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CASE Of PROVINCE 
FOR “BETTER TERMS”

legal obligation. It has never been 
maintained that we have a tenable 
legal claim against the Dominion for 
better terms.

the position that he ought to have 
pealed to the Dominion for this 
cial treatment, that he was not quite 
right In submitting it to the conference. 
That attitude taken 
seems highly inconsistent with the 
resolution we are asked to adopt, be
cause in that resolution the attitude 
which my honorable friend takes is 
that this question of better terms for 
British Columbia, based 
tional circumstances, ought to have 
been dealt with by the Dominion 
ernment, and ought not in any way to 
come before the conference. If I un
derstand him aright, he is not taking 
that position to-day. Because we find 
that by his own words in his own re
port to the Lieutenant-Governor, laid 
on the table of the House only a few 
days ago, he has precluded himself 
from taking that position.

Hia Course of Action.

could have hesitated to come to the 
conclusion that with the adoption of 
the Quebec resolution, as suggested by 
several of the eastern prime ministers, 
the work of the conference could easily 
have been concluded in two days. Well, 
I found at once, sir, that British Col
umbia as a province could never ac
cept such a proposition for a moment, 
because if you consult this resolution 
you will find that they make a general 
provision for Canada with no special 
reservation for British Columbia.

Now, we had already, through the 
Hon. Col. Prior and yourself, Mr. 
Speaker, previously given our eastern 
friends to understand that above and 
beyond the provision sought to be ex
tended to the different provinces by the 
Quebec resolution, we in British Col
umbia expected to receive from Ottawa 
still better treatment—still more gen
erous treatment.

a motion was carried to the effect that 
in the opinion of the conference, it “is 
inadvisable that the claim, in the way 
of subsidies, of any province be refer
red to- arbitration.”

Now I might say, sir, leading up to 
this motion, there was a very animated 
discussion with regard to the province 
of British Columbia. And I had al
ready been so fortunate as to secure 
frorn nearly every member of the con
vention an expression of opinion fav
orable to our special claim. But I went 
a step further and said, ‘if you pro
pose favoring us we wish to have the 
measure of that favor settled by 4 
board of arbitration or a commission of 
enquiry.”

I found that all of my fellow mem
bers there were against it—that every 
prime minister present was opposed to 
such a course, and the reason seemed 
to be taken at that time—the ground 
seemed to be taken at that time that if 
British Columbia was given a commis
sion of enquiry, or a board of arbitra
tion, and if because of such a course 
being taken she was enabled to secure 
some extra favor that the other pro
vinces thought they also had a right to 
enjoy, why. the grave fault would be 
laid at the doors of these other mem
bers of the conference of neglecting to 
ask for commissions of enquiry as Bri
tish Columbia was now doing.

New Provinces' Claims.
I might say in discussing the question 

with the other prime ministers, I was 
always careful to take this ground, 
that my presence there should in no 
way prejudice the right of the province, 
and the contention always advanced by 
British Columbia since the contract of 
confederation was made between the 
province and the federal authorities, 
and any alterations in that contract 
should come from the original contract
ing parties, and for that reason I felt 
that nothing should be omitted in em
phasizing this, and I had the protest 
recorded on the minutes of the confer
ence.

place in that conference and threaten 
the gentlemen there assembled that 
unless British Columbia were given 
proper and docent treatment she would 
secede from confederation. Not for one 
moment did I do anything of the kind, 
but I insisted as far as I could upon 
the rights of the province being recog
nized at Ottawa, and I said that at all 
times this cbuntry felt quite safe if she 
followed up the rights that she had as
serted in a constitutional way, in the 
end she would be given proper treat
ment.

mission and to his conduct at Ottawa, 
which he considered objectionable. Now 
if I remember aright, Mr. Speaker, be
fore any references were made to his 
conduct there by the Liberal press, his 
own press correspondent, whom he had 
taken to Ottawa with him, had sent out 
reports reflecting on the Liberal mem
bers of the inter-provincial conference, 
and it was but natural that the Liberal 
newspapers should have taken occas
ion to comment on what was said by 
that correspondent, and should have 
taken occasion to comment on my hon
orable friend’s withdrawal from the 
conference.

The very nature of our demands, Mr. 
Speaker, makes it absolutely essential 
that we should even overlook the mis
takes which our friends either in the 
House or out of the House may make 
in reference to a question of this kind. 
When I say mistakes I mean that I re
gard it as a mistake that either one 
party or the other should make refer
ence to this question in a partizan 
spirit, and I can call upon the mem
bers of this House, and upon my hon
orable friend the Premier to bear me 
out when I say that by our actions as 
well as by our words the Liberal party 
in this House, and the Liberal party in 
this province has shown a spirit above 
the spirit of partisanship, have adopted 
for their plan of action in connection 
with better terms an attitude which is 
purely provincial and purely in the in
terest of the province, and which ex
cludes altogether any party interest. 
We did that two years ago when the 
resolution, which has been referred to 
by my honorable friend, was before the 
House, a resolution which was prepared 
by members on this side of the House, 
accepted by my honorable friend and 
received the unanimous assent of every 
Liberal member. If any better evi
dence were required of the non-partiz- 
an attitude of the members on this side 
of the House I do not know where it 
could be found, and so far as what took 
place during the time my honorable 
friend was at the conference and after 
the close of that conference, and during 
the recent campaign which took place 
in this province is concerned, I think 
Liberals can claim that we did not 
make this a party issue.

Premier Initiated It.
But I think that it can hardly be 

claimed that the speech which my 
honorable friend made on tris return 
from Ottawa in this city of Victoria 
was free from taint of that kind. I 
think it is only necessary, Mr. Speaker, 
to read that speech to see from begin
ning to end a studied effort to make it 
appear that the treatment which the 
people of British Columbia had receiv
ed at Ottawa was unfair, and that that 
unfair treatment came not from the 
conference, but from the Dominion 
government.

I say that that was the unfortunate 
feature of that speech, and I believe 
that same attitude—which was not al
ways a frank and sincere attitude—was 
assumed by my honorable friend, and 
that frankness and sincerity were not 
always shown by him in dealing with 
this question, because we found that 
on every platform on which he spoke 
during the campaign, while he took 
care to point out that the amount 
which had been Suggested by the con
ference as sufficient to meet British Co
lumbia’s special claims was the paltry 
sum of $100,000 a year for a period of 
ten years, he said nothing about the 
fact that the subsidy for which we had 
agreed at the time of the union—the 
subsidy of $35,000 a year for government 
and legislation, had been increased by 
seven hundred per cent.—that is to say 
increased from $35,000 to the sum of 
$150,000 a year.

He said nothing of that, and I believe 
at all events the effect, I will not say 
his intention, but the effect of what was 
said by him and other Conservative 
speakers during the campaign was suf
ficient to lead the people of this prov
ince to believe that all the other pro
vinces of the Dominion government 
were prepared to give to the province 
of British Columbia was this sum of 
$100,000 for ten years, ignoring alto
gether the fact that the additional sum 
above mentioned was granted with the 
unanimous consent of all the other pro
vinces and with the concurrence of my 
honorable friend the Premier. He was 
in the conference when this additional 
grant of $115,000 a year was made to 
British Columbia, to be paid forever.

Prepared to Unite.
But as I said in prosecuting the 

claims of British Columbia for better 
terms at Ottawa, let us put aside all 
these matters—let us forget, and I am 
prepared to forget—the attitude which 
was assumed by my honorable friend 
on his return from Ottawa, the atti
tude which he assumed during the cam
paign, and the fact that he appealed to 
the people of this province on this 
question of better terms—appealed to 
the people of this province to assist 
him, to sustain him and his govern
ment against those on this side of the 
House, who had loyally stood by him 
when the resolution was introduced 
and passed in this House, and who had 
placed, in his hands by us the very re
solution upon which he went to Ottawa 
to deal with the question of better 
terms. I say I am even prepared to 
forget that in the recent campaign he 
had forgotten how we had loyally stood 
by the province and stood by him 
when the matter was up two years ago. 
He had forgotten that we had put 
aside party politics and had given him 
a cleàn sheet when he went to Ottawa. 
We enabled him to say, “I am repre
senting the whole province of British 
Columbia, and not the government 
merely of the province or the Conserva
tive party; I am here representing the 
Liberal party, and every other party, 
and all the people of British Colum
bia.”

And I say, notwithstanding that, and 
notwithstanding this, he used this 
question of better terms as a weapon 
to strike those who had loyally stood 
by him, I am prepared to leave It out 
of the question and discuss this ques
tion on its merits. I was criticized for 
a statement made in Vancouver during 
the election that British Columbia had 
no legal claim against the Dominion 
of Canada. I made the statement that 
the terms agreed upon by the people of 
this province through their represen
tatives had been substantially carried 
out—that so far as that contract 
concerned, a contract which we have 
embddied in a statute of the United 
Kingdom—there is no assertion 
there has been any failure on the part 
of the Dominion in carrying out its
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in his speechIf we have such an able claim, Mr. 
Speaker, then it was the duty of this 
government to bring that claim into the 
courts of the country and the Empire, 
and obtain justice for the province of 
British Columbia.

I only mention this question of the 
legal aspect of the case, so as to 
clear the ground and let us come to 
a clear understanding, Mr. Speaker, of 
the nature of the demands which we 
are making upon the Dominion of Can
ada.

(Conltnued from page 1.)

be expected to give all the benefits of 
our civil government to those 
sections of the province that the pres
ent settled portion is at present en
joying. And as we all know, unless we 
may be so fortunate as to secure from 
Ottawa some substantial acknowledg
ment of this very critical condition of 
affairs in British Columbia, it must be 
expected that the province will have 
to surmount a good many obstacles in
deed before she can give all of these 
privileges to the whole province, 
she is in duty bound to do.

Some Encouragement.
Well, Mr. Speaker, seven years ago, 

or pretty nearly seven years ago, when 
the Dunsmuir delegation returned from 
Ottawa, there appeared to be some 
feeling of encouragement that the pro
vince might expect action on the part 
of Ottawa. I find that the delegation 
was well received, that the different 
data submitted was most carefully 
considered, and the Impression of the 
délegates when they left the capital of 
Canada was that their case had been 
entertained, and tWt they might ex
pect some consideration. Well, sir, time 
goes on, and nothing is done.

The second delegation proceeds to 
Ottawa, and as I have already said, it 
covers pretty well the same ground, 
and makes out the same case, is given 
a very hearty reception and leaves for 
British Columbia with the expectation 
that something tangible will come from 
their efforts, eventually, though noth
ing is done.

upon excep-other
gov-

Action Necessary.
And now, since the federal authorities 

propose asking the Imperial govern
ment to provide certain amendments 
to the British North America Act, 
which must include the resolution sub
mitted by Mr. Whitney, it- is up to this 
legislature to take a stand by the gov
ernment of the day as representing the 
people of this country, and enter a 
strong protest against any such course 
being pursued. Sir Wilfrid Laurier, in 
the closing days of the convention, in
timated that before any of the sub
sidies to be provided by the Quebec 
resolutions might be given to the dif
ferent provinces Imperial legislation 
must be necessary. He gave us. very 
distinctly to understand that if the 
convention were harmonious and unani
mous. there would be no difficulty at all 
in Securing acquiescence on the part of 
the Imperial authorities. But, sir, he 
suggested at the same time that if 
there was not that unanimity among 
the provinces that he looked for, it 
would be more or less difficult to secure 
Imperial legislation.

Now I say, Mr. Speaker, this after
noon we are face to face with this po
sition: Sir Wilfrid has intimated in the 
federal House that he is about to go to 
the Mother Country, and while there 
he proposes to submit to the consider
ation of the Imperial authorities cer
tain amendments to the British North 
America Act, certain provisions or con
ditions, the terms of treatment toward 
British Columbia as outlined in Mr. 
Whitney’s resolution, and it will be 
shown that the province of British Col
umbia refused at Ottawa tjiis treat
ment—that the people of British Col
umbia have since refused, and which 
treatment I ask this legislature to re
fuse. I have spared no effort, Mr. 
Speaker, in trying to keep this ques
tion out of the political arena.

Charges Liberals.
Why, Mr. Speaker, the conference 

had not been ended twenty-four hours 
when some, of the British Columbia 
Liberal papers were loud in denuncia
tion of the course that I had taken at 
Ottawa. They had not the decency to 
wait until I had come back to British 
Columbia and told the people of what 
had occurred there. But no, before I 
had secured my ticket to return to 
British Columbia, reports had been sent 
down by some of the reporters at Ot
tawa, which filled. columns and colums 
of their papers, criticizing the course 
which I had taken.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what has always 
puzzled me since the occurrence of the 
last few montlpia, Is how in the name 
of consistency ,my honorable friends 
opposite could side in with the critl- 
chfpis to*|çhto;I have referred. Now, 
Mr*. Speaker,^he snip and substance of 
this criticism h^s been in the first place 
that there was more or less neglect on 
my part in inadequately presenting a 
case to Ottawa; arid in the next place 
that I had tried to make this a politi
cal issue; that I have tried as it were 
to make politics out of it, first, last 
and all the time, and in so doing I have 
very milch subserved the public at 
large, and thereby damaged the case 
for British Columbia. Now I wish to 
meet these charges here, and I wish to 
ask the legislature of this province to 
go carefully pver the records and re
ports that have come from that con
ference, whether it be the report of the 
conference, the report submitted by 
way of a return to the Dominion 
House, or my own report to the Lieu
tenant-Governor.

Now, sir, it must have struck honor
able gentlbmen opposite, that for the 
first time in the history of this agita
tion there had been an official acknowl
edgement that British Columbia had a 
cause that merited for her better treat
ment-better terms. For the flrtt time 
in the history of this question the 
acknowledgment that her case had 
been entertained was given place on 
the official records, and it was a source 
of tremendous satisfaction to me to 
find that Sir Wilfrid Laurier and his 
colleagues and the others of the prime 
ministers there assembled were a unit 
in acknowledging that we were entitled 
to special terms.

No Breach of Union Terms.
I take it, therefore, that there Is no 

dispute between the gentlemen on the 
other side of the House and the gentle
men on this side of the House with 
regard to the nature of those claims. 
We have no legal claim based upon a 
breach of the terms of union. There
fore, our claim, as it has been put in 
the memorandum submitted to the 
Dominion government by the recent 
Prior government, and adopted by my 
honorable friend, in the case for Bri
tish Columbia, which he submitted two 
years ago—the basis of our claim Is 
this, that we have a moral and sound 
constitutional claim for better treat
ment from the Dominion of Canada. 
(Here, here.)

And I agree, Mr. Speaker, with that 
declaration. I agree that we have a 
moral, and I believe we have a sound 
constitutional claim for increased sub
sidies arising out of our peculiar geo
graphical position, our topographical 
position, and the great costs of public 
works in this province. And not only 
that, but we have a claim upon a 
ground which I believe has never been 
pressed either upon the conference or 
upon the Dominion government, I be
lieve we have an unanswerable consti
tutional claim against the Dominion, 
and a claim, too,, Mr. Speaker, which 
is not based upon criticisms of our 
public men of 1871.

that

First Resolution.
Well, sir, if you will look at the first 

resolution adopted by the conference 
at Ottawa, you will find there is a 
reservation contained in the concluding 
sentence in favor of the provinces that 
might have some extra or special claim 
to submit to the provinces generally. I 
would refer you to the resolution pass
ed on Wednesday, October 10th, read
ing:

It is quite clear, Mr. Speaker, that 
he took occasion on the very first meet
ing, I believe, of the conference, on the 
9th of October, to submit to the con
ference, and left with the conference 
his memorandum setting forth not 
only the just terms that British Col
umbia asked for in the Quebec resolu
tion, but the special terms which we 
ask for owing to our exceptional posi
tion and circumstances. In that reso
lution he sets all these forth. He also 
sets forth a request for arbitration. 
And that question of arbitration, Mr. 
Speaker, I propose to deal with a little 
later.

\W

“Therefore it is unanimously re
solved : (1) That the subject matter 
of the resolutions adopted by the 
conference of the representatives of 
the several provinces held at Que
bec, in December, 1902, and which 
were shortly thereafter presented to 
the government of the Dominion, 
and which were ratified by the leg- 
4slatures of the then existing pro
vinces, except that of British Col
umbia, be now pressed upon the 
government of the Dominion for 
immediate and favorable action, 
under reserve of the right of any 
province to now submit to such 
government memoranda in writing 
concerning any claims which it 
may have to larger sums than those 
set out in the said résolutions, or 
to additional consideration or 
recognition.”

Change in Policy.
Therefore, I take this to be true, and 

in looking at the history of the appli
cations for better terms, by the differ
ent provinces since confederation, I 
find that up to 1887 applications wer«J 
made by nearly every province in the 
Dominion for better terms, of one kind 
or another. Those applications were 
always made directly to the Dominion 
government, and always dealt with by 
the Dominion government without re
ference to a conference. But in 1887, 
there seems to have been a change; 
there seems to have been a change In 
the manner in which these questions 
were to be dealt with, and from 
that time on to the present time we 
find that the general readjustment and 
the treatment to be accorded to each 
province has been a matter which our 
public men in the Dominion and the 
provinces thought proper to refer to a 
conference.

Now, the conference which was held 
in Quebec in 1887, confirmed the prin
ciple distinctly that there should 
be a general rearrangement, including 
all the provinces, and that that general 
rearrangement should be final and un
alterable.

It peems that nothing was 
done upon the recommendations 
which were made by that confer
ence. And if I were desirous, Mr. 
Speaker, of bringing politics into this 
matter I could point out that the gov
ernment which was in power in 1887 
when those resolutions were adopted, 
and when they ought to either have 
been acted upon or rejected, was the 
Conservative, and of the premiers that 
were there in that conference. I think 
three out of four of them were 

nservatives. I could point this 
• in passing -^-although 14 has 

nothing really. to do with 
merits of the matter—but. it show. J 
that as far as dealing with provincial 
subsidies by a conference is concern
ed, and so far as the suggestion that 
those arrangements shoudl be perman
ent and final, that idea emanated not 
from the Liberals but from Conserva
tives, both in the Dominion and in the 
provinces.

The Last Endeavor.
Two years ago, my colleague, the 

Minister of Finance, Captain Tatlow, 
and I made a trip to Ottawa, and by 
arrangement with Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
took up the question of the British Co
lumbia’s position. During that confer
ence something was said which lead to 
the belief on my part at any rate that 
nothing might be expected in so far as 
British Columbia was concerned, to 
come from these different delegations, 
or from these different representations 
to Ottawa, until a general conference 
of provincial prime ministers might be 
held.

You will observe, Mr. Speaker, that 
the case for British Columbia all the 
way through was limited to the ques
tion of extra, or special treatment to 
this province; that there was no sug
gestion on our part of asking Ottawa 
that while she was considering the 
case for British Columbia, the position 
of the other provinces should be con
sidered as well.

Well, now, Mr. Speaker, after leaving 
Ottawa two years ago with my col
league the Finance Minister, when, as I 
say, the impression came over me that 
we need not expect anything at ail 
until the general conference of all the 
provincial prime ministers might bç 
held, we lost no timfe In trying to em
phasize, wherever and whenever we 
might be able to do so, the urgency of 
the case of British Columbia.

And, sir, you may be sure that when 
in the month of December last I re
ceived an intimation from Sir Wilfrid 
that a conference of local prime min
isters would be held in Ottawa, no 
time was lost in assuring the federal 
authorities that British Columbia 
would have a representative on hand.

The Invitation.
If you will glance at the invitation 

from Sir Wilfrid, you will note, sir, 
that the statement is made there, that 
the conference is to be held for the pur
pose of discussing the financial subsi
dies to the provinces. And of course it 
would naturally follow that the busi
ness of that conference would be con
fined to the discussion of those subsi
dies. However, I might say that in
cidentally during the different sessions 
that we held, other matters were 
brought up that were considered by the 
members of the conference, as well as 
by the federal authorities, of more or 

" less importance to the Dominion at 
large, and in the end steps were taken 
to have certain things done, of which 
you have been already notified. ^

For instance, the question of the can
cellation or at least the question of the 
repeal of the law imposing a tax on 
commercial travellers seemed to be 
considered by the gentlemen present at 
Ottawa, as something of an urgent na
ture, and it was there decided that the 
different provinces where such laws 
were to be found in force were to lose 
no time in repealing them.

The Fisheries.

Then Mr. Whitney made his former 
motion which I have read to you, and 
on which quite a prolonged debate 
again arose. On the following day, 
after certain attempts had been made 
by other members of the conference to 
induce me to accept the offer outlined, 
I found that Mr. Walter Scott of Sas
katchewan and Mr. Rutherford of 
Alberta, proposed coming into the con
vention and asking for similar treat
ment to that which it was proposed to 
give British Columbia in the resolu
tion I have just outlined. And if you 
will look in the proceedings you will 
find that on Saturday, the 13th of Oc
tober, it was moved by the Hon. Mr. 
Scott, and seconded by the Hon. Mr. 
Rutherford that “the following words 
be added to the Hon. Mr. Whitney’s 
motion respecting exceptional treat
ment to British Columbia: ‘In view of 
the Very exceptional conditions of set
tlement existing In the provinces of 
Manitoba, Alberta and Saskatchewan, 
each of the said provinces should be 
granted, for a period of ten years, an 
allowance of $50,000 per annum in ex
dess of the subsidies provided by the 
Quebec resolutions of 1902 as amend-

What Claim Is.
What is our claim at the present 

time, as set forth In the memorandum 
submitted by my honorable friend? It 
practically amounts to this, that in 
1871 we had a set of public men in office 
in this province who could not foresee 
what has happened since that time with 
regard to the opening up of the re
sources of this province, who could not 
see the great cost of the construction 
of public works, the cost of adminis
tration, and the cost of civil govern
ment, and the cost of carrying oil the 
system of education of this province. 
That is the charge, practically, which 
is made against our representatives in 
1871.

We go down there asking for better 
terms on the plea that our own public 
men in 1871 did not know what they 
were about, and made a very bad bar
gain.

' Resolution Amended.
I might state, sir, that after two 

days' debate, I finally persuaded the 
conference to amend the resolution ori
ginally submitted so as to permit the 
province of British Columbia and any 
other province that might have a 
special claim, to have the right to sub
mit it to the federal authority. Well, 
when it came to the time that these 
provinces should present their claims, 
there were only two <who entered their 
further claim, namely the province of 
Ontario, and the province of British 
Columbia.

Now, with regard to the province of 
Ontario, if you will glance over Mr. 
Whitney’s memorandum, you will find 
that the case as made out by him in 
no way, shape or form, is framed along 
the lines of that of British Columbia.

Now, when it came to British Colum
bia, I did not hesitate, Mr. Speaker, to 
go over the ground that had already 
been so well covered by the Dunsmuir 
and Prior delegations, nor did I hesi
tate . to direct the attention of the 
Prime Minister* of Canada, as well as 
the other delegates to that conference, 
as well as those who were present of 
the federal cabinet, to the very excel
lent evidence that had already been 
placed before them by the province of 
British Columbia in support of her con
tention.

A Stronger Plea.
But there is a far stronger plea to 

make on behalf of the province of Bri
tish Columbia. In 1871 when we enter
ed the Union, Tie average customs 
duties exacted from the people was 
some Seventeen and/a per Hyent.
There was no’ reason to suppose—and 
was not, in fact, in the minds of the 
framers of the terms Of Union—that a 
change would be made in the fiscal laws 
of Canada, which would double the am
ount that we were at that time paying 
into the Dominion treasury. And yet 
this came about. It câme about with
in seven or eight years after the 
Union—we find that while we were 
paying seventeen and a half per cent, 
into the Dominion treasury on the 
goods which were Imported from abroad 
at that time—and certainly that might 
reasonably have been expected to con
tinue, because there was no agitation 
on at that time to increase the duties— 
we find that in seven years those 
duties were increased, doubly increas
ed, to an average of at least 35 per 
cent., and remain so up to the present 
time.

ed.’ ”
Well, Mr. Speaker, I found at this 

point that despite any arguments that 
might' be advanced to the cpnvention, 
the province of British Columbia 
in the minority; that the delegates had 
made up their minds that we must ac
cept the resolution submitted on the 
preceding day by Mr. Whitney, a reso
lution which had been discussed for 
fully four or five days. And I found, 
sir, that if I proposed to continue on 
as a member of that convention I 
would be compelled to pass a minority 
vote in connection with a resolution 
that simply meant a judgment against 
this province. I might say that on 
Saturday morning it was intimated by 
the chairman that the convention would 
rise—In fact the members of the 
vention had become already very rest
less, and had proposed going home, and 
I was, considering the fact that this 
resolution was being forced on the pro
vince, and considering the further fact 
that the convention had closed its 
to the entreaties of the province of Bri
tish Columbia, I was in duty bound to 
emphasize as much as I possibly could, 
the fact that we had not been treated 
fairly, and considered it best to with
draw from the convention.

Now I would like to point out that in 
withdrawing from the convention I 
wrote-a letter to Mr. Gouin, the chair
man, and that letter is incorporated in 
my report, and briefly, Mr. Speaker, it 
repeats the principal points already 
taken by the different delegations and 
by myself when we were in conference. 
It is to be found in page 11 of the 
turn, and if you peruse it you will note 
that here and there I emphasized dif
ferent points of interest, and elaborat
ed on some of them that had already 
been advanced.

Now what is the reply that has been 
sent by the chairman: The reply is to 
this effect, “I am instructed by 
inter-provincial conference to acknowl
edge the receipt of your letter of the 
13th Inst., setting forth the position 
sumed by you towards it, and in 
answer to state as follows: The reso
lution to which you refer and which 
was adopted on the day on which you 
addressed your letter to me reads thus:

“ ‘That in view of the large area, 
geographical position, and very excep
tional physical features of the province 
of British Columbia, it Is the opinion of 
this conference that the said province 
should receive a reasonable additional 
allowance for the purposes of civil gov
ernment in excess of the provisions 
made in the Quebec resolution of 1902, 
and that such additional allowance 
should be to the extent of $100,000 
nually for ten years.’ ”

“This resolution shows distinctly that 
the conference recognized the claim of 
British Columbia for exceptional treat
ment. I am specially directed to add 
that it was passed after all the data 
presented by you had been fully 
sidered.”

No Political Issue.

cJl >

was

Laurier Present.
This debate—or discussion I should 

more properly say, took up the most 
part of three days. At times we were 
privileged with the presence of Sir 
Wilfrid. At other times we had to pro
ceed with our business in his absence. 
He had already outlined to the confer
ence that Ottawa did not wish to have 
anything to say in our deliberations 
until we had unanimously agreed on 
certain conclusions, and then she was 
only too pleased to come in and state 
her position with regard to It. And 
that being the case, Mr. Speaker, when
ever these questions assumed the form 
of a debate or a discussion, or a divis
ion in our conference, Sir Wilfrid and 
his colleagues withdrew, and left us to 
deliberate among themselves.

Of course, that was more or less a 
disappointment because the invitation 
to come to Ottawa intimated that we 
were going there for the purpose of dis
cussing these provincial subsidies, and 
one would naturally conclude at once, 
in connection with this discussion, we 
would at all times have the benefit of, 
the presence of the federal as well as 
of the local ministers, and it was only 
when we were unanimous and proposed 
acting together that they would come 
and discuss matters. That was a seri
ous discouragement.

A Precedent Before Him.
My honorable friend had some pre

cedent in his favor when he submitted 
the special claims of British Columbia 
to the conference for their approval 
and for their support. Because we 
find In 1903, Col. Prior, then premier of 
the provolnce of British Columbia, 
writing to the chairman of the confer
ence 
words. He said :

••I fully realize that without the 
co-operation and good will of the 
other provinces it would be diffi
cult to impress upon the Domin
ion authorities the justice of what 
we seek."
Now, he was referring there to spe

cial conditions, not to the general re
distribution.

To show that the position was dis
tinctly taken by the Premier of British 
Columbia, when you, sir. were Attor
ney-General four years ago, the posi
tion was distinctly taken then that Bri
tish Columbia could only hope to secure 
this special recognition which she was 
asking for, through the co-operation of 
the other provinces. So that I have no 
criticism to offer to the course pursued 
by my honorable friend when on the 
very first day—I believe the very first 
sitting—of the provincial conference 
last October, he submitted the case of 
British Columbia to the conference, and 
thereby invited them to deal with it as 
they should think fit. Now, surely, my 
honorable friend could hardly take this 
position, that he would submit his case 
to the conference and ask their recom
mendations, and if those recommenda
tions were favorable, he would accept 
them, he would go to the Dominion 
authorities and say, “I have submitted 
my case to the conference, I have come 
here with their verdict in my favor, 
and I want you to carry that out—to 
carrie out those recommendations." 
That is the position I presume that my 
honorable friend would take. That is 
certainly the position that he would be 
entitled to take.

con-

held In 1902 made use of these
ears No Aid to Province.

Now, is that not a good constitutional 
ground? Is that not a dignified and 
fair ground upon which to ap
peal to the Dominion for 
better terms for British Colum
bia. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that 
had that been pressed upon members of 
the conference, had it been shown that 
while protection and high duties was a 
good thing for the province of Ontario 
and the province of Quebec, which are 
manufacturing provinces, that they are 
getting all the benefit practically from 
protection, that their goods are manu
factured in their own province, and that 
they are, therefore, not paying the duty 
on imported goods; that we, on the 
other hand, are not a manufacturing 
province, up to the present time at all 
events, and perhaps shall not for some 
time had it been shown that we must 
either import our supplies from foreign 
markets or must bring them from 
the Eastern provinces over a railway 
haul of three thousand miles a differ
ent result would have been obtained.

Now, the effect of the fiscal legisla
tion of the Dominion government, to 
which we are appealing, of the Do
minion parliament to which we are ap
pealing, has been that whereas, we 
were paying, say, three millions a year 
in 1871, or under the tariff of 1871, we 
would be paying three million dollars 
a year in customs duties to the Do
minion treasury, as the matter rests 
now, we are paying six millions a year, 
surely that is a ground we can appeal 
on, on moral and constitutional lines to 
the Dominion government and to the 
Dominion parliament, to give us back 
some fair proportion of the customs 
duties we are paying into the Dominion 
treasury.

re-

■ In Conclusion.
Well, sir, I Would like to say in con

clusion that in asking this legislature tq 
endorse the stand taken by the gov
ernment at Ottawa on the part of Brit
ish Columbia, 1 fee: that I am not at 
all unreasonable, and I feel that I am 
not asking any member of this House 
to do somethin’,' ihat he has not al
ready, according.to our records, done. 
By the resolution of parliament in 1909 
this H use has '.aid unanimously that 
by reas n of ou $ physical features we 
are entitled to special treatment for 
better terms. That particular reason 
has been pretty » ell accepted by the 
convention made up of federal as well 
as local represent atives. We in Brit
ish Columbia have said that we are 
glad that you aimit that by reason 
of these conditions we are entitled to 
special terms,- but we say "your solu
tion of the pro" islon to be made be
cause of these special circumstances is 
not correct—is not true,” We assert 
that the only > ay a true and correct 
solution can o* had would be through 
the agency of;i board of arbitration or 
à commission if enquiry.

Now this afternoon all that is asked 
of the legislature of British Columbia 
is to stand by the resolution of 1906, 
and stand by the different steps which 
have been taten by the government of 
the province snee that time, in accord
ance with the Instruction of the legis
lature of Brtish Columbia and the 
people of Brithh Columbia. (Applause.)

J. A. MACDONALD.
J. A. Macdtnald was greeted with 

loud opposlUcn applause on rising to 
speak. He said:

I was glad lb note, Mr. Speaker, that 
my honorable friend disclaimed any in
tention of mating the subject of better 
terms for British Columbia a party 
question. I could not help noting that 
towards the close of his very able ad
dress he did make reference to the 
political aspect of the case, and did 
claim that certain Liberal newspapers 
in this province made reference to his

Monopolized Time.
Well, sir, I would say that for about 

three days the case of British Colum
bia occupied all the time of the confer
ence. At times there was a disposition 
on the part of some of the other local 
prime ministers to ignore the province 
altogether. They thought we were 
reasonable. They said:

the

Then there was a suggestion made by 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier to the effect that 
something might be done by the differ
ent provinces arranging with Ottawa 
to the end that the sole control 
the fisheries of Canada might be vest
ed in the federal authorities, and that 
the different provinces might surrender 
any right they possessed under the law 
to deal with the fisheries under their 
respective Jurisdictions.

Well, it was found at once, sir, that
com-

and in the end the

as-

un-
"Here, you

have made a bargain In 1871; you 
eluded a contract with Ottawa; 
shall be made to stick to it.”

If it is proposed that there are to be 
alterations in that contract, those alter
ations should, so far as it is possible 
to make them, apply to all the pro
vinces of the confederation. And I can 
recall times there when It

over
con-
you

this question would lead to many 
plex situations, 
problem was abandoned.

I can safely say that the Ottawa con
ference dealt with the question of the 
different financial subsidies. And in 
connection with that question I 
just as safely say that fully 
eights of the time of the conference, if 
not more, was taken up with the dis
cussion of the case of British Columbia.

was sug
gested that the province of British Co
lumbia in so far as its claim 
cerned, was to be ignored pretty 
ly altogether.

was con- 
near- an- The Converse True.

But if that be true, is the converse 
not also true, that if the decision of the 
conference were against him, if they 
refused to make recommendations as 
favorable to the province of British 
Columbia as we could hope, then he 
would reject that verdict, and go to the 
Dominion authorities and say, “I have 
the whole of the other premiers against 
me, they have decided only to give the 
province of British Columbia one hun
dred thousand for ten years, I claim 
that I am entitled to a great deal more. 
I refuse to recognize that they have 
any authority to deal with this ques
tion at all, and I now come to you and 
ask you to act in the face of the reso
lution. which my own action has suc
ceeded in extracting from that confer
ence.” Surely my honorable friend can
not take that position. Surely, for the 
honor and dignity of British Columbia 
he will not take that position.

Bound by Its Action.
Having submitted his claims to the 

conference, he was bound to take

can 
seven- However, Mr. Speaker, after debating 

the matter for three days, as I say, we 
were fortunate in having the confer
ence go on 
because of 
conditions, we were entitled to extra 
treatment—to better terms. And if you 
will look at the resolution which 
passed on the 12th of October, moved 
by Mr. Whitney and seconded by Mr 
Murray, you will find there the follow^ 
ing words:

Appeal Never Made.
But that appeal has never been 

made; that was not made in the con
ference, there is not a word in the 
proceedings of conference, there is not 
a word of argument along that line in 
the special case which my honorable 
friend submitted to this House 
years, there is not a word along that 
line in the special memoranda which 
my honorable friend submitted on the 
9th of October last to the conference, 
nor Is there a line in the letter which 
he wrote on the 13th reiterating the 
claim which was the claim of British 
Columbia and the grounds upon which 
these claims were based.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was glad to 
note in my honorable friend’s address 
that he did not take the po
sition that he had the right to ignore 
the conference ; that is to say, if I un
derstood him aright, he did not take

record. They admitted, 
our permanent physicalThe Quebec Resolution.

con-
When we met Monday, October 8th, 

there appeared to me to be a consid
erable anxiety on the part of some of 
my brother prime ministers to 
the Quebec resolution adopted, and al
most “railroaded” through, and then 
the work of our meeting 
called oft. I can recall, sir, how read
ily some of my brother prime ministers 
fell in line with suggestions that would 
have easily brought the work of that 
conference to an end within a few days 
of its meeting. However, there was 
Hansard taken of that meeting, or of 
the debates, and the different discus
sions that might lead up to the state
ment which I have Just given were 
never taken down, or reported. But I 
am quite satisfied in my own mind 
that had they been so treated no

was
Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 

say a few words generally on this 
question. I have

have
never sought, as 

leader of the Conservative party in Bri
tish Columbia, to make this a political 
issue, and the records that may be pro
duced will bear me out in my state
ment. I say. I have never done 
thing that will make this a party 
partizan question, nor have I taken it 
out of provincial politics in a broad 
sense and made it an issue between the 
Liberals and the Conservatives of Bri
tish Columbia. When I was in Ottawa 
and found that the treatment that 
coming to me from the 
meant that British Columbia was not 
receiving fair play, I did not rise in my

two
"That in view of the large area, 

geographical position, and very ex
ceptional physical features of the 
province of British Columbia, it is 
the opinion of this conference that 
the said province should receive a 
reasonable additional allowance for 
the purposes of civil

would be

s- ino
government, 

in excess of the provisions made in 
the Quebec resolutions of 1902, and 
that
should be to the extent of 3100,000 
annually for a period of ten years.” 
Just prior to that you will note that

was
such additional allowance was

convention that
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