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is within the recollection of every one, that a short time
after the outbreak it became known that a great many of
the insurgents came from that district, which comprises a
tract of land granted by the Government to the Prince Albert
Colonisation Company; and it was corectly reported at the
time that one of the causes of the rebellion, and one of the
causes which made the people discontented, was because
they fonnd their lands given away to a colonisation com-
pany, and they became dissatisfied, feeling as they did they
might b evicted from those lands. The Government have
been endeavoring ever since to repel the impression which
was then created in the public mind. They have been try-
ing to show that whatever might have been the cause of the
rebellion by the people who took up arms, that they had
not been impelled to do so by the existence of a colonisation
company. Mr. Pearce visited the settlement, undoubt.
edly, with the view of procuting evidence to that
effect, and that evidence we have before us now. But
when he visited the settlement he did not visit it with the
ostensible view of taking evidence in that regard. The
pretence he gave to the people when he visited the settie-
ment was that he went there to adjust land claims, and to
take such evidence from the people as would place him in a
position t- give them the patents to which they were
entitled. That was the pretence. Mr. Pearco went further
than that. Ho did not content himself with taking such
evidence as I have hinted at, but he took evidence in
order to exculpate the Gôvernment from any blame in hav-
ing granted those lands to the colonisation company when in
possession of actual settlers. ie took ovidence, and the
evidence is now before us. Hie took Feveral affidavits
which have been placed before this louse, and upon the
strength of which the Government have endeavored to
establish that they were altogether blameless in this matter,
and that, whatever was the cause of the rebellion, those
hali.breeds. had no grievances under that head because they
never knew a colonisation company was in exist-
ence. Any man must admit that very little weight
can attach to affidavits framed with the exclusive
object of exculpating the Government, obtained by
agents of the Government and obtained from people who
were lately insurgents, whose relatives were lately insur
gents, and who, themselves, or their relatives, are stih
liable to imprisonment, to coercion and punishrnent. h.
must strike anyone's mind that these poor people, igiorant
and illiterate as they are known to be, muast be an easy
prey to the loug.headed agent of the Government. And wu
have the evidence of that. I have the evidence in my hands,
thas, wbatever the agents might have meant, the affidavits
that have heen placed before the louse do not convey the
real thought wb.ich the half breeds had in their mind
when they signe: those affidavits. The nature of the affi-
davits was known in the settlement and neighborhood
before they came to Ottawa. It transpired there wbat the
nature of the affidavits was, that the people bad nover
heard of the colonisation company or had any uneasiness
on account of that company. A gentleman at Prince
Albert heard of that, and knowing that such a àatement
ws contrary to the truth, he took the trouble fo investi-
gate the matter. I have the letter which he wrote on the
17th February, 1886, and which is to this effect:

"Some time in last December William Pearce, formerly land com-
missioner, arrived here ostensibly to arrange for the surveying of the
French settlement into river lots. After staying here a few days ho
left for the French settlement, taking with him dot. Sproat, our regstrar
and Tory intriguer, and an interpreter. His destination was chiefly or
salely the parish of St. Louis de Langevin, the district held by the
Prince Albert Oolonisation company. After their return, we eard
that they bad obtained an affidavit from the half-breedasand other
residents aon the company's lands, to the effect that they had never
heard of the Prince Albert Colonisation Uompany, that they bave never
feared or been threatened with ejeciment, and that the transfer of the
land, on which they had settled, to the company, had had nothng to do
with the late trouble. Knowing this to be false, I took the first oppor-
tunity to interview one of the Métis residentse of thst district on tha.

subject. Be informed me that the document had been read over to tben,
and purported to contain only a t atement to the effect that they knew
nothing of the existence of tie colonisation Company previous to their
settlement on their lands, and that they wore given to understand that

b the signing of the document was a necessary preliminary to the obtain-
ing oftheir patents. Many of them had settled on their lands befurs the
company ensted. Believing that the document, whcer It might be
was intended for political use, and as a document of that nature would
be of no political value, I concludled that its real nature was more in
accordance with the rumor, and being unable to dud anvoue who bad
read it over for themselves, I have the enclosed affidavit drawa up and
signed by aIl the Métis who could be found to have sigaed the other in
that district."

Now, I hold in my band also theaffidavits whieh were thus
signed at the time, but before reading ther, I will show the
nature of the affidavits which were obtained by Mr. Pearo,
I will take one as a sample of all the rest.

"IHeard this land was within a colonisation company's tract, but no
official of that company ever said anythin g to me, nor, do I believe, ta
any of the family, or I should have heard of it. The fact of this land
heing within a colonisation company's tract never gave my father,
brother, sister, or myself any concern whatever, as we always believed
we would eventually obtain entry as we desired.
"Sworn before me, at Township 45,

Range 24, W. 2nd Meridian, this
9th day of December, 1885, having
been first read over and explained I (Signed
to him, and he seemed tboroughly f "OLLMOM BOUOHER."
to understand the same. j

(Signed) " WM. 1P>AROIC
"Superintendent " j

Mr. WHITE (Cardwol). Poes the hon. gentleman say
that the other altidavits are the same as that?

Mr. LAURIER. S far as the reforence to the colonisa-
tion cornpany goes, yes I believe that to be tho case,,but
if I ara astray 1 may boe corroeid. It must, be manifest
that this illiterato population, the moment they Were
informed ibat their lands had beeu granted to a colonisa.
tion company, having prayed for their patents for years and
not succoeding in 'obtaining them, must have been very
uneasy. Yet those people arc made to swear that, although
they know of this statement, they never had any uneasiness
about it. Now bore is tbo affidavit to which I have alluded :

" We, the undersigned, residents tof the Métis settlement on the south
branch of the Saskatchewan River in the North-West Territories do hereby
state : That Mr. William Pearce, Commissioner of Dominion Lands, did,
on the occasion ofb's visit to our settlement inlithe month of December,
1885, present to us for signature a document which was qtated to contain
only a staternent that we knew nothing of the existence of the Prince
Albert Colonisation Company when we settled on oar land. As wi. had
in most cases been on our lands long previous te the formation of that
company, we signed the document, taking bis word that the contents
were as stated But we bave since learned with reat surprise that the
paper re:erred to containied statements that we had hoard notbing of the
company previous to the uprising lest spring, and that we knew nothing
of any rumor that our lands were to be taken away, and that the forma..
tion of the company and the granting to them of lands In our settlement
had nothing to do with occasioning trouble in onr settlement. If any
such statements are in the document which we signed, we were entirely
misled as to its meaning, bocause we were al welt aware for some timas
before the taking up of arma that there was a company which claimed
to own our lands andI to have the power te turn us off our homesteads,
and even encouraged in the belief of that fact by the failure of the Gev.
erument to give us any legal title to the lands which w had so long
occupied. T he only point on which we were entirely ignorant was the
extent of our territory which was se granted away from us and It was
the fear which we all had of losing our homes that was one of the great-
est causes of uneasiness among us."

This is signed by Charles Boucher, Moïse Bremner, Elméar
Swain, Napoléon Boyer, Moliste Laviolette, William Brera.
ner, Alexander Bremner, Joseph Bremner, Baptiste Boyer,
William Bruce, Solomon Boucher. To this is attacbed the
following declaration:

"ICanada,
"North-West Territories,

"Prince Albert.
"'To wit:

"I, Charles I. Boucher, of St. Louis de Langevin, In the North-West
Territories, farmer, do solemnly declare that f was personally present
and did see the within statement duly signed by Mose Bremner, Elzéar
Swain, Napoléon Boyer, Modiste Laviolette William Bremner, Alex-
ander Bremner, Joseph Bremner, Baptiste Boyer, William Brnos and
Bolomon Boucher.
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