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Mr. ELLIOTT: No.

Mr. MURPHY: I beg the lion. member's
pardon, it was.

Mr. ELLIOTT: The minister does not get
n'y point. This amendment contains for
the first time the evil of which I complain.
By it, an Indian can be compelled against
bis own will to be enfranchised and to be

made hiable to have bis land and bis chattels
taken in execution. I ask the committee to

listen to the provisions of the previous sub-

section, which reads:

Upon the application of an Indian of any
band, or upon the application of a band on a
vote of a majority of the maie inembers of
such band of the full age of twenty-one years
at a meeting or couneil thereof samnmoned for
that purpose, -according ýto the rules of the band
and held in the presence of the Superintendent
General or of an officer duly autborized to
attend sucb council, by the governor in eounl
or by the Superintendýent General, a board may
be appointed by the Superintendent Generai to,
eonsist of two officers of the departmnent and
a member of the band to which the Indian or
Indians under investigation belongs, to make
inquiry and report as to the fitness of any
Indian or Indians to lie enfranehised.

It is proposed that the following lie suli-
stituted for that subsection:

The Superintendent General may appoint a
board to consi8t of two officers of the depart-
nment and a member of the band to which the
Indiun or Indians under investigation beiongs,
to make inquiry and report as to the fltness of
any Indian or Indiens to bie enfranchised.

The action would not be a voluntairy one
by the Indian, it would be compulsory and
would be ini violation of ail treaties. The gov-
eroment would cease to be the proteetor of
the Indian. He would be left at the mercy of
crafty and designing people who wished to
mnake contracts with hiai. It would be possible
to obtain a judgmertt against an Indian which
would have consequences which were not pos-

sible formeriy. There has neyer been a time

when the people need as much protection
against sheriffs and executions. There lias

neyer been a time wben thbe privileges en-
j oyed by 'our people, whether white people
or Indians should bie more carefully guarded
than now. This action would be a terrible
mistake and a breach of f aitil against this
great body of people.

Many of the prizes given at the pioughing
matches in western Ontario are won by Indian
boys and by older Ind-ians. These people are
very capable in many ways but they are not
s0 capable of taking care of theaiseives in

the mnaking of contracts. They should not be
robbed of the protection ýthat lias been thrown

round thýen for generations. In some cases

they need to bie protected fromn thedr own
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imaprovidence. 1 wouid follow the suggestion
made by the Minister of Justice (Mr. Guthi'ie)
to this extent, that this amendmnent should lie
limited to non-treaty Indians. We do not owe
thema the saine obligation that we owe to the
treaity Indians.

Mr. MURPHY: 1 do not think the Min-
ister of Justice suggested that it should apply
only to non-treaty Indians.

Mr. ELLIOTT: If the minister had been

listening to me lie would know ýthat I did not

suggest that the Minister of Justice made that

statement. I arn making a suggestion tihat it

should be limited to nontreaýty Indians be-

cause ctherwise we would be guilty of a breacli

of the treaty. The Minister of Justice thought

th'at a compromise miglit bie arrived at and
hie suggested that they shouid be left the righ-t

to make application for enfrainchisement and

that there would also lie the power in certain
cases to compel them. to accept enfranchise-
ment. My suggestion is that the right of

compelling enfranchisement should be limited

to the non-treaty Indians. We should not go

back on the obligations we umdertook years

ago to, the ancestors of the present Indians.

Mr. MURPHY: The hion. member is in

error wvhen lie makes the statement that this

is the first time tha't sucli an amendment has

been proposed.

Mr. ELLIOTT: If the minister will pardon
me, I said that this subsection-

Moe. MURPHY: I did not interrup't my hion.
friend and lie should allow me to complete
my remarks. He is in error when he says

that this is the first time the pýroposai lias

been made to give this power to the Super-
intendent General and the department. This

saine amendment was passed in 1920 and it

remained upon the statute books of this
country for two yeairs.

Mr. DUPUIS: Why was it withdrawn?

Mr. MURPHY: I do flot know what
motives aotuated thue ruinister at that time
in taking thait action. In order to make
some progress and to meet the suggested

amendment of the Minister of Justice, per-

haps -this seotion could stand for the time
being.

Mr. MERCIER (St. Henri): How many
Indians were enfranchised during the past two
years?

Mr. MURPHY: I have flot -the figures for
the iast two ycars, I hav e them oniy for the

iast ýten-year pcriod. I do not think any


