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RIe adds : 'But it was urged upon me no
strongly that a trial miglit be givea to the
echeme, and it was received with n0 mucli
favour by the Department of the Interlor, that
I dld not feel justified ln the circumstances
in withholding sucli assistance as I could
properly give to carry Into effect the declared
policy of the goverament.' Further on lie
says : ' I had no connection at ail with the
negotiations ln connection witli the tirot inter-
change of letters, the Departinent of the In-
terior having placed Ituelf in direct cominuni-
cation with the company. Whule personally 1
could not approve of the proposed arrange-
ments, I felt It Incumbent on me, under the
circumstances, ta carry out the policy of the
government, but at the same time I wish mont
distlnctly to disclaim the direct TeUponsibility
attributed ta me ln the matter.'

On May 12 Lord Stratlicona, wrote Sir Wilfrid
Laurier another letter, ln whlch lie laid :'My
principal reason for not favouring a liard and
fant contract wlth any body of Individuels like
the Northi Atlantic Trading Company vas the
lear that It miglit launcli us ia difficulties
with some of the governments concerned.
There vas also tlie consideration that tliey
vouid obtain the advantage, without any great
expense of effort themselves. of the movement
whicli vas bound shortly ta take place, as the
reluit af our continuons educational work with
the various agencies on the continent. My
ldea vas that the agents who liad been vork-
Ing on our behali shotild themselves partici-
pate ln the- bonuses ; and that ves .lould en-
deavour also ta secure the co-operation af the
large continental steamship companies, vhich
It vould' not have been difficult ta, arrange.
judging fromt my Interviews witli the North
German Lloyd directors, and Mfr. Ballin af the
Hamburg-Âmerican lUne-gentlemen of great
prominence on the continent-au reported In
my letters before referred to. 0f course i
would have been possible ta, gradually lessen
the bonus payments, as the emxigration ln-
creaied the Increase being the natural conne-
qences of the work that vas being done, and
of the the successful settlement of the people
who vere going out from year ta year.'

Lord Strathcona's letter concluded as follova:
« am sure you will understand, la writing this

letter. that 1 only vish to make my own posi-
tion clear. and that I bave no desire whatever
ta rellect ln any way either upon the Depart-
ment of the Intertor or Its officers ln connec-
tien wltli the arrangements made between the
government and the company.

Then be goes on ta deat with ther state-
ment of Mr. Preston, which I would con-
sider It unnecessary ta 'mention ln this con-
nection were it nlot 'for the concluding oh)-
Nairration whIch I shaîl rend :

On May 19, 1900, Lord Stratcona sent a long
cable -te the premier ln vhich lie said: 'Pres-
ton, la hii. evidence as reported ln the press,
atated Ïhaving said 1 admitted that certain
papers stolen front hlm office are in possession
of Griffith. I made no such admission. I vas
Informed Certain letters vere ln Griffitli's
Dersonal possession, flot vlth office papers, and
Griffith absolutely denied they were stolen
from Preston's office, whicli statement rests 80
far as I know. an Preston's assertion.' The
eable goes on to say that Mfr. Preston's evi-

dence as to what occurred at Hamburg ln
1898 does flot correctly represent what took
place, and goes on to say:- Count Ratzfeldt
ilid mention it to Lord Salisbury and Mr.

.OIhamberlain and Mr. Chamberlain communi-
srated, conversation to me. 1 explained the
maiture of my visit tu- the continent, whlch
&ad more to do witli general questions and
.vith the stesmship companles tbs.n with Ger-
mnan emigration ln particular. My explana-
,tlon was regarded au entirely satisfactory.

«Preuton's reported statement that 1 was
f>ware of negotiations wlth North Atlantic
Orrading Company-. from beginning to end la
,only partly accurate. I knew of *them, It la
.true as reported to me, but I taok no active
ipart in the negotiations whlch were conducted
under the direct auspices of the Department of
.the Interior.

In directing the attention of tbe hon.
Secretary of State to these extracts froni
letters whlcb purport to have been received
by the goverrament. I should lke to Inquire
oif hilm wbether these documents were re-
elved before the 13tl June of tis year,

wben my bon. frlend and bis colleague the
riglit hon. Minlster of Trade and Commerce
attributed a very large responsibllity to
Lord Strathcona ln connection with tIis
North Atlantic Trading Company coutract.
My object Is to ascertain whether the gov-
ernment were at that time ln possession of
these letters, and caiblegrams, and, If they
were, I think it la due to the House and to
the hon. gentlemen themselves ta explaimi
why they attributed so large a share of res-

Iuonsibility ta Lord Stratheona. as they did
on the 13th lnst. ln thîs House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think I am
cailed upon to make any comment on the
subject. Âny reference 1 made ta Lord
Strathcona was simply reading one af his
letters. I do not propose to be drawn into,
any discussion on the subject of the unfor-
tunate and unha.ppy differences that have
prevai.ied la the London office. The letter
that was read ftram Lord -Stra.thconft was,
I think, in 1899 when the negotiations were

first being brouglit to a head, In which the

statement occurs that the Information
should be coiffidential. I do not think it
seemly or rîglit that hon, gentlemen should

be d.rawa lnto a discussion on the points ln
dispute that bave arisen In connection witli
this lnqulry la another place. Certalnly 1
do nlot desire to be. I have a very strong

regard for Lord Strathcona, and I am quite

sure lie would nlot do anythlag that was not,
from bis standpoint at ail events, consistent


