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under cothers has been smaller than was csti-
mated. Baut it is impossible to transfer from
cne item to the other. This amount is ne-
cessary to adjust the expenditure for the dift-
ferent heads, and will still leave a balance
on the whole unexpended.

Indaians—Qntario and Quebec—
To provide for excess of expenditure
over revenue in the account for the
payment of Robinson treaty annui-
tES t ittt i iiiie it it cer e $1,000 00
To pay Messrs. Strickland and Burn-
ham for islands Nos. 82 and 83, in
Stony Lake

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

......................... 228 20
What is

ihe position in regard to this Robinson
treaty ?
Mr. DALY. The hon. gentleman will re-

collect, by the treaty made in 1850, the sum
of £4,160 cash in hand was paid to the In-
dians, and a perpetual annuity of £1,100 was
agreed to be paid to them, and in 1868, $88,-
000 was funded at 5 per cent to produce the
annuity of £1,100, or $4,400 in currency ; and
it was provided in the treaty that when the
value of the lands was sufficient to produce
an amount that would permit the province,
without incurring loss, to increase that an-
nuity, it should be augmented to a sum not
exceeding $+ per capita. Since 1875 the
annuity has been increased to that amount ;
and it appears that during the last three
years the parliamentary appropriation re-
quired has averaged $16,816 per annum. In
addition to the annuities there were expenses
which amount in some years to about §7350.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was not
so desirous of obtaining the particulars the
hon. geatleman is giving, as to know what
arrangements have been come to with On-
tario and Quebec. My recollection is, that
the Dominion Government have always con-
tended that the province of Ontario was re-
sponsible for this Robinson treaty annuity.
I want to know whether that matter was
decided in the course of the late arbitration ;
and, if so, how ?

Mr. DALY. It was decided by the arbi-
trators in favour of the Dominion, with the
exception of the interest on the arrears.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then,
under the statement, the Dominion would
be entitled to a very considerable sum of
money. ‘

Mr. DALY. Yes. The province of Ontario
has appealed from the decision, and the case
will be decided by the Supreme Court. The
Dominion has entered a cross appeal on the
question of interest. ‘
been argued, speaking from memory, but
decision not given.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We cught
to get a decision within a year ?

Mr. DALY. It seems to me it ought to be
wishin a few months. As to the item of

Mr. FosTER. |

I think the case has|

¥228 for islands, it appears that in 1886 a
Mr. Newson was gent up to survey certain
islands in the eastern porticn of Stony
Lake, among which were the islands num-
bered 82 and S83. These islands were sold
to a Mr. Grubb, of Peterboro’, in 1888, for
$40 each. The department subsequently learn-
ed that these islands were part of the main-
land, and that the building of the Trent Val-
ley Canal had raised the waters of the river,
and had made what was originally part of
the mainland these two islands that were
surveved by the surveyor. The survey(}r
failed to notify ihe department. that they
had been part of the mainland. and it is
doubtful whether he knew himself. This
Mr. Grubb, to whem they had been sold,
made improvements on island No. 82 to the
amount of $250, and the department offered
to cancel the sale to Mr. Grubb and pay
him his purchase money at the rate of 3%
per cent. which is the rate of interest we
get for Indian funds, which, with the §230,
would make $346.80. Then Strickland &
Burnham were asked if they would pay the
department for the improvemenis that were
macde, and they replied that these improve-
ments were of no benefit to them, and they
would rather not do so; but they were
willing to let Mr. Grubb retain the island
if the department would pay them §250 for
island 82, and $%5 for island 83. making a
total of $325. This offer was accepied, but
as the department had no funds, and the
mistake had been made by the officers of
the department, it was not fair to make it
a charge on the funds of the Indiars, the de-
partment now ask Parliament to vote the
sum of $228.20 to repay Messrs. Strickland
& Burnham the value of the land which was
sold to Grubb as islands 82 and 83. It does
not come out of the Indian fund.

Indians—Nova Scotia—
To. provide an additional amount for
. me-dical attendance and medicines...$1,000 G0
To pay Mr. Daniel McNeil for legal ser-
vin2s in the case of McLean vs. Liv-
ingston et al, as taxed by the Depart-
ment of Justice.................. e
To pay Mr. Alexander McDonald for
‘legal services in connection with tres-
pass on the Malagawatch and Why-
cocomagh reserves, county of Inver-
ness, N.S., as taxed by the Depart-
ment of Justice................ eeenen

- Mr. BORDEN. Can the Minister give

some particulars with reference to this item
of $1.000 for medical attendance and medi-
cine to Indians in Nova Scotia?

Mr. DALY. The appropriation made in
1894-95 was §2.000, and we have accounts re-
maining unpaid amounting. up to the time
the Estimates were before Council, to $740.
This is to meet the difference between the
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90 00

| amount that was appropriated by Parliament

and the bills that have already been ren-
dered by medical men for services to the



