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Mr. CLARK : What is the matter with 
Great Britain ?

■ Mr. BRADBURY: Ureal Britain has 
prospered in spite of free trade, by reason 
of her great marine power and by direct 
taxation. My hon. friend will not tell 
me that free trade prevails even in Great 
Britain. He knows that it collects a largo 
part of its revenue to-day from tea and 
other commodities of that kind, which we 
allow to come into this country free for the 
poor people. The hon. gentlemen who now 
occupy the Opposition benches had control 
of the affairs of this country for fifteen 
years. In that time they became the close 
and intimate iriends oi the great manufac
turing industries of this country. But to
day. when they are in the cold shades of 
Opposition, there is nothing too hard or 
too cruel for them to say about the manu
facturers. We will have the same old story 
from the Opposition benches before many 
years have passed that was preached by the 
Liberal party before 1896; the policy of blue 
ruin is starting to show in the faces of 
hon. gentlemen opposite, and we will 
have it proclaimed from every platform 
that the country is going to the dogs 
because they are not ruling its affairs. But 
it will take a good deal of persuasion on 
the part of the right hon. gentleman who 
leads the Opposition and his eloquent 
friends to convince the people of this coun
try that, it will be a safe proposition to 
restore the Liberal party to office.

I wish now to refer to a few more of their 
many violated pledges, although time would 
not permit me to discuss them all. One 
plank in their platform was very interesting 
and very important in the West, that was 
the cry : The land for the settler and not 
for the speculator. Hero is the plank in 
their platform :

Public land for the actual settler.
The sale of public lands of the Dominion 

should bo to actual settlers only and not to the 
speculators, upon reasonable terms of settle
ment and in such areas as can be reasonably oc
cupied and cultivated by the settler.

I want to say without any reservation 
that when that plank was put in the plat
form of the Liberal party it did more to 
win hundreds of votes from settlers in 
Manitoba even than their anti-protection 
plank, because there was a growing feeling 
that the lands of this country were being 
exploited by large speculators and that the 
poor settler was not being taken proper 
care of. How did the Liberal party im
plement that pledge! Did they keep the 
land for the settler or did they hand it out

to the speculators, their special friends3 
You will all remember how they handled 
the Saskatchewan land deal. This notori
ous transaction has been spoken of in every 
part of Canada. Some 250,000 acres of 
land that is to-day the choice land of the 
Saskatchewan valley was sold to political 
friends for $1 per acre. This was div
ided up so that the hoys would get. 
a share of the rake-off on these lands. 
You all remember that the Premier 

of Saskatchewan was charged by
•t p ni. a paper in Moose]aw with hav

ing received $12,000 as bis share 
in this land transaction. This was on the 
eve of an election, if I remember aright. 
Ho immediately took proceedings in court, 
bringing an action for libel claiming $25,000 
against the paper. The case was lmng up 
until after the election was over and then 
bis attorney withdrew the case and paid all 
the costs. That does not look like the act of 
an innocent man. But he was not the only 
one. It is rumoured on pretty good author
ity that a Government official in a high 
position received $25,000 of this stock ; but 
lie was timorous and returned the stock, 
and then three weeks afterwards repented 
and tried to get the stock hack but did not 
succeed. This is the manner in which the 
Liberal party of Canada started out to im
plement their pledge to keep the land for 
the settler. Here was a magnificent area of 
land, 250,000 acres in extent, which in all 
fairness ought to have been divided up 
among the poor settlers who were looking 
for good land—settlers who, on account 
of transactions of this kind, have been 
crowded on to poor lands, some of them 
utterly unfit for settlement, while the good 
lands near the railways have been given 
away to Liberal friends, the speculators. 
This is one instance of how they imple
mented that pledge.

Mr. I’UGSLKY : Was not that land which 
was sold to the Saskatchewan Land Valley 
Company sold on the condition of actual 
settlement?

Mr. BRADBURY: Mr. Speaker, it was, 
ami the condition was such a liberal condi
tion that any man or set of men could have 
fulfilled it. However, it makes no difference 
what the condition was, wo had the actual 
settlers in that country who wanted land, 
who were hungry for land ; but they were 
crowded away from the centres and from 
the railways on to the poor lands in the dif
ferent provinces ami here were men who 
secured this land, 250,000 acres, for $1 an


