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‘PAGE, THREE.

| CANADA’S .
GRATION POLICY

1sc of Commons.. dpnil 13th.—
Frank Oliver (Minister of the
r)—With a great deal of what
n. iriend. (Mr. Monk) has placed
the House 1 can most cordi-
and heartily- agree. He has not
ne word too much with regard to
mportance of immigration and ifs
He declares in his.resolu-
t an. aggressive immigtation
y is desirable, but in his Speech
clares ‘that the meéthols by
ur immigration policy has been
ide successful are undesirable. My
iend is in fthe position of a
ssful business- man ‘whe has
ed success by following certain
s and who then decides to dis-
methods which brought about
He admits that we have
cessful in our immigration
but regarding one very im-
part of that effort, the benus-
booking agents, he has said

ng he could to disparage it.
» beginning of his’ rémarks he
Canada as a country of five
half million people with a very
irge territory to develop and cor-
-pondingly great opportunities and
usibilities.” He then spoke of the
ted States, a country of 80,000,000
ple, and of the splendid develop-
nt which has there taken 'place,
\nd he undertook to draw a parallel
t egard to immigration between
wo countries, He undertook to
W at because a certain line of ac-
was desirable ‘in - the Umted
¢s, a country of 80,000,000, that the
me line of action wads equally de-
in Canada, a country of five
1 a half million people, but with
area equal-to that of the United
es. I have -only to state the posi-
to show how absurd his conten-
My hon. friend did not re-
he House that 125 years ago, at
1e time the United States became an
lependent country, it had about, the
opulation which the ‘Dominion ‘of
nada has today. The United States
hae been 125 years from that date in
rriving at® the peosition it now occu-
es. Yet my hon. friend undertakes
ay that the policy of Canada
mld be the same now as that of the
t StateS alter 125 years suceess-
ffort. Thad is sufficient to show
unwarranted “were my hon.

I's comparisons.

I do not wih to make any .reflec-
1s upon his remarks; but I notiee
although no one in this House
s greater ability in expressing -him-
orrectly and concisely and in
wsferring ‘his_thoughts to the pages
Hansard “without special assist-
he was' careful today not to
to “his- memory -or the inspira-
of thé moment, but to read care-
his , matured coneclusions with
gard to this important subject. I
ssume that  the impertance of the
jucstion. was one:-reason for . this un-
sual caution on his part. I take it
granted ‘that he wvoices the opin-
oi his party on this question.
his leader Jeft this ‘charge upon
. he Jeft ‘$he Houge, ‘and I
confidence -that he dis-
luty as well as his leader
done or perhaps better.
med to me that there was
ng ®more than all this in the
for the special care he took
expressions ‘that he used: It
me that -my hon. friend
eyve on the effeet of his re-
w upon those¢ who are particularly
ted in- the cause of labour in
untry, While he had another
t as wide open to -the possible
f his remarks on the financial,
lacturing and transportation in-
of this country. He was evi-
travelling on a very narrow
ad and it was necessary that he
should pot step off it on either side.
ry one will admit that if immi-
ik 15 a good thing, if it is a ne-
y ior this country in its present
condition—and I have my hon.
friend’s word that it is—it must be
up 1 by methods of business of one
kind or another. Something must be
done if the good ‘result aimed at is to
be achieved; and when my hon. friend
has been at such pains, as he was to-
day, to discredit this important fea-
tare of the government’s immigration

pu.lgf.;\', and as far as he could, dis-
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credit all its methods; he must bele

satiefied to rank himself and his party
against the-prineiple of active efiort
on behalf of ummigration. If that is
fhv pesition of my hon. friend .and
his party,. we are very glad to take
13sue with him. We believe that.in
a country of the limited population
and the vast area of Canada today, iny
migration is mecessary to its progress,
brosperity and general wejl-being. We
believe that a great part ©f the proe-
perity and spccess which Cauada en-
jo¥s today is~due to the suceess of its
nnmigratiefi policy. . My hen friend
read a great many. figures. which have

yans, for’ these of us whio. Weare “borfa
‘there. Traly, we want Canads fer our-
iselves. But if we are going to have
“other people in this country to. help
{to dewelop it and make mongy for us,
we must give them their share in the
tountry. We: could keep Canada for
Ou_rselws—our hon. friends opposite
l\iem Canada for iig.very “well,: they
"ere mce st sue essind - in, that . pelicy.
But I'd) not believe Cf\a{‘hvvei they
themselv:s were satiefied” with it; at
dny rate, the country was not. I we
are to- have that success in the de-
velopment: of the country that we look
forward to, that we 'expect, that we
plan for and work jor, we can only
have it by .an incréaséim the number
of workers in the country.

of-honus. I am glad my hon. friend
(Mr, Monk) dealt with it, because 1
believe there is & very widespread and
Very wrong impression in regard to
it. And, justin passing, E must thank
my: hon. friend for baving read to
this House the remarks which I made
some years ago. I would like to say
to him that what ‘T gaid then scems
to me just as good today as it did
then, and.expresses my opinion and
niy policy—so far as 1 may speak” of
my policy—today, as it did then. I
may remind-the House, however, that
when 1 gave expression to these views,
1 had not a solitary endorser on that
eide of the Houseé, o

I repeat that. the views I expressed
in .regard to. indiscriminate immigra-
tion I lhold today as strongly as 1
held then.  The policy of the govern-
lnent today is to carry out these views
—let there be no mistake on that
-p(»x"nt.. And the system of bonuscs, as
1t 1s at present administered, is. dis-
tinctly ‘a system of sélected immigra-
tion—so intended, so carried out, and
successful in being carried oat.  Be-
cause -bonuses are given, it does not
follow that they are an inducement
to indiseriminate immigration. Ad-
vertising may be necessary in carry-
Ing on a cerfain business,  but the
advertising may' be one kind or of an-
other. Your canvasser may put for-
ward one kind of argument or he may
pyt forward another. So the system
of offering bonuses may be put for-
ward in one way or it nay ‘be pat for-
ward in anether. And today the mat-
ter does not admit of question that
Uu- system of bonuses as administered
s distinetly a system logking toward
sclected, mot toward indiscriminate,
nnmagration,

My hon. friend was very miuch per-
turbed - dbout the possibility of our
paying bonuses on people, who, hav-
mg come to Canada, pass on to the
United- Statés. He did not know how
e avoid paying these bonuses, or
1‘?'“" if we paid them, we eould pos-
sibly get the money back. He told the
House that the United States keeps
a most careful check wpon all immi-
grants passing from Canada into the
United States. He told uy what this
\"Ll(":k at the hands of the United
slates government revealed to him.
He had évery faith that it was a coms-
plete check that it was adsolute and
coireet. ‘He must know that, if this
lrformation “was available to him, . it
13 just &s available to.the officers of
the Canadian immijgration -<depart-
nient, and that, by co-operation with
the officials of the “United States im-
migration service, it i8 possible for
us to have thé same advantage of an
absolute check upon the immigrants
passing through Canada to the Umited
States—the same cheek that they have
and the same check int which the’ hon,
gentleman reposes the most implicit
confidence. . Therefore, we do know,
43 a matter of wmet, from the returns
of the United. States government, ex-
:4;‘/_:!}"}10\\: many, and exactly who, of
tdc rmmigrants who have come 19
Canada have passed to the United
States ;- and if, upon any of theze, bon-
us has been paid, that amount is de-
ductcjd from the next amount due that
booking agent on bonus account? No-
thing could be simpler, nothing could
ve easier, and mothing could be more
satisizctory it seems to me.

My hon. friend (Mr. Monk) enlarged
greatly upon  the enormous amount
that had been paid in bonuses, and
the stupendous danger of paying
money upon undesirables. He spoke o:
our receiving 100,000 immigrants from
Buropean countries and suggested, to
the House, so that it might be’ re-
ported to the country, that there was
a probability, a reasonable proba-
vility, that beouus had- been paid v

y.one, of these immigrants. Now.
* Kuew perfectly well that there was
1o “founddtion “for that statementi—
pardon me, .1 should” not Say that:
bt theighres' inf His* liandd Awhich he
read to the llouse showed that- there
Was no foundation for the statement.
Jiest to recall some of those figures,
fic gave the House somethiing like
this: “ ¥rom the United States there
Was an’immigration’ in' a. certain vear
9i°30,080 or 40,000 peoplé, and on thet
Mpnigration “there  was some $3,000
paid in bonuses.  In regivd to general
lnnugration there was in 1894-5, 146,-
266 immigrants arriving, and benuses

more or less:bearing ‘on the question at | were. paid on 28,836, or a little less

issue, but he did net show the par-
allel-bétween ‘the flow of immigration
af#fel the” inerease of trade and
prosperity .in Canada. - He will find
thaf the flow of immigration and the
iCréase. in the velume of trade and
ceneral prosperity of the country ab-

than one in fjve of-all those that grriv-
ed in that year. In 1905-6, 189,000 ar-

eneralf rived, Afid & bonus Was paid on 33,603,

Lo . 1906-7, nine. months, 124,667 arriv-
ed, and a bonus.was paid on 14,094 ;
that is abent one in nine. In 1907-8,
nine months, 235,328 immigrants arriv-

«qlutely march together from year to|cd”and a bonus was paid on 20,492,

ear.

My dien, friend has heard, or kmows,
that there dre pedvple out of employ-
ment in Canada—they were out of em-

loyment during the past winter.: Did

> ever hear, or does he remember;

hiether there were peoplé out of m-
loyment in 189€ or ‘the years preced-
nz? He has heard-of erime in.Cans
ada within the last few months. Was
Canada free from ecrime previous o
12967 Is it a fact that there are féwer

ple out"6f employment than-there
in 18967 . 1t is a fact and my bon.

triend knows that it is @ fact. Not-

thstanding the vast flow of immi-
eration in the years betweepn, notwiths
tanding “the sudden change in finhnt

conditions,” only a few mont S
number of  pgople out of employ-
t in this Dominion of Cagada thgn

were . elevell years ;ago..: Phat

s, and cam only meah; that Cah-

needed the people who came in
ntervening years—-that these peg”
have iound .a place in the well-

ug of Canada and that-we have had

"he henefit of their coming.; My hop?
innd was elyquert on the desirabid-

it is a fact tHat today therg-are ] they 4re exereising

that 38 about one §n twelve.

Mt Monk—There are stilt unsettled
accounts.

Mr.. Oliver—I have given my hon.
friend Tour Jears; so while it is quite
ffoe that some accounts are yet un-
su.fled, 1 fthink they will balance
cach other. At any rate;, we are not
paying ou-a greater-proportion of the
total -arrivals than T have just indi-
cated. - Now what do these figure
show? They show first that we ar
not paying a bonus on ‘all immigrantg
who arrive; they show thaf the num-
Uet’ o which we are paying is from
one in five to oné in twelve of all thosé
who arrive. That shows that our offic-
ers arg exercising due diligenee ‘in
carrying out our regalations, ‘and that
oper care in the
paymeént of bonuses” ‘that my hon.
friend was very careful not to give
ithem, credit for-in his’ remarks. “He
#ave'the idéa to the ‘Houde that there
was collusion. between the ‘officers of
the department and tliese immigration
sompariies: 1f -there *was  collusion;
pexiainly the mederation of these peo-
Piv s wonderiul, | 1 there s _an im-

| Proper spiveinent beiween these cuns-

Al

ity of keeping Canada tor the Capadi-,

In regard to the particuiar question:

panies and.the g of the govern-
ment, and i having” that free hand
n;‘ -haps- Biend™ has suggested,  they
only paid honuses o1 one in five or one

in, 4welve s that.. came. over, certainly|

they ave a very. moderate minded peo-
pie.. ‘But sin point of fact. the. hen:
gentleman’s “figures disprove his con-
tgntion; they prove. . absolutely = that
the regulations regarding the payment
of bonuges are effective, and that they
are. honestly. administered. = Now, . if
they are eﬂycctivv, and honestly. ad-
ministered, gnd if the .bonus: figures
are a8 I have just stated. them, the
conclusion - i8 iryesistible that ithe bon-
nses. are paid with discrimination, and
are not paid indisoriminately.  If we
pay on only one in five,-or one in: ten,
or-one in twelve; we must-pay on that
small percentage for some .reason,
there must be some basis on which
we' make the. payment.  -Now- why
did - we pay-.on that small number?
Decause they 'aze the classes of people
that are satisfactory to wus, the kind
of people that my hon, friend himseli
will not dare to say should not be ad-
mitted to this country, or should mot
even be encouraged to.eome here. The
figures I repeat are proof absolute that
the policy of “the. government is- a
policy . of ' discrimination in regard to
inumigyation, and that the payment of
bpnuses made in pursuance of that
policy is effective in carrying out the
poliey.

My hon. {riend was worried about
the North Atlantic Trading company,
and thought: the Nerth:Atlantic Trad-
ing company had numerous successors
who; I suppose, he wished us to under-
stand were even wogse than the North
Atlantic Trading cempany, more gec-
retive and more raveénous,. He knows
that the agreement with the North
Auantic Trading -company was terin-
inated on the 30th of November, 1906.
I'yrom that time Jorward no bonuses
were paid on eontinental immigrants
vntil the order in council that was
pazeed in 1907, and then a bonus of
ten “shillings was paid on adylg ! to
selected . booking agents in - certain
European ‘countries. JUnder thaf sys-
tem, during the months ivom Maych,
1907, to February, 18908, bonus was
paid to these selected boeking agents
for immigrants of the classes-describ-
ed -eoming from  cortdin eountries of
Fuarope, to the number of 1,211 men,
390 women, 555 children, or £930 in
gll.. -That is all the honuses pa@id on
continental immigrants under the sys-
teih which the hon. gentleman has
been pleased to term a system of in-
dizeriminate  bonusing of .immigrants
coming from the comtinent of Europe.
He has been good enough to say that
in all probability the. bonus has been
paid on Italiaus, and he seems-to have
a very strong objeetion fo ~ such
thing. Now tor good or ‘had reasons
the government has wnot -paid any
bonuses on people coming from Italy
gince some time I think in 1902. Italy
was one of the countries upon. whosc
emigrants te:Canada a bonus was paid
to the North Atlantic Trading com-
pany, I think ih the first year of its
operation.. But the bonus was with-
drawn as regards Italy and several
other southern ' Edropean countries,
and since then no boumus has been
paid on immigrants frem Italy.. The
total number of immigrants coming
from Italy" ‘on ‘Whotii’ honuées were
paid, was I think in all 72, and that
was five .or six years ago. So that
whatever may be charged against the
bonus- system, certainly the objections
which my bon. friend has expressed to
the Italian residents of this comntry
are not-chgrgeable to it. In order to
make it periectly plain that the policy
of the goVvernment is one of diserim-
ination, it is only necessary to read
the provisions of the imnrigration law,
to which my hon. friend gave his as-
sent in the session of 1906.

Let me remind bim and others:of
my hon,. friends on the other side that
their assent was not by any means a
cordial assent te the provisions of the
act.  They had a great deal of fault
to find with a good many of .its pro-
visions; nearly as much fault as they
have to find with the provisions of
the  regulations regarding Bonuses.
But, remember that act was :passed
and it is im-force ‘gnud is beigg en-
forced. Nothing can be plaiwer than
that it was the intent of the govern-
inent and of parliament at that time
that while ‘there -should be an aetive
and energetic effort made to secure a
zood and desirable class of immigrants
tor this country it should bLe a part ol
that -policy, a very mecessary. part. of
it, that there should” be accompany-
ing these aggressive measures to bring
immigrants, parallel energetic and ef-
fective mecasures to -exclude undesir-
able immigrants. That was the man-
date of parliament expressed in the
session of 1906, embodied in the pro-
visicns of the Immigration act and
has been the policy that the govern-
ment has carried out ever gince,

My hon. friend has been pathetic
as 1o the woes of the municipalities,
especially in. Ontario and Quebec
brought about by reason of the pres-
ence of uundesirable immigrants. The
city of Montreal, it seems, has been
plagu¢éd with them, and the “¢ity” of
Toronto. has. been plagued with them.
I do not kuow buat that ‘a great many
other places may have been plagued
with them. T notice that the city of
Montreal iz yery glad to publish ifom
time 1o time the statement blazonéd
a3’ largely 4R possible, that the popu-
lation of Montreal has increased over
a previous period and that the city of
Toronton 'is doing likewise. = ‘These
municipalities” are glad to announce
that their population has ingreased,
but you canndt have an incregse ol
population. withoyt ‘having " an -in-
crease of people and if you havé an in-
crease of people You can hardly have
that ingrease "of people withouf havi%g-
anl - increase of disabilities .and disad-
vantages that go. with -ordinary” peo-
ple in thisveountry. ™ If “the city of
Montreal, ot the cit§y of Torontd, or
any other municipality has suffered.in
thie Way iy hon. riend has said ‘then
it is the jgult .of Monfréal, the faplt
of Toronte; the fault of the other mum-
ic¢ipality’ and not the. fauli o) $his goy-
eérfiment or of its ‘act or’'its administra-
tion. " 'Section 32 of the immigration
law says:— '’ ’

All railway' aor transportation com-
panies or other persons bringing im-
migrants from amy country into’Can-
ada &hall, on the demmj? of the suv
petintendent of immigration, deport to
the couniry whence he was brought,
aity immigrans ‘prohibited by this acl,
of by any order in eouticil or regyia-
tion “made thereunder, from beigy

landed in Cahada, “who was broughtl
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by such railway. transportation com-
pany “or other”pgEon. into Canada
within-a périod-of two years prior to
the date of sugh demand.

Section 33 says:—

Whengver in ‘Canada ‘arn immigrant
has, within two years of his landing in
Canada, comunitted a crime ifivolving
moral turpitude, or become an inmate
ot a, gaol ox hospital or other charit-
able institution, it shall be the duty
of the ‘elerk or secretary of the muni-
cipality to forthwith notify the minis-
ter_thereof, giving full particulars.

2—On: receipy ©of such information
the minister may, on investigating the
facts, order the déportation'of sach
immigrant at the cost and charges of
such immigrant if Be is able to pay,
and. if not then.at the cost of the
inanicipality wherein he has last been
regularly resident, if so ordered. by
the minister,”and if he is a vagrant or
tramp, or there is no such manicic
pality, then at the cost of the depart-
ment of the interior.

That-is the lat%. That was the law
passed by parligment. That is the
law under- which: the . government is
working and:1 say that under the pro-
visicns of that law, if any munieipal-
ity complain§ as my hon. friend says
they complain, it has no ground to
complain of the immigration depari-
ment. or of this Liberal “government,
because ' in every case, where repre-
sentations were ‘madé by a muniei-
pality deportation has been - carried
out.

Mr. A. Lavergne—Do I understand
that deportation can take place at the
cost of the mfunicipality.

Mr. Oliver—Yes, but it can also be
made at the cost of the steamship com-
pany or 'oi the government, but the
point I wish tosemphasize is' that if a
municipality wants an immigrant de-
ported the “provisions of the law are
there and under these proyisions he
can be deported. If he'is not déport-
ed it is not the fault of the law and
it i8 not the fdult of this government.
T agree with what my hon. friend has
said that it is a tremendous hardship
to depogt people. It is a gnost.un-
fortunate thing when deportation has
to be carried out. I quite appreciate
the consideration of the municipalities
in not asking for deportation of un-
fortunates who arve within their limits.
It is to the credit of the municipali-
ties that they should have such &
teeling  of 'charity. . But there s .the
law and ii they ‘do not want to take
advantage of its provisions I submit
that -they hdve no right to complain
of the goyermment, which does not
carry out the law. except upon- thejr
demiand; and especially that there is
no cause of complaint frem our hon:
friends opposite. who are a party as
much as we are to the prowvisions of
this law.

My hon. friend also found {fault
with us because we allowed the people
to get into the country who should ‘be
kept out. He said that the hurry and
rush of landing passengers made it
impossible - to preserve -an absolutie
cheek upon them on their arrival. Ad-
nmritting the truth of that there is still
the provision for the deportation of
any undesiravle who comes;/in. If he
is. discovered within two years he may
be sent out. But i regard to the
actual conduct oi the’examination at
the port of landing, it is not'the mere
formal affair that the hon. gentleman
suggests. Tt is true that & large num-
ber. of people have to be landed in a
vory short time, but it is also true
that on the slightest suspicion that
anything is wrong with any ef these
people they may he taken aside from
the general rush and held for examin-
ation. That is done and a very large
number are checked, at the port of
landing and rétfurngd from that port.
He says that the provisions of the
United States at these ports of land-
ing are more efficient than ours. Pos-
sibly they .are, but T would. call my
hon. ' friend’s attention to the. fact
thatitoday ‘in the House and in the
papers of this country there was blaz-
oned abroad a complaint that the med-
ical officer of thie inunigration depart-
ment at “the port of Halifax had-de-
layed unduly a steamship load of im-
migrants. 'The same gentlemen who
are demanding gréater delays in the
landing of immigrants, who are de-
manding that there shall be more par-
tiemlar examination, which means cevs
taifily either a very anuch greater ex-
pense to this covutry or a much great-
er delay to passengers, are cowplain-
ing because they say that.a load of
passengers was unduly  delayed,

Mr. Sam Huoghes—Was nét the com-
plaift that the officer at Halifax was
not at his business, that he was up
town canvassing and that he allowed
the passengers o remain’ on the
ship? iy o

Mr. Oliver—No, the complaint/ 4gs
stated on the floor of the Housy/is ds
my hon. friend 4Mr. Sam Huglies) Iy’ls
stated it, but the .complaint as_réad
from the newspaper. was distinctly
not as my hon. friend has stated it.
The newspapers did not say that the
doetor was canvassing. when he should
be attending to his duties. ™

M. Sam Hughes—He did not come
until three g’clock in the. d@ftérnoon.

Mr. Oliver—The - newspaper was
careful not to say that he was not at-
tending to his duties as -he should,
but it said there was -a delay of the
passengers and 1 submit  that - the
hours mentioned did ‘not show . there
was an undue delay, but quite the con-
trary. - It shows that.this. statement
was sent broadcast through the coun-
try just as a_ thousand other slanders
have been sent’ broadcast threngh the
country, and with just as little justi-
s cation

The United States ig at present pur-
suing a policy of exclusion of immi-
grants; it has no poliey of bringihg
in. immigrants. +If we arg to take the
policy of the United .States then we
know exactly what to do and we can
do_as they are doing. I hope that if
we ‘ever -have to undertake suelh .a
poliey we will be more’successiul than
they are, because, with their efforts
at. exclusion  they received last ‘year
over one milljon Jimmigrants and of
that one million from 45 per cent. to
50 per cent. wefe of the very class
which our- friends -on - the -other side
pi the House: corsider & béing . unde-

; R
SRS -

sirable.fgr. Canada. The immigration
situation” in the United® States differs
materially $rom onr gitestion. - Their
climatic: and other conditiohs. aresgt-
tractive to a certain class of people
that our country iz not attractive to.
Certain ‘phases of the immigration
question loom large to them where
they ‘loom small to us beeanse of dii-
ferent. congditions. + Their, attitude is
one specially of exclusion but ours is
not ‘an attitude of exclusion. My
hon. friend (Mr. Monk) did not dare~
I use the -woud without offence—did
not dare.te put upon the records of
parlidgment a motion deelaring for an
exclusion poliey ; he'did :not dare to
say that:lre was against g policy of
active. immigration.  And as long as
this country 1s to have a policy of at-
traction of immigrants it' eannot han-
dle its” immigrants as tliey come at
the ports of landing as would a coun-
try 'whieh-has a. distinetly exclusive
policy, We must give facilities for
our immigrants to land with the least
possible discomfort. We must so con-
duet our business at the ports that
we shall not exclude these whom we
degire to come here. In the United
States, they can exclude everybody,
that is their law, that is their policy,
that is their business. But it is not
ours, illld we  cannot cariy on our
business at our parts as they carry on
their business at theirs. ¥ am bound
to say that adter all, although we do
not have nearly as large a staff at our
ports as they have at theirs, although
we do not- take up nearly as much
have just about as effective inspection
of immigrants as they have. They
have, by agreemept with the Canadian
government, an inspection of jmmi-
grants bound for the United States, at
Halifax, Montreal, Quebee and “St.
John, where they handle their immi-
gratnts: just. the same as if they were
landing at United States ports. My
hom. friend (Mr. Monk) was terribly
worried about what became of immi-
grants excluded at Canadian ports by
United States officials. T can tell him
what beeomes of them. If a passenger
ticketed for the United States is ex-
cluded by a United States official at a
Canadian peort: he goes back on the
steamship he eame on. The same rule
prevails at New York; if an immigrant
arvives at New York ticketed for Can-
ada awd if our officer there €iys he is
to be excluded the United States au-
thoritics sees thdt he goes back on
the steamer he.came on. y

This question of dealing with immi-
grants on theéir arrival is a selious
guestion, it is a difficult question, it is
an important question.. I beg to as-
sure my hon. friend (Mr. Monk) that
the government  appreciates just as
highly as he does -the importance of
excluding wundesirables - from  this
country and has taken all active
measures that can be taken to achieve
that end. But it is one thing tg take
the position that we are there simply
for the purpose of excluding, and an-
other thing to take the position that
we are there principally ior -the pur-
pose of bringing into our country
those whom we desire to assist us in
building that country up. That is the
difficulty that .confronts the.Domin-
ion government in dealing with this
question of immigration, and we cer-
tainly think we. are entitled, to fair
consideration from our friends on ' the
Lother side of the Heuse in our efforts
to deal with it, rather than that we
should be met by what I consider to
be unfair criticism of details. of the
policy, in regaird to difficulties which
cannot be avoided and which are in-
separable from the carrying out of
the dual poliey of aggressive immigra-
tion effort on the one hand and exclu-
sion of undesirables on the other. That
I take it is the policy of this govern-
ment. Let there be no mistake about
it. And, one part of it is just as im-
portant as the other. ~It i€ just as im+
portant that we should use our efforts
and spend our money to bring desir-
able immigrants to Canada as it is
that we¢ should keep out undesirable
immigrants. Our friends opposite have
during several sessions gssumed, and
their press throughout the . country
has assumed, that ‘the government’s
policy was a poliey -of indiscriminate
immigration, and vet there was 'a law
to the contrary,on the statute book
amdl there was , enforcement of the
law at every pdrt. My, hon. friends
opposite have no. warraint for the posi-
tion they togk, -apd if-they had ever
a warrant fov that pesitionthey have
no-warrant from this time onward. It
is not long sigcv in an effort to make
it pogstble 46 carry out’ our under-
stgrrding and to compel the fulfilment
f(“im obligations, there .was before
the House a little amendment to the
Ffmigration act; a trifling little ‘mat-
ter of some four or five lines. It was
an absolute necessity to the intelligent
and effective  enforeement of certain
provisions of the law. We have to
face an inumigration qu@stion on the
Pacific as well as on the Atlantic. Tt
is difiercnt on the Pacific from what
it is on the Atlantic. -The immigra-
tion differs at every point. It was
necessary to adopt a restrietive poliey
on the Paciie coast. Different amea-
sures. were suggested in regard to that
restricted policy . but it was thought
well in the interest of the country, in
the interest of the®cinpire, that-a coli-
ciliatory rather than ‘.an . aggressivé
policy should be -adopted in connee-
tion. with the immigration from one
country at any raté, “In pursuance of
that idea an amicable arrangement
was arrived at with that country, and
it is. hoped that a siniilar arcangement
can be arrived at with amether. coun-
try that is in 4 somewnat similar posi-
tion in regard ‘to immigration. ‘But
‘an - agreement with Japan -as to: the
restriction of imniligrants from.Japen
to Canada, or.an agreement with the
government of India as to the restric-
tion of immigrants from India %o Can-
ada was of ne value without the pro-
vision we asked this, House to pass
the other night. A

Mr. A. Lavergne—Did the minister
say that the regulations passed by the

House were above the: treaty?

Mr. Oliver—No, 1 did not sdy anys
thing about the treaty,. The gentle-
man who should be my hon. friend’s
leader took occasion” to ' state his
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opinion to the House on thut;s}uL}ject.
but T do not think he maintainedit,
T think hé was glad to-drop- it before
he got vesy far.y< However, my hon.
friend -will havé .an’ epportunity. to
maintain that Same  position at a
later stage of this decbate. My state-
ment was that the agreement we ar:
rived atawith Japan and the-agreement
we hoped tb arrive at with the govern-
ment. of India, agreements which are
absolutely necessary in pursuance of
our immigration pelicy and:our trade
policy' on the Pacific coast, did nat re-
aeive. . enthusigstye endorsation Adon:
our friénds on the other side. I was
surprised to see that.  'After the ques-
tion had ‘been threshed out for - an
hour, ‘annd the amendment had “been
twisted in every direction, when it
was explained to our hon. friends that
it was_a matter of urgency to have
this little amendment to the immigra-
tion law' passed that ‘evening, the
Prime Minister was refused that court-
esy, lie was told it eould not be pass-
ed, although ‘our friends opposite had
been informéd that the date of its go-
ing into effect might be deferred for
threg or four weeks, and that as a con-
squenee very s2rious . complications
might arise. I was glad to see when
the House met the next day that our
friends had ‘experienced a change of
heart; there was nothing wrong with
the little amendment to the Immigra-
tion Act and it went through without
change.

I'instance this to show that the
government’s policy is well - defined,
that it is ‘a continuous poliey, and
that it does not receive that support
from our fuends on the dther. side
that their remarks from timé to time
would indicate it should receive: at
their hands.

We bW%ve not only the provisions of
this Immigration Act which I have
already mentioned to the House, but
have found it necessary on account of
the changed condition in this country
during the last few months to make
certain changes in the administration
of the law such as we are empowered
to make by the provisions of the Agct,
because my friends will notice that
while the Immigration Act contains
certain very .definite provisions, it
also recognizes. that new
may arisc at any time and that it is
necessary that the government should
have the power to meet these condi-
tions as they . arise. Provision is
made in the Act for the passing of re-
gulations by otder in council to mect

time to .time.
that provision in. the Act, last fall
when there was a ehange in the condi-
tion of the eountry that seemed to
make it very desirable, we' provided
that.theré should be a money qualifi-
cation in certain circumstances on the
part of immigrants arriving in this
country. That 1 hope my hon.
friends will consider is not an indica-
tion of a polidy of unrestricted immi-
gration. On representations‘made by
our agent in Great Britain, Mr. Bruce
Walker, who was then assistant super-
intendent of immigration in London,
in regard, to the work of the charitable
associations in Great Britain and its
effect upon the immigration situation
in Canada, we passed oi the 25th of
February: anotlier rvgu{zlti()n which
provided that persons.coming to Can-
ada by assisted. passage could be .ex-
cluded unless they were approved be-
fore they left their home by our agent
in that country. This is surely 1ot
an indigation of & policy of unre-
stricted  immigration. Surely these
regulations bear out my statement
that the avowed policy of this govern-
ment is a policy of selected immigra-
tion. is a policy of restricted immi-
gration if you like, while at the same
fime, it is a policy of aggressive im-
migration.

In order that there may be no mis:
take about ‘the attitude the govern-
ment assumes; the ‘government, aware
of its responsibilities, aware of the
requirements of the - country, and
carrying out its policy of gelected im-
migration, makes announcement in
large type on the first page of its lat-
est publications, the following:

IMPORTANT.

“Farmers, farm labourers, railway
construction men and female domestic
servants are the only people the
Canadian = Immigratfon. Department
advise to emigrate to . Capada. All
others should get definite assurance
of employment in Canada ‘before leav-

ing heme. and have money enough. to
support. them. for a tinge™in case’ of
disappointment.?’ =

That is an expression of the immi-
gration policy of the government of
Cénadd today. as sct out inl the print-
ed” representation that™ they make to
the people ‘wliom they-desire to" come
to the country.

our policy. is- a policy of. unrestricted
or.indiseriminate imsnigratidhg.. We
cannot be held responiible  ‘for .. the
cfforts' of charitdble associations. We
cannot ~be held responsible for the
movement of free citizens “of . other
countries who choose to. ceme to this
country. We can only be held respon-
sible for the efforts we make, and we
make those efforts only to gecuze tlie
classes of people that I mention.  Neo
one in this House, even at this time,
will suggest that this is not desirable,
that it is not in the best interests of
the Dominion of Canada that reason-
able efforts should be made to:induce
these classes of people to come to this
country. >
What was the condition a year age
in Canada? At that time, from. -one
end of Canada to the other,.there was
a demand for unskilled labour; The,
demand was loud and insistent frow
every part of the country.. Tt was
proclaimed in the newspapers “.that
railway. construction . was  being: held
back because there wasnot sufficient

the factories could not fill their *orders
because they could'not get operatives:
that-the farmers could net work their
land because they, could not get the
farm help they required.  And at'the
same time the broad. fields in - the
Northwest were waiting settlement.
What poliey, in such circumstances,
could be suggested for a progressive
govermnent but a policy of progres-
give immigration? It is not so xery

,long since we had a session of parlia-

ment' here. - The intervals between
sessions seem to be getting shorter as
the—country gets older. It is ' just
about a year ago today, or a little

conditiens |

such conditions as may arise from/|
Taking advantage of;

over, that we had a discussion in this
{ House on the question of immigra-
tion, and some of our friends. oppo-
site then relieved their minds on this
question. At that time there secmt‘gl
to have been a rather strong senti-
ment in favor of immigration. My
hon. friend from Montmagny. (Mi.
Lavergne) had something to say. 1
fancy he will follow the lead of . my
[ hon. friends on tlic other side and de-
!elare against immigration today. A
year ago my hon. friend from Mont-
maguy said: i

“Phere is another feature of the im-
migration poliey of this government
which T desire to-call to the attention
of this House and. the. country in
general. - It i8S the most unjust way in
which French immigration ‘and the
province of Québée has been treated.

He“said further:

“I could also give figures to show
that the French immigrant bas cost
tess to this country than the British,
and I only mention this to show that
i the department of the interior were
not so savagely opposed to it, it would
p¢ easy to bring French cmigrants to
this country.” ;

We had an hon. membec. in  this
Bouse at that time, who, wé are pleas-
ed to see, is not among uys now. - I
refer to the hon. member for Labelle.

Some-hon. members: Ol oh.

Mr. Oliver—He, discussed the ques-
tion of immigration. He said:

“My vicws are these. Because the
fathers of confederation decided, and
decided “wisely, that this should be:a
dual countryv—French in its  origin,
British by assimilgfion, ‘takiug from
both races and beth civilizations: s
best mworal, social and political char-
acteristics—I maintain that the equihi-
brium -between the twb should: be
maintained, and it ‘fs in the interests
of all British citizens 'in Canada_that
French-speaking population shiould “oe
developed.”

Mr. A. Lavergne—Hear, hear.

Mr. Oliver—My hon. friend today is
in favour of more Immigratien.

Mr, A. Lavergne—Hear, hear. The
hon. gentleman:ought te remember,
too, that we favored interior immigra-
tion” from , one” province - to  another
which theé government opposed then
and opposes stitl.

Mr. Oliver—I shall have something
to say on that later on. Our friend

Continued on page five.
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WHEN the grain is ripe you wafit
the work "of harvesting to' go
right along. You' cannet aftord to
be annoyed by breakages and delays.

Breakagés and tinkering with the
knotter or other parts to'get them

: to work right means’ more than
vexatious delays, . It means expense
anddt may mean fthat you will not
get your grain harvested in good
condition.

The Deering binder comes nearer
giving. ‘you - imsurance of uninter-
rupted work than any machine you
can buy. S s SE

What can be more satisfactory to
the grain grower at the beginning of
harvest than to have 3 machine he
knows heé éan depend: n?

The Decering binder is such a
maching. It has stood the test in
thousands of harvest fields.

It is not:janly: tdependable and
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night working but it harvests alt'the
grain. It handlestall and short, light
and heavy, down-and tangled grain
all to a nicety and with least possible
loss. Machinesare madein$,6,7and
8-footcuts. In addition to grain hars
vesting machines the Deering linf'
includes binder twine, mowers, ted-
ders, sweep rakes, side delivery.
rakes, hay loaders, stackers, corn
machines and kuife grinders. Also
a ‘complote line of :tillage . imple+\
ments and. seeding ‘machines, com-
prising disk drills,. shoe drills,  hoe
drills, cultivators ' awd” seeders,
smoothing, spring-tooth: -and. disk
harrows, land rellers &ird scufflers.
Also gasolins. engines,’ cream $cpa-
rators, hay  presses,<feed  grinders;
wagons, sleighs, and mannre spread-
ers. ; 2
For all particulars call on the local
Decring agent.or avrite to any-of the follow-
ing branch bouses for catalog: .. ~ /
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How, in‘the face of ¢
that, can my-hon. friend suggesy*that !

people to work on the railway; that -
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