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ditional clause to this effect: Nothing
In this Act contained shall affect the
©Obligation of the Government (if any)
ansing out of the conditions of the

acquisition of the North-West Ter-
Ntorjes,”

Hon. Mr. POWER—That looks
Very reasonable and proper, but I have
grave doubt about the wisdom of insert-
Ing it here, because after listening to the
‘Sxplanation given by the Leader of the

Ouse a moment ago, I am not satisfied
that this provision is not capable of be-
Ing abused. The Minister said a mo-
Tnent ago that the right of the Hudson

2y Company (if any) would not accrue
until the Government had ordered sur-
Veys of this park to be made.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Until the sur-
veys are made.

Hon. Mr. POWER—As I under-
Stang jt, " the Hudson Bay Company
: Would then be in a better position pro-

ably to claim that they were entitled to

2 portion of the property as it stood at
i € time the survey was made; with the
Mprovements which the Governmemt
Might put upon it between this and the
v"“e of making that survey. I doubt
€Ty much the wisdom of being so very
Sareful of the interests of the Hudson
bay Company in this instance. It would
€ wise to adopt a provision that if the
th°“‘Qany have any interest in_this park
Wi(:h Government would furnish them
val lands somewhere else equivalent in

Ue to these lands in their natural state,

w Hon, Mg DEVER--Perhaps they
©uld not accept thew.

lheHm?' Mr. POWER—I am afraid
diﬂ{e 1S a door open here for future
t eclllt.y. The public in dealing with
s“ﬂf’e big corporations is always sure to
Vererf We had an example of that not
byY ong ago. It will be remembered
, qu:('}'ﬂe hon. gentlemen that when the
v"assuon of damages in the North-West
1 under consideration in this House,
of tcha“eq the attention of the leader
‘Hy de Government to the fact that the
Son  Bay Company’s claim for
Mag:s sustained in the North-West

should not be listened to by the Govern-
ment, on the ground-that the Company
had made a great deal more money out
of the rebellion than they had suffered
loss, as was shown by the fact that their
stock had gone up very rapidly as a
consequence of the difficulty in the
North-West. The leader of the House
at that time assured us that the Hudson
Bay Company were not making any claim
and were not going to make any claim,
and that the alarm was groundless.
Since then the Company have made
claims, and have, I believe, received large
sums of money on them. They have re-
ceived infimtely more out of the rebellion
than they have lost. The only way, if we
touch this claim at all, is to legislate so
that we shall not leave any door open
for a recurrence of what took place on
the occasion to which I have just re-
ferred. I would suggest to the Minister
that at the third reading of the Bill he
might insert a clause so worded as to put
an end to any difficulty about this
matter.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—With regard
to this particular clause—* Nothing in
this Act contained shall affect the obliga-
tion of the Government (if any) arising
out of the conditions of the North-West
Territories "—the objection made by the
hon. gentleman from Halifax is this, and
his caution is a very proper one, that we
should be careful in dealing with this
matter. The question is whether we
have not been as careful as it is possible
to be, because he says this may be a
recognition of an obligation existing be-
fore the land is surveyed. But the obli-
gation arising out of the acquisition
of the North-West Territory, does not
arise until the survey is made,and the obli-
gation is then and then alone, therefore
this clause cannot by any possibility be
construed as applying to anything until
the obligation arises. If before the third
reading it can be made more plain there
can be no objection to it.

Hon. MrR. ABBOTT—The objection
is not to the form of the amendment
but to the principle upon which we are
working.  The difficulty undoubtedly
exists, and it is a difficulty which arises
out of a solemn contract to which the



