
BETTER TERMS.

tlM »l.iue of t.n yt-arB or more, anJ I

may b« pardoned If I ref.T but briefly

to what liHB .iccurr.-d In this coiineo-

tloii The first dek-Kutloii vlsltlnn

Ottawa in advocacy of UrltUh Colum-

bia h caa« went In I'JOl. un.l .on.slHted of

the then ITi-mkr. Mr. Uunsmulr, and

y„urself. Blr, a« Allorn-y-Genvral of

the day. 1 WHH prlvllened to occupy

a seat in tliL' 1.. Kl»Uilure at tliat time,

and recall a «roat deal of the dlBruK-

sion Which r.-Miltcd In that d.^l.^Katlon

heInK H.nt to the national cabinet. The

report of that dehn.ilion forms th'^

baM.s ot the claims that have Hlnre hecn

consistently pr.»»ed on Ottawa. The

^..cond delegation was in January of

laO::. when the then I-rcmler, Col Trior,

and yourself, sir, as Attorney d.neral,

presented further the claims of the pro-

vince, which In thlB Instance laid spec-

ial stress upon the (ihyslcal conditions

of the province as responsible for the

greater cost of administration and a

justifi. ion of our claims for special

treatm. . In neither of these cases

was there a .liMinltr r.-Mnest for a sum

of money In settlement and In both

cases the matter ended there. In neither

case was definite or tanRlble result at-

tained.

•The third ileh«alion was In I'.'OS.

after the present administration came

Into iiower. and it consisted of the

Hon. Cliarles Wilson. Attorney-General

of that day and the Hon. R. F. Green.

Chief Commissioner of Lands and

Works, tin that occasion, for the first

time, a ieflnite and formal request was

mad.' for a commission of InQulry such

as we may expect presently to have. Up
to that time the Government had sup-

plied in its various reports and memor-

anda a vast amount of statistical and

•ther matter in support of its conten-

tions.

VMiniar iCoBrld* at th* ZntarptOTlnoial

Cosfaranc*.

"The next Ftage In these negotiations

came with the interprovlncial confer-

ence of October, 1906. the conference

which, as First Minister 1 w.is i-rivi-

leRci to attend. All the I^rime Minis-

ters of '"unada were present, and the

iliscussion covered a wide raii'.ie ex-

tending over three or four d.iys. I took

oppoitunlty early In the proceedlnga to

submit ItrltlBli Columbia's brief, and I

had behind mo practically the unanl-

inoUB voice of the country in the stand

I then took. The only direct reault of

that conference of 1906 was the grant-

Intt to this province of a sum of $100,-

000 i"'r annum for ten yearB, which the

provlmlal ministers, in common with

.Sir Wilfrid Luurler and his cabinet.

conslderid ample to meet the requlre-

nientB of the case Oenplte the fact

that we have never, either, directly or

indirectly, agreed to accept thia annual

Krant as settlement of our claim. It

marked tli» first recoRnltion we had re-

ceived from without the province In the

nature of fair and hnn^ st recognition

of the fact that British Columbia waa
In equity entitled to better and more

,

adequate recognition than it had re-

ceived under the Terms of Union and

the Confederation compact. We refused.

of course, to agree to this grant of

$100,000 per year for ten years being

recognized as adequate to a final and

unalterable settlement, but when oppor-

tunity offered we could point to this

small grant as something In the nature

of tangible recc^nltlon of that fact that

we had a claim entitled to be considered.

Following the conference of Prime Min-

isters in 1906, the Federal Parliament

submitted a petition to the Imperial

Parliament which covered what I might
call the new matter herein, at any rate

In so far as the fiscal arrangements of

the several provinces were concerned.

This petition was in due .ourse submit-

ted to the Colonial Secretary, with a

vitw to the Colonial Secretary bringing

it before the Imperial House, and hav-

ini; that House Incorporate It Into the

Tnisierlal Statutes as an amendment to

tlie law which brought about the Con-

federation of the Canadian provinces in

1867. Following this I took the ground

tliat nothlne should be left undone to

liave our case understood by the high-

. St foini iif the country.

"The I.ecislature coinchled In my
view, and in piirsuance of a resolution

)ias;.od by this House on March 21. 1907,

I visited I.oiiJon to protest against t::e

attempt to have the B. N. A. Act amend-

ment made a settlement "final and un-

alterahlp.' After a stay in London cov-

erin-; s.neral weeks. I succeeded In


