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ýed by the committee practicaliy with a una-
iiious vote, ail parties being agreed that

Ille road should be constructed, and con-
structed on Canadian territory. What we
were pressing for, and what we were justi-
-fied in pressing for was tbat the company
controliug this enterprise sboul.d be bound
to buiid the road from tbe SIihiiameen
valiey to the coast on Canadian soil. Not
only did we ask that, but we asked that a
guarauîtee be put into the charter which
wonid insure this construction on Cana-
dian soi]. And that was tbe strong point ini
dispute in the conimittee. As we
know the committee was very eveniy
Idivided on that question. as to wlîetbier or
mnot this guarantee should bie talion !in the
Bill. We remember that wben the vote was
taken it stood 650 for and 630 agaiast the
i'esolution. Practically the resoiution was
carried, because one gentleman went inito
tbe commiittee room Nvlio wvns iiot a mnemuber
of tbe committeQ and poiied bis vote against
the resolution-and that gentleman a minist-
ýer of the Crown. H-ad he not voted against
the resointion, the resoiýution would have
stood 60 for and, 59 against. So that. prac-
ticnily. the resointion demanding- n guaran-
tee finit tue rond should 1)0 constructed from
Vancouver to Princeton on Canadin soul
was carried !i that commîttee. Unlfor-
tuniateiy it was not until some days after-
wvards that it was detected that one gentle-
mail liad vote*d wlio w-as not a inember of
the committoe. His vote stands to-day re-
corded against tiîat resolution on wvbich be
biad no rigbt to vote.

Mr. RILEY. WVas bis namne on tbe list
and wns it cal]ed by the clerk ?

Mr. JILNDELiSON. Yes, Mr. Speaker,
bis naine was on tne list, and it was cal'ied
by tbe clerk, But the bon, gentleman knew
or oliglt to bave knowýn, that be was flot a
member of .tbe committee. Now, 1 desire
to make myseif plain. The Ministor of tbe
Interior (Mr. Oliver), whenl formerly a meml-
ber of tins House. was appointed a inember
of the Raiiway Conimittee. We ail know
that he ceased to bc a member of tbis HoUSe
when lie nccepted tbe portfolio of the Min-
ister of tue Interlor. And, of course, when
be ceased t0 ho a membor ot tbis House, be
ceaseýd t0 be a memiber of tbe Raiiway Comn-
mittee. And, neyer baving been appointed
again a imember of -tbat committee, hoe was
flot qualified to vote at this meeting at the
time when this vote was taken. 1 tbink 1
mnake that pýlain. Now, t0 establisb the fact,
which 1 hav~e -stated, thiat we who voted for
that anmend'ment 4emanding that A guar-
antee be obtained fromn the railway coil-
pany that tbey would buiid from the coast
mbit Princeton before they crossed the
boundary hine--demanding ln fact a guar-
antoe that the road fromn the coast to Prince-
ton sbould be considered on Canadian
soul-I propose t0 read some articles fromi
Britishî Columbia papers, whicb. t0 my

mind, g-ive the sentiments of the people of
that province in a most straightforward and
plain spoken way. Now, when 1 read these
1 think il will sbow that we wbo demand
that that guarantee shoul be talion, were
ln harmony witb tbe wisbes of tbe people
of British Columbia. 1 am going to read anl
article talion froin the Vancouver 1 Daily
Province' 1 f June 24, 1905.

Mr'. D. ROSS. WVlIi the bion. gentleman
(1Mr. Hlenderson) aliow me to ask hlm a
question ?

Mr. FIENDERSON. Certainily.

Mr. D. ROSS. Is the lion, gentleman
nware of the fact tbat the majority of tbe
stock in the Vancouver Dniiy Province Pub-
Iisbing Company is ownied l)y the C2anadiani
Pacific Ltnilway Company ?

Mr. IIENDERSON. I amn not amare of
it ;I know nothing about it. And 1 do flot
think it makes aniy difference. I amm goling
to rend froin a public journal. a journal
wvhici le read by the people of British Co-
lumnbin and wvbicb, Lt seems to eue, gives a
miost communon-sense view of tbe full situa-
tion. The hon, gentleman (Mr. D. Ross) bas
asked mie n question. I am not supposed
t0 know whio the stockhoidýers of tbis niews-
paper are. 1 do not know w-bat its political
leanings are. I have not made any in-
quiries. Lt is not niaterial to tbe case. The
hion, gentleman (Mr'. D. Ross) may knlow
wbo are the sharehoiders, or it iiiy be
that w-bat lie says le only anl inisinuation a's
to tbe state of the case. Possibly hoe kniows.
If he does know lie had better make a state-
mient of the facts of the case. I fýail 10 see
any bearinig it bas on the question litisu
and Itlîinlc Ibis n-ouso -iviii cornie to tbe
samie conclusion wberi it listenls to the
article 1 niow propose 10 rend:

The Viotoria, Vancouver and Estern Vote.
Lt is a matter which will be found to ho not

without interost to speculato on the nature of
the explanations wh',ch wm'li be given by the
British Columbia members ia the House of
Commons in regard to their votes in the Rail-
way Commibtee on the Vancouver, Victoria and
Eastern Bill, when they corne backto their con-
stituen-ts. Every one of the seven gentlemen
who have heen sent to Ottawa (o guard the in-
teîrests of this province in matters of federal
legislatlon has voted In favour of granting the
Great Northern Raiiway aIl the priviloges it
demands in the construction of its road in the
Simi.lkameen, and eve.ry one of them bas voted
against securing from that company any guar-
antee that it wiii bui.ld direct to a British
Caluimbia port and not make -one of the ci-ties
on Puget Sound its western terminus. Mr. R.
G. Macpherson, the moîmiber for Vancouver. and
Mr. J. B. Kennedy, tho member for Westmin-
ster, have sdoppte-d the same -attittude and voted
lu identicaiiy the sanie way as Mr. Duncan
Ross, of 'Yale-Carlboo, who had charge of the
Bill, and Mr. W. A. Galliher, the member for
Kootenay. They flot only have not asked that
the assurances whlch ought tobhoobtalned and
whch are iuvariably required by business mon
to secure the interests which they represent in
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