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for the past hundred years. Therefore
except for purely pioneer settiement, the oî
Peace river country is not a field for oper- fi
ation. Pioneer settlement necessarily has
to precede agricuitural. settiernent. and It g
was with the view of introducing pioneer a
settiernent that the agreenment in qu'estion a
was entered Into lu 1902. There are ai- t
ways %people wiiiing to go ln advance of
settlement for reasons that seem good to
thern, and If we had no pioneers we would
have no settiement, nithough the pioneer ist
not subject to the ordinary rule of'conimer- r

cial or industrial 11f e. t

Mir. SAM. HUGHES. Is rny hon. friend
not aware that there are already settiements a
far beyond this where they have gone downt
the waterways, and where there are flour
milis grindîug out wheat and turning ont t
barreis by the bundrc(l-loirth of this very t
spot.

Mir. OLIVER. There are settlernents but
they are essentiaiiy pioneer settlements and
not capable of contiuued expansion such as
we look to froni the ordiuariiy settied parts
which are providcd -with means of tranispor-
tation and communication snobh as the civil-
ized 11f e of to-day requires. It was no
doubt with the view of introduciiig pioneer
settiement into this particular tract of the
Peace rive country that this arrangement
was entered into. I arn not concerued fuor
the purposes of the present agreement, as
to whether It was provident or improvident.
I arn merciy stating its evident intent. Time
wcnt on and it was flot -possible for those
wbo had undertaken the agreement to carry
it out. Arrangement was made in 1904
under which certain settleinent duties wcre
required to be donc either by or on behaif
of the company. The tume for the icomple-
tion of those duties expired October 1. 1907.
During the season of 1907 the company did
make some effort to comply with the condi-
tions. Tbey did, at some expense, organize
a party which went froni Edmonton with
the ostensible Intention of settiing on the
tract and fuliluing the first requiremeuts
and conditions. That party ieft Edmonton
lu JuIy or August and had to be on the land
before the lst of October. As the means of
communication are not rapid, it was not un-
tii some time ln December or January that
we were made aware, by the reports of our
officers, that the company had not estab-
Ilshed on their land thc requisite number of
settiers w1thIu the proper tirne. Notice was
then served on the corn.pany that they had
flot f ulilled the agreement, and we gave
them an oiýpportunIty to show cause why
their concession should not be cancelled.
The matter Is still lu that position We-
have been requested to extend the period
for consideratlon of the rights of the com-
paiiy on the ground that the parties rnost
concerned lu the cornpany are absent from
Canada and it would not be fair to procced
lu their absence.

Mr. SAM. HUGHES. Was more than
ne aibsent ? I think oniy one was absent
rom Canada.

Mr. OLIVER. I arn giving the House the
round of their application. They asked
n extension of Urne beyond the thirty days,
nd we took advice as to whether that ex-
ension wouid prejudice our right to cancel.
Ve were inforrned that It 'wouid not. We
vcre advised that the ing of our notice
bat the contract had not been fulfilled es-
ablished our legal position, and we did flot
Leed to be ln any particular hurry ln order
o save our legal position.

Mr. SAM. HUGHES. Why should sucil
thing be necessary? Suppose a party ob-

:ained a concession and failed to compiY
vIth the terrns, that would end the business
he sarne as ln the case of any other con-
:ract. Or -Yas this some special favour?

Mr. OLIVER. Not at ail. But even the
EDepartment of the Interior iearns by oppor-
;unity and age. The department has canceil-
ea concessions before, and the cancellatiofis
have been set aside by the courts. There
was an agreernent in this case requiring the
fuifilmnt of certain conditions by the par-
ties. In our estimation, these conditions
have not been fulfilled. But we cannot
take auy question away from the right of
revIew by the court, and we must ree0g-
niz that the people on the other side of
the question have rights and views as well
as we. And instead of Immediately pire-

cipitatilig the question into the courts, we
thought it would be but right and fair to
give reasonable oppgrtunity to these people
to say what they had to Say in their own
defeace.

Now, that is the position up to the pre-
sent timne, and I arn not able to give any-
thing further iu regard to it,-except that
the view of the department is that these
people have not iived up to their agreemenit
and that their rights are forfeited and, In

due course, wiil be cancelied. We may be
defeated in that view, but that is the view
we take. And we do not think that any
public interest is being injured at the pre-
sent Urne by not pushing the actual cancel-
lation. cecause there Is nu desire on the
part of any person to occupy the lands.
These lands are not in any sense beiag wlth-
heid from settlernent by reason of the agree-
ment with the compafly fot having been
dlefiniteiy terminlated. My hon. friend (Mir.
Samn. Hughes), I think, may reat easy that
the rights of the country wili be protected,
and that the lands wiii not be handed oveir
to this company except on fulfilment of
the conditions that are requIred by the
order la council. As 1 said the other night,
It might be that, If these people have made
a legitirnate attcmpt to compiy with these
conditions and have Incurred large expen-
ditures, some consideration would be given


