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of the lands which the Commissioners recommend shall be cut
off.

2. In recommending that reserves confirmed and additional 
lands set aside be held for the benefit of bands, the Commis­
sioners proceeded upon a principle which we consider errone­
ous, as all reserved lands should be held for the benefit of the 
Tribes.

Grounds of Refusal to Accept
In addition to the grounds shown by our general introduc­

tory remarks, we mention the following as the principle 
grounds upon which we refuse to accept as a settlement the 
findings of the Royal Commission :—

1. We think it clear that fundamental matters such as 
tribal ownership of our territories require to be dealt with, 
either by concession of the governments, or by decision of the 
Judicial Committee, before subsidiary matters such as the find­
ings of the Royal Commission can be equitably dealt with.

2. Wc are unwilling to be bound by the McKenna-McBride 
Agreement, under which the findings of the Royal Commission 
have been made.

2. The whole work of the Royal Commission has been based 
upon the assumption that Article 13 of the Terms of Union 
contains all obligations of the two governments towards the 
Indian Tribes of British Columbia, which assumption we can­
not admit to be correct.

4. The McKenna-McBride Agreement, and the report of 
the Royal Commission ignore not only our land rights, but 
also the power conferred by Article 13 upon the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies.

5. The additional reserved lands recommended by the re­
port of the Royal Commission, we consider to be utterly inade­
quate for meeting the present and future requirements of the 
Tribes.

6. The Commissioners have wholly failed to adjust the in­
equalities between Tribes, in respect of both area and value of 
reserved lands, which Special Commissioner McKenna, in his 
report, pointed out and which the report of the Royal Com­
mission has proved to exist.


