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REPORT.

The Select Committee appointed to enquire into the statements made in refo-
rence to furs taken from Charles Bremner, a halt-brecd, residing at Battleford, beg
leave to report unanimously :—

1. That during the North-West Rebellion of 1885 and on the day of the surren-
der of the Indian Chief Poundmaker, who had been in armsagainst the Government
of Canada, a number of half-breeds came into Battleford, among whom was Charles
Bremner, a half-breed trader and farmer, a resident of Bresaylor, twenty-two miles
from Battleford, having in his possession a large quantity of valuable fars,

2. General Middleton being in command of the Canadian forces engaged in the
suppression of the rebellion and being in Battleford, and having information that
these half-breeds had come in from Poundmaker’s camp and that the furs were being
carried away, gave orders that they should be put in charge of the Dominion
Mounted Police, and they were accordingly placed in the Police Barracks at Battle-
ford for safe keeping.

3. Some weeks later, while General Middleton was at Fort Pitt, Mr. Hayter
Reed (a member of his staft), who had then just returned from Battleford, called atten-
tion to the furs, and reminded Gencral Middleton that the person from whom they
had been taken was said to be a rebel. Thereupon, after consultation with Mr. Reed
and Mr. Bedson (another member of his staff'), General Middleton assumed to con-
fiscate the furs,

4. At the time of the confiscation General Middleton directed Mr. Reed to send
an order in writing to the Police officer in Battleford who had charge of the furs,
The exact wording of this order cannot be clearly established as it was destroyed
a few days after it was written. But it is proved to have been of the following
tenor :—

That General Middleton had confiscated the furs and had ordered that two pack-
ages of them should be put up for himself, one for Mr. Hayter Reed, onc for Mr.
Bedson, and one for another member of his staff, selecting the best ; and that receipts
should be taken for, or a memorandum made of] the furs thus distributed.

5. Packages were put up in conformity with this order—two for General Mid-
dleton, one for Mr. Hayter Recd and one for Mr. Bedson. The furs thus put up were
in quantity about one-eighth of the whole, but of much larger proportionate value.

6. Tt has been proved before your Committee that the furx put up for General
Middleton and Mr. Bedson were placed on board the steamer which conveyed General
Middleton and Mr. Bedson from Battleford to Winnipeg. But it would appear that
Mr. Bedson, who had promised to give a receipt for the furs, refused to do so, alleg-
ing that they had not reached Winnipeg; and your Committce find that the packages
of furs so shipped for Geneal Middleton were not received by him.

7. The furs put up by Mr. Hayter Reed were forwarded to Regina and received
by him there. He subsequently returned the package unopened to the Police autho-
rities at Battleford, alleging as his reason for so doing that the propriety of the con-
fiscation was questioned,

8. Your Committee consider the confiscation of the furs unwarrantable and ille-
gal; and in his evidence General Middleton admits that he has recently become satis-
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fled it was not legally justifiable. Your Committee are further of opinion that, if
the contiscation had been legal, the confiscated property vested in the Crown; and,
while your Committee believe that General Middleton acted under an unfortunate
misconception as to his powers, they are of opinion that the appropriation of
any portion of the property, under such circumstances, by General Middleton to his
own use, and to that of the members of his staff, was hlghly improper.

9. On behalf of Bremner it was stated to your ‘Committee that he is willing to
accept $4,500 inclusive of interest in compensation for his loss, and this your Com-
mittee consider a fuir compensation.

10. For the information of the House your Committee submit herewith the
minutes of the evidence taken by them in this enquiry, al<o the minutes of the pro-
ceedings of the Committee, which, with this Report, they recommend to be printed.

All which is respectfully submitted.
A. McNEILL,
Chairman.

CoMmITTEE Rooy,
23rd April, 1890.

iv
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE

Taken by the Select Committee appointed to enquire into the statements
made in reference to furs taken from Charles Bremner, a Half-breed residing
at Battleford.

Hovuse orF Coammons, 19th March, 1890.

The Select Committee of the House appointed to investigate the alleged appro-
priation of furs belonging to one Charles Bremner, met at 10 a. m.

Mr, McNEILL in the Chair.

I Mr. Lister handed the Chairman a copy of the charges, which were read as
follows :—

“In compliance with the request of the Committee appointed by Parliament on
the 3rd day of March, 1890, to enquire into the statements made in the House in
reference to furs said to have been taken from Charles Bremner, a alf:breed, ut
Battleford :

I beg to say that, upon perusal of the said statements, I understand the state-
ments therein made to be as follows :—

1st. That certain furs belonging to the said Bremner were, by order of General
Middleton, while commanding the Canadian forces in the North-West, tiken posses-
sion of and placed in the barracks at Battleford for safe-keeping, and the same were,
subsequently, by a letter written by one Hayter Reed, Assistunt Commissioner of
Indians, on the 4th day of July, 1885, addressed to one Warden, who was their
Quarter-Master Sergeant of Police at Battleford, stated to be written by order of
General Middleton, directed to be put up, two bales for General Middleton, one bale
for S. L. Bedson, and one bale for the said Hayter Reed, a copy of which letter is as
follows : —

“ Dear WARDEN,—General Middleton has instructed and authorized me to send
you the present letter desiring that you put up bales of furs for the undermentioned :
two bales for General Middleton, one for S. L. Bedson, and one for myself. Please
select the best and pack them at once, as we will be down there to-morrow by
boat.

HAYTER REED,
Assistant Commissioner of Indians.”

2nd. That on receipt of said letter by the said Warden the furs were put ap and
addressed in accordance with the directions contained in said letter, and shipped by
the boat which took General Middleton, Bedson and Reed to Winnipeg.

3rd. That this was not an isolated transaction, but v as part of a secries, com-
prising the following :— ) .

(a.) That furs taken at Batoche were appropriated by General Middleton,

(b.) That horses were taken by General Middleton and appropriated to his own
use,
(¢.) That Bedson appropriated to his own use a pool table and horses taken

from the settlers at Batoche.
(Signed) J. F. LISTER.

On motion of Mr. Wood, seconded by Mr. Casgrain, clauses “ 4,” “B” and “C”
of the charges in paragraph 3 were struck out, on the ground that there had been
no authority given the Committee by the House to investigate such charges.

The Chairman—I ask General Middleton if he is ready to reply to this charge ?

1—1



53 Victoria. Appendix (No 1) A 1890

Mr. J. J. Gormully, representing General Middleton.—We simply say that the
charge is not correct.

Mr. Lister—Will the General make any explanation ?

Mr. Kirkpatrick.—He wants to hear some evidence taken on the letter, then he
will make a statement.

Mr. Lister—It is the mere investigation, and if General Middleton has any
explanation to give, I think in all fairness it should be made on the charge being
made, either that there is no truth in that charge at all, or if there is some truth in
it, if it can be satisfactorily explained. I think, in fairness to the Committee, Gen-
eral Middleton should now make an explanation. If he says there is no truth in
that charge that is quite sufficient.

Mr. Gormully—Of course, the charges as made there we do not admit, but the
recollection of the General is not very clear. This is five years ago, in the heat
of the rebellion, and the General hassome recollection that there were furs belonging
to the man called Bremner. That they came and asked him about some furs,
that somebody came in and said they were taking furs or something of that sort.
This was at Battleford, I think after Poundmaker had surrendered. 1 believe some-
one did come in and say to the General that they were taking furs, and suggested
that the furs should be put in the barracks, and although he has no distinet recollec-
tion, he has no doubt but that the furs were put in the barracks. He says he does
not actually recollect giving the order, but if they were put in the barracks, there is
no doubt they were put there by his orders,

The Chairman—'That is the satement he makes through his counsel.

Mr, Casgrain.—My suggestion is this, thaf the charge be read in his presence,

Mr. Gormully.—He does not know what furs were put there. He went away.

Mr. Casgrain.—1I think we ought to ask Mr. Gormully what is your answer to
that statement ?

Mr. Gormully.—TI think I mentioned that, of course, the General, as a matter of
fact, never saw the furs, and has hever seen the furs to this day. He never saw
them and, therefore, does not know what quantity was placed in those barracks. In
some of the reports I have read, it was said that there were several cartloads of
those furs and that people were taking them. The General then gave an order to
put them in the barracks. He does mot know who took them, or who was taking
them. He has no doubt that he gave the order, although he has no distinct recol-
lection of it. That occurred in May, and then he went in pursuit of Big Bear and
came back to Fort Pitt after he had taken Big Bear, and he has a recollection that
he was asked what was to be done with the furs that were in the police barracks and
that were taken from this man Bremner, who was a rebel as they considered, and,
believing he had the power, ordered them to be confiscated. Of course, he may
have done wrong in that, or he may not. He does not recollect anything very dis-
tinctly after that. He has a sort of recollection that there was a request made for
some of the furs, although he has no very distinct recollection of that. He might
have given an order for some of the furs, giving a receipt to the storekeeper, so that
either the receipt would be there or the furs. That is all he knows aboutit. He has
never had any of those furs, and I do not think that the General has any recollection
that he ever gave any written order. If there are, they will no doubt be produced.
He has no recollection of it. It is all very well to sit around this table and listen to
it now, but these people were in the North-West pursuing people with arms in their
hands and in open rebellion. 1 have also stated that he never saw the furs, neither
then nor thereafter, and never had any of Bremner’s furs.

Mr. Casgrain.—The shorthand writer should be sworn. This declaration should
be taken down at once and signed by the attorney ; then we could ask General Middle-
ton whether that declaration is corrector not. The pointis, General, this declaration
has been made in your presence. Do you admit the truth of it ?

General Middleton.—Yes ; it is substantially correct—I think it is substantially
the facts of the case; but, of course, they are roughly put there. Ido notknow that
I can make any alteration of it.

. 2
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Mr. Lister—I think that is a sufficient statement so far as General Middleton is
concerned. I want to say one word to Mr, Girouard. I am sorry that he used the
word “stealing.” If General Middleton thought he had the power to confiscate these
furs it was not stealing, The object of the statement made here to-day is to prevent
«costs being incurred in bringing witnesses from the North-West, since every witness
brought from Battleford will cost $208 in fares alone.

The statement made by Mr. Gormully on General Middleton’s behalf was read
over to him by the shorthand writer and its correctness acknowledged.

The shorthand writers employed to take the evidence were sworn to take down
and faithfully transcribe the testimony given before the Committee.

Mr, Lister—Mr, Hayter Reed is present. Does Mr. Reed desire to make any
statement to this Committee ? There is a charge made against him that he partici-
pated in these furs. Does he want to make a statement ?

Mr, A. Ferguson.—T1 appear on behalf of Mr. Reed. In fact I have not got the
charge, I only saw it this morning. There was no notice given to Mr. Reed of the
charge and no copy of it was given to him. As far as the charges here made in this
matter are concerned, I say, on behalf of Mr. Reed, that they are not correct. While
he was at Fort Pitt, I think, in temporary charge of the transportation, the General
being out, 1 think, in pursuit of Big Bear, he took a flying trip to Battleford in the
course of his duty. While he was there, he saw certainfurs in the Police storehouse.
‘When he came back he reported to the General that there were furs in the store-
house. There was no name given, but it was said they belonged to some of the people
who were supposed to be in the rebellion. In the course of his reporting this and in
the course of conversation with the General, he also told the General there were other
things there, and in the course of the conversation, the General said the furs should
be confiscated, and that some portion of them might be put up for the General and
his statf,—and that from that,and in pursuance of that authority and those orders, he
did write a letter, but that the letter, a copy of which is embodied in this charge, is
not the letter and does not correctly contain what were the contents of that letter
but he did write a letter to the officer in charge, the Quartermaster of the Mounted
Police in charge of the stores, containing what I have said. That that letter was
forwarded to the officer, who, I think, was Mr. Warden and that he, Mr. Reed, was
not present when any action was taken upon the letter, There was a considerable
quantity of furs there, in this place, open, and in a large room which was used as a
sort of supply and provision establishment ; a place also where the people were being
rationed, as well as the troops coming in and getting their rations every day; that
these furs were lying there in this place, and that he, himself has never received any
ofthese furs. Idonot thinkthereisanything further to state in answer to the charge
that was made. I do not wish to appear to be afraid to make a statement. I have
nothing to keep from the Committee.

Mr. RonaLp C. McDonaLp called, sworn and examined :

By Mr. Lister :

1. Battleford is your home ?—Yes,

2. Your occupation ?—A contractor.

3. Were you employed by the Government during the year 1885, during the
North-West rebellion 7—No.

4. What were you doing during that rebellion—where were you?—I was an -
officer in the regular militia in Battleford during the rebellion, I belonged to the
Home Guard.

5. You belonged to the Home Guards ? Were you stationed at Battleford at
any time during the rebellion ?—I was there during the rebellion.

6. What position did you occupy at Battleford ?—I was quartermaster in the
Home Guard.

7. Do you know Charles Bremner ?—Yes.

8. Where does he live? Where did he live, and what was his oecupation ?—
He was a farmer and trader living at Bresaylor, about 25 miles from Battleford.

1—13
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9. Do you know General Middleton and Hayter Rced ?—I knew General Mid-
dleton to see him during the rebellion only. Mr. Reed, I had met before the rebel-
lion and had known him.

10, How long had you known Mr. Reed, was your acquaintanceat all intimate ?
—Our acquaintance was not intimate. I simply knew him as an officer of the Gov-
ernment. I had known him about 5 years at that time.

11. Did you remember seeing Charles Bremner near Battleford at any time
during the year 1885 with furs ?—At the time of the surrender of Poundmaker, he
came within a couple of hundred yards of the barracks where my office was.

12, Did you see him there ?—VYes.

13.—Did you observe whether he had furs with him or not?—Yes; I saw his
furs there, I was over his camp.

14. Can you give the Committee any idea of the quantity of furs he had ?—Yes,
Do you mean the value?

15. Yes; the value and quantity. Can you form any idea of the quantity 7—
That is a difficult question to answer correctly. Do you mean the bulk of the furs, or
the value of them ? 1judged they were worth 35,000, $6,000, or $7,000.

16. Do you remember what they consisted of ?7—They consisted of beaver, bear,
fisher, mink and other minor furs.

17. Do you remember anything being done by General Middleton, or do you
remember anything being done with regard to the furs, the possession of them ?—
Well, T saw General Middleton and Colonel Otter in conversation with Bremner’s
clerk.

18. Who was that?—Caplette. I saw them at Bremmer’s camp.

19. Otter and General Middleton were in conversation with Caplette at Brem-
ner’s camp?—Yes. The same day the furs were brought into the quartermaster’s
store, where I was also stationed—by the transport teams. »

20. By teams belonging to the Government ?—Yes, in the employ of the Gov-
ernment by the North-West Mounted Police who had charge of them.

21. And they were brought into where you were ?—Yes.

22. Where were they put >—They were placed in the corner of the quartermas-
ter’s store—that is the quartermaster of the North-West Mounted Police.

By Mr. Casgrain :

23. Do you know the name of that policeman that you spoke of ?—Yes; the
transport teams were in command of Sergeant Ross who is now at Lethbridge or Fort
McLeod, I cannot say.

24. What is his Christian name ?—Charles. e was in command of the teams
that brought them in.

- By Mr. Lister :

25. They were brought in and placed in the quartermaster’s room ?—The store,

26. How long did they remain there?—They remained there intact, until an
order came presumably from General Middleton, a letter written by Mr. Reed. That
was the 5th June, 1885, if I remember correctly; but I may be wrong as to the day
and date.

27. The 5th June, the furs were taken out 7—That day they were given out.

28. Do you remember when the furs were taken in ?—No ; I could only tell you
by reference to date.

29. Approximately ?>—1I could only tell you by the day Poundmaker surrendered.

30. They were taken there the day Poundmaker surrendered ?—Yes.

31. They remained intact until the 5th June ?—7Yes.

32. What became of them then ?—The day previous to this, a courier had arrived
from Fort Pitt, wher'e General Middleton, Reed and the staff were camped as far as
we knew.

33. The day previous to this a courier arrived from where it was supposed Gen-
eral Middleton was camped at Battleford, He arrrived at Battleford ?—Yes.

34. What was his business ?—The courier ?

35. Yes. What did he come to Battleford for 7—He was sent down for a specific

purpose,
4
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36. Did he bring any informationfrom Fort Pittof any kind ?—Nothing beyond
this letter.

37. Nothing beyond a letter ?—No.

38. Now then, do you remember who the courier was?—No; I do not. There
were a number of scouts in the employ of the Department, and I remember them:
coming in frequently.

39. He brought a letter from Fort Pitt ?—VYes,

40. Will you look at theletter there and say whether thatis substantially a copy
-of the letter you received, and that was brought down by this courier 7—Yes; that
is substantially the letter.

41. You speak from recollection ?—That was the tenor of it anyway.

42. Did you know, and do you know Hayter Reed’s handwriting ?—T think I
would know his handwriting.

43. Would you know his signature ?—Yes.

44. Can you say the signature to that letter was in his handwriting or not ?—
Yes, it was,

45. The copy of the letter is the letter set out in the charge. When that lctter
was received, what did you do ?—We complied with the request or command, as it
might be taken, of the letter sent down to put up bundles of furs for the parties
mentioned in the note.

46. You complied with the notice and put up bundles of the furs for the parties
mentioned in the letter 7—Yes.

47. How many did you put up for General Middleton ?—Three bales the first
day for General Middleton.

48. Go on and tell me what you did 7—And a small one for Mr. Reed, and one
for S. L. Bedson; but the day following the boat arrived from Fort Pitt, and I was
not in the barracks at the time they came in.

49. Who came in ?—The boat. In connection with myself, to make my story
intelligent, I may say that Warden was quartermaster for the North-West Mounted
Police, and there was also a storeman, and I myself was in the capacity of quarter-
master of the Home Guards. Thesc furs were put up partly by myself, but chiefly by
the storeman. He was there for that kind of work. The day following I was notin
the barracks at certain hours in the morning, but in the morning I was told

50. Never mind what you were told. Tell me what you know then ?—I know
when I went back there were two boxes of furs put up and addressed to the boat for
General Middleton. I was told by these people—

Mr. Kirkpatrick—We do not want that,

51. There were two boxes put up and addressed to General Middleton,
‘What was the address on the boxes ?—I do not remember distinctly, but T was satis-
fied at the time that they were intended

52. What was there to show they were for General Middleton >—His name.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :
53. His name, or anything else >—I would not say: I have not a distinet recol-

lection.

By Mr. Lister:

54. You swear that General Middleton’s name was on the boxes ?—I can swear
distinctly they were on the packages, but I would not swear that they were on the
boxes: but T am satisfied in my own mind that they were,

55. What do you mean by packages ?—The bales that were put up first. I
wrote the name ‘ General Middleton’ and anything more with my own hand.

56. They put them up into bales the first day and he wrote General Middleton's
mname on two of these bales himself. and the next day they were put in boxes >—No;
:additional boxes. I presume so, that they were additional furs. These bales may
have been put into the boxes, but T was told that they were not put into the boxes,

57. You were there in the afternoon and saw the boxes—two boxes ?—Yes ; filled
with furs.

58. Where were the bales ?—1 did not notice them at that moment.

5
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59. But the day before you put up in accordance with this letter two bales which
had General Middleton’s name put on them ?—Three for General Middieton and one
for Reed and one for Bedson. I saw them put up.

60. The day following you saw two boxes ?—Yes.

61. Additional ?—Additional.

62. Will you swear whether General Middleton’s name was on those boxes?—I
will not.

By the Chairman :

63. I do not quite understand your evidence with regard to these bales and
boxes. You say that there were certain bales put up and then you saw furs in two
boxes next day. What reason have you for supposing that they were additional to
the others ?—I was going to state that the Quartermaster of the North-West Mounted
Police told me emphatically that they were for General Middleton.

64. You say you think that they were additional to the bales. Why could they
not have been the bales that were in the boxes ?—Because the bales would not fit
boxes of that kind. They were not fitted or shaped to fit into square boxes.

65. These furs were loose in the boxes 2—They were pretty tightly packed in,

By Mr. Casgrain :

66. Where did those boxes come from ?—They had been nsed originally for
excelsior saddles by the troops. The saddles had been taken out and left in the ware-
house,.

By Mr. Tisdale :

67. Do I understand that the covers had been nailed on before you saw them ?—
No; I saw the furs.

By Mr. Casgrain :

68. I want to know exactly from you as far as you can recollect what sort of
furs were there ?—In the bales or boxes ?

69. In the bales first and the boxes afterwards ?~—In the balesI had put up, the
majority of the furs were beaver skins. After that fisher, and some otter. The
great majority were beaver. I think there were ten fisher skins, or eight put up,
and about the same number of otter. Those are very valuable, if you know anything
about fars.

69%. Were there any other furs of larger animals ?—Not put in the bales.
There were in the boxes, bear skins,

70. Were there any other sort of skins of that description, large skins ?—No-
large skins.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

71. How do you know they were fur skins ?—I saw the furs.

72. You only saw them after they were packed ?—I saw them on top.

73. What did you see on top ?—Bear skins.

74. You did not see what was below ?—No.

By Mr. Lister :
75. It was packed up ?—Yes; I saw the top.
By Mr. Kirkpatrick :
76. You did not examine to see what was below ?—No.
By Mr. Lister :
77. You put up the bales yourself ?—Yes ; myself.
By Mr. Wood (Westmoreland) :
78. Did you see the bales the second day ?—1I would not say.. I have forgotten.
N 79. You do not know yourself whether the bales were in the boxes or not ?—
o. , ,
80. Could they goin ?—Not very well. It would be a waste of room to put
them in. They were plenty large enough to contain the bales.

81. And other fars ?—Yes.

By. Mr. Lister :

?82. Were there enough furs there for the filling of the boxes ?—From Brem-
ner

83. Yes. From furs that were there >—Yes; distinctly.
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By. Mr. Casgrain :
84. Were they all taken ?—No.
By the Chairman :

85. What sort of bales were they ?—Bound up in canvas.

86. Would that be a very safe way of sending furs ?—Yes; it is frequently done
from the North-West. In fact, they were simply sent often in bales without canvas.

87. Would boxes be safer than in canvas?—Well, it is very compact, and there
will be less chance of knowing what is inside.

88. It would be safer you think ?—You could pack more up in a box., These
boxes were about four feet square and four feet high. You can understand, you could
pack more furs in there than by tieing them up with sinew or rope.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

89. What proportion of those packed up furs would they be of all the furs taken
from Bremner ’—In that order do you mean?

90. Yes ?—I should say a little over half.

By Mr. Wood ( Westmoreland) :
91. In the bales and boxes both ?—Yes; perhaps a little over half.
By Mr. Lister :
92, That would be the proportion? Taking Bremner’s furs you would say that
about healf were packed up in that way ?—Yes.

By Mr. Girouard :

93. Would they be the best?—7Yes.
By the Chairman : »

94. Would one of the boxes hold more than one of the bales 7—Yes.

95. Would the two boxes hold three bales ?—Yes.
By Mr. Girouard :

96. What was the size of the boxes ?— About four feet square and four feet high.
By the Chairman :

97. Do you remember seeing the bales ?—No; I do not remember seeing them.

98. Are you certain the bales were not in the boxes ?—I am satisfied that no
person would put them up in that way.

By Mr. Casgrain :

99. Were there any other persons there besides yourself and those men men-
tioned >—Yes ; there were two others who saw more of the furs than I did, perhaps.

100. What were their names ?—Warden was one and Arthur Dorion.

101. Were they there with you all the time ?—Yes.

102. Did they know anything about this transaction as you do?—Yes.

103. Where are they ?—In the North-West. »

104. Where do they live>—Warden lived in Battleford; Dorion in Regina.

105. Did they pack up the furs in your presence ?>—Dorion helped pack up the
original bales, and Warden and Dorion, from hearsay to me, packed up the boxes.

Mpr. Kirkpatrick—You can state only what you know.

106. Were they packed up in your presence?—You have to discriminate and
say whether you mean bales or boxes.

107. Take bales >—Yes; in my presence and with my assistance.

108. You did not see them put them in the boxes ?—No.

By Mr. Lister :

109. But he came back and saw the boxes were filled. What became of the rest
of the furs >—I never heard. At least, a part of them I can tell you that they were
given out on the orders of the Commanding Officers. '

By Mr. Gormully :

110. Is this hearsay evidence?—No; I gave them out myself on orders from
the Commanding Officers to young officers commanding the corps who wanted one
or two or three furs as souvenirs,

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :
' 111. Written orders ?—Yes.
112, Where are they ?—I presume Warden has them.
113. You saw them ?—I saw written orders.

il
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By Mr. Tisdale :

114. Can you remember what were in the orders? Read us as near as you can
recollect?—This is a long time ago; but the general tenor was that “General
Middleton authorizes Captain or Colonel So and So to select four or five or six skins.”

115. Who would these be signed by ?—I think on several occasions, if my
memory does not fail me, that it was signed by General Middleton himself. *Please
allow Mr. So and So to take so many furs.” These orders were filed by Warden.

116. Were these officers commanders of the different corps >—Nobody besides
General Middleton and Col. Otter issued orders.

‘ 117. He was Commanding Officer there ?—VYes.
118. No general officers gave orders —No; but they got the furs,
By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

119. You swear that you saw an order signed by Col. Otter >—No; I do not say
that. To the best of my knowledge it was signed in that way.

120. Do you swear that Col. Otter signed those orders ?—It was not intended
that T should say Col. Otter signed those orders.

121. You saw an order purporting to be signed by Col. Otter ?—No; but we
received orders day after day to issue these furs to different parties, and, as far as
my recollection goes, they were signed by Gen. Middleton and Col. Otter.  But I am
not positive.

122, After you had packed up these furs ?—VYes.

123. How many days after you had packed did these orders come in?—1I believe
General Middleton left next day and they would not come from him.

124, Do you think Gen. Middleton signed any of those orders after he left ?—No.

125. You said that orders came in every day, some signed by Gen. Middleton ?—
No; I did not say anything of the kind. I said to the best of my knowledge they
were signed, as far as my memory will serve me, on some occasions by Gen. Middle-
ton and others by Col. Otter.

126. On what occasion were they signed by Gen. Middleton and when by Col.
Otter >—I am not sure.

127. He could not have signed any orders after he left. That is General Middle-
ton?—No; he left on the day following. If you will pardon me—if you want to
facilitate this matter—I have no desire to keep anything back and I have no desire
that you should twist any statement I should make; but if you wish to have those
orders you can casily have them by referring to the Quartermaster of the North-
West Mounted Police at Battleford, and who, | have no doubt, will bear out any state-
ments I have made before this committee.

By Mr. Lister :

128. The main point is that orders did come to the men in charge of these furs
to deliver furs to officers of certain of the troops, and those officers did take furs out
of this pile of furs?—Yes.

129. And furs had been taken previous to packing tp, and orders had been
given and furs delivered to different officers previous to the day you packed them
up ?—I am not prepared to say. 1 do not think so.

130. Then it would be after that day, according to your recollection, that they
were delivered ?—The majority certainly were.

131. What is your recollection as to furs being delivered before bales were put
up for General Middleton, Bedson and Reed ?—I have an idea that Gen. Middleton
sent some of those orders and T am positive he could not have done so after he left,
Therefore, it must have been prior to this letter being received.

132. You are satisfied that orders were signed, or purporting to be signed, by
General Middleton, were sent to you ?—They were addressed to Warden and handed
to me subsequently.

. 133. Your recollection is that these orders were signed by Gen. Middleton or
Col. Otter ?—7Yes.

134. Now we left off at that part of the statement where you were stating that
the furs were packed up. What became of those furs that were packed up? You
will remember what boat was running then ?—¢The North-West,” but I am not sure.
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135. This letter says ‘“‘we will be down theire to-morrow by boat;” do you
remember whether they came down by boat 7—Yes ; they came down.

136. Who ?—Gen. Middleton and his staff, as Iunderstood his staff.

137. Can you speak positively about Gen. Middleton coming there ?—Yes; I in-
terviewed him that afternoon on another matter.

138. So that you expected them to come down on the boat as indicated by that
letter 2—Yes. .

139. What became of the furs after they were packed up in the boxes ?—I am
not in a position to say from actual knowledge.

140. You are not in a position to say ?—No.

141. Did they leave the barracks ?—Yes.

142. In charge of whom ?—I did not see them leave—ouly from hearsay.

143. You know as a fact they were taken from the barracks ?—Yes; I know
they were taken from the barracks.

144. You cannot say where they went to ?—No.

145. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Reed about this letter—
the letter mentioned in the charge—at Battleford ?—Nothing directly. Mr. Reed -
came into the office of the quartermaster’s store afterwards, and I gathered from
the conversation, I think he admitted, that he had written a letter.

146. Were you there ?—Yes.

Mr. Kirkpatrick—What does he mean by afterwards ?

By Mr. Lister :

147. After the furs were packed up and shipped ?—That is what I mean.

148. Mr. Reed was in the quartermaster’s place and admitted he had written a
letter >—Not in those words—by inference only.

149. What do you mean by inference only ?—The subject was brought up that
the furs had been shipped and Warden mentioned that he had shipped the furs, in
consequence of a letter received by him— the letter written by Mr. Reed. Reed did
not say he did not write it.

150. Warden told him he had shipped these furs in accordance of a letter
received from Reed, and Reed did not deny he had written a letter ?—VYes,

Cross-examined by Mr. Girouard :

151. You reside at Battleford ?—Yes. :

152. When did you come down here ?—Two months ago.

153. What brought you down here ?—I came down here representing Bremner,
to endeavor to get this matter settled by the Government.

154. You are the agent of Bremner ?—Yes; practically.

155. Have you any interest in this matter ?—No, sir.

156, If the claim is settled by the Government, do you expect to share by it ?—
Not directly.

157. Directly, from Mr. Bremner, do you ?—No; T do not.

158. You came down here in Bremner's interest for nothing ?—I expect my ex-
penses will be paid if he receives it.

159. That is all you expect to have ?—Yes.

160. What is your business in Battleford ?—Contractor.

161. Contractor for what ?—Contractor of everything.

162. Do you contract for the settlement of claims, too ?—No, not that altogether.

163. Can you say you saw that letter written by Mr. Reed. Excuse me, did
you give the information to Mr. Lister in connection with this case ?—Yes,

163%. You are the ove who gave the information——

164. Is Bremner in the city ?—No, sir. :

165. Has he come to the city during the winter >—No, sir.

166. You represent him ?—He is represented by a solicitor.

167. You gave your instructions to the solicitor ?—He sent his instructions
‘practically to his solicitor through me.

168. Have you a power of attorney from Bremmner?—His solicitor has. You
say Mr. Reed sent
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By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

169. Have you got a power of attorney ?—Yes.

170. Produce it at the next meeting ?—I understood it was in my name.
By Mr. Girouard :

171. Will you produce that power of attorney between now and the next
sitting ?—Yes.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick:

172. You say you have no interest in this claim ?—No.

173. Has the solicitor an interest in it >—Nothing beyond his fees.

174. Nothing beyond his fees? He made no arrangement with Bremner if he
gets a certain sum you will get what is over ?—No, sir.

175. Nor the solicitor ?—No, sir.

176. Was there some such arrangement talked over ?7—Yes, there was. 1 refused
positively to have anything to do with it in that way.

177, What did Bremner offer you ?—I think five per cent. of his claim. I would
not take it in that way.

178. Did he offer it to you 7—He might have made such an offer. He said he
had offered through Mr. Macdowall representing that district to accept $3,5600. The
man is starving. He offered to accept anything at all rather than not get anything.
He said he would take $3.500, and he would give anybody what they could make
over, and I positively refused to accept it in that form.

By Mr. Girouard :
.179. Why did you refuse ?—1I did not think it was right.
180. Do you think it was not legitimate 7—Yes, I do.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

181. How are you employed in Ottawa?—As a sessional clerk in the buildings.
Mr. Lister—He is a perfectly respectable man,
By Mr. Girouard :

182, Now you say you saw the letter from Mr. Reed to Mr. Warden giving
instructions to send some bales to General Middleton and others—youn saw the letter?
—1I saw the letter. .

183. You recollect you say the letter mentioned in the charge is in substance
the original you saw ?—Yes.

184. Will do undertake to swear that in that letter Reed did not mention
that General Middleton had confiscated these skins or furs >—Well, T do not remem-
ber that term being used. I am satisfied if they were confiscated they should
have been confiscated under proper and fair notice of confiscation.

185. I am talking to you about the letter ?—1I do not remember.

186. Was it mentioned in Battleford, where you were at the time, that General
Middleton had confiscated these furs 7—No, sir, I never heard it.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

187. You never heard it there ?—I never heard it.

188. Did you ever state it was generally understood there that the General had
confiscated these goods ?—Not to my recollection,

189. You never stated that >—1 do not say I did not state it, I say I do not re-
member it.

190. I want to know ifhe remembersmaking a statement that it was generally
understood that General Middleton had confiscated the furs ?—I think I can say
safely now that the pebple who did not understand it might have thought so.

. 191. Did you write such a letter as that ?—I do not know if I have written a.
etter.
By Mr. Girouard :

192. To whom ? We want to see how far the witness is worthy of belief?

Mr. Lister—If you want to contradict the witness as to writing you must show
him the writing.

10
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Mr. Kirkpatrick :

193. It was a letter to Colonel Morris, of the North-WestMounted Police at
Battleford. Did you state that it was generally understood that General Middleton
had confiscated the furs ?

Mr. Girouard—What is the date of the letter ?

Mr. Kirkpatrick—It was 1888.

Mr. Girouard—Where from ?

Mr. Kirkpatrick—Battleford.

Witness.—It is quite possible, I do not remember. Colonel Morris came to me
and wanted me to set out the facts of the case and make it as mild as possible when
I wrote the letter.

194. To make it as mild as possible ?—No, not that ; that is the inference I got.

195. You can make it strong at one time and mild at another ?—Most decidedly.
You can eolor one way or another.

Mr. Casgrain—I rise to a question of order. The witness is here and as long as
he gives his evidence he must be protected.

Mr. Kirkpairick—This is the extract of the letter :

“ Next day, Monday, Mr. Reed called at the store and asked Warden for the:
order authorizing the packing of the furs. Warden professed not knowing where it
was, keeping it 1 suppose for his own protection, as there was no other order either for
receiving, storing or disposing of them, and it was generally understood that Gener-
al Middleton had confiscated the furs.”

Mr. Lister—The letter has been read and it is now before the Committee. He
cannot read an extract and keep back the letter.

Mr. Weldon (St. John).—The witness can be asked whether he made a statement
in writing. The practice is that the judge in the court room may require the person
to say if he has the original in his possession or if it can be produced. It seems to-
me if it is a copy, it is rather objectionable to read from the copy.

By the Chairman :

196. Are you preparedto produce the original letter ? Tam prepared to say we
can produce it. We want the whole of that copy.

Mr. Kirkpatrick—The witness was asked if the word “ confiscated ” was
used in that letter, If I remember right, the answer was, he did not remember, he
had never heard the furs were confiscated goods, which ought to be done in some
formal manner. What I asked him then was, if it was not generally understood in
Battleford if they were not confiscated, and he said—mno. Then I asked him if he
ever made that statement,

Mr. Lister—Reading from this letter?

Mr. Kirkpatrick. Yes.

Mr. Lister then read the letter, as follows :—

“ BarrrLerorp, N. W, T., 16th March, 1888,

Str,—1In reply to your request for a statement from mé on a quantity of fur:
taken from one Charles Bremner in 1885, I have to say :

During the rebellion of 1885 while acting as Quartermaster of the Home Guard
I was by order of Col. Otter assisting the Quartermaster Sergeant of the North-West
Mounted Police to issue rations to the settlers of this district, and that on the even-
ing of Tuesday, 26th May, several loads of fur were brought to the police store from
Mr. Bremner’s camp. They were placed in a position by themselves and covered
from view to ensure protection from theft.

On Saturday the 4th July, a messenger arrived overland from Fort Pitt, bearing
a letter signed Hayter Reed, which stated that he (Reed) was ordered by Gen.
Middleton to have Warden (the Police Quartermaster Sergeant) put up several pack--
ages of the furs placed in the store, one for S. L. Bedson, one for Hayter Reed, one
for some name that I do not remember, and two for the General. '

Warden being busy asked me to have the fur put up, which I did, assisted by
one Dorion, a storeman, and addressed them as above. Next morning the 5th, the boat..

11
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with Reed and the General arrived from Fort Pitt; tho General and Reed went to
the Barracks.

The General was nol satisfied with the quality of the furs prepared for bim and
had the packages supplemented by a large saddle box filled with choice furs, which
with the packages were sent to the boat.

There were a few remnants of fur left ; but I am under the impression that they
were given out on the order of the General.

Next day, Monday, Mr. Reed called at the store and asked Warden for the order
authorizing the packing of the furs.

Warden professed not knowing where it was, keeping it I suppose for his own
protection, as there was no other order either for receiving, storing or disposing of
them, and it was generally understood that General Middleton had confiscated the
fur.

I am, Sir. yours respectfully,
(Signed) RONALD C. MACDONALD.
To Coyv. Mogrris,
North-West Mounted Police, Battleford.”

Mr. Lister—1I put that letter in.

Mr. Kirkpatrick—I submit that is irregular. I am not objecting to it going in;
but in cross examination you have the right to ask whether a certain portion of a
letter was written, but the whole letter need not be put in.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

196%. 1 would like to ask the witness, did you see the General at the stores after
the boat arrived ?—No.

197. Then that statement is not based upon your own knowledge ?—No.

198. He puts it in that letter that the General came and was not satisfied with
the furs. Now, you never saw him and never heard him make that statement ? No.

By Mr. Gormully :

199. You say about one-half of the furs were taken away? Yes; I should judge
that.

200. What became of the other half?—I have explained of the other half that
some orders were given to other officers. Of the balance left in the stores, I do not
know,

201. Was any portion returned to Bremmer ?—I do not know.

i 202. What is the quantity of the furs you saw in the camp first >—I can only
udge.
! g203. Did you count them ?—No,
204. You did not examine them one by onc ?—No.
205. You cannot tell exactly the value >—No.
By Mr. Tisdale :

206. How do you fix your value? You say you saw them packed in bales ?—Yes.

207. How do you account for their value ?—After they were brought into the
barracks they were brought to me and I placed them in rows. I should judge at
least 50 or 100 beaver skins were packed together. Each were kept separate.

208. What did beaver skins bring there by traders at that time ?—8§7 to $8.

209. They would pay that for them in bulk at Battleford ?—Yes, $7 to §8.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick:

210. Were any furs taken by any persons before the General came down ?—No.

211. There were a great many people in and out of the stores >—Yes,

212. You do not know whether any persons helped themselves ?—I know they
-could not. The inner office was at one end and there were large doors that were
ot opened except when Warden, Dorion or myself were in there.

213. If Mr. Warden says he cannot be responsible for them and says some were
‘taken, you do not agree with him ?—I was not there all the time. I was in and out.
I differ in my judgment from that.

After some discussion relative to the summoning of witnesses the Committeo
adjourned.

12



53 Victoria. Appendix (No 1.) A. 1890

House or Commons, Ist April, 1890,

Committee met. Mr. McNEILL, in the Chair.

StuarT HENDERsON, Barrister, called, sworn and examined :

By Mr. Kirkpatrick:

214. Have you, Mr. Henderson, in your possession any document signed by
Mr. Bremner relating to these furs ?—I think I have; I bave not looked at the pupers,
There are a number of papers in my office in connection with the North-West.

215. Is there a power of attorney ?—I think there is a power of attorney, from
Bremner to Mr. McDonald.

216. Is there an agreement as to the amount he will take ?—No. At least, I
am not sure. I have several papers from different parties in connection with this. I
think I have some of them in my office.

217. Will you produce any agreement, power of attorney or papers ?—I will
produce any papers that does not reflect upon the interest of my client.

218. This is not the interest of any client 7—Yes. Mr. Bremner is my client,
and I have papers at the office. I refuse distinctly to disclose, or I reserve that right
distinetly. I might not show the papers, atter I bring them.

Col. Tisdale—If you bring them to the Committee, the Committee will settle
the question then. You bring the papers, and we will decide afterwards.

By the Chairman :

219. Is there anything to prevent your getting the papers now ?—I won’t pre-
sent any papers without consuiting my client. 1 am a solicitor, you know.

General MippLETON then made the following statement, atter being sworn :—

GeENTLEMEN,—My object in asking the Government to grant this inquiry, was
that, in justice to myself and others, the real facts of the case should be made public
officially, and with that object, with your permission, I beg to make the following
statement:—I must premise by pointing out that, owing to the lapse of time, nearly
five years since the occurrences took place, I have experienced considerable
difficulty in recalling all the circumstances connected with an affair, which, I con-
fess, to me then, was considered of little importance; still I think the following
embraces the principal and most important points. After making a prisoner of
Poundmaker at Battleford on the 26th May, 1885, I was informed some half-breeds
had come in from his camp and that there was some reason to believe them to be
rebels, as some of them had been recognized as having fought against us at Cut
Knife. Shortly after (the same day, I think) it was reported to me that the people
about were carrying off furs belonging to these half-breeds, and it was suggested
that the furs should be sent to the Police barracks, which I believe I ordered to be
done and the matter pagsed through my mind. I mayremark that, to the best of my
belief, I never went near the half-breed camp, nor did I see nor speak to Bremuer nor
his clerk, though it is possible I may have done so. Two or three days after this I
left for Fort Pitt, and started from there in pursuit of Big Bear; returning, finally,
to Fort Pitt on the 19th June, 1885, It was some time between then and the begin-
ning of July, that I received some information confirming the opinion that those
half-breeds who had come into Battleford from Poundmaker's camp wererebels. I can-
not remember exactly whatall this information was but I remember that arifle, belong-
ing to one of the men killed at Cut Knife or the Bagle Hills, had been found in the
possession of this very Bremner, and it was probably then that I ordered the whole
of these half-breeds to be sent to Regira, and that Mr. Hayter Reed who had been down

13




58 Victoria. Appendix (No 1.) A. 1890

to Battleford, reminded me that the turs were in the Police barracks, and asked what
was to be done with them. I cannot pretend to remember all that passed on this
occasion, but I have no doubt now that I ordered the furs to be confiscated, and that
I authorized some of my staff to take some of the furs and said I might have some
myself, perhaps. 1did not know what orders were sent to Battleford after this con-
versation, and from that time all thoughts of the furs passed from my mind. On
arriving at Battleford on the 5th July, I landed with the funeral party of the late
lamented Colonel Williams, and after the service was over I returned at once to the
steamer, accompanied by Lieut.-Colonel Smith (now commanding at London, Ont.)
‘and some other officers whose names I cannot remember now. I did not go to the
Police stores at all, nor did I see or select furs whilst at Battleford; and any state-
ments that have been made to that effect are wholly untrue. I remained on board
until the steamer left for Prince Albert in the afternoon. If any furs were put on
board the steamer at Battleford addressed to me it was done without my knowledge,
and [ can positively say that I never got such furs or any of them, and, to the best
of my belief, never saw them. I fully believed at the time that, having directed the
confiscation of furs belonging to a rebel, I was not exceeding my powers in allowing
some of my staff' to take a few of them as mementoes of the campaign, or even in
taking some myself. The letters sent will show by whose orders the furs were
taken, and the receipts will show the amount taken, the principal part of the furs
remaining with their original custodian, as, I believe, can be proved by the late
Quarter master Warden. I may add that the statement made the other day by Mr.
McDonald, that he believed the remainder of the furs were disposed of by numerous
orders for young officers to be allowed to have some, and that these orders were
signed some by myself and some by Lieut.-Colonel Otter1s, I believe, quite untrue. Col.
Otter has authorized me to state thut he never signed any such order, and I say that
I, myself, never signed any. It will be remembered that I left Battleford by steamer
on the evening of the 5th July, and it is not, I believe, insisted that the orders were
given before that date. To the best of my belief I have never at any time received
any of the Bremner furs. If it is in order, I should like also, as other cases were
referred to, to make the same statement about the horse that I was said to have
appropriated.

Col. Tisdale—If the General makes a statement it will open up the whole ques-
tion.

Mr. Lister—I have no objection to the General making a statement as to the
Batoche furs, and the charge of having got furs at Batoche which were shipped from
Prince Albert.

The Chairman—We cannot inquire into it.

Mr. Lister—If the statement is made I shall have to go into it, that is all.

Col. Tisdale—It has already been decided that we cannot go into that.

The Chairman—That has been fully discussed and the Committee has already
decided that we cannot go into that.

Mr. Casgrain—It has been decided that we cannot go beyond the range of Brem-
ner’s furs,

Mr. Weldon (St. John)—If the statement is made it is open to the parties to con-
tradict that statement,

General MIDDLETON was then cross-examined :

By Mr. Lister :

220. Who were your aides at Battleford and during the campaign, General
Middleton ?~—Capt. Wise was until he was wounded, and then Capt. Freer,

221. Was Bedson in any way employed under you ?—Yes; he was employed as
chief of the transports I think that was the title he had.

222, Was Mr. Reed filling any position ?—~Yes; Mr. Reed was also attached to
me. He was lent to me by Mr. ]§ewdney and attached to my staff. He was with
me for his knowledge of the country and his knowledge of the Indians.

223. Were these two gentlemen with you from the time you left Fort Pitt up
to the time you went to Battleford ?—From what time ?
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224. From the time you left Battleford to go to Fort Pitt ?—They were both with
me, to the best of my belief.

225. Were they both with you when you returned to Battleford ?—On my way

down?

226. Yes?—I think so. Yes; to the best of my belief, they were, as far as I can
remember.

227. You knew that Bremner was at the Fort ?~-When I returned ?

228, At the time when the furs were taken?—I knew he was there; I do not

think I knew exactly whether he was or not.

229. Do you remember who told you, who communicated the fact that Brem-

- -ner was there 7—After he had come in ?

230. Yes ?—I do not know. It was reported to me by some one of my staff that
those half-breeds were coming in from Poundmaker’s band. I cannot remember
who it was.

231. Was it, or was it not, reported that there were a quantity of turs there 7—
Yes; I have stated that.

232. What was the report made to you as to the furs ?—Simply that those men
had a lot of furs and they were being taken away.

233. You ordered, what, to be done ?—As far as I can remember, I suppose I must
have ordered them to be taken to the Police barracks.

234, Did you or did you not ?—I1 do not remember, but I have not theslightest
.doubt, I ordered them to be taken into charge.

235. How long after you ordered them to be taken in charge, assuming you
did make such an order, or was it before you ordered the arrest of the half-breeds ?—
‘That T cannot say at all. I suppose it must have been aboat that time ; I do not know
whether he was left at his camp or not. Ileft two days afterwards.

236. It would be before you left Battleford ?>—I think so—yes.

237. Were these half-breeds arrested and taken to Regina ?—I know as to that
-only by hearsay, I never saw them again,

238. You ordered their arrest ?—I believe I did. I must have done it, because
I was the only person, I fancy there, who could have done it.

239. Do you know of your own knowledge they were kept in prison at Regina?
—1I do not know anything about that.

240. You left Battleford and went where, after taking in these furs ?—1 went
to Fort Pitt. ‘

241. Did Reed and Bedson accompany you?—Yes, I think they both did.
Bedson. I know, did. And I think Reed went up with him.

242. You are positive about that >—Yes; I think so.

243. Now, was anything said at Fort Pitt about these furs of Bremner; the
furs that had been taken from the half-breeds that had been brought into Battleford ?
—Not until I had returned to Fort Pitt, after the pursuit of Big Bear.

244. How long were you engaged in that?—I can easily tell by referring to
some of my reports. I must have been a fortnight, or something of that sort.

245. Then you returned to Fort Pitt ?—Yes,

246. Then the conversation took place respecting the furs ?—Yes.

247. Between whom did the conversation take place?—As far as I can
remember, it was between Mr, Hayter Reed and myself, and some of the others. I
suppose there were some of the others present.

248. What was the conversation ?—Simply that after having talked about those
men being rebels, he reminded me that the furs were there, They were, he said, in
bales in the Police barracks. He had been down to Battleford, I think.

249. Reed had been down to Battleford, and he reminded you that the furs were
there ?—Yes.

250, And those men having been proved to be rebels you decided that they

“were rebels 7—Yes.
251. There was no proof about it ?—No.
252, You ordered, what ?—Some furs to be confiscated.
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253. In what manner did you indicate that order—by writing or by word of
mouth ?—By word of mouth.

254. Was there any writing signed by you, directing that those furs should be
confiscated ?—Not that I know of.

255. Did you give an order respecting the furs in writing >—Not to my belief.
No; Idid not.

256. Did you direct Hayter Reed to give any orders?—Well, I told him that
the furs were confiscated. He then asked what was to be done with them, and then,
ag far as I can remember, as I have said, some of the members of the staff might.
have some—they said they supposed they might have some. ‘

257. What members of the staff were to have them ?—Well, the only ones I can
remember who were there, were Mr. Hayter Reed, Bedson and Freer, I think.

258. Dnid you say Freer was to have any of them ?—I do not know that I said
personally whose name,

259. Do you remember whether you named Reed or Bedson?—I was talking
to them.,

260. The furs were to go to them ?—Yes.

261. And they were to go to yourself?—I have no doubt I said I might as well
have some too.

262. You might as well have some too ?—Not the slightest doubt.

263. Did yon ask Mr. Hayter Reed to instruct the man at Battleford as to what
quantity he should put up for you, and what quantity he should put up for himself and
Bedson?—No; Ido not think T gave any directions at all further than the general
ones. I had a lot to do, and my staff did everything regarding that, and after that
the matter went away from my mind.

264. Will you say, General, you did not tell Hayter Reed to have two boxes put
up for you ?—To the best of my belief I did not tell him that.

265. Was there anything passed between you and Hayter Reed on that occasion
or any other whereby it was agreed or understood that two boxes were to be put up
for you ?—Well, no; not that I can remember.

266. Was the letter that was written by Reed, written in your presence? It
was in a tent, was it not? Was it in a tent?—I do not know. I was in a tent.

267. Was the letter written in a tent?—Not that I know of. T have not the
slightest remembrance about the letter, or what was written or anything about it.

268. Did Reed communicate to you at all about the quantity of turs at the fort ?
—No; merely they talked generally as to the quantity.

269. As to the quantity >—As to the quantity.

270. Did you know that Reed had sent the letter off by a courier 7—Well, T cer-
tainly cannot remember. In the first place there was no other means of sending
letters that were sent.

271. Do youremember the fact 7—No; T do not. I donot think he ever thought
it necessary to tell me.

272. You were to get the furs? Was anything said as to when they were to be
delivered to you ?—Not that I remember at all.

273. You were going down on the boat, of course ?—I was going down on the
boat. Of course, I do not remember what day it was exactly.

274. Was there anything said about the furs being ready for the boat as it went
down ?—Nothing at all that I can remember.

275. Have you any recollection, General, as to what took place on that occasion
at all, more than the general conversation that there was a quantity of furs, and you
would take some of them and some of them might be put up for yourself and staff ?
—1I have no general recollection of anything else.

276. That is a general recollection ?—That is a general recollection.

271. You do not pretend to tell the Committee what was said literally on that
occasion ?—No.

278. Now, if Reed did write a letter directing the man in charge, Warden, to-
put up these furs, two for General Middleton, one for Bedson, one for himself? Youw
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will not say that these were not instructions given by you?—No; 1 will not say he
was not justified in giving those instructions.

279. You won’t say that these were not instructions given by you?—I never

ave any instructions that I was to have two boxes or two anything.

280. If Hayter Reed wrote such a letter, he wrote it on his own responsibility
without any instructions from you ?—I considered he had received instructions.
That I would confiscate the furs and might have some of them.

281. Now, I suppose you are satisfied now you had no power to confiscate the furs?
—Well, I suppose virtually, really and legally, I had not.

282. When did you acquire a knowledge of that?—Only lately. I do not think
I ever considered the point at all.

283. You give the Committee to understand that at the time you gave these
directions you believed you had the right to confiscate the furs—that is, to appro-
priate them to your own use ?—Yes. I thought I was the ruling power up there,
owing to the state of the country, owing to the state of war, that I could do pretty
much as I liked, as long as it was within reason. I did not think it was unreason-
able to allow a few of those furs to be taken and the bulk left behind.

284, Was the bulk left behind ?—That I do not know.

285. You did not take the trouble to inquire ?—I never asked any questions
about it.

286. Were you on the boat that day *—I came down on the boat.

287. Did you see, or did you not see, any parcels there on board addressed to
you ?—No; distinctly not.

288. Did you speak to either Reed or Bedson ?—No; I did not. I do not think
I saw Reed again; he was left behind.

289. Did you speak to Bedson ?—No.

290. Nothing was said to Bedson, coming down ?—No.

291. Did Bedson and Reed go to the fort ?—I do not know.

292. Did you go to the fort ?—I went wherever the funeral service was read.

293. That was all 7—Yes.

294, Nothing said at all coming down—no mention made about the furs ?—No;
not that I remember.

295. All that you remember about the furs is what took place in your tent on
the day this letter was written by Reed ?—That is all I remember.

296. Did you give any receipt 10 Warden for the furs ?—Who, me ?

297. Yes ?—Certainly not, that I know of. I never did.

298. Did you authorize anybody to give a receipt for them ?—I do not know. I
think that when Itold them they could take the furs, I rather think I said they would
have to give a receipt. I rather think I told them they would have to give a
receipt.

%)99. That they would have to give a receipt. Did you, prior to meeting on
the boat that day from Battleford, ever give any order for furs to any of the
officers 7—No.

300. Did you ever authorize anybody to give orders ?—No, not to the best of
my belief; I never did.

301. Did you know that officers were getting furs there from time to time 7—
No, I did not.

302. Do you know how many furs were left 7—I had not the slightest idea.

By Mr. Casgrain :

303. Did you know, as a matter of fact, whether any of your officers had any

of these furs ?—No, it was never told to me or brought to my notice.
By Mr. Lister:

304. Where were the furs to go, General. You were on your way to Ottawa, I
suppose ?—Yes, I was on my way to Winnipeg.

305. To Ottawa vida Winnipeg ?—I did not go to Ottawa then. I went to
Regina first and then to the Rockies,

306. Where were these furs to go ?~—-Which furs ?
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307. The furs of Bremner: the furs at Battleford ?—I left them there, I never
thought any more about it.

308. Your instructions were to put up some furs for yourself, some for Reed and
some for Bedson. Where were your furs to go—where were they to be taken to?
—I do not know. I never gave any orders for them to be taken anywhere. I
supposed they would be put on board the steamer.

309. For Ottawa ?—No, for Winnipeg : I was only going ‘o Winnipeg.

310. Did you ever make any inquiries about these furs 7—No; I did not.

311. Never inquired of the captain of the boat, coming across the Lake ?—1I never
even saw them. My baggage was looked after by my aides-de-camp.

312. Who were they 7—Both were on board then—Wise and Freer. They would
look after my baggage and make any inquiries or anything of that sort.

By Mr. Casgrain :

313. Would they know about these two bales spoken of—whether they were on

board ?2—Well, I should think so.
By Mr. Lister :

314. Then you never saw the furs, to your knowledge ?—Never.

315. You have no personal knowledge as to whether they were puton the boat
or not ?—None whatever.

316. The directions were that the furs might be put up some for yourself, some
for Reed and some for Bedson ?—That is the original.

317. These were the original instructions. Did you sell furs to John Martin
& Co., or any other person in Montreal ?—XNo, I bought some from John Martin.

318. Did you sell any ?—No.

319. Did you send any to him ?—XNo, not that I know of. I never had any-
thing to do with Martin in selling furs.

320. Did you to Henderson & Co.?—I never sent any there at all.

321. Did you ever authorize any to be sent?—I had some, I sent to Devlin; I do
not know what he did with them. He told me he was going to send them to New
York, I think.

By Mr. Casgrain :
322. What Devlin is that. Is that the Ottawa man ?—Yes.
By Mr, Lister :

323. Were they sold to him ?—I do not know—I do not know what Devlin did
with them.

324. How did Devlin get them ?—I sent them to him.

325. Did you sell them to him ?—To sell them for me.

326. Any in Toronto ?—I do not know. I have not the slightest idea. I had
some minks, and I did not want them. Ihad a great many of them, and T sent them
down.

327. Did you make presents of furs to different people ?—Yes, a few.

328. Did you telegraph to Col. Morris at any time to dispose of the furs left at
Battleford ?—No.

329. You do not know whether your aides did or not?—No, I do not think so.

330. Of course, you do not know how many furs were left at Battleford ?—Not
the least.

By Mr. Casgrain :

331. What quantity of furs did you deliver to Mr. Devlin?—I do not know. I
bought a lot of furs when I was up there, and had a great number given to me.
There were some that I did not want to use—they were of no use—and the money I
got from these was to pay for the dressing of the others.

332, Were there any of the Bremner furs?—None whatever.

By the Chairman :

333. I just want to ask the General whether, in point of fact, you knew that two

bales of furs had been sent ?—No, I did not.
-By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

334. You said that the furs you sent to Devlin were some that you bought in

the North-West, and some had been given to you?—Yes.
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335. You are sure none of them were Bremner’s furs ?—I am perfectly certain.
By Mr. Lister :

336. Why are you certain, General ?—Because I know the exact number of the
fars 1 bought and I know the exact quantity, and I also know that the furs I did get
were most of them very bad and worth very little.

337. The Bremner furs were good ones, were they ?>—I was told they were.
And moreover, another thing which made me certain was, that there were beaver
in Bremner’s and I had very few beavers indeed.

338. Bremner had not many beaver?—And I had vo valuable furs whatever.

339. You had 400 to 450 skunks ?—Yes,

340. 350 to 400 minks ?—I do not know exactly.

341. 500 to 600 muskrats.

Mr. Kirkpatrick—They were not Bremner’s.

The General—I happen to know that I had forty-three and a-half beaver.

342. You gaid the only furs you brought down were such as you had bought or
which were given to you ?—Yes.

343. Do you state here that you did not get a quantity of furs from Prince
Albert—the Batoche furs ?—Part of those furs given to me were those taken at
Batoche.

344. Who gave them to you >—That is the thing T want to know now.

Myr. Lister—My instructions are that a cart load of these furs were taken from
Batoche to Prince Albert, and they got into the hands of the General.

Mr. Kirkpatrick—It is very unfair to make a statement of that kind.

General Middleton—There is not the slightest truth in that.

Col. Tisdale—If he asks the General about any other furs, in justice to himself,
the General ought to be allowed to make a full statement.

Mr. Weldon (St. John)—Certainly, a full statement.

Col. Tisdale—Mr. Lister stated if he was allowed to do that he would go into
the whole question.

The General—I think I can make a statement and there will not be the least
necessity to call witnesses to attempt to disprove it.

Mr. Lister—I wish to ask the General about the Batoche furs. If the Com-
mittee say they do not desire it, why that is an end to the matter,

Col. Tisdale—We have already decided that that is irrelevant to this case.

Mr. Lister—If General Middleton wants to make a statement regarding the
Batoche furs, I am quite content he should do so.

General Middleton—1 would like very much to make a statement, merely with
a view that this fact has been made public.

By Mr. Lister:

345. Did you, or did you not get a quantity of furs at Prince Albert or
Batoche, or at any other point in that portion of the country ?—I afterwards
did, but I would like to relate to you how. After Batoche was taken, of
courge, I am perfectly aware that there were furs and things taken at Batoche,
and that I do not think is to be wondered at in the circumstances of the
case. In the middle of hard fighting, the men found these things, but the private
houses and property of loyal people, anywhere near the place, was not touched.
But I did not consider it was my duty to protect the property of the rebels that we had
Just been fighting hard with. Had the men of the force not helped themselves to
these things, they would have fallen into the hands of the teamsters and camp fol-
lowers, who were always around. They would have carried everything off, and
therefore nothing would have been safe. But all the property of the women and
children who were left behind, and I suppose, the fighters put their most valuable
property in the camps, where these women were to be taken care of, and these were
taken care of by our men. I would like to take this opportunity of saying that 1
am perfectly certain in a general way that the conduct of the force during that
campaign was most creditable. They did nothing that would not have been done
by the highest trained troops in the world, and they behaved in that way. 1 am
borne out in this, to a considerable degree by letters which I have, and which I was
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very glad to get from Bishop Grandin. As I say, there is no doubt there were
furs. When I got to Prince Albert, my aide-de-camp, who was wounded and put on
the steamer, told me at Prince Albert, that somebody had put 2 box on board the
steamer and said it was for me. I asked him, “ Do you know what it is?” and he
said, “Yes, it is furs,” and I said, “ Who put it on board ?”” and he said, “I have not
the slightest idea; it was brought to me. It was a beavy box which was put on
board, and T was told it was for you.” T asked, ‘“ where it was ?” and he said it was
at the house he was staying at, He was staying at Macdowall’s,

346. Who was this person who gave you the information ?—Captain Wise. I
left it there with him. Of course, L supposed it was some of these furs from Batoche,
. but I did not trouble myself about it. I{ did not much matter when they were furs
—1I did not see them and went away. Afterwards he told me he had opened the box,
to put in a buffalo head which Mr. Macdowall had given me, and he opened the box
to put it in, then closed it, and afterwards sent it by team to Qu'Appelle, where it
went down to await my arrival at Winnipeg. That was the box that was stated to
have been sent to Qu'Appelle. That is all 1 know about it.

347. Did that box come down ?—Yes, I got that box. That box held those furs
which you have down there on that paper.

348. You did not know who put them up for you ?—I have not the slightest idea
—1I have not the slightest doubt it was done by some men of the force who got them,
and they thought it was a nice compliment to pay me, so they put in on board. I did
not want to ask about it.

349, The box came to Ottawa, and you got them, I suppose ?7—Having got so
far as that, I would like to be allowed to touch also on the horse business. I was
accused of appropriating a horse. I say it is perfectly true I used a horse that was
taken—one of the rebel horses taken at Batoche. I used it during the rest of the
campaign. You must remember that, as Major General in the field, I was entitled
to five horses, whereas 1 contented myself with one, and I found the work so hard
on this horse that I must get another horse, and I gladly took possession of this horse
that was brought to me, so I used that horse all through the rest of the campaign.
As soon as the ecampaign was over, I brought it down to Winnipeg, and it remained
there while I went to the Rockies, and when I came back, and was starting from
Winnipeg for home, I left the horse there. It was handed over to the Government
auctioneer and sold. The horse I got is not a white horse. It was really a light
iron-grey.

350. Did you bring him to Ottawa ?—No; I left him at Winnipeg.

351, Did you bring any horse to Ottawa ?—My own horse.

352. That you took up ?—I did not take any up. I got them all there

353. There were half a dozen horses 2—No; certainly not.

By Mr. Casgrain :

354. Do you know to whom that horse belonged ?—I do not know. I do not

know whether the man was killed at Batoche or not.
By Mr. Lister:

355. The man who had the horse told you it was a horse he had found on the
plains 2—No. He gaid it was found in the stable with another horse belonging to one
of my officers, who at Fish Creek, had got off his horse and lost it and the enemy
had got hold of it, and the officer who brought it to me said he found two grey
horses in the stable.

356. Having lost one horse, he took two ?

357. Was it Gaptain Wise who told you these furs had been put on board at
Prince Albert ?—They had been put on board at Batoche.

358. Were they not taken up at Prince Albert ?—Captain Wise was on his way
up from Batoche and took these furs with him. They were put on board and he
went up to Prince Albert. Being wounded he remained at Prince Albert.

359. Captain Wise took the furs up to Prince Albert?—Yes, They were putin
a box for me, so Captain Wise told me.

360. He was stopping at Mr. Macdowall’s —Yes.
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361. These furs were taken from Batoche to Prince Albert?—Yes ; he took them
out of the steamer.

362. Who put them on the steamer ?—That is what he says, he does not know—he
never knew who put them on the steamer. He was told by one of the crew, who
said, “There is a box for the General on board.” When he heard this it was the firsthe
knew of it. I never gave any orders, and never had the remotest idea of it.

363. The furs belonged to Batoche in the first place ?—I suppose so.

364. You went to Prince Albert with Captain Wise ?—No; I did not.

365. Did Captain Wise go to Prince Albert ?—Captain Wise went on board the
steamer, and I marched.

366. These furs went to Prince Albert on the steamer ?—Yes.

367. Captain Wise told you the furs were on the boat?—I never saw Captain
Wise on the boat.

368. He told you the furs were on the boat?—Captain Wise told me he had
landed these furs at Prince Albert.

369. That he had landed the furs?—He told me the whole of this story, that
some one had put these furs onboard. He did not know who they were, and he had
brought them on. '

370. He had never taken the trouble to look for them ?—I fancy he must have
known they were furs.

371. That you might have them ?—He said they were put on board for me.

372. Did not say who put them on?—I did ask him who put them on, and he
said he did not know.

373. What quantity of furs were they ?—I have got a list of them.

374. A considerable quantity >—Yes; only they were a bad, inferior fur.

375. (Producing a list). Were these the ones ?—I think so, what you read there.

376. You said you authorized some one to sell some for you?—These were the
minks.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

377. Is it the same steamer that went down from Batteford ?—It is a different
occasion.

378. Was it previous to this >—This was in May, the steamer left Batoche with
Captain Wise and a few other people who were wounded and sick. I think it was
the 30th May, and they went straight to Prince Albert and landed there. We
marched.

A Col. Tisdale—The General knew nothing about it, until he arrived at Prince
lbert.
By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

379. Was that the same steamer that you afterwards went down from Battleford

in ?—The steamer I went in afterwards, was the “ Marquis,” I think.
By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

380. Did you get any furs when you went to the Rocky Mountains ?—Yes, I
bought a lot of furs at the Stoney Reserve.

381. Did you know Mr. McLean ?—I got some from him.

382. He is the man at Fort Pitt ?--The only order, I think I got from Mr. Mc-
Lean at Fort Pitt.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

383-4." Is that the same steamer that came down to Battleford ?—I forget now. 1
came down from Fort Pitt to Battleford. I think, about the 2nd, or 3rd, or 4th of July.

Col. Tisdale—This all happened in May.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

385. What steamer was it you came in from Fort Pitt to Battleford ?—I think
it was the ‘“ Marquis,” '

386. Where did you first see this box Capt. Wise referred to—when ?—In Ot~
tawa. I never saw any of my baggage until I got to Ottawa.

387. How many boxes or packages of furs had you ?—They were contained in
little boxes—three or four, as far as I can remember. The boxes were small ones
put into a large one, 80 as to reduce the bulk of my baggage. That is, I believe,

21



53 Victoria. Appendix (No 1.) A. 1890

what was done. Wheu I got down here I saw all these boxes, and that is the first
time I had seen them opened, or had seen them.

388. Was it only one large box or more than one?—I do not know at this
moment—I cannot remember. I think there was one large box and one small one.

389. And this large one contained the other packages inside, boxes or bales ?—
Boxes. Because, as it happens, I got a great many of these boxes. There were
most of them small American boxes that we found in pursuit of Big Bear. He used
to throw them away when they were hard pressed, and we used to find two or three
of these boxes in different parts.

By Mr. Casgrain :

390. Was it the large box used for packing saddles ?—I do not think so. What-

ever it was, I got it at Winnipeg.
By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

391. You say McLean and other people gave you a lot of furs ?—I had innum-
erable furs given to me.

392. These were the furs that you sent to Devlin's 7—These were the furs, and
the ones that I got which were sent to me at Batoche. These were the whole of the furs
I have ever had, and some of the furs I happen to be able to particularize. For
instance, the only otter I had, were those I had got up at Stoney Reserve, and the
fisher. I had only one fisher. I really did not know what a fisher was, and I got
one that was shot, on the line of march, by poor Capt. French, and he skinned it
himself, and gave it to me, telling me it was a fisher.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

393. You never saw Bremner at all>—To the best of my belief, I never did.

394. Do you recollect seeing his clerk, Caplette ?—I have no recollection what-
ever; he certainly never came to me, to complain about anything.

By Mr. Lister:

395. Did you see him in Winnipeg about his furs 7—Bremner?

396. A little after he got out of prison?—Bremner? I never saw the man in
my life, that I remember.

397. He says he went to Sir Adolphe Caron, you and somebody else, about his
furs, in Winnipeg?

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

398. Were you in Winnipeg when Sir Adolphe Caron was there ?—IL have been
there every year.

By Mr. Lister:

399. He says he went to see you in Winnipeg ?—I am perfectly certain that if he
had come to see me, I should have remembered. You cannot expect me to remember
every-t:ifling conversation that took place five years ago. I do not pretend to do
that. Certainly, prominent things I can remember. If Bremner bad come to me
and spoken to me about the furs, T am perfectly certain I should have remembered
it. Moreover, if he had come to me and appealed to me, I certainly should have
listened to him.

400. He says he did, General >—I never saw him at all, to the best of my belief.

HayTer REED called and sworn, after which he made the following statement :—

I was on the General’s staff, from Prince Albert west, during the North-West
troubles in 1885. When we were at Fort Pitt in June, he placed me temporarily
in charge of the transport service, while the troops were making a forced march
after Big Bear’s party. On the return of the troops to Fort Pitt, I made a hurried
trip on Indian affairs to Battleford. While there I saw a lot of furs in a Police store-
house. Quartermaster-Sergeant Warden was in charge of this storehouse. I was
told that these furs had been taken from persons who were rebels. On my return to
Fort Pitt a day or two afterwards, I reported these facts with reference to the furs to
the General. He then decided to confiscate them, and directed me to write, saying
they were to be confiscated. He requested me, at the same time, to have some of
them put up for himself, and he said that some might also be put up for members of
his staff. 1 accordingly at once wrote a letter addressed to Warden, informing him
of the General’s order for the confiscation of the furs, and that he desired to have
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some put up for himself, and also that some were to be put up for Bedson and myself,
and I think another member of the staff, but I do not remember. I further requested
Warden to take a receipt, or make a memorandum of who got furs, and the quantity.
I gave a letter to the proper officer to be forwarded to Battleford, and I expected that
the furs would be put up ready when we reached that place by boat in two or three
days afterwards. We got to Battleford by boat on the following Sunday. The
General was also on board. He did not, so far as I know, go to the storehouse.
I went there, accompanied by Mr. Bedson, and saw one box, which I was
told contained the furs put in in accordance with my letter, except the parcel
for myself, which was not in this box. I cannot remember what I saw put
in the second box, beyond a package of lynx and two or three small packages
of mink furs. The contents of the two boxes would not, I believe, be more than one-
eighth of the total quantity of furs in the storehouse at the time. When Mr, Bedson
and I were in the storehouse the furs were loosely piled upon the floor. None of
the furs in cither ot the boxes were for me. It was understood that Bedson was to
give a receipt for the furs in the boxes, but as there was a great hurry to get
off by steamer, he could not do so, but promised on arrival at Winnipeg, on knowing
the contents of the boxes, to send a receipt back to Battleford. 1 do not remember
whether I saw the boxes taken out of the storehouse or not, nor whether there was
an address on them or not, but I think the first-mentioned box was addressed to the
General. I do not know what became of them afterwards, except that I understood
they went on board the steamer. The parcel of furs intended for me was not put on
board the steamer, but wassent overland to me at Regina, reaching me several months
afterwards. I kept none of the furs, but sent back the parcel to Battleford to the
Police storehouse shortly after I got it, and I believe it has remained in the Police
storehouse at Battleford ever since. After the steamer left Battleford, T myself re-
mained there for two or three days on Indian affairs, and I then went west attending
to my official duties, and was absent some months, when I returned to Regina. During
the whole of my service connected with the North-West trouble I never received or
obtained any furs, except one skin which was given to me for assisting in relieving
the white people who were prisoners in Big Bear's camp, and this I received long
after the rebellion was over and after I returned to Regina,
Cross-examined by Mr. Lister :

401. Do you know who the furs in Battleford belonged to ?—I believed they all
belonged to rebels.

402. To what rebel 2—To the rebels.

403. Did you not hear they belonged to Bremner ?7—I did.

404. Then it was to a rebel—not rebels. You heard they were Bremner’s furs,
That is what they were called at the Fort ?—Yes.

405. Were you there when they were taken into the Fort 2—I was not.

406. How long afterwards was it, after they were taken into the Fort, that you
first saw them ?—It must have been at least two weeks, I fancy. I do not know
when they were taken into the Fort only from what I heard,

407. Did you examine the furs at all 2—XNo.

408. Did you look at them >—Nothing more than a casual glance.

409. Where was it you saw General Middleton after the taking of the furs into
the fort ?—At Fort Pitt.

410. What conversation took place between you and General Middleton respect-
ing those furs ?—I reported what 1 had seen.

411. What did you report ?—That I had seen those furs, and I was told to whom
they belonged.

412, You told him they belonged to Bremnuer; that is, you told General Middle-
ton ?—Yes.

413. That you had seen the furs; did you intimate to him the quantity ?—I
think not.

414. Will you swear you did not do that ?—As far as I can remember.

415. You did not tell him whether there was a large quantity or a small
quantity of furs >—I may have said a large quantity,
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416. That was the truth—there was a large quantity ?—Yes.

417. Of valuable furs ?—Well, I cannot tell, because I did not see the inside of
them. '

418. You did not go over them ?—No.

419. They appeared to be good furs ?—As far as a man could judge. They were
packed in bales and things of that sort, inside out, as a rule.

420. You told them they were Bremner's furs ?—As far as I remember, I did.

421. You knew that they were Bremner’s furs before going to Fort Pitt 7—
Yes, I must have known that.

By Mr. Casgrain :

423. Did you know Bremner at the time ?—I do not think I ever saw Bremner
before that time.

By Mr. Lister:

424, You said they were furs taken from Bremner, and when you saw General
Middleton, you told him that they were Bremner’s furs ? Now, who first commenced
the conversation as to the confiscation of the furs? Who suggested that the
Bremner furs should be confiscated ?—1I cannot remember that.

425. Had you considerable talk about it —There was talk.

426. Who was present besides you and the General ?—Mr. Bedson, and, T fancy,
Mvr. Freer, the General’s aide.

427. Do you remember that he was present ?—I cannot swear positively.

428. Will you swear positively that Bedson was present ?——Yes.

429. You are sure the General, Bedson and yourself were present ?—7Yes.

430. Did Bedson say anything about furs?—I cannot remember the exact con-
versation which took place.

431. What did you tell the General that induced him to confiscate them ?—I
don’t know that I told him anything but saving that these furs were there.

432. What more ?—XNothing more that I know of.

433. Did you tell him Bremner was a rebel ?—I do not know as I did, because
I thought the General understood.

431. You do not remember, then. The idea of confiscation came from the
General ?

435. What did he tell you to do ?—He told me to write and confiscate them.

436. And how to dispose of them ?

437. What did he tell you as to their disposition 2—He told me to have some
put up for himself, and some to be put up for Bedson and myself, and, it was under-
stood, for his staff, if they wanted any.

438. He authorized you to write that there should be some put up for himself,
some for Bedson, and some for yourself. Will you swear he authorized you to put
u}}lJ any more ?—It was understood that, if the others wanted them, they could have
them.

439, Do you know if any others wanted them, as a matter of fact ?—Yes.

440. Who ?—Captain Hague wanted to get furs.

441. Could he get them if he went there for them ?—Went where ?

442. To Battleford. Could he have got the furs if he had asked for them ?—If
he had asked, he would have had some of these.

443. Do you know if he got some of these ?—1I believe some were put up for him,

444. Do you know if furs were put up for any other officers —I cannot remember.

445. Now, what you do remember is, that General Middleton directed you to
order, that some of the furs should be put up for himself, some for yourself, and some
for Bedson and the other officers. But you are not sure about that. Did you write
the letter ?—T did.

446. Where ?—At Fort Pitt.

4447. In the General’s tent ?—I think so.

448. Do you remember that ?—I must have been there, I fancy. I had nota
tent of my own, and I had not writing material, and I fancy it must have been in the
General’s tent.
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449. Did you write the letter in the presence of General Middleton ?—I think
80.

450. Have you any doubt about it, Mr. Reed ?—If he was not in the tent, he
was close by.

451. Did you read the letter to him before sending it away ?—I do not think I
did.

452. Did you intimate to him what the contents of the letter was ?—He under-
stood what the contents were,

453. Did you, after writing a letter, intimate what the letter contained ?—He
knew at the time of writing.

454. Then he knew the contents of the letter 7—VYes.

455. Did that letter direct that two boxes should be put up for General Middle-
won ?—No.

456. You will swear to that ?—1 will swear to that.

457. Positively ?—Positively.

458. And that one should be put np for yourself and one for Bedson ?—I will
swear that they were not boxes; they were packages.

459. How many of these for the General? Two for the General, one for you
and one for Bedson ?—Yes.

460. Instead of boxes it was packages ?—Yes.

461. The letter directed that it should be two for the General, one for yourself
and one for Bedson ?—Yes,

462. You are distinct on that ?7—Yes.

. 463. Did you give any directions as to where and when they should be shipped ?
—Yes.

464. How were they to be shipped, and when ?—They were to be ready to be
placed on the steamer as they went by.

465. What steamer ?—The steamer the General was on.

466. Who was on the steamer with the General ?—His staff,

467. Did you go down ?—I did not.

468. You were not there ?—I went as far as Battleford, but not further.

469. You went as far as Battleford with the General 7—Yes.

470. Bedson, the General, and the rest of the staft, were on board ?—Yes.

471. Did you direct in your letter to pick out the best furs, to select the best
furs ?—1I think I did.

472, You did not want any common furs, I suppose, as they were going a long
distance ? Was the letter to this effect: That, by order of General Middleton, Warden
was to put up four packages of furs, two for the General, one for yourself, and one
for Bedson; that he was to select the best furs, and that they were to be shipped on
the boat that brought the General down to Prince Albert?—Yes.

473. Now, you reached Battleford with General Middleton ?—Yes.

474. Bedson was with you. Did you go up to where the furs were ?—1I did.

475. Who accompanied you ?—Bedson.

476. Bedson and you went up to where the furs were? Why did you go there?
—To see that they were shipped.

476%. Had you had any conversation with the General about the furs on the way
down ?—I do not remember.

477. Will you swear that you did not or that you do not remember ?—I do not
remember.

478. You do not remember having any conversation ? At all events, you and
Bedson went to Battleford to see that the furs were shipped ?—VYes.

479, Where did you find them ?—In the storehouse.

480. How were they packed >—When we went in, there was a box standing
there, and I was told that the furs were in this box.

481. All the furs ?—I understood that, except the Package for myself.

482. Now, the furs were directed to be put up ?—VYes,

483, There was a package put up fox;z you ?—Yes.
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484. You saw that package ?—I have no distinet recollection, but I believe there
was one put up for me.

485. Did Bedson ask, now, about the package for him ?—I do not remember that.

486. Did Bedson have a package put up for himself there at that time ?—Yes.

487. So, in addition to the furs in the box and the package for you, Bedson had
another package put up for himself ?—I do not know whether it was exclusively for
himself. It was intended for himself and the rest of his staff,

488. You saw them put up ?—Yes.

489. Did you go through the box of furs at all; were they looked over ?—I do
not know.

490. Will you swear that Bedson did not look through the first box >—No; be-
cause I think it was nailed down when we got there.

491. Did you open up your box of furs 7—No; I think not.

492. How many fars did Bedson have put up in this other package >—All I can
remember is what I stated in this statement, a bundle of Jynx and some minks.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) : :

493. That was in Bedson's package ?—VYes.

By Mr. Lister :

494. Now, your directions to the man at the barracks were, that the furs should
be shipped on the boat ?—Yes.

495. Who did you give these orders to >—When the letter was written.

496. Of course that letter was forwarded asking that they be ready for ship-
ment by boat that brought down the General 7—Yes.

497. You saw the furs packed ?~—Yes.

498. Was there anything said about when the boat would leave ?—VYes.

499. What was that ?—I cannot say exactly what was said.

500. Did you tell Warden the boat would leave at a certain hour, and to have
the furs down there ?—No.

501. Did you hear Bedson tell him?—Yes; I think so.

502. Have you any doubt at all but what the furs were taken down and put on
the boat ?—XNo.

503. No doubt whatever ?>—No,

504-5. Then your bundle of furs went to Regina and you followed ?—Yes.

506. Did you open the bundle ?>—No.

507. How long was it after your visit to Battleford before you saw that bundle
again—after the day those furs were put on board, how long was it before you saw
this bundle of furs that had been put up for yon ?—Some months.

508, They were sent to you at Regina ?—Yes.

509. How long did you keep them ?—Two or three months, I think.

510. Why did you not keep them altogether ?~—Because of a question of pro-
priety. It was a question as to the confisetion, and I sent it back.

511. You questioned the propriety of the confiscation ?—The question was asked
about the propriety of that confiscation.

512. Who asked the question ?—1I heard it spoken of.

513. The question of the propriety of the confiscation, was the question ?—Yes.

514. You immediately sent the furs back or kept them a couple of months ?—I
wish to explain this. I was intending to go to Battleford and I thought I would
take them mjyself, and, finally, I found I could not go and they were sent up.

515, Where were they taken to ?—They were sent back to the storehouse.

516. They were sent to Regina for you, and, after two months, the question of
propriety arose, the legality of the confiscation, and you returned them to Battle-
ford ?—Yes.

517. How many years ago was that >—That would be four years ago.

518. You say they are there now ?—I think so. My belief is they are there.

519. When did you enquire >—1I have been told by the police officers, and T have
also been told by the officers in command, up there, that they are there.

520. When ?—On several occasions.
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521. Of late years?—Last year. I think I was told by Commissioner Herchmer
himself, and I can remember distinctly that Major Cotton told me they were there.

522, When was that >—A couple of years ago.

523. How did you send them back—by rail ?—No, through the police.

524. How long did you remain at Battleford after General Middleton left Battle-
ford on that day ?—A few days.

525. Were you ever in the room where these furs were again, between the time
the General left and the time of your leaving ?—7Yes.

526. Did you notice whether the packages had been taken off ?

Col. Tisdale—He said positively they were taken on the boat.

Witness—They were not there, except the package for myself.

By Mr. Lister :

527. The other packages had gone ?—Yes, I did not see them.

528. Do you know what became of Bedson's furs—the ones he got ?—1I do not.

529. Did you ever have any taik with him about it since >—Except asking him
for the receipt, and that is the first time I found out he had not received the furs,
and that he did not give a receipt at Battleford, and I asked him for the receipt and
he said he had not received them. He said they had been taken on the way down
on the steamer.

530. By whom—stolen ?—He saw the box had been opened and that it was
taken out on the way down.

531. He never got them in consequence ?—Yes.

By Mr. Casgrain :

532. That large box you saw, was there any address on it ?—I think so, as far
a8 My mMemory goes.

533. What address was it >—General Middleton.

By Mr. Lister :

534. One question, Mr. Reed. Did you ever see Warden about this letter after-
wards ?—Yes.

535. Did you try to get that letter back from him ?—Yes.

536. What for >—Because it had some private correspondence in it.

537. Any more correspondence than I have given you here, namely, that the
furs were to be put up and shipped, and the quantities? Was there anything more
in that letter than what I have stated ?~—Yes; I think there was.

538. Will yon swear there was 7—As far as my memory goes.

539. Your letter is, that by General Middleton’s orders he was to put up so many
packages of furs, and the best were to be selected, and they were to be shipped on
the boat that brought the General and his staff down. Was there anything more in
the letter ?—1I think I told Warden not to make this public.

540. That was in the letter ?—Yes.

541. Wus that done at the General’s request ?—It was,

542, When was it that you saw Warden about getting that lotter out ?—When
we came down from Fort Pitt.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :
543. While you were at Battleford, these few days ?—Yes.
By Mr. Lister :

544. What excuse did Warden give for not giving up the letter >—He did give
it to me.

545. You got the letter, as a matter of fact 2—Yes. -

546. Where is the letter 7—It is torn up.

547. When was it torn up ?—At that time. I want to say this, it was only the
private part, and I gave the formal order back to Warden.

548. You got the letter and you gave him a copy of the letter with the
exception of the private part, and Warden got back all, except what you consider
private ?—Yes,

549, In order that he might hold it as a voucher for the furs ?>—Yes.

550. The original letter contained the statement that this was not to be made
public ?—Yes.
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551. You got the original back, all but the order ?—Yes.

552. Was the original torn up ?—The original was torn up, and the formal part
rewritten and given back to Warden.

553. Why was it destroyed ?—Because he had shown this about, apparently,
and owing to this private part in it.

554. He had apparently shown it about ?>—Yes.

555. You had heard he had been showing it, and owing to the private part you
got the letter containing all, except that ?—7Yes.

By Mr. Girouard :

556. Was the private part, that part that Warden was not to make it public, was
‘there anything else in that private part ?—No.

557. Are you sure about it ?—I do not know anything else.

558. Did that letter mention that the goods were confiscated by order of the
General ?—Yes.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

559. I understand that the original one you wrote from Fort Pitt was destroyed,

and you wrote out a new one leaving out the parts you refer to ?—Yes.
By Mr. Lister -

560. Coming back to the letter, you say you destroyed that letter and it was

last in your possession, that original letter that was written in the General’s tent ?—
‘Yes.

561. Now, was there one word in that letter about confiscation ?—Yes,

562. Do you say there was any ?—VYes.

563. Was there a word about confiscation. The original letter says, by order of
General Middleton ?—I think it went on that General Middleton had decided to con-
fiscate and then it read on that he had directed me, &c.

564. To put up, &e. >—Yes.

565. And to select and to ship by the boat that would bring the General down, That
was the letter was it? That was substantially the letter 7—Yes.

By Mr. Girouard :

566. The original letter ?

Mr. Lister .—Here is a copy of the letter upon which we based the charge.
The letter reads thus:—

“DeArR WARDEN,—General Middleton has instructed and authorized me to send
you the present letter, desiring that you put up bales of furs for the undermentioned :
two bales for General Middleton, one for S. L. Bedson, and one for myself. Please
select the best and pack ther down, as we will be down there to-morrow by boat.

“HAYTER REED,
“ dssistant Commissioner of Indians.”

567. Do you undertake to swear, Mr. Reed, that that is not the letter ?—It is
substantially correct, however, but I put in the word confiscation.

568. Will you swear in writing the letter you put in the word “confiscate’ ?
Be careful about your answer?—It is my firm belief I put in the word.

By Mr. Girouard:
569. And in the re-written, too ?>—Yes,
By Mr. Lister:

570. You will swear that in the re-written letter you put the word “ confis-
cate’?—It is my firm belief.

571. Are you sure that the letter you give there, in the original specifically
contained the word ‘ confiscate ” ?—I firmly believe that both did.

572. Look at that letter, and say whether it is substantially a copy of the sub-
stituted letter >—I would not express myself in that way: “General Middleton has
instructed me or authorized me to send you the present letter.”

573. How would you express yourself ?—[ think it would be in this way:
“General Middleton has decided to confiscate the Bremmer furs, and desires that
these packages be made up.”

574. “And pleusc select the best” ?—I think it said that.
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575. And stating that the boat would be down next day with General Middle-
ton ?—Yes,

576. And not to make it public?—Yes. Then these names, as intimated in my
statement, were on there.

577. You think there was some other officer ?—Yes.

By the Chairman :
578. Do I understand you to say you commenced the letter with the statement
that General Middleton had confiscated the furs ?—Had decided to contiscate.
By Mr. Lister:
579. That letter was written by order of General Middleton ?—Yes.
By Mr. Girouard :

580. Where is the second letter; is that in the hand of Mr. Warden >—I do not
know.

581, Could you tell the Committee where it is ?—No.

582. Where did you see it last 7—In the hands of the police.

583. Which police 2—In Battleford.

584, You can give the name of the policeman ?—Mr. Warden.

585. That is where you last saw the re-written letter ?—No; I would not say
that ; I have seen that; I have seen it since.

586. Where did you see it last ?—I have seen that letter in Ottawa here.

587. When did you see it 7—because it is important we should have it—When
and where ?—In the hands of the police.

588. What police in Ottawa ?—In the North-West Mounted Police Department.

589. In the Department of the North-West Mounted Police; who had it there?
‘What is the name of the officer who had it ?—Mr. Fortescue or Mr. White.

590. You saw that letter in their hands ?—I saw it since 1 have been down here.

591. Within a week, or two weeks ?—Six weeks or two months.

592. Who gave it to that officer ?—1 do not know.

593. You saw it in his hands ?—I went there

594. To look at it ?—No; to ask questions about this case.

595. And they showed you the letter ?—Yes.

596. Do you know where it is to-day ?—No.

By Mr. Lister :

597. How long ago was this ?—Six weeks ago.

598, Was that Department presided over by Mr, Fortescue or Mr, White ?—
Mr. White.

599. Did you believe at the time you wrote this letter, and at the time these
furs were taken, that General Middleton had the power to confiscate?—IL certainly
did, or I should not have taken action,

600. You were acting in good faith >—Yes; and I sent this package back be-
cause I thought I had no right to them.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John):

601. Under what circumstances did -you see this letter in the Department
recently ?—I went to ask questions about thip case.

602. (Producing letter). This is the letter you wrote at Battleford, and which
you saw in the Department ?—Yes.

603. You recognise it as your handwriting ?—Yes,

By Mr. Wood (Westmoreland) :

604. I understand you, Mr. Reed, that the General knew the contents of the first
letter written ?—Yes.

605. Did he give instructions that it should be kept private and that that should
be inserted ?—Yes.

606. Did he know that you wrote the second letter >—No; he did not.

607. That was issued without his authority ?—Yes.

608. Of your own motion ?—Yes; that was done simply because his private
clerk was in, and Warden had been showing it to people and it was being talked
about. I said “I will give you the formal part of the order.”

609. This private part was not the formal part ?—No.

29




58 Victoria. Appendix (No 1.) A. 1890

610. Do you think the General intended it should %e part of the order ?—He
desired me to send that.

611. You wrote this second letter of your own accord, because you had heard
rumors ?—Yes.

By Mr. Casgrain :

612. Have you known Mr. Bremner since that time?—7Yes.

613. When did you see him first after this—after these furs were packed ?—I
had seen him before this.

614. Did he claim these furs then?—I did not speak to him.

By Mr. Holton :

615. Did you open the package of furs while it was in your possession ?~—No.

616. Did you get a list of the furs from Warden put up for yon ?—No.

617. Then you cannot speak of what was put up for you ?—No.

618. You do not know what the contents of your package were ‘?——ho

By Mr. Tisdale:

619. When you say that General Middleton knew the contents of thls letter,
what do you mean by that, that you showed it to him, or that he knew from the
orders he had given you ?—From the orders he had given me.

620. You gave the Committee to understand that you had communicated its
contents to him. He knew it from the orders he had given you ?—Yes, 1 think so.

621. Or do you mean you read it to him ?—No, I did not read it to him.

622. You acted within the orders he gave you, and under them you afterwards
wrote the letter >—That is what 1 firmly believe.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

623. There was nothing in that letter except what you were ordered to write ?
—No.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick: ‘

624. You saw the quantity of furs that were in the storehouse ?—Yes,

625. What proportion did those packed up and that came down on the steamer
that day bear to the whole quantity >—Abount one-eighth; something like that, or
one-tenth.

626. Bedson’s package and yours ?—These two cases and mine.

By Mr. Girouard :

627. What became of the rest ?—I do not know.

628. Were they all confiscated, that is those that were in the room, as well as
those that were on the steamer ?>—Yes,

By Mr. Casgrain :

629. Do you know how those furs first reached that store #—No; I do not.

630. Do you know of anybody who knows how they came there first ?7—No. I
did not know they were there until I saw them.

General Middleton—I would like to say that I perfectly agree with all that
Mr. Reed has said, with the exception of that part where he intimated that I directed
him to say it should be kept quiet. I certainly never directed him to put that in
the letter, to the best of my belief, neither did I think it vecessary. At any
rate, there was no sccret made of the thi‘ug at the time about these furs, and I cer-
tain}y do not remember ever having suggested to keep the thing quiet. I did not
hear or see what he had written. I, merely having given the order, trusted the
carrying of it out to him, and I never saw or heard what he had written. He says
he wrote it in my tent. I cannot remember that. I think it is very likely he may
have, but I certainly did not know the contents. Had I seen the thing, I certainly
should not have let it go.

General MIDDLETON was then further examined, as follows :—

By Mr. Kirkpatrick:

631, Was it an ordinary tent ?—The Adjutant had a tent there. However, I
dare say, he did write it in my tent.

By Mr. Wood (Westmoreland) :

632. The part you would object to would be the private part 7—I do not think
I suggested to him to keep it private.
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633. You would not have let it gone ?—No, not this part.
By Mr. Tisdale :

634. In other words, you gave him no authority to keep it secret ?—Not to the
best of my recollection.

By Mr. Girouard :

635. Did you authorize Mr. Reed to say in that letter you had decided to
confiscate the goods ?—I have no doubt 1 did. You see the conversation took place
and I decided that they were to be confiscated, and he wrote this letter, whatever
this order was, after the conversation we had had. He was quite justified I think,
from the conversation we had had, in writing what he did, with the exception, that
I do not think T ever told him to keep it secret, because it was not secret.

By Mr. Casgrain :

636. Did you ascertain in what manner these furs reached that store—how they
came to be in that store ?—I do not quite understand you.

637. Did you enquire or ascertain how these furs reached that store where they
were stored in ?—In what state do you mean ?

638. How they came to be there ?—I have not the slightest idea, except that it
was reported to me that they were being stolen, and, as far as I can remember, it
was suggested that they should be sent to the Police barracks.

639, They were put there for protection 7—The only person capable of giving
the order was myself, and therefore 1 assume I gave jt: but as to the quantity that
was put there I cannot tell you. The object was to prevent them being taken indis-
criminately by people about.

Mr. HayTer REED recalled, and further examined :—

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

640. Identify that letter and say whether it is the letter you referred to as the
second letter ?>—This is it.

641, Read it ?—It reads as follows:—

“Forr P1rT, 15t July, 1885.
“To the Officer in charge of the property taken from Rebel:

“The General having decided to confiscate the furs now in your care and taken
from Rebel, desires that you should make up a select bundle of beaver and fisher for
him and a selection also for those of his staff. Have them properly packed and
addressed, and keep a memorandum of what is packed.

(Signed) “HAYTER REED.”

By Mr. Girouard :
642, When did you write this ?—After I went to Battleford the second time.

643. How many months after the Ist July, 1885 ?—It was immediately after the
General left—within a day or two after the General left on the steamer.

644. Who told you to change this letter for the second one ?—No one.

645. You did that of your own motion ?—Yes.

By Mr. Lister :

646. This is not the shape of the letter at all. 'Will you swear this is a copy of
the letter you wrote at Fort Pitt, in all respects excepting that it is not to be kept
quiet 7—And those names.

647. Did not your letter from Fort Pitt commence “ Dear Warden ? ”—I think
it did.

648. You do not pretend to say that is a copy of your first letter ?—No.

649. Bither in phraseology or anything else ?—So fur as the formal order goes,
it is the same.

650, But it is not a copy of the letter you wrote at Fort Pitt ?—No; that is not.

651, That is the letter mentioned in Hansard. In that letter you stated there
were to be two packages for General Middleton. Was it bales or packages ?—I think
it was packages.
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652. Will you swear it was packages?—I think it was packages. They are
synenomous terms. If I said bale I meant package.

663. In your original letter there were to be two bales put up for General
Middleton ?—Yes ; it says so here.

654. It does not. It says ‘“ put up a select bundle of beaver and fisher ? "—
Then it means two.

655. Then it was two for General Middleton and one for yourself and one for
Bedson? Now it means two bundles in this substituted order ?—Yes; it means two.

By the Chairman :

656. Do you recollect that that is not a correct copy of what you said with re-
gard to letter in Hansard—I believe that it is not a verbatim copy, unless I were
shown the original or some person swore it was. That would be the ouly way the
doubt could be created in my mind. Otherwise I believe that is not a verbatim copy.

657. Do you say you still recollect having said two bales for General Middleton ?
—Yes ; to the best of my belief.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John.) :

658. You addressed the letter * Dear Warden” and informed him that the Gen-
eral had confiscated the goods and directed him to put up two packages for General
Middleton, one for yourself and one for Bedson ?—Yes; and mentioning another
name, I think.

By Mr. Girouard :

659. What is the other name; do you recollect ?—I do not know.

660. Who do you think it was ?—It would likely be Captain Hague. I know
he was asking very frequently for furs.

By Mr. Casgrain :

661. Why did you write that second letter >—DBecause there was a private part
to the original letter.

662. Where did you write it ?—At Battleford.

663. Did you put the former date to it ?—Yes, I think so.

66+. Did you write that letter after having torn the other one 7—Before.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

665. When you applied for the receipt to Mr. Bedson, he told you that he had
been plundered on the boat ?—Yes.

The Committee then adjourned.
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House oF Comyons, 18th April, 1890,

Committee met: Mr. McNELL in the Chair:—
StvarT HENDERSON recalled and further examined :—
By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

666. You have been sworn. Have you brought with you all the papers you have
in connection with this case ?—I have brought the paper under which [ act. T have
not brought any papers which disclose matters of evidence in connection with Mr.
Bremuer and myself, or between the gentleman with whom I do most of the cories-
pondence—Mr. J. M. Skelton—and myself. Telegrams relating to witnesses I have
not produced.

667. Have you produced all the papers signed by Mr. Bremner >—Mr. Bremner
signs as a marksman, I have to take a great deal of what he says through Mr, J,
M. Skelton.

668. What papers have you produced >—They are there.

669. There is another paper. This is not the power of attorney. There is a
power of attorney from him, as well as some other paper ?—I have not got it in my
possession.

670. You had it in your po‘gsession ?—No. Idrew up a different paper from it
altogether last year—an agreement. That agreement Mr. Bremner refused to sign.

671. There is some other paper you had in your possession ?—Signed by Mr,
Bremner ?

672. Or made by his mark ?—Yes; I have other papers signed by his mark.

673. Relating to this claim of the amount he would take ?—No; I had a tele-
gram that I received since.

674. To whom did you give it >—Mr. Macdonald must have it.

675. Mr. Macdonald says you have it ?—A power of attorney signed by Brem-
ner ?—No: not the power of attorney.

676. What was it >—An agreement. I sent up an agreement last year, but Mr.
Bremner would not sign it,

677. I do not mean the one he did not sign, but the one he did sign ?—I have
not got it.

678. Did you see one ?—Yes ? I think I have.

679. When ?—This Session.

680. To whom did yougive it ?—Macdonald had it, and T had it. Iread it over.

681. To whom did you give it ?—Macdonald must have it. I did not give it to
anyone else.

682. Who has it now ?—1I cannot tell you. Maedonald would be able to tell
you that.

By Mr. Girouard :

683. Have you any papers relating to this inquiry that you have not produced ?
—Yes,

684. Will you produce them ?—I would rather not. Surely no lawyer will ask
me to produce them. '

685. Here we make no distinction. Have you any papers from your client or
anyone else—not instructions from your client on the subject of this enquiry ?—I
have, but they are of that nature——

686. Then produce them ?—1I will not produce them. Mr. Bremner has not a
footing before this Committee. If I were counsel for one of the members before this
Committee I would produce them ; but Mr. Bremner has no footing before this Com-
mittee, and I will not produce them.

687. What do you mean by no footing ?—I positively refuse to produce any
other papers than I have produced.

By Mr. Tisdale :
688. Are these the only papers you have, showing the arrangement Mr, Brem-
ner made to collect from him ?—In my possession ?
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679. Any others you have had are not now in your control 7—I suppose I could

get any papers from Macdonald that he had.
690. There are none anywhere else, except those that Macdonald had ?—No; I

have not destroyed any.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

691. There is another paper ?—That paper has nothing to do with anything that
comes up before this Committee. That paper has to do with a civil suit that may be
going on,

692, We want to see that paper. He admits that he has a paper signed by
Bremner, and we want to know where that paper is. If he says there is no paper
concerning this inquiry there is an end to it ?—I say that that paper has no connec-
tion with this inquiry.

By Mr. Girovard :

693. Has it no connection with the subject matter of this inquiry ?—Yes; it has.

694. Then they ought to be produced ?—We have an abundance of papers
coming in from men who wish to gbt a rap from the Government, and I have not

read them all through.
695. You should have done it since the last méeting. You were instructed to

look into the papers.
By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

696. I have never seen the paper. There is a paper which Mr. Henderson
states that he has seen ?—It is an agreement, not a power of attorney.

Mr. KirgkpATRICK—I think this Committee ought to insist upon the production
of that paper.

The Cuarryan—(To Mr. Kirkpatrick).—You say this is the papel you want ?

Mr. KirgpaTRICK—] suppose it is,

The CratrmAN—That settles it. Mr. Henderson says he has not got that paper.

Wirsess—I sent an agreement which was binding both on Bremuner and Maec-
donald, and Bremner refused to sign it, and another agreement was signed, which, in
my opinion, was of no legal validity whatever; otherwise, I might have kept the
paper. 1t was of no legal validity whatever.

Mr. KirgraTricK—We want to find out why they are keeping this paper back.

Mr. A. M. BurcEss, Deputy Minister of the Interior was called and sworn :—

Mr. KirgPATRICK stated that he did not ask for Mr, Burgess’ evidence, but Mr,
Girouard stated that he wished to examine him.

By Mr. Girouard :
697. Have you in your possession, Mr. Burgess, any papers relating to the sub-

ject matter of this enquiry ?—Yes.
698. What kind of papers are they? Will you produce them ?—There is the

. evidence taken before, and the report made by, the commission appointed to inquire
into the North-West Rebellion losses.
699. You have the evidence under oath ?—Yes ; under oath.
By Mr. Casgrain :
700. These are the original papers ?—Yes.
By Mr. Tisdale :
701. Canyou distinguish between those in this particular case ?—Yes; the papers
I have brought now are all in connection with this case.
By Mr. Girouard :

702. You produce them ?—Yes. .
Mr. TispaLE—The papers state that the cla1mant was a party to his own loss—

not allowed.
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Mr. KirgraTRIcK—Here are counsel for Major-General Middleton and Hayter
Reed. I submit that they should be asked if they have any statements to make.
Have you, Mr. Gormully, on behalf of General Middleten, any statement to make ?

Mr. GorMULLY—If further evidence is going to be taken I do not know what
course we might pursue; but if the matter remains as it now is I do not think I
have any further evidence to give. I have given the General’s evidence, which I
think is the best evidence I can give.

Myr. FErGgUsoN—TI do not think there is any further evidence to give with respect
to Mr. Hayter Reed.

Mr. GirovArp—I think that the evidence of Mr. Bremner before the Claims
Commission should be taken down in connection with this case.

The following documentary evidence, produced by Mr. Burgess, was then
read :—
(No. 421.)
NORTH-WEST REBELLION CLAIMS, 1885.

Before J. ALpHONSE OuimMET, Exq., of Montreal; HENRY Muma. Esq., of Drumbo;
Tromas McKay, Esq., of Prince Albert, Commissioners, duly appointed and
sitting as a Royal Commission at Battleford, District of Saskatchewan, North-
West Territories, to investigate the said rebellion losses,

Personally came and appeared Mr. Charles Bremner, of Battleford, farmer and
merchant, forty-seven years of age; married—Claimant,

And the said Charles Bremner, said Claimant, being duly sworn, deposes and
says as follows:—

I live at Bresaylor Settlement, between the two rivers, about twenty-two miles
from town. I lived there at outbreak of rebellion, and was there on the 14th and
15th April, 1885, We sent a letter down here in April to the Chief of the Police,
begged for an answer, but got none. I have no copy of this letter. We were ready
to leave our property if ‘he had said #0, and we got the priest, Father Cochin, to write
for us, and he told us that, perhaps, they were about through with the aftuir, and it
might be that we would be all right if we did not leave the place. The letter was
an application for assistance or advice. We got no reply, o we remained at my
place. On the evening of the 13th April about 200 Indians came and said they had
come for us, we refused to go; and that night they broke into my stable and took all
my horses, and what I had in the pack (?) as well. The nextday they went into my
store alongside my house, and took my goods, and told us to get ready and go with them.
So we had to go; they hitched up for me, and started to shoot the dogs, pigs and
hens, and they took us away, driving with them at the same time about 300 head of
cattle at Jeast, mine among the rest. There were about 15 families taken then; they
had all camped about my place, and we were all taken over Battle River to Pound-
maker’s Reserve. We remained there until the fight of Cut Knife Hill took place,
when just before sunrise we heard the attack. Our little camp wasabout one-quarter
of a mile from the Indian camyp; the troops were about three-quartersof a mile across

. a big bridge from us, and I put up a big white flag; before this we had sent
é{fB down Tom Dennison as a messenger to let the police know to come for us,
Mark. and to say to them to not shoot at the square tents, but at the Teepces only.

The second cannon ball came near our camp. While with the Indians we
were treated badly. I then hitched up the horse and sent my family away to hide
themselves in a deep creek, and we went up into a high hill on horseback, intending
to go to the police, and they fired at us twice with the cannon, and I saw some of our
party of Half-breeds get ready to ficht the police, and I said to them: “ The tirst
Half-breed I see shooting at the police I will blow his brains out;” and we went
back, found our families, and had breakfast atour old camp of that night about 1 p.m.
The police just then gave in, and a lot of Indians then got ready to follow them, when
I told Poundmaker to stop his men, and he said he would. I came in then on the
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day Poundmaker came in and surrendered; we were kept with them until then, and
were not able to leave; we had to follow the dancing tent like the rest. The food
we got we had to buy from the Indians. All this time I was a prisoner against
my will, and held by force. The Indians had 21 Canadians, prisoners captured
when the bull team was taken, and they were sent on ahead by Poundmaker with
me and three or four others. I wanted him to come along, but he was scared, and
I was told by Colonel Otter and Colonel Herchmer that if the Indians would let
the horses and captured property go and give up their arms it would be all right.
This was put in a letter and taken by Father Cochin and myself back to the camp
and read to the Indians, and they were glad. We asked the chief to leave with our
famiiies ; he said to leave myself and five men with him and he let the others go. We
did so, and that evening he got news, and let us all go, and we came to our families
who were on the way here. I was arrested here by order of Colonel Herchmer,
because I had a rifle which I had bought from a Half-breed. It was a Government
rifle, a Winchester, but 1 did not know it. I bought it from John Wells to keep it
from the Indians. He is one of my neighbors. I was held here almost a month
and was then sent to Regina for trial, and was held there, but no charge was made
against me and we were let go to appear if called upon. [ got home here about 18th
September; came here same evening as released., -— I took no part in the
Rebellion one way or the other, except as stated as to capture by the Indians. On
my return I found my house and Store barely standing—windows, stoves, furniture
smashed, flooring gone and ceilings torn down. I saw a lot of new hats and clothing
on the Indians when they came out of my store. They shot some of our cattle along
the road to camp. I do not read, but I recognise the accounts now shown to me of
goods that were in the store. I now fyle the original invoices from Winnipeg of
goods sent to me in fall and summer before Rebellion, (Exhibit “A”) and were all in
my store on 14th April, except such as were sold. My books were lost. I
find these invoices afterwards. 1 had them in a tin box. The goods from
W. Macdonald were bought here, and I paid, as shown on these invoices.
I paid $150.00 freight on these goods to the Canadian Pacific Railway
to Swift Current, and $400 land freight to Bresaylor. Almost one-half of
this stock remained unsold in my store on 14th April. The furs were at my place
in the carts, and went with us to the Indian camp, but the Indians did not take
possession of them. Middleton gave orders to put the furs in a safe place. I have
notseen it since. I enquired for it, but have not recovered it. The lixt now read
over to me is a correct list of my furs as list Exhibit “B.” The list now read to me
is a true and correct statement of my losses in house and on farm separate from the
store (Exhibit “C.”) And Exhibit “D” is the general statement of my claim as at
Chairman. PTESENT put before the Commissior.. My residence is about 22 or 25 miles

" trom town. [ have a farm, and had astore and house there; had been there
four years last July. Was there at outbreak of Rebellion. There are in that settle-
ment about twenty or thirty families altogether. Inever heard word of the Rebel-
lion until shortly or about the beginning of 1st April, 1885. When I heard of the
Rebellion the settlers there in the Bresaylor were all on their furms; some of them
came to barracks here, ubout ten or twelve families, for protection at once. T did not
come here to barracks but remained on my farm with about ten or twelve families—
John Wells, Andrew Pozer, Alexander Pozer, Cornelius Pruden, one Breland (name
illegible), David Poitras, = Narcisse Ducharme, Andre Ducharme, Louis
Caplette, Lusette Genoux, and my own family, and James Bremner and their
families, who remained in camp with me, and went to the Indian camp on
Poundmaker’s Reservg. We were notified by Edward Payton at midnight that they
were hitching up, and that if we wanted to get away to come then. But my horses
were away eighteen miles, and my own mother, 95 years of age, was with me, so I
asked him to wait until the next night, when I could get my horses in; but he said
he could not wait, thereis quite a stir, and the Indians are coming and will kill us
all. Isent for the horses, but they were lost and could not be found the next
day ; and this is the reason we did not come in with the others; the horses were

36




53 Victoria. Appendix (No: 1.) A. 1890

afterwards found. I packed my furs as I bought them, and they were

His near the store; we did not leave to join Poundmaker for a while after
Om;th this. Almost ten days, at least, had elapsed before I saw the 200

the next day. Indians. We could not come in when the horses were found because of’

Indians. I had no reasons not to come at once, instead of sending the
letter to the fort, Father Cochin, already referred to, advised us to send the letter
by the Brother., We remained there then until the store was pillaged, when we
were forced to go with them. The priest was there, and went with us, and I
remained there until about the time of Poundmaker’s surrender. I wasin my house
on the 14th of April; when the pillage commenced my store was locked. I had no
reason to try and prevent the pillage; the Indians were too wicked; they were all
armed and broke open the store. The furs were there in the carts that day, but I
am positive the Indians left in the morning, and I and all the people there as named
went with them, and they took my goods along. The furs were in my carts, and I
brought them with me along with the Indians. I can’t say what became of the
goods, but my furs were brought in here at the time of Poundmaker’s surrender, and
were delivered to the police here then. It was on the 2nd of May, at Cut Knife
fight that I saw some Half-breeds preparing to fire on the police, and while I was in
the Indiun camp. I and all my party was armed ; we refused several times to give up
arms to the Indians, We had just a little bit of ammunition with us. I hada
breech-loading gun. On my arrival here I was arrested, and sent to Regina, but I
am sure no charge was made against me there. 1 do not remember to have pleaded
guilty to any charge made against me there. No sentence was passed on us there.
We were released on bail on our security of $400. I was brought with the others
before Judge Richardson in the court room; the clerk read nothing to us; I can’t
recollect if the judge read anything to us, but I never pleaded guilty—I am positive
of this.

The furs in Exhibit “B” are the furs I lost. I can’tsay if I had counted them
all; T had counted what was packed. I made out my lists from memory as soon as
released, when 1 went to Winnipeg, and I have not received any of them. Personally
I can’t say who took them. The prices mentioned for my furs are what I paid for
my furs, and the prices mentioned for the goods are prices in Winnipeg and freight
added. T sent my first claim about end of November last. I did not send my
list of cattle at same time as other claim, as I wished to be paid for furs and goods
first. I had hoped to find some horses and cattle after. I have made a statutory
declaration in Winnipeg before James Fisher un November 9, 1885.
Mr. McKa. Iswear that I never took partin the Rebellion in any way never aided or
o V- assisted them in any way while I was with them. Inever took part in any
of their movements, never acted as scout or went away with any party whatever of
Half-breeds or Indians. I was coming (illegible) when La Fontaine, a Police scout,
was captured, and my nephew, Alexis B. Sayers, was with me, and the Half-breeds came
and caught us when we were crossing the Battle River, and we crossed first, Sayers and
I, and galloped off pretty lively when over, and came 7 or 8 miles this side of the river,
and they again.caught us, and we came with them a piece, until we saw the Police scouts
and then went at once straight after the Scouts and I saw Fontaine then ahead.
This party overtook me at the river; I did not know then that they were after the
scouts they had started after the cattle only. When Fontaine went into the woods
it was not me who told him if he came out he would not be hurt. I could have escaped at
any time with the men on horseback, but we could not leave our families. When we sent
our families away at Cut Knife the Indians sent a guard of 50 men after them and a lot of
Indians came and watched us. It was Louis Sayers asked for Henry Sayers’ rifle to

shoot the Police; heis a young man; he was the only one I heard, but if

His he had begun, all would have begun. I know a party of Indians and

?nka Half-breeds, 50 I heard, came down here. Otter arrived when Rouleau’s

the day before. house was burnt, butI can’t say who they were. I donotknow any-

thing about the raid on the teamsters. 1 do not know if any of our

party had any Government or private property; I had traded my fur from all around,
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some from Turtle Lake, Cold Lakes, other side of Frog Lake, from Chippenzo
Indians, from the Big Mountains south of Fort Pitt. I had three men and myself
) trapping. I had six carts and two waggons when I went to the Indian
Cf_IiSB camp and the same number when I came in here and was_arrested.
mark of furs. 1 can’t say how many bales I had; I can’t at all remember. I had over
ten packs—pretty near twenty packs, I suppose. 1had been with the
Mr. Muma.  Indians seven or eight days before Cut Knife fight. There were about
twenty men of Half-breeds, and between 200 and 300 Indians in camp

when it was fought.

In re JAMES BREMNER., .
I know the claimant., I know he has a ¢laim. And I know he had and lost the

His articles mentioned in his claim as read to me. I saw the wages paid
C+B to the men. I paid him out of my store for (illegible); he was one of
mark, the settlers at the Bresaylor, but was away from home.

And furtber deponent sayeth not,

The present deposition having been read to the witness, he declares it contains
the truth, nothing but the truth, persists therein, and has declared he cannot
sign. .

o Taken, sworn and acknowledged before us, Commissioners duly appointed by
Royal Commission as aforesaid at Battleford, District of Saskatchewan, North-West
Territories, on the seventh day of June, in the year of Our Lord one thousand eight
hundred and eighty-six.

His
(Signed) ~ CHARLES -+ BREMNER.

. mark.
(Signed) J. ALPHONSE OUIMET,
¢« THOS. McKAY,
u H. MUMA,
Commissioners.

B.

Craim of Charles Bremner—Schedule of losses of property stolen and destroyed
during the Rebellion of 1885.

Muskrats, 1,836, at $1.00 per doz....ccoevnviiiiiiiinienns $ 156 00
10 Fishers, at $10.00 each.......cocoooviiiiiiinn, 100 00
377 Liynx, at $3.00 each.......ccooiiiiviiniinnn i, 1,131 00
20 Wolf skins, at $1.25 each.....c..oviiiiiiiiiins i, 25 00
54 Bear, at $10.00 each.......coooviiiiiiin i 540 00
19 Martin, at $2.50 each......ccoeoevviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiin, 7 50
479 Beaver, at $4.00 each..........ocooveviiiiiiiii. 1,916 00
604 Mink, at $1.00 each.......cc.coovvviiiiiiin i, 604 00
239 Skunk, at 75¢. each ..oviviiniiiiiiiiii, 179 25
200 Red fox, at $1.25 each....ccciveiiiiiiiiniinininnnnn, 250 00
3 Silver fox, at $50.00 each.....cc.ovveeiiiiiiiiiiiinn, 150 00
6 Cross fox, at $5.00 each .........oo.ooiiiiinie 30 00
8 Otter, at 10.00 each .....coocveviiviiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiienn, 80 00
35 Wolverine, at $4.00 ..ccovviviiiiiiiiiiiiininiiinienes 140 00
21 Badger, at 75c. each . .ooeeiiiieiiiiiiiiiiiiiin 15 %75
Total...oviiiiiiiis e 85,364 50

His

(Signed) CHARLES X BREMNER.
mark
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(No. 421.) -
NORTH-WEST REBELLION CLAIMS, 1885.

Before J. AvpHoNsE OvrMET, Esq., of Montreal; He~Nry Muma, Esq., of Drumbo;
Taomas McKay, Esq., of Prince Albert; Commissioners duly appointed and
sitting as a Royal Commission at Battleford, District of Saskatchewan, North-
West Territories, to investigate the said Rebellion Losses.

Personally came and appeared Mr. Charles Bremner of Battleford, merchant
and farmer—Claimant. And the said Rev. Father Louis Cochin, of Poundmaker’s
Reserve, Missionary Priest, on behalf of the said Claimant, being duly sworn, deposes
and says as follows:

At time of outbreak I was at Bresaylor Settlement. T know all the circum-
stances attending the capture of Charles Bremner and party by the Indians; I was
in the camp at Charles Bremner’s place with 10 or 12 Half-breed families, and I say
they were not rebels. They did not come here, because they did not believe that
the Indians would rob or injure them at all, and they had no certain news, they
were separate from the others who came in here, from the English Half-breed settle-
ment near the river. Charles Bremner, I would say, was not a rebel at all. And
those people acted on my advice. I told them that probably the best thing
to do was to remain and work on their farms. A portion of them were willing
to come here and the rest thought it best to remain there. Some of them were very
poor, and had no horses, and while they were discussing what to do the Indians came.
Before this T had written a letter to the Police captain ~igned by C. Bremner and H.
Sayer, asking what we had to do, and we received no reply to this. The Indians
forced us to go along with them. I was kept as a prisoner under guard, but notina
tent, but the camp was all guarded around and we could not escape ; we were not
close prisoners, and our camp was visited frequently to see if we were there, The
Brother sent with the letter was kept at barracks and not allowed to return.
These people have all lost property. James Bremner was the same, and was very
quiet all through the trouble, and was with the party. louis Caplette and the
others, and John Wells, and all the party, lost their animals and property. Chas.
Bremner had a large band of cattle, and lost many, and he had a large quantity of
fine furs, I should say I saw from $2,000 to $3,000 worth. He had about 80 head of
cattle, he had also a good stock of boots in his store, and had merchandise in his
buildings as well. Tt was not a very large store, but can’t say as to the amount,
and I think it was all pillaged, and he has found some animals, but no goods, I think.
Many of the animals I saw killed by the Indians.

I was with Poundmaker during the entire time of the captivity of these people,
and I did not see any disloyal act on his part.

And further deponent sayeth not.

. The present deposition having been read to the witness, he declares it contains
the truth, nothing but the truth, persists therein, and has signed.

Taken, sworn and acknowledged before us, Commissioners duly appointed by
Royal Commission as aforesaid, at Battleford, District of Saskatchewan, North-West
Territories, on the seventh day of June, in the year of Our Lord one thousand eight
hundred and eighty-six.

(Signed) L. COCHIN, O.M.1.
(Signed) J. ALPHONSE OUIMET,
“ Tros. McKay, Commissioners.:
“ H. Muua,

Mr. HeNpERSON, further examined :—

By Mr. Casgrain :
703. Have you any knowledge of the value of those furs as established by your
client~~the value of them ?-~No, 8ir; not the slightest.
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704, Have you any idea of the amount that he has claimed ?—I think he has

claimed too little.
Mr. Caserain—I wanted to find out whether he would accept $3,500.

The Committee then adjourned until Wednesday, 23rd April, 1890.

House or Commons, 23rd April, 1890.

Committee met : MR. McNEILL in the Chair.

Rovanp C. MacponaLDp, recalled and further examined :—

The CHAIRMAN—TYou are already sworn,

By Mr. Kirkpatrick : .

705. Have you any agreement signed by Mr. Bremner about these furs ?—1I have
no agreement with me. .

~ 706. Who has it ?—My soliciter has it.

707. Your solicitor said the other day, when under examination, that he did not.
have the agreement ?—1I had it then.

708. You have since passed it to your solicitor?—Yes. It has no bearing upon
this case whatever.

Mer. KirkpATRICK—Let the Chairman look at it ?—The document was handed.
over to the Chairman.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

709. What proportion of Bremner’s furs do you think were put up on that order
signed by Mr. Reed ?—On the first order?

710. Yes ?—About one-eighth of the whole—I should say about that.

By Mr. Lister:

711. There were two orders >—Yes ; I stated so in my previous evidence.

712. And so far as the written order was concerned, under that order one-eighth of
the furs there at that time were put up ?—VYes.

By Mr. Kirkpatrick :

713. But none had been taken before that ?—I have given my evidence on that
point already ; my memory does not serve me exactly, but it can be easily determined
by referring to the order to Warden. *To the best of my knowledge, it was subse-
quent to that time.

By Mr. Tisdale :

714, 'The “other” person referred to who was to receive some of the furs was
perhaps Col. Otter?—I said it was only hearsay. I was mnot there but I under-
stood someone went to the Quarlermaster’s store and said there was not a sufficient
quantity put up for the General.

By Mr. Weldon (St. John) :

715. 1 understood you to say that when General Middleton came down from
Fort Pitt you saw him in the room where the furs were ?—I did not see him there;
I was only told he was there.

Mgr. A. M. Burcess.—Recalled and further examined : —

By Mr. Girouard :

716. You were asked at the last meeting to produce copies of the evidence
adduced before the Claims Commission by the Claimant Bremner and Caplette ?—.
Yes.

717. Have you those copies with you ?—Yes.

718. Do you produce them P—Yes.

(For this evidence see page 35.)

719. Have you got with you a list of the furs claimed by Bremner before the-
Claims Commission ?—This is a copy of the original list furnished by the Royal
Commission to the Department. (For this list see page 38.)

720. The total amount claimed by Bremner for furs was ?—$5,364.50.
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721. That is the amended claim?—That was the claim submitted to the
Commission when it met at Battleford. |

722. Did you find in your Department another claim by Bremner for furs before
this one ?—Yes.

723. How much does it come to ?—$4,374.66. (For this claim see page 41.)

724. Mr. Bremner, I believe, swore to the value of those furs as mentioned in
Exhibit B and produced by you this morning ?—Yes.

725. Did not his clerk, Caplette, swear to the same effect ?—Not before the
Commission, I think. I think only Rev. Father Cochin and Bremner were examined
before the Commission.

726. Are you in a position to say whether this Schedule A is a correct copy of
‘{)he claim originally submitted to the Commission by Bremner ?—It is vouched for

y me.

Mz. Lister.—I have no turther evidence to offer. We accept the evidence given
before the Royal Commission as evidence given before the Committee.

Messrs. Gormully and Ferguson respectively said they had no more evidence to
submit.

The enquiry was then closed.

(Exhibit filed by Mr. Gormully.)
Crav of Charles Bremner, Trader in Furs, for losses sustained during the late rebel-
lion in the North-West Territories.

The Claimant resided at Bresaylor, near Battleford.

Compensation is asked for furs taken by the Government authorities at Battle-
ford at the time Claimant was arrested on certain charges made against him for com-
plicity in the Rebellion. Claimant was discharged without trial, but has not since
been able, he alleges, to recover his property.

SCHEDULE A.

Amount re-
Statement of Claims. émour&t commended
atmed. 1+, be Paid.
$ cts $ cts
37l beavers, at$4.00...... ... ... eie e 1,484 00
9 wolverines, at 4.00... ........... ..iiiiiiiiiai.a.. e e 36 00
376 lynx, .
1,736 rats,
160 red fox,
494 minks,
5 wolves,
10 fishers,
4 com. fox,
31 bears,
233 skunks,
19 martin,
23 badgers,
8 otters,
3silverfox, atB50.00. ..., ... i e e e e 150 00
60 days’ use of horse by 8cout. . ... ... i 60 00
Value of horse not returned...... ... .. .. ..o ittt 200 00
4,634 66
Schedule B.... . ... e e .. 895 95
Total. ... oo e 5,530 61

Certified to pe a true copy of the original document of record in the Deparment

of the Interior.
April 15th 1890. A.M. BURGESS, D. M, I

1—i
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MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE.

House oF Commons, CommITTEE Roow,
Friday, 14th March, 1890.
The Select Committee appointed to enguire into the statements made in reference
to furs taken from Charles Bremner met.

PrESENT :
Messrs. McNeill, Casgrain,
Tisdale, Holton,
Wood (Westmoreland), Lister, and
Girouard, Kirkpatrick.

Weldon (St. John),

On motion of Mr. Tisdale, Mr. McNeill was chosen Chairman.
Mr. McNeill took the Chair, and the Order of Reference was then read, as
follows :—
Housk oF CoMMoONs,
Monday, 10th March, 1890.

Resolved, That a Select Committee be appointed to enquire into the statements
made in reference to furs taken from Charles Bremner, a Half-breed residing at
Battleford, and that said Committee be composed of Messrs. McNeill, Tisdale, Wood
(Westmoreland), Girouard, Weldon (St. John), Casgrain, Holton, Lister and Kirk-

atrick—the last two mentioned without power of voting ; and that the Committee
Eave power to send for persons and papers, and to employ a short-hand writer to
take down evidence, and that it is desirable that any witness to be examined by the
Committee should be examined on oath.
Attest,
J. G. BOURINOT,
Clerk of the House.

The Committee then discussed the Order of Reference, and it was agreed that
Mr. Lister should prepare a statement of the charges and submit the same to the
Committee at its next meeting, and that a copy of such statement, when prepared,
be communicated to General Middleton gnd to Hayter Reed, o that they may be
in a position to reply to the same either in person or in writing.

The Committee then adjourned until Wednesday next at 11 a.m.

CoMMITTEE Rooy,
Wednesday, 19th March, 1890,
Committee met.
PRESENT:

Mr. McNeil in the Chair. Messrs. Tisdale, Wood (Westmoreland), Girouard,
Weldon (St. John), Casgrain, Holton, Lister, and Kirkpatrick.

General Middleton and Mr. Hayter Reed were in attendance.

Pursuant to the agreement arrived at by the Committee at its last meeting, Mr.
Lister submitted the following statement of the charges made against General
Middleton, which was read. (For this statement, see page 1 of the minutes of evi-
dence).

Ngr. Lister was heard in reference to his statement going beyond the charges
specified in the Order of Reference.

On motion of Mr. Wood (Westmoreland), it was

Ordered, That paragraph 3 and sub-paragraphs a, b, and ¢, of Mr. Lister’s state-
ment, be struck out, as being beyond the Order of Reference, and the. Committee not
being authorized to investigate the same.

Messrs. Payne and Burrows, shorthand reporters, were present, for the purpose
of taking down the evidence given before the Committee, and were sworn to take
down and transcribe faithfully the same.
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Mr. Gormully. counsel- for General Middleton, made the following statement on
behalf of General Middleton. (For this statement, see page 2 of the evidence).

Mr. A. Ferguson, counsel for Mr. Hayter Reed, made the following statement
on behalf of Mr. Reed. (For this statement, see page 3 of the evidence).

Mr. Ronald C. Macdonald, of Battleford, was then called, sworn and examined
by Mr. Lister and others. (For his evidence see Minutes of Evidence).

Ordered, That the witness bring to the nex{ meeting the power of attorney
given to him by Charles Bremner.

Mr. Kirkpatrick referred to part of a letter written by witness to Col. Morris.

Ordered, ’Fhat the said letter be fyled. (For this letter, see page 11 of the evi-
dence.)

Ordered, That the following persons be summoned to appear at Ottawa, and
bring with them all papers in connection with the Charles Bremner fur enquiry :—
Charles Bremner, Louis Caplette, Stephens Warden, Robert Macdonald, Arthur
Dorion, Col. Morris, Major Steele and Pierre Boissonnault.

The Committee then adjourned to the call of the Chair.

ComMITTEE RooM,
Tuesday, 1st April, 1890.
Committee met,
: PrESENT:

Mr. McNeill in the Chair : Messrs. Tisdale, Wood (Westmoteland), Girouard,
‘Weldon (St. John), Casgrain, Holton, Lister and Kirkpatrick.

The shorthand’reporters were in attendance.

General Middleton and Mr. Hayter Reed, and their counsel, Messrs. Gormully
and Ferguson, were in attendance ; as were also Mr. Ronald Macdonald and Mr,
Stuart Henderson, solicitor for Charles Bremuer,

The Chairman laid before the Committee, copies of the telegrams sent to J. M.
Skelton, Battleford, summoning Charles Bremner, Louis Caplette, Stephens Warden
and Robert Macdonald to appear and give evidence, and stated that after consultation
with Mr. Lister and a majority of the members of the Committee he had for the pre-
sent cancelled the order requiring the attendance of these persons, g0 as to save
expenses.

Mr. Henderson was then called, sworn and examined by Mr. Kirkpatrick and
others. (For his evidence, see Minutes of Evidence.)

Ordered, That Mr. Henderson bring with him to the next meeting all papers in
his possession in connection with this enquiry.

General Middleton was then called and sworn, and made the following statement.
(For this statement, see page 13 of the Minutes of Evidence.)

General Middleton was then examined by Mr. Lister and others. (For his evi-
dence, see Minutes of Evidence.)

General Middleton requested to be allowed to make and was permitted to make
a statement with respect to a horse and furs alleged to have been appropriated by
him at Batoche. (For this Statement, see page 19 of the Minutes of Evidence.)

Mr. Hayter Reed was then called and sworn, and made the following statement.
(For this statement, see page 22 of the Minutes of Evidence.)

Mr. Reed was then examined by Mr. Lister and others. (For his evidence, see
Minutes of Evidence.)

Mr. Reed fyled a letter, dated Fort Pitt, 1st July, 1885, (For this letter, see
page 31 of the Minutes of Evidence.)

General Middleton was then further examined. (For his evidence, see Minutes
of Evidence.)

Mr. Hayter Reed was then re-called and further examined. (For his evidence,
see Minutes of Evidence.)

The Committee then sat with closed doors; after which they adjourned to the
call of the Chair.,
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ComMiTTEE Roox.
Friday, 18th April, 1890.

Committee met.
PRESENT :

Mr. McNeill in the Chair—Messrs. Tisdale, Girouard, Casgrain, Holton, Lister,
Kirkpatrick, and Wood (Westmoreland). )

The shorthand writers were in attendance.

Ordered, That Mr. Stuart Henderson, of Ottawa, be summoned to appear forth-
with before the Committee, and to bring with him all papers relating to this enquiry.

Ordered, That Mr. Ronald Macdonald be summoned to appear forthwith before
the Committee.

Ordered, That Mr. A. M. Burgess, Deputy Minister of the Interior, be requested
to appear forthwith before the Committee, and to bring with him all papers relating
to this enquiry fyled with the Rebellion Claims Commission.

At the request of Mr. Casgrain the minutes of the Juast meeting were read.

Mr. Stuart Henderson appeared in obedience to the summons of the Committee,
and was called and further examined by Mr. Kirkpatrick, and fyled a paper signed
by Mr. Macdonald, on behalf of Mr. Bremner, appointing Mr. Henderson to act for
the said Bremner. Also a paper appointing Mr. Macdonald agent for the prosecution
of the claims of the persons whose names are appended thereto, for losses incurred in
the Rebellion of 1885, and agreeing to pay the said Macdonald 5 per cent. of the
amount recovered. (For Mr. Henderson’s evidence, see Minutes of Evidence.)
© Mr, Kirkpatrick asked that all papers relating to this enquiry in the possession
of Mr. Henderson be submitted to the Chairman, to ascertain if they had any bearing
on the question.

The witness objected to produce these papers. Committee deliberated, and
determined that Mr., Henderson be not required to produce these papers, inasmuch
as he declared that he had already produced all papers in his possession bearing upon
the enquiry, except such as referred toasuit by Bremner against General Middleton,

Mr. A. M. Burgess appeared as requested, and was called, sworn and examined
by Mr. Girouard and others, and put in the evidence of, and scheduale of losses of,
Charles Bremner, made before the North-West Rebellion Claims Commission; also
the deposition of Reverend Father Louis Cochin, made before the same Commission.
(For these papers, sec page 35 of Minutes of Evidence.)

On mouvion of Mr, Girouard, it was

Ordered, That the evidence and schedule put in by Mr. Burgess be copied and
incorporated as part of his evidence. (For Mr. Burgess' evidence, see Minutes of
Evidence.)

Mr. Kirkpatrick suggested that counsel for General Middleton and Mr. Reed
now submit further evidence if they so desire.

Mr. Gormully fyled a certified copy of Mr. Bremner’s claim. (For this claim, see
page 41 of the Minutes of Evidence.)

Mr. Henderson was further examined by Mr. Casgrain. (For his evidence, see
Minutes of Evidence.)

Mr. Girouard moved, seconded by Mr. Casgrain —

That inasmuch as the Committee have no evidence of what became of the case
of furs addressed to Colonel Bedson—Colonel Bedson be summoned to appear and
give evidence before this Cuommittee, which was negatived on the foliowing
division :—Yeas, 2; nays, 3.

Ordered, That Mr. Henderson appear at the next meeting.

Ordered, That Mr. Ronald Macdonald (who could not be found this morning),
be summoned to appear at the next meeting of the Committee, and to bring with
him all the papers in his possession, and especially any agreement executed by
Charles Bremner in relation to the matter now before the Committee for enquiry.

The Committee then adjourned until Wednesday at 11 a.m.
44



53 Victoria. Appendix (No. 1.) A. 1890

ComMIiTTEE Room.
Wednesday, 23rd April, 1890.

Committee met.
PRESENT :

Mr. McNeill in the Chair—Messrs. Tisdale, Wood (Westmoreland), Girouard,
Weldon (St. John), Casgrain, Holton, Lister and Kirkpatrick.

The rhorthand writers were in attendance.

Mr. Stewart Henderson and Mr. Ronald Macdonald attended in obedience to the
summons of the Committee.

Mr. Macdonald was called and further examined by Mr. Kirkpatrick and others,
(For his evidence, see Minutes of Hvidence.)

Mr. Macdonald submitted an agreement made by him with Charles Bremner to
the Chairman, who stated that the matter contained therein was irrevelant to the
enquiry. The agreement was then returned to Mr. Macdonald.

Mr, Tisdale moved,

That no more evidence be taken, and that the Committee now proceed to the
consideration of its report.

Mr. Girouard moved in amendment,

That Mr. Burgess be called to give evidence in regard to the schedules put in.

And the question being put on the amendment; it was agreed to on a division.

Mr. Burgess was accordingly called and examined by Mr, Girouard. (For his
evidence, see Minutes of Evidence.)

Mr. Lister made the following statement :—

“T, for Bremner, state to the Committee that Bremner will accept $4,500 in full
of his claim for furs.”

Messrs. Lister, Ferguson and Gormully, each stated in reply to the Committee,
that they had no farther evidence to submit.

On motion of Mr, Girouard, seconded by Mr. Weldon (St. John), it was

Ordered, That the following be adopted as the report of this Committee, and
reported to the House, together with the evidence taken and the proceedings of the
Committee. (For this report see report, prefixed to Minutes of Evidence.)

Attest,
N. ROBIDOUX,

Clerk of Committee.
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APPENDIX No. 2.

ComMiTTEE RooM,
Tuesday, 15th April, 1890.

The Select Committee to whom was referred Bill No. 8 to prohibit the im-
portation and immigration of Foreigners and Aliens under contract or agreement to
perform labor in Canada, beg leave to present the following as their

REPORT :

Your Committee find, on examination, that this Bill is similar in all respects to
a Bill passed by the Congress of the United States in 1885, and amended by that
body in 1886. '

Your Committee have had before them witnesses from different points along
the frontier, and find from their evidence (copy of which is annexed hereto) that the
American Alien Labor Law has been enforced in such a way as to compel many of
our people to relinquish their employment in the United States, or to remove with
their families, and reside there permanently, while citizens of the United States are
permitted to work in Canada every day, and to return to their homes on the
American side of the frontier at night, without interference from the Canadian
authorities.

Your Committee recommend that the attention of the authorities at Washington
be directed to the oppressive application to Canadians of the American Alien
Labor Law, and to allow of such representation being made, and to afford time for
its due consideration, recommend that further consideration of this Bill be post-
poned until next Session ; and if some suitable measure for granting relief to Cana-
dians from the grievance complained of, be not passed in the interval by the
American authorities, then your Committee recommend that a Bill dealing with this
question be introduced next Session, and taken into consideration.

All which is respectfully submitted.

GEO. TAYLOR,
Chairman.

EVIDENCE.

House or CoMMONS,
Friday, 28th March, 1890.

The Select Committee appointed to enquire into, and report upon, Bill No. 8 re
Alien Labor met:

Mr. GEorGE TAYLOR in the chair.

The Chairman asked Mr. R, R. Elliott, Chairman of the Legislative Committee
of the Knights of Labor, to make a statement and to express the view of that body
upon the Bill before the Committee.

Mr. ELLiorT—Mr. Chairman, I am here to say that the Knights of Labor are
very strongly in favor of this Bill, but we do not ask it as retaliation. We do not
ask it as a means of hitting back at the United States simply because the Govern-
ment of that country, in the interpretation of their Act, have seen fit to yield to the
clamor of a certain anti-British element which seems to form a very strong balance
of power in some of the States—in some of the leading cities. We desire no retalia-
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tion, but we ask you to emulate the example which has been set you. We have no
quarrel with the United States. All we ask is simply that the workingmen of this
country may be given that protection which we think is necessary for their well
being. To my mind it is very much to be regretted that a discussion in the House,
the other day, was allowed to drift into the channel which it did, that certainly the
. idea of retaliation, as I said, was very far from our minds in asking that this Bill be
introduced and passed. It is asserted, and I think with absolute truth, that the
United States, in the interpretation of their Act, have acted far more harshly than
was ever intended by thelabor organizations, when they asked that this Bill be passed
which is now upon the Statute book. It was calculated that the Act woulddo away with
the importation of cheap European labor to take the place of the miners, railway
Iaborers, and other laborers, as well as the artizans and operatives of the country
who might, for the time being, have a misunderstanding with their employers.
For we think we will all agree that strikes are the practical result of misunder-
standing either on the one hand or on the other, The practice of going to
the older countries and sometimes to some parts of Canada to engage a large body
of men to take the place of native workers was a very common one, and it is one
which we think resulted very injuriously not only to the strikers but to the country
as a whole, that to our mind the displacing of a large number or any number of
native workingmen who are to the manor born, who understand the peculiar con-
ditions of the country in which they live, who are intelligent men, who are capable
of taking their parts as citizens of the country, to displace them from their means of
obtaining a livelihood and to put in their places the cheap labor, which must some-
times be called the pauper labor of the older countries, cannot fail to result in the
great injury to the people of the United States or Canada as the case may be. It
stands to reason that men who have been brought up in a country, such as the United
States or Canada, whose places are taken by this cheap labor, and who are thrown
upon the cold charity of the world of their country or their town, that the results
cannot but be great misery upon those native workmen, upon their families and as
a practical result demands are made upon charity which otherwise would not be
made, and as poverty increases, thut must naturally be enhanced. It was for this
gurpose and for the protection, as I have said, of the working men of the United

tates, that this Act was passed. We thought we had got a law, it is true, which
would cover our grievances, and having secured the Act there we set to work here to
secure similar legislation. We too have suffered from importation of contract
labor as far back as 1872. I think you will remember when the strike was
in progress in the office of the Toronto Globe when the proprietors of that
paper after refusing to treat with their men, imported an entire force of com-
positors from the Old Country to fill the places of their native employees, among
whom was the present Mayor of Toronto, I think a gentleman whose possession of
brains no one will deny. He and many others suffered great inconvenience in con-
sequence of their being thrown out of employment for several months, and it was a
great injury to their families as well as to the city of Toronto. We have had the
importation of plumbers to the city of Toronto. We have had labor imported in
various other trades, and we frequently see that thousands of dollars of public subsi-
dies given to railroads are paid out to Italian and other foreigners, when there is a
vast amount of idle labor in the cities of these provinces as well as in other places.
I have seen frequently that there was a great deal of idle labor in the towns in which
I was for the time living. That gangs of Italian laborers, men who were imported
because they could be got cheaper, but whose importation, I believe, was no benefit to
the country, were dmployed by the various railway companies while men were going
idle in the adjacent towns. We have, therefore, concluded that the time has come for
the passage of an Act for the prevention of the evils complained of and I take this
opportunity, to express on behalf of the Knights of Labor, my thanks to Mr, Taylor
for his having introduced this Bill into the House and for the persistency he has dis-
played in its advocacy. We seek this measure with a full knowledge and approba-
tion of the American branch of our large organization, and I think it should be fairly
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good proof of the correctness of the statement that it is not in a spirit of retaliation

.we seek it. The Committee of which I have the honor to be Chairman, is appointed
by the head of our organization, the head office of which is situated in Philadelphia
or Pennsylvania, or I should say, rather, the committee is appointed as a branch of
the whole organization as representative of the whole organization, but our instruc-
tions are to seek such legislation as the Canadian members of the organization desire.
We have po intimation or no instructions that we are to seek anything that may
happen to suit the Americans. We are called to follow the instructions of our Cana-
dian organizations. This organization, I should say, is a cosmopolitan one. It extends
through France, Germany, Belgium, England, Ireland, Scotland and Australia, as
well as in the United States and Canada. There is one executive board governing
the whole. To show you that the legislation which we seek is sought with the full
approbation of our brothers on the other side of the line as well as with their know-
ledge, in my last year’sreport, which I presented to the General Assembly, which met
at Atlanta, Georgia, last November, the following paragraph appears:—

“ FOREIGN CONTRACT LABOR.

“The importation of foreign workmen under contract has engaged the atten-
tion of your Committee, and we have urged upon the Government the enactment of
the law similar to the one now in force in the United States. While we are inclined
to the opinion as the result of our interviews that it may be possible, perhaps at
the next session, to obtain the enactment of a law forbidding the importation of for-
eign workmen under contract, yet such a law in Canada would be much less efficient
as a protection to labor than it is in the United States, for the reason that, this
being a portion of the British Empire, the law would not apply to contracts made
in other parts of the Queen’s dominion. Even with this disadvantage your Com-
mittee is of opinion that a Dominion law prohibiting, under a sufficiently severe
penalty, the importation of alien workmen under a contract would be of great
bepefit to Canadian labor. The law of Ontario does not go far enough to be of any
appreciable benefit, inasmuch as it imposes no penalty, but merely makes the carry-
ing out of his contract optional on the part of the imported workmen while making
it binding upon the employer. It is more than doubtful if any such law passed by
one of the provincial legislatures could be anything more than illusory, for, of course,
one province cannot legislate to affect or forbid the making of contracts in another,
and so aliens intending to work in Ontario, for instance, could be brought under
contract to Quebec, or some other province by “ A,” and then a contract could be
made between them and “B” to work in Ontario. All these things being consid-
ered, your Committee is of opinion that only a Dominion Act could afford any real
benefit and we would recommend that our successors be instructed to continue our
work in this direction.”

This recommendation was favorably commented upon by the members of
the general body which was assembled at Atlanta and the report was unanimously
adopted. We believed that it is the policy of the Government of Canada to keep
Canada for the Canadians. And that I think is the motto which many of our
countrymen cherish. For the carrying out of that policy duties are levied upon
numerous products and manufactures, such as will practically prohibit their impor-
tation into this country and enable our manufacturers to give employment to our own
artizans and laborers. But I believe it is an integral part of that policy that protec-
tion should be given to our workingmen. You proteet the manufacturers, you pro-
tect the goods that may be made in this country; we ask you to protect the work-
men that they may make these goods. Thatisthe thing in a nutshell. The desire
of organized labor in Canada is not retaliation, but emulation to a degree. A great
nation has seen fit to enact a protective law such as we are asking, and they are
interpreting it in the manner far exceeding the requests of the labor organizations.
They are in truth protecting their citizens, for we find that before they issue a license
to the officers of their steam vessels they require them to take the oath that they
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are American citizens, I have here a blank form of oath which these officers have
to take, and it reads as follows :—

“Form 2105.
“Qath of Licensed Officers of Steam Vessels.
AL , do solemnly swear that I am a citizen (¥ ............ ceees)

of the United States, and that I will faithfully and honestly, according to my best
will and judgment, and without concealment or reservation, perform all the duties
TeqUIred Of e B ..eovuereiuiiieeiatiiiire i irasiiee e te st e essenasis st as it s beaa e s anes

.................................................................................................................

by laws of the United States.
“Sworn and subscribed before me, ...

...................................................

this day of , 188 7

‘“* Insert ““ native ” or “ naturalized " as the case may be.
“ (Ed. 5-8-'856—10,000).”

I believe that the American authorities are interpreting their laws too harshly,
a great deal too harshly. As I have said before, there never was any intention that
it should be applied in the manner in which it is being applied, but since that, for
political reasons, for the purpose I imagine of gaining political capital, and in that
respect, I believe, one party is just as bad as the other. Of course we do not have
anything of that kind in this country. It does occur to me that if it were possible
to avoid such difficulties and such harshness it would be very desirable. For instance
we take the case of a gentleman named Overell, of the city of Hamilton. He states
his case in a letter which he has recently written thus:—

“ 417 King St., E,
“ Haminron, 21st March, 1890.
“Mr. TavLor, M. P,
“ Ottawa.

“ Dear Sir,—Having noticed your efforts re¢ the Alien Labor Bill, I thought my
experience might be of some interest to you. In the spring of 1889, I was out of
business and looking round for something to do. I had some business with A. C.
MeIntyre of Alexandria Bay and had made arrangements with him to go there and
manage his business, when it became known to the customs authorities at that port,
'They at once informed McIntyre that if I went there, and in his employ, he would
be subject to a tine of $1,000.

‘“This, of course, broke up the engagement and threw me out of employment.

“You will no doubt remember me as an old resident of Brockville, and known
to Messrs. Brown and McKay members for this city. Hoping you will be suceessful
in carrying your Bill through.

“I remain,
“ Yours truly,
“ E. OVERELL.”

Mz. McKay.—He is a thoroughly respectable man.

Mz. ErvLiorr.—As soon as I saw that letter, I spoke to both Mr. McKay and
Mr. Brown, Both gentlemen stated that they knew him and Mr. McKay says he
knows him to be a thoroughly respectable and reliable man,

Mr. BrownN.—1I corroborate that statement, strongly. Mr. Overell is one of the
most respectable mén of my acquaintance in Hamilton, a man of the highest integrity
and a man thoroughly reliable in every particular,

Mr. ErLrorT—Of course these are matters which I think it is well to consider
in relation to this Bill. This seems to be the way they are interpreting the Bill, it
seems, too, that they even include preachers of God’s Holy Word within its scope.
Whether it is advisable as a matter of State expediency that an Act should be passed
quite as strongly as this is not for me to say. That is a matter which I think
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requires the consideration of statesmen and it is out of our element. What we do
ask for, however, is that you will pass a law, a law something similar to that on the
Statuté Books of the United States, and I do not think that common justice or to
use a harsher word, common decency would induce the Canadian Government to
interpret that law in the way it has been interpreted by the United States. What
we ask is not that individuals who come into this country voluntarily may be kept
out. We have no such desire. Neither do we desire that when a man comes in to
this country by himself and desires to live in this country, that he should be kept
out. We have no such desire as that. What we do say is that an Act may be passed
to prevent the wholesale importation of men in a body under contract to take the
place of Canadian people. That I think is the statement of the case of the Knights
of Labor, and I do not think I can say anything more on this subject.

Mg. TAyLor—Does any member of the committee wish to ask Mr. Elliott any
question ?

By Dr, Ferguson (Welland) :

He says he knows the United States people have interpreted the Bill harshly.
Has there been an appeal made to the United States Government by the Knights
of Labor of the United States, not to interpret the law against individuals as has
been done ?

Me. Evviorr—There has not, to my knowledge. I understand, however, that
the Canadian Government made an appeal or some representation.

2. They did from representations I had made to the Government, but I may
just state that I have been informed that at Niagara Falls, men who have been
employed by the Grand Trunk Railway Company for 30 years, living on the
Canadian side and going over to the American side to do their work, have been
notified that they must move to the American side or quit their employment. I am
told it was the Knights of Labor who made the move in that direction,

Mz. Brriort.—The Knights of Labor asked for legislation in the first place but
the Knights of Labor never asked that the Bill should be interpreted in the way that
it is being interpreted. I have talked with gentlemen who appealed to Congress
and who were mainly instrumental in getting the Bill introduced into Congress and
they informed me that they never had any such idea that it was so intended. It
was simply as I have said to prevent the importation of men for the purpose of
taking the places of the other workmen.

3. Do you not think that the organization in the United States which is the same
organization as you have in Canada, one executive for both, Do you not thirk it is
the duty of that organization, of that executive, to appeal to the American Govern-
mgnt not to interpret the law in this way, which it was never intended to interpret
it ?

Mgz. Brniorr.—There is a difficulty there. You see the executive board of the
organization has only certain powers, and while, if they should make such a request
as that, you are probably aware as well as I am, that both political partics, at least
in my opinion, yield to the clamor not of the Labor organizations in this interpre-
tation, but rather to an extreme anti-British element in their country, which is
determined that anything British should be annoyed all that it is possible. That
was apparent during the last presidential election and I think any person who reads
the New York papers very closely cannot fail to come to that same conclusion. We
had an evidence of that in the treatment of the British Minister. I think it issimply
the carrying out of the same policy. To my mind a Bill somewhat similar to the
one before the House should be passed. 1do not see how it can be framed much
differently, although perhaps the legal mind of the House and of this Committee
could perhaps frame a Bill which would meet the case. For my part, I cannot see
how the Bill can be framed much differently from that of the United States, but I
think it might not be interpreted so harshly. I do not think the mere matter of
half a dozen men living on one side of the line and working on the other, is of great
injury to a great nation. I think either nation can stand that.

5
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By Mr. Walsh:
4, You think they ought to reciprocate ?
Mr. Erriort.—I think so.

By Dr. Wilson (Elgin) :

5. I think you stated you did not imagine it would be injurious or for the
Knights of Labor to object to parties coming into Canada by their own individual
will and working here ?

Mr. ErLiorT.—None whatever. We do not want to set up a wall between the
two countries as far as labor is concerned.

6. What means would you adopt in your measure of that description so as to
protect your people here. What would prevent any number of Americans coming in
of their own free will and crossing the borders and going to the individuals and
becoming employed ?

Mr. Erriorr.—Nothing would prevent them. This American law would not
prevent them,

7. The American law would prevent them I think. They would have to remain
here or remain there or they would be subject to the penalty. How are you going
to overcome that ?

r. ELniorT.—That is discussing this harsh interpretation as I have termed it.

8. I want to get at your idea of leniency. How are you going to have leniency
of the law effected ? I do not want a law upon the Statute book merely as a fancy
law, but I want a real something that will accomplish that which we desire. Now
it struck me that your suggestion would be merely as a fancy law.

Mr. Euvviorr.—You are mistaken. I want no such law as that.

9. It would seem to me something of that kind. If you pass the law, then
what have you accomplished ? Ifit is thought advisable to prevent any person
living in this country and residing in the United States, then you must say so. If
you do not say so how are you going to carry it to the extent which the United
States have carried it, and how will you protect your laboring men here ?

Mr. EvvLiorr.—It is not for me to say how a bill will be drafted. I do not pro-
fess anything in that respect. My experience in drafting bills has been very limited.
I will tell you what we desire. Our desire is to protect the Canadian labor from
importations, such as may be brought into the country to take the place of our
workingmen, That is the whole object and our desire with this Bill.

By Dr. Ferguson (Welland) :

10. Are you willing in our legislation that while our men are openly and abso-
lutely excluded from employment in the United States, without becoming citizens
of the United States, that we shall leave our market open to those people to come
over as they please and work in our country; that is the condition of things now?
—We are getting back then to the gquestion of retaliation,

By Dr. Wilson :

11. Put it protection.—Let me state it my way. .

12. We want you to state really if this is to protect the laboring men. We
want to put it in the way it will protect them ?—I say then that in the passage of
laws, in my opinion, there are certain things which even labor organizations should
be willing to yield in. I do not think it is necessary for me to say whether this
country should array itself and go just as far as the United States has gone or not.
I do not believe that the United States are more justified in what they have done.

13. 1s it necessary for the protection of your laboring men that they should not
come over here ?—I do not think so.

14. Tell us why, ?—I have told you as near as I can. I say this, I can see no
harm resulting to the country or nation itself from a few men living on this side of
the line working over there or a few men living over there and working here. The
difficulty we want to obviate is the importation of men to take the place of other
men.
15. If they come across they must take the places of others. How are you to
prevent them coming across if you do not prohibit them ?
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By Mr. McKay :

16. You do not want them brought over in squads to take the places of our

men who are asking for an increase of wages ?—That is the point we are trying to
et at.
. By Dr. Wilson :

17. Where have they been brought over in gangs or squads except during the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway ?—I do not propose to answer any list
of questions such as that. I want to say this, that the committee, or any of us who
know and who have followed the matters which have transpired in this province for
a number of years past, are well aware that men have been brought into the country
to take the places of men on stike. About a year ago there was a strike in Toronto
and plambers were brought from Rochester. When the “Mail” strike was on
printers were brought from Rochester and Buffalo.

18. Suppose your law would be all that the Knights of Labor would desire, these
plumbers might come by themselves to Toronto and get employment. Under the law
as you suggest would you be able to prevent them working ?—No.

19. Then it would not protect that class which you are desirous of protecting?
—It would.

20. How ?—These men would not be so likely to come unless the agent of the
employing party made some arrangement for them to come.

21. That could be easily arranged. An agent would go over to the other side
and let them know there was vacant labor demanding to be performed. These men
would then leave of their own accord ?—They possibly would, but those who are in
the habit of working for others do not generally jump around that way.

22. I have worked all my life for other people.—Perhaps uot in the way the
rest of us have. If a man comes to me and says there is some work—say I am in
Toronto—in London. I ask him for particulars. He tells me there are vacancies
in a certain place. I immediately learn or come to the conclusion that he is repre-
senting in some way certain parties there. I would not go, unless under perha
singular circumstances, until I had some pledge that I would be able to obtain
e}rlnplloyment. If that pledge were given that would bring him immediately within
the law.

By Dr. Ferguson :

23. All a man has to do is to practice a fraud on the United States law and
they cannot touch him. He simply goes over as Dr. Wilson suggests. I think this
law ought to go further than you say, if we are to enact it. Take my own town.
‘We have plenty of Americans working in our railway shops and elsewhere. They
are not molested, but not a solitary individual from our side gets the privileﬁe to go
over and earn a dollar in the United States. That is unfair ?—That is what I say.

24. We want to go a little further, and I think we can hardly escape the word
retaliation in that respect.

Dr. Wirson—My idea is that the laboring men shall be protected in their
honest labor and shall not be competed against by Americans coming over who take
care to protect themselves.

Tae CHAIRMAN—What Mr. Elliott objects to is individual cases like those
referred to in the letter, where the man went over and made an agreement to go
there, yet because he was coming in under conjract he was prohibited.

By Mr. Gillmor :

25. The man who employed him would have had to pay a fine —The man would
not carry out tbe contract.

26. I know in my own county our lumbermen have been in the habit of going
over there and making contracts and taking gangs of men over with them, gangs of
men with horses, to perform certain labor in the State of Maine. This law has been
enforced against them. Now, those who want to employ labor go over there and
take up a temporary residence. Then our men go across and make their contracts
there. The reason for my mentioning and repudiating the word retaliation is this :
In the House the other day that seemed to be the reason for much of the opposition
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against this measure, The discussion, at all events, got into that channel. It is for
you to say whether in view of the state of labor in this country you should go as
far as the American law is being interpreted 7—We want protection.

By Mr. Ferguson :

27. 1 impressed upon Mr. Elliott and want to impress upon you, that I believe
the Knights of Labor as far as they could were the cause of introducing that law
into the United States, and should exercise some influence in its interpretation ?—
I may say that we are trying to do the best we can. It was a power beyond us that
induced the United States Government to do what they have done.

Tae CeAlRMAN—The position is this: It is now on the Statute Book and any
citizen of the United States can put the measure into operation.

Mr.J. T. CAREY was next called.

28. Mr. TavyLor—You were asked to appear before the Committee to make a
statement. You represent what?

Mr. CAREY—I represent the Dominion Trade and Labor Congress, every labor
organization in Canada.

29. Mr. EarLE—ATe you associated with this American Trade Union ?

Myr. CAREY—Yes, sir; T am a member of the Executive Board of one of the
International Districts. The organizations have asked that this law be enacted, as
Brother Elliott has stated here, not as a retaliatory measure, but as a measure of
protection to themselves. We find that in a great many of the walks of life the
working man does not receive that protection he thinks he is entitled to get. In a
great many cases when workingmen and their employers are in trouble as to a raise
of wages or reduction of wages, as soon as the trouble begins the employer sends
away and he brings in men to take the place of the workingmen who were in his
employ. In some cases they pay men more wages for the time being than the men
who have gone on strike, so the consequence is injury to the Canadian workingmen.
To-day T think that the workingmen have to come to the conclusion that if a
measure of this kind was introduced, and put on the Statute book, that it would be
a benefit to them. That is, that it would give them at least a share of the protection
that their employers at the present time get. It is unreasonable to suppose, if the
goods manufactured by cheap labor in Europe is taxed, that the laborer himself
should be permitted to come in under contract to take the place of labor already in
Canada. We think that a measure of this kind should be enacted, so that it would
be beneficial to the working people of this country as a whole.

30. Mr. EarLE—Without danger to the employer ?

Mg. Carey—Without danger to the employer. At least that is what we think.
Another thing the Canadian labor organizations are opposed to is assisted immi-

ration; :
& 31. Mr. McKAYy—That has been stopped.

Mg. Carey—We do not think that it hax. What we object to is assisted immi-
gration in a great many cases. Because that is actually bringing people under con-
tract from some of the older countries to take the place of the workingmen of this
country. Many people have come to this country from other countries and they
take their money with them. Some of the agents certainly have made agreements
with the men when they induced them to come from the other countries to pay
back part of that money and perhaps more than the amount that they have given
them after they have finished with the work,

32. MRr. GiLLMor—In Canada ?

Mg. CaAReY—Yes. I, of course, have not got the data with me, but if the Com-
mittee is o meet again, I will give them the names of men who have that evidence
and no doubt will produce the evidence before the Committee, if they find it neces-
sary. 1 have written nearly every labor organization of the country, that is those
that are affiliated with the Congress, and I think that some members of Parliament
have received letters from them, asking them to support this with other measures
in the interests of the workingmen, now before this Parliament. As far as Cana-
dians being stopped from working on the other side, I &now considerable about
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that, because nearly all our Canadian sailors at the present time are working on the
other side every summer,

I have not known one of them to be stopped yet, because they did not go across
under contract. With Canadian sailors, of course, I am better acquainted than with
any other class, and they can go to Buffalo, Cleveland, Chicago, or Milwaukee and
ship in any vessel there without being interfered with, on condition that they have
not come under contract. I have not known one to be stopped, because they do not
go under contract. If however, a Canadian goes to take charge of an American
vessel, he must be an American citizen or declare his intention of becoming one
before he is allowed to go as an officer of one of those vessels, I may say thata
great many of the steamboats going out of Chicago or Cleveland, in fact nearly every
port of the United States, are manned by Canadians. I am sorry to say that a great
many Canadians have had to take the oath of allegiance to the United States before
getting on those vessels. They get better pay there.

33. If they take the oath of allegiance they cannot be interfered with ?—It is
not necessary to go before the mast. It is to be an officer.

By Mr. Earle :
34. An American cannot take command of a ship here ?—I do not know.
By Mr. Welsh :

35. No, he must be a British subject.—We think, not knowing much how laws
are framed, that a law could be framed that would give to the Canadian working-
man that protection to which he is entitled as against the workingman under
contract.

By Mr. McKay :

36. You do not propose to go any further than to make the law prohibitive as
against men coming over here from the United States under contract?—Not from
the United States alone; we mean from everywhere else, no matter where they
come from under contract.

37. Mr. EARLE—Would not that place employers in the hands of organized labor
associations ? There would be great danger of antagonism between labor and the
employers of labor.

By Dr. Wilson :

38. Are you as a body willing that all artizans, laborers and employees of all
descriptions, shall come into the country and compete with the laboring men, here,
unless it is after entering into a contract on the other side before coming in?—
Anyone who comes to the country of his own free will, we receive him with open
arms. We have no objection, nor do we find any trouble in dealing with the com-
petition or otherwise of workingmen who come of their own free will. The only
trouble we find is in dealing with men who do not come of their own free will. As
a rule they come for less wages than we are looking for, and goodness knows that
the laboring men of Canada are not receiving any more wages than they can live on,
Many are not receiving as much as will enable them to live.

39. Or if men come over here in the morning and return at might, that would
be agreeable and satisfactory to the Knights of Labor ?-—We have no objection.

40. All you desire then, is that this Bill shall act only as a prevention to parties
going to the other side and entering into a contract there with labor and bringing
t]ll)at labor here as a body or class to work upon some works here ?—That is the
object.

By the Chairman :

41. While you are willing to permit persons to come over from the
United States, you expect we should have the same treatment accorded to our
Canadian workingmen 1f they wish to cross over to the other side and do a day’s
work there ?—Yes.

" Mr. EarLE—We could ask that organization which prompted this legislation to
have it withdrawn,
9
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By Dr. Ferguson :

42, Upon what authority do youn speak for the labor organization? Because I
know the Knights of Labor in my town hold a different view. Have all the lodges
of the different districts been consulted ?—Their representatives were consulted in
congress last September. The representatives of the different organizations—all
affiliated organizations—are notified of the time of meeting and the place where it
is to be held. Any organization wishing to send representatives may send them. A
great many do notsend representatives, but send resolutions they wish to be acted upon.
Of course they are willing to be governed by the laws laid down at that congress. If
there are any laws that they are not satisfied with after the proceedings are printed,then
they object to those laws to the Executive Committee. If there are any objections
made to any of the different laws laid down at the Congress, the Executive Com-
mittee have always made it a point, up to the present time, not to interfere, or ask
for any of these measures that have been objected to. There are certain things the
Executive Committee are told to pick out—certain laws, or certain things, and try to
have the laws amended or other laws enacted. If there are any objections to these
different laws, then the labor organizations, as soon as they are consulted on them,
will make their objections. Up to the present time I have written, I suppose, to
nearly every labor organization in the country from here concerning this Bill by
Mr. Taylor, on the Alien Contract Labor question, and I have not received a single
letter or a single organization objecting to the passage of this Bill. They have all
favored it, and mostof them have written that they have instructed their members
here to support that measure, or measures something of the same sort.

43. Dr. Ferauson (Welland).—What I was at, is this—I think a great many of
the labor organizations demand that protection should be given a little further than
you state, that we shall have in some measure that reciprocity in labor on the two
sides. Have you had that opinion expressed in any way ?

Mg. Carey.—All that 1Phave come in contact with they are satisfied to have
reciprocity, not only in labor but most everything else.

Dr. Ferauson (Welland).—We did not ask you that.

44, MR, TavLorR.—What the Committee wants to know, is this: are the unions
that you represent, willing that labor should come in from the American side and
perform labor here during the day and go back at night and not allow the same thing
to Canadians?

Mg. Carey.—No. I do not think that would be reasonable, but reciprocity in
labor would be more beneficial to the Canadian than to the American. We certainly
could not object to that and do not object to that.

45. Mr. GinyMor—You would get as much labor on the other side as they could
get here?

46, Mr. EarLE—Dr. Wilson stated—Have you any objection to the men coming
for work and going away at night ?

47. Mg. Carey—If they stopped us from going ?

48. MR. EarLE—They do stop you, as a matter of fact.

Mgr. Carey—I am speaking, knowing the sailor better than anyone else.

49. Dr. FERaUsON—You go to Niagara Falls; that it is so as a matter of fact.

50. Mr. TavyrLor—You know as a matter of fact that every Canadian along the
frontier is stopped and prevented from going over there in the morning and returning
here at night.

Mg, Carey—I did not know as a matter of fact. I heard it to-day, I had not
known it.

51. Mr. McDdvcaLL (Pictou)—Are you in favor of permitting American labor
to be employed in Canada while residing in the United States, provided they treat
us in the same way ?

Mr. Carey—Certainly, if they treat us that way.

52. Mr. McDoveaLy (Pictou)—You are opposed to the employment of American
labor in Canada ?

MR. CaREY—Under contract.

10
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53. Mr. McDouveaLL (Pictou)—Notunder contract voluntarily.

Mgz, CAREY—If it is not under contract we do not object to it.

54. Mr. WELsE—I do not know, but this Bill might affect the Maritime Provinces,
seriously. Supposing the mining interest in Nova Scotia, in Pictou and in Nova
Scotia, all through, supposing the miners there combined and struck, what posi-
tion would the mines be in, the mining industry of Nova Scotia. They would not
be allowed to send away and employ other laborers. They would be compelled to
give way to the demands and claims of these miners. I tell you, you had better
think over this matter. It seems to me to be a serious matter. My friend from
Pictou will be able to speak more particularly on that point. I maysay for myself
that I had to send to Eugland a short time ago and employ a groom and a coachman.
I could not get one in the place. If I did so, under this Bill, you would fine me
$1,000 for doing so. Would it not apply to me if I go to England and make a con-
tract for this man to come out and work for me ?

Mr. LeriNne—Certainly.

Dr. WiLsoN (Elgin)—There is a provision there excepting domestics, The
coachman would come in under the term “ servants.”

55. Mg. GrLLMor—I would like to understand what the Knights of Labor really
intend ? We have a large cotton mill in St. Stephens, New Brunswick, and I am
informed, and I believe that out of the 500 operatives there, about 250 of them live
in the State of Maine. They come over every day, across to that cotton mill to work
and they reside in the State of Maine. Would the Knights of Labor have any objec-
tion to that ? Their contract is made, of course, with the owners of the mill. They
live in the State of Maine and come there to perform a day’s labor and return to their
home in the State of Maine.

Mgr. CaArEY—If they came in under contract they would object to it. But if
they came in and made a contract, they would not object to it.

56. Mr. GiLLMmor—The contract is made in Canada. They come across and hire,
That is a case in point. How would the Knights of Labor treat that case ?

Mz. Carey—I do not rightly understand.

Mz. McKay—You asked him if those parties in this mill in St. Stephens, can
live in Maine. They come from Maine into this town or village and engage them-
selves to work in this mill. They are engaged in the mill. They live in Maine and
go to and fro daily.

Mr. CarEY—We would not object to that. I do not know for certain. I know
that sailors go to the other side and they ship, and that is the last there is to it,
until they come home in the fall.

57. Dr. Ferguson (Welland)—Supposing this cotton mill was in the State of
Maine and the operatiyes lived in Canada, and the United States Government refused
to allow the Canadians to work in this mill in the State of Maine. Would you think
it fair that the people from the States should come into Canada under the same con-
ditions and circumstances ?

Mz. CAreY—No.

I would say for Mr. Carey’s information that people who have worked for thirty
years on the Grand Trunk Railway, the terminus being in New York, though they
are paid by British capital, have been forced to sell their little homes and go across
the river and live. They are not allowed to remain here, although in the employ-
ment of the same company, and work in the State of New York ?—That is not in-
tended by the labor organizations.

By Dr. Wilson :

58. The Bill says that to encourage anyone coming in would be a violation of

the law.—Only under contract.
By Mr. Daly :

59. You said you would have no objection to men coming over here and doing
a day’s labor and return at night ?—I know how it is with the residents of St.
Catharines. All our ship-carpenters who used to be there are on the other side
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now. There is not a dozen ship-carpenters on this side now. We had four ship
yards at one time, and there were eight vessels on thé stocks there at one time.
By the Chairman :

60. Where do they reside now ?—In Buffalo or Cleveland. Out of these three
or four dozen ship-carpenters, I have not known one of them to be #topped on going
over there. They came home every Saturday night.

61. They evade the law in this way: they go there and hire for a week’s work
and return home on Saturday night. Then they return and make a fresh contract
for the next week. In the case of the Grand Trunk Railway, however, they do not
pay their men weekly ?—We do not desire it, but so long as it is done on the other
side we want it done on this side.

By Mr. J. A. Ewan :

62. 1 was going to ask you: Do the Knights of Labor object to the law being as
strictly enforced in Canada as it is in the United States? Have they any objection
to the law being as strictly enforced here as there ?—No.

63. That answers Dr. Wilson’s objection. I am a Knight of Labor myself and
know their views on this subject. Although the United States law has been pushed
to an extreme, I have no objection to its being pushed to the same extreme here.
Mr. Eilliott alluded to the word “ retaliatory.” He does not want that word used
perhaps; but we want the law and want the principles. We want this thing
as strictly enforced as do the United States workingmen, who are in sympathy
with us, and are in favor of excluding foreign labor under contract from the United
States. Is that not the idea of the Knights of Labor ?—Yes.

Dr. WiLsoN—We were told at the outset that they did not wa nt the law to be
enforced similarly to the United States.

The CaaiRMAN—No; Mr. Elliott did not want it called a Retaliatory Law.

Dr WiLsoNn .—He went further and said it was not the original intention ot the
Knights of Labor that the law should be so enforced ; but that it was on account of
the strong anti-British sentiment and political agitation that took place there that
carried the law and caused it to be enforced tothe extent to which it is being enforced.

Wirness:—To put Dr. Wilson right, I may state again that we have in the city
of St. Catharines over 100 men, I might say 200 men, who work regularly on the
lakes in the United States. Their families are living in St. Catharines. They go
there in the spring and get their jobs and stay there during the summer. We have
the families ot ship carpenters and bricklayers and masons living in St. Catharines,
and, T am sorry to say, that most of our people have had to go over to the other side
to get work. These men have never been stopped because they do not go there
under contract. If there is a law of this kind being enforced—and I believe that all
good laws should be enforced, and if bad repealed,—we want similar protection on
this side. That is the stand of the labor organization with respect to all laws
existing either here or anywhere else.

64. Mr. DaLy—Yousay you were opposed to assisted immigration passages, are
you opposed to assist men to go up to the North-West as farmers ?

Mr. Carey—Yes; until we give the citizens of the country the first preference.
It it is necessary to people the North-West and assist people in the North-West or
the people of Canada at all, our Canadian citizens should have the first preference.
‘We know of men who have been to the North-West and come back again, we know
that a man can do nothing in the North-West unless he has money enough to make
a beginning. We think, in the first place, that it would be more beneficial to the
people of this country, as a whole, if the people of Canada were allowed the privilege
oftaking up land in the North-West and the Government allowing these people to have
money enough to start up the first year and make a beginning. Our own people
should be first taken care of, then it would be time to take care of our neighbor’s
people. We decidedly object to assisting the outsider before our own people are
assisted. We know in our large cities at the present time there are hundreds of poor
families in want, and a great many of these families if they were settled on this land,
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we are fully satisfied, would make as good farmers as the people brought over to
populate this country.

Mr. TavLor—We are not bringing anybody over.

Mr. Carey—They have brought them over.

65. Mr. DarLy—I am asking if he is opposed to immigration to men who come
over to farm, rather than for skilled mechanics, for instance? That I understand of
the Knights of Labor to assisted passages.

Mr. Carey—It is very hard to decide between a laborer and a mechanic. We
have evidence in our labor centres of mechanics being brought over year after year
under assisted passages. We need not go further than Toronto, Hamilton, St.
Catharines and Kingston and Montreal.

Mr. TavyLor—That is stopped now,

Mr. CarEY—I do not think it is,

My, TavrLor—It is as far as the Government is concerned.

Mr. Carey—It may be, but we doubt it. We find in the Auditor General's
report that some $40 or $50 have been paid out for assisted passages (reads figures).
That is taken from this year’s Auditor General’s report. We were told that assisted
passages were done away with ; but we find that in the Auditor General’s report.

By Mr. Daly :

66. You would be astonished to know that thousands of men have done well
who went there without any capital ?—7Yes,

67. Would not the same rule apply to any country ?—We donot object, as I said
before, if it is found necessary, if our own citizens are taken care of and given a
chance to start. Then we do not object to your giving to outsiders. But we do object,
until our own people are taken care of, to go to outside people.

68. You are against assisting people from other countries ?—You are assisting
them.

By the Chairman :

69. No, we are not. You are aware that there are reduced railway passages
from all parts of Canada to the North West ?—Yes.

70. Is that not an assistance held out ?—That is by the Railway company.

71. But you are against assistance to the Steamship companies ?—Yes.

72. Do you mean to say that your organization would be opposed to our peopling
Manitoba and the North-West, or rather to the Government assisting towards peopling
Manitoba and the North-West in the way of assisted passagesto men who come
out to go upon farms and not interfere with the labor market?—We have never
objected to people being brought to the North-West, but we have objected to people
being brought to centres of population. Those people who have been brought out
have not always settled down in the North West. You can go to Toronto or Hamil-
ton or any other large city and find hundreds of those people who are brought to go
to the North-West. They did not go there. The consequence has been an injury to
the people themselves and an injury to us; because it reduces our wages, and the
man who has to work outside in this country does well if he can average eight
months in the year. Our sailors only work six months in the year.

By Dr. Wilson:

73. Am I to understand that you are willing that the Government should grant
assistance towards bringing farmers to the North West 7—Not until they give our
own people the first preference, if there is any preference in it.

74. Then you are not in favor of aid being granted by the Government to bring
out people from the Old Country ?—No.

75. I think Mr. Taylor said, and also Mr. Daly, that these assisted passages had
been explained away. They must bearin mind that there is still a bonus of $5 per
head for every immigrant brought out by the various steamship companies. Would
your organization be in favor of continuing that?—No; we object. )

76. They object, even though it bas been explained away satisfactorily ?—VYes ;
I have taken from the Auditor General’s report bonuses paid : to some $10, to others
$5, and $2 to others. We object to all this, for we are satisfied from what we know
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of the condition of the country through our different labor organizations that there
are a great many children in the country who are not properly cared for. Until
ottr own children are put in a better condition we do not wish to assist the children
of other people.

By Mr. Daly :

77. You are speaking of the labor market as applied to Ontario and Quebec ?—
We have affiliated organizations in the North-West. We consider those persons
agsisted here as coming under contract.

By the Chairman :

78. That opinion is not well founded because these people donot come out here to
go into anybody’s employment. They go into the employment of anyone from whom
they can get work ?—I may state, that on this question of assisted passages, I am
voicing the opinion of nine out of ten of the men whom I represent—the whole labor
organization of Canada. My instructions were to do the best I could to lay the
matter before the Committee in this way.

By Mr. Gillmor :

79. Have you any sister organization in New Brunswick ?—Yes.

80. In St. John ?—Yes.

81. Anywhere else in New Brunswick ?—I have not the addresses with me
to-day. I can give them to you at the next meeting.

Mg. Carey then read the following letter:—

“Montreal Typographical Union, No. 176.
“ MonTREAL, 20th March, 1890.

“Geo. TayLor, M.P
“Chairman Committee on Alien Labor Bill.

“ DEAR SiR,—At the last monthly meeting of the Montreal Typographical Union,
the Alien Labor Bill, now before Parliament, received the heartly endorsation of
our society. Our local members have promised their support for the measure.

“T have been further ordered to respectfully request that the Committee having
the Bill under consideration report on the same favorably to the House.

“Yours, &ec.,
“C. J. McGUIRE,
“ Cor. and Recording Secretary.
“ Typographical Union.
“Lovuls Z. BouDREAT,
“President,
¢ Montreal Typographical Union.”

The Committee then adjourned to the call of the chair.

House or Comyons, 9th April, 1890.

Committee met: Mr. George Taylor in the chair:

The CrAIRMAN—I have received a number of letters which I shall ask the Clerk
to read, that they may be incorporated in the proceedings. The first has been handed
to me by General Laurie, and reads as follows:—

“Suae HARrBOR, 26th March, 1890.

“Dear GENERAL,—I received your letter yesterday and notice all you say.
Last spring I went over to Boston about the 10th March. Every man was sworn
on the boat, and questioned. If he had any engagement he was sent back. No
doubt but there were a great many false oaths taken, as I do not know of one who
was sent back on that boat and there were lots of men who were under engagement.
This spring we were not sworn, but questioned. I know of one crew that went over
in a sailing vessel (passengers). They told that they were engaged and they were
all sent back. I cannot give you names but I know this to be a fact. A short time
afterwards they went over again and passed off all right. I suppose they were
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better posted next time. Last spring the officer on the boat went through the ship
and told the passengers that they must not tell that they were engaged, if so they
would be sent back.
“Yours truly,
“B. LASKIN.”

The letter which accompanied the one just read, was as follows:
“Orrawa, 2nd April; 1890.

“ Dear Mr. TavLor,—I place at your disposal a letter from Captain Ephraim
Laskin, a solid, reliable man, in reference to the way in which our fll)shermen were
treated when going to the United States last spring.
“ Faithfully,
“J. WIMBURN LAURIE.”

I have also here a resolution passed by the Municipal Council of the town of St.
Stephen, N.B. It reads as follows:

“Town CounciL Roox,
“Sr. SteraEN, N.B., 3rd April, 1890.

“ At a meeting of the Town Council of the town of St. Stephen, held this 3rd
day of April, 1890, the following resolution was passed, inter alia :

“ Whercas, the working of the United States Alien Labor Law bears very heavily
on the town of 8t. Stephen, as well as along the entire border of Canada.

“ And whereas, it is the opinion of this council that some measure of protection
should be afforded to Canadian workingmen in St. Stephen, and to all other working-
men in this country whose homes are near the United States border.

“ And whereas, it has been brought to our attention that a Bill similar to that
in force in the United States respecting alien labor, which in our opinion will confer
the protection desired, is under the consideration of a Committee of the House of
Commons, Ottawa. :

“Therefore, resolved, that we hereby express our entire sympathy with those
whose object is to have the Bill become law in Canada, and request that if at all
practicable the Committee report in favor of the Bill becoming law.

“ And further resolved, that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to our repre-
sentative, Hon. A. H. Gillmor, at Ottawa, to be presonted to the Committee of the
House of Commons aforesaid, while in Session.

“HUGH McKAY,

“ Mayor.
“J. Vroox,
“ Town Clerk.”

Jorn OrMisTon, Collector of Customs at Gananoque, called and examined :

By the Chairman ;

This Bill, entitled: “ An Act to prohibit the importation and migration of
foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in Canada,” was
introduced in the House and referred by the House to this special Committee to take
evidence and make a report as to the working of a similar bill to this which is now
in force in the United States and has been enforced during the last year. Will you

lease make a statement as to what you know in respect to the enforcing of it
in the locality where you reside?—I may state that in the early part of
June of last year there was very intense excitement among the people on
the river front, and ome or two very angry deputations waited upon
me in my official capacity, as collector of Customs, insisting that I should
enforce the Customs law because they were being very roughly treated by
the American authorities and driven home. They said that men who had been em-
ployed for years in the capacity of oarsmen and caretakers of the Islands, had
received notice to return to Canada. Of course, I was aware that the customs laws
should be enforced, but it was a question as to how far I would be justified, and on
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consultation with the member for our county, as to the best course to pursue, we
agreed that the better plan was to visit Ottawa and lay the matter before the Min-
ister of Customs, my official head. Accordingly, 1 went to Ottawa, and there met
the Minister of Customs, the Minister of the Interior, and the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, and the result was that I was asked in my official capacity to visit
the frontier ports of the United States, and ascertain just how far the law was in
force, and to get the views of different sub-collectors. I did so, and made a report
on the 15th of June. I visited Rockport, and interviewed the sub-collector there,
Mr. Dixon, and some of those who had been driven home, and found as stated, that
men who had been employed for years were, without any notice whatever, told that
their services could not be retained any longer. The Alien Labor Law had been
called into operation and the employers had been told that they were liable to a

enalty of $1,000, and they did not wish torun that risk. I proceeded to Ogdens-

urg, and met the collector there Mr. Harrison, und found he was not in sympathy
with the Act. He gave me the particulars of the Bouch case, which was the first
case. When that decision was given from Washington, then the turmoil com-
menced.

83. Tell us the particulars of that case ?—A young man named Bouch, in his
teens, residing back of Prescott, went over to Ogdensburg, and having no luggage
passed on without interruption. He travelled on to Lisbon, and there met with a
farmer with whom he entered into an engagement, After spending a week or so,
it was suggested and mutually agreed to that the young man should return to Can-
ada and bring cver his clothes and serve the farmer for a year. He arrived in
Canada, and spent probably a week bidding his friends good-bye, and returned with
his handbag or satchel, or valise, whatever you may term it. The sub-inspector
from Washington, happened to be there and this young man was taken to the Cus-
toms House and peremptorily told that he must return to Canada. The collector not
being in sympathy with the Act demurred and refused to use his official authority
in sending the young man back. The case was referred to Washington, and if you
want my private opinion I would say that the most ridiculous part of the whole
matter was the opinion given by the Secretary of the Treasury. He argued that
the first visit was a prospective visit and when he came back for his luggage he
returned under contract, and must go back to his own country. The young man
was ordered by the collector of customs, in duty bound, to return to Canada. As1T
said, that case had been published in the newspapers and all along the line employers
of labor were notified that Canadians must either reside in the United States perman-
ently during their engagement or must leave. Of course, the collector told me
there were several cases in which passengers from Prescott had been sent back., I
then visited Alexandria Bay which is opposite Rockport, and ascertained there that
the deputy-collector had somewhat moditied his views and appeared to be more in
sympathy with the head of his Department. The collector in that district was for-
merly a resident of Clayton and he spoke knowingly. He informed the collector at
Alesandria Bay that the enforcement of the Alien Labor Law would cause perhaps
retaliatory measures on the part of Canada, and if that took place that the hotels at
Alexandria Bay and Clayton might as well be closed.

84. That is to retaliate by enforcing the fishery law ?—Yes, with the enforcement
of the fishery laws. I found that the collector even seemed to be in sympathy with
the Canadians if there was any possibility of their being allowed to 1eturn, but still
there were others in Canada who were compelled to leave. From there I preceeded
to Clayton and found no cases there to speak of. The deputy-collector there told me
that some partips had come in and had informed them that certain parties
were there under contract but there was no action taken however. In
the meantime I had stopped at Morristown opposite Brockville. I there found
that the collector had not ordered any Canadians who had been residing there to
leave, but he had refused certain persons. There is one case which strikes me—of
three cheese makers. He said, of course, in refusing to act I render myself liable to
censure from the Department at Washington, but it appeared to be a hardship.
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These three men had been engaged season after season in the manufacture of cheese.
They were expert, and two or three parties had insisted that the sub-collector should
order these men to leave at once, if they were not permanent residents. Hesaid,
will not take any action unless I am compelled by the Department at Wushington.”
I visited Clayton then and that terminated my visit. I might state this much, I
found a feeling of disquiet and unrest existing strongly. The employers of labor I
interviewed said that they were placed in an nwkward fix, They said they were liable
at any moment to have a penalty of $1,000 enforced against them, and rather than
that risk, they had been compelled to discharge very worthy men, men they had
engaged with them for years, men who were sober men. I had a conversation with
the hotel keepers at the Bay and the merchants, and they frankly admitted that
were the Canadian fishery laws enforced and the Americans prevented from coming
into Canadian waters to fish they might as well close up their hotels and their
businesses, because every one who knows anything of the St. Lawrence knows that
the hotels are on the other side of the river but the fishing is in Canadian waters
altogether. I know from my official capacity as collector of Customs that there is
scarcely a day which passes from the 4th July until the first week in September
that there won't be, perhaps, three, four or five steam tugs with as many as eight
skiffs in tow of each.
By Mr. Earle :

85. Fishing ?—Coming in to Canadians waters—yes. I represented to those
people that the enforcement of the Customs law, even compelling those steamers to
pay entrance and clearance fees, would affect them. All we ask now, is a report of
courtesy, and the result is that they pay no fees. Shortly after making my report,
what perhaps aided in bringing about a better state of affairs was the proclamation
issued by the member for South Leeds. I know it had a wonderful effect. It clearly
intimated to the Americans that the enforcement of the Alien Labor Law would
result in the enforcement of the Fishery and Customs Laws, and the result was
that the hotel keepers and merchants realized that they must do something and the
effect was that the Canadians were allowed to return and resume their ordinary

osition.
P 86. They have been doing so since ?—Yes. I may state thisfact that thatfeeling of
disquiet and unrest exists now, and whether a similar proclamation will be necessary
this summer, to keep them in that state of feeling, I do not know. Something, I
think, ought to be done.
By Mr. Taylor:

87. You state that you found that the Customs officers and merchants were not
in sympathy with the Act over on the other side 7—Well, from my conversation with
them, I should judge so.

88. But they assured you they were bound to enforce it ?—Yes, in that Bouch
case, collector Harrison said that he never did any more contemptible thing.

By Dr. Ferguson :

89. In that case they not only enforced the law under contracts made¥in
a foreign country but they enforced it under a contract made in the United
States with an outsider >—The decision of the Solicitor of the Treasury was a most
elaborate document. That solicitor held that a man had gone to Ogdensburg without
making an engagement ; he made an engagement on the otherside and returned with
his clothes, and when he arrived at Ogdensburg he was compelled to leave the
country again.

By Dr. Wilson :

90. Have you any other case than the Bouch case ?7—Oh, there are numerous
cages,

91. Are there any other cases that you know of where they have been refused
the right to remain in the States—of your own personal knowledge? Have you any
other case except the one you mentioned ?—Other persons have been sent back from
Ogdensburg. T understand this from collector Harrison himself.
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92. You have had an admission from another party that he was aware that such
‘was the case, but I mean from your own knowledge. You appear to have been sent
out for the purpose of obtaining the information?—Oh, yes; when I visited
Rockport, an outport of my own port, I received the statement of persons who had
been sent away. I have their statements because their custom was to go over there
in the morning, perform the work required of them and return to their homes in
the evening.

93. Well, I think you said the officials on the other side did not enforce the law,
they did not desire to enforce the law and they did not intend to enforce the law,
unless they were compelled to do so by the American authorities. I think you
conveyed the impression that the American authorities did not request them to
enforce the law. I want to know how it is that the American officials are not
desirous of enforcing the law, if they do not enforce the law unless compelled to do
80, and if the American authorities have not compelled them to do so, how it is so
many are refused permission to work ?—Perhaps you misunderstood me. It is not
the American authorities. Any individuals can, under the Alien Law of the United
States, file a complaint with the collector or deputy collector and he is bound to act.
Now in the case at Alexandria Bay there were scores of men who had been working
there for years who were sent home to Canada. There is not the slightest doubt
about that ?

94. By whom ?—By the Customs authorities.

95. Or the employers, not wishing to re-engage them, lest they might get into
difficulty ?—With the Customs authorities.

96. You now say that the Customs authorities do refuse to allow Canadians to go
over there and work. Am I to understand that they have ordered Canadians back?
—Yes.

97. You know that for a certainty ?—I know that for a certainty, because I
have the admission of the collector himself at Ogdensburg. 4

98. How do you make that agree with the statement that the authorities do not
interfere unless they take the risk ?—That was the case at Morristown, the case of
the three cheese makers.

99. Did the authorities feel disposed to enforce the law as they found it on the
Statute book ? Do the Customs authorities feel disposed to enforce the law or are
_they slack and seem not to wish to enforce it? You have mentioned Morristown where
they do not enforce it. Do you know of any other place ?2—Alexandria Bay, up to the
time I have mentioned, when this proclamation was issued. Persons who had
worked there for years were sent home before that. .

100. Have they enforced the law since this proclamation prohibiting all Ameri-
cans from acting in this manner in the future ? Have they enforced the law since
the proclamation of the member for Leeds 7—You mean Canadian ?

101. No, I mean American. Do they enforce the law still against Canadians ?—
I am inclined to think that since that proclamation the matter has been quiet,

102. What do you mean by quiet —The collector at Alexandria Bay has not
enforced the law rigidly.

103. Since Mr. Taylor’s proclamation there has not been the enforcement of the
law ?—1I cannot give you a positive opinion, but I am rather inclined to think not.

104. Do they enforce it at other points ?—I cannot give you the information.

105. You were authorized by the Department to go along the border and ascer-
tain the facts ?—Yos, along the border. At Ogdensburg they enforce the law.

106. Since the proclamation ?7—The proclamation was subsequent to my visit.

107. You mentioned something about enforcing the Fishery Laws. What are
we to understand as a Committee by the enforcing of the Fishery Laws? What
(I::)urse did you propose to take 7—I had more particular reference to the Customs

aw.

108. But in connection with the fishery laws. I think you mentioned about
fishing smacks coming up and down, and you had given them to understand that
dire consequences would immediately result if the fishery laws were enforced ?—
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There is a clause of the fishery laws which prohibits the fishing by foreign vessels,
the carrying of tackle, &c.

109. Do you allow them to fish and carry tackle contrary to our laws, you, one
of the law officers 7—My position is that of collector of Customs.

110. You say the collector of customs could doso ?—You misunderstood me. I
pointed out to these men that the enforcement of the fishery and customs laws—I had
only reference tothe particular branch I represented—would impose an entrance and
clearance fee on each vessel, fifty cents for entrance and fifty cents for clearance.

111. That has not been exacted ?7—No, every vessel would be obliged to make
an official report and secure a clearance, if she touched at any Canadian island or
the Canadian shore. That hus never been done.

112. What did you mean as a Canadian official, by your reference to the enforce-
ment of the fishery laws ?—I think I said to you that any conversation I had with
the hotel men and merchants, I ascertained that it was the feeling there that the
enforcement of the fishery and customs laws would operate very injuriously against
them.

113. Did you have the authority to enforce those laws?—I have already said
no. I am not a fishery officer, I am collector of customs.

114. Had you authority to eunforce the Customs law ?—As collector, most
assuredly.

115. So you used that to intimidate them, so as to prevent them from carrying
out the American law ?—You put words in my mouth that I do not endorse. 1 dis-
cussed the whole matter with these people. I did not use intimidation; I merely
discussed the matter with them. I wished to ascertain their views and feelings. I
felt that our Canadians were being roughly handled, and I wanted to know how far
this thing was to continue.

116. Admitting that you did not use intimidation, will you tell me why you
referred to the fishery laws if it was not to a certain extent to intimidate ?

The CrarrMaN—That could not change the law on the American Statute Book.

117. In all authority, the member for Leeds issued his proclamation against the
American nation; but what was this used for ? Why did you refer to it, if it was not
to act as a deterrent to keep the Americans from pursuing a certain course ?—I had
no desire to intimidate them.

118. Why did you use it ?—1I have already stated that I interviewed the collectors
and sub-collectors and ascertained that they were largely at the mercy of the citizens,
any one of whom could enforce the law, and I thought it better in that state of affairs
to enquire just how far that feeling existed among the hotel men and merchants. I
had a conversation with them, and that conversation took a variety of directions,
and whether it was really essential in pursuance of my mission to discuss the fishery
and the customs laws, is a matter of my own judgment, but I used no intimidation
or threat. I gave them to understand that this could be put into operation. Now
what I was desirous of was this, to ascertain whether it was a prudent thing that
these things should take place along the border. If it might not involve serious
consequences between the two nations.

Dr. FErgusoNn—I do not desire, as this has been taken down, to let this state-
ment go to the country that this Government authorized the coilector of Customs at
Gananoque or any other place to go there clothed with authority to make certain
intimidations and certain threats. The witness before us went at the request of the
Department to gain information for the use of the Department. He went and got
this information for the use of the Department and transmitted it in the shape of a
report. He was not authorized by this Government to go there to intimidate or to
use any language in the direction of intimidation. He went there to get the exact
condition of things and report it to the Department. Now there is another side to
this question. The witness stated with reference to the American hotel keepers that
we had certain laws in this country which, ifenacted, might be troublesome. The col-
lector might have stated to those across the line “you see we have certain laws which we
might enforce, but we desire to be friendly with the American people. We do not
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enforce these laws simply because we want peace and good will on this border.” There
was an object for using that argument. It was not intimidation. The object was to
point out to the American people that we ought to get good will for good will, and
our good will was being extended from day to day to the American people, and that
the duty of the American people fairly was thatthey should extend good will towards
us. That, I have no doubt, was the object of the collector of Customs in saying that
to the American people and not for the purpose of intimidating 60,000,000 of people.
Why the thing is so absurd.

Wirxess—If my evidence is to be recorded I want it most distinctly stated that
the gentlemen opposite to me there, puts the matter altogether in a different light
from what the real facts of the case would warrant. The statements made to the
Minister of Customs, my superior officer, were mere hearsay statements. My
instructions were simple. 1 was not instructed as to any courseto pursue atall. My
instructions were of the simplest character possible, and these few words conveyed
them. The Honorable Mr. Bowell, the Minister of Customs, said to me—*“Mr. Ormiston,
I wish you would visit the frontier port and ascertain just how the inatter stands.”
These were my instructions pure and simple. With regard to intimidation, I wish
it to be distinctly understood that Dr. Ferguson puts the matter exactly, as to the
discussion of the matter with the hotel keevers and the collectors over there. I
showed them how desirous our Government were of pursuing a friendly course, and
_ illustrated it by saying—nhere are the Customs laws which you know are not enforced.

We do not ask any entries or clearance fees. We extend to your people the utmost
courtesy. My whole object was to ascertain how affairs existed and how far the
Alien Labor Law was in force, and how fur it was injurious to our people. My report
is in the hands of the Department. I received no instructions but what I have stated.
There was no particular course laid down, except the statement *“Mr. Ormiston, you
will visit the frontier ports and just ascertain the real facts of the case, so that we
may have a final report.”

By Mr. Taylor:

119. What are the number of guests during the months of July to the first of
September at the different water places opposite your district on the American side
as near as you can say approximately ?—It would be mere approximation. I have
nothing from which to give accurate figures.

120. What number of people resort there during the summer, including the
Park ?>—It is a mere approximation. I know the hotels are very large. ILcan
hardly give an approximation. I know they go into the hundreds, the smallest of
them. [ know that we have at Island Puark a very large hotel filled. We have a
very large hotel and innumerable cottages in what is known as the camp ground at
Thousand Island Park. We have three hotels: at Fisher’s Landing a very large
hotel, and at Alexandria Bay two monstrous hotels and several smaller houses and
boarding houses.

121. The greater number of those guests come there for the purpose of fishing,
—fishing on the Canada side ?—Yes,

122, Hundreds of small boats can be seen daily about Gananoque, American
boats fishing in our waters 7—The river is dotted with them. I have had five and
six steam yachts in one day call and make a report of courtesy. They had with them
four, eight or ten skiffs, and each skiff would have perhaps two fishermen and an
oarsman.

123. Those parties all reside on the American side, coming over to spend the
day in Canadian waters and returning home in the evening ?—Yes; the fishing is all
done in Canadiap waters,

124. If the fishing in Canadian waters was not permitted, what would be the
effect upon the summer resorts on the American gide and the hotels ?—It would
virtually mean their closing up. They would fail.

125. Dr. WiLsoNn.—I would like to know what this has to do with the Alien
Law. If you will show me what relationship this has to alien labor I might under-
stand it ?
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The CHAIRMAN.—We have here another witness to be called who will show how
our people have been affected. Our people have been in the habit of rowing those
people, and they were driven home and not permitted todo the rowing, although a great
proportion of the rowing was done in Canadian waters, and the figsh all taken out of
Canadian waters. We have on our Statute-book the law that we will not permit any
of those boats to enter into our waters, and if we want to enforce that law the Ameri-
cans will lose. The evidence of this witness will prove that the Americans are
receiving benefits from us and not giving us anything in return by allowing our
people to work there. If Dr. Wilson was willing to aliow them to do that, all right;
I am not.

Mr. WeLon.—Why do you not keep them off? Down our way we have cruisers
and we keep them away. Why do you not do that up here?

RoBERT LAWRENCE, called and examined.

By the Chairman :

126. Where do you reside >—Suspension Bridge, now.

127. What is your occupation ?—I am a clerk in the railway office.

128. You did reside in Canada ?—Yes.

129. And arc a Canadian ?—Yes, but am now residing on the American side.

130. Can you tell us why you changed your residence from Canada to the-
United States ?—It was last September when I returned from my holidays, 1
was given the alternative of giving up my position or moving to the United States.

131. Whose employ were you in ?—In the employ of an association of railroads,
and of course I could not afford to give up my position or board on the American
side and keep a family on this side—that is my mother and sister—so I had to move
over.

132. The association of railroads is what ?—It is called the Central Traffic
Association.

133. They notified you that you had either to quit their employment or move
to the United States ?—I was notified some time before this by the inspector of
revenues from Washington, that T was breaking the law. He notified them all. I
did not say anything. My employer said rather than have any trouble with the
authorities, he would ask me to move, and I had to do so. That was the reason I
went to the other side. I would not consider it a hardship had T been alone, but
having a mother and a sister, and they owning property on the Canadian side, I did
consider it so. I would not have done so only under the circumstances.

134. You are living there now ?—Yes.

135. You were compelled to do so by the enforcement of what is known as the
Alien Labor Law of the United States ?—Yes.

By Dr. Ferguson ( Welland) :

136. What do you mean by others?—I know of 16 or 17 employees of the
Grand Trunk Railway who have moved over, or who are keeping their families on
one side and boarding on the other.

137. How long have scme of these men been employed on the Grand Trunk
Railway ?—Some of them have been employed for 20 years, and many have large
families and some own property. It was a hardship for them.,

By the Chairman :
138. They are now all residing on the American side 7—Yes, all those em-
Ployees of the Grand Trunk Railway who work on that side.
By Dr. Ferguson (Welland) :
- 139. Did they receive notice from the Grand Trunk Railway to move over ?—
es,
140. Or quit the employ of that company ?—I believe that was the alternative.
By the Chairman :

141. Do you knosv of any persons who have quit the employment of the Grand
Trunk Railway rather than comply with this rule >—I believe there are a few. I
know one or two who resigned rather than go to the expense of moving.

142, Can you name any of them ?—David Hestrop, I think he resigned.
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By Mr. Gillmor :

143. I presume that was in consequence of their being so situated that it would

be a greater sacrifice to go over there than to resign their position ?—Yes.
By the Chairman :

144. Of your own knowledge how many have gone over to live there or to
board ?—There are about 16 or 17 families—representing about that—and then
there were a number of inspectors who change alternately from one side to the
other. They were not permitted to go over on the other side but bad to remain on
that side during the interchange of their work.

145, In all, you know of some 16 or 17 families who had to move over ?—Yes,

146. Do you know of the enforcement of the Act of your own knowledge at
any other point of the railway than at Niagara Falls 7—No; I do not know how it
affects them up the river at Buffalo. Of course, it is currently reported that it was
the same there,

By Dr. Wilson :

147. T would like to know whether it was the enforcement of the Act by the
authorities at Washington or the enforcement of the Act by the Railway Company?
—Well, the gentleman who told me, claimed to be from Washington. He said he
was stationed at the bridge; that he was an inspector of the Revenue and it was his
duty to tell me that I was obliged to move over o. quit.

148. Did you move upon his statement, or upon the notification from the
Railway Company ?—I changed by reason of my employer stating that this inspector
had given him to understand that he was liable to a fine of $1,000, and he was not
prepared to pay it.

Wirriam Drxox, called and examined.

By ihe Chairman :

149. You have heard the questions put to Mr. Ormiston and other witnesses.
‘Will you please state what you know in reference to the enforcement of the Alien
Labor Law along the frontier where you reside?—The first intimation 1 had
about it was about the beginning of June. I may say that 1 lived right opposite
Alexandria Bay where this difficulty arose. There are a number of our men on the
Canadian side, who have small holdings and farms, and for the last 20 or 25 years
they have been in the habit of rowing fishermen or tourists at Alexandria Bay. This
year they came back and reported to me that they were sent back ox deprived of
their labor by the enforcement of the American Alien Labor Act. They reported
those facts to me and also made reports that they were violating the Customs law by
coming into tne River St. Lawrence and fishing and asked me to enforce the law,
Under the circumstances—I was a new man then—I went and consulted with my
chief, Mr. Ormiston, at Gananoque, and gave him the information that had been
given to me. The excitement was very high. At that time Mr. Ormiston, I believe,
visited Ottawa; and the rest of his statements I can vouch for. Those that came
under my personal knowledge outside of his visits to the other side, of course, they
were driven back; they were prevented from following their usnal avocations. After
the dates that Mr. Ormiston speaks of they modified it to some certain extent. Some
of the parties were allowed to go back, provided that they would enter into recog-
nizances, that they would remain there during the summer and not return to Canada
at any time. This was what they reported to me. That meant that their employers
would keep them; otherwise they would have to leave. They had been notified by
the Customs authorities at Alexandria Bay tothat effect. I advised some of the parties,
knowing their circumstances; I advised them rather than get into any difficulty to do
it and they did it.

By Mr. Laylor :

150. Do you know of any persons having been sent home or driven back since
the close of the fishing season >—They reported to me that they had been. They
came to us and I think the matter was reported in September. Perhaps it will be
just as well for me to give a little description of the place. There is alarge amount of |
labor going on on the Thousand Islands in the spring of the year, in repairing, paint-
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ing those buildings. When the summer season arrives that is all discontinued until
after the season is over, and in the fall of the year there is a large amount of build-
ing going on, and painting and repairing. After the tourist season some of our men
were working there and they had been in the habit of going there under an arrange-
ment. This year they were only there about a week when they came back and
reported that they had been driven back. That the Customs officer at Alexandria
Bay, Mr. Thompson, had come and notified them that they must leave. They were
notified that complaints were entered against them and they would have to leave,
and they left and have remained at Rockport ever since without getting any further
employment. To my own personal knowledge, there has been no Canadians during
the last fall, after the tourist season was over—there have been no Canadians who
have been working in that section of the country around Rockport, who heve been
in the habit of working there for years, who have got a day’slabor since, only those
who are living on the other side before.

151. On the river opposite Rockport, I presume the same state of affairs exists as
at Gananoque. There are many boats from morning until night carrying American
tourists fishing there in Canadian water, rowed by American oarsmen ?—Oh, yes. I
am of the opinion that there are more even at Rockport than at Gananoque, because
a large number go east. They are seldom going wvest to the fishing ground.

152. You think there are more boats in the vicinity of Rockport than west of
Gananoque >—Well, as Mr. Ormiston has just stated in his evidence, we take simply
a report of courtesy from these fishing yachts. Now after I was summoned to appear
here before this Committee, I had a conversation with a fishery officer, Sydney Pat-
terson, at Rockport. He was born in that locality and has remained there all his
life, and for the last twenty-two or twenty-three years continued to be employed at
rowing tourists. I had a conversation with him as to the number that might come
in during the season and from an actual count from Clayton, which is about eleven
and a half miles or twelve miles west of Gananoque, to Sport Island, about two and
a half miles east of Alexandria Bay, there are twenty-seven yachts in that territory
that are engaged in the summer season in fishing, and they ave in our own waters.
They are there perhaps almost daily. His estimate as far as my own personal know-
ledge 1s concerned, 1 think, would probably be within the mark. There are over
300 small boats in that territory which are daily upon our waters.

153. To your knowledge were there threats made by the Canadians in your
locality who had been driven home, that if they were not permitted to retuin and
perform their usual avocations over there, rowing these people, that they would
take the law in their own hands and drive them from the waters ?—Yes, that threat
was made by several. They declared positively that they would do so. The excite-
ment was great. [ tried to reason the case with them and told them this matter
would be amicably arranged, perhaps it was a misunderstanding and perhaps it would
be better to be quiet and not do any overt act, and it was upon those grounds that I
would go to Gananoque. I interviewed Mr. Ormiston and yourself (the Chairman)
the same day, and I think I made those statements to you.

154. Then matters did quiet down after that uotice was sent to the American
hotel keepers there ?—Yes.

155. And our people were allowed to resume their avocations ?—Yes, after the
first of July, things quieted down. After the first of July, the feeling was quieted
down a little. I had a conversation that evening with the Deputy Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, and he told me that he thought the matter would be quietly toned
down during the winter. On the strength of his statement I informed my friends
who were there that 1 thought some amicable arrangement would be made and that
they might go back. Yet, I was informed by them, that they could not get the
work. The employers wouid not employ them, whereas before they had given them
the preference.

156. Is there a general feeling in your locality, irrespective of politics, that
something should be done, some law passed, to either compel the Americans 1o
remain on their own side and do their fishing there or that our people should par-
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ticipate in the profits of rowing these fishermen in Canadian waters ?—The excite-
ment then was and is now intense, and at the present time there is talk about the
law being enforced again on the other side this spring.

15%. On the American side 7—Yes; but this may only be the gossip of the
country. I have no knowledge of it only from the people of our locality who have
been told this over there ; that they expect this year we will have trouble again ;
and they look to the Government to enact some legislation that wlll protect them in
their legitimate labor in this country. If they are deprived from going there as
usual they want to have something done to prevent the men from foreign countries
coming into our waters while keeping us out of theirs. Irrespective of any political
feeling there—for I know both political parties—and very strong partizans some of
them are—they are a unit on this question.

By Dr. Brien:

158. Do the American fishermen, or those who are desirous of fishing over here,
bring their own men over ?—VYes.

159. And do not employ Canadians ?—No.

160. Did any Canadians move over ?—Yes, two did. They did not move their
families over, but moved under the conditions I spoke of before. After the arrange-
ments were made they came back. You see, it is only a short distance across from
shore to shore. It is but a small distance for oarsmen. They had the habit of going
over Monday morning, and returning to their families at the end of the week.

161. There is no fishing then over on the American side ?—Not of any impor-
tance.

162. How would you account for that ?—They have a more rocky shore and
swift water.

163. On the Canadian side, it seems to be the natural breeding beds of the fish.

By the Chairman :

164, If satisfactory arrangements are not made, would our people who wish to
continue their vocation there be obliged in order to obtain employment to move
over there ?—Yes, either that or get no employment at all. One man, to my own
knowledge, who has been working over there for a number of years on Sport Island,
and has a very easy job, this year hired out to work on this side at $20 a month
rather than be subject to be driven home or be compelled to go to Alexandria Bay
and board there.

By Dr. Wilson ;

165. How many men living on this side are employed on the other side ?—Do
I understand you to mean Canadians who are domiciled over there ?

166. I mean Canadians living on this side who are employed over there ?—At
the time the difficulty arose last June, there were about 30 at Rockport. -

167. Out of the 30 there were two who either had to cease work, or go over
there and iive I—I will iust explain that. Up to the first of July

168. How many were there wao either ceased work or wentto live on the other
side >—They all ceased work at the time.

169. None were employed except these two who went cver to live. They all
had to quit their employment >—These two had to quit when they ==ceived this
notice ; but they went over with the understanding, as I stated before, and got con-
tinuous employment up to the time the arrangements were made—that is on the 1st
of July—and then they came back.

170. What arrangements were made 7—Our inspector had made some arrange-
ment on the other side, by which our people could go back. What arrangements
were made, I am not in the secret to know.

171. Did the American authorities allow our men to go over there and work ?
—Yes; they worked after the 1st of July.

172. Just as they had in previous years 7—They went over, but could not get
the employment—not to continue employment that they got before.

173. Why ?—Some days they would not row at all. Preference was given to
their own oarsmen at Alexandria Bay, and when the time came that they could not
turnish enough oarsmen then they took our men.
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174. Why did they only take our men when they could not get theirs ?—I have
no personal knowledge of that. .

175. How do you know then, that our men would only be occasionally em-
ployed ?—I got it from our men on their return.

176. Then it was only a partial employment that they had after this amicable
arrangement that you refer to with me ?—It was only partial employment at times.

177. Did you then suppose that the arrangement was perfectly agreeable
between the American people and ourselves—did he lead you to believe that it
would be all settled —No. He did not, What he did say was this : He said, I
think the matter will be settled down and your people can go back.

178. You told us, I think, our people went back ?—They went back but they
did not get employment.

179. It was only just that they could not get sufficient hands ?—I want you to
distinctly understand that in this matter I have no personal knowledge. I am
taking it from the statements of and reports of the parties coming back home. They
reported to this effect.

180. You cannot say, as a matter of fact ?—No.

Dr. Ferauson—It is not merely hearsay if an individual tells another what has
actually occurred regarding himself-—that 1s not rumor ?

Wirness—No ; I heard it from the parties themselves.

Mr. WiLsoN—I want to get at the facts.

WirNess—I was not present personally and heard these orders given, but as
an official they came to me and reported these facts, so that 1 would report them
through the department. That is what they came to me for. They came to me
with these facts and said: we-ask you to report these facts to the Government, how
we were used in the matter.

By Mr. McKay :

181. You are satistied that all you have been describing is correct ?-—I am quite
satisfied.

182. The state of affairs which existed there last summer ?—Yes; that is the
- state of affairs which existed there last summer.

By Dr. Wilson :

183. You still think that owing to the enforcement of the Alien Labor Law that
it is unfair that our people, not getting employment there, that the Americans should
get employment here 7—Yes ; I am satisfied of that.

184. You also think that is true: the Minister of Marine may issue a notice or
proclamation, or whatever it may be ; you think that would do good ?—After the
1st of July. There iS not the immense force there previous to that.

185. The people there, however, with whom you came in contact felt determined
that they must either be relieved of the operations of this Alien Law on the part of
the United States or that they desired some retaliatory measure on the part of our
own Government ?—I do not think there is a man there who wishes for any reta-
liatory measure. They do not wish for that. They do not call it retaliation, but
they wanted to be placed in a position in their own country to do the work and
employment that their own country gives them.

185%. They want to be placed in similar positions to what the laborers in the
United States are placed ?—I suppose that is the idea.

186. Do you not know it as a fact ?—They want to be placed in the same
position, I suppose. I believe that is their object.

187. That isall. Tn other words they want us, the Parliament here, to legislate
and put them in the same position as Congress has placed’ the laboring men in the
United States ?—They want that. That is about as I understand it.

Josera CooE, farmer, called and examined.
By Mr. Taylor:
188. You are a farmer, Mr. Cook ?—Yes.
189. Where do you live ?—On the borders of the St. Lawrence near Rociport.
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190. Now will you give us what you know of your own knowledge of the
effect of the operations of the Alien Act in your locality ?—I heard a statement made
here by Mr. Ormiston and another by Mr. Dixon. Of course, I can corroborate these
statements, but there was one little omission that Mr. Dixon did make, and that is
with refercnce to the interpretation placed upon the American Alien Law by Mr.
Thompson, the American Customs officer at Alexandria Bay.

Mr. DixoN—1I had no conversation with Mr. Thompson.

Wirness—I was in company with Mr. Ormiston—I should have said Ormiston—
when he visited Alexandria an at that time. At that time there were two or three
different interpretations put upon the American Alien Act. First was the definition
that was given by the Customs officers on the other side as to apply to the case of
Bouche. Then again, Thompson, as Mr. Ormiston has stated, was personally politically
opposed to the Alien Labor Act, but he has no other alternative only to enforcethe Act.
The matter is out of his reach. It is within the power of any laborer at Alexandria
men Bay to instruct Mr. Thompson to notify Mr. Wilbert Hayden or any other ot these
who have Canadians in their employment that they have such men there and enforce
the Act. It does not matter as to what his feelings are. The instruction of the Act
is of course, that if they come over there they might signify their intention of becom-
ing American citizens, but they have to board in that country. I think that is
the way that Mr. Ormiston put it. They must board in that country. Of course,
they claim that the board of a man in that country is considerable, and
that as they were working there and their money was coming back to Canada, and
they were leaving nothing in the place therefor, their board should be left in that
country. Some of the parties hired their board at Alexandria Bay. I know some
of my neighbors worked there, and they found it pretty expensive to board on that
gide ; but they put up camps on Sport Island and boarded themselves. Parties there
are in a very peculiar position. Probably there is not such a place from one end of
the line to the other situated the same as that. I can give you a description of it,
and you can form your own opinion as to the difficulties our people have to meet.
As a farmer, nothing would be more to my advantage than to see the most friendly
feeling existing at that particular spot, between ourselves and the Americans,
There is a large market established there in the summer season that requires about
all the produce we can raise, and it would be a damage to us as farmers if anything
was done that would create a feeling of revenge on the part of the American people.
We must, however, protect our labor and we are satisfied the best thing you can do
is to pass a similar Act. I can understand something of their position over there.
They say ‘we have not enough of work to employ all our own labor.” They say:
“it is not that we want to injure Canada. We know nothing about Canada,”
Laborers here re-echo the same thing; that this Actis not to injure the American
people, but as a similar Act is in force on the other side, with the prospect of the
International Park that will grow up in time, it would be a serious loss to our people
to be excluded from going over there. There are from 25,000 to 35,000 people come
there every summer and it would not be fair if their people could come over here
while ours have been shut off there. That would be an injustice. Probably many
of you have been at the Thousand Island Park. Take from Clayton, or St. John
Island on the Canadian side and Grindstone Island on the American side, down to
two or three miles below Rockport, and according to the best writers on the other
side, in giving a description of the locality, there are 1,200 islands there. Ihave it
from the best authority that by an actual count there are only seventy-two of those
islands on the American side, so that the others are all in Canadian waters. Ido
not know whether these statements are true or not. They would know in the
Indian Department here. You will see, however, that the volume of water going
down past Well's Island is nearly two miles wide, while the water that passes south
of that is only halfa mile wide, and the islands two miles below are nearly on the
Canadian side. These people have enjoyed undisputed right of these islands—these
25,000 or 30,000 people—because very few Canadians go therc. I have not seen
fifty Canadians fishing in those waters, and I have seen 20,000 Americans. It is not
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an uncommon thing to see fifteen or twenty yachts scattering out and fishing in our
waters. The question is when they wili not allow our people to go over and work
whether our people should not have a similar Act. They want this Act as a protec-
tion. I do not see any necessity for enforcing this Act, because I think the passing
of an Act of this kind will eventually stop the operation of their Act over there. That
is my humble opinion.

191, Does this same feeling exist among the other farmers in your district ?
—1I do not know whether it is going to atfect the farmers to the west; but we look
upon it as a matter of justice. I think there is no laboring man who comes to
understand the working and meaning and principle of the American Alien Labor
Act, but will see it is only a link of their protective system. Tt matters not
what their general law may be, this Act is passed and the laboring men will
assert their rights. I can step out halfa mile from my place and can count a wealth
of over $200,000,000. There are there such men as Pullman, Wilbert, and some
of the biggest business men in the United States, and I think the Vanderbilts.
They come there and reside for two, three or four months in the year. They
know whether it is an injury to this country or not to enforce it on their part.
They see that it looks hard; but the laboring classes made it a part of their platform
at the last Presidential campaign that this Act should apply to Canada. Neither
party wishes to amend it, because it was supported by both political parties. I do
not think we have any right here to suppose that the Act will be amended in the least.
It is a part of the political system of that country. They began with the Chinaman,
and ended up on the Canadians. You have had experience in British Columbia with
the Chinaman, and you will have to end up on the Yankees. Very few came over
from that side to work on this side. A great many farmers would be glad to see
this Act passed here, because in the passing of this Act it is only giving them the
protection here that labor gets there.

192. Mr. Cook, do you know of any parties whowere driven home in your locality
last year ?—I think we counted about 16 or 17 in the locality right there at Rock-
port. There was an entirely new construction placed upon the law on the other side
of the river. Before that it was supposed to be imperative for the Customs officer
when he got notice that he must act as Mr. Thompson told Mr. Ormiston and myself.
He said, of course, I must act, but these area miserable lot of lazy loafers round here
who are jealous of the Canadian boys coming over here. Afterwards a commissioner
came from Washington, and he gave instructions to the Customs officer at Alexandria
Bay that no proceedings would %e taken until each matter was sent to Washington
and investigated there. That removed it out of the hands of the common people and
made the Act more difficult to enforce. In the fall of the year, of course, when the
heavy season on the islands was over—because it takes both sides of the river to
furnish the labor alone for the park in the summer time—there are a great many
houses building. Of course you know that along the shore on the American side
every available spot has a building on it. Then, of course, our islands are lying idle
there, I am not in favor of the view which the Government takes on that question.
I believe it to be best to place these islands on the market, and it will help the farm-
ers along there when these islands are built up.

By Mr. Earle :

193. Have you farmers free trade with the islands there >—No, sir. We have
to pay every cent of duty. We are well watched, because every farmer on the other
side of the river is the best Customs officer you could get.

By Dr. Wilson :

194. You said that the sentiment of the farmers there was adverse to and in
opposition to the course pursued by the Americans, or if they insist upon that law
the farmers there think that there should be similar legislation on this question in
this country ?—Well, of course, I have heard a number of farmers express themselves.
in that way.

195. How many farmers do you suppose express themselves that way? What
means have you of stating the general views of the farmers through that section ?—

27
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I am satisfied if there was a public meeting called in the township of Lansdowne, and
the matter was discussed just as we see it, and the advantages which the Americans
get from this Government, and a vote was taken, there are not 10 men but who would
support the passing of this Liabor Bill.

196. What means have you for arriving at that conclusion ?—It is simply
because we have had privileges there along that river.

197. Never mind that, You are expressing what the farmers would do if they
met together and held a public meeting. I want to know why you are of that
opinion ?—I do not know if they are going to get any labor from the other side of
the water.

198. How do you get your information from these farmers?—1I am speaking as
far as my own feelings in the matter are concerned, as far as I have heard it discussed
among the farmers. 1 do not know as I have heard a farmer yet say that if the
American law is enforced we should not have something similar here.

199. How many farmers do you suppose stated that ?—I do not know. I have
attended agricultural meetings and I am in a position to get the general view of the
farmers in this respect.

By Mr. Taylor :
200. In that way you obtained your opinion ?—Yes.
By Dr. Wilson :

201. You think, then, you have had an extensive opportunity of intermingling
with the farmers and societies there, and in general conversation, and that you state
here before the Committee that you are perfectly satisfied that outside of, perhaps
as you said, ten, there would not be ten farmers who would object to legislation of
that kind ?—I would not put in any particular number, becauseit would be impossi-
ble for me todoso; but I say as far as I have heard it discussed among the farmers,
in the blacksmiths’ shops and cheese meetings and everything else, I do not think I
have heard a man but what says, if they have an Act over there we should have
one of the same kind here.

202. Can you tell me about how many Americans come across to your section
to get employment >—There are very few, because there is no employment there.

203. Can you tell me any who live on the other side who come over to work
for the farmers here on your side ?—I cannot tell you one.

204. Have you noticed any for some length of time who leave the other side to
come over to this side for employment ?—There is nothing to be done.

205. Then it is not doing any injustice to the laboring men on this side on ac-
count of the encouragement to American laborers to come over 2—Undoubtedly.
Supposing that they are painters, masons and carpenters.

206. You told me there are no laborers coming over from the other side ?—I
mean farm laborers,

207. Other laborers—do you know of other laborers ?—Yes.

208. Where do they come to work ? Can you call to mind now any from the
other side—living on the other side, who are working on this side ?—1 think I can
go up to Mr, Taylor’s shop and I can show you his whole establishment. I do not
know a man in South Leeds who would be injured more than Mr, Taylor,

Mr. Tayror.—I started a new industry and have to get skilled labor from the
United States. I have only got four in the whole establishment. They are ex-
perienced mechanics from the United States.

By Dr. Wilson :

209. Do you know of any other place where there is employment of American
laborers ?—I heard some of the laborers complaining last fall when the builders
were in a rush to getstheir work done, that there was a number from Alexandria
Bay and Frenchman’s Island that went over. They had an idle season over there.

210. Can you tell me whether they still continue residing in the States while they
were performing work on this side ?—1I should judge they could not go home at night.

211. Then we could get the benefit of their board? ~One objection raised by Mr.
Dixon was that it was a great wrong if they did not board here ?—Mr, Thompson’s
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opinion on that, I have it from himself, was this: He says ‘“you can go over on
Monday morning. You must make no bargain here before you go. You must go in-
dependently and entirely without contract; but if you can get a man to give you a
job, you can work until Monday night or Saturday night and returnhome. You can
go home, but you must not tell that man you are coming back in the morning to
work for him.”

212. As a matter of fact, the Alien Labor Law of the United States is syste-
matically violated ?—It is like all other laws.

213. There are very few suffering inconveniences from it ?—I am quite satisfied
that the people of Alexandria Bay are thoroughly organized, and they have been
searching up the pedigree of some of our Canadian people to see if they have the
right to go over there—as some of them claim citizenship. Now the Labor Union
claims that if they are exercising citizenship on thisside of the river, that the Alien
Labor Law will apply to them over there.

214. You know that the American labor organization and the Canadian labor
organization are in sympathy with each other. You know that this Act was placed
on the Statute book through the influence of the labor organization of the other
side ?—I have no doubt about it.

215. Then being in sympathy with the organization on this side, they have a
common purpose to serve. You said a little while ago, that on account of the
protection which the American people had adopted for labor, you had no idea they
would relax, and that the only means to make them more lenient would be to place
a similar law on our Statute book ?—I think so.

216. And, then, to answer the purposes we want a similar law to the one on the
other side 7—That is my opinion. If you do not, there will be injustice done to our
laborers all along the line.

217. You think, according to your statement, that some retaliatory measures
should be enacted ?—I would not call it a retaliatory measure. I should call it the
right of a large portion of our citizens., I would call it protection.

218. You think protection is absolutely necessary to make the people of the
United States treat our laborers coming from Canada and going to the United
States in a fair way; it is a sort of coercion ?—I would simply put the two
sides of the river together. They have on the American side what they claim to be
an expenditure of $10,000,000 on that resort. They have probablyin the neighbor-
hood of 1,000 servants who get employment there during the four months of every
year, and the Alien Liabor Act shuts out any of our own people to whom it would be
convenient to go over and work and come back at night. Here we have grand privi-
leges—privileges that they would be proud of—and I believe if something were
done a better feeling would exist between the two countries.

219. Butyou have told me of very little hardship ?—1I could tell you what exists
all along the line. These people have been born on those islands. They are not
farmers. They sometimes go boating and sometimes sailing. They live cheap and
I feel satisfied that in time these islands will be built up.

The Committee then adjourned.

House oF Comyons, 2nd April, 1890.

The Select Committee on Mr. Taylor’s Alien Labor Bill (No. 8) met this morning.

Mr. TayrLor, M.P., in the Chair.
The Chairman explained that since the last meeting of the Committee, several

communications had been received, which the Clerk read as follows :—
“ WINDsoR, 31st March, 1890.

“Mr. TayrLor, M.P.

“ DeAr Sir,—1I see by the Toronto Mail, that you have brought in a Bill, intituled
‘The Alien Labor Bill”  We, in this part of the Province suffer more from the
effects of foreign labor than the residents of any other place in Canada, and we would
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like to see your Bill become law. There are several branches of Detroit manufactories
here, and they bring all their help from Detroit. These employees live in Detroit.
The firm of Walker & Sons, of Walkerville, employs a great number of men, and two-
thirds of them live over in Detroit. Now, Sir, what we complain of is this : The
Americans won't let any of us go over to Detroit to work, unless we move over there.
This winter a boat club bought a boat house over in Detroit, and let the jub toa con-
tractor living in Windsor. The contractor and his men went over there to take his
building down. But the Customs authorities in Detroit would not allow him to do so.
Neither would they allow him to over-see the job if he hired his men in Detroit,
I could mention several more cases of such hardship. I hope these few lines will
assist you in your undertaking. Wishing you all the success possible to carry your
Bill through the House,
“1 am yours truly,
“A. DYNES,
“Secretary, Assembly 7912, K. of L.,
“ Windsor, Box 195.”
(Letter was marked Exhibit ¢ B.”)

“ NoBLE ORDER OF THE KNIGHTS OF LABOR,
“ SANCTUARY OF THE Doxinion L. A, 2436,
“ MONTREAL, 28th March, 1890.

“Mr. TavyLor, M.P,

“ DEAR Sir,—At the regular meeting of our Dominion Assembly, 2436, K, of L.,
the following resolution was put to the House and unanimously endorsed :—

“¢MThat we in session assembled, approve of the Bill now before the House of
Commons, known as the (Mr. Taylor) Alien Labor Bill, and that it is our earnest
wish that said Bill shall get the sanction of your honorable body.’ ” -

“R. KEYS,
“ Secretary, Dominion L.A., 2436, P.O. Box 1785.”

{Assembly’s Seal.)

(Letter marked Exhibit “D.”)

“ OrrFicE OoF THE DisTRicT AssEMBLY No. 1, or KnigHTs oF LABOR,
“ MonTREAL, 29th March, 1890.

“To Mr. Tavror, M.P,,
“ President of the Special Committee named by the House of
. Commons to study the following Bill.

“Sir,—At a meeting of the District Assembly No. 1, the followirg resolution
was carried :—

“ ¢ Resolved that this District Assembly No. 1, approved of Mr. Taylor’s Tmport-
ation of Alien Labor under contract Bill, and pray the special Committee to report
favorably to the passage of the said Bill in the House of Commons.’”

“Hoping that you will give your consideration to this resolution.

“T remain yours, &c.,
« AMEDEE BLONDIN,
“ Recording Secretary, D.A. No. 1, K. of L.
100 Beaudry Street, Montreal.”
(Assembly’s Seal).
(Letter mar}:ed Exhibit ¢ C.”)

“ HaMILToN, Ontario, 31st March, 1890.
“ ALEXANDER McKay, HEsq., M.P.
“8ir,—I received a summons on Saturday to appear before a special com-
mittee on Alien Labor Bill on Wednesday, to which I replied to-day by telegram
30
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stating my inability to attend, owing to business circumstances, and that I did not
kpow much on the subject, but what I would say would be but my opinion, and
further that I would cheerfully write the Committee if necessary. On second
thought, I decided to write you, and you have permission to lay this communication
as evidence or otherwise before the Committee. Most certainly the Parliament
should pass the Alien Labor Aect, if they desire to protect the workingmen of
Canada. The strongest argument from this city, that I can use at present is, in the
event of our Railway By-Law of $2.5,000 being carried on Wednesday, there is
nothing to hinder the company, the heads of which are Americans, importing alien
labor to do the work, thereby giving the money, paid by the citizens to get this road,
to foreigners. You understand if the by-law is carried the large amount of work
that will be done in Hamilton this season, building the tunnel, bridges, blasting
rock, &c. Just think of what a large number of bricklayers and stonemasons, and
the laborers who attend them will work on the tunnel. Our own people most
decidedly and under every circumstance, should receive this work in return for the
right to use our streets and the large bonus they are given. The same remarks will
apply to the other railways that will come to Hamilton in the near future.

“I have heard that there was recently a trade disputein a certain foundry in
Toronto, and rather than submit they imported workmen from the United States.
Surely if the firm was right in the stand they took, it was not necessary to go away
from home to find workingmen this winter. Another fact in my own recollection
was the trouble in the Mail a few years ago. That firm got fourteen printers from
Rochester, but fortunately after working one night they returned home. Instances
of this kind are not fair, and prove that the skilled artizans should be protected.

“I believe 1 speak the sentiments of nearly every Canadian workingman in
Hamilton, when I say they desire an Alien Labor Bill. This is as much as I could
say, if I was before the Committee. 1 live too far away from the border to be con-
versant with the other facts. Hoping for a just Act in this respect,

“ I am yours respectfully,
“ ALD. WM. McANDREW.,

Letter marked Exhibit < A.”
(

Mr. GiLLMOR—Mr. Graham, of St. Stephen, New Brunswick, of the county I
represent, is here. He lives right on the frontier of the State of Maine, and I know
that he is well acquainted with all the facts in relation to this matter. You ordered
him to be sent for, and he is here to be examined.

Mg. W. W. GrarAM, of Milltown, St. Stephen, N.B., was then called.

The Chairman explained the facts relating to the introduction of the Bill and
its being sent to the Committee.

220. What is your occupation >—I am foreman of the lumber concern of F.
Todd & Sons, lumbermen. I represented the town as mayor and as councillor for a
number of years, and I am familiar with all the workings of local matters there.

221. Your residence is convenient to the boundary line ?—Right on the St.
Croix River. The St. Croix River is the boundary line between Maine and New
Brunswick, and the lumber mills are built from each side. There is no approach to
the American mills except from the American side, although some of our mills are
built so far in the stream that they are said to be on the American side. We arenot
allowed to take men from the Canadian side now. We have always manned our
mill from the Canadian side until last summer, when we had difficulty in taking the
men over into these mills to work, owing to the American law. People coming
from the American side to work in the mill have to come on the English side to get
to the mill.

222. What you mean by the English side is the Canadian side ?—Yes. The mill
adjoining our mill is manned by Americans altogether. The man who owns the
mill, the last mill on the American side, brought his crew over and sawed all last
summer, and intends to saw this summer with an American erew on that side of the
river. Until they began to enforce the law, we found no fault until the privilege

31
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was deprived from the Canadians of going to the American mill. Lastsummer they
commenced to enforce thislaw. Our men had mensurveying in Calais. Complaints
were made against them and the firm had to remove them and hire other men in
their places. On the other side the authorities are entirely opposed to the enforce-
ment of this law in Calais, but they are subject to what we call “kickers,” people
who are too lazy to work themselves and do not want other people to work. They
are the ones who are making all the trouble, and they have gone so far this summer
as to boast they will make it hot for the people on the Canadian side. Our lumber
business was the principal business on the river for 1882, when we had a large cotton
mill built there. Last year there was a census taken which resulted in the fact that
more than one-half of the operatives in that mill reside on the American side. They
were working in the cotton mill on the Canadian side.
By Mr. Gillmor :

223. How many men are employed >—The mill employs 700 to 900 men. The
number just now is about 700 men. About 350 men are now employed in Mill-
town that live on the American side.

By Mr. Lister :

224. What is the population of Milltown?—2,000. St. Stephen, the adjoining
town, has 3,000. I may say that I represent both towns, the two lying side by side,
and closely interested in this matter. ,

By the Chairman :

225. Then you say there are 350 operatives in the cotton mills who live on the
other side, who come over and do their day’s work and go back at night ?—Yes. Our
pay-roll is now about $15,000 a month and the money of these 350 is all spent in
Calais. Then there are other factories, The candy factory at present employs about
50 hands and the manager told me that during the summer he would probably have
100. One-third of those employed there are Americans. They live in Calais and
come across the river to work. Notwithstanding all this we never found any fault
until they began to deprive us of a like privilege. It is estimated that 100 from our
side go over there. Many of them are men who have resided in St. Stephen for years
and have accumulated property there, and they have either to give up business and
sell their property and move to Calais or stop working there. One man with his
family moved over to Calais. He said he could not get work anywhere else, so he
went over and rented a house and went to work., I know of one or two men who
went over there this year and rather than lose their job moved over from the Cana-
dian side. We do not want to stop these people from coming on our side, but we do
want a like privilege with them. Being deprived of that we do not see any other
way than to ask for the passage of this Bill.

226. Or some other Bill that will make people reside in Canada if they want to
earn their money here 7—Yes; that is it—reside here if they are going to earn their
money here.

227. You say that at present they do not allow any operatives to go from the
Canadian side and work on the American side and return at night >—No.

228. At the same time in your two towns there are now many who live on the
American side and work on the Canadian side ?—There are about 450 living on the
American side and working on the Canadian side.

29. Returning back every night?—Yes; returning back every night.

By Mr. Gillmor :

230. Will you state the case of David Hawthorn’s lumber operations ?—That is
a case where a man had to leave his business. He went into the State of Maine to
lumber and just go} into operation when he had to leave his business entirely. His
whole crew were left there.

231. And he had to flee to escape the fine ?—Yes.

By the Chairman :

232. He had gone there to commence operations with his men and he and his

whole party were driven home. He having to fly to escape the fine ?—Yes. Our
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lumber operations extend up the St. Croix River and the same thing prevails in
winter. A large portion of the lumber is cut in the winter time and a large number
of the men live on the Canadian side.

By Mr. Lister :

233. Let me understand a little more about these mills. Your mills are on the
Canadian side 7—Yes ; on both sides.

234. There is the St. Croix River dividing the two sides. A portion of your
mill extends from the Canadian side over to the American side ?—Yes. I am in
charge of the mills that are held to be outside of the stream boundary.

235. So far as that mill is concerned you have to hire American workmen ?—
Yes.

236. You are not permitted to take over Canadian workmen to work in that
mill ?—No.

237. But you used to do so ?—Yes; until this season.

238. Then you were permitted to run your season out last year ?—Yes.

239. Who stopped you ?—An American agent who was down there.

240. Was he a federal officer ?—Yes.

241. What was his name ?—LeBrun. He made the trouble last year, but he
has been displaced and there is another man in his place.

242, Has this one taken any steps to stop you ?—No, this yvear we have not
commenced operations yet.

243. You have had no communication with the man, this year ?—We have no
direct communication, except that he has no instructions, except to carry out the
law,

244, Last year the man you spoke of distinctly and positively refused to allow
you to continue longer than that season ?—There was no arrangements except he
had instructions not to enforce the law unless information was laid by a reliable party.

245. Was the information laid ?7—Yes, several.

146. You had to discontinue it?—Yes.

247. The luw was enforced ?—Yes, it was enforced and two of our surveyors
had to remove from the American side.

By Mr. Taylor: *

248. 1 understand that the mill is in the centre of the stream?—Yes, and the
approach is on the Canadian side They have to come over to the Canadian side to
get into the mill.

By Mr. Earle :

249. Were your mill men obliged to stop ?7—Yes; these surveyors that worked
in Calais.

250. And the men ?—They had never been obliged to stop.

By Mr. Lister :

251. The officer told you that the law had to be enforced ?—Yes.

252. While the American Government gave the instructions not to enforce the
law harshly, they gave the officer to understand that if complaints were made by
responsible parties the law must be enforced ?-—Yes.

253. You were given notice you would have to discontinue the employment of
Canadians ?—Yes.

254. You did discontinue them ?—Yes; a few of them last year—two surveyors

255. How is it this year ?—In all probability it will be enforced more rigidly
than last year. )

256. You have not hired your men >—No; we have not hired our men.

257. Do you know of any of these mill owners or any of the manufacturers in
St. Stephens or Calais that have been obliged to discontinue the employment of
Canadians on the opposite side of the river, that have been obliged to discontinue
the employment of Canadians at Calais by the distinet direction of the American
officials ?—Yes.

258, Who ?—The St. Croix and Penobscot Railway had to discontinue 'men a few
days before I left home. 23

23
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259. What is this case ?—A St. Croix and Penobscot section man was informed
by the president of the road that he must board on the American side or he should
not work on the road.

260. That is a few days ago?—Yes. ‘

261. By the president of the road >—Yes. He is now boarding over in Calais,

2614, You say 400 Americans are working in Canadian factories >—Yes, sir.

262. Living in Calais, drawing their money from Canada and spending it in
Calais ?—Yes.

263. How do the population—what is the population of St. Stephens ?—St. Ste-
phens 5,000 and Milltown 2,000, »

264. I suppose you know, as a matter of fact, the desire of the officials is not to
enforce the law harshly ?—No, sir; that is their wish. The citizens of Milltown
themselves and the business men of Calais were entirely opposed to it.

265. But then the agitators insisted on having it enforced ?—Yes.

266. So it must be enforced ?—Yes.

By Mr. Gillmor :

267. 1 would like to ask you—I know the location of Mr. Todd’s mill that you
talked of here, it happens to be beyond the centre of the channel 7—Yes,

268. And therefore it is in the State of Maine 2—Yes.

269. Now, Mr, Eaton’s mill is on the Canadian side ?—Over 100 feet.

270. To the east of the centre of the stream ?—Yes.

271. He brings his men to man that mill from Calais >—One, two only. He
Tuns it night and day.

272. The day or night crew comes from Calais, while in the mill alongside, Mr.
Todd’s mill, they are all Americans ?— Yes,

By Mr. Lister :

273. What you mean is that the two mills are alongside of each other—one is
American and the other is Canadian? The Canadians are not permitted to employ
Canadians while the Americans bring over one of their crews from the other side
and work on the Canadian side ?

e Mr, TAyLor—The man who owns the mill on the American side of the water is
a Canadian; while the fellow who owns the mill on the Canadian side of the water is
an American ?—Yes.

274, What Mr, Graham objects to is that his men can be driven home from the
States, while there is mo redress for the others ?—You are aware, I suppose, it
does not apply to the laboring man. It is the men who employs him. If Mr. Todd
had a few men working in Calais from the Canadian side, twenty-five or thirty men,
and if he felt disposed to discharge one of his men, and got the ill will of him, the
first thing you know there would be an information laid.

By Mr. Lister :

275, Of course, you know that under the American Alien Labor Law there
have been several cases before the courts, and they have not succeeded in getting a
conviction, They can give a man a great deal of trouble, but conviction is next
thing to impossible ?—There is one case pending now in Calais.

By the Chairman :

276. Siill the employer, rather than go to law, will say that he prefers to get

other men ?—It seems to be demoralizing the whole business.
By Mr. Gillmor :

277. Have there been more than two or three sent back ?—Yes; last summer
there were quite a number. 1 only cited one case.

278. Be kind enough to state how they have been treated in St. Stephen, a little
further down than your mill 7—They have been treated in a similar manner, and
there are more cases in St. Stephen than in Milltown. There is a good deal of
lumber shipped from St. Stephen to Calais, and it is necessary for these men to take
their rafts over to Calais, and under this law they cannot take them over with Cana-
dian labor without transferring. Nearly all the shipping is done from Calais, and
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much of the lumber which comes down from the Canadian side is taken over there
on scows, and it is very inconvenient to go half way with one crew, and get another
crew to take it the rest of the way.

279. Have they enforced the law there?—Yes; in many cases. I should say
ten or a dozen cases last year. There has been nothing in Calais or St. Stephen
that I know of this year. Mr. Eaton, who lives in Calais, and has men working on
the American side, told one of his men a few days before I left that he must either
Loard in Calais or he would not take the responsibility of a fine. He is a man who
owns property on our side.

280. How does Murchy get along ?—Last year his surveyors hal to be removed.
This year he says he is going to fight it out.

281. Will you state the feeling in the community on the Canadian side, und the
weneral impression in regard to this matter>—The general impression is, that it is
a very unsatisfactory state of affairs and there must be something done, not only for
the workmen, but for the employers. Mr. Todd and Mr. Eaton, who manufacture
lumber on the Canadian side, are interested.

By the Chairman :

282, Is there any disposition among the employers of labor down there and
citizens generally, as well as the workmen, to take the laws in their own hands if
there is not something done ?—The feeling is sufficient for that, but I think that it
would probably be the last resort. I think the feeling is getting worked up in that
direction, not only with the laboring men but employers as well. It seems to be
the impression there, among those who have given the matter much consideration,
that if'there was a similar law to theirs passed, there would be some compromise
made, so that neither law would ever be enforced.

By Mr. Lister :

283. Your idea of getting an Act passed, similar to the Act of the American
Congress, is that it would bring about a solution of the difficulty ?—Yes; that is my
idea.

284, You think that would be the best way ?—Yes.

285. If our men could go on their side you have no objection to their men
coming over here ?—No; it has always been so. We have had reciprocity in that
respect if not in others.

Mr. MiLLs (Annapolis)—I have also been informed that there are some cases
in Nova Scotia. A number of sailors were thrown back, and not allowed to work
on account of this alien law. If it is necessary to get testimony from Nova
Scotia, I have no doubt but what cases of that kind can be procured, both from the
counties of Yarmouth and Shelburne.

286. Mr. TayLor—You can make a statement that you know of these cases
existing ?

Mr. MmLus (Annapolis)—I am credibly informed that those facts exist.

287. Mr. Wirson (Elgin)—I wish to ascertain if there is an impression among
the people that they would be in favor of a retaliatory measure so as to prevent the
Americans coming here to labor, and if they are willing that the Act should be so
stringent as to retaliate, if we can make any other arrangement ?—I think they
would rather some other arrangement would be made.

WirLiam WaiNnwrigHT, Assistant General Manager of the Grand Trunk Railway

Company, Montreal, was called.

By Mr. Taylor :
288. In connection with this proposed Alien Labor Bill, which itis proposed to

pass in Canada, similar to that passed by the United States the question comes up
as to how it affected the Grand Trunk Railway at Windsor, and at points on the
railvay ?—And at Niagara Falls and Point Edward.
35
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By Mr. Lister :

289. Did the Grand Trunk Railway authorities give instructions to their men
at Point Edward, working at Fort Gratiot, to cross the river and live ?—VYes.

290. Why did they give those instructions ?—Simply because we were advised
by our lawyers that if we retained them in the service, and allowed them to live on
the Canadian side, we would be liable to a heavy penalty.

291. Under the alien law ?—Yes.

By Mr. Taylor :

292. You did issue a notice to your men ?—That they must live on the American

side or leave the service.
By Mr. Lister :

293. Do you know as a fact, Mr. Wainwright, that a good many men did leave
Point Edward ?—I know that some did. I know one particular case at Windsor. I
had to move one of our clerks from there, inorder to give him a living, to Toronto. He
could not make it convenient to live in Detroit with his family. He agreed to move
to Detroit himself and board there, but that was not satisfactory. He had to move
his family and his furniture. He could not do that,'and he had the Chicago and
Grand Trunk Railway service, and we took him back into the old Grand Trunk
Railway service, and placed him at Toronto.

By Dr. Wilson (Elgin) :

294. Have ali your employees quit the service, or gone to the other side of the
line ?—I do not think they have, but it is pretty general. I fancy some of them have
not, but I cannot say that positively.

295. Can you give us any reason why it has not been enforced ?—Well, T know
of no reason. We have given the order. We are acting on the advice of our solici-
tors, and I do not know positively that this is not the case, I only heard so.

By Mr. Lister:

296. You have a right to assume that your men obeyed the orders of the com-

pany ?—Yes ; these were our orders, and we had to take that ground on advice.
By Mr. Mulock :

297. How many men did leave Canada for the United States, in consequence of
that order ?—I cannot tell you off hand, Mr. Mulock, but T can give you the figures.

298. You could not give us an approximate ?—No; that would be of no advan-
tage to you.

299. Is this the same at other points 7—Niagara Falls, Windsor, and Point
Edward,

300. These were the only three points on the border?—Yes, where we have
those men living in Canada doing work on the other side.

i By Mr. Lister : v

301. Can you furnish that information as to the number, to the Committee ?—

I can turnish that to the Committee by letter.
By Mr. Mulock :

302. Do you know how it is with any of the other public works in Canada. Take
the Canadian Pacific Railway for example or any of the manufactories ?—It is the
same, Mr. Mulock. I can tell you with regard to some of the steamship companies,
which in the winter time have the steamers land at Portland, making a transfer to the
Grand Trunk Railway. It has been customary for the Dominion and the Allan Line
to send men from Montreal to work in Portland. This year they had to employ
American labor down there, because they could not send the Canadiane there. The
Canadians were not allowed to go down and do the work. This refers to all that
class of business.

303. The whole carrying trade ?—Yes. Where the men have their residence
or domiciles in Canada and are called upon to do work in the United States.

304, This is in the case of the temporary transfer during the winter season ?—
Yes.

By Mr. Taylor :

305. There is another point. Your conductors and train men on the trains from

Chicago that run into Canada—can Canadian conductors living in Canada run trains
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on the other side 7—They have not interfered with that. They can come back; they
are running as much in Canada as in the United States. That is international
traffic.

Mr. GraraM then continued his evidence as follows :—

The question was asked about the feeling of the community. I think an editorial
in the St. Croix paper—the St. Croix Courier—would give you some information,
and T would like to read it to the Committee, omitting the criticism on Mr. Gillmor.
That editorial will show the feeling. It is as follows :—

“ THE ALIEN LaBor BiLL.—We devote a large amount of space this week to
the debate in Parliament on the Alien Labor Bill, for this is a matter in which the
people of Charlotte are more vitally interested than in any other legislation that
may be proposed this present session. The attitude of the leading members of both
parties appears to be against the Bill, and the reasons they urge may be valid ones
trom their standpoint. But if the matter could be brought as clearly home to them
as it is to the people of this county, if they could be made by experience to under-
stand that the maintainance of the United States law, without a similar law
in Canada, means the loss of thousands of dollars to men doing business on the
borders of Canada, the forced expatriation of many loyal citizens, the withdrawal of
means of support of Canadians to enrich the people of another land ; if they could
be convinced that good and not evil must be the outcome of the Bill, they would
hesitate before refusing to make it law. It is clearly the intention of the people of
the United States to enforce the provisions of their law more rigidly the approach-
ing season than ever before, and, without the off-set that a Canadian Act of the kind
would give, much annoyance, discomfort and loss will be the part of Canadians who
are placed where they can be affected by its unfriendly provisions,

“ While the prospect for the passage of the Bill appears somewhat unfavorable
just at present, the Government cannot be willing to overlook the claims of the bor-
der counties in this matter. Tt is true no member of the Government represents a
border constituency, and they may not realize the importance of the interests
involved. It is their duty, however, to familiarize themselves with the grievance
which exists, and to apply aremedy. The arguments against the Bill, though reason-
able on the face, are largely speculative. It can be safely asserted that, should the
Bill become law it would not affect immigration. In Canada it would be used only
as a weapon of defence at points where the protection of its provisions are required
to prevent financial loss and perhaps ruin. All the talk in the debate concerning
this, then, was based on what might become an evil; the Bill is intended tolessen an
ovil which exists. Could this view, with other strong arguments that might be
advanced, be brought to the attention of Parliament, the opinion at present prevailing
might be changed, and a majority for the Bill secured. 1f a general law covering
the matter is not possible, an Act, with local application, to protect citizens of the
country living on the border might be placed on the Statute-book. This would
satisfy all parties, and would afford the protection desired. We commend the whole
question, from a border standpoint, to the earnest consideration of Parliament
while still in session, and trust that the case may be covered by some legislation
which will abate the existing difficulties.”

By Mr. Gillmor :

306. Mr. Graham has not magnified but has been very moderate in his state-
ments ?—I might say, as I came along at Vanceboro, there was a similar state of
affairs there. 1 was conversing with the foreman of Shaw’s tannery there and
asked him how they gotalong. He said they used Canadian men for what labor they
had on this side; but on the American side many of them had been obliged to move
from Canada over there.

By the Chairman :

307. The same state of affairs exists along the border >—Yes; my attention was

drawn to Eastport where the sardine factories are. I was informed that many of

37



53 Victoria Appendix (No. 2) A. 1890

the operatives live on the island a short way across, and they were having a like
trouble there. What the result is going to be it is hard to tell. We have not com-
menced operations this year in placing our men, but we have been holding back in
hope that some arrangement could be made. My instructions were to employ all the
American men I could get and not be in a hurry to fill up the places with Canadians.
I employ from 50 to 75 men every summer i the mill.

308. Your instructions are on account of this difficulty and fearing that the law
will be enforced, to employ Americans to do your work mn place of Canadians ?—
Yes ; and not to fill the balance of the crew up until we can see what arrangements
are to be made; to get all the Americans we can and then to take chances,

309. So that if the law is going to be enforced it will work very injuriously
against Canadian laboring men ?—No doubt about it.

By Mr. Gillmor.

310. You have no doubt that it will be enforced ?—No doubt. I was conversing
with a man coming up onthe train and he said he was talking with a man named Hill
—an old discharged Custom officer over there—and he boasts that he will make it
hot for the Canadians this summer. This man told me that Hill told him tha' afew
days ago in Calais. Our business men have been trying to make an arrangement
with the business men of Calais to have some compromise made; but up to the
time of my leaving they had failed. 1 think the citizens of Calais are doing their
best. Probably they could do a little more if they were in the same position as we
are, I do notrepresent any society or body of men. [ only represent the towns of
St. Stephen and Milltown.

Epmunp Boug, called and examined.
By the Chairman :

311. What is your occupation ?—Giass blower.

312, Where do you reside >—Montreal.

313. Make your statement to your friend here, and he will interpret it for us.

The Wirness then maie the following statement through Mr, A. J. Jobin,
interpreter :—

Mr. Herdt, manager of the Glass Company at Montreal, went to Paris, and caused
an advertisement to be inserted in the newspaper asking for glass blowers in Canada.
Mr. Herdt was the agent in France of the glass company, and is yet. Reading the
advantages offered, I went to see him, and he made the same statement contained in
the advertisement. In speaking of prices he said they would make from 1,800 to
2,000 chimneys a day. They make, however, but 600 and this caused a large dimin-
ution in the amount of wages, Nothwithstanding the prices offered there, he could
not, when hecame here, make more than $1 per day. They feel that they have been
misled by the agent. It was they, themselves, who voided the contract. That is, the
employers voided it.

314. He was engaged to work in Canada ?—Yes.

By Mr. Lépine:

315. Wus he brought out to replace Canadian workmen ?—They were told not:
that the establishment had been shut down for 5 years. When they arrived here, the
Americans stopped them getting off the train at Bonaventure station. These are
the old blowers that were previously employed there, who stopped them. There
were some fifty or sixty came out from France. As to proceeding against any of
them in court, the answer is that action was taken against some of them, because they
did not fulfil an engagement given by notice on the factory wall.

By the Chairman :

316. His evidence is, that he was one of a party of 50 who was contracted with
in a foreign country, and brought here to displace Canadian labor ?—Yes. I will
translate the contract :
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“Engagement for Mr. Edmond Boué, who is engaged as second blower by the
the Excelsior Company of Montreal, Canada, according to the following clauses and
conditions:

“The Excelsior Company pays his passage from Paris to Montreal. The present
engagement is made for three years, beginning upon the first of September, 1883, and
finishing on the 31st of August, 1886. The work shall be by the piece, and the scale
of prices shall be established on the following basis:—

“ For button blowing an augmentation of the scale of 25 per cent. on the prices
actually paid in France. For lamp glasses the prices shall be three coppers per
dozen for finisher and three for blowers—six coppersin all per dozen. Thereshall be
two shifts of 5 hours per day. Mr. Edmond Boué formally engaged himself not to
affiliate with any union or American or local societies of any nature, and to faith-
fully execute his engagement on the above determined conditions, conformable with
the conditions and usages of the workshop during the entire time of his engagement
without reference to the general rates of salaries in America. In case of voidance of
this contract by the Excelsior Company, the cost of returning Edmond Boué shall
be at the charge of the said Company. The returns should be by the mail boats
leaving Liverpool 16th April. Mr. Boué shall be ready from the 12th, at the disposition
of the Excelsior Company and Mr. Alexander Hunter, No. 4 Lux Street, Paris. Each
worker is entitled to 200 lbs. of baggage to be transported gratuitously, and the
Excelsior Company hereby binds itself to furnish work during the time of the engage-
ment. Dated, Paris, 12th August, 1883.”

. Mr. TavyLor—He was engaged over there under this contract to come out here
to perform labor, and representations were made to him that the factory had been
shut down for five years. When he came here he found a different state of affairs;
when he came here he found it was to displace lubor which had been working for the
last five years.

Mr. JoBin—The witness says this glass blowing factory shuts down during tw
or three months of the year. It was during the period of the closing of the factory
that they imported these men from Paris, so that they would not have to re-employ
the men who had been previously employed. In answer to the question asked by
Mr. Lépine, he says that fifty came here to replace fifty Canadian working men and
they were sorry that they came out. He says he sees that their coming out was
prejudicial to the working men of Caunada.

Tre CrateMaNn—This proves conclusively that this state of affairs has been in
existence, and it becomes a question as to whether it is advisable that this should be
avoided to have home labor displaced in this way.

Mg. McKav—His evidence bears directly on this mode of doing it.

Tae CuarrMaN—That establishes that point fully.

Mr. McKay :

317. Is the witness still working at this “ Excelsior ” factory ?

WirNEss—Yes,

318. Under the terms of this contract 7—Oh no, that has been broken, we are
working under union terms,

TuE CHAIRMAN—The contractors themselves broke the contract and then the men
followed ?—Yes,

By Mr. McKay :

319. Was any attempt made by the Company to enforce it on the men ?—They
are not allowed by the Company to earn more than $6 or $7 a week. They were not
allowed to earn enough to pay their passage home.

TaE CHAIRMAN—AS this contract is somewhat ancient, I would like to ask him
through Mr. Jobin, if he knows of any other batches of men brought out under similar
circumstances ?

Mr. JoBiN—That is all hearsay—he says he does not know.
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By Mr. McKay :

320. Did the Company attempt to enforce this contract when the men quit work
to enforce the terms of that contract? They could not try it or they never did try
it, becausc they would not have been able to earn fifty cents a day.

321. When the men went away from their work, they did not attempt to enforce
it ?—The Company did not attempt to carry out the full terms of the contract.

By Mr. Lépine :

322. How many remain at present in the country of those fifty ?—There are
about thirty-five.

The Chairman :

323. They are not an undesirable class of immigrants, still it proves they were
brought here under contract. They were brought in to displace labor at present
employed.

' By Mr. McKay :

In case they were starting a new glass factory in Canada and they had not
enough hands, would they not have to go into some other country to get their hands?
—We have enough hands in the country to start another factory.

Parrick Josepa JoBiN, called and examined.
By Mr. Taylor:

324. Where do you reside 7—I live in Quebec.

325. What is your occupation ?~—I am a machinist.

326. Will you tell us, Mr. Jobin, what you know about this bill >—I cannot give
any direct evidence upon the working of the Alien Labor Bill, it has never come
into contact with me directly. My wages have never been reduced, nor have I ever
lost labor throngh it, but being connected with the labor organizations of Quebec
for some time, I have had occasion to see in the books of one organization where
the men employed in a Thedford Asbestos mine—they were unable to earn sufficient
to bring them nome. With this state of affairs in existence, Belgium miners were
imported very recently, for work during the present winter. They were imported
under contract to work. This mine is run by the American Asbestos Company. 1
do not know what the terms of the contract were but these men abandoned the work
and came to the city of Quebec. They were arrested and they paraded the streets,
the most miserable spectacle, I assure you. The very policemen were ashamed to
walk along with them,

327. These men were imported under contract from Belgium this winter to
displace other labor ?—I cannot say what the details are.

328. But they displaced the work of these men ?—Yes. The manager of the mine
in a letter to the press stated that labor being scarce and the mines must be worked,
he had for that reason to import these men.

329, As a malfter of fact you know that labor was not scarce ?—As a matter of
fact, the very time he stated in his letter that labor was scarce, the question was
asked in one organization, how many men were idle, and there were fifty-three men
at that time idle in one organization.

330. Do you know anything about any of the laborers of Quebec having been
d.iven home from the United States ?—Yes. Last fall, some twenty axemen of Que-
bec who were going to work in Michigan woods had been sent bick across the lines
into Canada. On another oceasion, it i1s now two years ago, ship earpenters from
Levis were sent home again, It was at a time when there was difficulty in Buffalo
with the ship carpenters, and the Alien Labor Bill was then in existence in the
States. and its provisions were in force, and the penalty was, I believe, inflicted on
some of these American importers of the men from Point Levis.

331. To your knowledge then it was in force as far back as two years ago ?—
Yes, and it has been much more strict during the last winter than previously.
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332. Now so far as you know all the labor organizations of Quebec are in favor
of having a retaliatory bill passed ?—They do not look upon it as retaliatory at all.

333. If they cannot get reciprocity in labor they want legislation that will
compel them to live in Canada if they earn their money here ?—They look upon
that as a protection to themselves. This is held as a continual menace to them by
their employers. If they do not choose to submit to whatever terms the employer
chooses to impose he will import labor from the other side.

334. You do not ask it as a retaliation, but as a protection to the workingmen ?
—Yes.

335. So that the men cannot be brought in under contract; but you have no
objection to men coming here who come voluntarily >—Certainly to come here and
compete fairly and openly there is no objection, nor have I ever heard any in the
labor organizations; but they want to compete on equal terms.

By Mr. McKay :

336. You want the same privileges in the United States that the United States
men have here, and if you cannot get that, you want to place yourself on an equal
footing with them, as far as this Bill is concerned ?—So far as this Bill is concerned
I do not apply it directly to the United States. There are more concerned than
the United States.

By the Chairman :

33%7. You do not ask this Bill as a retaliation at all, but as a protection against
foreign labor coming in under contract ?—Yes.

338. At the same time, if Americans work in this country you want them to
live here ?—Certainly.

339. The same as they do with our people over there ?—Certainly.

M. H. BrennAN, called and examined.
By the Chairman ;

340. Where do you reside ?—Montreal.

341. What is your occupation 7—Foreman of steamship companies.

342. You have heard the discussion so far and you know what our object is
in pursuing this enquiry. Have your interests been atfected by the passage of this
Alien Labor Bill in the United States, so far as it atfects the workingmen of Can-
ada?—TIn reference to that I do not know a great deal.

343. Mr. Wainwright stated something about the steamship companies going
down to Portland and taking gangs from Montreal to do the work there, and that
they had been prevented. Do you know anything about that ?—Yes, I have been
going down there this last eight years until this winter when I stayed at home. We
always used to get passes to go down, but I believe so far this winter they could not
employ them the same as they used to; but they had to go down individually and
be employed there. So far, none of our men had been returned at that point.

344, They evaded the law by going down and hiring there ?—Yes. Our men
in Montreal would ask if they could get a job, and our foreman was unable to say
he could give them one. I did not go for one myself. I thought there might be
some little trouble and stayed at home. I have been going for ten years.

345. Did many stay at home ?—Yes; a good many.

346. This year, not being able to make your agreement as usual, you did not
take any chances 2—No; I secured another job in Montreal.

347. Others, you say, were deterred as you were ?—Yes.

348. Are you a member of any organized labor society ?—Yes.

349. What is it >—Called the River Front Local Assembly 628 Knights of Labor.

350. Is your society anxious to have legislation of the kind proposed here
enacted as retaliatory measure or otherwise?— As far as the United States is
coneerned, at the present moment, if they can evade the law as they have been doing
last winter as far as going down is concerned, I do not see any point where they will
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suffer; but it is the foreign labor of Europe that I would wish to get at. You are
aware that in 1880 there was a little difficulty arose on the docks of Montreal.
During that time the employers would not give what the men asked, so they resorted
to hiring men in our own country and villages, such as Sorel and Berthier; but in &
short time they got tired of that, and imported men from Europe. I believe that
those men got $1 per day while coming across and got their passages paid. These
men got assisted passages and $1 a day while coming across, and this was a good
deal more than our own men were asking. The suffering that our men had to
undergo was terrible. This did not go on for one year, but for three successive
5easons.

351. In conncction with this legislation would you recommend legislation for
settling these disputes. You say that the men asked certain prices, which the
employers would not give and the result was a strike which caused the employers to
look for men at other points while you were idle. Do you recommend legislation
with a view of settling those difficulties?—Yes; by all means—an arbitration
commifttee,

352. Then you recommend legislation to prohibit foreign labor under coniract
and a committee to settle labor disputes by arbitration ?—Yes.

353. You do not ask this Bill then as a retaliatory measure ?—No; merely as
a protection,

354. You heard Mr. Graham’s statement about 350 men working in the cotton
mill ?—Yes.

355. And our people were not allowed to do it on the other side. You would
consider that a case of hardship ?—I would.

356. You are not affected that way in Montreal, you are not close to the line 7—
Yes, that is it.

357. When that state of affairs does exist, you think we ought to take some way
of protecting our own people ?—Yes, 1 think we should.

358. To compel them to live in the country when they want to earn money in
it. That is while they are earning it. But you had no objections to all immigrants
coming in, if they come in on their own account ?—No objections to desirable immi-
grants,

359. If they pay their own way ?—Yes, if they pay their own way. We do not
believe in this contract labor. Some of the companies got the better of us for three
seasons about nine years ago. They brought men out in the spring from the old
country. These men used to leave here every fall and take their earnings with
them, and all the money was sent out of the country, and then in the spring again
they came to Canada.

By Mr. McKay :

360. You want to be protected from this cheap labor of Europe ?—Yes.

361. And their manufacturers too >—Yes, it has driven a lot of our men out of
the country from the time this Bill was passed in the United States. I have known
men go oul of Canada, and sell their little household effects and leave their house
almost barc to get money to go across the lines to get a job on account of this con-
tract labor,

CuaRLEs MarcH, called and examined by Mr. Taylor :—

362. Where do you reside ?~—Toronto.

363. What is your business >~—House painter and decorator.

364. What light can you throw on this vexed question ?—I1 cannot, of course,
give the experience that I heard Mr. Graham give, in reference to the men down in
the part of the country he came from. But as a measure of protection to the work-
ingmen, not retaliation, I am decidedly in favor of that Bill as far as it goes. While
I would like to go a little further, while we have suffered to some extent in Toronto
from this class of labor that this Bill aims to prohibit, still we have suffered very
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largely trom the hordes of immigrants that have been dumped down in this country,
and I'think that the Bill as it now stands might be amended so s to prevent Euro-
pean labor being brought here under contract as well as American labor.

365. Our Bill provides against all foreign labor 2—We do not much care where
they bring labor from under contract. It makes no difference to us as long as the
injury is inflicted upon us, whether it is American, English, Irish, Scotch or any-
thing else,

365%. You would want to make it illegal to bring in labor from any country
under contract ?—Yes, or by holding out various inducements, We had no objec-
tions whatever to immigrants coming to this country provided they pay their own
way with a full knowledge of the situation before they come here, but we do decid-
edly object to have them brought out here by misrepresentation.

By Mr. McKay : .

366. What misrepresentations have been made ?— Misrepresentations have been
made by people in the old country, that they will have steady work in this country
all the year round at a greater rate of wages than they were getting in the old
country, and that the average rate of wages in this country was higher than they
had in the old country or the countries they left.

Me. TavLor—It would be impossible to legislate against that in this way. A
man comes out to this country, writes a letter home to a triend in that country,and
tells him if he comes out here he ¢can make $2.50 a day at painting, We cannot
legislate to stop you from writing them, whether it is true or false. It may get
in the papers at home. These representations are made by individuals as well as a
society.

“};ITNESS—AS far as feeling the effects of American labor brought here under
contract, I was going to cite some cases.

By Mr. McKay :

367. By whom were these representations you refer to made ?—By steamship
agents and interested parties in the old country.

368. We cannot legislate to muzzle their mouths ?—We believe if bonuses are
paid to anybody to bring people out here, it is an implied contract. If the steam-
ship agent is bonused to send immigrants to this country, he is ot very particular
as to the class of people he sends out. He is not very particular as to the state-
ments. Now, we can understand Government agents using inducements; he would
be more careful in selecting immigrants than would a steamship agent, because he
would be more easy to get at. But, however, coming back to this Bill

369. Have you seen the pamphlet that was recently issued by the Government
in reference to this matter >—No; I have not seen any recent publication. Now, I
have seen hardships arising in the city of Toronto from the importation of labor,
such as your bill seeks to keep out. I have seen pavements laid by American firms
in Turonto, who brought over, not only their plant and material, but brought their
workingmen with them. I have seen our own workingmen standing along the side-
walk owing to the importation of these men, not being able to get a job.

By the Chairman :

I have also seen a couple of years ago, where a body of workmen who thought
at the time that they were justified in asking for an increase of wages owing to
existing circumstances, where immigrants were brought over under contract at that
time and actually paid more wages than what the men were demanding in Canada.

THE CHAIRMAN.—I see that some person in Congress has moved a resolution
that all contracts for public works be let to American citizens only. :

By Dr. Brien :

370. Living in Toronto where a large amount of labor is employed do you know
of cases of injustice done to Canadian citizens from imported labor under contract ?—
I think that in the cases I cited a moment ago, a greal injustice was done to Canadian
workmen by permitting employers to go over to the United States to bring in men
under contract.

371. While there were sufficient men in Canada ?—Yes. As far as the Bill goes
I am perfectly favorable to it.
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By the Chairman :

372. You would recommend it going a little further to prevent labor coming
into the country at all under contract ?—Yes. I believe if amendments were made
aceording to the copy I now file, it would be better. You will remember that the
American Labor Alien Bill is more far-reaching to the American workmen than that
Bill can be to us; for every man is a foreigner coming in there. I may state another
-case that slipped my memory a moment ago. 1 saw two large jobs of painting and
decorating where the people went over to the other side and let the contractsto boss
painters and decoraters there, who brought in American workmen when there were
lots of workmen in the city of Toronto idle and perfectly capable of doing the work
these men were brought in to do.

373. While the Americans may do the same thing here, if you had the United
States field, you would have no objection; but as they prohibit us, you want to be
protected in the same way?—I think that the working classes of the community
-ought to have their fair share of protection with all other classes, without committing
myself to the general policy of protection. I believe as manufacturers are protected
all around, we ought to be protected with the only article we have to go to the
market with, which is our labor.

GEeORGE S. WARREN, called and examined.
By the Chairman :

374. Where do you reside ?—Montreal.

375. What is your occupation ?—Cigar maker.

376. You have heard the enquiries so far. You know what we are leading up
to. State what facts appertaining to the enquiry you are conversant with ?—First of
all T declare myself in fuvor of this Bill. So does the body to which I belong.

377. As aretaliatory measure or as a measure of protection ?—A measure of
protection,

378. Not as retaliation 2—Well, the way it is to be there, I think it is protection.
From what I have heard as to what the United States do not allow our citizens to do,
I am certainly in favor of us doing the same.

379. You would call it Equal Rights?—Yes.

By Dr. Brien : _

380. Do you know of any cases where Canadians have been displaced by others
‘brought in under contract ?—That is the reason I am called here. 1 remember in
1885, as a cigarmaker, I 1eceived a note from a party that there were some Germans
-coming into Montreal. 1 asked what was the reason these men were coming in
whilst we had men idle and walking the streets. They said that they did not know,
but an agent of the manufacturers had sent parties to Hamburg in Germany to hire
-a lot of cigarmakers. They arrived in Montreal, and as soon as they came in I was
notified.

By the Chairman :
381. How many ?—240 men and women.
382. When was this ?—In 1885,
By Mr. McKay :
383. Were these men brought in by Sam Davis ?—Yes.
By the Chairman :
7 384. You produce this as the contract under which these 240 Germans were
brought out to Montreal 7—Yes.

The contract just produced was interpreted to the Committee as follows :—

“ Between Messrs. Davis & Sons, Montreal—represented by Mr. M. E. Davis—
and Mr. F. Behnke, cigar maker, the following is hereby agreed to:

“(1.) Messers. Davis & Son engage Mr. F. Behnke, cigar maker, for the term of
one year from the date work in Montreal has been commenced.

*“(2.) The passage from here by steamship to Montreal, with 86 marks for
steerage, will be advanced by Messrs. S. Davis & Son.
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“(3.) This advance to be paid back by a deduction of 2 marks per week from
the wages carned.

“(4.) Mr.F. Behnke, cigar maker, binds himself to perform the work in a proper
manner, to conduct himself in an orderly manner, to be punctual in his work at the
factory at the time the work commences, and to work from 7 o'clock in the morning
until 6 o’clock in the evening, with an intermission of one hour at noon.

“(5.) Messrs. S. Davis & Son bind themselves to pay as wages : for mould work,
$4 to $5 per thousand, and hand work $7 to $9 per thousand, and they will pay these.
wages, after the deduction of 2 marks, for the money advanced for passage is made,
on Saturday of each week. On Saturday of each week work will be stopped between
12 and 2 o’clock, and on Monday at 7 o’clock, precisely, it will be again commenced.

“(6.) Messvs. S. Davis & Son bind themselves to be responsible for board and
lodgings until payment of wages is made in full.

“7. After an interval of four weeks, however, Messrs. S. Davis & Son will have
no further responsibility, but Mr. F. Behnke, cigar maker, will hold himself respon-
sible for board and lodging. He is also warned that before this time has elapsed he
must rent another dwelling or lodging. As soon as the return passage home has
been paid for out of the wages, and after the expiration of one year, this contract is
null and void. »

Read, found correct and signed.

Montreal.

Hamburg, 3rd October, 1885.

S. DAVIS & SON.
FERD. BEHNKE.

Wirness—As far as that contract is concerned, it shows that this man was
hired for from $4 to $5 on certain work and $7 to $9 on other work. Cigar makers
have two branches of work. We have mould workers and hand workers. In mould
work a man will make more cigars than by hand, and the prices are consequently
lower.

385. As a matter of fact these parties did arrive and went to work under this
contract ?—Yes,

386. Did they displace other mechanics ?—They would, but they had no time
to do it. The main question was, when I asked the parties what was the object of
bringing these persons into Canada, while a large number of cigar mukers were
idle, and they could get any number in Canada, they said we had not sufficient cigar
makers for the consumption. This excuse was false. We have enough cigar makers
in Canada to supply the cigars in the Dominion.

387. What became of these people who came out ?—They did not stay.

By Mr. Lépine :

388. It these Germans had stayed in Moutreal would the cigar makers of”
Montreal have suffered ?—Greatly.

389. Did they offer to work for less wages than you were willing to work for ?
—The contract was a true one. Mr. Davis was willing to give them the wages; but
the question is, is that the price we could get ? 1 say no. That is why they imported
them, and that is why we are in favor of this bill of Mr. Taylor’s because hiring
people by contract throws us outof work completely. Infact, wages have beensolow
that 150 cigar makers have been compelled to emigrate to the United States, who
would have liked to stay in Canada, but cannot work under the present system.

390. Well, as T anderstand you, it is more for the purpose of reducing wages
than it was for the purpose of supplying the men really required. These men were
brought in at lower wages while the Canadians here were willing to work, if they
only got the wages that there were willing to work at ?—Yes. This contract system
has reduced the prices.

By Mr. McKay :
391. To break up your unions and reduce the prices >—Yes.
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By Mr. Taylor :

392. Now, do you know whether any of our people had been subjected to incon-
venience by this American bill, that is enforced in the United States, having gone
over there under contract ?—No.

393. The engagement was for one year under this contract made at Hamburg ?
—Yex. They claim that the men felt that we did not want to introduce apprentices
in the traude. They said : You are bitterly opposed to that, and we said, yes. They
said we imported these men just to stop child labor. On the other hand it was just
as bad for them as child labor,

394. Where did these people go to ?—They went to the United States. I met
some of them in Chicago, and they came up and shook hands with me. In fact there
must have been something wrong a week after they were here. They arose amongst
themselves, and created quite a sensation, and they said they had been brought over
here under false pretences, and the boss came up and they began to show their fists
and finally they all went away and there are not five of them left now.

395. Did the organized labor societies of Montreal drive them away ?—Oh no,
sir, they did not. There was one that was arrested, and of course, poor fellow, they
said he had not fulfilled his contract, and he said he would not work. He thought
they were getting good prices when they came here, and he found that they were
paying for some cigars $4 that they were getting $7 and $8 for in Toronto and
Hamilton, in the same country. They said we will go west and that is why they
went away.

By Mr. O'Brien :

396. If these men had kept their places you would have had to leave Canada ?—
Yes.

Mr. TavLor—The cigar makers of Montreal did not drive them away ?—They
were very glad to get out.

397. What you object to, is having this labor under contract, cigar makers or
any other class of labor ?—I am bitterly opposed to it.

Dr. BRiEN—As far as 1 am concerned the evidence concerning Windsor and
Detroit has been almost repeated here. The Committee is well aware of the state
of aftairs now, and there is no use of continuing it any further. I can only affirm
what was stated by the assistant general manager of the Grand Trunk Railway.

Mg. Tayror—Do you know the party that wrote the letter which wasread this
morning ?

Dr. Brien—Not particularly, but I confirm the contents of the letter, though.
Virtually the fact is admitted by Mr. Wainwright that they won't allow Canadians
to reside in Windsor and work in Detroit. Mr. Wainwright could give better
testimony than anyone else,

398. Mr. TavLor—As a matter of fact, do you know the people were ordered
to move or leave the service of the Grand Trunk ?

Dr. Brien-—Yes. There are branch establishments in Detroit and Windsor,
%lch as Sterns & Co. There are many men working in Windsor who reside in

etroit.

399. Mgr. TayLor—They are now at present working in Windsor ?

Dr. Briex—Yes, and they return there every night and come back to work in
the morning,

400. Mgr. TavyLor—While Canadians are not allowed the same privilege from
this side ?—Yex.

401. Mr. TayrLor—As a matter of fact they are not going ?

Dr. Brien—No.

402. Mr. TayLor—Except they go over there and evade the law and hive every
morning and be discharged at night 7

Dr. BrIEN—Just so.

Mz. TayrLor—They can say they are not going under contract. They are going
to look for day's work. You do not want to call any witnesses from there.

Dr. Brien—I think it is not necessary. The whole subject of the complaint
has been given,
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A,

“ WINDsOR, 7th April, 1890.
“ Mg. BRrIEN,

“Sir,—I wish to state that at a meeting of the Trades and Labor Council of
‘Windsor, a motion was carried in favor of the Alien Labor Law and pray your
honor will do all you can to have it enforced. Being situated as we are 5o near the
border, our town 1s swarmed with labor from the city of Detroit while our residents
are idle, and should we attempt to cross the river to labor in Detroit, we are at once
turned back. Therefore we would pray to have the law enforced to protect our
residents.

Hoping to hear from you soon,

I remain yours respectfully,
THOS. PORTER,
Windsor, Ont.,
Recording Secretary, Trade and Labor Council.
The Committee then adjourned to the call of the Chair.
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REPORT

OF THE

SELECT STANDING COMMITTER 0N PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS

The Select Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was
referred all the questions involved in certain documents, letters and statements,
published during the present Session in the Votes and Proceedings of this House,
under the dates of the 14th February, 18th February and the 10th March, relating
to the connection of John Charles Rykert, Esq., Member for the County of Lincoln
and Niagara, with a grant of certain Timber Limits in the North-West Territories,
with instructions to inquire into all the facts and merits of the case, and into the
conduct of the said John Charles Rykert in relation thereto, beg leave to present as
their Report the following Report of their Sub-Committee, to which they have
unanimously agreed.

The Committee also submit herewith the Minutes of their Proceedings, together.
with all Evidence adduced before, and Exhibits filed with, the Committee.

REPORT OF SUB-COMMITTEE.
Housze or Coxmons, 2nd May, 1890,

The Sub-Committee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections have unanim-
ously agreed to the annexed Draft Report on the reference to them in the case of Mr.
Rykert, M. P.; and they recommend it to the Committee for adoption as the Report
1o be snbmitted to Parliament.

D. GTROUARD,

Chairman.
J. 8. D. THOMPSON,
EDWARD BLAKE,
L. H. DAVIES.
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DRAFT REPORT SUBMITTED BY THE SUB-COMMITTEE.

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, under the reference to them in the
nmatter of Mr. J. C. Rykert, M.P., beg leave to report as follows :—

We have held several meetings, and heard Mr. Rykert by himself and his
counsel, have examined several witnesses, and verified several documents; and we
beg leave to append a statement of our proceedings and the evidence.

In order to a correct apprehension of the issues involved in the earlier transac-
tions it is needful to make a narrative statement.

In January, 1882, Mr. Dalton McCarthy, Q.C., M.P., as the political representa-
tive of Messrs. Shortreed & Laidlaw, constituents of his, engaged in lumbering, trans-
mitted, with his recommendation, their application, hereafter called the Laidlaw
Application, for a timber limit, to be worked by themselves, in the Cypress Hills
region of the North-West Territories, seven miles deep, by twenty miles long, with
clearly defined boundaries, capable of being plotted on the Departmental map.

The description was as follows :—

Commencing at the point of intersection of the 110th meridian line of west longi-
tude with the International boundary line; thence north along said meridian 3,200
chains to a mound ; thence westerly, parallel with the International boundary, 1,360
chains, more or less, to a mound ; thence northerly, parallel with the said meridian
line, 560 chains, more or less, to a monnd; thence easterly, parallel with the Interna-
tional boundary line, 1,597 chains, more or less, to a mound; thence southerly,
parallel to the said meridian line, 560 chains, more or less, to a mound; thence
westerly, parallel with the said International boundary line, 240 chains, more or less,
to the said meridian line, where the said mound is placed, 3,200 chains from the said
International boundary line. ~

On 25th January, 1882, the Department replied to him as follows: —

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Orrawa, January 25, 1882.
Davron McCartHY, Esq.,, M.P,,
Barrie, Ont.

Sir,—In further reply to the application of Messrs. Shortreed and Laidlaw for a
timber limit in the Cypress Hills, I am directed to say that the Minister does not
deem .it expedient to grant any timber berths at present in this locality, In any
case under regulations, license for the limits in question would have to be put up to
competition.

I have, &c.

A lithographed map of the North-West Territories, made in 1879, was kept in
the Department, and it was the custom to mark applications for limits thereon by a
red circle at the point applied for, containing the reference number of the appli-
cation, but for some reason unexplained, or through neglect, no such mark was made
in. reference to this application.

Mr, McCarthy did not press the matter further, and supposed it was ended.

On the 18th January, 1882, after some previous correspondence, Mr. John
Adams, formerly of St, Catharines, then of Winnipeg, a merchant tailor, not engaged
in lumbering, wrote Mr. J. C. Rykert, M.P., who was also a practising barrister and
solicitor, a letter as follows:—

WinNIpEG, 18th Lnuary, 1882,

Dear Mr. RYRERT,—I think I have got a good thing up here, and am told by a
lumber agent that if I only apply to the Government I can get hold of it. Now I
do not know how to apply and want you to help me, as I know you can if you like.
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Perhaps you can better yourself by helping me, as I will pay you well for all you
do for me. Can I get up a company up here for limits? I can get good men to help
me. I have made a good deal of money here and hope to malke more.
Yours traly,
JOHON ADAMS.
To which Mr. Rykert, on 25th January, replied as follows :—
25th January, 1882.

My Dear Apams,—I am delighted to hear you are making money. Nothing
would please me better than to see you here again with a fortune. As regards the
matter you spoke about, I shall be pleased to assist you and the company in any
way I can, and of course I would be glad to better myself in any way which is fair
and honourable. It seems to me you ought to organize the company with good
men, as you suggest, and then apply to the Government. I expect to be in Ottawa
in two weeks, when I can perhaps do you service. Keep me posted as to what you
want.

Yours truly,
J. ¢. RYKERT.

Before 10th February, Adams seems to have sent Mr. Rykert a memo., and on
that date Mr. Rykert wrote him as follows:—

10th February, 1882,

Drar Avavs,—I cannot make out from the memo. sent me where the timber
limit is or the boundaries of the same. T have made enquiries in the Department
and they tell me it is necessary to state as nearly as possible the boundaries in the
application within which you wish to select fifty square miles (you cannot have any
more), but they will not permit yon to wander all over the country. I think they
will let you select a limit out of a defined area of 400 square miles. 1 am afraid you
are going into a very uncertain specalation, and better make moie enquiries.

Yours truly,
J. C. RYKERT.

Before 19th February, there seems to have been an interview between them;
and on that day Mr. Rykert wrote to Mr. Adams as follows :—

Orrawa, 19th February, 1882,

Drar Apams—After talking over the matter with you yesterday I put in your
application, but I am afraid you will have to be more definite in your description.
They tell me in the office there ix no timber within the aven fixed by you. 1 will
try to have application allowed as soon as possible.

Yours truly,
J. C. RYKERT.

On 25th February, Mr. Rykert enclosed to the Minister of the Interior an applica-
tion on behalf of Adams for an area commencing about 5 miles west of the 110th
Meridian, at a point about 5 miles south of the trail between Fort Walsh and Fort
McLeod, thence north parallel to the Meridian line 25 miles, thence west 20 miles,
thence south 25 miles, thence east to place of beginning; and in his covering letter
certified to Mr. Adams’ capacity to fulfil the obligations proposed.

Before 2nd March, Mr. Rykert seems to have seen Mr. Macpherson, then acting
for Sir John A. Macdonald, Minister of the Interior, on the subject; and on that day
Mr. Macpherson wrote Mr. Rykert as follows:

OrTawa, 2nd March, 1882,

Dear Mr. Rykert,—There are half a dozen ahead of your friend, Mr. Adams.
Better apply for a limit where he will have less competition. If he does so, it shall
be granted if possible. Yours very truly,

(Signed) D. L. MACPHERSON.
v
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Thereafter Mr. Rykert with a Departmental officer searched the map and its
references, and found that none of the applications recorded on the map conflicted
with that of Adams; and he subsequently received from Mr. Macpherson a note
intimating that the application would be granted.

On 20th March, and with reference to this note, Mr. Rykert wrote Mr. Adams
as follows:—
20th March, 1882.

Dear Apams—Your application has been granted, but the Minister tells me
that he thinks it will be worthless to you as the limit is a great many hundred miles
from any railway, and there is not likely to be any for years. They tell me you will
have to take the timber 1,300 miles by water to Winnipeg and there compete with
lumber from the disputed territory. This is your own business, and you must be
contented with the rightr to select within an area of 400 square miles. The
Government won't let you play Cook & Sutherland upon it.

Yours truly,
J. C. RYKERT.

On 25th March Adams wrote in reply as follows: —
25th March, 1882.

Dear Mr. RyrErT,—Why can you not get a bigger piece to select from, as I do
not know anything about the country. It will cost a large amount for the survey.
Don’t you think you can take a share in it or get up a company in St. Catharines? I
will be liberal to them.

Yours truly,
: JOHON ADAMS.

On 27th March Mr. Rykert replied as follows :—
- 27th March, 1882,

DEar Apams,—I cannot see any use in telling you a dozen times about the ex-
tent of territory that you can select from. You have now more than is usually
granted. I am getting full instructions ready for the surveyor, and you cansend him
Just as soon as I get the order. I would not invest any money in any such specula-
tion, nor can I advise any of my friends to put money in a place of which I know
nothing.

. Yours truly,

J. C. RYKERT.

We may here observe that it is made clear by the oral as well as the written
evidence that, until after the dates of the Orders hereafter mentioned allowing survey
and selection to both applicants, neither Mr. Rykert nor Adams had any knowledge
of the exact locality in which the valuable timber was to be found; while Laidlaw
had acted in making his application on the report of a surveyor who had been over
the ground; which fact was known to Mr. Rykert.

Shortly after the 3rd April, but precisely when remains in doubt, the fact of
the prior Laidlaw application was discovered ; and, on plotting the applications of
Laidlaw and Adams on the lithographed map it appeared that, assuming the accurate
delineation thereon of the Fort Walsh trail at its intersection with the 110th meridian,
which was the governing point in the Adams description, that application over-
lapped and conflicted with the Laidlaw application; and that Laidlaw was thus the
prior applicant for a part of the area of the Adams’ application.

As the trail was so delineated, the apparent interference was, and it was then
,supposed in tact to be, as roughly shown by the sketch below :
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Adams appears to have been in Ottawa on the 3rd April, when, though no offi-
cial action had then been taken, it seems to have been assumed by both parties
that Mr. Rykert would succeed in carrying through the matter; and before Adams
left Ottawa, the following paper was executed by him and witnessed by and delivered
to Mr. Rykert i~

Memorandum of agreement made this third day of April, A.D. 1882 :—

Between John Adams, of the City of Winnipeg, of the first part;

And Nannie Maria Rykert, of the City of St. Catharines, of the second part.

‘Whereas the above-named John Adams has, through the intervention of John
Charles Rykert, obtained certain limits in the N. W, T, at or near the Cypress Hills,
and has, in consideration of the services of the said Rykert, voluntarily given him,
agreed, to and with the said party hereto of the second part, to give to her one-half
of the proceeds of the said limits, after deducting all expenses connected therewith ;

Witnesseth that the said party of the first part, in consideration of the sum of
one dollar to him in hand, paid by the party of the second part, the receipt whereof
is hereby acknowledged, and in further consideration of the premises, hath agreed,
and by thesc presents doth agree, to assign and transfer to the said party of the
second part one-half interest in the limits applied for and to be granted by the
Government at or near the Cypress Hills, in tha North-West Territory, and to pay
over and account to her for one-half of all the net proceeds of the sale of all timber
thereon or for the purchase money derived therefrom, after deducting all expenses
and charges in connection therewith,

Witness the hands and seals of the parties hereto the day and year above

written,
(Signed) JOHN ADAMS.

(Witness) J. C. RYKERT.

On the 7th April Mr. Rykert wrote Mr. Laidlaw as follows :—

(Private.)
OrTAWA, Tth April, 1882,

My Dear LatpLaw,—I see that youare an applicant for a limiton the Cypress
Hills, where the Government has decided that it is not politic to grant them. Your
limit also interferes a little with that of Adams’ for whom I applied. Thereis plenty
of timber for both and there is no reason why the Government should not grant them.
T am certain I can get them to yield and comply with my request. Are you anxious
for yours, and if so, have you decided what part you would like to have? Your
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application covers nearly three times what will be granted, the rule being to grant
only 50 miles. Let me hear from you by return of mail if you are anxious to go in for
this, and if you wish to have my co-operation in getting the same. I will go through
Hamilton on Thursday next on my way home. I will leave here Wednesday.
Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.
On the 8th April, Adams wrote Mr, Rykert, as follows :—
8th April, 1882,

Dear Mr. RYkerT,—What keeps the instructions back ? Can’t you hurry them
up? 1 am sorry you did not get 800 square miles to pick from. I think the delay
will make it very costly to get the survey made. I think I can get up a company
in Winnipeg to pay $40,000 or $50,000. Then you can apply for another for me.

Yours truly,

JOHN ADAMS.

On the same 8th April, Mr. Rykert wrote Adams, as follows:—
Sth:April, 1882,

My Dear Apams—I was engaged mnearly all yvesterday running back and for-
ward to the Department in connection with the limit, The clerks were driven to
death with some colonization matter, and could not complete the matter. I have an
appointment for Monday at 11 o’clock, when I hope to get the copy of the notes and
full instructions for the surveyor. T see that the application of Laidlaw was put in
on January 12, °82) before yours, you will see. T gothold of the paper and examined
for myself, so that there is no humbugging. They sent a surveyor named Lynch out
there to examine the whole country. I hope you will be able to select a good lot
from the large country you have to choose from. We have twenty miles by twenty,
which is equal to 400 square miles. You had better not let & moment slip, but have
all ready, as I expect to give full instructions by Tuesday at the latest.  Ir [ covrp
oxLY sEE McCartHY we would have no difficulty at all. I hope to gee him early in
the weels. Let me hear about the coal in the Souris District, also inquire ahout the
timber limit in the East.

Faithfully,
J. C. RYKERT.

On the 10th April, the following memo. was prepared in the Department of
the Interior and was sent into Council for approval :

. Cory DEPARTMENTAL MEMORANDUM RECOMMENDING ADAMS LICENSE.
Orrawa, 10th April, 1882,
(Memoranduin.)

The undersigned has the honor to recommend to Council that Mr. John Adams
be granted a yearly license to cut timber on a berth of 50 square miles to be surveyed
within six months, at his expense, and within the following described locality, namely :
Commencing at a point which is distant 5 miles measured due west from a post
which is planted between Sections 25 and 36, in Township 7, Range 1, west of 4th
Principal Meridan, in the North-West Territories; thence due north 20 miles ; thence
due west 20 miles; thence due south 20 miles; thence due euast to place of beginning.

The lease to be on the terms and under the conditions as to survey of berth,
erection of mills and payment of dues that are provided by the regulations estab-
lished by Order in Council of the 11th November, 1881.

Respectfully submitted,
(Signed) JNO. A. MACDONALD,
Minister of Interior.
The Honorable The Privy Council.
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On the same 10th April, Mr. Rykert wrote Adams as follows :—
10th April, 1882.

(Re Limit.)

My DEar Apams,—After calling at the office eight or ten times I got the
enclosed copy of Order in Council. It will be pushed through very likely to-morrow
if the Government is not too lazy. You will see they give us 400 square miles to
choose from. Tr THIS IS NOT SATISFACTORY I DO NOT KNOW WHAT Is. Get your sur-
veyorready, and I will have his instructions in a few days. They give us six months,

Faithtully,
J.C. RYKERT.

If you can get $40,000 let it go, and we will get another. Try McCarthy.
Perhaps he will buy.

We think it right to say here that the McCarthy mentioned is a Mr. Peter
MecCarthy, and not Mr. Dalton McCarthy, M.P,

On the same 10th April, Mr. Inidlaw replied to Mr. Rykert’s letter of 7th as
follows :—

Hasrwrow, 10th April, 1882,
J. C. RyxerT, Esq., M.P,,
Ottawa.

My DEAR RYRERT,—I am thoronghly in earnest about that timber limit, and if
you and Mr. McCarthy who recommended the application of Shortreed & Laidlaw,
can get a license for a limit, I would discuss with you the shares, and agree to com-
bine the application.—One limit of 50 square miles will gather in the greater portion
if not all of the good pine timber. T had better meet you when you come up, and in
the meantime find what the Goverror in Council will do.

Yours truly,
(Signed) WAL LATDLAW,

On Tuesday, 11th April, Mr. Rykert wrote Adams as follows:—

11th April, 1382,

My Dear Apays,—I to-day saw McCarthy, and he was terribly surprised to
hear that I had got the limit, as he was refused point-blank. 1le is willing to join
with us in the survey, and I go to Hamilton to get Laidlaw to say where he wants
the limit. He has written me he will do almost anything if I will assixt him in
getting his. I will write you from: home on Thursday. The Order in Council went
before the Government to-day, and it is likely it will pass at once. Instructions
will then be given to the surveyor. We are AWFULLY LUCKY, as the Depaty told me
that no other man could have forced them to yield.

J. C. RYKERT.

And he wrote Wm, Laidlaw as follows :—
© 11th April, 1882,

My Desr Laipraw,—Your letter duly received. I will succeed in getting the
limits for you, although they were refused to McCarthy. I will be glad to meet you
and talk over the matter. I will be in Hamilton on Thursday at about 2 o’clock.
I will go up by the first train after the arrival of the G. T. B. I think we can make

a satisfactory arrangement. « Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

Postseript: “ 1 will telegraph you when I will reach Hamilton and perhaps you
can meet me at the station.”
On the same day Mr. McCarthy wrote Laidlaw as follows :—
War. Laronaw, Esq. Orrawa, 11th April, 1882,
My Dear Sir,—Mr. Rykert has been in communication with the Minister of the
Interior respecting his friend’s application for a timber license. IIe wants to sce about
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defining the boundaries of the limit applied for by Messrs. Shortreed & Laidlaw,
so that some arrangement may be made if possible. I think that the limits applied
for do not clash to any very great extent, but Mr. Rykert will explain.
Yours truly,
(& gned) DALTON McCARTHY.

On the 15th April, Mr. Laidlaw w-ote to Mr. McCarthy as follows :—

Hamivron, 15th April, 1882,

Dear McCartaY,—I received a letter from Mr, Rykert, followed by a telegram
appointing a meeting, and also your telegram. I will, of course, act on your telegram,
and I have decided to incur the expense of an actual survey and plan so that we may
be sure that we have the timber, The present description embraces too much land
for a 50 square mile limit. I wired you to-day for information whether the limit
should be rectangular or whether lines may be run forming oblique or acute angles.
The survey will cost about $500, and of course it is desirable to leave out all space
upon which there is little or no timber. I would also like to have the plan I had
originally and gave to Robert to show to you. Please answer as early as you can
for I have difficulty in getting a surveyor, and if I am not ready at the time I have
agreed I may lose my man. Mr. Justice Meredith has at last delivered judgment
in that Quebec suit against Berr for $2,010 a very small judgment.

Yours truly,

WM. LAIDLAW.

On the 16th April, Adams wrote Mr, Rykert as follows :—
16th April, 1882.
Dear Mr. Rykert,—What is keeping back the order for the surveyor? I am
getting very uneasy. Just as soon as this is settled, I can get up a company for
$30,000 or $40,000, or put in the whole for $70,000 cash. It I succeed I want to go
for something else which I have on hand.
Yours truly,

(Signed) JOHN ADAMS.

On the same day Mr. Rykert wrote Mr. Adams as follows:—
St. CaTuarINgs, April 16, 1882,

My Dear Apans—You will see by the enclosed letter that my letter to Gardiner
was talken out of the post office by the wrong man. I am expecting the instructions
by to-day’s mail.  What keeps them, I cannot tell. The order was passed several
days ago. Laidlaw is to meet me in Hamilton to-morrow. He has not yet got his
order, and is now of the opinion that I have MORE INFLUENCE THAN McCarRTHY, Who
told me he was refused by the Government. I hope you have really made a good
strike, after all the trouble and annoyance. I expect to write you on my return to
Ottawa.

Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.
Have you engaged any surveyor ?

On the 17th April, the Order in Council on the Adams memo. was passed.
On the 17th April, Mr. Rykert and Mr. Laidlaw met in Hamilton by appointment.
On the 18th April Mr. Rykert wrote Mr. Adams as follows :

18th April, 1882,

My DEar Apams,—I was told that your order was passed yesterday and that
the chief cause of the delay was the multiplicity of business. Russell told me it was
a foolish thing on Laidlaw’s part to object in the first place to your application, as
his covered more ground than he could claim and that it overlapped yours only
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few miles, which matter he settled between you and the claimant. He says further
that Laidlaw claimed that the timber he wanted was at or near Fort Walsh far south
of yours, '

? From what I could gather in the Department, those who pretend to know any-
thing think you are extremely foolish to risk money in an expensive survey at this
time of the year.

They think you could make the survey in the summer, as you have six months,
and at a very little cost. I told them what you said the expedition would likely
cost you and they thought that ridiculous. I told them you where determined to
push it on and that Mercer would go with the party. Will send order as soon I can
get it.

Yours truly,

Exhibit No. 56. (Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

On the 19th April, Mr. McCarthy wrote Mr. Laidlaw as follows :—
Orrawa, 19th April, 1882.

Dear Sir,—Your telegram as also your favor of the 15th inst., came duly to
hand. I had, prior to receiving either of them, requested Mr. Lindsay Russell to
obtain an Order in Council permitting you to get the 50 square miles within the
limits of the application made by your friends, but I don’t think it is actually
necessary that you should send up a surveyor at present, unless indeed you might
otherwise miss the chance of getting a surveyor.

Yours truly,
(Signed) DALTON McCARTHY,

P.S—1 think it would be better to delay until the Order in Council is passed,

s0 that the terms of it may be known for certain.
Exhibit No. 34. (Sg'd) D.McC.

On the 21st April, Mr. Laidlaw replied as follows:—

Darrox McCarray, Esq., Q.C, M.P,

Ottawa,
Haminron, 21st April, 1882,

Dear Sir,—I have received your letter of the 19th inst., and I am very much
pleased with your attention to this application,

Mr. Rykert called upon me yesterday on his way to Ottawa, and he expressed
to me his wish to aveid anything like a conflict between the applications of Shortreed &
Laidlaw and of Mr. Adams. I do not know whether application of Shortreed & Laidlaw
will describe the better quantity of the timber—no lines were actually run around it, and
Mr. Rykert agreed with me that the Order in Council should give Shortreed & Laidlaw
first right of selection—and that as against application of Adams; Shortreed &
Laidlaw are not to be confined to the limits in the description given in the applica-
tion.—Application of Shortreed & Laidlaw probably embraces about 100 square miles—
Application of Adams about 500 square miles—Mr. Rykert appears to think that
application of Adams will also be granted, and in the drafting of the Order in Council
(and I specially request that you will dratt and settle the terms of this Order) I wish
that you would have special regard to the description and make it broad enough to
cover the first right of selection of 50 square miles within the territory described in
applications of Shortreed & Laidlaw and Adams. Mr. Rykert agrees to this. We
will send a competent man with the surveyor and he will show the surveyor the
boundaries. I have made an engagement with a surveyor who is ready to go atonce,
and I would be very must pleased if you could get through the Order in Council at
once—and give us the right to appoint.—The surveyor to be guided by instructions
from us as to the location within the limits referred to—in all other respects by
instructions from the Department.

If you find that you cannot get the Order in this form I would rather delay it
and in the meantime go on and make the survey. We would not like to be
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absolutely bound by the description without a further inspection by a more
competent surveyor than the one from whom we received the report. He was not
a judge of quality of timber.
Exhibit No. 35. Yours very truly,
(Bigned) WM. LAIDLAW,

On the 17th April the Adams Order in Council was passed.

On the 22nd Aypril, Mr. McCarthy replied as follows:—
OrTawa, 22nd April, 1882,
‘Wi Larpnaw, Esq., Hamilton.

My Dear Sir,—I have yours of the 21st instant. The minutes of the Order in
Council have gone in re Mr. Adam’s application, and Mr. Lindsay Russell has
promised that yours, or Shortreed & Liaidlaw’s shall go through at once. You are,
however, very much mistaken in supposing that your friends are to have the selection
from the limits applied for by both the applicants. Your friends are to be allowed to
select from the limits defined in their application, 50 square miles, and Adams the
same except where his description overlaps yours. You are entitled to the prior
choice. This is, I think, a reasonable settlement. I hope the Order in Counecil will
o through at once.

Exhibit No. 36.

Yours truly,
(Signed) DALTON McCARTHY,

On 21st April, Mr. Rykert wrote Adams as follows :—
21st April, 1882,

My Dear Apayvs—Until I returned here to-day I thought instructions had been
sent 1o you as thev were promised some days ago. The Order in Council has been
finally passed, and this although every effort was made to induce the Government
to alter their minds. It now only remains to have the survey, and of this you will
have to be the best judge. Laidlaw expects to get his, now that you have succeeded,
and yesterday offered to pay one-half of the expenses, and will see you as early as
possible as to this. e was very anxious to know how much Iwas to get, and I told
him that was very little, if anything. e says the limit is a splendid one, and
thinls that his is worth $50,000 at the lowest. 1IIe thinks you and he can join
together and put into a company. McCarthy wrote me that YOUR LIMIT IS NOT WORTH
A ¢ENT. This is poor encouragement, but Laidlaw, who has had the Cypress Hills
explored, says they are good. Will write fully to-morrow.

\ Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

On the 22nd April the Laidlaw departmental memo. was prepared for Council ;
and on 24th April the Liaidlaw Order in Council was passed.

On 24th April, Mr. Rykert wrote Adams as follows :—
24th April, 1882,

My Dear Apays,—I have daily gone to the office for instructions and copy of
Order in Council. I now enclose order, which you will see gives you the right over
400 miles. This is the largest privilege ever given to select from, and none has ever
passed in the same speedy manner, I enclose memorandum of one of the clerks,
showing he will prepare instructions in a day or two. I will keep at him daily.
Get ready to leave at once. Laidlaw offered to bet me $1,000 T could not get the
order passed for you, as he had been refused in January and again in February. You
ought to get up company if possible and sell half for, say, $35,000, or the whole for
$70,000. If this is done I WILL GO FOR SOMETHING ELSE.

Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.
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On 25th April, Mr. Rykert wrote Laidlaw as follows :—
Orrawa, 25th April, 1882,

My DEaR Lamnnaw,—The Order in Council for Adams was passed the day before
I reached Ottawa. They cut off a large portion so as to enable you to have the full
sweep of 140 miles. 1 advised this before I left Ottawa and they carried it out.
Your limit can be selected anywhere within the 140 miles, They would do nothing
more than this. In fact this 1s a privilege they never give. You will have a large
range.. I am hurrying yours through and hope to be able to report all right to-
MOIrow,

I am afraid Adams will complain with my yielding the south part of his limit.
I have written him to wait till he hears from you.

Faithfully,
Exhibit No. 49. (Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

On the 26th April, 1882, Mr. Laidlaw wrote Mr, Rykert as follows: ¢TI have
“received your letter of yesterday. I fear embarrassment and disappointment if
“the Orders in Council ave of cast iron. The Shortreed & Laidlaw application
“will, T believe, embrace the best quantity, but there is no good reason why Adams
“should not have a right over it after location of fifty square miles. It is clear to
“me that my suggestion was the more practicable, viz.; for selection of two tifty
“square miles from territory embraced in both applications—Shortreed & Laidlaw
“(1); Adams (2). Mr. Shortreed, a most competent man and especially trust-
“worthy, will go and inspect and locate. I am willing to meet Mr. Adams (at
“ Chicago, if desirable) and agree upon a basis for location and survey. And I wish
‘“ to discuss with you and settle the other subject of our conversation. I had not
‘“ great faith in success and this prospect must not be given away. I have special
“reasons to know that we must exercise promptitude and discretion, and I wish
‘“you to impress in the most positive manner upon Adams the great importance of
“keeping his own counsel. There are watchers who will be determined to force
“their way to an interest, or try to delay the issue of the licenses and we must all
“keep our own counsel. Try and get the orders and instructions in the form I
“suggested, and I will arrange for the inspection and survey at once, and will dis-
“cuss the other affair with you before the inspector and surveyor goes away.
“Prompt and decisive work will be the order of the day as soon as you have the
“instructions in proper form. The surveyor should act upon instraction of Short-
“reed & Laidlaw and Adams for location within the territory in both applications
‘“and in all other respects on the instructions of the Department.

‘It necessary wire Adams and give him caution.

“Yours very truly,
(Signed.) WM. LAIDLAW.”

“P.S.—Be careful to have basis of orders right so that there may be no grounds
“ for refusal, even although we should not literally comply with all red tape doctrine.

Exhibit No. 55. W.L”

On 27th April the instructions for survey of the Adams limit were issued.

At some period of time, Messrs. McCarthy and Rykert had an interview at Ottawa
in which they agreed as to the settlement of the conflict or interference, and there-
upon they went to the Deputy Minister of Interior, and stated the agreement in his
presence, and he concurred in and agreed to forward and effectuate it.

That agreement, by the consensus of the contemporaneous written, and of the
oral testimony, was that—having regard to the facts that Laidlaw was the first
applicant; that the applications to some extent interfered or conflicted; that the
regulations insuch case provided for a competition; and that the Adams’ application
must in any event be cut down from 500 to 400 square miles—the conflict or inter-
ference should be adjusted, and competition avoided, by the granting to Laidlaw of
the right to select 50 square miles within the area of 140 square miles for which he
had applied; and the granting to Adams of the right to select 50 square miles with-
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in an area of 400 square miles, not however comprising any part of the area in
Laidlaw’s application; Laidlaw thus, as prior applicant, being given first right to
his area, with which Adams was not to interfere at all.

These arrangements being arrived at Mr. McCarthy rested satisfied that Laidlaw
would receive his area, and Mr. Rykert states that till a few days ago he himself
supposed that in fact Laidlaw had received his area.

At the meeting before the Deputy Minister of the Interior a sketch, like that
above given, was before the parties.

It is in one aspect material 1o know at what time this agreement and meecting
with the Deputy Minister of the Interior took place.

Mr. Rykert states that it took place on the 6th or Tth April and thus preceded
the 10th April when the Departmental memo. was drawn.

The mental and physical condition of Mr. Lindsay Russell, then Deputy Minister
of the Interior, appears to have been, so far as we could ascertain it, such as was
disclosed in the following evidence of himself and Mr, Burgess, the present Deputy
Minister of the Interior:

Mr. RusseLL’s evidence :

Q. Do you recollect notifying Mr. Rykert on behalf of Mr. Adams that he would
be granted the timber limit ?—A. I regret Sir, that to answer your question I have
to go a little aside, in order that my answer may not be misunderstood. I regret
that owing to effects of the iliness that caused my leaving the public service—para-
lysis—I cannot remember any official transaction of that kind and therefore I cannot
truly answer any question-of that character, * * * *

Q. Do you remember Mr. Rykert's application for a timber limit 7—A.. T do not.

Q. Do you remember making a report on the subject of this timber limit in the
North West ?—A. Unfortunately not. I have no memory of anything of the kind.

Mr. BurcEss’ evidence :

Q. How long after this was it, that Mr. Lindsay Russell, continued to act as
head of the Department ?—A. I think until the 7th February, 1883.

Q. What caused his departure ?—A. He broke his leg and his health became
seriously impaired about the same time.

Q. He left in February ?—A. No ; he did not leave.

Q. Do you mean to say his health was not impaired at this time ?—A. T think
80.

Q. T understood Mr. Russell to say that that impairment of his mental powers
which resulted in total loss of memory had begun ?—A. I think it probably had. I
do not think he was aware of it at that period. But that was my impression.

Q. Your impression was then, that he no longer had his mental faculties unim-
paired 7—A. Yes.

From Mr, Russell therefore we could learn nothing.

The only other oral testimony, save Mr. McCarthy’s, was that of Mr. Ryley and
Mr. Burgess ; Mr. Ryley was a surveyor, then newly put in charge of the branch,
and who was directed to plot the areas and draw the descriptions, and was present
at the close of the meeting with the Deputy Minister of Interior.

Mr. Ryley says that the meeting took place before the preparation of the memo-
randum of 10th April; and thus so far corroborates Mr. Rykert's statement. Mr,
Burgess was the Secretary of the Department and he says Mr. Russell told him of
the adjustment before the preparation of the memorandum of the 10th April and
thus gives a further corroboration.

But the contemporaneous letters of Mr. Rykert already set out are wholly incon-
sistent with this view.

His letter of Friday, 7th April, to Mr, Laidlaw shows beyond doubt that there
was at that date no agreement; his letter of Saturday, 8th April, to Adams shows
that he was then trou%led by the application of Laidlaw; that he was then wishing
to see Mr. McCarthy, an interview with whom he thought would end all difficulty ;
and that he hoped to see him early in the week following.
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His letter of Monday, 10th April, to Adams shows that he had on that day got
a copy of the Departmental memorandum for Council; while his letter of Tuesday,
11th April, to Adams shows that he on that day saw Mr. McCarthy, who was then
terribly surprised to hear that Mr. Rykert had got the limit ; and adds that he, Mr,
Rykert, is to go to Hamilton to get Mr. Laidlaw to say where he wants his.

Mr. McCarthy’s contemporaneous letters are quite consistent with Mr. Rykert’s
letters; and quite inconsistent with Mr. Rykert's oral statement.

Mr. McCarthy’s letter of 11th April to Laidlaw shows that he had seen Mr.
Rykert and that no agreement had then been reached; and that Mr. Rykert repre-
gented that he had been in communication with the Minister of the Interior; and that
he, Mr. Rykert, wanted to see about defining the boundaries of the Laidlaw application,
s0 that some arrangement might be made, if possible; andthat Mr. McCarthy thinks
that the limits do not clash 1o any great extent, but that Mr. Rykert will explain.

Mr. MeCarthy’s letter to Laidlaw of 19th April shows that prior to a telegram of
15th he had requested the Deputy Minister of the Interior to obtain an Order in
Council permitting Laidlaw to get 50 square miles within the limits of his application,

To all this is to be added the oral evidence of Mr. McCarthy, who swears that
the arrangement and meeting with the Deputy Minister of the Interior was after his
return to Ottawa on the 11th April; and who proves that he was absent from Ottawa
during the preceding week; and was, about the time fixed by Mr. Rykert for the
arrangement and meeting with the Deputy Minister of the Interior, at the Orange-
ville assizes, where he was engaged in the defence in a capital criminal case; and
that he returned from Toronto to Ottawa only on Tuesday, 11th April, the day
on which each of these two gentlemen writes that he saw the other; and this Mr.
McCarthy declares to have been his first interview with Mr. Rykert on the matter.

Mr. McCarthy tendered his fee book containing the contemporaneous entries,
showing, as he stated, his presence in Orangeville at the time he mentioned; and it
was stated by a member of the Committee that a newspaper of the day records his
presence there; and on the 2nd May 1890, letters, including a certificate of the Clerk
of the Court (to be found in Appendix C to the Evidence) were filed, further
proving the fact.

We are forced to the conclusion that the interview and arrangement in the
presence of the Deputy Minister of Interior did not take place till after Mr. Mec-
Carthy’s return to Ottawa, on Tuesday, 11th April; it follows that Mr. McCarthy
must have been deceived as to the actual condition of affairs by the concealment of
the fact that a Departmental memo. had been already prepared, recommending an
Order in Council for Adams.

When we came to examine that Departmental memo. we ascertained that, as a
matter of fact, neither it nor the Order in Council based upon it, recognized the
preferential right of Laidlaw as agreed, or retrenched (to answer that preference)
the Adams area, or carried out the understanding reached between the parties; but
that on the contrary the description covered substantially the whole of that part of
the Laidlaw area common to the Adams application; and thus gave to the second
applicant the advantage agreed to be given to the first.

Itwasstated by Mr. Ryley that this extraordinary result was in some way due
to the fact that in connection with the plotting of the area, and the preparation of
the description, use was made of a new map of the Territories which had been just
before filed in, but had not yet been approved by the Department, and which more
accurately delineated the intersections of the Fort Walsh trail with the 110th
meridian.

But the new map did not and could not in any wise affect the Laidlaw area or
the execution of the agreement.

Its effect was simply to move the Adams area applied for further south, and so
to bring the overlap or interference more towards the middle of the East side
instead of its being at the south end of the Adams application.
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The interference would thus according to the new map be somewhat like the
following sketch :
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The application of the principle of adjustment agreed on remained equally obvi-
ous ; and as before involved simply the retrenchment of that part of the Adams
application which was covered by the Laidlaw application.

But the Adams area deseribed in the Departmental memo. of 10th April took no
account of this; on the contrary it embraced substantially all that was common
to both as shown by the following sketch :
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When some days later, the Laidlaw area came to be plotted and described, Mr-
Ryley, as he says, with the approval of the Deputy Minister of the Interior, and
(however that may be) of necessity, (having regard to the prior deseription of the
Adams area) turned the course of the Laidlaw description south instead of north,
thus assigning to Laidlaw an area almost wholly south as shown by the following

sketch:—
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It turned out that the valuable timber was in fact wholly within the part,
common to both applications; and was by this means given to Adams instead of to:
Laidlaw,

As before stated on the 22nd April the memo. for Laidlaw according to this
description was sent to Council, and on the 24th April the Order in Council was
passed and on 10th May the instructions for survey were issued.

On 10th May, Mr. Rykert wrote Mr. Adams as follows :—

10th May, 1882.

My DEar Apanms,—Laidlaw only got his order passed this week, and he had to
get me to help him; 50 YOU SEE WHO HAD THE INFLUENCE WITH THE GOVERNMENT
after all. You must tell the surveyor to examine the whole limit, and after picking
out the best for us let him pick out another so that I can put in another application
if there is enmough timber. He might also examine the limit south and see what '
there is there. If he ean pick out two he ought to get the true description of it. I
think the best way is to go by Fort Benton. Let me hear from you.

Faithfully,
J. C. RYKERT.

Oun the 24th May, Laidlaw wrote Adams as follows :—

Hasxipton, ONt., 24th May, 1882,

Messrs, Jorn Apans & Son,
Merchant Tailors, Winnipeg.

Dear Apayus—How are you ? Do you remember me ? I saw you at Ottawa
and chaffed you about that timber limit you were after. 1 was after one, too, and
had priority over you and T did not expect that either of us would have got a limit,
Well, we have both got Orders in Council, thanks to the untiring attention of Messrs.
McCarthy and Rykert.

The next thing is what are we going to do with them ? The elections are
coming on and the Grits are howling like demons. If they should win we might say
good-bye timber limite. They would cancel them and give them to Grits. That is
their way. I do not think that there is any chance of their winning this election, but
it would be well for you and me to act with promptitude on the Orders in Council
and get our surveys made at once and licenses actually signed, and in our possession,
before the Government would resign, if the elections should (which God forbid) be
against them. I propose that we shall engage a surveyor to go at once by Northern
Pacific to Bismark, up the Missouri River, to Fort Benton, from there to Fort Walsh
and make our surveys. I have a first-class lumberman, of fifteen years’ experience
associated with my brother and some other parties in our limit, and he is ready to
go and make the selection and location and superintend the surveys. What do you
propose to do ? And is there any other person interested with you ? It might be
profitable to us to join together on a proper basis to be discussed and settled between
us. In any event, it would be advisable for us to contribute equally for the cost of
exploration and survey and I am ready to co-operate with you for that purpose. We
should not delay and a personal interview in a matter of such great importance
would be the most satisfactory. I would, if you will, meet you at Chicago and agree
upon terms and get all the necessary documents from Ottawa to make sure work of
our survey. You may wire me night message if you think advisable, or write,
and if you are making arrangements on your own account and would rather not join
with me in location and survey, please send me a short message to that effect, and I
will push on my own arrangements to completion.

. Yours very truly,
Exhibit No. 48, (Signed) WM. LAIDLAW,

For a considerable time it had been rumored that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company was about to deflect its line southward to reach the Kicking Horse
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instead of the Yellow Head Pass, and during the interval covered by those events
- legislation was being prosecuted to anthorise this deflection ; which would bring the
line near the limit.

Early in July, one Muckle, the Canadian Pacific Railway Timber Agent in the
District, began cutting timber on the limit, as it would seem under some private
arrangement with Adams whereby he was, for a money reward, to forward a
purchase by the Company of the limit at a large price.

On the 2nd July, Adams wrote Mr. Rykert as follows :—

2nd July, 1882,

Dear Mr. Rykeet,—I sent you word to-day that the C. P. R. was cutting my
timber. and atter getting answer, notified the Company. They have cut a good deal
of the timber, and I think they will have to pay for it. Muckle thinks I ean get the
C. P. R. to purchase at $60,000 or $70.000. I am trying to get them to bite at it,
anyway, Can they not get the balance of the timber in the 400 miles? 1 will tell
them to see you at Ottawa. T would like to work the limit if the C. P. R. will not
buy. Tt will pay better than all the cash we can get.

Yours truly,
JOHN ADAMS.

On the 10th July, Adams wrote to Mr. Rykert as follows :—

“ July 10th, 1882.

“ My Dear Ryxerr,—The day 1 received Mercer’s telegram (I telegraphed you
the same day’) I received a letter from him, and in the evening he eame home. My
limit takes in all the timber that is in that section, and as it is in bluffs T wiil have
to {ake in some open prairie. The timber consists of A 1 Douglas pine, and averages
in diameter 14 x 16 ipches, and will average from 45 to 65 ft. in length, very straight,
free from limbs, and nolds its size well. Our Hamilton friend is out of luck.”

*“ Muckle is cutting in the east end now, and he received a telegram from Van-
Horne saying to cut away, that he would soon have the timber matter arranged. So
Muckle thought that he was making arrangements with me, and he said his reason
for thinking so was that he wrote VanHorne a month ago to buy it or make some
terms with the lessee. Mueckie thinks I should not sell at less than 880,000. It is
worth more. Mercer thinks we had better work it. There is a party out here that
will put up a mill and work for an interest. T would rather sell and let somebody else
make a little. I bad to secure Muckle his $5,000, and he will deserve it, We have
telegraphed to Muckle to send us down another location of some splendid spruce.
He was locating it when Meccer left, but he wants it taken in my name, but I could
not take any more in my name. I should like to see you get the papers put through
as soon as yon get them. I am saving the cash for the survey, &e.

‘“ Respectfully,
Exhibit No. 16, (Signed) “JOHN ADAMS.”

On the 18th July Adams wrote Mr. Rykert as follows :—
‘WinxipEg, 18th July, 1882,
Dear Mgr. Ryxert,—Mercer is back from the limit, and he will write you fully
to-day. It isa great limit and I am now satisfied the limit is well worth $150,000 to
the C. P. R, and they must have the timber as there is none nearer than Winnipeg,
but they are a hard people to satisfy about the value, unless Muckle will tell
them all about it. I will try to get him to feel the men in the office here. I will go
to Ottawa as soon as you are ready.
Yours truly,
(Signed) JOHN ADAMS.
On the 24th July, Mr. Rykert wrote Adams as follows :—
St. CATHARINES, 24th July, 1882,
My Dear Apans,—I am in receipt of your favor, and am pleased to learn that
the limit has panned out all right, as I was in great dread it would be a failure. I
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am in a certain sense glad that Laidlaw has failed, as he ACTED 50 INFERNAL MEAN
ABoUT IT. I think if you can get 880,000 you better sell immediately, or less than
that. If as good as you say, the C.P.R. can give us at least $60,000 and
expenses. You better see them at once, and if THEY WILL BITE AT ALL tell them I
will assist them in getting all the timber within the twenty square miles, It is
IMPORTANT TO REALIZE THE CASH WHEN WE CAN LOOK OUT FOR MORE, Have you
stopped them from cutting? This is necessary. I see by the papers thatthe C.P.R.
is cutting timber at the Cypress Hills. I do not think 1t will pay to work. THE
CASH IS VERY MUCH BETTER. I would not delay at all in seeing the Company. Per-
haps Muckle can urge them to buy.
- Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

At the end of July or the beginning of August a suspicion had arisen in the
mind of Laidlaw that, instead of his getting the area applied for and agreed on,
Adams had got that area, so far as it was common to both, and that he, Laidlaw, had
been deprived thereof.

Laidlaw thereupon communicated with Mr. McCarthy, who on the 2nd August
telegraphed the Deputy Minister of the Interier asfollows :—

(Telegram). ToronTo, 2nd August, '82.

Lixpsay RussELL,
Deputy Minister of Interior, Ottawa,

Please stay issue and further proceeding in respect of Adams’ timber license,
Cypress Hills. I have good reasons. Consider the request special and wire whether
surveyor employed by Adams had made report. Will go to Ottawa in the matter,

DALTON McCARTHY, M.P.

To which, on 2nd August, the Deputy Minister of the Interior replied us
follows :—

Orrawa, 2nd August, 1882,
Davrron McCartHY, M.P., Toronto.
Survey report not received—no action in meantime in issuing license.

Exhibit No. 37. '
LINDSAY RUSSELL.

On the 4th August, Laidlaw wrote to Adams as follows :—

“ HayiLTon, ONTARIO, 4th August, 1882,

“Mr. JorNy Apams, Merchant Tailor,
“Winnipeg.

“Dear Apams,—I received a Winnipeg paper, and I suppose T have to thank you
for iy, giving an account of your timber limit at Cypress Hills, and on the same day
I sent you a telegram but have not received any answer. I was very well pleased to
kuow of your success, although I confess I was very much disappointed at the state-
ment that your limit took in all the timber in that region of the country. Our man
is away in the west now and there is a strange difference in his report and your
newspaper report. Can it be possible that there is a mistake about the territory ?
I would like to know where your location is made, and would be very much obliged
for the description of it and all the information you can give me about it. Of course,
if you are the fortunate one and have got all the timber away from us, we will be
pleased at your success and sorry for our failure and hope for better fortune next
time. T olaim, however, that if such is the case and you intend to give anyone a
share in the timber, we have the right to be favorably considered. Please answer
fully, and if you are coming down this way, let me know where I might see you.

“Yours very truly,
Exhibit No. 57. (Signed) WM. LAIDLAW.”
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Laidlaw seems to have written to the Department at Ottawa for information,
and received on 5th August, the following telegram :—

‘¢ OTTAWA, 5th August, 1882,
“ Wa. LAmpLaw.

“ Letter received this morning, will mail to-day copy your application; Depart-
ment cannot furnish copy of Adams’ application without his consent.

Exhibit No. 63. “CHAS. WM. ALLEN.”

Some time in August, Mr. MeCarthy wrote to the Deputy Minister of the Interior,
and also telegraphed him, as appears by the following telegram :—

“ToronTo, 12th August, 1882.
“ Wx. Lamprnaw, Esq., Hamilton.

“ DEAR Larpnaw,—Your telegram received. Both the Minister of the Interior
(Sir John) and the deputy (Mr. Lindsay Russell) are at Riviére du Loup just now,
and no appointment can therefore be obtained.
“Yours truly,
Exhibit No. 64. “DALTON McCARTHY.”

And by a letter which he wrote to the Deputy Minister of the Interior, on 4th
September, as follows:—
ToroNTO, 4th September, 1882,

Linpsay Russenr, Esq.,
Ottawa.

My Dear SiR.—When I wired you the week before last to see if T could have
an interview at Ottawa, and you answered me from Riviére du Loup, I had proposed
seeing you about the Cypress Hills' timber limit, as to which I have already
written to say there has been a mistake through accident or design, I know not
which. Now, I believe Mr. Adams is either at Ottawa or some agent of his is, has
been, or shortly will be, to ask for the license, but if it be given to him it will only
cause a great deal of trouble, and make it much more difficult to do what is right in
the matter. The portion applied for by my constituents, Messrs. Shortreed & Laid-
law, and which they were to have their fifty miles out of, is the part that Mr. Adams,
as I am informed, has had surveyed, and is now about seeking a license for. All
this the papers 1 have in my possession clearly demonstrate, 1 want you, therefore,
in accordance with your telegram, to refrain from issuing any license to Mr. Adams
until I have an opportunity of seeing you, and learning thatyou are again at Ottawa
I shall at once go down.

Yours truly,

: (Signed) DALTON McCARTHY.
And by the following letter :—
‘ “ToroNTO, 4th September, 1882.

“My DEAr Lapraw,—I did not go to Ottawa as arranged, as I found that Mr.
Lindsay Russell was at Riviére du Loup. I therefore had to trust to my letter to
him on the subject, which I hope will have kept matters safe.

“Since that I have been off for a week’s run, only returning this morning.
To-morrow I will wire Mr. Russeli as to when I can see them, and shall go down at
the earliest possible moment.

“Yours truly, .

Exhibit No. 65. “DALTON McCARTHY.”
But the letter and telegram mentioned in the earlier letter of 4th September are

not on the departmental file.
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On 5th September, Mr. McCarthy telegraphed the Deputy Minister of Interior
as follows:
ToroNTO, Hth September, 1882.

Linpsay RUSSELL,
Deputy Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.

Can I see you on Saturday or when ; important, as the facts recently disclosed
seem to show that a gross fraud has been committed re Cypress Hill Limit.

DALTON McCARTHY.
To which the reply was:—

Deputy absent. will telegraph on his return.
A. R.
On 2nd September, Laidlaw wrote to Mr. Rykert as follows :—
« HamLtoN CLUB, 2nd September, 1882.
«J. C. RyxErrt, Esq., M.P.,
¢« St. Catharines,

“ My DEAR RYKERT,—In re Cypress Timber Limit. At the time of the applie-
ation for this limit, I relied upon the letters from you and Mr. McCarthy, and I did
not examine the form of description in the papers received by Shortreed & Laidlaw.
I recently received information which induced me to suspect that a fraud had been
committed against Shortreed & Laidlaw in the interest of Mr., Adams and made a
careful examination of the papers. A gross mistake or a gross fraud had been
committed and I am willing to submit the_papers and information to you to form
your own opinion which you will call it. I have preserved all the correspondence.
The matter has been laid before the Government and all proceedings in the Adams
application stayed. I went to St. Catharines to see you last week in your absence,
and if you wish I will go down again, or I might probably meet you here or in
Toronto in the course of next week. I ounly ask fair play and good faith and I rely
upon my agreement with you and upon your sense of honor and justice in the matter
of trust.

“Yours truly,
Exhibit No. 58, (Signed) WM. LAIDLAW.”

To which Mr. Rykert replied as follows :
¢« St. CATHARINES, 4th September, 1882,

DEar LaipLaw,—I am really surprised at your statement, that there has been
any fraud committed on the part of Adams. This I entirely repudiate. You will
bear in mind that you applied for something like 400 square miles, which was posi-
tively refused. My application for Adams was subsequently granted, but at the very
last moment it was discovered that you had applied for a part of the same territory.
I then saw McCarthy, who said that no such application would be entertained. 1
told him I could get it through for him and we then went together to Mr. Russell.
The two limits applied for were shortened up by Mr. Russell and both of us were
satisfied. You yourself stated in a letter to Adams that you were indebted to me for
the Order in Council. I knew nothing of the territory; Adams knew nothing
except what he was told by others. It is rather late in the day after Adams has, at
an enormous expense, made his survey, for either party to complain. Have you
made any survey or have you explored the land within your limit ? I will be here
to-morrow and Wednesday, when you can see me. I am too unwell to leave home.

“ Yours,
Exhibit No. 66. (Signed) J.C. RYKERT.

On 5th September, Mr. Rykert wrote Adams as follows :
“ S1. CATHARINES, 5th September, 1882,
“ DEAR Apams,—Laidlaw called at my office in my absence in reference to the
limits, I yesterday received a letter from him in which he suggests fraud on your
XX1
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part, or in your interest in getting the limit. T immediately went to Hamilton and
met him at the station by appointment. My object was to know what he really
meant. He did not dare to charge me directly with fraud, but insinuated that some-
body was gwlty. He wanted me to see you and get him an interest in the limit and
intimated that if you did not do so he would take proceedings at Ottawa to prevent
the issuing of the license. I told him to crack ahead and do all he could. Will see
you to-morrow.
“ Faithfully,
Exhibit No. 59. (Signed) “J. C. RYKERT.”

And on the Tth September, as follows :
¢« Sr. CATHARINES, 5th September, 1882,

“Desr Apams—I wrote to Russell on the 5th informing him of your arrival
here and that you had entered into certain contracts on the strength of the Order
in Council. T also stated to him that Laidlaw was only trying a game of bluff in
entering a protest against the license. It is very singular that he should offer to
purchase the limit or an interest in it and afterwards apply to defeat you. In my
opinion he is only trying to force you into terms. He never, until lately, insinuated
that there was any fraud, and he knows full well that everything was done in a
straightforward manner.

“Very truly,
Exhibit No. 60. (Signed) “J.C. RYKERT.”

On 6th September Mr. Laidlaw telegraphed Deputy Minister of Interior as
follows:

HayirTon, 6th September, 1882.

Linpsay RussiLL,
Deputy Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.

Please record caveat against Adams’ license at Cypress Hills on ground of
fraud, and stay all proceedings until notice given to Dalton McCarthy, Q.C.

SHORTREED & LAIDLAW.

No communication was made to either Mr. McCarthy or Mr. Laidlaw of any
action being about to be taken by the Department; nor were they asked to state
their objections; nor was Mr. McCarthy given an appointment as requested; nor
did they learn what had been done meanwhile, till Mr. McCarthy, being in Ottawa
in October on other business, called at the Department and learned, to his great
surprise, that the license had been issued.

‘Whereupon, on the 9th October, he wrote Mr. Laidlaw as follows :—

“ OrrAwa, 9th October, 1882,

“ W Lampnaw, Esq.,
 Hamilton.

“ My Dear Larpraw,—Notwithstanding Mr. Russell’s telegram that nothing
should be done as to the Cypress Hill limits without letting me know, and by repeated
protests by telegram and letter, Mr. Russell, during the last week of August, reported
to Sir John, while the latter was at Riviére du Loup, on Mr. Rykert's application,
and the license was granted to Rykert’s nominee, Adams. Mr. Russell represented
that T opposed it, but also misrepresented that he had settled or ‘adjusted’ our
rival or conflicting applications; that neither of us knew anything about the location
of the timber, and insinuated that it was only because Adams had had the good luck
to find timber on his range that we were now protesting. He omitted to bring to Sir
John’s notice, my allegations of fraud, and his own undertaking that nothing should
be done without my being heard from. He pretends to say that he recollects per-
fectly that Rykert and I agreed to the location of the limits assigned us respectively
by the Orders in Council, and that Rykert had nothing to say to it, more than I had
in agreeing to it.
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“ How far this is from the truth my letter to you proves, and the enclosed
rough sketch affords intrinsic evidence that no such agreement was ever made, for,
according to it, we abandoned all but a narrow strip of our original application.

“ We must move at once, and if you come to Toronto Tuesday night, bringing
all your papers and especially my letters and Rykert’s, we will prepare a petition
or take such action as may be proper.

“ I confess I cannot understand Mr. Russell’s conduct. It is all between him,
Ryley and Rykert, and time will disclose to what extent the two former are accom-
plices or dupes.

“ Yours truly,
(Signed) “ DALTON McCARTHY.

* P.8.—Come to my house at 8 o’clock p.m.”
Exhibit No. 68.

We now proceed to state all the information we have obtained as to how this
came about.
On 25th July, Mr. Adams wrote Mr. Rykert as follows :—

25th July, 1882,

Dear Mr. RYKERT,—Surveyor preparing his report and it will be sent to you
immediately. Hope I can sell to the C. P. R. and get rid of the limit, as I would
rather have the cash, and then I could get up company for another limit, .

Yours truly,
(Signed) JOHN ADAMS,

On 1st August, Mr. Rykert replied as follows :—
St. CarHARINES, 1st August, 1882,

My DEar Apays,—I duly received your letter to-day and hasten to reply to the
same, It will be necessary, I think, that I should see the report before it goesin. Youhad
better get the surveyor to send his report addressed to the Minister, under cover to me,
and I will examine same before taking to Ottawa. It will also be necessary to send
the instructions which I forwarded to you, so that I can see that they are fully com-
plied with. Tt seems to me that he ought not to be paid in full until you ascertain
that his report is all O.K. T hope he has done as directed. It may be necessary for
me to correct them, and, therefore, I think they better be sent to me first under
cover. Ifall right, I will take them on. I still am of the opinion that you better
sell out bodily and get the cash, if they will pay you $75,000 or $80,000. We would
then be in a position to go in for something larger, if possible. What are trees
worth in the ground standing ? What, also, are telegraph poles worth 2 That
notice in the paper is pretty well got up. I guess I can see who wrote it or dictated
it. Can you not get some railway man in whom you have confidence to ¢o 1o VAN
Hoane and tell him the Railway Company ought to purchase, and that the limit is
well worth $150,000. SOME SUCH A GAME AS THIS MIGHT TAKE WELL,

Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

There is no necessity for you coming to Ottawa atall. T can get it all dono
without you. All they dois to mail a lease, as usually done. No use in wasting
money travelling.

The apprehension of some trouble seems to have been before Adams on 3rd
August, when he wrote Mr. Rykert as follows :—

3rd August, 1882,

Dear RygERT,—I am so anxious about this affair that I will leave for Ottawa
next week, and will meet you in Toronto on my way. I have got aregular bonanza,
Don’t let them beat me out of it after all my hard work and expense in paying
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thousands for survey. I was talking to McCauley about getting up a company,
but Peter has not much faith in it. I think I can sell for $80,000 or $90,000 cash,
or I might get up a company at double that amount and take half as stock.
Yours truly,
(Signed) JOHN ADAMS.
To which Mr. Rykert on 8th August replied as follows :—
St. CaATHARINES, 8th August, 1882,

My Dear Apams—I duly received your letter yesterday. It is utterly useless

for you to come here at an expense to get the matter closed up. Just as soon as I
get the surveyor's report I will proceed to Ottawa and get the license as early as
possible. It will likely take some time. I really hope you have the bonanza you
expect you have. It will be satisfactory to know after my HARD FIGHT WITH THE
GovERNMENT that [ did get what you anticipated. I would not go through the same
difficulty again for twice the amount. I never spent such six weeks before as I did
while endeavoring to force the Department to do justice. The fact of their having
refused McCarthy before had a great deal to do with the delay and retusal. Poor
Laidlaw. I am pleased he DID NoT GET THE START OF THIS cHILD. He thought he
was very smart and had all the influence of the country at his back. I thinkanother
time they will recognize the fact that J. C. R. 1s NoT VERY EASILY DEFEATED AT
ANYTHING. If you can get $80,000 you had better sell, or if you can get up a com-
any for say $140,000, or even less, you reserving 1 or 1 of the stock, it might be
etter. This would enable you to have a very considerable lot of money, and still
have an interest in the result. It seems to me that while the matter is hot it would
be well to do something in this way in Winnipeg. I shall wait very anxiously for
the surveyor’s report, so that I can get the matter satisfactorily closed up. The
Bfo(};le here are delighted to know that you have got a good thing. What does
cCarthy think of it now ? e wrote me that there was nothing in it last winter

Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

On the 19th August Mr. Rykert wrote to Adams as follows :—
St. CaTnarINES, 19th August, 1882.

My Dear Apams—I duly received the report of the surveyor last night, but
unfortunately the oath was not signed by him, and I at once telegraphed you to get
him to mail me another oath duly signed and sworn to before a commissioner or
magistrate, with his signature. 1 can attach it to the report. I have been terribly
disappointed at this mistake, as I intended leaving here to-day for Ottawa. This
will delay me at least another week. I see by the report that there are 374 miles of
timber.instead of 50 miles. If this is all timber, as it appears to be, you will have a
grand future. Would it not be well to make an effort to get up a company, putting
in the land at $150,000. We might take stock to the amount of one-third. How
would it do to give Wolf, say, $5,000 to get up a company, or whatever you can agree
upon. I read Laidlaw’s letter. He thinks you are mistaken as to the iimit he
applied for having no timber. Now that it is well known that you have a grand
limit, I think there will be no difficulty in getting up a large company. I wanT
Mgs. R.’s HALF TO BRING HER IN $50,000 if possible. I hope you got telegraph and
that you havc sent me the oath, It isimportant that the magistrate or commissioner
should sign his name as well as the surveyor.

Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

On 25th August the surveyor’s report was sent into the Department by Mr,
Rykert, in a letter m which he asked for the immediate preparation of the license.
On the 28th August Mr. Rykert telegraphed to Adams as follows :—
Aug. 28, 1882,
To JorN Apams,—Laidlaw trying to upset arrangement. Decision end of next
week. ) (Sgd.) J.C. R
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And he must, therefore, have learned, in someway not divulged, that Laidlaw was
objecting.
On the same day he wrote to Sir John A. Macdonald as follows :—
“28th August, 1882,

“My DEAR Sir JonN,—Mr, Adams has made his survey in accordance with the
Order in Council at an expense of $5.000 in cash, and I hope there will be no delay
in having the license issued. Mr. Laidlaw has done nothing, has not made any
survey, and now, through Mr. McCarthy, objects to Mr. Adams getting the license.

“ Before the Orders in Council were issued, McCarthy and I met Mr. Russell,
and we agreed upon the respective boundaries. Each party was quite satisfied. Mr.
Russell will tell you that there was no mistake, no :dvantage taken, but everything
done in good faith. It would be an outrage now to delay the license, especially after
all the expense and trouble. Mr. Russell will report, I think, that I am fairly
entitled to the license.

“ Will you kindly give the Order at once, so that there will be no more delay.
Would it not be absurd to say that after all parties agree to an Order in Council we
should be allowed to protest against one or the other.

“ Up to this day Laidlaw has not made his survey.

“ Faithfully,
(Signed) “J.C. RYKERT.”

On the 31st August the Deputy Minister of the Department of Interior wrote
to Sir John A. Macdonald as follows:—

“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.”
“OrTAWA, 31st August, 1882,

“ Rt. Hon. Sir Jor~y A. MacponarLp, K.C.B,,
“ Minister of the Interior, Rivié¢re du Loup en bas.

“My Dear Sir Joun,—I enclose a letter from Mr. Rykert, representing Mr,
Adams, respecting a timber berth near Cypress Hills, for which he had Order in
Council to locate within certain limits.

“Messrs. Shortreed and Laidlaw, who werc represented by Mr. Dalton
McCarthy, had a like Order for similar location in an adjoining tract.

“The latter complain that the choice made by Mr. Adams is within the bounds
of the original application by them, to meet which the Order in Council in their
favor was passed, and affirm an official blunder in our having included in the tract
within which Adams could could locate, ground which formed part of their prior
application.

“The matter truly stands thus: Both parties filed applications of unreasonable
extent, 50 much beyond anything that could in rule be granted that I assumed that
their conflict, on one side on which they overlapped each other, was of secondary
importance, and also assumed, as acting for you, the right to deal with them by a
curtailment and re-adjustment, in such wise as to do away with the overlapping.

“This action I clearly explained to Messrs. Rykert and Dalton McCarthy, at an
interview which I had with them together pointing out to them that the alternative
would be, under the regulations, to make them compete for that part of the ground
on which they both had application. They seemed fully to understand the adjust-
ment I proposed. So far from there being any difficulty, they proposed to act in
léarllniony, by employing jointly, with a view to economy, a surveyor to lay out their

erths.

“I submit to you that inasmuch as under the regulations they would, if each
maintained his.application in conflict with the other, be obliged to compete, and that
in their interest, not that of the Department, an adjustment doing away with such
competition was made, of which Eoth parties were cognizant, and that the adjust-
ment was made in good faith, without any knowledge as to location of any valuable
timber (for of this I was as ignorant as I believe were the parties themselves), and
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was therefore impartial, they can now have no ground for complaint, even though
the hazard in the arrangement has, it would appear, turned out to be much more in
favor of one than the othor.

“ 1t may be mentioned as additional ground for maintaining the course taken,
that Mr. Adams has made a1 most costly survey, of which the returns have been filed,
while the other party, the one that complains, has, so far as the Department is aware
done nothing in this direction.

“ Respectfully yours,
Exhibit No. 9. (Signed) “LINDSAY RUSSELL,
¢ Deputy of the Minister of the Interior.”

On the 31st August, Mr. Rykert wrote to the Deputy Minister of the Interior
ag follows :—
St. CATHARINES, 31st August, 1882,

My DEear Sir,—Seeing by the papers that you were likely to be away for a time,
I thought I might venture to ask you to endeavor to settle the Adams matter, and
if possible sign the license before you left. I assume that Sir John will, without any
hesitation, confirm what has been done, and order the license to be issued. You will
recollect that after it was determined to give Adams his limit it was discovered that
one prior, that of Laidlaw, had been applied for and refused for part of the same
ground. You then asked me to see McCarthy, who told me that there was no use in
applying any further—that it would not be granted. I told him I was certain it
could be done. He then went with me twice to your office, and agreed upon the
boundary, and told you he was perfectly satistied. In fact, Laidlaw was so well
pleased he offered to pay me for my trouble. It seems very strange that they find
no fault until now. They have made no survey, have done nothing—but on account
of a piece in the Winnipeg paper stating Adams had all the timber (which is not
true) they make a fuss. I sentLaidlaw’sletter to SirJohn, which particularly states
he is willing to purchase from Adams, but does not complain of any injustice being
done. T hope you will stand by the Order in Cou.cil and not let any of this baby
play intervenec to prevent justice being done. Please telegraph me if all right.

Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

Adams would like the year for the mill to commence January, 1883.

To which the Deputy Minister of the Interior replied as follows :

Memo. attached :

Telegraph Mr. Rykert, “ Your letter and my report thereon mailed to Minister.
Laidlaw’s will also be sent moment received.” :

‘ (Sgd.) L. R.

On the 1st September, Mr. Rykert telegraphed Mr. Ryley as follows :—

St. CATHARINES, September 1, 1882,

G. U. RyLey,
Department of the Interior,
Ottawa.

Has any word been received from Sir John since Russell’s report ?
) ‘ J. C. RYKERT.
Memo, attached. Will telegraph when Sir John’s answer to report arrives.
(Signed) LINDSAY RUSSELL,
Per G. R.
On the 2nd September, Mr. Rykert wrote to the Deputy Minister of the Interior
as follows :—
St. CATHARINES, 2nd September, 1282,
My Dear RusseLn,—I herewith enclose you letter written by Laidlaw in which

he states he feels indebted to me for getting his Order in Council.
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In fact, he offered me an interest or a large fee if I would get the Order through.
This I declined, as I felt in honor bound to assist McCarthy, who also had abandoned
all idea of getting an Order at all. After mutually agreeing to the limit, as settled
by you, I think it particularly mean in him charging you, or the Department with
bungling. He knows he agreed to all that was done, and was very much pleased.

I also sent Sir John a letter written by Laidlaw, in which he congratulates
Adams and offers to purchase his right. Adams is here waiting for his license and
feels keenly the unexpected delay. I have too much faith in Sir John to believe he
will hesitate a minute in adhering to the Order in Council. In fact, I do not see how
he can ignore what has been done.

Faithfully,
Exhibit No 46. (Signed) J.C. RYKERT.
Oun the same day he telegraphed to the Deputy Minister of Interior as follows:
St. CaTHARINES, September 2, 1882,
LinpsaY RuUSSELL,
Deputy Minister of Interior, Ottawa.

Have mailed you letter of Laidlaw, in which he states he did not expect a

limit, but that he has to thank me for getting the privilege.
J. C. RYKERT.

On 5th Septemper, he wrote the Deputy Minister of Interior as follows:—

St. CaTHARINES, bth September, 1882.

My Dear Russenn,—Adams has arrived here and informs me that he has, on the
of strength the Order in Council, enteved into contract for lumber and has also signed
contract for putting up mills. It doesseem like a farce to delay the license, especially
when there 1s really no excuse for Laidlaw’s opposition. Ieis trying to play a bluff
game, and wrote me yesterday that he had stopped all proceedings in Ottawa. I cannot
for a moment believe that Sir John will hesitate to carry out the Order in Council,
especially when you know that everything was done in good faith and thatall parties
were satisfied. McCarthy expressed himself as delighted that I had interceded and
prevailed on the Minister to issue Order in Council. I hope Sir John will not delay
the matter nor wait for Mr. Laidlaw. Every moment is important for Mr. Adams.
Laidlaw’s letter, which T enclosed Sir John, does not insinuate fraud, but asks to have
a chance to purchase. The one I mailed you certainly shows that he felt grateful
for my good offices in the matter.

I feel confident that your report must have been favorable and conclusive as to
the fraud, or bungling ot the department.

Faithfully,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

There is no harm in stating that Adams had to pay the party who originally
selected this limit $5,000 besides the subsequent cost of survey, or in all he is out
$10,700, about as much as the limit is perhaps worth.

On the 5th September, Mr. Rykert telegraphed to the Deputy Minister of In-
terior as follows :—

St. CATHARINES, 5th September, 1882.
Lixpsay RusskLr,

Deputy Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.

When will Sir John be at Ottawa? Would like copy of Laidlaw’s objections;
I think he is only trying to bluff.

J. C. RYKERT.

On the Tth September Mr. Rykert telegraphed to the Deputy Minister of the
Interior as follows: “Sirv John telegraphs as follows: ‘ Licenses granted by Order
in Council. I can do nothing here. Adams should see Russell” Will you have
Order in Council passed immediately.”

J. C. RYKERT.
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On the 8th September Mr. Rykert telegraphed to the Deputy Minister of the
Interior as follows :— :

St. CATHARINES, 8th September, 1882,
Linpsay RussELL,

Deputy Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.

Order in Council authorizes Department to grant license; this Sir John has
apparently overlooked. Hope no more attention will be paid to Laidlaw’s nonsense.
He wants to levy blackmail.

J. C. RYKERT.

On the 11th Septcmber, Mr. Rykert telegraphed the Deputy Minister of the
Interior as follows :—
St. CarHARINES, 11th September, 1882.
Linpsay RuUsseLL,
Deputy Minister of the Interior, Ottawa.

Please telegraph me as to license. Adams waiting here. What is the cause of
delay ? Sir Jobhn said to see you.
J. C. RYKERT.

On 13th September, Mr. Rykert telegraphed Mr. Burgess, Deputy Minister of
the Interior, as follows :—

When will license for Adams be issued ? Auswer, Queen’s Hotel,
J. C. R.

To which Mr. Burgess replied as follows:—

Matter will be submitted next meeting of the Council.
A. M. B.

On the 14th September, Mr. Rykert wrote to Adams, as follows :—

St. CATHARINES, 14th September, 1882,

My Dear Apams,—I wanted to see you this morning, but you are always so
impatient it is hard to keep you in one spot. On Saturday next I hope to have the
Order passed in Council. BOWELL HAs PROMISED ME he wiil do all he can to put it
through. It may take all the week. I will be in Toronto to-morrow, and expect to
leave by train for Kingston to-morrow night. Saturday morning I will telegraph
you where and when to meet me. I want to see you. I feel quite confident we are
all right.

Yours,
(Signed) J. C. RYKERT.

On the 16th September, a Departmental Report recommending the issue of the
license to Adams was sent in; and on the 19th September the Order in Council
passed.

The license was for 374 miles, altogether within the area which should have
gone to Laidlaw,

On the 21st September it was forwarded to Mr. Rykert in a letter, as follows:—

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OtrTawa, 218t September, 1882,

J. C. RyxerT, Esq., St. Catharines, Ont.

Sie,—I have the honor, by direction of the Minister of the Interior, to enclose
license in duplicate to Mr, Adams for a timber limit near the Cypress Hills for the
year 1882 for his acceptance. Please return one of them to this Department. Mr.
Gouin has paid $190, being ground rent for the same.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
(Signed) - A. RUSSELL, for Surveyor General.
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As this closes the first period of the history of the transaction, it may be con-
verient here to state certain points which we deem worthy of observation.

(1.) The decision of the Department, as stated to Mr. McCarthy in January, was
not to issue timber licenses in the locality ; and to apply, in case that decision should
be changed, the principle of competition under the regulations.

(2.) Shortly after it was decided, at Mr. Rykert’s instance, to recommend the
issue of a license to his client, Adams, and this was communicated by Mr. Macpherson
to Mr. Rykert.

(38.) A little later, when it was found that there was a conflict involving under
the regulations a competition, the Department promoted an arrangement for an
adjustment of the boundaries so as to do away with that competition, for the reasons
appearing in the Report of the Deputy Minister of the Interior, of Aug. 31st, 1882,

(4.) The area of selection granted to Adams was, as shown by the written and
oral testimony, including that of Mr. Rykert, and of the then, and of the present
Deputy Minister of Interior, unusually large.

5.) No grounds for, or explanation of, the change of the decision, stated to Mr.
McCarthy in January, or of the action taken for the avoidance of competition, or of
the unusual size of the area appeared before us.

(6.) Mr. Rykert’s letters claim that these results were due to Mr. Rykert’s influ-
ence and persistence with the Government; and we find that Mr. Rykert certainly
used great persistence in pressing the claims of his client on the Department and the
Government.

(7.) There was a strong conflict of evidence as to the date at which the agree-
ment made, or assumed to be made as to the boundaries, namely, that Ladlaw should
have the area of selection applied for by him, and that Adams should not encroach
on it, was in fact made. But we are obliged to arrive at the conclusion that it was
made after the 10th April, and therefore at a time when the Departmental memoran-
dum of a contrary tenor had already been prepared, and that Mr. Rykert was guilty
of bad faith in thisrespect.

(8.) Atanyratethatagreement wasnot carried out, but the reverse. Adams was
given that to which Laidlaw was entitled, which was the common object of applica-
tion, and which turned out to be the only object of value; while Laidlaw was given
something for which he had never asked, to which he had never agreed, and which
turned out to be prairie and not timber land.

(9.) The applications of Mr. McCarthy and of Laidlaw, made when some inkling
of the facts had reached them, and before any license had been recommended, for a
stay, for an appointmrent, and for an opportunity to be heard before any such action,
though based upon the allegations that a mistake, and later that a gross fraud, had
been committed, were not merely neglected, but were treated in a way calculated
to lull their apprehension that a decision might be reached without their having
the opportunity they asked ; and meanwhile the recommendation for the license to
Adams was pushed through and his license was issued.

(10.) On and after the3rd April, thatis from a period anterior to all the difficul-
ties narrated, Mr. Rykert (who had had, as shown by the early correspondence,
from the beginning accepted the relation of a person who was to receive compensa-
tion for his services) became, by means of the agreement made by Adams with Mr.
Rykert’s wife, through Mr. Rykert himself, which was witnessed by, and delivered
to Mr. Rykert, and which was expressed to be in consideration of his services
therefor voluntarily given in the matter, substantially interested ia one-half of the
net profits of the expected grant; and all that was thereafter done by Mr. Rykert
was done under the influence of that interest,

(11.) Mr. Rykert did not divulge, but, on the contrary, kept secret, the existence
of his personal interest, and assumed to be acting stillonly as the solicitor of Adams,

The motive for putting the transaction in the form adopted, and for concealing
the true relation of Mr. Rykert to the matter we infer to have been twofold : First,
to avoid any possible impairment of the strength of hisrepresentationsto the execu-
tive ; and secondly, to avoid any damage to his standing as a member of Parliament
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and a public man; and the existence of this second motive seems confirmed by the
statement subsequently made by Mr. Rykert in his place in Parliament, to which we
must later on refer.

We think it right to state the opinion that there is some evidence to shew, that
Mr. Lindsay Russell, the Deputy Minister of Interior, may have been, at the time of
these events, in consequence of his impaired mental vigour, incapable of fully ap-
prehending the proceedings, and subject to the influence and initiative of others;
and is not obnoxious to the charges of conscious wrong-doing and neglect to which
he would under other circumstances be liable,

We now proceeded to deal with the later phases of the tiansaction.

On the 6th October, Mr. Rykert wrote to Adams as follows :—

St. CATHARINES, 6th Qctober, 1882.

My DEar Apays,—I am waiting very patiently, expecting every day to hear
from you in reference to the limit. I hope you will soon be able to organize a com-
pany at the figures we mentioned, viz. §250,000. If, however, you can get $200,000
in cash I would be inclined to let it go, and then go in for something still better. I
hope we can realize a hundred thousand each. Wedeservesomething for the trouble
we have gone to and the amount of flesh we have lost, thinking over it. Itis
really a wonder that I succeeded for you at all, when we consider all the opposition
we had. I will leave here on receipt of telegram, if you think I can do any good.
I have written Calvin Brown, of Minneapolis, to try and get up a company. He is
a pretty good hand for that. Would it not be well to enquire at some of the Yankee
cities, what you can get a portable saw-mill and machinery for? It might be im-
portant to haveit ready to take over the C.P.R. this fall when they have built
another 100 miles, as I suppose they will do this fall. Itislikely the