that that. was- amplei tmo,tme'
splended treatmdnt for us.. and if we
did not propose to abide by It we need
not expect anything better. 'Well, sir,’ I
would like to say in conclusion that
in Mk.lnx this leglsla.ture to endorle

Ying )
already, according to-our records, done.’
By . ‘the raselution: of: t in
1906 ;this ‘house. has sald unlx;imoully
that 1 v Teason df our physiéaltéa
we are entitled-to special treament tor
better terms. That .particular reason
has been pretty well acceptéd by the
convention made up of federal as well
as local representatives. We .in Bri-
tish Columbia have said that wg are
glad that you admit’ that, by reasont
of these conditions we are entitled to
special terms, but we say ‘your solution
of the provision to be made because
of these special circumstances'is not
correct—is not ° true.’ ® We assert that
the only way a true and correct solu~
tion can be had would be through the
ey of a board eof arbitration or a
mmissiori of enguiry.  Now, . this
2 oon-all that is asked of the legls-
lature of British Columbia is to stand
by the resolution of 1906 and stand
by the different ‘steps which have been
taken by the government of the pro-
vince since- that time in accordance
with the instruction of the legislature
of PBritish Columbia and the people
of British Columbia.

Qpposition Leader’s Speoch

“I was glad to note, Mr, Speaker,|

that my honorable friend disclamed
any intention of making: the Subject
of better terms for British Columbis
a party question. I could not but help
natxpg that towards the close of his
very able address he did make refer-
enoe to the political aspect of the case,
and did elaim. that certain Liberal
pers in this province made ref-
ere to his mission and to’ his con=-
_ duet- gt Ottawa which he considered
objectionable. Now if I remember
aright, Mr. Speaker, before any ref-
erences were made to, his conduct
there by the Libersl press, his own
press correcpondent whom  he had
taken to Ottawa with him, had sent
out reports reflecting on.the Liberal
members of the.inter-provingial ‘con-
ference; afid 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  otcasion to com-
ment on my ‘honoratle friend’s with-|
drawal from the conference. The very
‘ nature of our demands, Mr. Speaker,
makes it absolutely essential thatwe
/‘should even overlook ;the mistakes
“Which our friends either in the House
or out of the House may make in ref-
erence to & auestlon of this kind.

Not a Partizan Question.

When, I say mistakes T' mean I re-
gard it as a mistake that eithier one
party or the other should” make ref-
erence to this question in‘a partizan
gpirit, and I can ‘call nupon the mem-
bers of this House, and upon my hon-
orable friend the premier to bear me
out when I say that by our actionssas
well as by our words the Liberal par-
ty in this House, and the Liberal party
in this provdnce has - shown a spirit
gbove the spirit of partizamship; have
a.doptqa for their plan of action in
connection. with  better terms an atti-
tude which is purely provincial® and
purely in the interest of the province
of - British Columbia, and which ex-
cludes altogether any party interest.
We did that a year ago when the reso-
lution whieh has been referred to by
my honorable friend was before this
House, a resolution which was prepar-
ed hy the members on this side of the
Fouse, accepted by my learned friend|
and received the unanimous assent of
évery Liberal member. If any better
évidence, were required of the non-
putﬁm attitude of the members on
this side of the House I do not know
where it c¢ould~be got, and se far as
what took place during the time my
henorable friend was at the conference
and after the close a¢f that conference,
and during the recent campaign which
took place in this province, I think
the Liberals can clgim so far as they
are concermed that we did not make
this a party issue. But I'think. that
it can hardly be claimed that the
speech which my honorable  friend
made on his return from Ottawa in
this ecity of Victoria was free from
taint of that kind. I think it is only
necessary, Mr. Speaker, to.read that
speech to see from beginning to end
a studisdemorttoma.keita»wthat
the treatment  which the people of
British Columbia had received at Ot~
tawa was unpfair, and that that un-
fair treatmient came not from the con-
ference but from the Dominion gov-
ernment.

Cites “Unfortunate Feature.”

1 say that was the unfortunate fea-
ture of that speech, and I believe that
same attitude—which was not always
a frank and sigcere ‘attitude—was as-
-umed by my honorable friend, and
frapkness and sincerity were not al-
ways shown by my honorable friend
the premier in dealing with ghis ques-
tion of bhetter terms. Because Wwe
found that on every platform. on which
he &poke during the ‘campaign while
he took care to point out that the-am-
gunt which had been suggested by the
conference as sufficient to meet British

. Columbia’s special claims was a pal-
try sum of $100,000 a year for a period
of ten years, but he sald nothing ab wut
the fact that the subsidy for which

had agreed at the time of the union
—t&)e subsidy of $35000 a year for
government end legislation had been
fncreased by seven hundred per cent
—that is to say from #$35,000 to the
sum of $160,000 a year. He said noth-
ing of that, and I belleype at all events
the effect of what was said by him-
gelf ‘and Conservative Speakers during
the campaign was sufficient to lead
the people of this provinee to beHeve
that all the other provinces and the
Dominion government were . prepared
to give to the province of British Co-
lumbia was this paltry sum of $100,000
for ten years, ignoring altogether ‘the
fact that it was with the

and cmm- of

itish' mbla.
ttwa:;fltt Jus put s
these ~matters— .

st ‘ :
am prepared to Imlxt——the ‘attitude.
which was assumgd by-my hpnorable:
Mendxon his remﬁuﬁom Ottawa, the

o@b‘aﬁgd andhi
pealed .to the people of thls provi
bon this gquestign .of better. .terms—a;
pealed to the gople of this provlﬁe'
J%0 uslst him, sustain’him and his
gvermhent a,gwtnst thoselon. this side
the House who had loyally stood by
him too when the resolution was.
turesy trdduced jand passed : in this. hi

terms “at

very resolutlon upon which he went to,
Oftawa ‘dealing -with the: guestion :of
better terms for British Columbia I
say even that in. the recent cam-
paign he had /forgotten how we had
loyally stood by the province  and
stood by him when the matter was up
two years ago. He had forgotten that
we had put aside party -politics and
had given him a clean sheet when he
went to Ottawa. We enabled him
to say “I am representing the whole
province of British Columbia, apd not
the  government mérely of the prov-
ince or the Conservative party; but I
am here representing the Liberal party
and every other party, and all the peo-
ple of British Cplumbia.. And I say
notwithstanding that,” "and mnotwith-
standing that he used this question of
better terms as & weapon to strike
those who had loyally sfood by him,
I am prepared to leave it out of the
question and ‘discuss this queation on
its ‘merits. £t -

. Corrects Mis- atatementt.

I was criticized for a statement
made in Vancouver during the election
that British :Columbia ‘had. no legal
claim against the Dominion of Canada.
I made the statement that the terms
agreed upon by the people of this
province through their representatives
had . beeni .substantially’ carried out—
that so far as that conduct was con-
cerned, a contract which we bave em-
bodied in a  statate of the United
Kingdom, there is no assertion that
there has been any failure on the part
of the. Dominion in carrying’ out its
legal obligations. It has never been
malnt@ined that we have a tehable
legal claim against the Dominion for
better terms.

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

I only mention this question of. the
legal askect of the question, so0 as to
clear the ground. And let us come to
a glear understanding, Mr. Speaker,
of the nature of the demands which
we are making on the Domlnlo'ri of
Canada.

I take it, theretore, that there is no
dispute between the gentlemen on the'
other side of the House and the gen-

pegard to the nature. of thoge clalms.
We have 1o legal-eclaim based upon
a breagh of the terms’ of union. There-
fore, our claim, as it has beem put in
the emorandum submitted to thy
Dominion government 'by the recent
Prior government, and adopted by my
honorable friend in the case. for Brit-
ish Columbia which he submitied two
years agh,—the basis of our claim
is this, that we have a moral and
sound constitutional claim for better
treatment from the Dominion of Can-
ada. ((Hear, hear:) And I agree, Mr.
Speaker, with that declaration. A

» -Have Sound Claim.

believe we have a sound constitutional
claim for increased subsidies arising
out of our peculiar geographical po- |
sition ,our topographical position, and
-the great costs of public works in’ this
ntovince. And not only that, but we
have a c¢laim upon a ground which I
believe has never heen pressed either
upon the conference or upon the Do-
minion government, I belieye we have
an unanswerable constitutional claim
against the Dominion gqvemment and
a claim too, Mr. Speaker, which is npt
based upon criticisms of our publie
men in 1871." What is our claim at the
greaent time ,as set forth in the mem-
randum submitted "by my honofablé
friend? It practically amounts to this,
that in 1871 we had a set of public
men in oifice in this province who
could not foresee what has happened
since  that time with regard to the
opening up of. the resources of this
provinee, ‘who could not see the great
cost of the construction of public
works, the cost of administration, and
the ---* Af rivil government, and the
cost of cafrying on the systém of edu-
cation of this province. That is the
charge, principally, ~which is made

our representatives 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 theresis a far stronger plea
to make on behalf of the province of
British  Columbia. . In 1871 when we
entered the wunion, the average cusr
toms - duties exacted from the people
was some seventeen and a half per
cent.

The Fiscal Laws.

There was. no reason to suppose—
it was net; in fact reasonably in the
minds of the framers of the terms of

rion—the framers for British Colum-
bia; of those terms of Union, that a
change would be made in the fiseal
laws of Canada which would double
the amount that we were at that time
payingl inte the Dominion treasury.
And yet this . came, about. It came
about within seven or eight years after
the terms of union—we find that while
we were paying séventeen and a half
per. cent into the Dominion treasury
on the goods which were imported|™
from abroad at that time—and certain-
Iy that might reasonably have been
expected to continue, because there

was no agitation om at that time to in-
crease the duties—we find that in
seven years those duties were increas-
ed, to an. average of at least 35 per
cent, and remain so up to the pres-
ent time. Now, is that not a good
constitutional ground? Is that not a
dignified and fair ground to _appeal
to the Dominion upon for better terms

T
il that

fxgeghgtu?%‘ o 0

and who_had placed in his hand the|"

tlemen on. this side of the House with |iakin

I agrée that we have @ moral, and I|.

unanfmous consent. off .all the other
provinces and with the acceptance of

for British ‘Celumbia? I subml;, Mr.

ae getting dl! the
nefit  praoticanly from! . protection,
their gadds are. menufactured”in
‘theiriown provinces; and that they are,
‘therefore, not paying’ the duty om im-
portaa& g00ds: thgt we, o the ather
‘hand, ax'e ‘not. a r‘gjputscfnﬂng prov-
ince,. \m Yo the present ‘time at all
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tion " of th Dominlon paruamlht to
which we are appealing,'has beer that
whereas we were plylns. say, three
millions a year in 1871, or under the
tariff of 1871, -we-would be paying
three million dollars a year in customs
duties to the Dominion treasury, as
the matter rests now, ‘we would be
paying six millions a year, surely that
+4s a ground we canh appeal on, on
moral and oonstitutional lines to the
Dominion government and to the Do-
minion parliament, to -give .us: back
some fair.proportion of the fisgal earn-
ings we are ‘paying into" M(nien
treasury. But that has never
been made;. that w; . not made  in the
conference, there not. a word in
proceedings of conference, there is not
a word of argument along that line in
the 'special cas§ which my honorable
friend submitted fo ‘the House two
years, there is not a word along ‘that
line .in the special mexﬁgra.nda which,
my ‘honorable friend submitted ou the.
9th of October last fo the conference,
nor is there & line in the letter which
he wrote on the 13th reiterating ihe
claimn which wds the claim of British
Columibia and the gmunds updn wbtch
these claims were based. .
.Charges Inconsistency.

Now, 'Mr. Speaker, I was glad.to

note in my honorable, friend’s address}

or speech that he did net take the po-

sition that he had the right to ignore|

the comference; that is to say, if I un-
derstood him aright, he did not take.
the position that he ought to have ap-
pealed to the Dominipn for this special
tréatment, but that he was guite right
in submitting toi (] nce. That
attitude . taken in - apekch s
highly inconsistent® with the resolu
we ‘are asked td adopt because in:that
resolution the attitude whith my’
otable friend takes isjthat this Q\xea-
tion of better terms for Bﬂtiq: Colum-’
bia, based upon exceptional dircum-
stances, ought to have been dealt with
by the Dominion = government,  (and
ought not in any way to:come: before
‘the, eontex’ence If I upderstand him:
a.rtg‘ht. he is not taking that position
todlay. He could not. mlstently Aake
that position today. . use we. find
that by his own werds in his own
report to the Lieutenant-Gos or; ‘1gid
on the table of the ‘Housé ohly a few
days ago, has precluded’ Mlﬂelf from
g that position. 1t is q‘utg cléar ¢
Mr, Speaker, that’ he ‘tosl oecasion’
on 'the very first megting, ’! ‘believe,
of the conference, on thé 9th of Oc-
tober, to submit to the conference, and
left with the conference his memor-
andum setting forth not conly the just
terms that British /Columbia asked for
in the Quebee resolution, but the spec-
ial terms which we ask for owing to{
our exc¢eptional mposition and circum-
stances. In that Tresolution he sets
all these forth. He also sets forth a
request for . arbitration, : And _that
L question of arbi'tution, Mr. Speaker, I
propose to deal wlth“c little later.
All Provinces Clamorous.

Therefore, I take this to be true, and
in looking at the history of the appli-.
gations for better terms, by the differ-
ent provinces “since  Confederation, I
find that up to 1887 applic&ﬂons were
made by.nearly every .province. ‘in the
Dominion for better terms, of one kind
or another. Those applications . were
always made directly to the Dominion
government, and always dealt’ with by
the Dominion government without ref-
erence .to a conference,  But in; 1887,
there seems to have been'a ghange in
which these questions were supposed
to be dealt with, and from that ‘time|™
on to the present time we find: that
the general reéadjustment and the treat-
ment to be accorded to each province

~een @ matter which ‘our public
men in the Dom!g&an and in the prov-
inces have thought fit’ to refer to a
conference. < We cinnot find in the
Statutes of the Dominion, or' in any
of the proceedings of the provinces,
any application to the Dominion since
1887 which has not ' -coms | @irectly
through a conference. Now; ﬁle con-
ference 'which was held in; Quebec in
1887, confirmed the pr&nciple there dis-
tincetly that there should be a general
re-arrangement, including aH  the
provinces, and that that general re-
arrangement should ‘be final and un-
alterable. Following that, it seems
thaf nothing was done upon the_re-

endations whicl were made
O by‘*».tpre this animated . discussion which

that conference. And if I were desirs
ous, Mr. Speaker, of bringing pont!cs
into this matter, I could point out that
the -government which was in power
in 1887 when those resolutions were
adopted, and when they ought to eith-
er have been acted upon or rejected;
was the Congervative, and of the
premiers that were there in that con-
flerence, 1 think three or them were
Conservatives. I could point thi¢ out
in passing, .although 'it has - nothing
really to do with the merits of the
matter;  but it shows that as far as
dealing' with proyincial subsidies by a
conference is concérned, and@l go far as
the suggestion that thoge arrangements
should be. permanent and- final, it emi-
nated, mnot from Liberali but from
gonservatives; , hotﬁ;q, the Dbminion
amt An the«.proylnaes.., RN i

B mier ‘Had. Menﬁ 3

My honem'able friend +had .. some
precedent. in his ta.vpu: whenshe sub-
mitted the special efaims’ of  British
Columbia, to "the 'Conf Aor “their
a.b'pronl “and for their support. Be-
ciyse we fad i 1898, Colonel. Prior,
thert preémier of ‘the’provigce of British
Columbia, » writing. to .the,ehairman of
the 'conference . i ‘1898, m&%f;n:
thése. words.. saldi’“I-
that without the cobsiigration’ and good
will of the othe cesitwaﬁdbe

diffcuit to im % ‘o fhe’na?n
authorltie: the Juatwo of we
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: to tpeclsl condmons, not to the gen-
‘eral readjustment.

First Sitting of ‘the %onfarnnoo. i
“ Mo show that the position was dis-
tinctly taken by premier of Brit-
ish Columbia, ‘wher you, sir, were at-
tornéy-general four years ago,——the po-
sition was distinctly taken then that
British Columbia ‘couldionly hope to
sécure this 'special recoznition whlch
she was asking for; ‘through the co-~
operation of the other provinces. So
that.I have no criticism to offer to the
course pursued by my honorable friend
when on the very first day, I believe

| the very first 'sitting. of the provincial

conference last October, he submitted
the case of British 'Columbia to the:
conference, and thereby invited thém
eal with it as they should think
Now, surely, my honorable friedd

V4 could hardly take this position, that

he would submit his case to the com-
ference and . ask their recomm'enda.-
tions, and if ‘those recommendations
were favorable, he would accept them,
he would go to the Dominion authori-
ties and say, I have submitted my case
to- the, conference, I have. comé here
bwith their verdict in my favor and I
‘want you to carry that out—to carry
out those recommendations. - That ®is
f.ha position I presume that my hon-
oradle friend would take, That is cer-
‘tainly, the ‘position that>he would be
anﬁtlul to-take. :But if that be true, is

 eonyerse, ag;,,a.lao‘ true, that if the
dachl(:;; of the c ce were against

they re

'to ‘make recom-
;nenaatlons as favorable 1o thé prov-
inve of British Columbia’ as ‘'we could
‘hope, ‘ then ' we ‘ must ‘also” aceept: that
verdict, he’'eould ‘not go: fo the
Déminion authorities and say, ‘I have
the whole of the other premiers
against me; they have'decidéd only to
give.the province of British Columbia
one hundred thousand for ten years,
‘1 claim™thdat I'am entitled to a great
deal more, I refuse to recognize that
théy .have any atlithorfty 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 succeeded -in éxtracting from that
Conference.”

Criticizes Prermar’s Position. |

Surely my honorable friend cannot
take that position. Surely, for °the
‘henor and dignity of British Columbia
he will not take* “that, posmon -Hav-
ing submitted his_claims to the. con-
ference, he was bound to take notice
‘of the ‘finding .of that conference, and |
| the 'Dominion government were béund

‘life take notice of the findings of that

conference, . Thefefore, when he sub-
. fmitted, as he undoubtedly. did submit,
thé case to the conferéncs, We have
no_ criticism to offer, .on this side of
the House; "becayse the had preceien
for it in the- actlon of the Prior gov-
ernment. ;
% And I must con!ess ﬂmi, speaking
ttor myself only, I think it eminently
proper that re-adjustment of provin-
clal subsidies should first bBe discuss-
ed by provinc!al conterencea of this
‘kind. A1l the provinces are,interest-
ed 'in Confederation. - All .the" prov-
inces or members of that great family
which constitute this great Domirion {
of Canada; th ¢ partners in this}
. young- nation ,ours, and it is only
reasonable = and ', natural tha that “they
should be consulfed in matters ‘that
.affect the mutual interests of all mem-
bers. And that seems to have been
the " idea in -the mind of our public
men ever since 1§87
I . Not. Quite Sure.’
:Now, I am motrquite sure what my
honorable friend wants us to do When
he. asks u# to’ vote’for this resolution.
Does he want us’to affirm that he was
right in submittingh,éhe ‘claims 'of Brit-
Msh Columbia to that conferemce? If
he wants us to affirm that he hid sub-
mit. the claims of British Columbia,
we are prepared to do so, because the
records -show thb.t ‘that was the po-
sition which he! assumed. He says,
and he says very truly, that on the
21st of October,  when the confer nce

{was ‘a joint session; .when Sir Wilfrid

Lauriér and somie of the other min-
isters Were presént, took the position
that the claims’ of British Columbia
for special 'treatment should be refer-
réd to arbitration. And in his resolu-
tion the makes thé statement which I
am quite sure on re-consideration he
will modify—this  is the statement

which he makes: *“And whereas in
pursuance of the said resolution .the
said Honorable Richard McBride sub-
mittéd. such menmiorandum to the Do-
minion government setting forth the
claims of British 'Columbia for special
recognition.” ‘- Now, the proceedings of
the conference three days before this
show that he submitted- these special
claims to the conference. ‘Ehat will -be
found, Mr. Speaaker, ‘on page 19 I
think, of the report, which was placed
before this House the other day. Page
19 of that-report, and X am now read-
ing from the minutes of that .confer-
ence~I1 am now reading from the of-
ficial record, and this is_ what was
said: ‘“The Hon. Mr. McBride sub-
mitted the following memorandum,
embodying. the claims of British Cg-
lumbia = to - special and distinctive
treatment.” So that before,” long be-

my honerable friend speaks of, last-

at the same time, dt the-time that Mr.
Whitney, on’ behalf of the province of
Ontarjp, did the same thing, my hon-
orable friend clearly submits hisg mem-~
orandum to the conference and.asks
the conference to. consider this question
of special terms to British Columbia.
Quotes Laurier’s Statement.

Then, two or three days after that,
the matter having been considered by |
the ‘conference in the meantime, the
Dominion ministers having considered
the matter in the meantime, Sir Wii-
frid Laurier makes the following state-
ment with regard to the attitude bf
the: Dominion government upon: this
question of referemce to arbitration.
And I want to call the attémntion of
this House to another statement con-
talfied in the preamble to this resolu-
tion, and which I belleve my honorable
friend ‘Wwill modify when his attention
is called to it—he says, “And whereas,
the said request for such competent
tribunal. was refused by the Right
Honorable Sir Wilfrid Laurier’—now,
there is a distinct statement that Sir
| Wilfrid Laurier refused to consider the
request of British Columbia for a ref-
otence to arbitratfon—then the' letter|
is set out, which shows that no such
refusal took place. This is what the
lpremier of Canada says:; “The Brit-

ing three or four days, took place, and|

g ¥ s X :
ish Columbia proposal comes entirely
within the chief purpose of . thia con-
ference,  If this - confer after
hearing. Mr. McBride's arguments in
support of his contention, reached the
conclusion that an arbitration should
take place, through a commission, for
the purpose of dealing with the claim
‘of British Columbia, that would pre-
sent the matter to the Dominion gov-
ernment in a new light, and, while I
am not prepared to expresgany final
opinion, ¥ can say at eonce .that
such a recommendation from the con-
ferencé would have great weight with
us, and we should feel bgund to give
it further cansideration.” Ard yetmy
honorable) friend puts in 'this! recital
that his. request .for arbitration was
refused by Sir Wilfrid Laurier. I say
that he surely will consent to strike
that recital out.

Question of Arbitration.

Now, what was the attitude of my
honporablé friend omn this question of
arBitration? I see his chief organ,
The Colonist, thepther>@ay said that
he submitted ‘ thée- question'of- British
Columbia’s terms to the conference on
the suggestion of Sir- Wilfrid Laurier.
Surely you would. not expett ‘the, pre-
mier of British Columbia to disregard
the advice tendered by the premier
of Canada. I would not éxpect that un-
legs the premidestHbugisg b biy dwb-
mitting the case of British Colum-
bia to ‘the gonference he was jeopar-
aizing that case. If he rea.lly intend-
ed, and if he really  thought at that
time that the propeér tPbundl to ‘deal
with British ColinfBei% €l1eff o¢ bet
ter terms was thé ‘Doéminion” pdrlia-
fent, and the: Dominion parliament
alone, then he should not have taken
the advice of Sir. Wilirid, Layrier, or
any person else, an%n, .up a point
of vantage for his province and go
before that conference. He was bound
at that stage to’ take either one stand
of the other; he was bound to elect.
He had two courses open to him, either

and insist that so far as these special
terms were concerned, the Dominion
government alone and the Dominion
parliament alone should deal with
those,. or, he could take the other
course, I do not care whether it was at
the suggestion of the premier of Can-}
ada or not, or at the suggestion of any
other .person, he was there to press
the rights of British Columbia, and
if he chose to take ‘that advice, if he
ithought ' that advice good then, and
took his chances beforé the conference,
then I say that he cannot in justice to
himself, in justice to his éwn man-
hood, and in justice; to the honor and
dignity of the provinee of British Col-
umbia, if he finds the conference
against him, turn round and say this
conférence  had no business to deal
with this questlon a.t all. ./ (@pposition
applause.), :
‘Was it a Farce

And he took no part in.the discus-
sion before the conference on/ the
question of the submission to arbitra-
tion. He voted upon that question. In
other words if his position—if the
position of the Conservative ' press
of “this’ province,—if ' the = position
Ms' that he should mnot -have gone

Fthe conference, then why did he go be-
‘fore-'the conference at. all?  Was he
playing a farce? Was it a farce that
he was acting there, saying, if your
decision is with us, I'm going to ac-

_fcept it, if your decision is against “us,

I am not going to accept it? Naw,
every gentleman- of the :legal profes-
gion in this House will know that in
a court of justice such an attitude
would never be' toleratéd for a mo-
ment. And every lay member of this
House, Mr. Speaker, will know that
in the ordinary business of life: the
man who has two courses open to him
is brought face ‘to face with the elec-
tion between one course and the other,
when the interests of other people are
concerned, and accept the one course
he is bound by that course, and can~
not afterwards, when he recelves what
he considers to: be the worst of it,
turn around and sa‘y i No the cornfer-
ence had no rl IQ¥fith - this
question at all, 1 repudlate its right,
notwithstanding I argued the case be-
fore it, took part myself in the pro-
ceedings, and voted upon the resolu-
fion.” I do not apprehend that my
honorable friend will have ' the ‘assur-

ance’to stand’, bef y
British Columbia.i.n ass @mﬁ"ﬁ ‘ot
tion of that kind.
Proceedings at Ottawa.
Now. dealing with this question of
arbitration.” When:h9,foupd that, the

conferénce - was wanimaous:ithat, the
question of British Columbia's cla.ims
should not have. been submitted to. an
arbitration by way of commission, my
honorable friendsthen . proceeded to lay
the claims of British Columbia, that
is to lay the material and arguments
and all the data which he had collect-
ed before the conference and ask them |
to make some substantial grant in
British Columbia’s favor. He took
two or three days arguing that case
before the conference.. Does he wish
to take the position now, that having
submitted all his data, having submit-
ted all his arguments, and having tak-
en part, himself, in the conference has'
not bound himself by the decision that
conference came to? Bound in this
way, that the majority, the overwhelm-.
ing majority of the conferénce was
against him and the other premiers
were against him; and the other pre-
miers were in favor of aceepting only
the resolution preposed by Mr. Whit-
ney, and voted upon and carried by a
vote of elght against no dissenting
voiaes because my hanorable friend
at that time had withdrawn from the
conference. As far as arbitration is
econcerned, Mr. Speaker, I do not want
to say anything upon this subject
which might appear, or which could
possibly at some future time be used
against the provinge of British Colum-’
bia in its contest for better tferms.

My honorable friend doubtless is per-
fectly sincere in believing that the true
and proper way ‘:at” arriving at the’
rights of  British Columbia is by

means of a board of arbitration. But
I would ‘ask my honorable friend
whether he was considered certain
phases of that question, which I will
now lay before the House? Because I
do not believe, Mr. Speaker, when we
are ‘assembled hetre, dealing with the
affairs of this province,—I do not be-
Heve that we d&ight to express our

opinions but .that we ought to state

to go before the Dominion government |,

betorpafha gonference gt all, and if ‘he |
is .neot bound by the pasition t#ken by §
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boldly and fairly what we believe to
be the effect or what would be the ef-
which I believe arbitration to be.
. What Is There to Arbitrate?
Now, what is there to arbitrate?
‘What is'there to.arbitrate; Mr. Speak-
er? What are our claims based upon?
First, the geographical position‘of the
province of British Columbia. Does
it require a. board 'of arbitration to find

f out:; that Britteh: Columbia is situated

on  thie Pacific Coast at the extreme
western side of Canada? Is there any-
thing to arbitrate there? The topo-
graphical ‘phase of British Columb-
bia.” Does it require a commission of
arbitration to come to British Colum-
bia to prove to the people of the East
that British Columbia is a mountain-
ous country, that; as was stated by one
of the statesmen of Canada twenty
years ago at leasf, that British Colum-
bia. is a sea of mountaing? Is there
anything to arbitrate about that? Is
it not known and admitted, and was it
not admitted in the very/ resolution
proposed by Mr. Whitney,. that »'we
Were situated in a peculiar geographi-
cafly; and that the physieal features
of the country were such as we claim
they were? There 1s nothing to ar-
bitrate upon those subjects. . Now, is
there anything to arbitrate about the
cost of public works, the cost of gov-
ernment, the cost of education, the
cost of the administration of justice,
fn this province?: Ave those subjects
not matters of statisties which can be
found right in the® public accounts,
from year to year, in this province?

They are to, be found there, and to be
found there alone, And théy were
brought before the attention. of the
conference,—the recent conference at
Ottawa.

A Matter of Statistics.

This is purely & matter of statistics,
purely a matter of going through the
public accounts of this province and
finding out to a cent, not approximate-
iy, but to a cent, the cost of civil gov-
ernment in British Columbia, and find-
ing out to a_ cent the cost of public
works in = British Columbia, because
lthe amount expended on public works,
roads and bridges is a matter that is
gettled by the public accounts and by
the public expenditures of this prov-
lnce Therefore, so far as that por-
tion ‘of our contention is coneerned,
an arbitration would be entirely’ use-
less. Then there is only ome other
branch of our contention, and. that
ariges from the: amount of money
which we pay into the public treasv~
of the Dominion. It is claimed that

o
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