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: nnd, then, Sir, I hold that he has no right, as. he
%Efmcm of his speech, to claim that these petitions
djd not at all agk for. the extingnishment of that title, but
on the coptrary, dealt with qther grievances, grievances
common tq all parts of the. North-West, so far as com-
plpints are. concerned, common, in fact, to new settle-
ments in evgry country that I have ever heard of. Sir,
the,hop. gentleman was guiity of what I must regard as
%mg,qqfaimeae to the Department over which I have the

opor, unworthily, to pregide, ip saying that the
Goyeroment bad brought down improperly, certain returns
which, bave been laid upon the Table. He referred to
one retprn particularly, in which was stated the number
of;phose whoge names were attached to the several peti-
tions who had received their half-breed scrip in Manitoba.
Sir, that was the q{leg§i n agked in this House; that was
t@gg@;gi?gﬁy, s Hopge, An hon. memper on_ his
own responsibility asked this House to order that-the Gov-
ernment wonld analyse those. several petitions and give
the Homse the result of that analysis by stating: how
mapy of the, petitioners had had their Indian title extin-
gnished in Manitoba. Are we to be told here, especially at
a time when so much is being said in relation to the
alloged refusal of the Government to bring down returns
and information to Parliament, that it was an offence on
the part, of the Department that it should have done preci-
sely, what was ordered to be done; that because the inform-
ation coming to this Honge in response to the order does
not meet the views of the hon. gentleman, therefore

Depgrtment is in the wrong in biinging that
information down. Then, the hon. gentlemsn hus
referred to the report by Mr. Pearce, which I presented a
fey evenings, ago. I regret very much that the report was
not presanted some time earlier, as it might have been

but fq:E delay in the _printing of the schedules by the print-
ers. I can tell the hon, gentleman, so far from the acai-
dent, a8 he calls it, or the indiscretion of a newspaper in
publishing in advance certain information contained
in tha} report being the camse of its being brought
down, my expectation wae that the report would
have been brought down at least three days earlier
but for the dglays in the prinling office in cun-
negtion, with the sdi:'dnlés_.&ttmhed to the report. Bat the
hon. gentleman says that was a report prepared expressly,
after the event, in order to influence the judgment of Par
liament. Whether it was prepared before or atter the event,
all I have to say is thig: It was prepared by the particular
officer of the Department who has perhaps had more to do,
both under the late Government and under the present
Government, with matters in the Saskatchewan district
than any other officer in the Department, and therefore the
officer who was best qualified to obtain the information
which I desired to obtain, and which, in view of all the
demands made for information, this House ought to be glad
to obtain as well. If that report does not suit the views of
hon. gentlemen apposite, it is certainly not my fault; it is
their. misfortune. And perhaps the further they probe into
the actual facts, however they may get them, whether by
sending emissaries into the country to enquire, or in any
other WAy, the less canse they will find for the outbreak of
last spring arising out of any improper conduct or neglect
on the part of the Governmenst of the day. The hon. gen-
tleman has confined himself in his speech largely to the one
quegtion of the halfbreed. claims, the one question of
the extinguishmemt of the Indign title, and he did that
notwithstanding the fact that he cited petition after peti-
tion. in_ which he pointed, out that the extingnishment
of thg‘lgd‘mp title was. nat. & chief camse of complaint in
thoge pstitions. I propose to deal, if the House will per mit
me, with the whole ugstion of the grievances of those people
in.the Norih- West Texritpries and to point.out, as I thick I
sball bg able-to point aht, thet while jn the very nasure of

things there may have been, and undoubtedly were, seme
grounds of complaint in the semse in which every settler
who goes into a new country, and especially every. half.
breed, every old settler who finds himself deprived of his
usual means of livelihood by the chase, will be almoat certain
to feel, that so far as the Department was concerned, and so
far as regards the treatment of questions connected with the
half-breeds, that treatment waa one of which no reasonsble
people conld possibly complain, and in relation to which I-feel
quite satisfied the poople of the country will declare the
Government are innocent of the charge which has beeg
made against them by hon. gentiemen opposite. This
guestion of the half-breed olaims was not altogether, & new
question, Hon. gentlemen opposite when they sat on this
side of the House had to deal with the queation. Apg if I
refer to some of their proceedings in.connegction with it,
I desire to say at the very outsgt that I do mot do it
for the purpose of justifying or even palliating any neglect of
which the Government of the day may have been guilty, but
simply for the gurpqae of showing that the difficn]tiesconnect-
od with the subject in the North-West Territories were such
as to cause complaint when hon. gentlemen opposite were
on this side of the House, and they were such, mareover, as
met at their hands certainly not more prompt treatment
than has been accorded to them by the hon. gentlemen who
now occupy the I'reasary benchos, In the first place, we
know well from what has ocourred that the question of the
recent troubles in the North-West, which have given rise to
these questions in Parliament, was not after all a npw
question ; that Louis Riel did not for the first time last year
altempt 1o raise troublv in ocvnneclion with the North-
West. We know trom the statement of Crowfoot given to
the Mail correspondent, who went through that country
during iast spring, that long ago, some years ago, Riel
attempted to raise the Indians in revolt because, as he
declared, the Government had not been treating him

roperly. And we know after that from & statement made

y Mr. Devoy, in an interview with & correspondent aof the
New York Sun, if I mistake not, Riel attempted not only to
rouse the Indians into revolt, but also to raise a feeling
among the Fenians of the United States with a view, if
pussibie, of enlisting iuem 10 his offorts to reconquer the
North-West Territories. In that interview Mr. Devoy
states that Riel described the frauds and trickery of the
land sharks. Recollect this description was given in 1878,
certainly not at a time when this Government was in any
way responsible for what was going on. The interview
reads: -

‘‘He described the fraud and trickery of the land sharks, who were
rotected in their nefarious practices by high officials of the Dominion
overnment, who were in league with them and profited by their thetts

of land belonging to the Metis. The whole administration sund system
of land management in the North-West he described ag rotten to the
core. The wrongs of the Metis were intensified by the bitter race hatred
of the men who plundered them. Deep-rooted dissifcction, he claimed
existed among the whole half-breed population, both in Manitoba a.n&
the North-West Territory, and was sustained by strong sympathy on
the part of the whole French Oanadian population.”

And so0 on with & number of other statements made by
Liouis Riel at that time to Mr. Devoy, all pointing to the
fact that then, in 1878, when this Government wasin no way
responsible for what had occurred, Riel complained, just
as he complained afterwards, of the conduct of the Govern-
ment in connection with the administration of affairs in
the North-West Territories. Now, was there any ground
for those complaints at that time ? It is well known that
petitions and letters were sent to the Government then
praying for the settlement of the land claims and for the ex-
tinguishment of the Indian title. Mr. Ryan and Mr. Machar
had been appointed to settle matters. in Manitoba, which
would have been settled long before but for the interfers
ence of hop. gentlemen opposite with the steps taken by
their predecessors, before they went out.of -office, with &



