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of the findings of that confer-

and the Dominion government
bound to take notice of the find-

wgs of tihat conference. Therefore,
when he submitted, as he undoubtedly
lid submit, the case to the conference,

> have no criticism to offer.

Should Be

And I must confess that, speaking
- myself only, I think it eminently
that readjustments of provin-
al subsidies should first be discussed
by provincial conferences of this kind.
A1l the provinces are interested. All
e provinces are members of that fam-
{ly which constitute this great Domin-
on, they are partners in this young
nation of ours;
able and natural that they should be
consulted in matters that affect the
jutual interests of all members. And
{hat seems to have been the idea in the
mind of our public men ever since 1887,
Now, I am not quite sure what my
honorable friend wants us to do when
he asks us to vote for this resolution.
Does he want us to affirm that he was
right in submitting the claims of Bri-
tish Columbia to the conference? If
he wants us to affirm that he did sub-
)it the claims of British Columbia, we

Conferences.

proper

\are prepared to do so, because the re-

oxrds show that that was the position
wlhich he assumed. He says, and he
savs very truly, that on the 3i2th of
October, wnen the conierence was in
joint session, when Sir Wilfrid Laurier
and some of the other federal ministers
were present, he took the position that
claims of British <Columbia for
special treatment should be referred to
rbitration. And in his resolution he
nakes the statement which I am quite
sure on,reconsideration he will modity
this is the statement which he makes:
“‘And whereas, in pursuance of the said
-esolution the said Hon. Richard Mc-
Bride submitted such memorandum to
the Dominiosn government setting forth
the.claims of British Columbia 6 for
special recognition.”

Now, the proceedings of the confer-
ence three days before this show that
he .submitted these special claims to
the conference. That will be found,
Mr. Speaker, on page 19, I think, of the
report, which was placed before this
House the other day. I am now read-
ing from the official record, and this
is what was sald: “The Hon Mr. Mc-
Bride submitted the following memor-
andum, embodying the claims of Bri-
tish Columbia to special and distinc-
tive treatment.”

So that before, long before, this ani-
mated discussion which my honorable
friend speaks of, lasting three or four
days, took place, and at the time that
Mr. Whitney, on behalf of the province
of Ontario, did the same thing, my
hon. friend clearly submits his memor-~
anda to the conference, and asks the
conference to consider this question of
special terms to British ‘Columbia.
Then, two or three days after that, the
matter having been considered by the
conference in the meantime, the Do-
minion ministers having considered the
matter in the meantime, Sir Wilfrid
Laurier makes the following statement
with regard to the attitude of the Do-
minion government upon this questio
of reference to arbitration. .

And T want to call the attention of
this House té another statement con-

tained in the preambis'-to this resolf-'

tion, and'which I believe my honorable
friend will modify when his ‘atténtion
is called to it—he says: “And whereas,
the said request for such competent
tribunal was refused by the Right. Hon.
Sir"Wilfrid Laurier.”

A Contradiction.

Now, there is a distinct statement
that Sir Wilfrid Laurier refused to con-
sider the request of British Columbia
for a reference to arbitration—then the
Istter is set-out, which shows that no
such refusal toole place.

This is what the Premier of Canada
says: “The British Columbia proposal
comes entirely within the chief pur-
vose of this conference. If this con-
ference, after hearing Mr. McBride’s
arguments in support of his contention,
reached the conclusion that an arbi-
tration should take place. through a
commission, for the purpose of dealing
with the claim of British Columbia,
that would present the matter to the
Dominion government in a new light,
and, while I am not prepared to €xXpress
any final opinion, I can say at once
that such a recommendation from the
conference would have great weight
with us, and we should feel bound to
give it further consideration.”

And yet my honorable friend puts in
this recital that his request for arbi-
tration was refused by Sir Wilfrid
Laurier. I say that he surely will con-
sent to strike that recital out.

Premier McBride's Attitude,

Now, what was the attitude of my
Ronorable friend on this question of
Yrbitration? I see his chief organ, the
Tolonist, the other day said that he
submitted the question of British Col-
umbia’s termis to the conference on the
suggestion of Sir Wilfrid Laurier; and
that it was reasonable to expect that
the Premier of British Columbia would

not disregard the advice tendered by |

the Premier of Canada. I would not
expect that either, unless the Premier
thought that by submitting the case
of British Columbia to the conference
he was jeopardizing his case.

If he “really contended, and if he
really thought at that time that the
proper tribunal to deal with British
Columbia’s claim for better terms was
the Dominion parliament, and the Do-
minion parliament alone, then he
should not have taken the advice of
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, or any person
else, and given up a point of vantage
for his province. He was bound at
that stage to take either one stand. or
other; he was bound to elect; he
had two courses open to him, either to
go before the Dominion government
and insist that so far as these special
terms were concerned, the Dominion

yvernment alone and the Dominion
rliament alone should deal with
se, or, he could take the other
urse. I do not care,whether it was at
. suggestion of the Premier of Can-

or not, or at the suggestion of any
er person, he was there to press

rights of British Columbia, and if
choose to take that advice, if he
thought that advice good then, and
took his chances before the confer-
ence, then I say that he cannot in jus-
ti to himself, in justice to his own
manhood, and in justice to the honor
ind dignity of the province of British
Columbia, when he finds the conference
against him, say this conference had

» business to deal with this question

all. (Opposition applause.)

He Did Elect.
And he took part in the

the

he

discussion

'

and it is only reason- |

| ion.

before the conference on the question
of the submission to arbitration. He
voted upon that question.. In other
words, if his position is that he should
not have gone before the conference
at all, and is not bound by the posi-

| tion taken there, then why did he go

before the conference at all? Was he
playing a part in a farce? Was it a
farce that he was acting there, saying,
“if your decision is against us, I am not
going to accept it?”

Now, every gentleman of the legal
profession in this House will know that
in a court of justice such an attitude
would never be tolerated for a moment.
And every lay member of this House,
Mr. Speaker, will know that in the or-
dinary business of life the man who
has two courses open to him and is
brought face to face with an election
between one course and the other,
when the interests of other people are
concerned, and accepts the one course,
he is bound by that election, and can-
not afterwards, when he receives what
he congiders to be the worst of it, turn
round and say, “No, the conference had
no right to deal with this question at
all, I repudiate its action, nothwith-
standing that I argued the case before
it, took part myself in the proceedings,
dnd voted upon the resolution.” I do
not apprehend that my honorable
friend will have the assurance to stand
before the people of British Columbia
and assume a position of that kind.

Question, of Arbitration.

Now. as to this question of arbitra-
tion. When he fourd that the confer-
ence was unanimous that the question
of British Columbia’s claims should not
be submitted to an arbitration by way
of commission, my honorable friend
then proceeded to lay the claims of
British Columbia—that is to lay the
material and arguments and all the
data which he had collected—before
the conference and asked them to
recommend 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 submit-
ted all his data, having submitted all
his arguments, and having taken part
himself in the conference, he has not
bound himself by the decision that con-
ference came to? Bound in this way,
that he could not honestly ignore their
conclusions. The other premiers were
againsgt him; the other premiers were
in favor of accepting only the resolu-
tion proposed by Mr. Whitney, and
voted upon and carried it by a vote of
eight against no dissenting voices, be-
cause my honorable friend at that time
had withdrawn from the conference.
As far as arbitration is concerned, Mr.
Speaker, I do not want to say anything
upon this subject which might appear,
or which could possibly at some fu-
ture time be used against the province
of British Columbia in its contest for
better terms.

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
has considered’ certain phases of that
question, which I will now lay before
the House? Because I do not believe,
MraSpeaker  when we, are assembled
hers,, dedling . with the!affairs of this
province—I do mnot believe that we
cught to conceal our opinions, but that
we ought to state boldly and fairly
what we believe to be. the effect or
what would be the effect of proceeding
upon false lines-—which I believe arbi-
tration to be.

Other Views of Arbitration.

Now, what is there to arbitrate?
What is  there to arbitrate, Mr.
Speaker? What are our claims based
upon? First, the geographical position
of the province of Brittsh Columbia.
Does it require a board of arbitration
to come to British Columbia to find out
that British Columbia is situated on
the Pacific coast at the extreme west-
ern side of Canada? Is there anything
to arbitrate there? Does it require a
commission of arbitration or enquiry
to come to British Columbia to prove
to. the people of the East that British
Columbia is a mountainous country,
that, as was stated by one of the
statesmen of Canada twenty years ago
at least, that British Columbia is a sea
of mountains? 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 position geographically, and
that the physical features of the coun-
try were such as we claim they are?
There-is nothing to arbitrate upon
those subjects.

Nothing to Arbitrate.

Now, is there anything to arbitrate
about the cost of public works, the cost
of government, the cost of education,
the cost of the administration of jus--
tice in this ‘province? Are those sub-
jects not matters of statistics, which

can be found right in the public ac- |

counts, from year to year. They are to
be found there, and to be found there
alone. And they were brought to the
attention of the conference—the recent
conference at Ottawa. This is purely
a matter of statistics, purely a matter

of going through the public accounts of !

this province and finding out to a cent,
not approximately, but to a cent, the
cost of clvil government in British
Columbia, and finding out to a cent the
cost of public works in British Colum-
bia, because the amount expended on
public. works, roads and bridges is a
matter that is settled by the public
accounts and by the public expendi-
tures of this province. Therefore, so
far as that portion of our contention
is concerned, an arbitration would be
entirely useless.

Amount Paid Dominion,

Then there is only one other branch
of our contention, and that arises from
the amount of money which we pay
into the public treasury of the Domin-
It is claimed that we have paid
some nineteen million dollars

ernment more than we have received
back. Now, is that a matter for arbi-
tration?
ties? Isn’t it a question of finding out,

as the government have already found

out, or attempted to find out, just ex-

actly what the customs duties paid by |
the people of British Columbia have |

been during the last thirty-five years,
or during any particular year,
bringing that fact in a clear and con-
cise manner before either the Domin-
ion government or before the confer-
ence.
tion? And if it were a question
arbitration what would it involve? The
whole question so far as the payment

! provision of that kind.

| the address and in the is- |
e a e proposed legis- | e

| adopting the words used by the confer-

since |
Confederation into the Dominion gov- |
| simply pursuing the course indicated as
| the correct one by Mr. Whitney in his |
Isn’t that a matter of statis- |
{ made use of similiar

and |
| 1887, and what was said by Mr. Whit-

Is that a question for arbitra- |
for |

into the treasury is concerned, is nne!
of comparison. Are we paying in cus- |
toms duties in British Columbia more |
per capita than they.in the other pro-
vinces? This is the question; and if
we have got to arbitrate that question,
then we have to arbitrate it in every
province of the Dominion. And see
what that involves. Then, so far as |
this question of arbitration is concern-
ed, while I am only expressing my own \
opinion that it is not a proper way to |
settle this question of better terms for
British Columbia, I do think it my duty
to point out to members of this House
the objections which occur to me to
this method of settling the question.

The Additional Expense.

Before passing away from that ques-
tion, I want to refer to a statement
which I think was made by the Pre-
mier in his speech; that the opening
up of new sections of the province
casts upon the provincial treasury very
heavy burdens, which were not fore-
seen in 1871. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do
not think it is the opening up of new
sections of the province that is hurting
the provincial treasury, because I had
occassion two years ago to go very
carefully into the public: accounts for
the purpose of ascertaining the amount
which has been paid into the treasury
I think for the year 1903 by the county
of Kootenay, and by Vancouver Island,
wnd by the other portions of the prov-
ince, and I found that a comparatively
small section of the province comprised
in the county of Kootenay, at the very
southeast limit of the province, more
or less a wilderness ten or fifteen years
ag0, was paying into the provincial
treasury one-third of the revenue of
the province, outside of the subsidies
and other fixed revenue:

What This Means.

Now, what does that mean? It was
a new district, had been opened up
within a few years at that time, was |
a wilderness ten or fifteen years ago,
and yet we find that instead of being a
burden upon the treasury of British
Columbia it° was contributing very
largely over and above the amount that
it had received back, because it was
not receiving back one-third of the
amount which it was paying in. And
what was true of the county of Koot~
thay was true also of a great portion
of the Island. So that, if that be right,
the opening up of the new sections will
be found to bring into the treasury a
revenue more than sufficient to meet
the expenses. Now, if a commission or
board of arbitration came out to this
province for the purpose of investigat-
ing matters of that kind, I fancy they
would find that part of my honorable
friend’s case which asserts that the
provincial treasury is being depleted by
reason of the opening up of new sec-

tions of the country is not borne out
by the facts.

The Case of Dewdney.

And what do we find with regard to
a number of the old sections of the
country? My honorable friend's late
constituency, Dewdney, was receiving
from the public treasury some two or
three times as much as it pays  in.
Does that show that the drain, that
the burden which we are bearing, - the
drain on the public treasury, had been
brought abouf by tbe .opening up of
new. sections, or does it show that it
has been brought about by the expendi-
ture of money for the maintenance of
schools and public works in  some of
the older portions that were in exist-
ence and opened up in 1871, when these
terms. of union were passed?

The Dominion’s Action.

Now, let me refer, Mr. Speaker, to
the question of the address which we
are informed by the public press the
Premier of Canada proposes to move
in parliament asking His Majesty to
amend the British North America Act
in accordance with the findings of the
conference. I think that if the prin-
ciple of the conference dealing with
the rearrangement of subsidies is ad-
mitted, then it must be admitted that
the Dominion government ought to
pay some attention to the findings of
that conference. If that be not admit-
ted then there is no sense in holding
conferences at all. But there Ig par-
ticular objection taken to the words
gontained in that address, that this re-
adjustment should be “final and un-
alterable.” And I must affirm that we
on this side of the House object to the
inclusion of those words in that ad-
dress, and in the act proposed to be
passed. Not because the inclusion of
those words have any legal effect, be-
cause no legislation, as you know, Mr.
Speaker—no legislation is final and un-
alterable, even if it were declared to
be so in the legislation itself. Our leg-
islation is amended from dayv to day,
and fromus year to year; what we pass
one year we amend and ceorrect in an-
other. And the same is true of the Do-
minion parliament; the same is true of
the Imperial parliament. So that even

! made use of those words; so that the

| lar. objections to my honorable friend
'receivlng all the commendation which

| hesitation in agreeing with cur honor-

if the act which it is proposed to pass,
amending the British North America
Act, contain this clause, saying that
this shall be a final and unalterable
disposition of the matter, it cannot be
binding in effect, because it would not |
bind any future parliament.

From Moral Standpoint.

But I think it is objectionable, not
from a legal standpoint, but from a
moral one. Because it might be said,
when any of the provinces apply for
better terms again, conditions having
changed perhaps—it might be said there
is a declaration that these terms should
be final, and you must show us very
strong grounds indeed before we can
interfere with legislation containing a

And for that reéason we on this side
of the House have just as strong objec-
tion to the inclusion of those words in

lation, as have any of the members on |
the other side of the House. But while
the Dominion government are only

ence of 1887, while they have simply re-
peated the words that were used by
that conference, and while ther are

memorandum last October, when he |
words, yet, I|
think, that the strongest efforts ought |
to be made on the part of the govern- |
ment of British Columbia to have those
objectionable words eliminated.

Now let me refer to what was said
upon this point by the conference of

ney at the recent conference in Ottawa. |
The conference in 1887 unanimously

came to this conclusion: “That this

conference is of the opinion that a basis |

for a final and unalterable settlement of

the amounts to be yearly paid by the‘
'

1
|
1
1

| spite of his protest.

| his statement

Dominion to the several provinces for
their local purposes and the support of
their government and legislatures, is
to be found in the proposal follow-
ing’’: so that those words were used
for the first time by that conference,
and Mr. Whitney in his memorandum,

Dominion government In including
words of that kind in their resolution
are simply following the suggestions
made by the conference, and the sug-
gestions made by the Conservative Pre-
mier of Ontario.

Now, I trust that the government
have already protested = to Ottawa
against the inclusion of those words.

An Opposition Protest.

My honorable friend has not said so,
but I ask him now whether or not as
soon as he heard of the resolution that
was proposed he protested to Ottawa
against the inclusion of those words?
If he has not, I can tell this House he
ought to have done so, and I can tell
this House that I have done se. Whe-
ther that protest will be successful or
not, at all events it can never be said
in the future that we on- this side of
the House have failed to use our best
efforts to prevent something which
might prejudicially effect the interests
of the province of British Columbia.
(Applause.)

Mr. Speaker, I think I have said all
that I can usefully say upon this reso-
lution. The resolution is at best an
academic one, It does not ask this leg-
islature to approve a course proposed
for the future; it simply asks the leg-
islature to—what shall I say—pat my
honorable friend on the back for what
he did at Ottawa last October? It
csimply asks this House to confirm his
actions and to say that he did the
proper thing. Now, I have no particu-

the members of this House can accord
to him for the effort which he made
last October to obtain better terms for
British Columbia. T am quite sure that
when, he went into_ that conference,
when he presented his memorandum,
he argued the case for British Colum-
bia to the best of his ability, And -when
he has done that, he is entitled to the
commendation of his fellows for hav-
ing done his best.
A(Weak- Effort.

But I do not think that the really
strong point in British Columbia’s case
was presented at all—the point of the
change in the fiscal laws since 1871. But
that is no reason why we should not
give my honorable friend credit for the
fight which he maae, based upon the
material which he had, compiled as it
was largely from the memoranda of
his predecessors in office.

I take the stand that in future this
fight must be kept up for better terms
for British Columbia. We have no

able friends on the other side of the
Hous= that the paltry sum of one hun-
dred thousand a year for ten years, is
inadequate, and ought not to be ac-
cepted as a final settlement. (Ap-
plause.) But I say from this time on,
it should be the business and the duty
of my honorable friend, to see that a
case is prepared which ‘will appeal to
the members  of the eonference; or if
He ‘can 'gét past the miémbets of that
‘conference—because’ 1 Believe that con-
ference is now to be held yearly—then
to the members of the Dominion par-
liament—because legislation of this kind
cannot be enacted by the government,
it must come from parliament as a
whole.

I say I hope my honorable friend
will prepare a case that will appeal
to the conference and the Dominion
parliament, not simply upon moral
grounds, but upon the sound constitu-.
tional ground, that after the terms of
union had been agreed to the Dominion
of Canada changed its fiscal laws, so
as to double the burden imposed by
customs duties upon the people of Bri-
tish Columbia, to the prejudice of the
people of British Columbia, and in
favor of the people of the manufactur-
ing provinces of the East,

Objects to Resolution.

Now, I cannot support in its entirety,
the resolution proposed by my honor-
able friend. It contains, as I have
pointed out, statements which are not
in accordance with the fact, statements
which should not emanate from this
House. I do not think that this House
should go on record for a statement
which is not entirely fair. And who
can say that the statement
Wilfrid Laurier had refused the re-
quest of British Columbia for arbitra-
tion is entierly fair when the record
shows that he asked the conference to
consider it, and stated in plain terms,
should the conference -come to the con-
clusion that arbitration is the proper
thing, that would place it in a new
light before him. and his colleagues,
and that they would give it their fur-
ther consideration. I say that this re-
solution—emanating from a legislative
body such as this, to be read as it will
be by the premiers, by the confreres of
my honorable friend at that conference,
and by the members «f the Dominion
parliament—I say it ought to be entire-
ly fair, and free from the criticism
which - undoubtedly will be  levelled
against it.

And let me say, there is another re-
cital in that resolution which is not in
accordance with facts. My honorable
friend recites that in despite of his pro-
test the conference proceeded to con-
sider the claims of British Columbia—
in despite, Mr. Speaker, of his protest.
Well, his own report to the Lieutenant-
Governor shows that he himself brought
the matter before the conference,
argued it, as he tells us to-day, for two
or three days, and fought the battles
of British Columbia for better terms
for two or three days: and yet he says
resolution that despite of his
objection to dealing with the confer-
ence at all, the conference proceeded
to deal with this question. The very
first sentence almost in my honorable
friend’s report to His Honor the Lieu-
tenant-Governor, says: "I took every
opportunity to place.”

And yet in his resolution to-day he
says they proceeded to consider that in

A False Position.

| turned.

Now, I think my honorable friend in
in the course of his |
speech says that he always impressedi
upon his confreres of the conference |
that he was not, as I take it, to be'\

|

|

| bound by the proceedingf of the con-

ference, Now, had my honorable |
friend really considered that statement |
before he made it? He |goes Into the |
conference, submits his chse, and then |

says: “I am doing this {without pre-

J

but I am withholding myv asgent from
the decision you come to.”

If that was the position my honor-
able friend took, then instead of pro-
testing after the resolution to submit
to arbitration had been lost—instead of
protesting then by a written declar-
ation, he should at the very moment he
went into. the conference, have said:
“Gentlemen, I am here without pre-
judice to the claims of British Colum-
bia; I have come here, but\I am not
going to submit to the rulings of this
conference, I reserve to myself the
right to say whether I will accept your
decisions or not.”” If he had taken that
position, his position would be clearly
understood, and he doubtless would not
think for a moment. of undertaking the
serious efforts which he pursued for
two or three days.

My honorable friend only takes that
position when he fails in the confer-
ence, and when it is too late to make
a protest of that kind.

In conciuding he submitted the
amendment given above, setonded by
John Oliver,

A. E. M'PHILLIPS.

A. E. McPhillips said that he failed
to see any method by which the leader
of the opposition sought to win for the
province what was sought. The leader
of the opposition seemed to be unready
to give any credit to the Premier for
what had been done. - It was a great
thing to ha»2 a declaration made by
that august body that British Colum-
bia was entitled to “better terms.”

He proposed to prove that British
Columbia was in a specia! position.
The fact that the Prime Minister of
Canada was about to leave for London
meant that he found it necessary to go
to England to lay before the home gov-
ernment this proposed amendment to
the British North America Act. It
was necessary therefore to have the
claims of this province set forth at
once,

He took exception to the contention
of the leader of the opposition that
their was no case for arbitration.

If the Dominion was not bound by
the conference, neither was the pro-
vince to be bound by it. He lamented
that the leader of the opposition seem-
ed more inclined to argue the cause of
the Dominion than that of the province.

It was not to be expected that the
terms of union should be unalterable.
The langvage of the terms of union
seemed to evidence that British Colum-
bia wag not in a position to be bound
as were the older provinces—to be pre-
cluded from changed conditions.

The older provinces accepted the
terms as binding and final, but this
was omitted from British Columbia’s
terms. In addition to this the Domin-
ion was granted 3,500,000 acres of land
in the Peace River district. The Do-
minion government had' not lived up
to its agreement for railway connec-
tion, In 1884 this large tract of land
wags given in order to induce ,the Do-
minion to live up to the terms of agree-
ment.

There was no reason why British
Columbia should have been forced to
hand over lands which were now to be
so valuable. The Dominion govern-
ment was niggardly towards the pro-
vince,

The electorate of
shown its endorsatjon of the, stand
taken by Premier. McBride. Had such
an appeal not been taken it would have
been necessary now, upon the an-
nounced intention of the Premier of
the Dominion to go to to London on
this mission. The Liberal party had
never been sanguine. It had never at
least been optimistic. In every possi-
ble way, the hands of the Premier of |
the province should be supported in
this matter. There were times when
the members should forget that they
were Conservatives or Liberals, and
united for the advantage of the pro-
vince. The treasury at Ottawa was
overflowing, while it required an ef-
fort in this province to conduct af-

the country had

fairs. A part of that at Ottawa rightly
belonged here.

A vote was taken on the amendment |
offered by Mr. Macdonald, which was |
defeated.

The Speaker was then about to put
the resolution of the Premier when
John Oliver called attention to the fact ]
that J. H. Hawthornthwaite had an|
amendment on the order paper.

By mutual arrangement it was|
agreed that the Speaker should see 6|
o’clock, it being then 5:33, so that the |

| House should resume. its sitting again
that Sir |

in the evening.
J. H . HAWTHORNTHWAITE.

On the House assembling-in the-even- |
ing, J. H. Hawthornthwaite proposed to |
move the amendment to the resolut!on:
which he had placed on the order paper |
to strike out the first section of the
Premier's resolution. This was ruied out |
of order, however.

On the resolution of the Premier being
put, Mr. Hawthornthwaite said thart,
though he might not be permltted' to
speak to the amendment he had desired
to bring up, he might, with the permis-
sion of the Speaker, speak on this sub- |
ject.

“You
Speaker.

Proceeding, Mr: Hawthornthwaite said |
that this interested the wage earners of
the province very little. The wage earn-
ers were robbed of what they produced.
Their earnings were taken from them
legally for the capitalists. It did affect one
class of wage ‘earners, the farmers, who
had been harrowed by the government,
particularly by the minister of finance.
He was inclined to seek to get from the |
Dominion some of the amount due in the
hope that the provincial government
might then relent and give the farmers
freedom from taxes somewhat.

He was glad to hear that the Premier
while at the Ottawa conference acted
with dignity and moderation. He could
not conceive of the Premier doing
otherwise. It was well that the Premier
did not allow his wrath to arise anad
proceed to deliver upper-cuts, or pro-
ceeded to wipe the floor with his fellow
premiers. Had he done so he believed it
would have still been with a measure or
dignity.

are quite in order,” said the

Simple Subtraction.

British Columbia had contributed $57,- |
000,000 to the Dominion. The province got |
$33,000,000 back. The Dominion had there- |
fore got $19,000,000 which had not been re- |
The Premier should have taken
the ground that the province was not
receiving all that belonged to it, but that
that $19,000,000 should be returned. Only
when that was done would justice be |
done to British Columbia. It costs five
times more to administer government In
British Columbia than in the Eastern |
provinces.

The Dominion government, Mr. Haw- |
thornthwaite said, had never done any- |
thing to have the navy maintained at |
Esquimalt as agreed to by the terms of |

on.
He believed that new terms should be |
sought.
‘While |
judice. I am asking you:to decide it, course of ‘the Premier, he did not think ! the bill to amend the Investment and '

he agreed in general with the

| Knight, V. S., of Chilliwhack;
| Roberts, M. R. C. V. 8., of Vancouver;

| legislature was really

that the House should be asked to sup-
part the antics of the Premier at Ottawa.
He felt that he would have to vote
against the resolution on that account or
retire from the House while the vote was
taken.
PREMIER (N REPLY.

The Premier rose to' speak after the
division bell rang. Mr. Hawthornthwaite
and Mr. Oliver both raised the point of
order that the Premier had no right to
proceed.

The Speaker ruled in favor ‘of the ob-
jectors. They both agreed that as a
courtesy the Premier should be allowed
to speak.

Premier McBride said that he would not
speak at length. Heé gave the Socialist
leader credit for having raised new
points. He was sorry, however, that his
conclusions were not what he could have
expected. He thought this was no time
for hair splitting. In referring to the
Socialist leader’'s remarks, the Premler
said that the Conservative party had
done more for the Labor party than the
Socialists or Labor party had done. Pro-
ceeding at length on the subject, the
leader of the opposition called attention
to the fact that the Premier was not
speaking to the subject.

The Speaker warned the Premier to
proceed along lines within order.

The Premier complimented the leader of
the opposition on his speech. He said
that that gentleman had shown wonder-
ful resource in putting forth an argument
that would place him right with the pro-
vince and yet not give offence to the Lib-
eral party at Ottawa. He would have
expected a resolution strongly in favor of
the course taken by himself (the Premier)
at Ottawa.

The Premier said that when he went
into the conference he was bound by the
stand of Col. Prior, made previous!y. He
however, safeguarded the right of the
province to make a special clalm for bet-
ter terms in an appeal to the Federal gov-
ernment. Sir Wilfrid had intimated that
it would be well for the conference to
take up this subject of special terms for
British Columbia. 8ir Wilfrid sougnt to
shift the responsibility from the Domin-
ion to the conference.

Mr. Macdonald stated he had never
said that British Columbia was led into
a trap. He had said that there were two
courses open to the Premier and that he
took choice of whether the subject of
better terms was to be a question to be
referred to the provincial conference or
to reserve the right to deal with the Do-
minion direct.

The Dominion and British Columbia
were the two contracting parties and they
had to finally settle the question in dis-
pute.

There was some  understanding when
the customs revenues of British Columbla
were handed over to the Dominion that
there should be readjustment of the dif-
ferences with British Columbia. The
records did not bear the province out as
well as could be wished. But it was un-
derstood there was an agreement and that
claim was known at Ottawa.

Mr. Macdonald satd that he would like
the Premier to refer to anything showing
that ‘the increases in the customs duties
had created a ground for . recognition,
that the change of the fiscal laws of Can-
ada had worked to the disadvantage of
the province of British Columbia.

The Premier contended this was not
new. It was known.

When challenged to show any record to
this effect, the Premier bluffed his way
out, but failed to show the record.

The Premier said he asked for an inde-
pendent board to look into this question.
Sir Wilfrid said arbitration was all right
if he was allowed to name the arbitra-
tors.

It was the duty of British Columbia to
keep alert and if an attempt was made
in London to force a condition to which
the province was opposed, they should
take such steps in the highest court as
would give them their right.

Before a vote was taken the Socialists
withdrew, after which a vote was taken.
The resolution of the Premier was car-
ried on a straight party vote.

The order paper was then proceeded
with. The House did not adjourn until
11 o’clock.

(From Wednesday's Daily.)

Yesterday in the legislature was an
ordinary day of routine business fol-
iowing the efforts of the day previous
when the subject of better terms was
disposed of. Several very .interesting

| debates, however, arose, which prolong-
| ed the proceedings until half past four.

The Proceedings.
Prayers were read by Rev. G. K. B,

| Adams.

A. H. B. Macgowan presented the
first report of the railway committee
reporting the bills to incorporate the

| Portland Canal Railway Company and
i the East Kootenay Logging Railway

Company.
On further consideration of the re-
port of the bill to incorporate the B. C.

| Veterinary Association A. E. McPhil-
{ lips moved to add a
| effect that the first council

section to the
shall be

composed of the following persons: W.

H. Gaddes, V. 8., of Kelowna; R. Ham- |

iiton, M. R. C. V. 8., of Victoria; H. H.
S, George, M. R. C. V. 8., of Kamloops;
W. S. Bell, V. 8., of Cranbrook;  -A.
K. A.

and 8. F. Tolmie, of Victoria; and they
shall have the same power and author-
ity as the elected members of the coun-
cil and shall continue in office until
their successors, as is hereinafter pro-
vided, are elected.

This amendment carried.

Other amendments were
making provision for the first election
of the council to be held within six
months and to provide for the appoint-
ment of a registrar by the council.

These amendments passed and
report -was adopted.

On the
the County Court Act, W. J. Bowser
was granted leave to introduce an
amendment making certain duties ap-
plicable to the deputy registrar of the
court as well as the registrar.

the

| cowardly legislation. If

| were a mere- sham.
| not pass any examination.

Loan Suereties Act with J. McInnes in
the chair.

The commitee rose and reported the
bill complete.

The Provincial Secretary tabled a re-
turn of the papers relating to certain
acts passed by the legislature in 1906,
and reported upon by the Dominion
privy council.

The University Grant.

In moving the second reading of the
bill to aid the University of British Co-
lumbia by a grant of land, Hon. H. E.
Young said that there had been an
effort made from time to time to pro-
vide for the endowment of a provin-
cial university. It was proposed by
this bill to make provision for the set-
ting aside of 2,000,000 acres of lands for
the purpose, in different portions of
the province.

He said that later he intended to
bring down an amendment to the act
providing for a provincial university.
When that was done he expected that
the subject would be fully discussed.

J. H. Hawthornthwaite said this was
an important bill. He thought it call-
ed for more than a half dozen weak
words by the Provincial Secretary. He
could not see why the government
should not be fair and square in this,
and provide all the information. He
could not see why the government
should not give the location of these
lands and specify as to whom they were
to be given away. Education in the
province would have to receive serious
attention. Education was not at the
present time as it should be in the pro-
vince. The act required attention.
While the act pressed upon the people,
especially the farmers, he did not think
it necessary that 2,000,000 acres should
be set aside.  This was not intended to
benefit the mass of the people. It was
intended to benefit only certain classes.
He agreed with the Provincial Secre-
tary that the time was opportune for
this institution to work a graft. “The
Conservative party with the muzzle
off” was going to be a different thing
to what it was with the “muzzle on.”

The setting aside of lands for educa-
tion should be for the general education
and not for certain classes.

This bill would result in the best re-
maining lands of the province being
fliched. The government did not dare
to put this measure to the test before
the electorate. It was preposterous to
hand 2,000,000 acres over to this insti-
tution. There were other demands.
There was the subject of old age pen-
gions for men who had worn  them-
selves out, earning money for the cap-
italist classes. It would have been bet-
ter to have set aside the land to relieve
the burdens of the present school act.

The debate was adjourned on motion
of Stuart Henderson.

The report on the bill regulating the
hours of labor in certain industries be-
ing the eight-hour bill for smelters
was adopted and given its third read-
ing.

The rules were suspended on the mo-
tion of the Premier, and two bills were
introduced, one to validate a by-law of
the city of Slocan and the other to aid
the city of Slocan.

The bills passed their first reading.

Excluding the Hindus.

W. J. Bowser moved the second read-
ing of the bill to amend the Provincial
Elections Act. He said the object of it
was to shut out from the franchise,
Hindus. While the province might not
have the right to keep these people out
yvet the highest court in the land gave
the province a right to shut them out
of a vote. He attacked the Liberal
party at Ottawa, whom he contended
sought to enfranchise Japs and China-
men.

J. A. Macdonaid said that he was
quite in accord with the idea of keeping
off the voters’ list persons who did not
understand the English language and
were not acquainted with the customs
of the country. He would support the
bill although he did not think that this
was really the right way of approach-
ing the subject. He believed in exclud-
ing from the voters’ list persons who
did not understand the English lang-
uage. He thought the government
could well take up the subject of re-
vising the election act with respect to
the qualification of voters.

Slight Inconsistency.

J. H. Hawthornthwaite said this was
the Hindus
were a people who were, strong, the
member for Vancouver would not dare
to introduce this bill. These Hindus
were brought to this country not at
the request of the labor classes, but by
the classes represented by Mr. Bowser.
The government might not have the
power to exclude these people from this
province. The government had
power to exclude them in large num-
bers in the mines, etc., of the province.
At Cumberland 1,300 Hindus, Chinamen
and Japs were employed in the mines,
and only a few hundred whites. This
was in direct violation of the law re-
quiring the examination of those em-
ployed in mines. The examination laws
These people did
The Social-

{ ists intended to carry out a revolution

introduced |
{ questions which had

report of the bill to amend |

The amendment carried and the re- |

port was adopted.
ed its third reading.
The bill to assess, levy and collect
taxes on the property of railway com-
panies passed its third reading.
The bill to revive and continue *he
existence of certain .companies ‘was

The act then pass-

{ again considered in adjourned commit-
tee.

A point of order was introduced by
the leader of the opposition. He point-

| Cumberland,
| mines

| out their

under constitutional lines. These were

to be grappled
with,

He accorded his support to the bill,
however,

Parker Wililams said the principle
advocated by the leader of the opposi-
tion would not preclude these people
from getting the franchise. In the case
of the Japanese, it only required about
three months for a Jap to qualify by

| attending a night school and joining

the Presbyterian church. In that time
he could learn the English language.

Premier McBride said that if
the conditions were such as
Mr. Hawthornthwaite described at
the department of
would take steps to right
them. He said that he had mnever
had a complaint against the way in
which the mining examiners carried
examinations. The legisla-

| ture would never stand for excluding

ed out that the bill provided for the |

real property which might have been |

formerly vested in it. Mr. Macdonald

said that the land in such a case would |

have been estreated by the crown? It

|

was, therefore, a question whether this !

i section could be brought dow g |
5 2 ExXCont | for fuller information.

by message from His Honor. The

legislating to |

take away crown lands which had come |

into possession of the crown by the
tfact that they were estreated.

An appeal was taken to the Speaker, ‘

who asked time to consider the point.
The committee rose.
The House went into committee on

these Chinamen if they passed the ex-

recovery by the company revived, of the aminations prescribed.

“Would you consent to the appoint-
ment of competent commissioners to
go into this matter of these Chinamen
working in the mines?” asked Mr.
Hawthornthwalite.

The Premier said that he would ask
If there was
any charge established he would take
steps to have things righted.

Mr. Hawthornthwaite said it was im-
possible to get the information requir-
ed as it would mean that Informants
would lose their jobs.

No Imperial Complications,

The Premier said that in other parts

of the Empire laws were passed ex-




