
COMMONS

pulsory enfranchisement of Indiens as set out
in Bill 14 on thé following' grounds:

"l. We dlaimn this proposed legisiation is ultra
vires of the Pariament of Canada.

"The Parliamént of Canada obtained power
only to regulate the dealings of the Crown
with Indian tribes and nlot to break up the
tribes, and destroy their statue and rîghts, 'which
are recognized by Impérial enactment made
before the Pariament of Canada came Into
eXistence.

"2. Judging the Bill from. the actual effecte
it wouid have, we see ln it a most serious attack
against the position o! ail Tribes in Canada and
éspeciaily those of British Columbia for the
purpose of

"(1) Breaking up the Tribés.
"«(2) Destroying their statue.
"(3) Prevénting théir obtaining recognitioni

of the tribal rlghts guaranteed them by Imperial
enactmnent.

"(4) Preventing the Nishga Tribe from pro-
ceeding with Its Petition now before the Privy
Council.

"(5) Breaking up the réserves so these lands
may rapidly bécome possessed by whites.

"(6) The making of a large number of In-
dians vagabonds.

*"I. We consider the followIng features of the
Bill are unjust. undémnocratic, and detrimental
to our best Interests.

"(1) The feature of Compulsion.
"'(2) The unllmited and autocratic power

whicii it la proposed to confer on the Super-
intend'ent Gênerai.

(3) In exércisé of that power the Superin-
tendent Genérai may at any time destroy the
véry existence of a Tribé by enfranchislng al
its nembers.

'«(4) He may at any timé on recommendation
of Indian agents or othérs forcibiy separate
from the Tribé by enfranchisémént any Indien
who takes an independent stand or is active
against thé autocratic décrees of the Indian
Department or lis agents.

"(5) He may at any time divorce from the
Trib lis best and rnost capable nmen by enfran-
chisIng theni.

"(6) The Bill sets out no definite standard to
be attained by Individuais preparatory to en-
franchisement. Not over 5 per cent' of the In-
dians of British Columbia are educated and
some Tribés have been ln contact with whités
oniy since about 1875.

"(7) The Bill does not contempiate treating
with the Indian Tribés, nor does It ln the
slightest degree provide for the obtaining of
théir consent or views.

"«(8) The Bill throughout Ignores the rights
of the Tribe and assumes that reserves and othér
properties beiong to bands.

"(9) Thé Bill proposes the breaking up o!
the reserves without the consent of the Indians
who thus have no. voice ln the disposai of their
property.

"However advantageous any one may think
Bill 14 to be, we consider it fundamentally un-
just to iay violent hands on the Indian Tribe,
break Its statue, and divide up its lands by
compulsory methods. If It can be démonstrated
thé Bill will be advantageous to us, the oniy
just way is to treat with us and make us parties
to any arrangement.

"Bill 14 was brought before the Housé of
Cornmons to hé passed and made iaw, without
our views being considered and without our
even being notifléd.

[Mr. Mackenzie King.]

"Wé strongiy protest against this hasty, un-
reasonable and autocratie method of making
iaws for us without consuiting us and without
ascertainlng whether these iaws wili really
benefit us.

"We have a better knowiedge of our own
mmnd, our own conditions and our own require-
méats than the officiais o! the Indian Départ-
ment have or dan have. We are neither slaves
for chiidrén.

"We ask that tln future we have the opportu-
nity of examining and expressing our viéws
upon ail proposed Iaws effecting our statue, our
rights and our weli being.

"We aise ask that ail proposedt laws and ail
regulations proposed by the Indian Departmént
affecting us be submitted to thé Chief Officiais
of thé Canadian Aathropoiogical Division s0
their advice thereon may hé obtainéd.

"In our opinion it ls Impossible to arrive at
any satisfactory deaing with éducation. enfran-
chisémént, appointmént and powers of chiefs,
and othér matters of local self-government o!
Tribes without fullér enquiry and conférence
with thé varions tribés. In our late statement
to thé British Columbia Government, wé reco-
gnizé that thèse mattérs shouid be déalt with.

"From what we know of thé Bill as now
amended and before Parliament It la quité as
unjust and dangerous as évér. Enfranchisemént
la stili compuisory and théreforé thé éffécts thé
Bill wouid have remain thé sanie. Aise thé
autocratic power ls méréiy shiftéd f rom a single
officiai appointéd by thé Superintendént Générai
of Indian Affairs to an Indian Department
majority in a board of threé.

"lWe ask why should thé Indians of Canada
o! ail peoples known to us in thé British Empire
hé singled out for compuisory enfranchisemént,
and thé breaking up of their lands without their
consent? ls it because wé are genéraliy speaking
uneducated and hélpess? What ls thé need of
this compulsion? There are no White coni-
munitiés ln Canada coercéd in this way.

"If thé Govérnmént désires to confer enfran-
chisement as a benefit, then why cannot Indians
upon attaining some definité standard of édu-
cation and advancement become enfranchised, If
they se désiré, without losing their statua as
memnbers of their tribés and having their lands
broken up? We feel that If our tribés are broken
Up and we can no longer act with our kmn, we
wiii losé our stability and wiil déterloraté. Wé
désiré that our tribes hé built up and not tomn
down, and that wé hé wisély assisted to manage
our own affaire within thé Canadian Nation. Wé
object most strénuousiy to thé Govérnment ln-
troducing Bill 14 or any othér Bill affectIrig our
weifare without first consulting us or obtalniing
our viéws as to thé éffécta of sanie upon us. Wé
shouid hé parties to ail iaws af!écting us-thén
theré wiil hé féwer mistakes on thé part of thé
Government, and laws énacted wiii hé much
more éasiiy carriéd into efféct. Wé desiré to be
satisfléd, happy, and progressive péoplés. Let
thé Govérnmént héip and not hindér our de-
veiopment."

I do not think there is anything that I
need add to this statement which comnes
f rom the Indians thernselves. The hon. mem-
ber for Sim-coe South (Mr. Boys) has in-
timated to us that the Indians were not
consulted in this matter; and that they are
known to ýbe opposed to compulsory en-
franchisemnent, and the committee them-


