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men opposite take when they had charge
of the interests of the Indians, and, as
my hon. friend from Edmonton said to-day,
were charged with the duty of looking after
the very last cent of the very last Indian
in order that justice should be done to
them? I would like to ask my hon. friends
what interest they appeared to take in the
matter when this same question was being
dealt with in the city of Victoria? It
was probably by reason of the arrangement
then made with hon. gentlemen opposite
that the Attorney General of British Col-
umbia has presumed to deal with the mat-
ter as he has without its being taken up
by an official of the Department of Indian
Affairs. Let me read to the House a tele-
gram dated October 26, 1910, and addressed
to the Right Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier,
Prime Minister, Ottawa :

Have sent following telegram to Imterior:

Have made agreement with chief and repre-
sentatives of Songhee Indians by which
Indians agree to remove from reserve on
following terms: Province to pay $10,000 to
each head of family, forty-three in all.
Provirce to supply new reserve and to pay
all expenses of moving tribal effects and
deed to new reserve. New reserve to be
selected by myself and five members of the
trike. This arrangemen! is made subject to
corfirmation of the Dominion Government.
I would respectfully urge that Dominion
Governvient give its consent to such settle-
r ext of this question. I trust that this
request may receive favourakhle consideration
Ly your Government.

(Sgd.) Richard McBride.

To which Sir Richard MecBride received
the following *¥eply:

Ilon. Richard McBride, Premier, Victoria.
Ottawa, October 28, 1910.

Have consulted with Minister of Interior
and any arrangement satisfactory to Indians
w'll be quite acceptakle to mns.  Would only
suggest that as we are the guardians of
Indians it would be advisable that depart-
ment be party to arrangement and that
same be made under Tndian Act. We intend
introduciny legislation this session in com-
nection with similar questions.

(Sgd.) Wilfrid Laurier.

I have no complaints against the hon.
gentlemen in connection with their dealings
in this matter at that particular time. They
evidently had confidence in Sir Richard
McBride’s Government, that they would
not undertake to do an injustice to the
Indians in the Songhees reserve or any
other part of British Columbia. They gave
evidence of that confidence by the answer
sent by my right hon. friend at that time.
Let me say that we too have confidence in
Sir Richard MecBride and in his Govern-
ment, that they will deal fairly with the
Indians in the matter now before this
House. At the same time the Department
of the Interior have not given this pro-
posed surrender any consideration officially

and, as I stated in my opening remarks,
according to the judgment of Mr. New-
combe, this is a matter that will come be-
fore the commission which we have ap-
pointed. It will be for them to decide
upon it and it will be only when they have
decided upon it as I understand the case,
that the Department of Indian Affairs will
take it up and give it consideration.

Mr. HUGH GUTHRIE (South Welling-
ton): I think the object of the hon. mem-
ber for Edmonton (Mr. Oliver) in bringing
this matter to the attention of the House
to-day was a most laudable one. If I under-
standy the matter aright his object was to
bring most distinctly and most positively
and directly to the attention of the Gov-
ernment notice of negotiations which are
now pending or proceedings which are now
being taken between the Government of
British Columbia and the Indians of that
province who are the wards of the
Government of the Dominion of Canada
for the surrender of certain very valuable
property rights held by the "Dominion
of Canada for the benefit of the
Indians of British Columbia. An agreement
has been closed between the province of
British Columbia and the Indians but I
assume that there would be nothing final
in that agreement until the consent of this
Government or the proper officers of this
Government shall have been obtained.
That consent, I understand from the Prime.
Minister, has not yet been given and the
matter has not yet been dealt with by the
Government of Canada, notwithstanding
what may have transpired between the
province of British Columbia and the In-
dians of that province. The hon. member
for Edmonton is actuated by a desire to
give the Government posifive notice of
what is going on and I think he is acting
wisely in the course he has taken. So
much has been done by ‘the present Admin-
istration, so much has come to light dur-
ing the present session of a questionable
character, and so much has been excused
by the ministers opposite upon the sole
ground that they did not know and had
no notice, that I think it high time that
someone in the House should give posi-
tive, actual notice of transactions of this
kind when taking place in any part of
Canada. It is only within the past few
days that we had an excuse from the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries that he ap-
pointed to office a man who turned out to
be a criminal, because he did not know
the facts. I think the day afterwards the.
Minister of Finance, who last summer
acted as Minister of Justice, excused the
release from the penitentiary of the same
man, Landry, upon the ground that he did
not know, he had no notice. Within a
week or ten days the Minister of Public
Works attempted to justify or to excuse.



