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great regret that 1 joined my colieagues in
the conclusion that we were bound to dis-
allow these Acts, for the reasons which have
been stated so well by the First Mlaister.
I am not wlthout very strong hope that
means may be found to take effectual mea-
sures for the purpose of protecting the
labouring men of British Columbig from the
competition to which they are subject, and
ihe danger they are in of belng reduced in
their style of living. It is a question, as the
hon. genileman said@, which did not only af-
fect British Columbig, but affects the labour-
ing men all over the Dominlon—aithough I
do not share ithe belief that the Mongolian
race will spread very much from the Paclfic
coast. I am not, however, surprised to
know that the labouring men of the eastern
clties have in a very emphatic way in some
instances expressed their sympathies with
the labouring men of the Pacific coast.
Now, as to the other guestion. The fami-
liarity of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Prior) with
the Chinese and Japanese question, has en-
abled him to deal with it in a manner which
entitles his opinlon te the respect of the
House ; but he is apparently not so fully ac-
guainted with the question of immigration
into the North-west Territories. I desire to
correct the evident misapprekersion he
iabours under in regard to tbe attitude of the
Government as to foreign Immigration. If
we believe what appears in the newspapers,
or, indeed, if what the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Prior) sald were correct, one would think
that the attitude of the Goverament upon
this question was +that of encouraging
foreign immigration and discouraging immi-
gration from the Pritish Isles and the United
States, from whiaich we might naturally ex-
pect to get immigrauts of British lineage.
That is an entire mistake. As to the guestion
of the bonus, I shall refer t¢ it later on, but I
would point out to the hon. gentieman (Mr.
Prior) that the change which he suggesis
would make no difference at 4ll in the actoal
results. It Is mecessary ic know somewhat
of ihe history of the immigration questiion
to understand what the particular effect of
any particularly suggested course would be.
During the last year, we received from ocean
ports, 11,608 English, Irlsh and Scotch im-
migrants, and we recelved from the Unlited
States 9,119—1 am speaking now of agrienl-
tural settiers who actually settled in the
North-west. With reference to the Ualted
Rtates immigrants, it iz impossible to say
that all of them were of British lineage, but,
of course, with slight exceptions they would
he. We, therefore, received last year 20,727
immigrapts of Briish linesge, and the total
number of Galiclan Jimmigrants lest year

was ..509, Therefore, the hon. gentleman

(Mr. Prior} will see that the supposed pre-
ponderance of Galiclan imwigrants ower
Britich immigrants is an entire mistake. Of
equrse, that does not inclade & ) entire im-
migration, because you will see we recelved
of Germans 583, S8candinavians 724, French
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and Belglans, 545; and miscellanecus nation-
alities, 3,832. They were kept separate last
year because we desired to know what class
of people were coming in. Those figures
fully dlspose of the idea that we are en-
couraging this particular class of people as
against people of British mnaticnality. The
encouragement is all the other way. The
efforts that we are making and the money
we are spending for the purpose of gebting
British settlers, is altogether away and be-
yond the money we are spending in con-
nection with Galician immigration, or, In
fact, immigration from any foreign couniry.
An enormoeus amount of our immigration ex-
venditure takes place in the western States,
and a very considerable portion of it in the
British Isles. The money we spend for
getting Gallclans and Doukhobors, iz almost
entirely confined to the simple payment of
the bonus of so much per head, but the very
large amount ¢f money which we are apend-
ing In carrying on a propagands for the pur-
pose of inducing people to come to Canada, is
expended in other directions, and we have
spent but a small amount in Ausirla, and
none at all in Russia. Therefore, when the
hon. geptieman asks us to direct our efforts
to getting settiers of British nationality as
against foreigners, that is exactly what we
have been doing all the tlme. We have
never changed cur Intention, or policy, or
practice in that respect. When I took charge
of the immigratlon branch, the work which
had been begun some years before in the
United States had practically died out al-
together, and we were getting practically no
settlers from the United States at that time.
As the result of the large amount of money
we gpent in the United States last year, we
secured nearly 10,000 actusl agricultural set-
tlers,to settle on land in Manitoba and the
Nortin-west Territories, and every one will
admit, whe knows these gettlers, that they
are the very best people for our western
prairies. Nearly 10,000 of these settlers
were the resnlt of our svork last year, and I
understand from the best scurces of inform-
atlon, that we will, perhaps, get from 10,000
to 14,000 of the same class this year. These
are people of our own lineage, most of them
children of men who came originglly from
the British Isles, and a great many of tham
are Caradians who formerly left the pro-
vince of Omntario and settled in Michigan
and other states, They are practically,
therefore, of the same class as the farming
populstion of Ontario. I may say tha: these
people come from the States of Michigan,
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Dakota, Coloradoe, and
8 few from Kanzas, Iowa and Illinois. I
may 23y to my hon. friend (Mr. Prior) that
In the {mmedlate nelghbourhood ¢f Winni-
peg, for fifty or sizty miles around, iaurge
tracts of land, which hove for many years
beer lying idle in the hands of speculators
and have been sbsolutely unsaleable, have
been purchased by thege very people from
the weatern siates, andé the face of the



