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Below will be found a verbatim
peport of the speech delivered by
J. A. Macdonald, leader of the
Jiberal opposition, in the “petter
terms” debate which took place
in the provincialylegislature on
Monday, Mareh 25. It authorita-
tively states the position the lib-
erals of this province assume oL
this most important questions,
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I was glad to note Mr. Speaker, that
my honorable friend disclaimed any in-
tention of making the subject of becter

terms for British Columbia a party
question. I could not help noting that
towards the close of his very able ad-
dress he did make reference to the po-
litical aspect of the case, and did claim
that certain liberal newspapers in this
province made reference to his mission
and to his conduct at Ottawa, which he
cousidered objectionable. Now if I re-
member aright, Mr. Speaker, before any
referencés were made to his conduct
there by the liberal press, his own press
correspondent, whom he had taken to
Ottawa with him had sent out reports
reflecting on the liberal members of the
intér-provincial conference, and it was
but natural that the liberal newspapers
should have taken occasion to comment
on what was said by that correspondent,
and should have taken occasion to com-
ment on my honorable friend’'s with-
drawal from the conference .

The very nature of our demands, Mr.
Speaker, Takes it absolutely essential
that we should even overlook the mis-
takes which our friends eifher in the
house or out of the house may make in
reference to a question of this kind.
When I say mistakes | mean that I re-
gidrd It as a mistake that either one
party or the other should make refer-
enee to this question in a partizam sphr-
it, and I can call upon my honorable
friend the premier to bear me out when
1 say that by our actions as well as by
our words the Mberal party in tnis
house, and the liberal party in the pro-
vince has shown a spirit above the
spirit of partizanship, have adopted with
better terms an atfitude which is purely
provincial and purely in the interest of
the province, and which excludes alto-
together any party interest.. We did
that twe years ago when the resolution,
which has been referred to by my hon-
otfable friend, was before the house, a
resolution whieh was prepared by mem-
bers on this side of the house, accepted
by, my honorable friend and received ,the

nimous-assent of-everytiberal mem-
ber. If any hetter evidenee were re-
quired -of the non-partizan attitude of
the meémbers on this side of the house 1
do mot know where it could be-found,’
and so far as what took place during
the time my honorable friend was at the
conference and' after the close of that
conference, and during the recent cam-
paign which took place in this province
is coneerned, 1 think liberals can claim
that we did not make this a party issue.

But I think that it can hardly be
elailmed that the speech which my hon-
orable friend made on his return from
Ottawa in this city of Victoria was free
from taint of that kind. I think it is
only neé¢essary, Mr. Speaker, to read that
speech to see from beginning t2 end a
studied effort to make it appear that
the treatment which the people of Brit-

‘ish Columbia had received at Ottawa
was unfair, and that that unfair treat-
ment came not from the conference,
but from the dominion government.

I say that that was the unfortunate
feature of that spceech, and I believe that
same attitude—which was not always a
frank and sincere attitude—was assum-
ed by my hoporable friend, and that
frankness and sincereity were not al-
ways shown by him in dealing ‘with this
question, because we found that on every
platform on which he spoke during thej
campaign, while he took oare to point
out that the amount which had been sug
gested by the conference as sufficient to
meet British Columbia’s special claims
was the paltry sum of $100,000 a year for
a period of tem years, he said nothing
about the fact that the subsidy - for
which we had agreed at the time of the
unlon—the subsidy of $35,000 a year for
government and legislationshad been in-
creased by seven hundred per cent—
that Is to say increased from $35,000 to
the sum of $150,000 a year.

" He sald nething of that, and I believe
at all events-the effect, I will not say his
intemtion, but the effect of what was
gald by him and other conservative
speakers during the campaign was suf-
ficlent to lead the people of this prov-
ince to believe that all the other provin-
ces of the dominion government were
prepared to give to the province of Brit-
ish Columbia was this sum of $100,000
for ten years, ignoring altogether the
fact that the additional sum ahnve men-
tloned was granted with the unanimous
comsent of all the other provinces and
with the concurrenmce of my honorable
friend the premier. He was in the con-
ference when this additional grant of
$115,000 & year was made to British Co-
lumbie, to be paid forever.

But a5 I said in prosecuting the claims
of British Columbia for better terms at
Ottawa, let us put aside all these mat-
ters—let us forget, and I am prepared to
forget—the attitude which was assumed
by my honorable friend on his return
from Ottawa, the attitude which he as-
eumed during the campaign, and the fact
that he appealed to the people of this
province on this question of Dbetter
terms—-appealed to the people of this
province to assist him, to sustain him
and his government against those on
this side of the house, who had loyally
stood by him.when the resolution was
introduced and passed in this house, and
who had placed in his hands by us the
very resolution upon which he went to
Ottawa to deal with the question of bet-
ter terms. I say ] am even prepared to

forget that in the resent campaigh he

had forgotten how we had loyally stoed
by the province and stood by him when

the matter was up two years ago. ‘He

had fofgotten that we -had put aside

party polities and had givéen him a clean

sheet when he went to Ottawa, We en-

abled him,to say, “I am representing

the ‘whole province of British Columbia,

apd not the government merely of the

province or ihe conservative party; I

am here representing the liberal party,

and every other party, and all the people
of Bitish Columbia.”. .

And I say, notwithstanding that, and
notwithstanging this, he used this ques-
tion of better terms. as a weapon to
strike those who had loyally stood by
him, T am prepared to leave it out of the
question and discuss this question an
its merits. I was anitioiged for a state-
ment made in Vancouver duting t € alec-
tion that British Columbia iad no legal
claim against the dominion of Canada.
I made the statement that the terms
agreed upon by the people of tis prov-
ince through their répresentatives had
been substantially carried out—that so
far as that contract was concerned, a
contract which, we have embodied in a
statute of the United Kingdom—there is
no assertion that there has been any
fajlure on the part of the dominion in
carrying out its legal obligation. It
has never been maintained that we have
a tenable legal claim agalnst the domin-
ion for better terms.

If we have such a legal claim, Mr.
Speaker, then it was the duty of this
government to bring that claim into the
courts of the ecountry and the empire,
and obtain justice for the province of
British Columbia.

1 only’ mention this question of the
legal aspect of the case, so as to clear
the ground and let us come 10 a clear
understanding, Mr. Speaker, of the na-
ture of the demands which we are mak-
‘ing upon the dominion of Canada.

I take it, therefore, that there is no
dispute between the gentlemen on the
other side of the house and the gentle-
men on this side of the house with re-
gard to the nature of those claims. We
have no legal claim based upon a breach
of the terms of union. Therefore, our
claim, as it has been put in the memor-
andum submitted to the dominion gov-
arnment by the recemt Prior govern-
ment, and adopted by my honorable
friend, in the case for British Columbia,
which he submitted two years ago—the
basis of our claim is this, that .we have
a moral and sound constitutional claim
for better treatment from the dominion
of Canada. (Hear, hear.)

And I agree, Mr. Speaker, with that
declaration. I agree that we have a
moral, and I believe we have a sound
constitutional claim for increased sub-
sidies arising out of our peculiar geo-
graphical position, our topographical
position, and the great costs of public
works in this province. And not omnly
that, but we have a claim- upon the
ground which I believe has never been
pressed either upon the econference or
upon the dominion government, I be-
lieve we have an unanswerable constitu-
tional elaim against the deminion, and
a Claim, too, Mr. Speaker, which iS not
based upon cirticisms of our public men
of 1871.

Wihat is our claim at the present time,

as set forth in the memorandum submit-
ted by my honorable friend?. It practi-
cally amounts to this, that in 1871 we
had a set of public men in office in this
province who could not foresee what has
nappened since that time with regard o
the opening up of the resources of this
province, who could not see the great
cost of construction of public works, the
cost of administration, and the cost of
eivil government, and the cost of carry-
ing on the system of education of this
province. That is the charge, practicail ",
which is made against our representa-
tives in 1871. :
. We go down there asking for better
terms. on .the plea that our own public
men in 1871 did not know what they
were about, and made a very bad bar-
gain.

But there is a far stronger plea to
make on behalf of the province of Brit-
ish Columbia. In 1871 when we entered
the union, the average customs duties
exacted fiom the people was some seven-
teen and a half per cent. There was no
reason to suppose—and was not, in fact,
in the minds of the framers of the terms
of union—that a change would be made
in the fiscal laws of Canada, which
would double the amount that we were
at that time paying into the dominion
treasury. Amy yet this came about. It
came about wic..n seven or eight years
after the union—we find that while we
were paying seventeen and 4 half per
cent into the dominion treasury on the
goods which were imported from abroad
at that time—and ecertainly that might
reasonably have been expected to eon-
tinue, because there was no agitation
on at that time to increase the duties—
we find that in seven years those duties
were increased, doubly increased, to an
average of at least 85 per cent and re-
main so up to the present time,

Now, is that not a good constitutional

und? Is that not a dignified and
air ground upon which to appeal to the
dominion for better terms for British
Columbia, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that
had that been ressed upon members of
the conférence, had it been shown that
while protection and high dutles was a
good thing for the province of Ontario
and the province of Quebec, which are
manufacturing provinces, that they are
getting all the benmefit practically from
protection, that their goods are mani-
factured in their own province, and that
they are, therefore, not paying the duty
on imported goods; that we, on the other
hand, are not a manufacturing province,
up to the present time at all events, an.d
perhaps shall not for some time, had it
been shown that we must either import
our supplies-from foreign markets or
must bring them from the eastern pro-
vinces over a railway haul of three thou-
sand miles a different result would haye
been obtaimed.

Now, the effect of the fiscal legisla-
tion of the dominion government, to
which we are appealing, of the dominion
parliament to which we are appealing,
has been that whereas, we were paying,
say, three milllons a year in 1871, or
under the tariff of 1871, we would be
paying three million dollars a year in
customs duties .to the dominiofi treas-

ury, as-the maiter rests - mow, we are
paving six milllon a year, supely that is
a ground we can appeal en, oun moial
anfl éonstitutional lines to the dominion
govérnment and to the dominioh par-
liament, to give us back some fait pro-
portion of the.customs duties we are
paying into the,dominion treasu:y.

But that appeal has never been made;
ithat was not made in the conference,
there i8 not a word in the proceedings
of coaferénce, there is not a word of
argument aldng that line in the special
case which my honorable friend sub-
mitted: to this  house , two:jears ago,
there is not a word along that line in
the special memoranda which my hon-
orable friend submitted_on the 9th. of

“October lasi to the conference, nor is

there a line in the letter which he wrote

on the 13th reiterating the claim which

was the. claim - of British Colum-

bia and the grounds upon which these

claims were based.

Now, Mr, Speaker, 1 was glad to note

in my honorable friend’s address that

he did not take the position that he had

the right to ignore the conférence; that

is to say, if I understood him aright, he

did not take the-position that he ought

to have appealed to the dominion- for -
this special treatment, that he was not

quite right in submitting it to tue con-

ference. That aftitude taken in his

speech seems highly inconsistent- with

the resolution we are asked to adopt, be-

cause in that resolution the attitude
which my honorable friend takes is that
this question of better terms for British
Columbia, based upon exceptional pir-
cumstances, onght to have been dealt
with by the dominion government, and
ought not in any way to come before the
conference.” If T understand him aright,
he is not taking that position today.
Because we find that by his own words
in hisown report to the lieutenant-gov--
ernor, laid on the table of this house
only a few days ago, he precluded him-
self from taking that position,

It is quite ‘elear, Mr. Speaker, that
he took ocecasion on the very first meet-
ing, I belleve, of the conference on the
9th of October, to submit to the con-
gerence, and left with the eonferenee his
memorandum setting forth not only the
just terms that British Columbia asked
for in the Quebec resolution, but the
gpeela) terms which we ask for owing io
our exceptional position and eircum-
stances. In that recolution he sets all
these forth. He.also sets forth a re-
Guest for arbitration. And that quesuon
of arbitratiog‘ Mr. Speaker, I propose to
deal with a little later.

Thgrefore, I take this to be true, and
in looking at the history of the applica-
tions for better terms, by the different
provinces since confederation, 1 find that
.up to 1887 applications were made by

for better terms, of one kind or another.
Those applications were always made
directly to the dbminion government
_and always dealt with-by the dominion
government without réference to a con-
ference. But in 1887, there seems to havc
been a change; there seems fo have
been a change in the @anner in which

time we find that the gemeral readjust-
ment and the treatment to be accorded
to each province has been a matter
which our public men in the dominion
and the provinces thought proper to re-
fer to a conference.

Now, the conference which was held
in Quebec in 1887, confirmed the prin-
ciple distinctly that there should be a
general rearrangement, including all the
provinces, and that that general rear-
rangement should be fimal and unalter-
able.

It seems that nothing was done upon

by that conference. And if I were desir-
ous, Mr. Speaker, of bringing politics
into this matter I could point out that
the government which was in power in
1887 when those resolutions were adopt-
ed, and when they ought to either have
been acted upon or rejected, was the
conservative, and of the premiers that
were in that conference, I think taree
out of four of them were conservatives.
I could point this out in passing—al-
though it has nothing really to do with
the merits of the matter—but it shows
that as far as dealing with provincial
subsidies by a conference is concerned,
and so far as the suggestion that those
arrangements should be permanent and
final,: that idea emanated not from the
liberals but from conservatives, both in
the dominion and in the provinces,

My honorable friend had some prece-
dent in his favor when he submitted the
special claims of British Columbia to
the comference for their approval and
for their support. Because we find in
1903, colonel Prior, then premier of the
province of British Columbia; writing
to the chairman of the conference held
in 1902 made use of these words. He
sajd:
“I fully realize that without the

co-operation and good will of the *

other provinces it would vbe diffi-

cult to impress upon the dominion
authorities the justice of what we
seek.”

Now, he was referring there to special
conditions, not to the gemeral redistri-
bution.

To show that the position was dis-
tinctly taken by the premier of British
Columbia, when you, sir, were attorney
general four years ago, the position was
distinctly taken them that British Co-
lumbia could only hope to secure this
special recognition which she was ask-
ing for, through the co-operation of the
other provinces. So that I have no erii-
icism to offer the tourse pursued by my
honorable friend whemon the very first
day—I belleve the very first sitting— of
the provincial conference last October,
he submiited the case of British Colum-
bia to the conference, and thereby in-
vited them to deal with it as they
should think fit. Now, surely, my hon-
orable friend could hardly take this pos-
ition, that he would submit his case %Q
the conference and ask their recommen-,
dations, and if those recommendations
were favorable, he would accept them,
he would go to the dominlen authorities
and say, “I have submitted my case to
the conference, I have come here with
their verdiet in my favor, and I want
you to carry thatout—to carry out those

recommendations.” That is the position
1 presume that my honorable friend

nearly every province in the dominion |

these questions were to be Healt with '’
and from tHat time On to thé présent”

the recommendations which were made |

wonld take. fPhat 1% certaiily the posie
tion that he would bo entitled o take.'

But if that be true, is the converse
not alsg frue, that if the recjsion of the
conferi were’agdinst him, # they re-’
fused ‘to make recommeéndations as fav-
orable fo the province of British Colum-

Ject that verdict, and go to the domin-
ion authorities: &nd- say, “I have the
whole of the ether premienrs against me;’
they have decided only to give the pro-
vince of Pritish Celumbia one hundred
thousand douars fof tén years. I olaim
that 1 am entitled to a great deal more.
1 refuse to recognize, that they have any.
authority to deal with this question at
all, and T now come to you and ask you
to act in the face of the resolution,
which my own action has sueeeeded iw
extracting from that conference.” Sure-
ly my honaorable friend cannot take that
position. Surely, for the honor and dig-
nity of British Columbia he will not take
that position. o

Having submitted his claims to the
conference, he was bound to take notice
of the findings of that €onference, and
the dominion government were bound to

ference. Therefore, when he submitted,
as he undoubtedly’ did submit, the -ease
to the conference,-we Have no criticism
to offer. e e
And T must confess that, speaking for
myself only, I thifk it-eminently proper
that readjustments of prdvincial subsi-
dies should first be discussed by provin-
cial conferences of this kind. All the
nrovinces are interested. All the prov-
inces are members of that family. which-
constitute this great dominiom, they are
nartners /in this young natior of ours;
and it is only reasonable and natural
that they should be consulted in matters
that affect the mutual interests of all
members. And that seenfs to have been
*he idea in the mind of our public men
ever since 1887. ;
Now, I am not quite sure what -my
honomable friend wants us to do when
he asks us to vote for this resolution.
Does he want us to affirm that he was
~ight in submitting the claims of Brit-
ish Columbiaito the conference? If he
wants us to affirm that he did submit
the claims of Brifish Columbia, we are
arepared to do so, hecanse the records
show “that that was the position he as-
sumed. He says, and he says veay truly,
that on the-12th of October, when the
~onférence was in joint session, when
sir Wilfrid Laurier and some of the
other federal ministers were present. he
‘ook the position that the claims of Brit-
ish Columbia for special treatment
should be referred to arbitration. And
‘n his resolution he makes the statement
vhich I am quite sure on reconsidera-
‘ion he will modify—this is the state-
nent that he makes: ‘“And whereas, in
sursuance of the said resolution the said
Hon. Richard McBride submitted such
memorandum te thé dominion govern-
ment setting forth the claims of Britjsh
Columbia for special recognition.” .
Now, the proceedings of ‘the ecoafer-
ence three days -before this show that

4 he submitted -these special claims to the

~onference. That will be found, Mr.
Speakeér, on pageé 19, T think, of the re-
port, which was placed before this house
the other day. I am now reading from
the official record, and this is what was
“xaid: ““The Hon. Mr. MeBride submitted
the following memearandum, embodying
the claims of British Columbia to spec-
ial and distinetive treatment.”

So that before, long before, this:aniy
mated discussion which  my honorable
friend speaks of, lasting three or four
days, took place, and at the time that
Mr. Whitney, on behalf of the province
of Ontario, did the same thing, my hon.
friend clearly submits his memoranda to
the conference and asks the conference
to consider this question of special terms
to British Columbia. Then, two or three
days after that, the matter having been
considered by the conference in the,
meantime, sir Wilfrid Laurier makes the
following statement with regard to the
attitude upon this question of reference
fo arbitration.

And I want to call the attention of this
house to another statement contained in
the preamble to this resolution, ‘and
which I believe my honorable friend will
modify when his attention is called to
it—he says: ‘““And whereas, that said re-
quest for such competent tribunal was
Tefused by the Rt. Hon. sir Wilfrid
Laurier.”
~ Now; there is a distinct statement that
sir Wilfrid Laurier refused to consider-
the request of British Columbia for a re-
ference to arbitration—then the letter is
set out, which shows that no such re-
fusal took place,

This is what the premier of Canada
says: “The British Columbia proposal
comes entirely within the chief purpose
of this conference. If this conference,
after hearing:Mr. McBride's argumen's
in support of his contention, reached the
conclusion that an arbitration should

purpose of dealing with the-claim of
British Columbia, that would present the
matter to the dominion government in a
new light, and, while I am not prepared
to express any final opinion, I can say at
once that such a recommendation from
the conference would have great weight
with us, and we should feel bound to
give it further consideration.”

And yet my honorable friend puts in
this recital that his request for arbitra-
tion was refused by sir Wilfrid Laurier.
I say that he surely-will consent to
strike that recital out.

Now, what was the attitude of my
honorable friend on this ques ion of arb!
tration? I see his chief organ, the Col-
onist, the other day said that he sub-
mitted the question of British Colum-
bia's terms to the conférence on the sug-
gestion of sir Wilfrid Laurjer; and that
it was reasonable t6 expeet that the
premier of British Columbia would not
disregard the advice tendered by the
premier of Canada. I would not expect
that either, unless the premier thought
that by submitting the case of British
Columbia to the conference he was jeop-
ardizing his case,

If he really contended, and if he
really thought at that time that the
proper tribunal to deal with British Co-
lumbia’s claim for better terms was the
dominion parliament, and the dominien
parligment. alone, then he should not
have taken the advice of sir Wilfrid

Laurler, or any person else, and given

bound to elect} he had twe courses open
to him, either to go before, the domin- .
ion government and insist that so far as
these special térms were concerned, the

bia as we could hope, then he*would re- fdominion” government alohe and the do-

minion parliament. alone . should deal
with these, or, he could take the other
ocourse. I do not care whetfier it was at

| the suggestion of the premier ér Can-

ada or not, of at the X - of any-
other person, he was there to. press the.
rights of British Columbia, and if he
choose to take that advice, if he thought
that advice good : then, - dnd took his |
chances before the conference, then .I
say that;he cannot in justice'to himself,
in justice to his manhood, and in justice
to the honor-and dignity of the province
of British Columbia, when he finds the
conference against him, say this con-
ference had no business to deal with this
question at alli (Opposition applause.)
And h% in the ~ discussion |
before the ‘on the question of
the submission to arbitration. He voted
upon that question. In other wonds, if

take notice of the finding of that con- |-his position is that®he should not have

gone before-the conference at all, and
is not bound by the position taken there,
then why did he go before the-eonfer-
-ence at all?- Was he playing & part in a
farce? ‘Was it @’ farce that he was dct
ing there, saying, “if your decision is
against us, I'am not going to accept it?”

Now, every gentleman of the legal pro-
fession in this house will know that in a
court of justice such an attitude would
never be tolerated for a moment. - And
every lay member of this house, Mr.
Speaker, will know that in the ordin-
‘ary business of life the man who has
two courses open to him and. is brought
‘face to face with an election between
one course and the other, when' the in-
terests of other people are concerned,
and accepts thee one course, he is bound
by that election, and cannot afterwards,
when he reeeives what he considers to
be the worst of it, turn round and say,
“No, the conference had no right to deal
with this question at all, I repudfate its
action, notwithstanding that I argued
the case before it, took part myself in
the proceedings, and voted upon the res-
olution.” 1 do not apprehend that my
honorable friend will have the assurancs
to stand before the people of British
Columbia and assume a position of that
kind.

Now, as to the question ef arbitration.
When he found that the conference Was
unanimous that the . question of British

lumbia’s claims showld not be mitted
to- an arbitration by way of"commission,
my honorable friend then proceeded to lay |
the claims of British Columbia—that is
to lay the materials and arguments and all
the data which he had co’lected—before
the conference and asked them to recom-
mend. some substantial grant  in British
Columbia’s favor. He took two or three
days arguing the case before the confer-
ence. ‘Does he wish to take the position
now, that having, submitted all his data;
having submitted all his arguments, and
having taken part himself in the confer-
ence, he has not bound himself by the de-
cision _that conferepee came,.to? Bound in
this way, that he could not hcnest'y jgnore
their conclusions. The other prémiers were
against him; the other premiers’ were in
favor of aceepting on'y -the resolution pro-
posed by Mr. Whitney, and voted upon
and carried it by @ vote of eight agains(
no dissenting voices, because my honor-
able friend at that time had withdrawn
from the conference. As far as arbitra-
tiom is concérned, Mr. Speaker, I do not
want to say anyihing upon this subjeet
which might appear, or which could pos-
sibly at some future time be used against
the provinee of Brilish Columbia ia Its
contest for better térms,

My honoraltle friend is doub less perfects
ly sincere.in believing that the true and
proper way of arriving at the rignts of
British Co umbia is by means of a poard
of arbitration. But I wou d ask my hon-
orable friend whether he has considered
certain phases of that gues.ion, which-1
will now lay before the house? Because 1
do not bel.eve, Mr. Speaker, when we are J
assembled here, dealing With the affairs
of this province—I do net believe that we
ought to conceal our opimicns, ‘but that
we ought to state boidly and fairly what
we believe to be the effect or what would
be the effect of proceeding upon false lines
—which I belleve arbi.ration to be.
Now, what is there to arbitrate? What
is there to- arbitrate, Mr. Speaker? What
are our claims based upon? Iirst the
geographical position of the province ol
Bri.ish Columbia. Does if Tequire a board
of arbitration to come to British Co.umbia
to find out that British Columbia is s tu-
ated on the Paeific coast at ihe extreme
westerly side of Canada? Is there any-
thing to arbitrate there? Does it require
a commission of arbitration of enquiry
to come to British Columbia to prove to
the peoplé of the .east that British Co'um- .
bia is a mountaineus country, that, as was:
stated by one of the sta.esmen of Canada’
20 years ago at least, that British Colum-

take place, through a commission for the o is 4 gea of mountans? Is there any-

thing to arbitrate aboui that? Is it not
Kuown and admitted, and was it not ad-
mitted in the very resolution proposed by
Mr. Whitney, that we are siiuated in a
peculiar position geographically, and that
the physical features of the country were
such as we c:aim they are? There is no-
thing to arbitrate upon those subjects.

. Now, ig there anything to arbitrate about |
the cost of public worksy the cost of gov-

ernmentgthe cost of education, the cost of
the administration of justice in this pro-

vince? Are those subjects not matters of

statistics, which can be found right in the

public accoun.s from-year to year, 'They

-are to be found {hére and to be found

there. aione. And they. were brought to

the atténtion of the conference—the recent

conference at Ot.awa, This is purely a

matter of statisties, purely a -matter ot

going .through the public accounts of this

province and finding out to a cent, no.

approximately, but to a cent, the cost of

civil government in British Co:.umbia, and

finding out to a cent the cest of pubiic

works In Briush Celumbia, because the

amount expended on pubiic works, roads

and bridges is a matter that is settled by

the public accounts and public expendi-

tures of this province, Therefore, so far

48 that portion of our contention is. con-

cerned, an arbiiration would be entirely

useless. 2 .

“Phen there is only one othér branch of

our contention, and that arises from the

amount of money which we pay into the

public treasury of the dominion. It is

million - dollars since . confederaiion into

the dominion government more than wé

have received back. Now, is that a matter

for arbitration? Isn't that a matter for

atatisdcs? Isn't it a question of finding

out, as the government has already found

-out; or attempted to find out, just exactly 4
what the customs duties paid by the peo-

ple_of British Tolumbia have been during

the last 3 years, or during .ahy partieular
vear, and -bringing that fact In .a_eclear

and ‘concise manner before either the do-

minfon government or before the confer-

ece. Is ‘that & ques.on for arbitration?

Ard if it were a question for arbitration

what would It involve? The whole qués-

tion so far‘as the payment into the treas-

ury is concerned, is one of comparison. Are

we paying fn cusome duSles in Britlah,
Columbla mote per capita than they in

the ‘other provinees? This is the question;

and if we have got to arblirate that ques-

tion, then we have to arbitrate it in every

province in the dominion. And see what

that involves. Then, so far as this qu<g.ion

of arbitration is concerned, while I am

only expressing my own opinion that it is
not a proper way to settle this question
of better terms for British Columbia, 1
do think it my duty te point out to the
members of house the objections which
oceur t0 me to this method of settling the
question. 3

. Before passing away ‘trom that gquestfon,

I want to refer to a Statement which 1
think was made by . the premier in his
speech, that the opening up ‘of new sec-
tions of ihe-province casts upon thé pro-
vincial treasury very heavy burdens,

which were not foreseen in 1871, Well, Mr,
Beaker, 1 do not think it is the epening
up of -new. sections of the province that
is hurting the provincial treasury, be-
cause I had occasion two years ago Lo BgO
very carefully into the public accounits
for the purpose of ascertaining the amsunt
which had been paid into the treasury 1L
think for the year 1903 by the county of
‘Koo.enay, and by Vancouver island, and
by the other portioms of the province, and
I found that a comparatively small sec-
tion of the province comprised in the
county of Kootenay, at the very south-
east limit of the province, more or less &
wildérness ten of fifteen years ago, was
paying fnto the provincial treasury ome-
third of the revemue of the province out-
side of - the subsidies and other fixed
revenue.

Now, what does that mean? It was &
new dis.rict, had been opened up within
the past few years, was a widerness ten
or fifteen years ago, and yet we find that
instead of being a burden on the treasury
of “Briiish Columbia it was contributing
very largely over and above the amount it
had received back, -because it was not re-
ceiving back one-third of the amount it
was paying in. And what was frue of the
county of Kootenay was true also of the
greater portion of the island.  So that,
if that be right, the opening up of new.
sections will be found to bring into the |
treasury a retvenue “than - sufficient
to meet the expenses. Now, if a commils-
sion or board of arbiiratton came out to
this ‘province for the purpose of lnvesti-
gating mattérs of that kind, I fancy they
wouid find that part of my honorable
friend’s case which asserts that the pro-
vincial ~iréasury is being depleted by rea-
son of the opening up of new sections of
the country is not borne out by the facts.

And what 4o we find with regard to a
number of. the old sections, of the country?
My -honorable friend’s late constituéficy,
Dewdney, was receiving from the publ¢’
treasury some two or three times as much
as it paysin. - Does that show that the
drain, that the burden which we are bear-
ing, the drain on the public treasury, had
been brought about by the opening up of
new sections, or does it show that it has
been brought -about ‘by -the expenditures
of monéy for the .maintenance of schoo!s
Hand pubiic. works in some of the older

olatmed tHat we Have patd some nineteen

& the members of the conferenee; or. if he s O

e re-

" TWENTY INMATES
AS MANY MORE

what was said s .
cent conterennebrn lf)rtlxitney e e
x tion had been lost—in
to this conclusion: * That th s conf.
of the opini als for & /ehivat cais N Fun very moment T
ie opinion that a basis for a fina) ference, have said: “Ge|
by the dominion to the several
> pr Lees Columbia; I have con
“for ‘their local § - .
i purposes and the support ot not going to submit to
found in the following proposal': g
sal'; so that to say whether I will a
those words we "
were used for the first time or not.” If he had ts
his memorandum > W
St domlx:?:: “i‘:,(’f those words; and he doubtless would
government in in- moment of undertaking'
lution are simpl 3 3
o g byethe ‘:::n::l]_leovz;"g the Sugg:s long My honorab'e frienl o
nce, and the sugges- sition when he fails in
Ontario.
Now, I trust that the government hugd g
inclusion of those words. BURNED IN T
My honorable friend has pot said so, but
he heard of the resolution that was pro-
posed he protested to Ottawa against the % = LOOJGING
I can tell this house that he ought to have
done so, and I can teil this house that I
ba successful or not, at all events it can-
not be sald in the future that we on this San Francisco, Apri
best efforts to prevent scmething which fire which destroyed an
might prejudicially effect the interesis of 17th. and Connecticut $i
plause-) ing classes and were asle
Mr. Speaker, I think I have said all 1 when the fire siarted.
resolution is at best an academic one, It buildings. The wails fell
does not ask this legislature to approve were buried in the rui
asks the legisiature to—what shall 1 say— hotels in the vicinity rusl
pat my honorable friend on the back for tance of the buried victin
simply asks this house to confirm his uc- ing timbers. Ambu a
tions .and to say that he did the proper harnessed and automobil
tions to my honorable friend receiving all Potrero emergency hospk
the commendation which the members of died.
which he made last October to obtain bet- hotel is believed to havd
ter terms for British Columbia. I am quite kitchen and had gained g
ference, when he presented his. memor- 100 lodgers in the buildin
andum, he argued the case for British iike paper, and most of
when he has done that, he is entitled to ed to death, So rapidly d
the commendation of his fellows for hav- that it was impossible (0|
But T do not think that the rea’ly strong apparatus arrived the bl
point in British Columbia's case was pre- burning and the firemen
the fiscal laws since 1871. - But that is no did, however, manage to
reason why we should not give my hono»- ple in the very top storg
made, based on the material ‘he had com- thrown from a ladder an
piled as it was largely from the memoran- be badly hurt. The majon
I take the stand that in future this fight ‘windows. A number of
must be kept up for better terms for Brit- ed to have been in the b
agreeing with our honorable friends on exact number of dead can
| the other side of the house that the paltry tained, but the proprietor
year for ten years, Is inadequate, and One of the women who n
ought not to be accepted as a final set- ¢ to ‘be Mrs. Welpe, wife o
time on it should be the busi and the were 4 men sleeping in
duty of my honorable friend, to see that but @ll of them are bel

————— i —
The conferénce in 1587 unan'me usly then by a written dee
tlement of the amounts to be year without prejudice to th
‘their government and legislatures, is (o pe conference, I reserve td
by that conference and Mr. Whitney in his position would be {
‘cluding words of that kind in their reco- which he pursued for &
tions made by the conservative premier of when it is too late to
already protested to Ottawa agalinst the
I ask him now whether or not as soon as
’DISAS’T'ROT'S FIRE
inclusion of those words? If he has not
have done so. Whether the protest will
side of the house have falled to use our burned to death and 20 ol
the province of British Columbia. (Ap- morning. The injured w
can usefu.ly say upon this resolution. The be aroused the f ames &p
a course proposed for the fu.ure; it simply out dead and dying. Pe
what he did .at Otiawa last October? It in rescuing many of them
thing. Now, I have no particular objec- into service and the victin
this house can accord to him for the effort The fire which destro;
sure -that when he went into that con- fore it was discovered.
Columbia to the best of his ability, and their lives were caught
ing done his best. way of rescue and even
sented at all—the point of the change in to place ladders against ti
able friend credit for the fight which he of rescue W. A. Cole,
da of his predecessors in office. ed were hurt in leapimg
ish Columbia. We have no hesitation in zhem are believed to hav)
sum of one hundred thousand dollars 2a reported as saying that it
ilement. (Applause.) But I say from this An adjoining lodging was
a case is prepared which will appeal to “¢ - eaped: The property los

can get past.the members of that confer-
ence—because I belleve that conference 13
| now to be held yearly—then to the mem-
brs of the dominion pariiament—because
- legislation of this kind cannot be enacted
‘by the government, it must come from
pariflament as a whole.

I say I hope my honorable friend wil
prepare a case that will appeal to the con-
ference and the dominion parliament, not
simply upon moral grounds, but upon theé
sound constitutional ground, that after the
terms of union had been agreed to the do-
minion of Canada changed it fiscal laws,
so as to double the burden imposed by
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portions that were in exis and op
up in 1871, when these terms of union were |
passed?, %
Now, let me speak, Mr. Speaker, to the
question of the address which we are in-
formed-by the public press the premier of
Canada- proposes to move in parliament,
asking his majesty to amend the British
North America act in accordance with the
findjngs of the conference. I think that

with the rearrangement of subsidies is ad-
miited, then it must be admitted that the
dominion government ought to pay some
attention to the findings of that confer-
ence, If that be not admitted, then there
is no sense in holding conferences at all
But there is particu’ar objection takeh to
the words containad in that address, that
this readjustment should be ‘“final and
unalterable.” And I must affirm that we
on this side of the house object to the in-
clusion of those words in that address, and
in the act proposed to be passed. Not be-
cause the inclusion of those words have
any*legal effect, because no leglslation, as
you know, Mr. Speaker—no ‘legislation is
final and unalterable, even if it were de-
clared to be s0 in the legislature itself.
“Our ‘legisiation is amended from day 0
day, and from year to year; what we pa
one year, we amend and ecorrect in an-
other. And the same is true of the domin-
jon parliament; the same is true of the im-
perial partiament. So that even if the act
which it is proposed to pass, amending:the
British North America act, contains this
clause, saying that this shall be final and
unalierable, it cannot be binding in ef-
fect, because it would not bind any future
parlfament.’ P

But I think it is objectionable, not from
a legal standpoint, but from a moral one.
Because it might be said, when any of
the provinces apply for better t:rms again,
conditions having c¢hanged perhaps—it
might be said there is a declara ion that
these terms shou'd be final, and you must
show us very strong grounds inderd before
we can lnterfere with legisiation co.atalning
a_provision of that: kind.

And for that reason we on this side of
the house. have just as stpong objections
to the inclusion of those words in the ad-
dress and in®the proposed legislation, as
have any membérs on the other side of the
house.. But while the dominlon government
is' only adopting the words used by the
conference in 1887, whi e they have simply
repeated the words used by that confer-
ence, and while they are simply pursuing
the course indicated as the correct one by
Mr. Whitney in his memorandum last Oc-
tober, when he made use of similar words,
yat, I think, that the strongest efforts
should be made on the part of the govern-
ment_of British Columbla to have those

biectionable words s FOEEGRY
Now, let me refer to what was said upon
this point by the conference of 1887, and

if the principle of the conference dealing |

_| self brought the matter before the confer-

duties upon the peop'es of British
Columbia to the prejudice of the people of
British Columbia, and in favor of the peo-
ple of the manufacturin gprovinces of the
east.
Now, I cannot suppert in its entirely,
the resolution proposed by my honcrable
friend, It contains, as-I have pointed out
statéments which are not in accordance
- with _the fact, statements which should
not emanale from this house. I do not
think this house should go on record.for &
statement that is not entirely fair. And
who can say that the statement that sir
Wilfrid Laurier had refused the request of
British Columbia for arbitratiom is entirely
faijr when the record shows that he asked
the conference to consider it, and stated in
plain terms, should the conference come to
the conclusion that arbitration is ‘the pro-
per thng, that would place it in a new
light before him and his colleagues, and
that they would give it their further con-
sideration. - I may say that this resoluiion
ing from a legislative body such as
tis, to be read, as it will be, by the pre-
miers, by the confrers of my honorahle
Ariend at t! conference, and by the mem-

colonial conference, has a
_deal of attention in colo
. 8ir Joseph Ward, the.
Zealand, in an interview,
ier Laurier was only ecl
and others had said all §
preferential trade.

. +8ir Wiliam Lyne, mi
and customs for Aust

he agreed entirely with
that anything he might
ter of preference would
hearty support. g
.+ Dr, Jameson, premier @
Frederick Robert Moore,
tal, and other leading
similar statements.

Lord Strathcona, lord
sioner for Canada, said:
“I take that what - i@

*Canada is now, in such
there is no necessity to-
;asking favors from the
‘Without regard to pa
Canadians will accept gl
premier has said and
utterances.”

| bers -of the dominion pariiament—I say
| it ought to be- entirely fair, and free from

‘the criticism which undoubtedly will be
levelied against it
And let me say, there is another recital
in that resolution which is not in aocord-
ance with facts. My honorable friend re-
cites that in despite of his protest the con-
ference proceeded to consider the claims of
tish Columbia~—in despite, Mr .Speaker,
of his protest. Well, his own report to
the lieutenant governor shows that he him-
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ence, argued it, as he tells us today, for
two or three days, and fought the battles
of British Columbia for better terms for
two or three days; and yet he says in his
resolution that despite of his objection (0
dealing with the conference at #il, ¢
conference - proceeded to ‘deal with th¢
question. The.very first sentence almost
in my honorable friend's report to the
lieutenant governor, .says: “I took every
opportunity to place.”

And yet in his resolution today he says
they proceeded to consider that in spite 0%
_his protest.

Now, I think my honorable friend in
statement in the course of his speech savs
that he always impressed upon his cor~
frers of the conference that he was 1ol
as I take it, to be bound by the proceed-
ings of the conference, Now, had my
honorable friend really considered that

1 before he made it? He g0¢Y

n?mimconference, submits his case and do’lars, to parties whose

then says: “I am doing this without pre Y:t been divulged. 1{)},@_ )
judice. I am asking you to decide it, bu of 38,000 Z(?l‘es and broug
I am withholding my assent from the a¢ . ;:‘l'ﬂ. As high as 40,000 hea
cision you ecome to.” en on the ranch at one
1f that was the position my hono! derstood that the propert

friend took, then instead of protestine gections to farmers,
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