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discussing, it was an impediment to the
development of the city; it was an eyesore,
as everybody in that part of British Colum-
bia knows, and had to be removed. The
Indians took no advantage of the immense
benefits they could have derived from that
reserve, but it took years to persuade them
to surrender it. As I understand the
matter, one ofý the conditions of surren-
der was that the money should be paid
to themselves instead of to the Superintend-
ent General of Indian Affairs. My hon.
friend (Mr. Oliver) and the Government of
British Columbia agreed to that condition,
although he says: I did not know whether
we should have consented to that; we Lad
our doubts at the time as to the advisabil-
ity of this step. But the city was so
anxious to have the matter settled that
the two governments agree to the payment
direct to the Indians, with the result tbat
the money was practically squandered,
with no beneftt to the Indians. My hon.
friend endeavoured to impress upon the
Government the necessity of taking very
great precautions in dealing with the
Indians, who unfortunately are and must
remain wards of the nation. So far
as I can see, there is only one proper
way of dealing w'ith such payments: the
money should be paid to the Superintend-
ent G'nerral of Indian Affairs for the bene-
fit of the Indians. Of course, when
the Indians are enfranchised they have a
right to share in the money, but so long
as they are not enfranchised the money
should bs paid in trust to the Superintend-
ent Genera, of Indian Affairs for the bene-
fit of the tribe. We do not condemn the
Government, for, as I understand it, the
transaction is not yet completed; but
the Government should be put on its
guard and impressed with the necessity of
seeing that the whole case is thoroughly
looked into before the transfer is finally
consummated by the consent of the Super-
intendent General of Indian Affairs.

Hon. ROBERT ROGERS (Minister of
Public Works): I do not rise for the pur-
pose of offering any opinion, so far at least
as the legal aspect of the matter is con-
cerned, as against the argument made by
my right hon. friend in respect to the posi-
tion taken by the province of British Col-
umbia and the position occupied by the
Government of the Dominion of Canada
and the Department of Indian Affairs. My
hon. friend undertakes to say that the
commission to which my right hon. friend
the leader of the Government referred will
have nothing whatever to do with this par-
ticular case. I would like to read to my
richt hon. friend the opinion of the Deputy
Minister of Justice on this very point,
dated April 22, 1913:

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

Sir: I have the honour to asknowledge the
recaipt of your lettear of tie 7th instant.
8835/2-in which my adrice is askad as te the.
title to the Kitsilano or False Creek Indiari
reserve, and as to whether there is any rever-
sionary interest in the province and, if so,
whether it applies to the whole reserve, and
whether such reserve comes within the scope
of the inquiry to be made by the British
Columbia Reserve Cemmissien.

I lbeg to stat that the reserve referred to.
cones within the scope of the commission
which has been recently appointed for the
purpose of having all differences between the
governments of the Dominion and the prov-
ince respecting Indian lands and Indian af-
fairs settled, and in view of this it may be
unnecessary to express any opinion as te whe-
ther the province is entitled to the reversion
since the question of title, which may be a
difficult one, would be set at rest by the
action of the commission, pursuant to the-
agreement.

I have the honour to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

E. L. Nawcemha.ý

Sir WILFRID LAURIER: That is not
the point; the question is whether the pay-
ment is adequate.

Mr. ROGERS: That is a matter which
the Department of Indian Affairs, as I un-
derstand it, have not yet had an oppor-
tunity of considering. I do not know that
I have any explanation to offer as to the
newspaper clippings read by my ion. friend
the member for Edmonton containing the
statements attributed to the Attorney Gen-
eral of the province of British Columbia.
I would not like to deal with any state-
ments published in the newspapers as be-
ing authoritative in regard to any import-
ant transaction such as this, and from what
I know of the Attorney General of the pro-
vince of British Columbia, I cannot be-
lieve that he would be guilty of making
the statements attributed to him in the
clippings read by my hon. friend the mem-
ber for Edmonton. Reference bas been
made to the Songhee reserve, which was
dealt with by hon. gentlemen opposite dur-
ing their term of office. I gather fro-n an
examination of the records that the
Attorney General of the province of British
Columbia is, in this case, probably follow-
ing the methods adopted by Limself and
the late Government in deahing with this
particular reserve. My right hon. friend
the leader of the Opposition has referred
to the fact that an Indian reserve in a
town or city like Vancouver or Victoria is
undoubtedly a blemish to the city and an
obstruction to its progress and develop-
ment. It was felt a few years ago that
the Songhee reserve was undoubtedly a
blemish to the city of Victoria, and an
effort was made to have the matter set at
rest and settled. And what course was
followed? What position did hon. gentle-


