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the Department of Public Works of On-
tario?

Mr. OLIVER. I arn not aware of it. Our
communications were direct with this union
of municipalities, and we, of course, under-
stood that their communications were with
the provincial government.

Mr. J. A. CURRIE. I want to know de-
finitely fromn the minister wliether lie wifl
before ail lis items are passed give us the
information as to what timber lands were
sold and what rights to cut timber were
given since the publication of the blue-book.

Mr. OLIVER. I will give the information
on the next sitting day.

Grant for Agricultural society, Munceys of
the Thames, $90.

Mr. BEATTIE. That seems to be a very
extravagant grant to the Munceys of the
Thames to encourage them in agriculture.
I think it miglit be increased.

Mr. OLIVER. This is a small sum given
for the purpose of supplying prizes for the
agricultural show whicli these people hold
on their own account. They are self-sup-
porting and are well advanced towards civil-
ization, and this is merely a small contri-
bution towards tlie purchase of prizes.

Mr. BEATTIE. There happen to be two
societies whidh. hold two fairs a year, and
$45 to eacli society would not encourage
agriculture very mudli. Out of the large
sums granted by tlie government I should
think a larger sum. than $90 miglit be
granted for tliat purpose.

General legal expenses, $13,500.
Mr. IIENDERSON. $ 13,500 for the law-

yers and $90 for the farmers ! I wonder
wliat the Minîster of Agriculture will say
about that. Durîng the last election lie
went tlirough tlie province of Ontario ex-
plaining why cities sliould represent county
municipalities, and wliy Conservative mem-
bers representing rural districts should be
deposed and somebody living in a town
should be put in their places. I arn afraid
that lie lias been extending to tlie Depart-
ment of the Minister of the Interior bis
policy of doing everything for the lawyer
and nothing for the farmer. I wonder tbat
the Minister of tlie Interior does not stand
up for bis own riglits and the riglits of bis
own wards and not let the Minister of
Agriculture bave too mucli to say in a mat-
ter of this kind. It seems to me an ex-
planation is due to show why there sliould
be such an enormous amount of legal ex-
penses in connection witli thîs band.

Mr. OLIVER. The reason that the grant
tô the Munceys is so small is that tliey
don't need a large grant. There is, I be-
lieve, at princip le laid down tliat to him
that bat shal be given. 13ut, in the ad-

32

ministration of the Indian Departmient, it
is given to him tbat bath not. It is to
those wlio need that we give, and to those
wbo don't need we don't give. The Mun-
ceys are not in need, and therefore there
is no large appropriation for tliem. I think
nobody will suggest that tlie amount ex-
pended in prizes at a small exhibition
should be very large.

Mr. ALEX. HAGGART. I want t o put
the lawyers riglit on tliis item. We would
like a littie explanation. Does it include the
enforcement of the Indian Act ail over the
Dominion, and the prosecution of parties
for trespassing upon Indian surveys, and
taking charge of tlie Indians generally as
against the white man? I find in the
A.uditor General's Report, on page 1-9,
under the very saine lieading ' General legal
expenses' payments made to several law
yers amounting to $1,093. 1 do not knnw
whether that is intended to cover ahl the
legal expenses for tlie last year-sums paid
to lawyers in Ottawa, and in Aslicroft,
Britishi Columbia, and other places. A little
explanation of that would let the lawyers
ont,

Mr. OLIVER. This vote is to pay legal
expenses necessary in defence of wliat we
believe to be tlie riglits of the Indians in
the provinces of Ontario and Quebec, not
in the Dominion at large. The reason the
amount liere appears large is because this
year we have liad an effort to settle a case
whicli bas been celebrated in Canada for
many years, and we are in liopes of bring-
ing it to a settlement; I refer to the Oka
Indian case. Outside of that $ 10,009, the
expenditure in 1907-8 waa $1,093.95. Tbat
is a normal expenditure. But we estimate
a cost in regard to this Oka case, of about
$ 10,000. Wben we consider that that case
lias been a source of irritation during so
many years, I think everybody -will agree
that it is desirable to secure a settlement,
if we ean, by expending this amount.

Mr. BARR. It seems very strange that
we should have this item of $1,090 for le gai
expenses appearing year alter year. Are
the lawyers employed by the year? Are
tbey on the list like civil servants? I
understand this item bas been going on
for a number of years just the same. There
bas been one big lawsuit going on for the
last twenty years. Do tbey do the sanie
work year alter year, or how is it that we
have to pay so large an amount for law-
yers' expenses? We know that the Indians
are a very peaceable people. I think this
is a sumn, to a great extent, put down there
to be divided amongst tlie lawyers. If we
could increase the agricultural grant and
decrease the legal expenses, we would be
doing the riglit thing.

Mr. SPROULE. Can the minister give
us any information witb regard to tbe pie.
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