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great regret that 1 joined my colleagues in
the conclusion that we were bound to dis-
allow these Acts, for the reasons which bave
been stated so well by the First Minister.
I am not without very strong hope that
means may be found to takç effectual mea-
sures for the purpose of protecting the
labouring men of British Columbia from the
competition to which they are subject, and
the danger they are ln of being reduced in
their style of living. It Is a question, as the
hon. gentleman said, whiclh dd not only af-
feet British Columbia, but affects the labour-
ing men all over the Dominion-although I
do not share -the belief that the Mongolian
race will spread very much from the Pacific
coast. I am not, however, surprisd to
know that the labouring men of the eastern
cities havq in a very emphatle way in some
instances expressed their sympathies with
the labouring men of the Pacifie coast.

Now, as to the other question. The fami-
larlty of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Prior) with
the Chinese and Jaipanese question, bas en-
abled him to deal with it In a manner whlch
entitles his opinion to the respect of the
House ; but he is apparently not so fully ac.
quainted wlth the question of immigration

into the North-west Territories. I desire to
correct the evident misapprehension he
labours under in regard to the attitude of the
Government as to forelgn Immigration. If
we believe what appears in the newspapers,
or, Iudeed, if what the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Prior) sald were correct, one would think
that the attitude of the Government upon
this question was that of encouraging
foreign immigration and discouraglng Immi-
gration from the British Isles and the UnIted
States, front which we might naturally ex-
pect to get Immigrants of British lineage.
That is an entire mistake. As to the question
of the bonus, I shall refer to it later on, but I
-would point out to the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Prior) tha,t the change whieh he suggests
would make no difference at aillin the actual
resuits. It is necessary to know somewbat
of the history of the immigration question
to understand what the particular effect off
any particularly suggested course would be.
During the last year, we received from ocean
ports, 11,608 EnglishI, rish and Scotch im-
migrants, and we recelved from the United
States 9,119-I am speaking now of agricul-
tural settlers who actually settled lu the
North-west. With reference to the United
States Immigrants, it is impoSsible to say
that all of them -were of BrItishliUneage, but,
of course, with slight exceptlons they would
be We. therefore, received last year 20,727
Immigrants eo Br iish lneage, and the total
number of Gallelan immigrants last year
was 5. Ç09. Therefore, the hon. gentleman'
(Mr. Prior) will see that the supposed pre-
ponderance of Galician Immigraxits over
British immigrants is an entiregmnstake. Of
course, that does not include tt) entire im-
migration, because you wll see we recelved
of Germans 568, Seandinavians 724, French
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and Belglans, 545; and miscellaneous nation-
allties, 3,832. They were kept separate last
year because we deslred to know what class
of people were coming ln. Those figures
fully dispose of the Idea that we are en-
couraging this particular class of people as
against people of British nationality. The
encouragement is all ·the other way. The
efforts that we are making and the money
we are spending for the purpose of getting
British settlers, Is altogether away and be-
yond the money we are spending in con-
nection wlth Galclan immigration, or, ln
fact, immigration from any foreign country.
An enormous amount of our immigration ex-
penditure takes place In the western States,
and a very considerable portion of it In the
British Isles. The money we spend for
gettIng Galicians and Doukhobors, is almost
entirely confined to the simple payment of
the bonus of so much per head, but the very
large amount of money which we are spend-
Ing In carrylng on a propaganda for the pur-
pose of inducing people to come to Canada, is
expended in other directions, and we have
spent but a small amount ln AuštrIa, and
none at all la Russia. Therefore, when the
hon. gentleman asks us to direct our efforts
to getting settiers of B rltIsh nationality as
against foreigners, that is exactly what we
have been doing all the time. We have
never cbanged our Intention, or policy, or
practice ln that respect. When I took charge
of the immigration branch, the work which.
had been begun some years before In the
United States had practically dled out al-
together, and we were gettlng Lractically no
settlers from the UnIted States at that time.
As the result of the large amount of money
we spent ln the United States last year, we
secured nearly 10,000 actual agricultural set-
tiers to settle on land In Manitoba and the
North-west Territorles, and every one will
admit, who knows these settIers, that thev
are the very best people for our western
prairies. Nearly 10,000 of these settlers
were the resuit of our work Iast year, and I
understand from the best sources of inform-
ation, that we will, perhaps, get from 10,000
to 14,000 of the same class tbis year. These
are people of our own lineage, most of them
chIldren of men who came originally from
the British Isles, and a great many of them
are Canadians who formerly left the pro-
vince of Ontarlo and settled in Michigan
and other states. They are practically,
therefore, of the same class as the farmlng
population of Ontaro. I may say that these
people come from the States of Michigan,
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Dakota, Colorado, and
a few from Kansas, Iowa and Illuols. I
may say to my hon. friend (Mr. Pror) that
ln theI nmedlate nelghbourhood of. Winni-
peg, for fifty or sIxty miles around, large
tracts of land, whîeh hCýre for many years
been lying Idle in the bands of speculators
and have been absolutely unsaleable, have
been purchased by these very peopfle from
the wetern ta&tes, and the face of the
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