
DECEMBER 10, 19t)7

Prairie aided hlmi. abetted hini, encouraged
hlm, spoke for tlînt policy, czanvasseti on it
and possibly may have got somie votes on
the strength of tiiot appeal. Ili the face
of this declaration of last March, I ask the
hon. gentlemnaa. if lie theni consid<er.d sueh
a systemn was flot worthy of conisidoration
If so. how huiiilitinig a pos,,itioni he must
occupy to-day-or is hie of the lightning
change variety, cau hoe change bis policy to
suit the exigoncies of the day?

Now, so, muchi for goverîïment owniership.
1 anl ploased also to sec that at lonîg last
the province of Manitoba is promisod at
least a measureo0f justice !in eonnectioîi
with the extension of its boundaries. But
we have heard so miany diverse reports
as to the character of the proposed exten-
s10on that w-e await with considerable inter-
est the production of this Bill. I view with
a certain amount of apprehension the con-
cluding words of the sentence referring to
this particular suhject in the speec fo
the Throlie. It says:

5Among the measures to be submitted to you
ia Bill for the extension of the boundarjes

ot Manitoba and of other provinces.
WVhat other provinces hiave to do in cou-

nection with the extension of Manitobn's
boundaries, passes my comprehlension. 'Tis
true, the Prime M-%inister înivited the govern-
monts of Ontario, Manitoba and Saskatche-
wan to corne down here in conference andi
discuss the disposition of the district of
Keewatin. 1 take it that the question of
tue boundaries of Manitoba is one between
this goverament -andi the -government of
Manitoba alone ; and spoaking as a Mani-
toban, 1 emphasize that opinion by reasoui
of this fact, that when the last boundaries
of the province of Ontario were affected
it was distinctiy stateti that those bounti-
aries were to ho for ail tlme to, corne. lu
connection with Saskatchewan, just the
yenr before, this governiment hiad givenl
iiemn 250,000 square miles of terrltory, and

wvhy that province shoulti be calleti lu to
decide as to the disposition of the district
of KCeewatin, I canniot comprehiend. The
inombor for Selkirk (MNr. S. J. Jackson) who
seoms to be more loquacious out of the
House than lie is ln lt, bas already gîven
two diverse reports as to the character
of this proposeti extension. The member
for Macdonald (Mr. Stalos) bas referreti
to it. During the by-election In the con-
stitueacy of Mountain, in the province of
Manuitoba, thiat gentleman took the platform
andi tolti the people there that amongst the
Lîberals themselves they hiad declded on
the proper boundarites of the province of
Manitoba, andi that the northern bonndary
was to ho the Churchill river, Saskatchewan
and Manitoba to have equal access to the
bay by way of the Churchill river, and a
mensure was to be Introduceed to, that effect.
The session w-ont on and no Bill was li-
trodine?d. Durlng the last provincial eler-
tion Mr. Brown, the leader of tue opposi-

clon, stated îînblicly that hoe had a pletige
from this government that a Bill wvold ho
introtluced hîst sessionî for the extension
0f the boundaries of our province, and hoe
woulti not be at ail surprised if that Bill
Wore introduced prior to the provincial elec-
tions. The elections were helti, no Bill. The
session w-as ended, No Bill introducoti. We
liae hiad the hon. member foi Selkirk,
xvithin the past montb, breaking forth i
songs agnin, and thils time hoe is reporteti
iii the Winnipeg 'Free Press,'. the Liberal
organ, as having said that a Bill w-ould be
introduced this session for the extension of
the boundarios 0f Manitoba, and that Bill
wonlti provide that the northern boundary
wvould bo the 6Oth parallel, making It bar-
monize with the northern bountiaries of
Saskatchewan and Alberta. Now the hon.
gentleman cannot bo right !i both these
v-ersions, and which is accurate ?' I ani
soiinewhat sceptical of the hon. gentleman's
right to speak with authority. We remem-
ber that the Prime Minîster bas seen fit to
invite the goveranents of Manitoba, Sas-
katchlewan and Ontario to a conference to
take into consîderation the disposition of
Keewatin. They came down, they placeti
their cases before the goverument, hoe stateti
their representations w-ould hoe taken into
consideratiou, andi ho would lot tbem know
tie outcomne. From that day to this. s0
far as my knowledge goos, the governments

f thlose provinces have not been made
aware of the decision of tbis goverament
!i tbat respect. If the statement of i
lion. member for Selkirk is truo, this is
w-liat hiappeniec. The hon. momber for Sel-
kirk, a private member of this House, w-ho
w-as not a momber of that- conference, has
been taken into the confidonce of a member
of this government, to the neglect andi
slighting of the premiers of the other pro-
vinces w-ho wore lnviteti liere, andi w-ho are
stili ignorant 0f the proposeti extension of
thîe houndaries of Manitoba, or the pro-
posed disposition of the district of Kee-
w-atin. However, 1 trust that w-hon that
report is brought down it w-ill lie fonnd
Hit tlîe landis, the timber andi the minerais
there may be on those landis In that atideti
territory. w-i ho liandeti over to hoe owned
by the province o! Manitoba ; If not, that
BilI w-i not ho satlsfactory to the people
of our province, lu vlew of the experience
we have bati durlng the hast few years.

Now, there Is s paragrapli w-hlch refers
to two of Rie ministers havlng been sent as
speclal plen4potentlarles to France Vo nogo-
tiate the Frenchi treaty. I arn not referring
Vo thîs for the purpose of discussing. the
treaty, but jndglng by the able exposition
of 1V by the hion. member for East Huron
(Mr. Thos. Ohlsholm) 1 arn almost inchineti
to the opinion that It amounts to a icense
to soul absinthe, wlnes, spirits and liquors
in Canada. Whntever the treaty may ho.
I arn nfraid, so long as that gentleman's
speech goos uncontradictei, anti the govern-
ment have not answ-ereti any of bis State-


