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Ifxf;d to give to the Territories that
the peop] of control, which is intrusted
the languag € of the older provinces, it is
188t vear o, of the Minister of the Interior
tinenta] Bi]? the debate on the Transcon-
i - What he said then was that
would not be of any cost to
iCitItlflda, because the sale of
Which n the Northwest Territories
more tlg ?11'9 not reserved for settlers would
may o DAY the fotal cost. In order that
me quot Oh‘my hon. friend any injustice,
at page 8 68% :ls language, which is reported
bably, Ou‘t‘d'e‘s‘mre to say is this : There is pro-
DUumbereg SOf that 50,090,000 of acres of odd-
are kept, foret(}:fl()n’"‘the even-numbered sections
or 25,000 000 € poor man’s homestead—20,000,000
GOm'mu'Ilfeati at the present so far removed from
Value whe on as to be absolutely of no money
ten Year; %eVer. But in my judgment, within
Dleted, 9 Ogg’m the time this railway ig com-
governmen; ;000 acres of land owned by the
ot at present will have acquired a value
about Which$3 per acre. That is not a thing
seen it there is any question. We have
happen a‘fPDE‘n before, and we know it will
to show ‘ti“‘m‘- I have quoted this to the House
People ‘&Brva;;t"s‘o far from the railway costing the
hanceq Yihing, the fact will be that the en-
money value of the property of the gov-
Will be four times as great as will be
to pay for the road.

heAIle(()iinlgl connection with the same matter
B v ed out that he was about to bring
lands fi‘Sure providing for the sale of these
the I;Oli herefore he clearly contemplates
NOl‘thWeq{ of depriving the people of the
Of that St Territories for all time to come
and I,mllcontrol ot'.’ their public lands, mines
Do o erals which is enjoyed by the peo-
i évery other province.

Wo m;'ehits another matter to which I think
SDeechgf. have had some reference in the
titleq tOIOm ‘the Throne; and we are en-
ton Withat least some expression of inten-
frienq Wit regard to it from my right hon.
Te Tiok en he comes to address the House.
Charlton Imember for North Norfolk (M.
Plitpose fﬂst year introduced a Bill for the
after so oL amending the election law, and
friend 11:1];9 debate upon the measure, my hon,
Fieldin € Minister of Finance (Hon. Mr.
and Veg) took it up, and spoke very forcibly
red to i‘}ll’ wisely with regard to it. He refer-
selvay the evils which had manifested them-
With lr°u§hout the country in connection
i me ection matters, and appealed to
eal_r-lestelkmbers on both sides of the House to
¥ take up the question and devise a
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asure which would put an end as far as’

)

i’gnglﬁ to those seandals which have for

o disgraced the proceedings of our elec-
courts. My hon. friend said :

We must recognize, fr
» , from the r

;’el:t :giectlon courts, that there hav:vséigoriin?f
oo bons in connection with ‘elections which
At de ew a cause of regret to men on both sides ;
with & dgmapmach the subject dispassionately,
TR esire to bring about some improvement

nk scmething might be done. :

Among other things my hon. friend spoke
of the evil of trading off, as he termed it,
election petitions.  His language on that
point is so forcible that I think it worthy
of quotation :

With regard to the trading off of election peti-
tions, it does seem a public scandal ; hut on ‘he
other hand one-half of the petitions are filed
without any knowledge or information, and there
is no great harm in withdrawing them. But with
a proper administration of our election laws, we
might save a great deal of scandal and trouble
that now exists. We should make an attempt in a
non-partisan spirit, and if our hon. friends op-
posite will receive the suggestion in that spirit,
we would be glad to meet them in a committes
and undertake to bring about a reform in the
law, not simply to the extent to which the hon.
member for North Norfolk desires, but beyond
that in other directions that may make for
purity in elections.

I supported my hon. friend the Minister of
TFinance in the endeavour, but I regret to
observe that there is no mention of it in the
speech from the Throne, and up to the
present time we have had no expression of
any intention on the part of the government
to deal with this very important subject.

There is another matter to which no
reference is made in the speech from
the Throne, though it was the sub-
ject of a good deal of jubilation on the
part of my hon. friends in days gone by. I
do not know whether it has become so old
that my right-hon. friend has forgotten it ;
but there was a time when we on this side
of the House were taunted 'that this gov-
ernment, in the wisdom of their statesman-
ship, had solved .the fast Atlantic service
question in a way which should put us to the
very blush. My right hon. friend was not
so silent on this subject in days gone by,
when the Minister of Trade and Commerce
and other members of the government
taunted us on this side of the House with
what had been accomplished by the govern-
ment. And now the subject is deemed of
such little importance that it is not even
mwentioned in the speech from the Throne.
Last year the hon. Postmaster General (Sir
Willianm Mulock) congratulated himself and
the government and the country that not one
single step had been taken in the direction
of a fast Atlantic steamsbip service. What
was the tone of my right hon. friend a few
years ago ? Does he remember the day
when he produced before a Toronto audi-
ence that famous telegram from the Minis-
ter of Finance ? Does he remember what
he said on that occasion ?

To-day I have a telegram from my friend and
colleague, Mr, Fielding, the Minister of Finance,
to this effect : * Peterson has made to-day the
deposit required by the contract.’

We have it announced in the speech from
the Throne to-day that the Grand Trunk P'a-
cific Company have made the deposit requi-
ed by their contract. Well, T trust that more
may be accomplished by the present deposit



