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ing the census increase by 230,000, we have

found him igunoring the loss of immigrants faway again.

who came and did not stay here by 727,000,
and we have found him diminishing the num-
ber of Canadian-born, the most important

item of all, who have left this coun-
try by 175,000, 1t occeurs to me that
these are important mutters, which the press
and the people would do extremely
well  to consider a  little more  deeply

than the First Minister has done. and it has
occurred to me they put a somewhat new fice
on all the theories and calculations which the
hon. gentleman submitted later as to the per-
centage with respect to these years. I will
Just say this : Apply the same seale of ealea-
lation to the exodus which existedl botween
1871 and 1S3¢ that I have applied to the eso-
dus which I have proved to exist botween
1881 and 1891, and vou will get this result
The exodus from 1871 to 1881 on 1 population
in 1871 of 3,685,000 amounted to about 3:37,000
or thercabontx.  On the same seale in propor-
tion, that is about nine per cont. wkhile the ex-
odus which has now taken place. making al-
lowance for the death rate. amounts to 440,000
on a population of 4.:324.0:0. It is a litie
more than ten per eent, so that the faet is that
the exodus has materially increasid in spite of
all the hon. zentleman hax alleged. and that
without taking into 1he slightest aecount. with-
out making any allowance for the T27.000
emigrants who weee brought to Cannda at
the cost of vur people and afterwards loft ne

LV ¢ )

It being six o'clock the Speaker left the
chair.

After Recess. S

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. When
the House rose, T had just concluded pointing
out three somewhat serious errors into which
I conceived the hon. the Minister of Justice
had fallen in dealing with tue exiremely im.
portant question as ty th2 mmount of the ex-
odus from Canada -luring the lust ton res,
I bad pointed out in the first place that he
had made a very grave eorror indewd in
supposing that the total incresse 'n our
population from 1881 to 1891 was 17 per cent.
whereas his dwn census s'atisties, if be had
taken the trouble to refer to tnem. wonld
have shown him that the increase was barely
11.66 per cent, in other words that he had
overestimated the increase hy about 230.000
souls. I had further pointed out that he had
entirely and completely omitted all reference
to that very important portion of the exodus
which was composed of the toreizn-bora
people. who, according to the hon. gentleman’s
own Government statistics—statistics publish-
ed by a Government of which he was a
member—had come into this country, largely
at the expense of the people of this counuy.
to the number of 886,000, of which 886.000 it
now appears that only 159.000 at the very out-
.8ide had remained in Canada. and theref: re
727,000 immigrants had come to Canada, had
settled here, according to the hon. gentleman’s

Sir RicHARD CARTWRIGHT. '
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{repoms. had looked about them. and had gone

1 further pointed out that he
had committed a grievous mistake in under-
estimating the ascertained facts as to 1he
movement of population from Canada to the
United States; that. whercas, he estimated

it as 265.000. the proper amount—making
due allowance for the ddeath rate  durirg

those years—was HOMW0 or thercal:outs,
number 175.000 in excess of the numl.er wiich
be gave ; and also  that that circumstance
proved conclusively that the immigration from
Canada of the native-born population from
1881 to 1891 had been considerably in excess
(vn the same system of calculation) of the emi-
vrntion of the native-born population of Can-
wla between 1871 and 1881—a fact of which I
could have afforded him ample additicnnd
cevidence from the municipal statistics of our

different provinces. The hon. gentleman
and  his friends will observe that, if you
lose of the foreign-horn population 727.-
o0 for whom you cnnot  account,  awld
if you lose Dbesides HOWK of  the na-

tive population, the total number of the abso-
lutely ascertained loss is made up of these
two figures, and amounrs o LIGT.AHm in
round numbers. And now I come te an-
other  portion  of the  hen.  zentleman’s
speech. And here I will say frankly thar,
although the hon. gentleman has very serious-
Iv misstated what 1 stated, although he has
(quite misunderstood and misconceived my ro-
marks., I entirely acquit him of any wiltul
misconception or misrepresentation. He has
evidently read the reports of what I said
very cursorily, when he said that I estimated
the loss of our native-born population at a mil-
lion and a half. I never thought or siid
thait a million and a half of native-born Cana-
dians had removed from Canada to the
United States in those ten years, as the hon.
gentleman in his speech distinetly infers that
I stated. No such statement was ever made
by me, or, as far as 1 know. by any one on
this side of the House. On the contrary.

over and over again I had expressed my
opinion that, when the figures of the

United Stites census were in my hands,

they would probably show a total pnpu-
lation of mnative-born Canadians in the

United States in 1890 of about one million.
It appears that I slightly overestimated the
number. I was informed from the Bureau
of Statistics at Washington—though I doubt
if the last report has reached the Library—
that the number was 989,000, ot whom a
certain number were natives of Newfound-
land. T may have been misinformed. ‘The
bon. gentleman states the number to be
930,000, and I should be very glad indeed to-
tfind that the¢ ifformation furnished to me
was incorrect, and that we were not quite
as badly off as I supposed. But It was
stated in the same communication that, mak-
ing allowance for the natives ot Newtound-
land, who, of course, are included in the
enumeration of the natives of British North

America, the increased number of Canadians



