
••uiaiuiir, for nome reason or otlior they failed to do so. Some were deterred tlirough

** ijfiioiitiici-, tliinking that tliey wonM have to pay taxes ; others have stated that they feared

*• if ihev did so the Goveruiiient inigiit rail upon them to bear anus, but af^ainst vhat foe doca

"not ajpcar to liave been very clear to them. Like all ignorant people, a few designing,

"uiischievons men who have their ear, can work on their ignorance and prejmlieeH for tho

*'ftdvaiiteinent of their own selfish ends. This i.s p;irticularly noticeable, in th^- case of those

**who sctth'il subsecjiient to survey along the South Saskatchewan River."

l'"urlhi^r on Mr. i'earcc says:—
• In xMnich 1834, I instructed Mr. George Duck to proceed to tho parish of St. Laurent

*'to take evidence in flupport of those elaim.s there, ond all other.'? above and below the same.

*'He engageil the services of the Uev. Father Andr6 toassi.-t himincxplahiing to these people
** tho object oi his visit ; he obtained ajiplications from nearly all the clainiantH, from tho

"upper part of the settlement down to tlie south limit of Township 45, llangc ],wcst3i<l.

"In this Township, owing to a bend in the river, there were several disputed claims, ^yhic!^

" at tlie time could only be arranged by making a traversr; of tho improvements, which is i\o\yr

*• being done. If, at tlie time of survey, these claimants in said portion of Township 45 had
*'furnihhed ilie surveyors with the information necessary to adjust their claims, they cculd

"have been settled so soon as tliis Township was open for entry, viz., tJeptember, 1S81 ; but,

"since then, through transfers and settlement by others thereon, they hav^ become very com-
" plicated. It', at any time since then, theso lurties in said ]»ortion of j'owiiship 45, had
"united and furnishyd the Department, by means of survey, witli tho infornaatiou necessiiry,
** the whole mutter might have been arranged and entry grunted long since. Ikdow that
"])oini, the settlers had taken up their claims iu such a way that, with the information on the
"Township map, the river keeping across tho entire lands claimed in an rluiost due ei\sterly

"course, it was not deemed nccetsary to visit them ou tho ground to adjust tlic clainis;

*' these jwrties it was thought would be able to state, on application at the,ollico, what lauds
"were claimed by them. Many, although notified to jiiako their ajiplications for entry,
'* refused to do so, in some cases purposely leaving their houses when visited for that jiurpose,^

"ami acting in tliis manner altliough urged by thcirpriests and others to do as requested."

lb there not here an evident proof of culpable negligence, net of bad fnith, for which tho^

Government can in no degree bo helil lesponsible ? Th« result has proved that it the Gov-
ernmeiit wiMv slow in giving eti'ect to the claims of the half-breeds, there were excellent

n-asons. \
Tims the petitions addressed by the half-breeds to the Government from 1S72 to 1884,

bear altogether 854 signatures. These dilfeient petitions did not all come from the neighbour-
hood of iiatoche nor from tl^ie scene of the rebellion ; on tho contrary, those which were sent
from Qu'Appelle, from Cypress Hills, from tho lilackfoot Crossing and from Edmonton,
localities more than 5U0 miles from the Prince Albert District, had 61 i> names, leaving 241
names for the Districts of Batocho, Duck Lake, St. Laurent, St. Louis do Langevia and Prince
Albert.

Of" the- 211 petitioners, 99 had received many years before, land and scrip in Manitoba,
and eonsiijui'utly hud no claim, 40 took their letters patent before the Commission of 1885,
and the otiier lu2 have not l)een abl to prove their claim.

In presence of such a state of things, can it bo reasonably maintained, that the Govern-
ment would have bewn justified in grautiug the demands of the half-breeds without examina-
tion, and simply ou their ]>i'titiou 1

2. The half-b;eeds piolext against the system of surveying their lands, and demand that.

in future they shall be divided into river lots of two miles long by ten chains wide.

This qufs^tion i;.i,->ed most serious difficulties and a new survey wouhl have been very expen-

«ive; on the other hand, the settlers did not agree on this question, and the Government did
everything pos;iil)le to bring them to a practical understanding.

On the 19th November, 188;?, a certain number of the settlers protested to the Govern-
ment against the action of one, of .themselves, Michel Canny, who had made an entry for his
land as a square lot, whilst they wished tiieii-s to be laid out in river lots, and asf erted that
they had all come to an understanding not to make entries. This disposition of tho settlers

had tlie inevitable ellect of ulultiplying the ditticulties and hindering tho action of the Gov-
ernment agents.

Tiic liiird claim had no reason for being y.ut forward, as the state of things was exactly
that asked for, only the half-bieeds neglected to conform to the regxilaticns.

4. That t!ie lands upon v/hich they had long resided had been sold to others. This
•Utement is unfounded ; for no half-breed has ever been disturbed or dispossessed of his
property, although more than one subsequently installed himself ou Canadian Pacific liuilway


