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its own in the then pending election, thîý
province of Manitoba should have its own
lands. This having been bis language, can
hie explain why the province wa*s n4t given
its lands?

There is only one explanation for it; the
policy to which hie had declared bis, adher-
ence-whicb was the policy of Sir John A.
Macdonald-was so far-reacbing that, nat
daring to carry it out, he came back to the
old policy which hie bas so long combated.

My right hon. friend has told the Hlouse
that 1 was asked' by the Premiers of the
western provinces to restore to the prov-
inces their lands and natural resources. I
do not think that any exception can be
taken to wbat I said in my letter to Mr.
Sifton, whicli was read by my ri'ght hon.
friend. I stand by that letter. I said to
Mr. Sifton: You say you do flot want the
lands whicb are ready for settiement; you
want the tîmbers, tbe water-powers, the gas,
and the minerais; if you want these resour-
ces, whicb would be assets to the province,
it is only fair that we should consider the
representations you make. If I were again
in office, I would be ready to discuss the
matter again upon those ternis. But I am
not now in that position; the responsibility
is upon m~y riglitlhon. friend, who does flot
show mucli zeal or entliusiasm in the matter
of restoring to the free men of the West tbe
]and, to wbioh tbey are eAtitled. He sbnwed
far more zeal wben bie had less responsi-
bility. Wben a man has no responsibility
it ,s very easy to be patriotic and to make
wide and sweeping assertions. Wben my
right bon. friend said to the people of the
West: You are free men, we will give you
your lands, lie knew tbat lie was making a
promise wbicb hie could not implement, but
hie did not know at that time that lie wouAd
s0 soon be called upon to put bis words
into effect. Tbe responsibility is now upon
my right bon. friend, and lie is taking ad.
.vantage of every subterfuge, if I may use
the word, flot to do wbat he said hie would
do for the free men of the West.
But if my riglitlhon friend were to implement

his promise the Mbritime provinces would
bave a riglit to complain. Tbey would say:
It is not f air that you sbould give thei
tbeir lands and give them money ternis
aiso. I bave no objection to my rigbt lion.
friend conferring witb the Premiers of tbe
Maritime provinces, but I amn 3urprised
that lie did not bring tbe matter up at the
conference of provincial Premiers. I
charge tbis against bim: it is not sufficient
for bim te say that the matter was not
taken up at the conference; if tbe matter
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was not taken up, it was his duty to bring
it up. In his Halifax platform hie said that
if lie were put in office lie wouid restore
the lands to the people of the western
provinces on fair ternis. Having -made
tbat contract witli the people of western
Canada, it was bis duty to implement it.
It is for my right bion. friend, not the prov-
inces, to take tbe initiative; it is for hlm to
say: You are entitled to these lands; you
are free men, and you must have tbem. It
is very easy for my lion. friends to talk; it is
not so easy to act. For my part, when we
were in office I took a position in this matter
wbicli was not popular witb my own friends,
but 1 did wbat I tbougbt I sbould do for the
sake of the country at large, and it is now
incumbent upon my riglit bon. friend to
take the initiative in this matter, and to
act as hravely as he spoke when hie was in
opposition.

Hon. W. J. ROCHE (Minister cf the In-
terior): The question *of the restoration of
the natural resources of the western prov-
inces is one whichi bas engaged the atten-
tion of the House on numerous occasions
in the past. When the autonomy Bis for
the two provinces were -discussed in th,1s
House; prior to that, time, wben the auton-
omy Bills were mooted, and on several
occasions since, tbe matter bas engaged the
attention of Parl-iament. I do not know
wby the hon. member for Medicine Hat
(Mr. Buchanan) lias brouglit the matter to
tbe attention of Parliamient at the present
time, unless it is to endeavour to, mýake soine
party capital on behaîf of is own polîtical
friends. I think one may .searcb fiis speech
in vain to find just exactly w'bere lie stands
on the question of the restoration to the
provinces of tlieir natural resources. I fol-
lowed hi-s remarks quite closely, 0 and
altbougli lie refleceted upon the Prime Min-
ister of this country by alleging that lie did
not keep bis 'výord, and 'tried to f asten upon
him the accusation of insincerity, lie sali
down witliout 'letting tlie House know wbe-
ther lie is in favour of the arrangement
wbicli ýhe bas been supporting ail these
years, and whicb was supported by bis
party, -or whetlier lie is in favour of the
policy wbicb was forînerly enunciated and
is -still adbhered to by the Prime Minister of
this country. We do, liowever, know -where
the present leader of the Opposition stands.
We have found that tlie rigit, bon. gentle-
man can be on ail aides cf a question at the
saine time, but with regard to this matter
lie wishes to, impress upon tlie people of the
country, tbrough Parliament, that lie stands
exactly where be stocd at tbe time the


