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and in the British Isies is not known in French people are lot desrahle la every
the United States. vay, that France is not an agre Verni

eountry. In tact France is oae et the
Mr. URIAH WILSON. If the hlion. gent - greatest agrIcultural ceuntries i the werld,

man (Mr. Oliver) wiÏl allow me : Have the k n is cnrryîng a stupencous burden et
bonuses paiid on immigrants from the United militarisim. It las an empire whicli ranks
States been changed recently? It used te onîy next to Great Briin. Lt las burdeas
lie $3 for an aduit maie, $2 for an aduit te- on is population to-day hic make it
maie, and $1 for a cliuld. absolutely unrensoniable to expet th t flo d

of' imm ati ~+n fromn France to Canadal t-hat
Mr. OLIVER. I do not think there has

been any change. What I am saying is
that the condition surrounding the pay-
ment of bonuses in Europe and those lic the
United States are altogether different. In
regard to the complaint made by my hon.
friend (Mr. Armand Lavergne) that we were
not giving enough attention to immigration
from certain countries in Europe, I can only
say that it has been a necessity of intelli-
gent immigration effort that work snild
be pushed most wbere the best results can
be achieved. A few years ago, rn-l the
favourable attention of the British public
had been attracted to Canada by a long
course of immigration effort it was practi-
cally impossible to get any considierable
number of people froi the Bitish Isles.
At that time we had to look to central or
northern Europe for our immigrants, and the
efforts of the department, at that lime, were
turned in that direction. After a time per-
sistency of advertising in Britain, improved
conditions in Canada making the country
more adapteil to settleuent by British ii-
migrants, togetlier with changes in Great
Britain, attracted the favourable attention
of the British public ; and to-day w-e find
public opinion in Great Britain very favour-
able to immigration to Canada. Under these
circumstances, it seemed reasonable that
the ýmoney employed by the peoeple f, im-
migration should be used where It could
produce the best results. A few years ago
these results could be best achievel by
effort dtrected to the over-crowded coun-
tries of central Europe. To-day, undoubt-
edly, the best results are to u achieved
by directing our efforts to the British
Isles. We have there a vast population,
a prolific population, a population nlready
assimilated and one fully imbued with the
idea thit Canada is the counntry fo- ,o]-nizo-
tion. It seems to me only reasonable, there-
fore, when we are taking the money of the
Canadian taxpayer te secure immigration,
that we should spend it where it will pro-
duce the best results. We are not pushing
our efforts in continental Europe, as we
are pushing tliei to-day in Great Britain,
for the reason that none of the count-ies
of continental Europe offer the saine induce-
ments to immigration effort. Not only are
the laws restrictive but in many of the
most desirable countries the conditions nre
not favourable. Take, for inskance. tie
case of France to which my hon. friend lias
alluded. No one will say that France is
not at the head of civilization, that the

Mr. OLIVER.

we would expect fronm Great Britaii.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. I would think that
those conditions, if they do prevail, would
rather induce immigration from France.

Mr. OLIVER. I an not going to quarrel
with my hon. friend's opinion. I am only
stating the facts ; and in consequence of
these facts and conditions, the sentiment of
the governments in all those European coun-
tries which are in that condition, is abso-
lutely opposed to emigration, and parti-
cularly emigration to Canada. Therefore
in carrying on an immigration propaganda
in these countries, we are doing that in the
face of public opinion and contrary to the
good will of the government.

Mr. ARMAND LAVERGNE. When the
contract with the North Atlantic Trading
Company was being discussed, one of the
reasons given wihy France was not includ-
ed in that contract was that in France there
was no restriction on emigration. My
lon. friend gave that reason in answer to
the lon. ineiber for Bellechasse (Mr. Tal-
bot) and so did the right hon. the First
Minister.

Mr. OLIVER. If the First Minister and
I so stated, we were both at fault. What
I liave said is that the condition of public
opinion which these European countries, by
reason of the military burdens they carry
and the colonial responsibilities they have
assumed, and in the case of Germany by
reason of her trade relations-by reason of
all these circumstances the governments
of these countries are not favourable to
em'gration to Canada. Therefore a dollar
spent in Great Britain to-day will produce
more and better results than a dollar spent
in Germany or France. 1hat, I think, is
suflicient reason for the greater energy now
be'ng shown towards inducing Britisn im-
migration. - I have no desire to draw any
comparisons, but I think that in this part
of the British domain it is only fair and
reasonable that, other things being equal,
we should look te the British immigrants
as being the most desirable, and when we
can secure theni we are doing our duty to
our country.

Mr. ARMAND LAVERGNE. That argu-
ment would be very good if the government
had not spent more money la continental
Europe than Great Britain.


