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Up to thi8 tinie f ully haif of the band
pressent had not been able to get into the
building, and did not hear what had tairen
place. The building being too small to take
the vote in, we were asked to go outside.
Then Mr. John Semmens, the inspector of
Indian agencies, spoke loudly in Cree, saying,
'Ai you that want $90 go to this side, in-
dicating where the chief and council were
standing, the others go to the opposite side.'
The crowd separated under great excitement,
a great many flot knowing what they were
doing. Af ter they were'separated, some of
them moving from one side to the other, not
knowing what they were doing. Mr. Sem-
mens and myseif started to count the votes
that were against, but when we got through
counting we turned around to count the other
side. 1 was told then- that the other side
wvas counted. I did not kuow who counted
the other side, and they claimed they had a
mrajority of seven. 1 was astonished to hear
this. and sized up the two sides and satisfied
myseif that there were a larger number
standing on my side than there was wjth
the chief aud concil, but 1 had no oppor-
tunity whatever Of counLting the number that
stood with the chief and council. 1 protest-
ed to Mr. Semmens, saying to him that he
should not have said that you who want $90
go on one side, but you should have said you
that waut to surrender the reserve go to one
side, aud you that don't waut to surrender
the reserve go to the other side, then the
people would have understood what they were
voting for.

I declare that I cousider the vote irregular
aud improper, as it was not stated fairly to
the people, nor was it falrly counted as it
was counted by differeut parties.

1 would like the hon. minister to listen
to this declaration from this man because
it is very serious. He says:

When Mr. Pedley read the surrender that
ho had with hlm prepared, he read it in
F.nglish, and fast. that even 1 who under-
stood English, found it difficuit to understand
the termes of the surrender. This was not
interpreted to the band lu their own lan-
guage, oonsequeutly very few, if any, under-
stood the conditions of the surrender. 1 arn
satisfied that Mr. Pedley and the others came
determined to secure the surrender. The
surrender was ail prepared without any con-
sultation with the baud, and they brought
the $5,000 with thera. Without this money on
the ground, I arn satisfied they neyer could
hâve secured the support they did in favour
of the surrender.

I 'wish to place on record another short
declaration by William Sinclair, who is an
interpreter and. whom the goves-nment em-
ployed as sucli on several different occa-
sions. William Sinclair says in the mid-
die of his declaration:

I further declare that I heard Mr. Pedley
say that he had $5,000 lu his satohel which
be would divide among the Indians, provid-
ing they would make a surrender of the re-
serve, if not he w6uld take the money back.

And I make this solenin declaration con-
scientiously believing it to be true and know-

ing that it is of the sanie force and effect
as if made under oath and by virtue of the
Canada Evidence Âct.-Wm. Sinclair.

Declared before me in the town of Selkirk,
fin the province of Manitoba, this 22nd of
January, 1910.-ýC. R. Smallmau, commis-
sioner.

Wel], Mr. Speaker, judging from the
manner in whi.ch the hon. rninister deait
with the serious indictment against bis de-
partm*-ent last year, 1 had good ground for
feeling that he did not meet the charges
feui !y and that he begged the question fro.m
beginning to end. Especially in his opening
remarks was the minister entirely unfair,
and he faýiled to demonstrate during his
whole speech any justification for the
language with which he prefaced his re-
marks. That is a sample of the methods
eniploye-d ýby the hon, gentleman in answer-
ing this indiectment which. is laid at his
door. not by me, but by his wards, the
Indians. It will be remem-bered that I
made a statement last session regarding
the signing of the receipts for the patents.
and this is perhaps one of the most ser-
ious phases of the whole question because
probaibly more hinges on it than hon, gen-
tlemen in this House cari possibly conceive
at present; whether the minister does or
not. I submitted at that time many de-
clarations from reliable Indians showing
that they had never received or even seen
their patents and that they had neyer,
k-nowingly, aigned anyreceipt for the same.
This fact did not, however, * trouble the
Minister of the Interior who le responsible
to this House for the management of that
important department. He conteuted him-
self by saying that he had laid on the
table receipts for most of the patents duly
signed. These receipts were no doubt sent
to him by the agents who had been par-
ties to this scandalous transaction; but
it neyer seemed to dawn on the Superin-
tendent General of Indian Affairs, as the
legal guardian of the Indians, that it was
his daty to investigate the allegation made
by dozens of his wards, and if forgery had
been committed, as seems quite probable,
it was his duty to punish those guilty, and
to rectify the great wrong done these wards
of the people.

Here I intend to submit one or two
declarations siiuply to sustain this charge.
They have already been placed on ' Han-
sard,' but I desire that there should be
no misunderstanding as to the minister
having had the facts before hlm when he
made his speech last ye ar. I refer to the
affidavits on page 7408 of last year's ' Han-
sard.' The affidavits state distinctly that
those who made thein had neyer seen their
patents and had neyeýr given any receipt
for their patents. This matter was brought
to the minister's attention from time to
time before he made his speech last year.


