Manitoba

Mgr. MACKENZIE said hec offered
every facility to the Press to get every
document, a8 soon us possible, which
came betore the House.

Mr. LAURIER said he bad not
known the document had been in the
possession of any hon. member. le
had asked it from the Clerk as a matter
of courtesy, and he had communicated
it to tho gentlemen of the Press as a
matter of courtesy. 1le had banded it
for a few moments only to the gentle-
men of the Press, and thought to have
had it back after a few minutes. As
the time elapsed he was reminded of it
by the Clerk, and immediatcly set to
work to get it back. He could not
Liave done more.

MANITOBA CLAIMS BILL—[BiLL No. 46]
(Mr Midls)
SECOND READING.

Order for second reading read.

Mgr. MILLS said this Bill was very
~hort and the object very simple. In
Statute 38 Vic,, chap. 33, Tth section,
there was the following provision in
relation to the functions of the Com-
missioner for the purpose of settling
disputed land claims in Manitoba : —

“ The Commissioners shall not receive or
proceed upon any claim until cach o’ the
adverse or conflictng claimants has made
before the Comwmissioners, an a®tdavit or
aflirination in writing, signed by him, that
such claim is just and well founded, to the
best of his koowledge and belief, &c., and
that he has, at least one month before the
making of the affidavit or affirmation,caueed
to be served on the party having, or sup-
po=ed to have, such adverse claim, notice i
writing of his claim, and of his iutention to
bring the same before the said Commission-
ersy and of the time when it is intended to
le 80 brought,and a copy of such notice shall
be annexed tothe affidavit or affirmation.”
The Iouse would seo, by this particu-
lur section, that if any ™ party desired
to prevent the Commissioners from
proceeding to decide conflicting clnims
of the respoctive parties to any lands
in the Province of Manitoba, all that
was necossary to do was to rofuse to
give the requisite notice. The result
was that no action could be taken,
exceptin the case of thése who voluu-
teered to comply  with the provisions
of the law, and appear before the Com-
missioners, for the purpose of having
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their respcctive cluims dctermined.
This Bill provided for the removal of
this defect in clause 17, which stated :
¢ The Commissioners shall not receive or
proceed upon any claim until the party by
whom or on whose bebalf the same is made,
or if ruch party consists c¢f more than one
person then until some one of auch persons
has made and produced before the Commis-
sioners an affiaavit or affirmation in writing,
signed by him, that to the best of his know-
le%ge and belief his claims are well founded,
that heis not aware of any adverse claims
(if there be none), or if he is aware of any
adverse claim, that he has, at least one
month before the making of such affidavit,
caueed to be served on the party making,
having or supposed to have such adverse
claim, a notice in writing of his claim and
of his intention to bring the same before the
Commiseioners at the time appointed by
them for hearing tneclaims of the respective
parties, and a copy of such notice shall be
attixed to the affidavit or affirmation.”

This would put the parties in the same
position as they would be in an ordi-
nary suit. The Bill also provided
that the Commissioners shall have
power to cnforce the attendance of
witnesses, and to compel them to give
. evidence and so forth. There might
| be parties who could give cvidence
which would enable the Commissioners
to determine in whom the title was
properly vested, and it was necessary
that power should be given to the
Commissioners to compel such parties
to give testimony. This Bill enabled
the Commissioners to procced without
delay in the settlement of disputed
cluims,

Mr. RYAN said he quite agreed
with the hon. the Minister of the In-
terior, as to the nceessity of this
. amendment. Last year, it had been
| found that several cases were not tried
merely because oneofthe partiesin cach
case, and the one who, probably, Lad
! no just claim to the land, was unwil-
ling to give notice, and the trials could
not be praceeded with onthat account,
aod had to be postponed. Would
the hon. the Minister inform him
whether there wero any Commissioners
appointed to decide those claims, or
whether Ilon. Mr. Morriz was still a
Commissioner ?

Mr. MILLS said there twere com-
missioners appointed, ant *Mr. Morris
! had resigned.

I Bill read the second time.
j




