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SUPPLY-ST. PETER'S INDIAN RE-
SERVE.

Mr. FIELDING moved that the House go
into Gommittee of Supply.

Mr,. G. Hl. BRADBURY (Selkirk). Mr.
Speaker, it will be remembered last year 1
called the attention of the House to the
manner in which the surrender of the St.
Peter's Indian reserve had been secured.
At that time I pointed ont that the Indians
at St. Peter's alleged that they had been
practically cheated out of their reserve. I
pointed out that the methods employed by
the government agent had been anything
but creditable to the government. The bon.
Superintendent General of Indian Af! airs
(Mr. Oliver) replying to my remarks, said,
at page 7071 of last year's 'Hansard '-

I arn sure the Hlouse will not expeet me-
ai. this stage of the session, would not wish
me--to make a detailed criticism of the four
heurs' speech made by my hon. friend f rom
Selkirk (Mr. Bradbury) at the close of the
last sitting of the House. My hon. friend is
entitled to the credit, if credit it bie, of hav-
ing made the longest speech of the session.

May 1 add my humble appreciation by say-
ing that 1 believe neyer, since this chamber
was erected, has there been delivered iu its
walls snch a persistent and sustained tirade of
unfounded assertion, of uuwarranted insinua-
tion; a tirade that, in its gratuitous inex-
actitude, is an offence against the privilege
of parliament and an insult te its intelligence.

This is the language with which the hon.
the Superintendent General epened -within a
three and ene hall hour's speech which was
intended neo doubt to destroy the force and
effeet of one of the rnost serions indictments
ever delivered against the Indian Depart-
ment of this country. After sucb a tirade
of carefnlly prepared criticism of my humble
efforts to discharge a dnty which I felt im-
perative on me as a representative of the
part of the country where this outrage oc-
curred, I think I had a right to expect, and
the House had a right to expeet, that the
hbon, gentleman who started ont with sucli
a fiourish of trumpets would have at least
made good his reckless assertions; it was
surely his bounden duty to demonstrate to
this House the correctness ef bis bold and
I think reckless statements in justification
o! the use of language verging on what
wonld be censidered unparliamentary, and
which. was certainly nndignified and hardly
worthy of a minister of the Crown.

You can read the minister's speech from
end to end withont finding one fair or in-
telligent argument to jnstify bis opening
,criticism of my speech. Neither cen yen
find one f air or orie intelligent argument in
rebuttal o! the serions charges preferred
against his department by the Indiens, his
wards. It is true the hon, gentleman bas
denied in a general way the correctniess of
those statements, but hae failed to adduce
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one tittie o! evidence to sustain his denial.
He seems te expect this House and the
country te accept his bald statement as
against the sworn statements o! dozens o!
the werds ef this country. men wbo are
living on the grounci, who know the circnm-
stances, I amn sure I will be pardoned when
I Say, tihat I prefer to take the sworn state-
ments o! the men who suffered, and the
men who knew what they were talking
about, when they made these declarations,
which formed the serions charge ageinst
the administration o! the Department
o! Indian Affairs. The hon. Superin-
tendent General, bas demonstrated very
clearly to me, that hie was entirely ignorant
of the real !acts with regard to this scan-
dalous transaction, and seoner than admit
that ignorance hae was edvancing arguments
to save the face cf bis department, argu-
mnents ne deubt furnished to hlm by of-
ficiais seme o! wbom at least were very
much cencerned aend interested in bis suc-
cess in cenvincingz parliament and the coun-
try that there was nothing wrong in this
surrender and nothing te investigate. But
after an beroic effort sustained for three
and a haîf heurs by the hon. minister, and
after bis reckless statements hie left un-
answered entirely this serions inditement.
Therefere we see clearly the un! air and
uncandid methods employed by the minis-
ter te ceunteract the damaging effect of the
serieus charges made by his wards, the In-
dians e! St. Peter's. That speech also shows
hew unfair the minister was in bis opening
attack on me at the commencement of bis
long and semewbat labonred speech.

In order that the lieuse may understand
the position te which I was referring last
vear which called forth this criticismn from
the hon. minister. and that the House and
the country may understand that the min-
ister failed entirelv te meet these serions
charges, and left this indictment standing
-as strong against the Indian Department
as on the night on which I delivered
my remarks, I wish to recaîl to the
lieuse a few o! the charges te which I re-
!erred and which the hon. minister failed
entîvely te meet or -to explain. For în-
stance. I stated that the notices calling a
meeting te consider the snrrender o! the
homes o! nearly 1,300 seuls was posted in
four or five places on the reserve and were
net sean until Sunday about noon, the
meeting being celled for Monday at il
o'clock, giving lass than twenty-four heurs'
notice for this ai-important meeting at
which this band o! Indians were supposed
te dacide wbetber tbey would surrendar the
reserve on which their grandfatherg before
them bed lived. How dees the bon. gentle-
man meet and dispose o! this serions indict-
mentP This charge was net made on hear-
say evidence, it was mnade on the strength
of swern declarations from dozans e! In-
dians, wards of the people of this country.
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