
COMPLETE
..«

ANSWER. i;

^

to enter into at this momoiit, tho

schodulo was not includt-d, WA wh<*i

the bill was fmally disposcxl of tho

sohodule was put in in order ihat

Ihoro should he altaolted to (he Act

the declaration which this Parlia-

ment made that, at all events, as far

as wo were concerned, the settle-

ment was final and ui.alfcritftlc.

Mr. R. L- Hoixlpn— 1 (cathcrcd from

what was reported to bav(« l>cen sai.l'

in t-lje British House of Commons
t'hat tihe bill as proposed hv this

Qovernment t-o t*e Imperial Oovcin-

ment did contain in live bmdy of it

the phrase final awl unuilterablc.

Sir Wilfrid Laurier—Not at inll.

Mr. FielilinR—No, as a matter of

fact W(^ did not propt^o anv bill-

Wc sent over tJie a'dKliess of tlie I ar-

liamtut of Camwlii aiwl it wiis left to

tihc proper ofTicials of t.' e colonnl

office aitd tlw parliamentary

draURht.wian to prepare the Iccisl.i-

tion. We did not prepare anv bill.

Mr. R. L Hordi-n—Hid not the I n

der Sec-retary of State for the col-

onics make some allusion to some

change in that regard ^

Mr. P'ieklinR— 1 do not nv.ite catcli

the purport of my hon. frieiwl's ques-

Mr. R. L. Borrton—I think that the

lTr»der Secretary of State for the

colonies, Mr. Winstoft Churchill,

when be introduced the bill or at the

second readiifg nuide some allusion

to ihat change.

jr-. FieldinR—No, never pro-

posed any bill; wc siu'.plv sent oyer

the address whioh conUincd tlw^

words final and unalterable. In the

original bill the sobedule was not at-

taohwl. but the bill was amended m
the end bv the Hoe.sc of Lords by at-

taching the schedule; so that, while

the words final and unalterable are

not to be lound in the enacting

clause tbcv are to be fouivd in th.-

schedule which is attachort ao:l wbicU

says t.bat in so far as the Parlia-

ment of Canada is concerne<l it was

designed to bt final and inalterable.

In oasequonee of some referinces

which mv right hon. fnend the

Prime Minister made to this questun

yesterday the hon. member for Nortli

Toronto attacked him for what he

called a compact with Mercier. The

hon. member for North Toronto said

that my right htm. friend bad made

a compact with the late Hon. Mr.

.Mercier to this eftett, that if the
Province of (/uohec would ^ive my
light boti. frieivd a majority he
would v(.p that the Province of Que-
lle got an iii(reas<«il siibsidv. That
is the st.itement the hon. cenlleinan

made yesterday. Now, he has given
us no evidence of anv such compact,
and I am bound to say that while I

do not wish t,) discrivlit the hon
ijentleman 1(mi mixdi I would like to

have Some evidence of a compact he-

eaiise f have never seen it. T can as-

sure the lion, gentleman that he i.-i

laboring iMMler .i delusjoin. As in thu
ea.se of the hon. ueiitlemaii who sits

l»esiile him in dealing with the

French treaty the hon. nentlcman;
(Mr. Foster) bad not taken the

trouble t(, get the fads, liecaust' if

be had lie would not have said thit

my right hon. fiieiwl had m.iide a

compact with Mercier. .\nybodv
bearing the hon. member for North
Toronto yesterday would assume
that the (|Uestion under considi r.i-

sion was that of an aUowance to

the Province of QiielKC; that it was
a (fUf'stion between my richt hoii.

frienrf and the Province of Quebec. I

want 1o tell my hon. friend that

there never was such a (luestion as

that referred to bv mv hon. friend of

trranfing a subsidy to the Province
of Quelwc. The suhieot referral 1(.

was a prooosal to tyrant subsidies to

all the Provinces of the Dominion.
Therefore, that which he has de-

s-erihed as a compact with Mercier in

Ouebec was as much a eoinnact with

Ontario aiwI with the other Pro-
vinces of the dominion. H\it. mv hon.

frien.d iinfaiilv described it as a com-
pact with Mercier for the speci.il

benefit of the Provinoe of Ouebrc. I

think be spoke without a knowlediie

of the facts, aivd if lie looks into it

he will sie that 1 am correct in sav-

ins: that there was m. eomnact with
Mercier, .u>d that anv transaction,

anv eoinmuniration, anv discussion

in that reciiil l>efui-en mv ripht hon.

friend and the late Tfon. Mr. Mercier

liad refeienee not to somethine for

OiielMt oi.lv. b:it to an eifuitable

distri'hutioii anion;: all Ihe Provinces

in (he nominion.
Air. U. T.. Borden—ThiMi there was

a compact.

Mr. Fielding—Mv hon. fi -nd savs

so. T have ask(>d him to produce the

evidence. I do not know that there


