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III. Mliiiiild I'lilcr till- I )iiiiuiii<iii KM til)- lei'ins

«v'iti<'(l in till' Miiiiilolid mill ('oiif<'cicniti<in

liii't!«. This cxiiichiKifin i-licitcfi loud uitii •n-

IthiixiuHticr ch»'fri«.

"

Tli"v.itH(if tliiiukK.l m.'i.v .>l>-i<'r\f,\vn><t7i«n-('(l

.\ lloii. Mr. I'lUiiii liiiiisi'lf, liiwl M-ciiiidffl by

,
U.iii. Mr. I5iiiiiiiilvn(«. In tUn-"- «liiyx nil tlif

liiit'iiilwrs of tlu' li'j.fiMlativi'U^NHinlily w<'i<' fav-

,r<d willi tli»- titW' of hoiumiltlt-.

Oil tlif 2Stli of tlic ^MUf month, tlif H<'V.

[Mr. UiU'liot ATotc UK follows on llif Miibjcct to

[Sir (ieorgc Cartiirr. (ll«'i>orl. paK'"'*'):

"St. IkiXIKACK, .liiiu- -iHth, IhTO.

To Siriloorifi' K. rartitT, Minbter of Militia, et<-.,

I
( It taw n. \

siK, On Kriiliiv laxt, llic 24tli liixt , I wan siiiiiiiioii-

[ill i«tor«' thi' IjfjjiHliitiNi' Aswiiitil> (if the Pro\inioiml

[i;ii\iTiiiiieiif to vfivi' Hoiiic cxiitaiiiktioii in the iimttiT

i)f fill' Mimitnlm Act. All (In Imvil thciiischf!* very
,

I

wollmitisfU'd. Their fears arc (li»i\pi>euriii^'. Syiii-

|iiitl\,\ witlH'imiula in livel) and Hiiicore. Mr. Kiel

I

wi'<lie» t<iS(»e the (toveriior arrive M* mooh as ivwxihle,
j

I ill nnler t<irelic\e hiiiim'lf of the re!(j)oiiHihiiit.\ which
j

Hi-lchs uixm hiiii.
j

I liave tiie honor U. he, Sir,

Your most olieihent Hcr^aiit,

(Siyiied), N. .1. UrriiioT, Itre."

It if •'^ ideiit that the di'lcgaten reiM)rted,

tliatttif'irrt'iHiit \v,i.-iiicct'|>ifd witlicnthtisiai'in,

tlial tlic trci'ty wa,s ratitit^d liy ii'i're-x'iitativtH

electiMl by ;lit' |H'(ji>lt4. ( 'on.seijui'iitiy, that the

titirotiation.'< iiR'lu(iiii(? tho««H'onccrniii(^ the I 'p-

IKT Hou.-*^', aiiilM'i«'ratff<cliool.-<, instead of Ix'iiijr

it^iiortd liy the iH)|iidati(jii of the Hcd KIvhi',

were ai'ccjitt'd by tliein, (niMi if unUnowii to

individiialii wiio Ket'tu to tliink that not bc^ng

known to tln-ui niean« not to exint.

!NA('CI:RAC1EM.

I lake the liberty to say that the paraij^raili

of your letter beginninj^ «>th the words
"Now re(|fari ling our delegates to ( )ttawa,et(;.,""

\A full of iiiaeeuraoies. Vou sav that hliortI>'

.ifter til" tirst interview .ludge l^lack was hur-

ridly called away from Ottawa; snch^was not
the case. Judge 1 '.lack remaine'' in Ottawa
from his arri\al on tln^ 'Jl^t April to the ISth

May; he took iiait in the negoti.'itions at evi-ry

meetintr held during that (leriod. I have on
my table a letter of Judge Black's, written at

the Russell house, Ottavsa, the 17th May; the
same day he iLide gin id bye to the fie v. Mr.
Ritcliot, telUng him that without his

efforts they would not have obtained
the half of what was conceded by the
'..iovenunent. "The iieople of the lied River
"English an(i French," said he, "as well as

Canada owe you a great deal, etc., etc." Miss
Black, a sister of the judge, joins with her
brother in the (expression of the same senti-

ment, adding that "she felt hajipN- in being
able to say that she will long remember the
generous efforts made by the Rev. Father in

favor of the jieople of the Red River, without
distinction of origin or ci-tHxl."

• Again you say tliat ".Vlfred Scott was taken
ill." There was no such sickness as would
prevent the delegate Mr. Scott from taking
an active part in all the deliberations to the
very last. I ascertain that from the diary of
the Rev. Mr. Ritchot, and 1 heard italsofroni
the lips of Mr. .Scott hinis(4f wiio, after his

return, was taken sick. During his illness I

often visited him in the honpitul at St. J>oni-

face where he died in .May, 1^7-'.

Vol! add, "Sir .li.hn A. Mucdonald was
continually indisjiosed." The indJHfKisition

did not prevent him from going hin;self

to Sir (Jeo. K. Ciutier'M residence, wheiv
he met the delegation on the USrd April,

twice on the '_'."">th, and iwaiii on the mith, '27th

and 'J><th; 'le met them all also on the '2nd, th^*

rttli and lith May, so that you are not jiintiheH

in sUvting 'that the business on liehalf of

this country was really transact"*! Ii"tu('en

the Re\. J. S'. Ritchot and the late Sir »t(H)rge

K. ( 'artier."

The aceeptatioji of tie- Act of .Manitolia by
the Legi^lati\e .\ssembly of AssiniUiia iw*

mentioned alsive, is a complete answer to

your accusation. "Our delegates were not
loyal to our cause, etc.," and to all the argu-
ments fouii'led thereon, more especially to

the aHirmiition that "Col. Wolseley and hi»

exjiedition, at the iioint of the Imyonet, forct^

the present constitution u|Kin us."

I was so much the more surprised to read

that statement in your letter, that, a few lin»i»«

after, you contradict the same by the follow-

ing assertion: "\"(iur (Jrace is trnl> aware of

thisffkct that the Wolseley e\])editio)i w!vs not
seiit+o Fort (rarry. for the puriKise of fighting

Mr. Louis Riel." I am well aware of that,

but you are also perfi-ctly aware that the
enemies <>f the lialf-bieeds re|ieatedly a i rnied

that such was the olijeet of the expeiiition.

\'ou add : "V'oui (irace is also awi.ie that
the behivcd wife of Col. Wolseley could have
entereil Fort ( Jarry inv. month at Ie'iJ«t In-fore

the arrival of the gallant Colonel." Ves, T

know it very well, and I could even give a
little bit of information that this was contem-
plated and very nearly became an accoui-

|ilislied fact.

When at work and before coming to a clow
I beg leave to add a fewwords more. The ex-

tnuji-dinarj- language to which I will l>e forced
to allude is not yours, for your letter, 1 am
happy to say, has nothing of the kind.

A MYSTKKIOCK AKKAIK.

I am confident that your fairness of^dispo

sition will convince you that after all "m.y
Bill of Rights" is not such a tnysterious affair;

true, it mentioned and obtained an I'pjier

House; for my part 1 confess I have a leaning
for l^^jipor Houses, and I am not alone, as

most of the ctmstitutions of countries, both in

the old and new world, admit its utility, and
I am sure that being, as yuu are, aware that
the LTpper J-[ouse of Manitoba, at its very out-

set, had five Fnglish ;i|ieaking members
against two French, you will not, as some
others do, come to the conclusion that it was
invented "to give the French the control of

Manitoba."
You say that sepaiate schools are not nwn-

tioned in your Bill of Rights, but the fact

that the>' are cared for in the Manitoba .\(!t

is if anything a ]iroof that your Bill of Rights
was not the one considered; I will add it is a
very bad action to try to excite ill feeling on
acccmnt of the demand to have separate schools

after the "model of (Quebec, "and that by
treaty.

'liiiiiMfiirigawHi'a if£Sttafa8"gwriKtfi'.i?nm


