-
migration towards this country. Herc-
tofore Canada bas bad little te complain
of in this motter, immigration te this
country on thie whole being of a superior
class ini coinparison with that Soing into
the United States. Dy).amitors, Anar-
chists, Communists, and the lower classes
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