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HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Turspay, 20th April, 1888,

The SexaxEr took the Chair at Three o’clock,

Praxzrs.
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 112) to consolidate the borrowing powaers of the
Western Canada Loan and Savings Company, and to au-
ggise the said company to issue debenture stock,—(Mr.

ty-)

Bill (No. 113) to consolidate the borrowing powers of the
Freehold Loan and Savings Company, and to authorise the
said company to issue debenture stock.—(Mr. Beaty.)

-

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 10%} respecting the transfer of the Lighthouse
at Cape Race, Newfoundland, and its appurtenances, to the
Dominion of Canada.—(Mr. Foster.)

SUMMARY PROGEEDINGS BEFORE JUSTICES.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.
84) to make further provisions respecting Summary Pro-
ceedings before Justices and other Magistrates (from the
Senate).— (Mr, Thompson, Antigonish.)

(In the Committee.)

On section 6,

Mr, THOMPSON (Antigonish). I explained to the com-
mittee that the object of this section was to provide by
legislation of our own the same enactment as is contained
in the Statute of § George IL, which has been recognised
in various decisions as in force in the Province of Ontario,
and may, probably, be in force in some of the other Prov-
inces, although its operation may not have been recognised
in any other Province. The object is, as I have said, to em-
body that enactment in this Statute and then declare in sec-
tion 8 that the English Statute wonld no longer be in force.
It was considered desirable that an enactment of that kind
should be declared to be in force all over Canada, and in
force by our own statute, rather than to have any doubt
as to the olfantion of the English Act in any part of the
oountry. It was suggested in the committee that the pass-
age of clause 6 as it is would probably have the effect of
preventing any motion being made to quash a conviction
until & general order in the terms of clause 6 was passed. If
that is still the sense of the committes, I propose to amend
the clause in such a way as to provide that the enactment
which is contained in that section should have force of law
when 80 ordered by the court having authori% to enter-
tain the motion and quash the conviction. The section
then ;voogld read :

The court having authority to quash any convietion, order or other
proeeeding by or before a justice or justices, may preseribe by general
order that no motion to quash any other conviction, order or other pro-
oeodlngak‘; or before any justioe, or brought before the court by certio-
rars, 8 {bo entertained, unless the defendant is shown to have entered
into recognizances, with one or more suffloient sureties, before a justice
or justices of the county where such convistion or order has been made,
or before a judge or other officer, as may be prescribed by auy sach
general order.

The balance of the section being as printed.

Mr. MILLS. I thought when the committse rose that
the fifth clause was under disonssion.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). We carried it, but with
an amendment confining it to cases where the jurisdiction
was in question,

Mr, MILLS. The same question, I think, appliesto this—
that is, in any proceeding of this kind the party criminally
affected must certify that he will not prooceed on any civil
right of action he may have, before redress will be given,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Thatis not the present
olause. The present clause is clause 6, which provides
that security shall be given before a motion is granted to
quash & conviction,

Mr. MILLS, But as the fifth clause now stands, as
amended, is it not such that the party must waive his eivil
right before the urder is granted ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Yes.

Mr. MILLS. Upon what ground can we insist upon a
party waiving his civil right, which is a matter under the
Jburisd%etion of another Legislature. How canhe be bound

y it _

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish), Of course we could not
take away—and should not attempt to take away—the
civil right of the party, but the effect of the clanse is to
enable a judge, before making an order to set aside & con-
viction, to lay down, as a coudition of that order, that the
party shall waive his right, and I think it is clearly com-
petent for us to do so, as the procedure relative to the
setting aside of the conviction is criminal procedure.

Mr, CAMERON (Huron), I think the Minister should
consider this matter again. We are doing indirectly what
it is admitted we cannot do directly; we are taking away a
civil right by giving the judge before whom the ap;;}ioation
is made power to compel the applicant to forego his civil
right, in order that he may get redress for a wrong com-
mitted. I do not think Parliament has the right to do so;
at all events, it is open to great guestion. With regard to
the sixth clause, as I understand the amendment, I do not
think it helps the matter very tuch. Instead of Parlia-
ment prescribing directly thatut.ie security for costs shall
be given before an application for a certiorari is granted,
the hon, gentleman proposes that it shall be a matter of
discretion with the judge to require security for the costs.

Mr, THOMPSON (Antigonish). Not quite so. There
is no doubt a judge before whom an application is made
for a writ to issue has the authority to presoribe security,



806 COMMONS

DEBATES. ArriL 20,

and this enables the court having general authority over
such matters, to make a general order, prescribing what
asmount of security shall be given as & preliminary to a
mokion to quash the ‘conviction.

Mr. CAMERON (Haron). Does the hon. gentleman
know that it is the law now that the court shall have
suthority to make the rules fixing the amount of security,
as one of the conditions upon which the application shall be
made? If this is not the law now with regard to cases of
certiorari, I do not think it would impose any greater hard-
hip qﬁ:l agpiioan’ts than is now imposed on them by the
law. o offeet of it will be that fa poor man, however
much wronged or injured he may be, cannot get redress
unléss he enters into security for the payment of costs, and
that sometimes may be very difficult, In almost every
enso of litigation, every subject of Her Majesty has the
right to invoke the power of the court for the redress of
wrong, without %:mg seourity for the costs. Now, why
should the man who believes himself to be laboring under
an injustice be compelled to give security for the costs any
more than the man who.sues to recover a debt ? It simply

aces the poor man at a disadvantage as compared with

rich man whe is in a better position to get security
than the man ; itis practically diseriminating in favor
of the rich and against the poor, 1 do mnot recollect,
though T am under the impression that you require to give
seeurity uuder the Yresent law, in an application for
certiorari, and if the law is such I do not think the hon.
gentleman should impose that burden on the litigants seek-
ing redress,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). It is the law now. The
hon. gontleman will find it in 5 George II, ehap, 19, sec-
tion ¥, which in two cases has been decided to be in force
in Ontario, I stated a few moments ago that it was con-
sidered to be more convenient to have that provision
embodied in the face of the Act, instead of its having the
force Zof law merely by the circumstance of its being
in an English Statute, When we embody it in the Act,
modified as I propose to modify it by having it subjeet to
the order-making power of the court, the Act willshow the
whole law on the subject of certiorari and motions to
quash convictions. It does not, however, make any radical
change in the law.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Does that law apply to all
classes of cages? The hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy), who is an authority in cases of that kind, inti-
mated to the House the other day that security for the costs
‘was not a condition to the abtaining of a writ of certiorari.
My impression was the other way, but that hon, gentleman
baving so stated, I have some doubts on the subjeet, and
especially as to whether it applies to all cases of applica-
tion for certiorari. Take, for instance, the case of an appli-
atim;d made under the Scott Act, where an application can

made.

Mr, THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think it is of univer-
sal application as to conviotions under the order of
8 justice of the peace. While the Act is in foroe
in Ontario, however, under the English law, it has
not been recognised as being in force in some, or
mrhap any of the other Provinces. I think it is

stter to have it uniform, especially as we are not imposing
any undue stringency, but are simply putting the law on
the subject on the face of the Act, so that magistrates may
be made aware of their right to take security in such cases.

There is, no doubt, a good deal in the observation of the
hon, gentleman, that it may seem hard on litigants to'
require them to give security for cbsts, Still, we know

‘Mr, TroursoN (Antigonish), o

that a writ of certiorari is a writ easily obtained, and it will
always be used as a means of defeating an order or convic-
tion, unless we impose some restraint like this, which
establishes the good faith, and requiresa fair reason for litigat-
ing further, which, no doubt, the suitor would be sure to
have before he would undertake to give security for costs.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon, gentleman provides
that upon an application to quash a convietion by a writ of
certiorart, the court shall have power to amend the convic-
tion both in matters of form and substance. It is only in a
case where there is a real wrong to be righted that there is
much likelihood of an application being made for a writ of
certiorari. As the law stood before, there was no power to
amend ; but under this Bill, power to amend is given, and
convictions will not be quashed unless they are not sustained
by the evidence. That being the case, I do not see the
necessity of imposing additional hardship or restrictions
upon appellants by compelling them to give security for
costs,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). That is quite true; but
the argument only reaches this point, that applications to
quash convictions under this Bill are much less likely to
succeed, but not less likely to be taken; and the fact
that we have made it more difficult for them to succeed, is
all the more reason why we should require them to give
security.

Mr. LISTER. The amountof tho security is not fixed by
this section. I think under the English Statute the amount
of the security is put at £40 sterling. It is possible under
this Act that the courts may make an order directing that
security shall be given for a greater sum, [ think this
section should fix a limit of the amount of security required.
With regard to the proceedings to- quash a conviction by
writ of certiorari, after a little experience I can say that they
are somewhat more complicated, especially in the Province
of Ontario, than the hon. gentleman gives us to understand.
I think litigants should be protected to that extent, that the
maximum amount of the security should be fixed by the
Statate.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I would suggest that it
be left to the judges to fix the amount by a general order.
It would be difficult for us to fix an amount that would be
E:oper for the different Provinces. There would probably

a difference as to the court in which the motion would be
made, The costs incurred would probably be greater
in the Province of Ontario than in the Maritime Provinees.
My amendment gives power to the court which entertains
the motion to quash & conviction, to make a general order
prescribing the security, and how the motion shall be made.

Mr. LISTER. I understand that is the intention, but my
suggestion is that the courts should not have power to
make an oider for a greater amount than the law now pre-
soribes.

Mr. LANDERKIN, With regard to the principle of this
provision, something may be said both for and agsainst it;
but in the practical application of the principle I think it
will probably be found to be correct. A case came under
my notice this winter of a magistrate having been harassed
for having discharged his duty fairly and honestly. An
action arose in a town by reason of some boys dtiving
furiously and running against & woman. The husband of
the woman brought an action against the boys for furious
driving. The magistrate issued a warrant for their arrest.
They were arrested and fined, and the father of omne
of the boys brought an action against the magistrate,
as well as the man who had laid the information, and
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who did it witheut malice. He did not know the boys;
he was only anxious to prevent a recurrence of the thing;
but the jury gave & verdict against this unfortunate
man, and he had to pay all the costs, amounh? to
about $200. Then the father of one of the boys brought an
action against the magistrate. He harassed the magistrate
for about & year; and when the case was tried he did not
sacoeed, although the magistrate was snbjected to costs of
about $100, and was unable to recover them from the man
becanse he was worthless, I think this clause will meet
cases of that kind. It may be said that it will deter poor
men from going to law; but I think there are a number of
fair-minded people in any community who will be readg to
enable a poor man to provide for the costs. I quite favor
this clause.

On section 7,

Mr. LISTER. I do nof see why the litigant should not
be aliowed to drop his appeal and take out & writ of certio-
rari, if he thinks proper, but why should he be debarred
from carrying a conviotion from the, Court of Appeal to a
higher oourtg

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonich). This is to prevent per-
sons who have been convicted from availing themselves
both of the writ of certiorari and of iie appeal. They
should make the option, either of appesaling or taking a
writ of certiorari. In oertain Statntes it is so provided, and
itis not unreasonable to make it uniform.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). A difficelty will arise some-
times from the fact that it is absolutely necessary to give
notice of appeal fo prevent goods being seized. A man,
for instance, is convicted and ordered to pay a fine of $10,
for which, if not paid at once, his goods will be seized. To
prevent seizure, it may be necessary to give notice of appeal
and the mecessary recognisances, because, before he could
get out & writ of certiorari, especially if the difficulty arose
in an outer county, his goods would be seized and sold. A
man ought, therefore, to have the option of withdrawing
his notice of appeal and getting the judgment of a higher
court, But under this clause, the moment he has given
notice of sppeal he is prohibited from invoking the decision
of a higher court, and is bound to go to the Court of Quarter
Sessions. It would be fair to prohibit the issue of the writ
of certiorari after the conviction has been disposed of by the
Court of Sessions, but prior to the meeting of the court the
&gglimt should have the right to the writ of certiorari on
abandoning his notice of appeal.

‘Mr, THOMPSON (Antigonish), We should not at all
countenance the practice of allowing appeals to be taken,
merely to stay proceedings until the writ of certiorari can
be used. That would rather be an abuse of the right of the
right to appeal. The section will not have the effect of
making fatal to the writ of certiorari the preliminary steps
in appeal ; but it would be unwise to provide that a writ of
certiorari could be gone on with after the appeal was
determined, beeause that would emable the defendants to
bave two remedies in different courts.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). He should not have the two
remedies, but he should not be deprived of the writ of
certiorari, simply because he has given notice of appesl to
the Quarter Bessions, to prevent his goods being seized or
himself being incarcerated. He onght to have the right
to abandon proceedings and take his remedy a certiorari,

On section 8,

Mr, THOMPSON (Anh?onmh). This is to

. igont revent the
English Statute being any longer in force. P :

On section 9,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The objest of this is te
prevent miscarriage of justice arising from want of proof of
the proclamation.

Mr, WELDON. The court should take official motive.of
the proclamation, and there then meed be »o Pproof of 8
question of faot by afidavit. ,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigoniah). 1 guite agree wih the
bon. gentleman, and we will let this clause stand for the
present.

On section 10,

Mr. WELDON. I think a provision should be added
requiring the registrar to make the return.

Mr, THOMPSON (Antigonish), We will sdd: “ And
which shall forthwith be done.”

On section 11,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish).
gection is merely to extend the time for appeal in eertain
cases in which it has been found too - in remote
localities, The hon, member for North Simooe (Mr. Mo-
QOarthy) suggested the other day that I should have thess
gections reprinted with the proposed salterations, and I
would have had that done bad it not been that ihese seo-
tions will take their place in the consolidation of the:
Statutes, so that no confusion can arise. The sections are
very long, and I thought it was well to have them passed
in their present form, as they will a in fall in the
Bill for the consolidation of the Statutes, - -

On section 12,

Mr., THOMPSON (Antigonish), This is
which I have substituted for section 9 :

No order, conviction or other proceeding shall be quashed or set
agide, and no defendant shall be discharged, reagen of any objeotion
that evidence has not heen given of a proclamasion or ordar of the Gov.
ernor General in Oouncil; but such ;roelamnﬁon or order of the
Governor Genera! in Oounoll shall be judicially noticed.

Bill reported.

The object of that

‘the settion

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN presented s Moessage from
His Excellency the Governor General, as follows :—

Laxspowxz.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, for its
information, copies of certain despatches from the Right Homorable the
Becretary of State for the Colonies, and of ather papers, with refarence
to the Aspy Bay affair.

Goverxuzxt HoUsz,
Orrawa, 20th April, 1886.

LETTERS PATENT FOR INDIAN LANDS,

B ;‘Il%blTiE%Ez?R LAI:?dEVIg; moved the second of
i 0, to expedite the issue of letters patent for
Indian lands.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman give some
explanation?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Fstated the other day that
this is, I think, word for word, the gions that are cone
tained in the Dominion Launds Act, aud which are to apply
to Indian lands; ‘
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‘Mr, BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman would tell us
what the present provisions are for which these are to be

~ 8ir HROTOR LANGEVIN. I am notin & position just | prepared

now-t0-say what it is, but I think it is exactly as before
thist Imnds Aot was passed : the certifieates are made, and
the patent is prepared and then sent to the Minister of
Justice, and the certificate being obtained, the patent is
engrossed, and 80 on, Bat 80 far asIcan recollect, the new
miode ‘a8 adopted for the Dominion Land Aot is much
shotter, and thus the patents have a better chance of being
issued n a very short time. The hon. gentleman will see
that:by the first clause, the Governor General may appoint
a deputy for the purpose of signing these papers, and that
signatare will have the same force as if the Governor
General had signed it himself, For the Department of
Indign Affnirs, the Saperintendent General, or his deputy,
or some other person that may be especially appointed for
that purpose by an Order in Council, may sign. Then, after
that, in his office it goes to the Secretary of State, and the
same provision takes place, The Under Secretary of State
countersigns the patents after ihe Great Seal of Canada has
boén fizxed. I think:the mode is an improved one, and will
expedite business. If the Governor General were absent,
of course the patent would have to be delayed, but it is pro-
vided : that in: that osse the Deputy Governor may sign
them ; -and ‘the same with the Secretary of State, if he is
away, the Under Secretary may sign them, or an official
especially appointed for that purpose.

Mr. BLAKE, Then it seems under this ;arrangementk

that no.one .of the-officers who are supposed to sign, may
sign a4 patent. - It - may be signed by a deputy, after havi
been prepared and si as prepared by the depaty of the
Superintendent, and transmitted under the signature of the
Under Secretary of State, You may have no one of the

ible Ministers, nor the head of the Executive, sign-
ing the patent at all.

""Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No. But it must have

asged. through the office of the Superintendent-General of
ﬁgan‘ Affairs, and after that the existence of the patent is
merely a consequence of the action taken by the Minister
or by the Governor General in Council.

Mr, BLAKE. Ido not understand that it must neces-
sarily come under the supervision of the Saperintendent-

. 8ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If it is an ordinary case,
no; butifitis 8 special oase it would come before the
Minister who presides over the Department.

.. Mr, PATERSON (Brant). The delay in issuing patents
for public lands does not often lie in obtaining the final
signature of the Governor General after the patent has
g“;udthmngh the routine to which it is subjected. The
lelay is in the routine proceedings, and espeocially in get-
ting the document throngh the Department of Justice.
Whether an officer who could perform the work done in the
Department of Justice might be attached to the Department
of the Superintendent-General, I am not able te say; bat it
is in connection with the legal branch of the routine pro-
coadings that the delay takes place. I presume delay does
not often occur in connection with obtaining the signature
of the Governor General ; but that there is great delay in’
issuing patents is manifest to any hon. member who has
been commissioned with the duty, as I have been, of iook-
ing after patents passing through the Department.

- Sir HEGTOtfntI}:ggEbVeIN . U;lider the old system
every draft pa pre in the Department

Sir Huotor Laxawvin. P

of Justice, and wﬁen that ent had declaved that
the patent should be issued the draft was returned io the

Department” of the Superintendent-General, where it was
prepared and enMy this Bill the patent would-be

in the Department of the Superintendent-Gemeral
and go through as fast as possible, consistent with ‘the
requirements of the measure, which ides that vertain
officers shall sign patents. Under the present systemmuch
time is lost that will be saved by the new mode, which is
the mode adopted in the Dominion Lands Aot,

Mr, MILLS. The hon, gentleman is mistaken in sup-
gosing that the patent is prepared in the De t of
ustice. It is prepared in the Department of the Secretary
of State. The Department of Justice merely reports asto
whether the party making application is entitled to the
atent or not, and after the patent has been prepared in the
i))epartment of the Secretary of State the Minister of Jus-
tice or his deputy msay sign the patent; but the Depart-
ment of Justice certainly has nothing to do with the pre-
paration of the patent under the present law.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The patent would always
go to the Department of Justice for examination. This
would be avoided by the present Bill. One form of patent
would be adopted and followed.

Bill read the second time, and the House resolved itself
into Committee of the Whole.

(In the Committee.)
Mr.BLAKE, While I am quite willing that all unneces-

INg | sary precautions and official delay should be got rid of, I

view with some degree of apprehension the mﬁ&lﬂ of the
Bill, of which the first clausgpis now before uls) “The Depart
ment of Justice is no longer to have any responsibility with
regard to patents. Thore is no reason why the Department
of Justice should delay in discharging its functions of snper-
vising and approving legal dpcuments ; there is no reason
why the business should not be promptly and efficiently
performed by the Department of Justice. And, apart from
that, under the provision of the first clause, coupled with
the provigions of the other clauses, it is now pro to
abrogate the provision for the Department of Justioe inter-
vening and to make provision under which the patent may
be signed by a deput{r Secretary of State, by a depu
Superintendent-General of Indian Affairs, and in the end by a
deputy Governor—all three deputies. No responsible én-
ister has to execute the document. I think there ought to be
at least one siIgnntnre of a responsible Minister to dociments
of this kind. It is only within a fow months that very serious
frauds or improprieties have been perpetrated in connestion
with the issue of patents for lands, ~We do not know how
serious or to what extent those frauds have been, betause we
were told that a commission of enquiry had been appointed
and the evidence would be brought before us at some future
time, and in convenient phrase the public interesta were
said to be served by our not knowing anything about the
frauds. In the face of the fact that existing precantions
have not prevented certain improprieties in relation to the
issue of patents, we are asked to relax the existing precau-
tions, though we do not know in what particularﬁay have
failed. I do not want any unnecessary formal routine pre-
served, but I want precautions to be taken that patents s%nll
be issued in proper form and that they shall ot be issned
to persons not entitied to them, The adoption of provisions
whereby patents can be issued under the sigmatures of
deputy heads are not such as are calculated to remove, but

rather to increase, the apprehensions to be drawn from
recent events, .
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«Bir HECTOR LANGEVIN, If in this case we had only
ontp s affixed to & document of this kind, I would
agwoe with the remarks of the member for West Darham,
beonuse, although we have fall confidence in our officers, we
should slways guard against wrongdoing. It is no insulf
oriinjury toan officer to take necessary precauntions, because
they are not iairen against the men individually, but they
dre taken t0 minimise the temptations to which any man
may be subjeoted. - In this ease there is the guarantee of
three signatures, the signsatures of parties who are not in
the same Department, and it can scarcely be supposed that
threo officers in three different Departments, all of high

ositions, will combine to issue false patents, The Domin-
10m potes are not signed by the Finance Miuister, but by
two.officers ; neverfielees, we do not suppose there is danger,
though there might be a eowmbination formed. I repeat
tliat if there was only one signature to a patent it should be
that of a nsible Minister ; but in this case there are
the signatures of three officers—the deputy Governor, ap-
pointed by the Governor General, an officer who must
ocoupy & high position, the Under Seoretary of State or
some other officer appointed by the Governor General in
Gonncil ; then you have the signatmre of the Registrar

General, or the officer acting as such, who is to register this.

dooument, which is another guarantee; then the Great Seal
i8 to be affixed by the officer who has the keeping of that
instrument. With these guarantees, I think we can safely
allow this new machinery to go into play. -

Mr. BLAKE. As to the signature of the Registrar
General, that is nothing ; it is merely to authenticate the
fact that the document has been rogistered. As to the

signature of the deputy Governor General, I have no doubt

ths hon, ‘qmtlemﬁn advises the Governor General to appoint
respectable civil servants, and I have no doubt they will
not advise His Excellency to recommend by a Message that
‘an extra sum be paid for this duty. It will be an extra
i’}?’“ and we know how extra duties are performed. It
will be & purely formal matteér ; he will not investigate it at
&ll, and, therefore, you may wipe out the signature of the
deputy Governor General, so far as that is concerned. Now,
since you are abandoning legal departmental supervision
altogether, and at the same time making these other pro-
visions, there should be one or other of the two official sig-
uatories below the Minister's—the Secretary of State
or the Department of Indian Affairs; it should be
igned by one responsible Minister. If the Under Secretary
of State 'g‘iﬁns, then the Superintendent General onght to
sign ; if the deputy Supe%tendent General signs, then
it ought to be the Secretary of State, so that
we may have some one to whom to really look,
politically, for the proper conduct of the ofice. ~The hon.
gentleman says another rrovision takes place with reference
to Dominion notes. Well, most of the Dominion notes are
for comparatively insignificant amounts; the number of
them is large, and probably the difficulty of the re-
sponsible Minister making so many signatures would be
very ireat. Balancing conveniences, it may have been
thought wise that no gresater precaution should be taken as
%o thern than has been taken, though if the newspapers
tall us truly, there are some counterfeit two’s out at this
moment. However that may be, I think it is a very dif-
ferent ‘«thmﬁ providing for the issue of patents to Dominion
lands, which may be of very great value in one instrument,
and of which, after all, not a great many will be signed by
the De, ent of Indian Affairs, in the course of a year,
and the isssue of Dominion notes.

©  Mr. MILLS, The hon. gentleman knews that the num-

ber of patents issued by the Indian Department is small ;
very few are issued during the year. The area of land at
the disposal of the Indian Department is very little, and
there is no reason, so far as { can see, why the Superinten-

dent General should not always sign the o¥ntont. Iventure
to say that at no period in the history of this country has
there ever boen one thousand patents issued from the
Indian Department in one year, and that being the case,
there is no reason why the signature of the Superintendent
General should not be attached. With regard to the Depart-
ment of Justice, there is certainly as much danger of irre-

gularity in the issue of patents from the Indian Department,
a8 inno other way could the patent come under the super-
vision of the Department of Justice, and the si re of

some official of that Department be attached. I think we
ought always to have the signature of the Superintendent
General of Indian Affairs to patents with reference to
Indian lands, and there would be no delay if that provi-
sion was required. ‘

Bill reported.
SUPPLY—EXTINGUISHMENT OF THE INDIAN
TITLE.

Mr. McLELAN moved that the House again resolve itself
into Committee of Supply.

Mr. LAURIER. Before you leave the Chair, I desire to
oall the attention of the House to the neglect by the
Government of the grievances of the half-breeds in the
North-West Territories. The subject is a vast one; indeed

1it is so vast that I think it better not to bring under one
|single heading all the different grievances from which the
{ halt-breeds suffered, all the different derelictions of daty of

which the Government, in my judgment, have been guilty,
but to confine myself to a single one—the extinguishment
of theIndian title,in so far as the half-breeds are concerned,
And in bringing this matter to the attention of the House
I could have wished that the Government had brought
down the information which was to be laid before the
House, according to promises often made and often repeated,
but not yet fulfilled. The Government and their orgsns
have told us time and again that the Government were in
possession of information and evidence which, when it was

laced before the House, would show them to be perfectly

lameless. Yet, strange to say, by a strange oon-
tradiction, owing, I suppose, to the modesty or
the sense of dignity of the Government, they have so far
kept under a bushel the light which would have placed their
conduct in & color so different from what it is now. The
next time the Government whould not stand on their
dignity or their modesty to such an extent. If they have any
evidenoce, it is time they brought it to the House; if they
have any defence to make, it is time they should make it.
But without anticipating at all the other subjects which may
come up afterwards for discussion, without anticipating the
other grievances from which the half-breeds have suffered,
in so far as the grievance of which I now complain is eon-
cerned, [ venture to say without fear of successfal contra-
diotion that the record will show the Government to be
guilty, and to be gnilty without a single extenusating circum-
stance, without a single shadow of excuse. It has always
been the policy of England, ever since she has had establish-
ments in North America, to compensate the Indians for the
dispossession of their lands, land, and all other
Christian nations who planted colonies on this con-
tinent, always felt that it was not contrary to moral
law to take possession, and even forcible possession,
of territories which were roamed over rather than
possessed by savage nations — territories which in
their hands must forever have remained barren
and unproductive, but which ander civilised rule would
afford homes and happiness to teeming millions. It has
always been held as a dootrine of international law that
when such territories were discovered, the discovering

nation had paramount suthority therein; at the same time
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it is 0 the credit of England that she is the one of all
civilised nations which gave the fullest development to the

dootrine that the Indians were not to be ruthlessly thrown

back before advancing civilisation without some fair and

adequate compensation. That doctrine was based, not so

much on principles of abstract justice as on motives of
bhumanity and prudence, I hold in my hand the .opmlon.of ;
eminent counsel, some of whom have a name in English

history, by whom this doctrine is compressed into a fow

short sentences. It is not dated, but the hon. memper for

Bothwell (Mr. Mills) informs me that it is about the date

of 1685. It is to the following effect :— ,

“By the law of natiens, if any people make discovery of any country
of barbarians, the Prince of the people who make the discovery
hath the right of soil and government of the place, and no people can
plant there without the consent of the Prince, or of such persons to
whom his right is devolved and conveyed ; the practice of all nations
has been according to this, and no people bhave been suffered to take up
land but by the consent and license of the Government or proprietors
under the Prince’s title, whose people made the first discovery, and
upon their submission to the laws of the place, and contribution to the
public charge of the place, and the payment of such rent and other value
tor the soil a8 the proprietors for the time being require; and though it
hath been and stilFis the ususl practice of all proprietors, to give their
Indians some recompenss for their land, and so seem to purchase it
from them, yet it is not done for want of sufficient title from the Kin
or Prince who hath the right of discovery, but out of prudence an
Ohristian charity, lest otherwise the Indians might have destroyed the
first planters, who are usually too few to defend themselves, or refuse
all commerce and conversation with the planters.”

This opinion is signed, amongst others, by William Williams,
Joseph Holt and Henry Pollexfen. The principles here
recorded have hitherto been acknowledged and acted upon
by all British Governments on this continent; and I may say
that they became at an early date standard principles of our
golim; and when tho North- West Territories were acquired
oy this Government, these principles were part of the
unwrittén law of this country. It is not to my knowledge
that &t the date of that important transaction the future of
Indians in the territory was debated at all between the
purchaser and the vendor ; but if it was not debated, it was
riot because the Indians were ignored. It was because the
principle was admitted without being mentioned, that the
ndians should be treated as all Indians under British rule
had been treated. Batif the Indians were not ignored,
there was in the territory another population, the
half-breeds, who were totally and completely ignored
by the Government of the time. They were sprung

from European hunters and the Indians, and their

charactér partook of the character of both nations; but
in point of education and experience, though vastly
inferior to the whites in point of intelligence and
adaptability to civilisation, they were iar superior to
the Indians, Amongst other advantages which they pos-
sessed over the Indians, they had a better conception of
their own rights, and greater ability to proclaim and defend
them., What their conception of their rights was, is well
put by Mr. Tuttle in his history of Maunitoba :

“ The feeling of the French half-breeds may be briefly expressed as
this: that they questioned the right of the Dominion Government to
tuln:: 3oueui on of what they considered their country without their con-
Be
Now, Mr. Speaxker, I do not intend to set forth here, or to
recall, all the different rights claimed at the time by the
half-breeds. I confine myself simply to one point, that is
to say, the extinguishment of the Indian title in so far as
the half'breeds were concerned. They rebelled ; they ob-
Jected to the further progress of the Canadian Government
into what they considered their country, until their rights
were recognised and guaranteed ; and, sfter the rebellion,
the Government had to admit, and did admit, that the same

prudent principles that applied {o the Indians should apply
to the Half-breeds. The Government admitted that as the
original possessors of the soil they were entitled to the
wme*opu%:nsatmn as the Indians, and that since they were |

to be deprived henceforth of the rights of the seil, they shonld
be treated by the Government as the Indians had been
treated. Though the principle was the same, its applica-
tion in the two cases could not be identical, beczuse of the
difference in the state of civilisation of the two raees, The
rule universally applied to the Indians has been to paut them
upon reserves, and there to protect and defend them against
white encroachments, and to assist them by money and
otherwise during their advancement from savage to aivi-
lised life. In the case of the half-breeds this rule could not
be applied, for the simple reason that they were too far
advanced towards civilisation to require it. They were
more ignorant and less civilised than the whites, bat their
minds were adapted to civilisation, and the decision arrived
at by the Government was to give them a grant of land.
This grant of land has been the object of two different
Statutes; and it may be well here to recall the terms of
those Statutes, in view of the further discussion of this
subject. The first was the Act of 1870, which provided as
follows :—

‘“And whereas it is expedient, towards the extinguishment of the
Indian title to the lands in the Prowince, to apprepriate a portion of
such ungranted lands, to the extent of 1,400,000 acres thereof, for the
benefit of the families of the half-breed residents, it is hereby enacted
that, under regulations to be from time to time made by the Governor
General in Council, the Lieutenant-Governor shall select such lota or
tracts in such parts of the Province as he may deem expedient, to the
extent aforesaid, and divide the same among the children of the half-

breed heads of families residing in the Province at the time of the said
transfer to Canada.”

In 1874 a similar Statute was pased, extending to the heads
of families those provisions which had been previously
applied to minors alone. -It has often been stated, and peor-
haps stated with truth, that this settlement had been in
some respects injudicious—that it had proved to be of
soarcely any benefit to the half-breed population, as they
had been almost wholly deprived of the soil by the cunnin,
and dishonesty of white speculators. These reports, as
have said, have not been without foundation; and experi-
ence has shown that it would be more conducive to the
interost of the half-breeds if some restrictions were provided
in our legislation which would secure to them the advac-
tages which it was the intention of the law to give them,
But however satisfactory the settlement may have .been
from the philanthropic point of view, it had this effect, that
it gave protection to the half-breeds of Maritoba, and secured
the peace of Manitoba, which has been observed since. It
does not require argument to prove that the same treat-
ment should be extended to the half-breeds of the North-
Weat Territories as was extended 4o those of Manitoha—that
the half-breeds of the North-West are entitled to the same
rights as were acknowledged and granted to the half-breeds
of Manitoba ; and it is acknowledged as & consequence that
long, long ago the claims of the half-breeds of the North-
‘West Territories should have been settled in & manner similar
to that in which the claims of the half-breeds .of Manitoba
‘were settled. It has been made & reproach agsinst the
Mackenzie Administration that during the time they were
in power they had not settled that question. Sir, the Mao-
kenzie Administration is net here on trial, and all the re-
hes which can be made sgainst them, if proved to be
true, would rebound against the present Administration with
tonfold increased force. If the Mackenzie Administration
-was at all deficient in its duty, which I do not admit, the
ipresent Government were ten times more guilty of negli-
gence of not having, up to the year 1883, settled that ques-
tion, But there was a paramount reason, it scems to me,
one which must commend itself at once to the attention
of the House, why this question was not settled during
the Mackenzie Administration, As long as Mr, Laird
was not appointed Governor, and ap to the time
he reached ,tgg Province, there was practically nothing
in the territories to show the hal-breeds there ‘had
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been a change of régime at all; moreover, the question :

could not bo settled umnless there was in the oountry
some admimistration of some kind, and until Mr. Laird bad
roached the tderritories, in the fall of 1877, there was practi-
oally nothing whatever to show there had been a change in
the condition of the people, as the people were not inter-
feared with, and remained practically as they were before.
Bat as soon as Mr. Laird reached the territories, in the fall
of 1877, he was approached by bands of half breeds, who
made to bim the very nataral prayer that they should be
treated in the same manner absolutely as the half breeds
of Manitoba. He was met by two different kinds of
plications : First, the application of the half-breeds
3 the North-West Territories, who represented they had
absolutely the same rights a8 the half.breeds of Mani-
toba, and should receive the same treatment; and second,
the application of the half-breeds who had formerly
belonged to Manitoba, but had been absent at the time of
the enumeration, and bad not therefore participated in the
grant made to the half-breeds of Manitoba. Certainly, it
was manifest that as to this last class they should partici-
ate in the grant which was made to the half-breeds of
ghnitoba, 88 it was only through an accident they had
been prevented participating in it; and as to the others,
though they had resided, at the timo of the tramsfer, in the
terrifories, the same justice should be applied to them as
was applied to the half-breeds of Manito This question
ocoupied the attention of Mr. Laird and his Couneil in the
session of the North-West Council, which took place in
1878. They passed a resolation to this effect which, though
well known, can bear repetition :

“*That in view, however, of the fact that grants of land or issues of
scrip were made to the half-breeds of Manitoba towards the extinguich-
ment of the Indian title to the lands of that Province, there will un.
doubtedly be general dissatisfaction among the half-breeds of the said
tefritories uniess they receive some like consideration.”

In a further resolution the Council sets forth that it would
be prepared, in any such grants, to couple them with the
reservation, so as to put them out of the reach of white
speculators. Those resolutions were passed in August,
1878, and werc sent to the Government, but by the time
they reached Ottawa there was a change of (Government
aod the present Administration csme into office, eo that
they came into office just as this question was ripe for
settlement. In the Session of 1879 the question occupied
the attention of this Parliament, and an Aot was passed in
which power was given the Government to satisfy any
claims in connection with the extinguishment of the Indian
title, preferred by half-breeds of the North-West Territories,
outside the limits of Manitoba, on the 15th July, 18170,
by granting land to such persons, to such extent, and
terms, and conditions, as mzy be deemed expedient.
These were the terms asked by the Government from
this Parliament, and granted by this Parliament. They
do not contain mention of any special mode of settle-
ment, but the whele matter is left to the disoretion of
the Government. The only thing to which the attention
of the Government was directed, was that they chould take
some means of extinguishing the Indian title in the North-
West Territory, in 80 far as the half-breeds are concerned.
Why do the terms of the Aot differ so widely trom those of
the Act of Manitoba ? Why are the terms of settloment
left altogether to the diseretion of the Government instead
of their being made directory as they are in the Statute of
Manitoba ? The reason is that the Government, did not
then contemplate to settle the half-breed question in the
Territories in the same manner as in Manitoba, but con-
tempiated disposing of it in some other way. By the
ngm which are brought down, we find that, as early as

ember, 1878, Colonel Dennie, who, at that time, was
Deputy Minister of the Interior, had put befure the Mirister
A memorandum in whigh the whole half-breed question was

stated for his conesideration, In the opening sentences of
the memorandam, Colone! Dennis speaks as follows :—

 He respectfully submits to the Minister that it is expedient, with as
little delay as possible, to deal with the olaims# to consideration pres
ferred by the half-breeds of the North-Weat Territories.” -

He then states :

‘‘Some unensiness is felt by the half-breed element in the Territories
in consequence of no steps having yet been taken towarda the.xegogai-
tion of the demands put forward on their behalf. It must be freely ad-
mitted they have a claim to favorable consideration ; and the question
is—how is that claim to be satisfied, 8o as to benefit the hl!?bu!ﬂe,
and, at thesame time, benefit the countgy ? Qertainly the experiengs
gained in carrying out the policy adopted in regard to the half breeds
of Manitoba—that is, absolute grants of 1and to the parents and children,
reapectively—has not been such a8 would justify & similar fdicy with
regard to the half-breeds of the North-West Territories. Indeed, itis
anything but probable that a proposition of that nature could be agsin
carried in Parliament. What, then, are we to do for them? They have,
a8 natives, as good a right to protection of the Government as the
Indians, and, unfortunately, they are very little better able than are the
Indians to take care of themselves.

‘It is therefore evident that one or other of three courses must be
pursued with respect to them :—

‘‘1. To treat them as wards of the Government, in effect make a treaty
withthem, as with the Indians, and look forward to their remaining for
many years in their present gemi-barbarous state.

‘3. To give an absolute issue of scrip, to a reasonable exteat, to each
individual, and then let them take their chances of living or atarving in
the future ; or ‘

‘3. To offer them certain inducements to settle on land and learn to
farm—especially raising cattle.”

Then he went ou and made this statement, among other very
sigmﬁcant statements :

‘ He is of opinion that further measures should be adopted to cultivate
and maintain relation with our Indians and half-breed populations,
calculazed to attach them to us, and to convince them that the Govern-
;m_a&t i'l desirous of fulfilling its obligations to them i the utmest good

aith.’

And he concluded with these pregoant words :

“ The undersigned respectfully requeats for the whole question dis.
cugsed in this memorandum, the early comsideration of the Minister of
the Interior, in order, if thought desirable, that & measure way be p:
gsred, embodying such policy as may be decided upon, in good time,
or the ensuing session of Parliament.” :

That was said in December 1878, This memorandum_was
sent to different perzons in the North-West who were con-
versant with the condition of affairs of the balfbreeds,
with the objcet of having their views on the question. It
was sent, amongst others, to Archbishop Tacké, and I may
say that all the other persous to whom the memorandum
was sent, were unanimous in saying that the half-breeds
were entitled to some special favor at the handas of the Gov-
ernment. Archbishop Taché, amongst other things, said :

¢ It must be freely admitted that the half-breeds ot the North-West
have a claim to favorable consideration. Great uneasiness is felt by
them in consequence of no steps having been taken in their behslf. A
liberal policy on the part of the Government would attract to its side
a moral and physical power, which the present critical relat ons of the
various tribes of Indians towards each other, and towards she Govera-
ment, would prove of the greatest value to the Dominion. On the other
hand, the half-breed element, if dissatisfied, would turn a standing
menace to the peace and prosperity of the Territories. There 48 no
doubt that the state of affairs in the Territories in relation to the Indians
and half-breeds is calling for the serious consideration of the Govern-
ment, and measures should be adopted to cultivate and meintain re-
lations with the half-breed population calculated to attach them to us,
The result depends, in & great measure, on the way the half<breeds will
be treated. Friendly disposed, they will mightily contribute to the
maintenance of peace; dissatisfied, they would not only add to the
difficulty, but render the establishment of the country the next thing
to an impossibility. The half-breeds are a highly sensitive zace-;
they keenly resent injury or insult, and daily complain on that paint.
In fact, they are daily humiliated with regard to their origin, by the w.
they are spoken of, not only in newspapers but also in official and semi-
official documents. Kveryone acknowledges the desirability for the
half-breeds to settle definitely on lands to cultivate them. Hare is s
scheme I take the liberty to propose, Iesteem the half-breed popula-
tion actually in the North-West at about twelve hundred families. Let
the Government make twelve reserves for them, in the very places the
half-breeds will Like to have them. Rach reserve should be for onme
hundred families at least and contain an ares of twelve square miles of
available land—that is to say, the extent of four townships. All the
?:lfi::e;ds, men, ;g{omen ‘lf children, regiding in the No;v.h-Wm fon

e anuary, 1879, ought to receive two non-negotiable scrips for
eighty acres of land oach, to be located by them iu . md'&
twelve above-mentioned reserves, Said lsads could ﬁ(hr her Do
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nor taxed before they should have passed through the hands
of, at least, the third generation of those who received them, or of their
representatives. I say at least, because [ am strongl{ inclined to
believe that it is desirable that such lands be entirely unalienable; and
such an idea eannot seem unreasonable to those who con-
sider the advantsges deriving from a similar policy with
regard to real and unalienable estates of noblemen. Raise
the half-breeds to the condition of landlords; yom will thereby
gonfer areal benefit on them, and we will not see a repet-

tion of the ttable oscurrence which took place in Manitoba. The
only trafic of land which I would like to see allowed would be the ex-
ch of a full lot for another full lot between the half-breeds, even it

should be in different reserves. That would be no encouragement to
lpeoll’a’tou, but great fasility to the balf-breeds, especially when they
marry.

And he concluded in this manner, which should have
commended itself at once to the consideration of the Gov-
ernment :

st It is desirable that the half-breed question should be settled without
any farther delay. The required legislation ought to be passed in the
coming session of the Legislature. Immediately after, inspectors ought
to be ap‘point.ed, and I would particularly recommend Mr. Angus McKay
a8 one of the inspectors.”

Such were the views expressed by Archbishop Taché, It
must be admitted that upon anything which affected the
condition of the half-breeds no one could speak with greater
authority. The plan he proposed was not adopted by the
Government, Of this I make no complaint at this time,
Upon this it is not my province at this moment to offer
any comment, I neither praise nor blame the Government
for that now; but the fact for which the Government are
blameable and are to be arraigned before the people of the
country is that, while their attention was called in 1879 to
this matter, for six long years thoy remained idle and did
nothivg towards the solution of this question. They asked
for the views of others. What in the world did they a:k
them for, when, bhaving had those views, they put them in
the pigeon-holes and did nothing to solve the question npon
which they asked for them ? The neglect of the Govern-
ment upow this question is all the more unpardonable, in view
of the fact that all the parties whose views they had asked
for had told them that it was e ient and necessary to
ve immediate attention to this matter, Colonel Dennis had
the early attention of the Minister of the Interior and

the Government to that question. Bishop Taché had told them
it was of paramount importance to give satisfaction to the
half-breeds, to treat them with justice and fairness, to im-
press them with the view that the Guvernment were to do
all they should do; and yet, in the face of all that, the
Government for six long years did not act at all. Itis
obvious, it does not require any argument to establish that
it was of paramount necessity not only that the Govern-
ment should act, but that they should act at once upon this
matter; and the necessity was enforced, it was made still
more apparent, by the earnostness with which the state-
ment of that question and of all other questions affecting
the half-breeds was pressed upon them, not only by the
half-breeds themselves, but by the North-West Council, by
the settlers, by the missionaries, by the officials, by every-
body almost who took an interest at all in the North-
West. In the month of May, 1:80, Charles McKay and
sixteen others petitioned the Government upon this mat-
ter, They represented that some of them belonged to
Manitoba at the time the census was taken, but that they
were absent at the time of the enumeration, and they asked
to be placed upon the same footing as the
others, and to have sciip issued to them ; they
pointed out that the North-West half-breeds were en-
titled to the same treatment as the Manitoba half-breeds,
and they asked for the early issue of a commission ; they also
made some other demands. In the same month Octave
Majeau and others from Edmonton petitioned the Govern-
ment and made the same demands. In September, 1881,
Antoine Lapierre, from the Qu'Appelle district, petitiqgned

the Government and demanded the same treatment for the
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half-breeds of the North-West Territory as had been granted
to the half-breeds of Manitoba. In August, 1882, John Simp-
son and forty-two others petitioned the Government, com-
plaining of the treatment they had received from the
Ontario and Qu'Appelle Land Company. On the 4th
September, 1882, Gabriel Dumont and others from the
Saskatchewan River petitioned the Government, repre-
senting that they were newly established on the lands,
and asking for a survey and the issue of a commission. On
the 9th November, 1883, William Bremner and thirty-
two others, also from the Saskatohewan River, petitioned
the Government, their chief com%aint being about surveys.
On the 13th January, 1882, Mr, Richardson, whose name is
now well known in connection with the North-West, also
gave his advice to the Government and in this manner :

% Dear Colonel Dewxis,—Having passed three years in the North-
West, and during that period seen & good deal of the half-breed popu-
lation, the following, induced by the remarks of the Right Hon: the
Premier in my presence, last Saturday, may not be out of plaes, the
sn.brioct of dealing with the half-breed element of the North Waest being,
a8 I then gathered, intended for early discussion. These hslf-breeds
claim and insist thatas a distinet class they have a share in the Indian
title to the iands outside of Manitoba, which has not been extinguished,
and, as such distinct class, entitled equally with the half-breeds o
Manitoba, tospecial consideration. That grounds exist for such con-
tention appears by reference to the Statutes of (Oanada, 1870, chapter 3,
pection 31. Admitting these half-breeds might (as some few have, but
now regret) joined in the Indian treaties, I am convinced that sucha
contingency is not probable, but that, if requested, they would
reject the offer; besides, I do not think their joining in the Indian
treaties would be in the public interest, but decidedly the opposite.
How best to deal with the element, has, as you are awnr? been eon-
gidered, and you already hold my views on the subject. I may, how-
ever, be permitted to express the opinion, that opportunities now pre-
sent themselves f r removing the dissatisfaction existing smong these
people, and securing their goodwill towards the Government, because;
1st, theic former occupation as hunters is gone ; 2nd, they are, as a class,
destitute. A farther reason for urging, as I respectfully do, early action
is that they are scatterel among the Indians, and latterly subjected to
the evil influences of leading spirits of the Manitoba troubles of 1870,
who, during the past season, have been traversing the country, doing
at leagt ¢ no good.” "’

On the 6th June, 1881, Mr, Lawrence Clark, a member of
the North-West Council, brought before the Council the
question of the non-enumerated Manitoba half-breeds, and he
did it in this language :

“ The underaitggxed has the honor to represent, for the consideration
of Your Honor, the Lieutenant Governor in Council :

% That there are resident within the North-West Territory, in
various settlements, but more particularly, so far as the personal know-
ledge of the undersigned extends, about Edmondton, Carlton, Duck Lake,
8t. Laurert, Prince Albert and Qu’Appelle, a number of half-breeds who
were residents in what is now a Province of Manitoba, at, and before the
15th day of July, 1870, but who, in the interval between this date and the
distribution of scrip and lands especially provided iu the terms of trans-
fer, have removed from their residence, and are now living in the North-
West Territory.

4 That the undersigned, from such information ag he has been able to
collect, is quite convinced the total number of the abgve described class of
half-breeds is not large, and that proof-of their claims has long since, in
the majority of cases, been taken by Mr. Ryan, before his commission
lapsed, or since by the local land agent and that the proof for some
time back has been in the possession of the Department of the Interior
at Ottawa.

4 That these half-breeds, in many instances were not aware of the
sittings of the commissioners in Manitoba, being limited in point of
time, and in nearly every instance, even had they been aware of such
being the case, were not possessed of means to bear the expense conse-
quent upon attendance thereat.

¢ That the general feeling of the community is that these half-breeds,
Possesling even rights with those who have already received scrip for

ands in Manitoba, have not had the measnre of justice meted out to
them to which by the terms of surrender they were entitled.

¢« The undersigned considers the subject as one of considerable im-
portance, very desirable for the peace, welfare and good government of
that territory, and should be taken and adjusted by the Dominion Gov-
ernment with ag little further delay as possible.”’ .

On the following day the same gentleman brought before
the Council the question of the half-breeds resident in the
territories, and he did it in this language :

% That the half-breeds have already been recognised as possessing

rvights in the same soil, subject to which the Dominion aceepted the
transfer of the tervitories, and while awmple provision hes been made
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those resident in Manitoba on the 15th July, 1870, nothing, so far,
fl:::boen done ::w‘udl extinguishing that portion of the Indian title
to lands in the territories outside of the Province of Manitoba, as
oﬁqin;llyformed by the Act of 1870.
40 The ‘undersigned further draws attention to the fact that, by law,
the half-breeds are excluded from the benefits eonferred upon Indians.
s The undersigned
from vari have been presented to the Government on the

subjeot ‘o?mthe half-breeds, partionlarly] referred to, but no notice was

thereaf.
t“k‘“i"lut the undersigned knows tha:a considerable portion of theae
half-breeds were and are still residenta of the electoral district of Lorne,
and feels, as the electoral representative of that distriot, his duty to
bring under notice their grievance in the hope that zome action may be
taken at an early day towards removing what seems to me to be just
cause of complaint.

+ The undersigned recommends that, through your Honor in couneil,

the attention Ofgil Bxcelloncy be respectfully drawn to the subject
and he be memorialised to direct the attention of his Ministers to
the position of the half-breeds, who at the transfer of Oanada were and
still are residents of the North-West Territory, and have not becomse
parties to Indian treaties, and the taking of such steps as may lead to &
speedy adjustment of the grievances they lahor under.’’
That petition was forwarded to the Government by Mr.
Laird, then Lieutenant-Governor, and in an accompanying
letter he specially drew attention to this subject in the
following words :—

“These memorials were presented to the Oouncil of the North-West
Ter-itories at its recent session, and as they relate to subjects exclusively
within the control of the Dominion Government and Parliament, I
was requested, by a resolution of Oouncil passed on the 10th instant, to
t.nnmt copies thereof to be laid before His Excellency the Governor
General, ..3 1o express the hope that His Excellency may be pleased to
draw the attention of his Midisters to the grievances complained of.”’
Then, Sir, this subject also attracted the attention of the
council. On the 8th Ooctober, 1881, there was a moeting
of the settlers of Prince Albert in which this very subject
was taken into consideration, and at which the following
resolution was passed :—

¢ Whereas the Indian title in this territory has not become extinet,
and the old settlers and the half-breed population of Manitoba were

ted serip in eommutation of such title, and such allowance has not

n made to those resident in the territory.—Resolved, that the Right

Honorable the Minister of the Interior be requested to grant such scrip to

those settlers, thus placing them on an equal footing with their con-
frires in Manitobs.”

Ten days later there. was another meeting at the same
place, and a similar resolution was passed. Then, as the
subject did not receive any consideration from the Govern.
ment, though their attention had been so often called to it,
the North-West Council again took up the matter, and at a
session of Council held in the month of October, 1883, the
following resolution was passed, addressed to the Govern-
ment at Ottawa :

¢ Your mhemorialists further pray that those half-breeds in the Terri-
tories who have not participated in the arrangement to extinguish the
half-breed claims in Manitoba, should enjoy the same rights as accorded
hali-breeds in that Brovince.’ ;
And, 8ir, as Iate'ss the month of December, 1883, Mr. Jackson,
whose name is well known now in this House, and who is a
member of the North-West Council, addressed a8 communi-
cation to the Minister of the Interior (Sir David Macpher-
son), in which he said :

““You will pardon the liberty I now take in addressing you privatel
when I tell you that it is at the special request of a ln.rgeyde gmtion z%
half-breeda that I do so. They, in common with the country, have heard

of the generslly satisfactory settlement of the ‘mile belt” and reserve
question, and urge, perhaps with reason, that if their own grievances,
upon which the Government have been repeatedly petitioned and mem-

orialised, were bronght pereonally to your notice, some immediate action
would be taken. Under nn‘{ circumstauces there would not be very man
to deal with, and the settlement of their claims need not be a troable-
?é’éneﬁv‘éﬁe;n B&}n th(ta_re nr:h hsg-bzeeda in the gemmﬁa who have never
rom the Go i i

rec anﬁtle;lyto“ g o yer'n'fnent, and who, ithasbeen admitted,
Besides all these representations, Fathér Vegreville, Father
André, and several other persons in the North-West, wrote
letters of remonstrance to the Government., Besides all
those, Father Leduc, Mr. Maloney, Bishop Grandin and
several others interviews with the Government upon
thm.lol?:ssxdes all these, my hon. friend from Huron (Mr.

»

has been given to understand, several petitions q

Csmeron), in 1884, brought this matter to the consideration
of this House. Besides all these, and notwithstanding, all
these, the Government, though thus pressed, hanaué, and
besieged, never lifted a finger towards the solution of that
uestion. During all these years, while the Department
was thus filled up with letters, petitions, resolutions and
representations, the Minister always remained silen, dalm,
majestic, but as immovable as an Egyptisn. sphinx ‘While
it is covered up by the sand of the desert, thermore,
at last, in 1884, the half-breeds, despairing-that:they wouald
ever get redress of their grievances by any petition
that they could send to Ottawa, by any delegation
whioh they could send to Ottaws, by any remonstranecs
and representations which they could make to Ottwws,
finally sent for Louis Riel. Still the Government ook no
notice and took no action, The Government, if they were
blamed at all, were blameable then, They knew that Ricl had
an uncontrollable character, they kuew that his presenide

must prove dangerous to the public pesce. They were
warned of his doings; they were warned their owd
officers of the agitation that was then taking , ‘but stild-

they never lifted a finger towards solving that question.
What is the reason, Sir, of that lot;g persistont inaoction ¥
Was it simply apathy? No; if it had been merely-apathy,
the unceasing torrent of complaints and remonstrance
whioh deluged the Department of the Interior, womld at
last have moved them to action. It wasnotapattiy. ‘T say
that that inaction was wilful and designed; it ‘was because
the Government had come to the conolusion that they would
not give to the half-breeds of the North-West the ‘same
treatment, the same favors, the same rights and g’i:-ivﬂggbs
which had been granted to the half-breeds of Maniteba.
Mr. Speaker, I arraign the Government for “this, /1
charge this upon the Government, that though ' they
asked advice as to the best manner of dealing with
that question, though they had been told by sl those
whom they had oonsulted that themse half-breeds wmust
have the same privileges a8 the half-breeds of 'Mani-
toba, that such precantions should be taken as would ‘piace.
their grants beyond the reach of the white s jor; the
Government had come to the conclusion that they' would
not follow the advice given to them, that they ‘would: tiot
give the half-breeds of the North:West Territories the same’
privileges which had been given to the hslf-breeds of Mani.
toba. The Government had come to the conelusion: that
the half-breeds should not be treated as a speeéisl “class,
should not be treated as half-breeds, but that' they would
have to make their choice as to whether they should ‘be
treated like Indians or white men. On a former oocasion,
speaking on this subject, 1 quoted the language of'‘the
Prime Minister, which made that point perfecily oledr, and
it can bear repetition here. On 26th March, 1885, the
Prime Minister, in speaking on this question, expresséd Xis
opinion in this way : } ‘

“ As & whole the half-breeds have been told that if they desire to be
considered as Indians, there are most liberal reserves, that ‘théy could
o with the others ; but that if they desired to be eonsidesed white men,
they would get 160 acres of land, as homesteads. Buzthwm
satisfied with that ; they want to tiet. land scrip of equal quantity—I
think upwards of 200 acres—and then yet as a matter of -oourse, this
homestead as well.”’ .

Why they wanted to get as a matter of course their horte-
steads as well. The half-breeds of Manitobs ‘had* been

J | given free grants of land in which they were in'possession,

and besides that a lot of land had been given to every head
of a family amongst them, 160 acres, and the hatf-breeds of
the North-West claimed absolutely the same privileges as
had-been given to the half-breeds of Manitoba. But on
26th March lact the policy of the Dominion Government
was that they should not be treated as had been the half-
breeds of Manitoba. They should not be treated as half-
breeds ; they would have to make choice either one way
or the other; they would have to be either Indians or
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whites, If Indians, let them go to their reserves ; if white
men let them take their homesteads. That was the
polioy, of the Government, and it was acted upon. A com-
misgion was issned, ’hat, were the instructions given to
tte commission ? Were they to treat those half-breeds as
the half,breeds of Manitoba had been treated ? No. The
instryotions to the commission were simply to give the
half-breeds of the North-West a piot of land of 100 acres as
a homestead and nothing more. The instructions to the
commisgioners were to give :

4 To each half-breed head of s family resident in the North-West
Territories, outside of the limits of Manitoba, previous to the 16th day
of July, one thousand eight hundred and sevengy, the lot or portion of
1iind of which he is at the present time in bona %de and undisputed occu-
pation, Hy virtue of residence upon and cultivation thereof, to the ex-
tent ut' 160 acres, and if the lot or portion of land of which he igin bona
Jfide ogcupation ag aforesaid should be less than 160 acres, the difference
to be made up to him by an’ istue of scrip, redeemable in land, at the
rate of o dollar per acre, and in the case of each half-breed head of a
family residing in the North-West Territory previous to the 15th day of
July, one thousand eight hundred and seventy, who is niot at present in
bona ﬁ&‘ﬁceuf_s.tion of any land, serip to be issued, redeemable in land,
10 the extent of one hundred and sixty dollars.”

There was the policy of the Government; and, Sir, this

olicy was elucidated further by the First Minister himself
g"a speech delivered in this House on 6th July last, There
he gave the motives for that policy. He not only gave the
pq‘l% but'he gave the motives actuating the Government
1n 4dopting it. He said:

“ Well, Bir, what was the Government to do? We had all our
friends; we had the Archbishop; we had even Mr. Jackson, of whom
the'hon. gentleman has spoken, who now represents the half-breeds in
the North<West Qbuncil—we had him stating that there should be no
grant given to the half-breeds except on condition of five years of
continuous occupation. There was a conflict of opinion. I will not
trouble the House with showing that there was an infinity of opinious.
An infinity of>advice was offered to the Government, how best to deal

ith the half-breeds, and the Government had only one thing to think
ol—what was the best for the people, what was it best to do for them,
to sAve them even against their own improvidence, and at the same
timae-hot to kepp back the settlement of the country. This, Mr. Speaker,
n,}q account to any reagonable man for what the hon. gentleman talks
of s dplay. They were not suffering anything., The half-breed had his
owrt He was not cultivating the land that he had. Giving him his
land and giving him more 1and was giving him nothing. The nomadic
half-brepgy who had been brought up to hunt, having had merely his
:My to n%r to in the dead season, when there was no game—what
a &;. it to-him t6 give him 160 or 240 acres more? It was of
o use to him whatever, but it would have been of great use to the
Swllhto% who were working on him and telling him vhat he was
s_m &l how awfully he was suffering —ruined, destroyed, starving,
bébd e did not 240 acres somewhere else, or the serip for 1t,
that he iqi’gﬂt?lell it for $50. No, Sir, ‘the whole thing is a farce.”
ou see, Mr., Speaker, here is the whole poligy and the
%’é{?ﬁ}ﬁ?ﬁ that policy. Becanse the half-breed of Mani-
toba " had “beeil ‘injudicious, the half-breed of the North-
West, wils to get nothing; because the half-breed of Mani-
toba had'sold -his scrip for $50, the half-breed of the North-
West Tgrritoriés was to get no scrip at all. That was the
reason of the Government’s policy—that was the cause of
the ‘policy.”” The Government came to this conclusion,
that the half breed of the North-West should not get the
same treatment as the half-breed of Manitoba, but they did
not dare tp announge their policy. They wanted to carry
it, ont, but to carry it out on the sly—to carry it out, but
not before the eyes of the people of the country, They
knew very well that if they were to tell the half-breeds of
the North-West Territories that they would not be
t.g'egteq as' had been the half-breeds of Manitoba, and
would not get as much land as the half-breeds of
that “Province, this would be objected to, mot only
by * the  half-breeds, but by the white settlers.
the officials, the missionaries, by all those whose ad-
vioe the Government had sought. Having come to that con-
clusio they came to adopt the fatal policy of to-morrow,
to-morrow, to-morrow. ‘They trusted that by resorting to
that policy of {o morrow, by carrying out that palicy, but
nol atinouncing it, by-and-bye something would arise and
thé'matler would be forgotten, But the matter was not
Mr, Laveize,

forgotten. Those men rose, in rebellipn, and.then ijpme-
diately the Government came down on théir knees. What
they had refused hitherto they telegraphed in haste tq,their
commissioner to grant at once. They, telegraphad iheir
ccmmissioner to grant the halt.breeds of-the North-West
Territories what had been claimed for them. Sir, the
Prime Minister having spokep the language Which T lgst
quoted, went on to say : -

‘¢ Now, Mr. Speaker, we, at the last moment, made concessions, and
we did it for the sake of peace.’’ ’

At the last moment? Not at the last moment, Not at.the
eleventh hour but at the fourteenth hour, when hlood had
becu shed, when lives had been lost, when injury had been
inflicted which no power under heaven could repair, then
the Government yielded to the demands of those people, hut
not before then. ~And I call the attention of Parlisment. to
the motives which were assigned by the Government for
that fatal and mistaken policy. What were the motiyes
given ? The Governmentwould not give the half-breeds of.
the North-West Territory the same privileges as had been
given to the half-breeds of Manitoba. The half-breeds of
Manitoba had been improvident in the management of their
property, and therefore the Government would not give the
half-breeds of the North-West any property at all, The
half-breeds in Manitoba had sold their scrip for $50, and
therefore the Government would not give the half-breeds of
the North-West any serip whatevar. The half-breeds of
Manpitoba had sold their lands to speculators and had
been despoiled by speculators, and therefore the Govern-
ment would despoil the half-breeds of the North-West
of the whole of their lands. Sir, becanse the halfbreeds of
Manitoba had been injudicious in the management of their
affairs, it was monstrous that the half-breeds of the North-
West should not be accorded any rights, and that the Gov-
ernment should break faith with them, If the half:breeds
of Manitoba had been injudicious in the management of
their property, there was a remedy. The remedy was the
oue suggested by Archbishop Taché and by all.thosg.con-
versant with the maiter. The remedy was to couple with
the legislation some safeguard, whereby the grauts of land
might be kept 10 the people, and mighi be put beyond the
reach of white speculators. But who has ever heard of such
a monstrous policy as the policy which was propounded and
carried out by this Government, namely, that because the
half-breeds of Manitoba had been injudicious in the manage-
ment of their property, the half-breeds of the North-West
should have no property whatever? It is again
worth while to consider the motives of the Government.
They say the half-breeds of Manitoba disposed of their lands,
And that is the reason why they gave no land to the half-
breeds. Sir, is land such a scarce article *with us that the
Government of a sudden have become 80 parsimonious ?
Is the land of such value that the Government should of a
sudden be taken with such a fit of economy ? Why Sir, did
the Government in this matter of the land grant, consider
like the French gentleman of whom Balzac says, that “ the
soil was his mistress”? It is true that the Government
have without remorse or compunction given away millions
of acres of land to their favorites, that they might induige
in speculation, but the grant to the half-breed is only 160
acres because he, too, forsooth, might speculate. It has
been said several times that even if that grant was
refused to the halfbreeds even if they were entitled
to it still it was & very small grievance at best,
and was no reason for going into rebellion. Sir, that
is not the question. I do not examine here whether
this was a oause sufficient for going into rebellion
or not, but I ask of this Parliament, was there any excuse -
for this Government acting as they acted ? Wag their
course calculated to promote harmony and peace rather
than to promote discontent and produce all the. conse-
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quenices of discontent ? Sir, this was in effect the ‘oourse of
the Government ; their course was not-calculated to bring
harmony and peace into the land, but was eminently oal-
culated tooreate discontent and all those ‘onseqtiences which
have actually taken place, and the eonsequences of that dis-
content was rebellion. It is said that this was a small
grievance, Sir, this question is irrelevant. What may
of small value to you may be of great value
to me; what may be of small value to the rich
man in the esst may be of great value to the poor man of
the west, and moreover, whether it was of great value or
small, did the half-breeds claim anything unfair, unjust, or
unreasonable ? What the half-breeds claimed was so just,
go fair and so reasonable, that their claims had actually
been guaranteed by a Statute of this Parliament. What the
half-breeds claimed was nothing but what the Parliament
of this country contemplated giving them. It is & thing of
small value, they say. Sir, nothing is of small when it is
nted by law. The half-breeds broke the law at last, but
charge A§a‘inst this Government that they themselvss
broke the law for six long years, when the Govern-
ment failed to solve this question, when they failed to
exercise the power which was vested in them by Par-
liament, I charge against them that it was an actual
breach of the law. But assoon as the half-breeds broke
the law the Government then complied with the law,
What a sad commentary it is upon their conduct that
after having for long years denied what had been
claimed by constitutional prayers they should at last give
to violence. But the Prime Minister said that at last he
yielded for the sake of peace, that he made concessions. I
say, on the contrary, that the Government made no conoces-
sions whatever. What the Government gave to the half-
breeds was not a concession; it was simply the rights
which had been guaranteed them by Parliament, and it is
manifest—it must be manifest to every one—that any
settlement of that question which would not have given to
the half -breeds of the North-West the same privileges that
had been given to the half-breeds of Manitoba would have
been no settlement whatever. As my hon. friend beside me
(Mr, Blake) said last Session, it was a matter of justice.
He put it in a way which was forcible, and should be
recalled to the Honse. He said :
“ Justice ip the same everywhere, justice is the same whether it be on
the banks of the Baskatchewan, or on the banks of the Red River; jus-
tice d=mands that the same treatment which has been extended to the

half-L;-¢ds on the banks of the Red River shall also be extended to the
balf-breeds on the banks of the Saskatchewan.’’

-Certainly no one can take exception to that justice demanded
that those people should receive the same treatment as the
half-breeds of the Red River. Why was this not done ? It
was said that it would not be for the benefit of the half-
breeds, The point may be well taken, but surely the only
solation which could have reached the objection was to do
&8 was suggested by Archbishop Taché—to enable them to
legislate in such a way that the benefits given to the half-
breeds should remain in their hands. It wonld have been
zﬁlte easy to put in the law a small paragraph by which

sales of lands by half-breeds to white speculators should
be null, and if that had been done it would have
met the requirements of justice. I say that the Govern-
ment were bound to act by the very letter of the law; and
apart from any question of positive law they should have
remembered those principles of humanity and prudence
which are the basis of English law in this respect, as I have
shown already. They should have acted in the spirit
which is indicated by the 'expounders of the law; they
should have acted in a conciliatory manner, for fear of the
Indians—or, in this instance, let us say the half-breeds—
should have destroyed the first planters, who are usually
too few to defend themselves, or refuse ail commerce and
conversstion with the planters. Those are the reasons

which should have induced them to aot, There is some-
thing more which must have been extremely galling to
these people, and that is the contempt with which all théir
demands were met by the Government. They petitioned
time after time, and all their petitions remained uran.
swered. Archbishop Taché had told the Government
that the halfbreeds are a highly sensitive race; that
they keenly resent injury and insult, and that they make
daily complaints on that point. When they had thus been
warned by Archbishop Taché, was it not enough to drive
them into the unfortunate course which was at last adopted
when they were treated in such & manner: I say that
there is no race ot men under heaven which values its own
dignity and suffered the indignities that those people suffered,
without resenting them in some manner. Sir, the conduot
of the Government is absolutely indefensible. So indefen-
gible is it that the ministerial press, at the outset of the
rebellion, more than once admitted that the half-breeds had
serious grievances to complain of, and I need not say that
the case must be desperate indeed if any organ of the
Administration ocould admit the possibility of wrong
on the part of the Government. But the attempt
of the Government has been to minimise their own
wrong, by saying that in the great majority of individual
cases no just demands had been presented to the Govern-
ment, but that those presenting such demands were not
aoting bond fide but were speculators who having once
obtained their rights in Manitoba were attempting to obtain
another grant in the North-West Territories, We find the
Government presented papers or suppressed papers, accord-
ingly as the presenting or suppressing would lead to the
end in view. They refused to bring down papers which
were asked for and they brought down papers which
were not sasked for. They refused to bring down
the files of the Department which would have given
a consecutive and complete history of the matter,
but they bring down reports prepared after the event
and prepared to suit the event. There i8 in eonnec-
tion with this matter a most important report which
we should have had on the Table of the House long 8

I refer to the report of the commission appdinted duri

the month of March last year to investigate the claims of
the half-breeds of the North-West Territories. This report
should have been on the Table of the House upon the very
oponing day of the Session ; avd I say this to the majority
of this House, that if they had not abdicated theft power
and right of supervislon over this Government, thik report
wonld have been upon our Table at that time. Why, Sir,
here was a commission appointed to investigate a most
important public matter. This commission has sat, and its
report has been presented to the Government for more
than six cr seven months now ; and yet the Government
still retain the report and refuse to bring it down. At the
opening of the Session 1 myself enquired of the Govern-
ment whether it would be brought down, and the answer
given to me was that I might move for it. I did move
for it on the 4th of March; and now we are at the
20th April, in the eighth week of the Session, and that re-
port has not yet been laid up on the Table. This delay is
not the result of accident or of circumstances; but it is
wilful and deliberate. No man in his senses will pretend
that the Government have not had the time or the means,
if they had so chosen, to obtain the information contained
in that report. Sir, it is no wonder to me that the petitions
of the half-breeds should have met with sach contempt as
they met with at the hands of the Government when the
very maudates of this House are thus disregarded. The
majority in this House can excase and toleratesnch abuses;
but the majority in this House shonld not forget that sueh
abuses against constitutional Government always rebound

in some way or other against the people who are guilty. of
them. If such abuses are tolerated by am aesembiy of »
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free people, I speak my mind when I say that this assembly
is not worthy of the great duties imposed upon it.

It being Six o’clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess,

Mr. LAURIER. I stated to the House this afternoon
that on the 4th March T had moved for the Report of the
Half-breed Commission, and that up to arecent date the
Order of the House which was then issued had not been com
plied with., The motion which was then granted by the
House ordered the Government to bring down all reports
made by the commissioners appointed under the royal
commission, all proceedings of the said commissioners, all
instructions given to them, and all correspondence ex:
changed between them and the Government. So far this
Order has not been complied with. It is true that in the
report of the Minister of the Interior, subsequently
laid before the House, there is a garbled report
of the commission. This report upon its face is
garbled ; it shows that the most important and material
parts have been omitted. Now, Mr, Speaker, upon a ques-
tion of this importance, it will strike everybody that it is
not sufficient to have truth, but we must have the whole
truth. It was not sufficient for the Government to com-
municate to the House only such parts of the report as
suited them, It was their duty to bring the whole of it,
whether it was to their advantage or their disadvantage.
But while the Government chose to bring only such parts as
they deem fit, some hon. members of the House on the
other side have been more fortunate than we on this side
gecerally are. On the same day on which 1 moved for the
report to which I have just referred, the hon. member for
Lisgar (Mr. Ross), moved for:

¢ Return showin% the number of half-breeds of the North-West Terri-
tories who J)rovedt eir claims before the commission at Fort Qu’ Appelle,
Touchwood Hills, Qu’ Appelle Valley, Regina, Maple Creek, Calgary,
Fort Macleod, Pincher Oreek, Edmonton, St. Albert, Fort Saskatchewan,
Victoria, Fort Pitt, Battleford, Prince Albert, Batoche, Duck Lake,
Forks of Saskaqtehewan, Fort & la Corne, Cumberland House, Moose
Jaw and Willow Branch, in North-West Territories; also at Grand
Rapids in Keewatin, and Winnipeg and Griswold in Manitoba, giving
in each case the number of heads of families and minors ; also the num-
ber of males and females ; also copies of all the petitions filed in the
Derartment of the Interior praying that grievauces be redressed, with
the names of such petitioners, distinguishing those who had their claims
already settled in Manitoba and those who had not; also the number of
Manitoba half-breeds who proved their claims prior to the 20th of A pril
last on the supplementary list, and those who have proved their claims
since that date.’’

On the 24th of March, just twenty.days after this Order had
iseued, the return asked for by the hon, member for Lisgar
was brought down. It was not voluminous or bulky, but
it showed that its preparation had entailed a great deal of
labor. It selected ten different petitions, which had been
presented by half-breeds at different periods; it went over
the names of the petitioners, one by one, and classified them
under three different headings—one, the half breeds who had
participated in the Manitoba grant; second, the half-breeds
who were to riceive scrip from the commissioners; and
third, the half-breeds who had not proved their claims. This
returnshowed on its face not only that it had entailed a good
deal of labor, but that it was manifestly prepared just to suit
theevent. It was not a copy of existing documents ; it was
a carefnl compilation, prepared with an object. What was
the object of the compilation? The object was to show
that the great majority of those who had signed those peti-
tions had participated in the grant in Manitoba, and that
the claims they were now preferring were fraudulent
claims. Such was the object contemplated, and such was
the resalt as set forth in the ministerial press. On the day
after this return was brought down, the Mail newspaper
contained the following article :—
Mr. Lavrixs.

It ap, from a return presented by the Minister of the Interior
that of thirty-one half-breeds of the Lake Qu’Appelle district who peti-
tioned the Government in 1874 for land, sixteen had received scrip or
land in Manitoba, six did not prove their claims, and nine received scrip
certificates from the commission appointed-last year. .

“ Of 147 residents of the Prinece Albert settlement, thirty-six had
obtained their scrip in Manitobs, seventy-one did not prove their claims,
and forty received serip from the commission.

t¢ There were 276 half-breeds living in the vicinity of the Oypress Hills
who petitioned, and of these 101 had obtained their scrip in Manitoba,
161 did not prove their claims, and foutrteen obtained scrip from the
commission.

« Of seventeen settlers at Manitoba village who petitioned, five had
obtained their scrip in Manitobs, four did not prove their claims, and
eiqht received their scrip from the commission.

¢ Of 115 settlers at Fort Qu’ Appelle who petitioned, fifty-seven had
received serip in Manitoba, fourteen did not prove their claims and forty-
four obtained scrip from the eommission.

¢ In September, 1882, Gabriel Dumont and 45 others, mostly French
half-breeds, settled on the west bank of the Sagkatchewan, inthe Prince
Albert district, petitioned the Government, and of those 36 had obtained
scrip in Manitoba and 10 did not prove their elaims.

¢ From St. Louis de Langevin a petition was presented, signed by 32
half-breeds, and of these 24 bad obtained their scrip in Manitoba and
eight did not prove their claims.

¢ Another petition from Fort Qu’ Appelle bore 44 signatures, and of
these persons 30 had obtained scrip in Manitoba, three did not prove
their claims, and eleven obtained serip from the commission.

¢ The rising, it will be remembered, was confined to the half-breeds of
8t. Laurent and St. Louis de Langevin, of whom 78 had petitioned the
Government for scrip under the Act of 1879, and of these no less than
60 had obtained their scrip in Manitoba, and were entitled to nothing,
and could legally receive no other treatment than that accorded other
settlers in the North-West.”

Now, you see the innuendo of this article. It is not set down
in 0 many words, but the inference is that the majority of
those who signed the petitions had already received scrip
in Manitoba, and were again applying for scrip, and thus
trying to obtain an unfair advantage over the Government.
This is a most foul slander. I denounce it as a slander on
the half-breeds, in trying to convey the impression that
they were dishonest in petitioning for rights to which they
were not entitled. Unfortunately they had more grievances
than one., They had the grievance, not only that they were
not fairly treated with regard to the extinguishment of the
Indian title, but also the greater grievance in relation to the
surveys, Not one of their petitions can bear the purport the
Mail (imts upon in. Take the first statement of the Mail.
It said that of the thirty-one half-breeds of Qu'Appelle who
petitioned, sixteen had received sorip for land in Manitoba,
nine had received scrip from the commission, and six had
not proved their claims. You would deduct from that
statement that the thirty-one half-breeds of Lake Qu’Appelle
who had petitioned the Government had been asking again
for scrip for the extinguishment of the Indian title, when
they had already received sorip for that purpose. Let the
House refer to the petition which is to be found at page
7 of the blue book. hat do they asked for? They asked
to be allowed to keep the lands they were in possession of ;
they asked for certain rights for fishing and bhunting; they
asked for the participation of the Roman Catholic mission
in all the rights of the half-breeds ; they asked for regulations
for the hunting of buffalo and for the establishment of some
authority to administer the affairs of the country. There
is no demand for the extinction of the Indian title, and
therefore the impression the Mail seeks to convey is a
slander on those people. Let us take the other petitions
to which the Mail referred. There is the petition of
George MeKay and others, settlers and residents of Prince
Albert, numbering 147. What do they ask? They ask
first for surveys; next, that the surveys be made accoid-
ing to their present holdings, with narrow frontages; and
third, that the half-breeds who have not participated in the

Manitoba distributions should receive the same consider-

ation as was granted the half-breeds in Manitoba. Let us
take the fourth petition. Of these petitioners, the Mailsays:.
Forty received scrip from the commission, thirty-six had
received scrip in Manitoba, and seventy-one had not proved
their oclaims, ILet us take the fourth petition,
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that of half-breeds living in the vicinity of Cypress
Mountain. The Mail says 101 had received sorip
in Manitoba, 14 received scrip from the commission, and
161 had not proved their claims. Let us return to the

tition. Itis that of David Laverguere, and 277 others,
Pr‘;)m Cypress Hills ; they ask for the privileges of hunting
the buffalo at all seasons; they represent that the majority
among them had not participated in the serip distributed at
Manitoba, and they make their demand accordingly, fairly
and bonestly. I turn to the next petition. The Mail says
17 petitioned from Manitoba village, of whom b had received
scrip in Manitoba, 8 had received scrip from the commission,
+nd 4 had not proved their claims. 1 turn to the petition.
It is that of Charles McKay, and 16 others from Manitoba
village ; they represented that some of them, who belonged
to Manitoba, were absent at the enumeration, and did not
participate in the grant of scrip; they, therefore, asked
that those be allowed to participate in tho grant as if they
had been present when the enumeration was taken; they
represent also that the half-breeds, who do not belong to
Manitoba, are entitled to the same treatment, and they ask
the same treatment for them. Take the next petition. The
Mail says, that of the 115 hulf-breeds at Qu’Appelle who
petitioned, 57 had received scrip in Manitoba, 44 had
received scrip from the commission, and 14 had not proved
their claims. This is the petition of Peter Lapierre,
and 114 others, from Fort u’prlle. What do they
ask? They ask for the North-West halfbreeds the
same participation in scrip as was given the half-
breeds 1n Manitoba ; they ask, as to the half-breeds of the
North-West Territory, that the Government will be pleased
to make & survey of their present holdings similar to old
settlers’ claims on the Red and Assiniboine Rivers. Then,
a8 to the petition of Gabriel Dumont and forty six others.
The Mail says that thirty-six of them had received scrip
in Manitoba and had not proved their claims. Here, again,
you would suppose that Gabriel Damont and the forty-four
others settlers, who petitioned the Government in 1882
from the Prince Albert District, asked also for serip on the
ground that they were entitled to it, whereas the purport
of that petition was not to ask for scrip, but to ask that the
Government should be pleased to cause surveys to be made
of their present holdings, and that they should have freo
grants of the lard- of which they were then in possession.
The Mail says of another petition of half breed settlers near
Qu'Appelle, numbering forty-four, that thirty had received
scrip in Manitoba, eleven from the commission, and three
had not proved thieir claims. But this is the petition of
Jobn Simpson, and others, whose pames bave become
unfortunately too famous in the rebellion., Did they ask
for scrip, and try to obtain an unfair advantage, as the Mail
says ? No, Sir, they did not even mention that in the
petition. The only things they complain of are the surveys
gnd the patents. They represent that their lands were
invaded by the Ontario and Qu’Appelle Company, and prayed
for justice, That was the ouly grievance they set forth.
It is therefore manifest that this article in the Mail was a
most malicious article, one calculated to convey the
impression that the half-breeds bad really no grievances,
but that the most of those who had petitioned, had received
from the 'bands of the Governmeut whatever they were
entitled t0; and that, therefore, tho rebellion was not the
rel‘)elhon of people who were seeking the adjustment of
grievances, but of men who were trying to take unfair
advantage of the Government. I regret that the whole
report of the North-West Commission has not been brought
down. I have been told on good authority that Mr. Stieet,
the president of the commission, had again and again
expressed his admiration of the character of the half-breds,
and again and again stated that he had never met with a
- more truthful people. That, in all these transactions,
though some two thousand people had appeared before

him, not one had endeavored to misrepresent facta or to try
to say anything whioh was not the truth. Under such oir-
cumstances, the bringing down of such a report, with such
an object, and commented on as it has been by the press
supporting the Government, is another crime for which the
Government are liable. Is it not a crime committed by
the Government against those people ¥ In the same spirit
which called for the preparation of tho retarn I have now
discussed, was another report prepared which was recently
placed upon the Table of this House. This report waa pre-
pared by Mr, Pearce, who is, if I recollect well, inspector
of mines of the North-West Territories. This report, as he
says himself, was prepared at the request of the Minister of
the Interior, who sent him to the theatre of the late insur-
rection, for the very purpose of bringing down the informa-
tion which the report contains. This report is dated the 15th
December ; it was placed on the Table of the House on the
15th April. It is true that certain ministerial newspapers
were more favored in this respect than the House, becanse
the report was communicated to certain ministerial news-
papers, and perbaps, if we have had it all, it is due to the
indiscretion of one of those newspapers, which disoussed the
report as if it had been already brought down to the House,
This report was also prepared with an object, with the
object of showing that, in the locality to which the insur-
rection was confined, the settlers, or the great majority of
them, 92 per cent., a8 the report says, hn.g really no griev-
ances against the Government. The report goes on to say
that 92 per cent. of the settlers in that locality had no
grievances whatever against the Government, that 92 per
cent., and perhaps more of them, had received sorip in Mani-
toba, that 92 per cent., at least, of them had no grievances
against the Government in respeot of surveys or of paients.
I will not discuss this report to-day at length, the question
it deals with is chicfly that of surveys, and, when we come
to discuss that question, it will be time to enter into that
matter and to show, as I believe, it will be possible to show,
how fallacious this report is in that matter. But there is
in this report a general purport which may well be disous-
sed here. The general purport which this report tends to
establish is that, since in the distriot to which the insurrec.
tion was oconfined, the majority of the people had no griev-
ances against the Government, there could not be any griev-
ances elsewhere, and that, therefore, the insurrection was
absolutely causeless. The object the report has in view is to
establish that the rebellion was causeless since in the very
place where the people rebelled, they had no grievances what-
ever. The fact that the rebellion was confined to one par ticu-
lar section of the country is no evidence that there were no
grievances in the other parts of the country, even if there
had been no grievance in the part to which the insurrection
was confined. Look at the insurrection in Lower Canada
in 1837, no one will dispute to-day that the Lower
Canadians suffered from grievances of a more serious
natare, Those grievances were not particular to ore
section of the country ; they affected the whole population
of the Province ; they extended through the breadth and
length of the land ; and the insurrection, when it took place,
did not spread itself all over the Province, all over the
district were these grievances were, for the insurrection was
coufined to two or three localities, Out of twenty or twenty-
five counties which then existed, the insurrection was con-
fined to two or three at most. And, moreover, the very fact
that there was a rebellion in the North-West is the best
possible evidence that there were grievances which affected
the whole of that community. You never find a rebellion
anywhere unless thore who rebel receive the moral sympa-
thy of their fellow-countrymen, If there is an outbreak
anywhe:e—and this is & duily occarrence—and if those who
rise have not the moral support of their fellow-countrymen,
you may have a riot, but you will not have a rebellion. You
will have a rebellion only when the community,is deeply
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sffected. If only one section of it is affected, you will not
have a rebellion. The report goes on farther, and tries to
show that Gabriel Dumont, Philippe Garneau, Baptiste
Boyer, and some sixteen others who are named, of the
leaders of the rebellion, had personally no grievances
whatever. What is the object of this statement? The object
is to show that Gabriel Daumont, Boyer and the other
leaders of the rebellion did not act from any noble motive,
but simply from the malice of their heart. ~ This is a most
unfair statement to make against Gabriel Damont and his
fellow leaders in the rebellion. There is one particular for
whioh I have always admired the British character, it is
that British men have never been chary of expressing their
sdmiration for a brave foe. At the ceremony of Her
Majesty's coronation, the one person who received the most
cheers of the assembled throng was not the young 8 vereign
herself, popular as she was, but the French Ambassador, old |
Marshal 8:ult. As history says, wherever the crowd could
goba-glimpse of his face, they cheered with increased vigor.
And what was the reason? It was that the British public
remembered that Marshal Soult had fought their armies with
undoubted courage, and had proved himself a worthy foe
even of the Duke of Wellington., I am proud to say that
it has been admitted that Gabriel Dumont has proved that
.he has a brave heart in his bosom. His conduot in the field
drew from the First Minister himself the statement that he
was the hero of that rebellion. If he had no grievance of
his own, it only proves not that his follow-countrymen had
no grievances, but that he had a greater heart even than ’
we gave him credit for. It would only show that, though
he had no personal grievances of his own, he took up arms
to defend the rights of others, though his own rights were
not imperilled, Would it be the first time in history that
men have rebeiled though they had no grievances of their
own, that men took arms not to remedy their own
grievances, but the grievances of others who were
suffering? When William of Orange, for instance,
with his Dutch companions, placed themselves at the head
of the English rebellion, surely he had no grievances against
the Eoglish Government of that day, he had no personal
grievanoces to avenge against the Government of James.
Yet does the fact of his having no grievances alter the fact
that at that time the Englich nation had been tyrapnised !
over by the Government which was ousted on that occa-
sion? And, when the Marquis de Lafayette and his com-
panions forsook the splendor of the coart of Versailles to
court death on the battlefield in order to aid the American
insurgents, it cannot be said that they had any grievances
to avenge against the British Government. But does
that alter the fact that the American colonies were
fighting at that time to uphold the British principle
that taxation is not to go without representation ?
I know the difference that separates these great men from
the poor and uneducated half-breeds that live in the North-
West, but though the difference is great, it only shows that
reason may be found in the breast of all men, without dis-
tinction of class; and if these men had no grievance what-
ever, it is no evidence at all that the nation had no griev-
ances. Have we not the fact that the commission has been
dealing with a class of men who had grievances? Have we
not the fact that that commission have issued scrip to some-
thing like 2,000 applicants? Thereby you have evidence
that a great number of half-breeds in the North-West had
serious grievances against the Government. Archi-
bishop Taché had estimated the population at 1,200
families, which would probably give a population of 6,000
souls, out of which number one-third actually had their
rights acknowledged by the commission. Will any one
-say, in face of that fact, the people of the North-West had
no grievances ? Will any one say that Gabriel Dumont and
his fellow_ leaders inj the rebellion, even if they had not

porsea:l ix;ievanoes, wore not fighting for men who, at that:
. Lavnizz.

time, did have grievances against this‘Goveriithont? No
doubt Gabriel Dumont and his fellow Jlesders were wrong
in taking up arms; Though their comrplaints h#d been
ignored during so many years, they shodld still have per-
sisted in their agitation, rather thah-taks the supreme course
they adopted, But if they were wromg in taking up
arms, still they were excusable, The contempt with which
their demands had been received, the-fact that their appeals
to justice had always met with a refasal, made their action
at last excusable. But what excuse can be made for
this Government in denying the rights of theése poople?
What excuse can they invoke to ehield themselves from the
indignation of the peopleof Canada? What exense can
they offer for having so long refised to act when they had
been urged to doso? What exeuse oan they bring for
having so long refused to do justice, when justice simply
meant the granting of a fow acres of land ?  What exense

‘can they offer for having allowed the hearts of these men to

swell with bitterness, when a few simple words of right
would have softened them into docility ? What excuse can
they offer for having so long refused legitimate and consti-
tutional demands, which at last they yielded to viotence ?
Sir, excuse there can be none. The Government have for-
feited all claim to indulgence. Of all the rights, of all the
duties devolving upon the Government, the prime duty is to
maintain peace and harmony in the land; and when a
section of the population beecomes dissatisfied it is the duty
of the Government, to investigate the causes thersef, and to
remedy the complaint as speedily and as fairly as possibls,

: consistent with justice, and if they fail in this, they fail in

their most sacred duty. But when the dissatisfastion pro-
ceeds from the fact that the Government have ignored their
own obligations, then, Sir, 1 say that the people of tife
country would be remiss in their own duty if they were to
condoue such an offence, for by so doing they wouald strike
at the very roots of their own liberty. I think these prin-
ciples are true, I feel them deeply, and because T feel them
deeply, I beg to move:

That all the words after the word ‘that’’ be left out, and the fol-
lowing inserted in lien thereof s—It was the daty of the Government to
proceed with diligence under the authority they obtained from Parlia-
ment in 1879, to settle the claims arising out of the Indian title of the
half-breeds of the North-West Territories, and also to settle the clains of
those of the Maritoba half-breeds who were temporatily absent during -
the enumeration, and that in this respect the Government has been
guilty of neglect, delay and mismanagement, prejudicial to the peace,
welfare and good goverament of Canada .

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell)., The hon. gentleman, in the
earlier part of his speech, before dinmer, dealt almost
exclusively with the fact, as he alleged, that the Govern-
ment had resisted the petitions made to them for the extin-
guishment of the Indian title by the half-breeds of the
North-West. He pressed upon the House that all thiese
petitions had special reference to the faot that these half-
breeds had the same claim as their brothers of Manitobs,
and that the Government resisted the extingnishment of -
their Indian title-by refusing to treat th.m as the half-
breeds of Manitoba had been treated. And then, Sir, towards
the close of his speech, he apparently, judging from the
usual careful and logical manner in which the hon, gentle-
man deals with public questions, having received new infor-
mation since he left the Chamber at six o’elock, camie back
and told us these petitions did not ask for the extingitishment
of the Indian titY: at all, but that they were complaints of
the grievances which they had, irrespective of that question
altogether, Now, it seems to me that the hon, gentleman
should take one ground or the other. If therd were poti-
tions coming from the half-breeds of the Saskatchewan dis-
trict—and with these half-breeds especially we have to
deal—which complained that their Indian title had
not been extinguished, and that they were entitled
to concessions similar to these which the Manitoba
half-breeds have reveived, if he is prepared to take

-
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: nnd, then, Sir, I hold that he has no right, as. he
%Efmcm of his speech, to claim that these petitions
djd not at all agk for. the extingnishment of that title, but
on the coptrary, dealt with qther grievances, grievances
common tq all parts of the. North-West, so far as com-
plpints are. concerned, common, in fact, to new settle-
ments in evgry country that I have ever heard of. Sir,
the,hop. gentleman was guiity of what I must regard as
%mg,qqfaimeae to the Department over which I have the

opor, unworthily, to pregide, ip saying that the
Goyeroment bad brought down improperly, certain returns
which, bave been laid upon the Table. He referred to
one retprn particularly, in which was stated the number
of;phose whoge names were attached to the several peti-
tions who had received their half-breed scrip in Manitoba.
Sir, that was the q{leg§i n agked in this House; that was
t@gg@;gi?gﬁy, s Hopge, An hon. memper on_ his
own responsibility asked this House to order that-the Gov-
ernment wonld analyse those. several petitions and give
the Homse the result of that analysis by stating: how
mapy of the, petitioners had had their Indian title extin-
gnished in Manitoba. Are we to be told here, especially at
a time when so much is being said in relation to the
alloged refusal of the Government to bring down returns
and information to Parliament, that it was an offence on
the part, of the Department that it should have done preci-
sely, what was ordered to be done; that because the inform-
ation coming to this Honge in response to the order does
not meet the views of the hon. gentleman, therefore

Depgrtment is in the wrong in biinging that
information down. Then, the hon. gentlemsn hus
referred to the report by Mr. Pearce, which I presented a
fey evenings, ago. I regret very much that the report was
not presanted some time earlier, as it might have been

but fq:E delay in the _printing of the schedules by the print-
ers. I can tell the hon, gentleman, so far from the acai-
dent, a8 he calls it, or the indiscretion of a newspaper in
publishing in advance certain information contained
in tha} report being the camse of its being brought
down, my expectation wae that the report would
have been brought down at least three days earlier
but for the dglays in the prinling office in cun-
negtion, with the sdi:'dnlés_.&ttmhed to the report. Bat the
hon. gentleman says that was a report prepared expressly,
after the event, in order to influence the judgment of Par
liament. Whether it was prepared before or atter the event,
all I have to say is thig: It was prepared by the particular
officer of the Department who has perhaps had more to do,
both under the late Government and under the present
Government, with matters in the Saskatchewan district
than any other officer in the Department, and therefore the
officer who was best qualified to obtain the information
which I desired to obtain, and which, in view of all the
demands made for information, this House ought to be glad
to obtain as well. If that report does not suit the views of
hon. gentlemen apposite, it is certainly not my fault; it is
their. misfortune. And perhaps the further they probe into
the actual facts, however they may get them, whether by
sending emissaries into the country to enquire, or in any
other WAy, the less canse they will find for the outbreak of
last spring arising out of any improper conduct or neglect
on the part of the Governmenst of the day. The hon. gen-
tleman has confined himself in his speech largely to the one
quegtion of the halfbreed. claims, the one question of
the extinguishmemt of the Indign title, and he did that
notwithstanding the fact that he cited petition after peti-
tion. in_ which he pointed, out that the extingnishment
of thg‘lgd‘mp title was. nat. & chief camse of complaint in
thoge pstitions. I propose to deal, if the House will per mit
me, with the whole ugstion of the grievances of those people
in.the Norih- West Texritpries and to point.out, as I thick I
sball bg able-to point aht, thet while jn the very nasure of

things there may have been, and undoubtedly were, seme
grounds of complaint in the semse in which every settler
who goes into a new country, and especially every. half.
breed, every old settler who finds himself deprived of his
usual means of livelihood by the chase, will be almoat certain
to feel, that so far as the Department was concerned, and so
far as regards the treatment of questions connected with the
half-breeds, that treatment waa one of which no reasonsble
people conld possibly complain, and in relation to which I-feel
quite satisfied the poople of the country will declare the
Government are innocent of the charge which has beeg
made against them by hon. gentiemen opposite. This
guestion of the half-breed olaims was not altogether, & new
question, Hon. gentlemen opposite when they sat on this
side of the House had to deal with the queation. Apg if I
refer to some of their proceedings in.connegction with it,
I desire to say at the very outsgt that I do mot do it
for the purpose of justifying or even palliating any neglect of
which the Government of the day may have been guilty, but
simply for the gurpqae of showing that the difficn]tiesconnect-
od with the subject in the North-West Territories were such
as to cause complaint when hon. gentlemen opposite were
on this side of the House, and they were such, mareover, as
met at their hands certainly not more prompt treatment
than has been accorded to them by the hon. gentlemen who
now occupy the I'reasary benchos, In the first place, we
know well from what has ocourred that the question of the
recent troubles in the North-West, which have given rise to
these questions in Parliament, was not after all a npw
question ; that Louis Riel did not for the first time last year
altempt 1o raise troublv in ocvnneclion with the North-
West. We know trom the statement of Crowfoot given to
the Mail correspondent, who went through that country
during iast spring, that long ago, some years ago, Riel
attempted to raise the Indians in revolt because, as he
declared, the Government had not been treating him

roperly. And we know after that from & statement made

y Mr. Devoy, in an interview with & correspondent aof the
New York Sun, if I mistake not, Riel attempted not only to
rouse the Indians into revolt, but also to raise a feeling
among the Fenians of the United States with a view, if
pussibie, of enlisting iuem 10 his offorts to reconquer the
North-West Territories. In that interview Mr. Devoy
states that Riel described the frauds and trickery of the
land sharks. Recollect this description was given in 1878,
certainly not at a time when this Government was in any
way responsible for what was going on. The interview
reads: -

‘‘He described the fraud and trickery of the land sharks, who were
rotected in their nefarious practices by high officials of the Dominion
overnment, who were in league with them and profited by their thetts

of land belonging to the Metis. The whole administration sund system
of land management in the North-West he described ag rotten to the
core. The wrongs of the Metis were intensified by the bitter race hatred
of the men who plundered them. Deep-rooted dissifcction, he claimed
existed among the whole half-breed population, both in Manitoba a.n&
the North-West Territory, and was sustained by strong sympathy on
the part of the whole French Oanadian population.”

And so0 on with & number of other statements made by
Liouis Riel at that time to Mr. Devoy, all pointing to the
fact that then, in 1878, when this Government wasin no way
responsible for what had occurred, Riel complained, just
as he complained afterwards, of the conduct of the Govern-
ment in connection with the administration of affairs in
the North-West Territories. Now, was there any ground
for those complaints at that time ? It is well known that
petitions and letters were sent to the Government then
praying for the settlement of the land claims and for the ex-
tinguishment of the Indian title. Mr. Ryan and Mr. Machar
had been appointed to settle matters. in Manitoba, which
would have been settled long before but for the interfers
ence of hop. gentlemen opposite with the steps taken by
their predecessors, before they went out.of -office, with &
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view to the settlement of those land claims. They had the
opportunity of knowing when they came in that these mat-
ters were then exciting some interest in the North-West,
because in the report of a public meeting, held in 1873,
there appears & petition which was transmitted to the Gov-
ernment by Lieutenant-Governor Morris, and in that petition
among the claims made was this:

*“We also ask of you our Lieutenant-Governor, give us landsin
compensation of our rights to the lands of the country as Metis.”’.

That was in 1873, and yet until 1876 not one single step
was taken by the hon. gentlemen for the removal of those
difficulties and the granting of those claims to those people
a8 half-breeds. It wason the 19th of June, 1876, that the
Government took its first action, and at that time they asked
Mr. Matthew Ryan, then a stipendiary magistrate, to deal
with the question, On the 23rd of October, of the same
year, four months afterwards, Mr. Donald Codd, Dominion
lands agent, telegraphed to Ottawa as follows :—

“ Ryan never received instructions referred to in your letter 12th
July.”  Important that he should be authorised to act by telegram.”’

So that after, in June of that year, pretending to take that
question up, it was not until they were urged to it by their
agent in Winnipeg, four months afterwards, that they took
the first serious step in connection with it. Twodays after-
}mlzlrds Mr. Donald Codd sent a telegram to Ottawa as
ollows :—

“ Ryan anxious to know on what authority he acts. He thinks old
commission has expired. Is it intended to keep result of half-breed
sllotment strictly confidential ?"’

The answer to that statement was as follows :—

¢ To MarTHEW RYAN,

#¢The acting Minister requests you, if willing to take sauch additional
duty, to continue to take evidence of claimants to half-breed lands or to
scrip who may come before you in North-West Territories. On reply,
forms will be sent.”’

Now, Sir, Mr. Ryan sppears to have accepted the commis-
sion entrusted to him. He entered on his duties, but on
the 3rd of March, 1877, being then engaged in the perform-
ance of his duties as stipendiary magistrate and those
supplementary duties connected with the half-breed claims
with which he was charged, he wrote rather a remarkable
letter, the full text of which I shall read to the Houso :

¢ SwaN RIvER, 3rd March, 1877.

“ DEAR SIR,~In the matter of my continuing the half-breed lands invest-
igation, a8 the only official communication I hold on the subjeetis a
telegram authorising me to take the evidence of claimants who may
come before me in the North-West Territory, would you kindly inform
me, a8 oon a8 po:sible, whether it was the intention ot the Department
that I should put myself in communication with half-breed claimants by
vigiting the localities in which they reside, or that I should act in their
bebalf as they might casuslly come before me in the course of the dis-
charge of my magisterial duties ? If the latter were the intention, [ fear
that no early practical good can be effected. The greater number of the
half-breeds of the different settlements can only be metat certain periods,
before their departure to hunt, and after their return, and I am not aware
at present at what period or periods I am likely to be engaged as a
magistrate at these respective places. My a%prehension is, that to trust to
the coincidence of our thus meeting wouli be to defer the investigations
indefinitely, and ultimately to canse many of the half-breeds and others
in the Territory the loss of the benefits intended for them by law. Would
it not be well, therefore, tor me to makespecial endeavors in their behalf
during the comiag geasons of spring and autumn ? I can conveniently
go to Lac Qn’Agpelle in May, where, as I am advised by Mr. McLean,
agent of the Hudson Bay Company, and by the Catholic curé, the bulk
of the half-breeds can bz met between the middle of that month and the
10th or 15th of the next. And later I may be able to visit the Scotch
settlement of Prince Albert, and the French of 8t. Laurent, and so on.
I am not informed, either, as to the matter of expenses, but presu.me they
are to be paid under authority of the Department of the [nterior. Would
you please instruct me on this head, and generally on the subject of the
latter, at your earliest convenience, and believe me to be.

¢ Yery truly yours,
' “ MATTHEW .
‘D, Oopp, Esq., Winnipeg.” RYAN

That letter was dated on the 3rd of March, 1877, and in &
postseript he says:

P8 —I would require no secre or assistan
v o fezquire o 8o tary or t, and would other-

Mr., Wrire (Oardwell).

Now, Sir, there was a pleading letter from the commis-
sioner appointed to enquire into the half-breed claims;
thero was the deliberate statement on his part with a know-
ledge of the country, with a knowledge of the habits of the
people, with a knowledge of the localities where they
might be found most readily, that unless he was permitted
to go to particular localities and meet them and give them
potice of his being there, the work with which he was
entrusted must result in no advantage to the half-breeds,
and consequently must result disastrously. And yet, Sir,
what was the answer given to that letter by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who &t that time was
Minister of the Interior. Here it 1s, written in his own
haodwriting across Mr, Codd’s letter enclosing that of Mr.
Ryan:

441t is not neeessary to logk up parties who have claims. If they care

for their interests they will themselves come forward and establish
their claims.—D. M.”
That, Sir, was the spirit in which the hon, gentleman, who,
with his friends, is so solicitous about those half-breeds,
who complained that they had not been treated as they
should have been treated—that was the spirit in which he
dealt with the supplicating letter of his own commissioner,
asking that he might be permitted to visit the half-breeds
and deal with them as he there found them. But that is not all.
Mr. Ryan appears to have been most solicitous in the mat-
ter, and he did, at his own expense as it turned out, go to
Lake Qu’Appelle with a view of meeting some of the half-
breeds there, and when he sent in his bill for $75 to pay
his expenses the hon, member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills),
then Minister of the Interior, refused to pay these expenses,
and they were only paid after the present Government came
in and the present First Minister was Minister of the
Interior. That is the way in which hon. gentlemen dealt
with those questions. The letter, as I have told you, was
submitted to the Minister. Very little appears to have been
done in connection with the matter until the 24th of June,
1878, when Mr. David Laird, then Lieutenant-Governor of the
North-West Territories, a gentleman who was, I believe,
not in the best relations possible with the then Minister of
the Interior, telegraphed as follows :—

“(bgerve Mr. Ryan’s authority, investigate half-breed claims under
order 14th J une, 1876, lapsed. commend timse be extended one yesr.
He is now here. Applicants waiting answer.”

On the 28th June, 1878, Mr, Ryan himself telegraphed
from Battleford :

‘¢ Half-breeds pressing me. Will time of investigation be extended ? '’

And the answer was as follows :—

“ Minigter has subject under consideration, and will X‘robably author-
ise Mr. Duck, who has been appointed Dominion iands agent for Sas~
katchewan, to investigate such claims.'’

And that, Sir, was about the last thing the hon. gentleman
did in connection with the half-breed claims ot the North-
West. He appointed a commissioner, and when the commis-
sioner told him what was absolutely necessary to be done, he
refused to permit that to be done, and when the commis-
sioner, acting on his own sense of what was right, did it, and
incurred a little expense in doing it, he refused to pay that
expense; and then, when the Lisutenant-Governor tells him
first, and then the commissioner, that the half-breeds were
there waiting, but that the authority of the commissioner
had lapsed, the answer sent was that the matter was under
the consideration of the Government, and that probably Mr.
Duck, the newly appointed agent at Prince Albert, would be
appointed to investigate those claims. And yet, with that
record, these hon. gentlemen move resolutions such as that
which has been moved to-day, and ask the condemnation of
the Government by Parliament and the country, on the
ground that they did not deal fairly, fully, quickly with
these half-breed claims in the North-West, During that time
it is well known that the importance of this matter was
pressed upon the Government by the Hon. Mr. Laird, In
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addition, there were several petitions from persons in the
North-West; and Mr. Dennis, referring to those petitions,
and dealing with the question, wrote as follows:—

“ tion raised by His Honor the Lieutenant-Governor as to the
msn?;: ﬁf e:hi‘::h the olgmaof settlers may be adjusted, who located
upon lande in the North-West Territories’ previous to the transfur,
involving, as it does; a question of policy, is for the Minister to oconsi-

er.”

So that it appears that up to that time, although a com-
missioner had been appointed, the Minister had arrived at
no conclusion as to the mavner in which he should deal

with those claims:

‘i The undersigned would, however, in reference thereto, ventare to
express the opinion that land so settled on, without the same may poesess
exceptional value owing to its situation, and had been taken up with a
view to speculation, if the claimant shall bave been constantly residing
upon ani cultivating it to a reasoaable extent, should be granted free to
the occupant. To give effest to such a policy, however, legislation
would be required.”’

Now, Mr. Speaker, that was in March, 1877, anl it was a
question of simply giving to those people the land upon
which they were settled—doing for them, in faot, the very
thing the offering to do which afterwards, by this Govern-
ment, is denounced by the hon. member who has moved
this resolution, a8 & failure of justice to those people—
simply the graoting of the lands on which they were located,
and he is told that legislation will be necessary in order to
enable him to do it. Aud yet, Sir, although another Ses-
sion of Parliament came and passed afterwards, during
which he had the opportunity of getting that legislation,
the Session opened and closed without any leg-
islation being attempted, the case of the half-breeds being
left precisely as it was, in spite of the recommendation of
Mr. Dennis, his own deputy. That, Sir, I think, may
fairly illustrate the manner in which the hon. gentle-
man dealt with those claims. He had claims of a simi-
lar kind to deal with in Manitoba. He had to deal
with what were usunally oalled the stake claims;
and I find that when a schedule was submitted to him
of names for his decision as to whether they should have
their land or not, nine-tenths of them were bracketed,
and the words were written after them, “No w==D, M.,”
to the effect that these people had mo claims and should
not receive any consideration whatever., What was the
condition in which those people were at that time ? I have
<here a letter which, I think, will show the spirit in which
these hon. gentlemen dealt with affairs in the North-West,
The letter is dated Winnipeg, 29th September, 1877. It is
signed by the Rev. Father Lacombe, whose interest in
matters in the North-West is well known. It is not
addressed to the hon, gentleman for reasons which I sup-
e the postscript of the letter will sufficiently explain,
t is addressed to a gentleman at that time a colleague of
the hon. gentleman, the Hon. Mr. Pelletier, then Minister
of Agricuiture, who had a seat in the other House. The
letter was to this effect :

“Vary Dear Bir,—As you desired me, during your visit to Manitoba,
to acquaint you tprivn.tely with such information as might aid you in the
administration of our Province, I now frankily and confidingly communi-
“}‘elﬂtfk“t%“leige x;:ws-;)f:}%er articles.

e the i ttent! i
w5t ek y T Sl g o210 o thom arces, a

*‘ It mast be understood that I am far from sapproving the violent and
pnseemly languege of the English article. It appears to me that we
may protest without being insulting.

‘‘1 regret to say that many of the sentiments expresged in those
articles are participated in by a great many persons in our Province.
Resolutions, eoming from Ottawn, threaten to give a fatal blow to our
immigration. Th> Government ask $5 per acre gr 1and on the Red and
Assiniboine Rivere. It is too much even for speculation, as speculators
gell the same lands for $2 per acre. But above all it iz a great deal too
much when we consider that those lands are occupied by immigrants
who have expended all they had to instal themseMves on™ those ﬁnds.
If the Government persevere in this determination they will ruin many
who sceejned the invitation they made them to settle’in Manitoba.

¢ 1 understand, moreover, that the question of ¢ stake-claims (Stake-

claims) is to be regulated in & manner still more unjust: they wish to
dn.wl 3 in favor of the Metis children, for lands ogrmd .te t River

and elsewhere auteriorto thé transfer. For more than seven years
those lands, recognised mon% the population as the property of those
who took them, were frequently sold and exchanged. And to-day, on
account of these exchanges, there are at Rat River, in the parish of
8t. Pierre, more than fifty resident families. These families established
themselves in good faith, and behold it is now thought to dispossess the
greater part of them, of whom many are immigrants, who arrived in
spring, bought the land and made outlay for the purposse of establishing
themselves. The pretext invoked is, that on certain farms there is
little or no cultivation—a pretext which to me seems ill-founded, because
those launds were at any rate possessed by those who claim them, before
the reserves for Metis children were looalised in this place or vicinity.
If the lands were possessed then, they are still the property of those
who claim them, and consequently an injustice js done in dispossessing
them of them. If, on the other hand, these lands were not owned at the
time of the localisation of the reserves, how oan it be pretended that
their cultivation would have ensured their possession? The Govern-
ment has not yet said nnythin%r officially, and sacretly they direct the
lottery of these launds, so that the odinm of dispossessing the occupants
may fall on the children of the Metis, to whom these lands shall thus
come.

it Evidently the Government are ill.informed, otherwise they would
not, for the sake of & few hundred acres of land, consent to draw upon
themselves the odium these resolutions would create, to paralyse immi-
gration, and to throw another brand of discord among the population.

“Buch are the remarks, which in true friendship, I have thought
it my duty to submit for your consideration,

¢1 remain with much respect, your veﬁy bumble and obedient servant,

(8igned).” ALB. LAQOMBE, Ptre., O.M.L”

Then here is a personal postoript :

¢ Permit me to avail myself of this opportunity to offer you, with all
my heart, my best wishes for the New Year.”

Here is a second posteript, which is an important one :

% I forgot to tell you that I advised Mgr. Taché to write to the Gov-
ernment. Although he regretted all these mlsunderstsndings, he replied
that he would not venture to write to Ottawa, inagmuch as he had never
received anything but refusals, and he feaved to compromise the oase,
rather than benefit it, by writing on the subject.”’

That, 8ir, was the opinion of His Grace the Archbishop of
the manner in which hon. gentlemen opposite treated
questions concernini the North-West in which he felt a
deep interest, when he ventured to send either petitions or
letters to them with regard to those questions. Now, Sir, it
is well known that when the change of Government took
place, although hon. gentlemen opposito had done nothin
to provide by legislation for the settlement of these half-
breed claims, the Conservative Government, in its first
Session, that of 1879, passed an Act in which they took
power to settle these claims. That Act has boen referred
to by the hon. member for Quebec East (Mr, Laurier) on
two or three occasions. He has referred tq it to-night, and
intimated that the first thing done under it was the appoint-
ment of the commission last spring. 1 do not desire, for &
single moment, to charge the hon. gentleman with mis-
stating, because I believe him to be incapable of wilfully
mis-stating ; but I charge him with not having as carefully
studied the question as its importance deserves, and as he
certainly ought to have studied it. On the 1st June, 1883,
an Order in Council was passed, based on 8 memorandum of
the Minister of the Interior, of the 31st May, 1883, separ-
atin%;;he offices of Surveyor General and Deputy Head of
the Department, creating Mr. Lindsay Russell Surveyor Gen-
eral, with the rank of Deputy Head, and in this memo-
randum is the following clause :

“ The duties of the Surveyor General will necessarily require that ke
shall spend a congiderable part of each season in the North-West, 80
that he may have the opportunity of directing the ogerationa of the staff
in the field ; in connection with and in addition to which the opportunity
would be afforded him of investigating and finally settling upon the spot,
& large class of long-sianding and somewhat complicated claims to
land, arising at various points in the Territories. Invested as he would
be with the rank and authority of & Deputy Head, and bringing to bear
on the cases submitted for his adjudicatirn the experience he has
acquired in the administration of Dominion lands, his decisicns would
naturally command the respect and acquiescence of those whom they
most directly affact, a8 welY a8 the confidence of the general public.”
Then, by an Order in Council of Tth July, 1883, arrange.
ments were made for dealing with the claims of aetual
settlers in the Prince Albert and Edmonton districts to
obtain titles to the lands they occupied, and it was the inten-

tion of Mr, Lindsay Russell to have left at once for the
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North-West where he would have been able to deal with the

claims question on.the spot and settle them on terms reason- | p

able both to the country and the half-breeds and the other
settlers chiefly interested. But, as we all know, an accident
befell Mr, Russell. He was detained in his room for a long
time, and was unable to go to the North-West, as he had
intended to do and as the Government desired. The case
was not one of such urgency as to require that a substitute,
that a less efficient man, should be sent in his place, and 8o
long as there was any hope that Mr. Russell would be able
to undertake the important work, the Government, having
regard to his great experience and to his familiarity with
the English, French and Cree languages, wisely deferred
the appointment of any one else until they had to give up
the hoFe of his being ableto go at all. Now, there were
several classes of claims presented to the Government in
relation to the North-West. There were of course a number
of other subjects refcrred to in the petitions. We
have heard them read to-night. There was permission asked
to hunt the buffalo, but I am not aware that anyone ever
prevented a half-breed or Indian from hunting the buffalo;
the misfortune was, there were no buffalo to hunt, There
was also the question of fishing rights, but I am not aware
~-although, T am bound to say, I think it would have been
wise if it were otherwise—that anyone ever prevented a
half-breed, an Indian, or a settler from fishing as he pleased
or where he pleased, at his own sweet will. I think the
time, however, is rapidly coming when fishery regulations
will have to be adopted in the %Iorth-West to protect our
valuable fisheries there. But, so far as the principal claims
are concerned, they may be reduced to two great classes:
First, the extinguishment of the Indian title; and, second,
the giving of patents for the lands on which the people
wore settled. As to the extinguishment of the Indian title,
it is well to remember that the rebellion occurred on the Sas-
katchewan, that there was no rebellion anywhere else, and
that, therefore, in so far as the rebellion may have been said
to have been caused by the non-extinguishment of the Indian
title, we have the right to enquire as to whether the persons
who petitioned from the Saskatchewan districts were entitled
to have any Indian title extinguished, or whether that par-
ticular grievance had not in their case been already removed.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier) has declared ihat the
suggestion thag these people had had their Indian title
extinguished in the North-West, is an insult to them, He
has charged the Toronto Mail with having been guilty of
the grossest insult towards the half breeds, by implying that
they went into the rebellion for causes which were in fact
no causes ab all, because the particular grievance in ques-
tion in their case, had been settled. I have yet to learn
that it is an insult to state facts with regard to any people.
The particular facts in regard to this case are that the
geop o of the South Saskatchewan, where the troubles arose,
ad, in the overwhelming majority of cases, their Indian
title already extinguished before the rebellion ; and that, as
to the men engaged as councillors of Louis. Riel, a large
ﬁroportion of them had had their titles extinguished in
anitoba, and, therefore, so far as the extinguishment
of the Indian title was concerned, there was no
ground whatever for the rebellion which took place
on the Saskatchewan, and it took place at that point
alone. The place where, perhaps, there had been fewer
half'breeds with the Indian title extinguished than in
almost any other part of the North-West Territories, was
in the E {monton district at St. Albert; yet, we know that
when the rebellion broke out at the Saskatchewan, the
Z}c())ung half-breeds of St. Albert enlisted on the side of the
vernment, and were prepared to do battle for their
Queen and their country like the other settlers and volun-
teers. They did not pretend, that although the Indian
_title had not been extinguished in their case, they had an
‘ground to rebel, but, on the contrary, recognising that their
r, Wmrs (Cardwell), '

best interest was to be found in the preservation of the
eace and in the prosperity of the country, they enlisted
on behalf of their Queen und their country, and saided
in l;;reventing the success of the rebellion. So far as the
half-breeds in the Saskatchewan district were concerned,
the Indian title had in fact been extinguished. Now,
Sir, as to this question generally, what are the
facts? There is no doubt whatever there were great
differences of opinion in the North-West as to the best
means of dealing with the Indian title. The hon. gentle-
man has read from the proceedings of the North-West
Council, their proposed method of dealing with this matter,
I will repeat the resolution of the council, but first let me
look at the recommendation of Archbishop Taché than whom,
ag the hon. gentleman very properly said, no one is in-a
Eosition to speak with more anthority in relation to the

orth-West matters, Now, his Grace the Archbishop
recommended this:

‘T estimate the half-breed population actually in the North-West to
number about 1,200 families."”

The House will excuse my repeating the quotation made
by the hon. gentleman :

Y Well, let the Government make twelve reserves for them in the very
places the half-breeds themselves would like to have them

“ Each reserve should be for 100 families at least, and contain an area

of 12 square miles of available land—that is to say, the extent of four
towns! %)s. All the half-breeds, men, women and children, residiog in
North-West on the 1st January, 1879, ought to receive two non-negoti-
able scrips for 80 acres of land each ; to be located by them in anyone of
the twelve above-mentioned reserves.”
You will notice that the Archbishop’s snggestion is that
they should have 160 acres of land, precisely the quantity
of land which the hon. gentleman says was inferior to that
which was given in Manitoba, where the children of half-
breeds had 240 acres, and for proposing which he condemned
the Government—

¢ 8aid lands could neither be sold, mortgaged nor taxed before they

should have passed through the hands of at least the third generation of
these who received them, or of their representatives. I say, at least,
because I am strongly inclined to believe that it is desirable that such
land be entirely unalienable ; and such idea cannot seem unreasonable
to those who consider the advsntage deriving from a similar policy
with regard to real and inalienable estates of noblemen. Raige the
half-breeds to the condition of landlords; you will thereby confer a real
benefit on them and we will not see a repetition of the regrettable occur-
rence which took place in Manitoba.”
That was the suggestion of His Grace the Archbishop. Look-
ing at it as a practical man, and not pretending for a moment
to have anything like the authority in dealing with the
affairs of the half-breeds that His Grace hag, { think the
people of this country, as a whole, would not have favored
the setting apart of twelve reserves, which were to be abso-
lutely inalienable, and were not to be subject to taxation,
and to establish, in fact, a system of -landlordism in the
North-West. Bat, leaving that aside, what had we from
the North-West Council 2 This is a body representing the
people of the North-West, a representative body which is
supposed to speak for the people of the North'West, and the
very first resolution they presented was a condemnuation of
the policy of His Grace. In their first resolution they
deolare :

‘¢ That it would be injudicious to set apart reserves of land for the
half-breeds of the North-West Territory, or give them negotiable acrip.’’
So you will see that the first people to object to the policy
suggested by His Grace were the represer.tatives of tho peo-
ple of the North-West, themselves, in council assembled,
in the very petition for not obeying which, for not accept-
ing which, for not dealing in accordance with which, this
Government has been attacked both in Parliament and in
the country. What did they propose? Here was their
proposition’:

“That in view, however, of the fact that grants of land or issues of
scrip were mads to the half-breeds of Manitoba towards the extinguish-

y ment of the Indian title to the lands of that Province, there will

undoubfedly be general disgatisfaction among the half-breeds of the
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said Territories unless they receive some like consideration. That this
congideration would mort tend to the advantage of the balf-breeds were
it given in the foim of & non-transferable location ticket for, say 160
acres to ench half breed head of a family and each half-breed child of
par-nts resident in the caid Territories at the time of the transfer thereof
1o Canada, the ti‘ket to beissued immediately to any half-breed eighteen
yeaas of age or cver, on furnishing evidence of claim, and to every child
on arriving at that age, and furnishing the necessary evidence.”

So you will see that the proposal there was again 160 acres,
to {)e given to the head of a family, and to the child on
arriving at the age of eighteen years:

“ That each half-breed holding such & location ticket should be
allowed to locate it npon any unoccupied Dominion lands, but the
title of the land so entered should remain in the Crown for ten ra
and if, at the expiration of three years after such entry, the hnlfY-breed
locatee has made no improvement on the land, his claim thereto chall
be subject to forfeiture.” )

That was the proposal of the North-West Council, a proposal
which would have placed every half-breed in an inferior
po-ition to any ordinary settler going into the North-West.
. They were to have 160 acres each ; any settler can go into
the North-West and get 160 acres. They were to make
improvements for three years or were to be deprived of the
land ; any settler can, on making improvements on his land
for three years, get his patent ; but they were not to get
their patent; the land was to be inalierable for seven years
longer, and they were to continue to reside upon it during
that time, So that the proposal of the North-West Council
was one that would place every balf-breed in a position
inferior {o that of a white settler going in there, and would
have left him without any claim, not even the right which
is given under the law to any man who chooses to
take up a homestead in the North-West, Would anyone
pretend to say that the Government would have met the
views of the half-breeds if they had accepted that propo-
sition? When the time came to setile these claims with
the half-breeds, when they had the opportuni'y of taking
240 acres for each child of a half-breed born in the Ter-
ritories before 1870, how many of them 1ook the land?
Why, an infinitesrimally small number took the land, the
great ma{'ority taking scrip instead. The papers before the
House tell us that a meeting was held at Fort Qu’'Appelle
at which were adopted resolutions in which the half-
breeds declared that they would not take scrip, but
would insist mpon having land. That was telegraphed
down to Ottawa by Mr. Street. Mr. Street was at
once instructed to comply with the request of the half-
breeds, and give them their settlement in the manner most
conducive to their wishes. Yet, when the time came to
settle the matter, when the opportunity was given them, I
think I am right in saying that but two took land out
of all those who put in claims, all the rest taking the
balf-breed scrip instead. So we have the recommendation
of His Grace Archbishop Taché, we have the recommenda-
tion of the North-West Council, both of which recommended
that land alone should be given, both of which recommended
that the half-breeds should remain upon that land on penalty
of forfeiture, both of which recommended that land should
be inalienable for a certain period, the one for three genera-
tions, and the other for ten years; and yot, when the half.
breeds came to deal with the matter in their own way, they
all took simply scrip, which I am sorry to say most of them
sold for a very small sum indeed. They took serip and
thus showed that they did not agree with the suggestion
made by those who were perhaps best fitted to advise them,
but they took the course which the Government permitted
them to take as & last resort rather than allow them to
continue to feel that they had any griovances at all. I
made this statement in the west a short time ago, and Mr,
kasgn, to whom referepce has been made, who is a perso-
nal friend of my own, with whom I have friendly corres-

ndence all the time, delivered a speech in Fort Qu’Appelle
In which he undertook to answer this part of the statement
which I made in a speech delivered in Ontario, He said;

! ¢ Now, gentlemen, with regard to the question of the issue of scrip
or land, justlet me say this—and my friend, Mr. Fisher, who was
there, will bear me outin it—that, at the first sitting of the commis~
sion, I myself and other gentlemen who were presumed (o hkave influ~

" ence with the half-breeds, urged upoun them the almost absolute neces-
sity of taking land. On the first day, about 70 per cent. agreed to take
land instead of scrip. In the meantims, and about this time, the fight

"at Duck Lake had taken place. The Indians felt there thas they had

whipped the troops. Riel despatched runners and agents all over the

country. One was despatched to Fort Qu’A%pelle to ciroulate reports
of their success amongst the half-breeds. About this time the rumor
reached here from half-breed sources that Riel was to prove victorious,
that the balf-breeds had better not take land; that they should take
serip, buy what they could, and the land would ultimately belong to
them. '&mt is what induced them t2 take land. (Mr. Fisher. That is

; {80.) These are facts.’’

Now, Sir, what does that mean ? It means that what these
people were rebelling for was not the extinguishment of
their Indian title bul to obtain possession of the country ; it
was not the permission to hunt for buffalo, nor to fish, but it
was simply for the purpose of getting possession of the whole
country. As soon a8 ever, acoording to the testimony of Mr,
Jackson their own friend, there was & prospect of §etting the
whole country, then they took the sorip. They said: We will
take this from the Government in the meantime, it is
Government money, and we will have the whole land in the
North-West afterwards. Now I should be sorry, forone, to
believe 80 ill of the half-breeds of.the Qu’Appelle district,
but the testimony comes from two of their friends, from
Mr. Jackson, their representative in the North-West
Council, and from Mr. Fisher, who was one of their
most sincere admirers and trusted leaders, and we
cannot do otherwise than to assume that these gentle-
men knew what they were talking about when they made
such a serious charge against the halfbreeds as that they
took the sorip because they thought they would get all the
land afterwards, and not in any sense in extinguishment of
their Indian titles, There were, lot me say, other griev-
ances, other complaints, made by the half-breeds. Reference
has been made to the lettor of Bishop Grandin, and to
letters and interviews by father Leduc and Mr. Maloney.
Well, Sir, so far as Bishop Grandin is coneerned, I am
inclined to think that the most important petition presented
by him was presented to the late Government, and that as
to the principal parts of it, it was dealt with by the late
Government. Bishop Grandin said:

¢ 1st. Before all, I ack some encouragement for the settlers. The
Oatholic missionarfes have done almost mpossible things in this direc~
tion. They have at different places three mills. For the third time we
have tried to erect one in the colony ot St. Albert—behold more than
£900 stg. which we have sacrificed for it; and we are still uncertain
whether we shall succeed. That the Government may, on their part,
deign to do something to encourage agriculture. .

‘“2nd. Aid for a hospital—at least to construct it, and put it in a gon-
dition to receive the sick. :

¢/3rd. Aid for schools. The Qovernment makes large outlay for
education in all Canada. Is our North-West to be alone withheld assist-
ance ? It cannot be said that we required help less than other parts of
the country.

¢t gth. Aid for our orphan asylums, that we may increase these estab-
lishments, so as to be able to take in a greater number of little savages.

¢ 5th. Qoncession of land for each orphan asylum or model farm.

' 6th. Reserve of land for the children thus brought up, and aid to
help them on to a little farm once they are married. .

¢ 7th, And lastly, that the reserves to be made over to the Indians be
of arable land, and situated near fishing lakes."”

Now, Sir, these claims were dealt with as far back as_ 1875,
in a letter addressed by Liewtenant-Governor Laird to
His Lordshig, under instructions, of course, from the
Government here. This is what he says:

“The Superintendent General cannot but con%fntulnte Your Lordship
upon the efforts made by the miss‘on, especially by the establishment of
mills to enable the settlers to utilise the grain raiged in your diocese.”
Well, Sir, there was some tuffy in that, but there was not
much substance,

“ The Superintendent General wishes to remind you that this ig a sub-
jeet which will properly come wi hin the province of the Local Govern-

| Iment soon to be inaugurated in the Nor -West. He thinks, however,
that it is obvious that the measures now being token by the Dominion
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Government to carry a railroad and telegraph line through the Terri-
tories must have the effect of opening up the country and of facilitating
transfer through it, and in this way cannot fail to give an impetus to
the agricultural interest of the Territery.”

Well, Sir, the hope beld out to Bishop Grandin was that
this Pacific Railway, built on the line which hon, gentlemen
opposite say it should have been built on, gradually, as
settlement went on, some day or other would reach them,
and that they must keep their courage up until that event
occurred, when probably they would have the advantage of
the transportation that line could afford then. He goes un :

‘' The second, tlgird and fourth heads referred to by you, are all matters
which come especially within the province of the Local Legislature.

There was not much encouragement in that.

* With regard to the third head, I may remark that the Dominion
Lands Act makes provision by a liberal land grant to aid general
educational gmigoses in the Territories, and so far ag the Indians are
concerned, the Dominion Government will, no doubt, be prepared, when
the Territory is surrendered, to make the same provisions there as else-
where by treaty for Indian schools. [n the meantime, I am directed by
the Minister to transmit to Your Lordship an official cheque for the sum
of $300 in aid of the school at St. Albert, authorised by Order in Council
of the 22nd October, 1873. As is assumed from Your Lordship’s report,
that the average attendance of Indian children at this school is not less
than the number required by the Order in Oouncil, viz., twenty-five.

So that $300 seems to have been the whole extent of the
answer given to these several propositions of Bishop
Grandin :

f* Any one of the other schools which Your Lordship may think proper
to select will be entitled to a similar one for the current year, provided,
of course, the average attendance of Indian children throughout the year
is not less than twenty-five.

# Ag to the fifth head, namely, concessions of lands for orphan asylums
and mode!l farms, the Superintendent General is not prepared at present
to make any definite pledge on behalf of the Government. gn this
point, the Superintendent General will be able to speak more definitely
after a trea:‘y has been made, and when the question of the extent of
iand asked for, tor the purposes above mentioned, is more accurately

nown.
¢ The sixth head refers to large question of public policy, on what it
would be manifestly too premature at present to pronounce an opinion.
The settlers of the North-West have good grounds for believing that the
Dominion Government will deal liberally with them. There is a suffi-
ciency of land in the Territory for all of them and their children, and it
is earnestly to be hoped that they will cultivate as much of it as possible,
s;lﬁd sgcilre for themselves comfortable homes in the country to which
oy belong.

‘“ As regards the seventh head, namely, the reserves for the Indians.
This matter has hitherto been fully provided for, and all treaties made
with the Indians, by which assistance in money and agricultural imple-
ments has always been secured to them, and thers can be no reason to
doubt that these matters will be dealt within aatmilar spirit of liberality
in future treaties.

“‘The reservation secured to the Indians will, no doabt, have a fair
g:oportion of arable land, and will include, when it is practicable, any

hing lakes which the Indians may desire to avail themselves of.’

Now, Mr: Speaker, that was the answer to the petition of
Bishop Grandin, and I will ask hon. gentlemen opposite
whether it gave much encouragement to his Lordship to
hope that his prayers would be acceded to. There was, in
addition to this answer by the Lieutenant-Governor, an
answer by the hon, Minister of the Interior himself to similar
requests, which was dated on the 17th March, 1878, and in
that we have this statement of his views of the position of
the half-breeds of the North-West, and the manner in which
they should be dealt with :

“ The application of the petitioners to be aided by the Government with
seeds and agricultural implements in their farming operations, I confess
I am not disposed to view favorably. I do not see upon what grounds
the half-breeds can claim to be treated in thig particular differently from
the white settlers of the Territories.

¢ The .half-breeds,‘who have in some respects the advantage over new
settlers in the Territories, should be impressed with the necessity of
gettling duown in fixed localities, and direct their energies towards
pastoral or agricultural pursuits, in which case lands would be no doubt
assigned to them in the same way as the white settlers. But beyond
this they must not look to the Government for any special assistance in
their farming operations.”

So that was the opinion of the late Minister of the Interior,

the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr, Mills). He took the

ground that the half-breeds, if they consulted their own
Mr, Wairs (Cardwell), | v

interests and the interests of the country, would settle down
and become ordinary settlers, pointing out to them that in
doing so they had large advantages over white settlers,

: they being old residents of the courtry and knowing a good

deal about it. So much for that matter., Then there was
the question of surveys, aboat which & good deal has been
said. I think no one will pretend to say that so far as the
question of surveys was concerned this Parliament is not
omnipotent. The law was passed in 1671 which fixed the
method of survey in the North-West. The law was
continued by hon. gentlemen opposite, and the surveys
were made on the same principle. As they began,
g0 the present "Government continned, and the instruc-
tions went to the surveyors that whenever they found
settlers upon land, and those settlers desired survey on
the river lot principle, the surveys were to be given
to them on that principle, and they were as a matter
of fact s0 given to them. The only place where those
surveys were not given was in the famous parish of
St. Louis de Langevin, and, as we know from the evidence
already furnished to the public, at the time the surveys
were made, there were but two settlers on the land, and,
therefore, it was not a case in which survey by river lots
could be adopted. Settlers went in afterwards and took up
land, some of them aceording to the section or block system of
survey, and some have made entry in accordance with that
survey. They have asked since that the system be changed.
They have been informed, and they have always been
informed, that if they chuse to take their lands in ten chains
or twenty chains frontage, they would have the privilege
of doing so0; but that the principle cannot be recognised,
that the Government having once surveyed territory unoc-
cupied at the time of survey, persons going into that terri-
tory afterwards cannot demand that a different system of
survey be adopted. I think there is nothing unreasonable
and nothing improper in that, because, in so far as the sur-
veys are concerned, it cannot be said that the half-breeds
should have any more rights than any other class of set-
tlers who might choose to go in, and a farmer from Ontario
going into any part of the North-West and preferring the
Ontario system of survey, might as well ask to have that

lan followed-—having gone in there after the surveys had
geen made—as that the half-breeds, who went in after
survey could demand a change in the system. But, as I have
said, they have been assured from the first, that it they
desire to have the land in ten or twenty chain lots, they can
have it on that principle, and that information has
been given by the officer of the Government on the
spot, 80 that they can get their lands in that way
it they desire. Then there is the question of the lands
themselves, of the patents. I venture to make this state-
ment, and no one has hitherto at any rate, that I have heard,
ventured to contradict it, that no single half-breed has ever
been put off his land by any applicant, that no single half-
breed has ever lost an acre of land by any action of the
Government. They have, on the contrary, been pressed to
make their entries, and, if, to-day, they have not their
patents the fact is due, not to the system adopted, but
entirely to the faot that they themselves had not taken
reasonable steps to get their patents. Let me point out to
the House what the Government have done in relation to
patents for land; and after all I think it was of the greatest
possible importance to them that they shoald procure the
land on which they had settled, which they were tilling
and on which they had made their homes. I have here a
letter addressed to Mr, William Pearce, a member of the
Land Board, by Mr, George Duck, who was agent at Prince
Albert, and I will read that letter simply for the purpose
of showing what pains the Government took in order that
those people might be informed how they could get their
patents, in order that they might be induced, if possible, to
secure their patents, and in &&t way remove all possible
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doubt as to their legal possession of their property. The
letter is as follows:—

¢t Privor ALBERT, 17th December, 1885.

« Dgar Sm,—It having been reported to the Minister of the Interior
during his late visit here that there were a number of claimants to
lands within the parishes of 8t. Laurent, St. Louis de Langevin and in
the vicinity of the South Saskatchewan River, more particularly amorg
the French-speaking population, whose claims to the land had not yet
been investigated and who therefore could not obtain entry, this state-
ment is based on insufficient data, as the lists of those claimants which
I have assisted you in preparing will show.”

These lists are attached to the report of Mr. Pearce, which
has been submitted to the House.

¢t Upon receiving your instructions in March, 1884,"~
That was some months before Riel came into the country.—

¢ {0 investigate these claims I consulted with the Reverend Pére Andréy
the snperior of the district, as to the best time to carry out the invest-
igation and obtain the informstion desired. He told me that &s many of
the claimants were then away from home engaged in freighnnf.
I bad better postpone my visit until after Easter, when they would
all be at home putting in their erops. 1 did so and left here for Batoche
earlyin May. On my way up I called in at Grandin, where I met Pére
André who told me that he had been waiting for me to tell me that the
people had been holding & series of meetings throughout the settlement
and they had decided among other things that they would make no
applications for entry for their lands in the office here. After consultation
with him I thought it advisable to secure his services to explain fully
and clearly the nature of my mission and to show to the people the
futility of any such resolution on their part. He went with me to
Batoche, and at an interview held in the house of Emmanuel Champagne
explained fully mﬁ object and advised them to fyle affidavits in support
of their claims, The investigation was then proceeded with in as careful
and thorough a manner a3 possible, and it will be seen upon reference
to the list numbered 2 before referred to that of the 138 clai.nants 99 were
incladed in the investigation held by me and whose claims were reported
upon, 20 had settled up:n lands and had not then or afterwards made entry
in accordance with the section survey, 2 had settled in 1884 and made
no application for entry or filed any evidence of occupation, leaving
17 claimants whose claims were not investigated, which number includes
the names of Moise Ouellette and cthers who refused to prefer any
evidence in regard to their land matters. It was reported to me as long
ago as 1882 that these people even those who had mettled and claimed
their lands in accordance with the existing survey, had been advised by
certain interested parties not to make entry for their lands, for what
reason I am unaware unless to coerce the (Rovernment into another
gystem of survey on the banks of the river. From the schedule prepared
you will see how few were then settlers, on the river, some 42 1n all, of
whom 22 could have obtained entry if they so desired at that time.

“ With reference to the list numbered I, which includes the names of
76 claimants, 55 have made entry, 1 (Oardinal) has settled on a school
section subsequent to the plan of the township being recrived at the
office here, leaving 19 who have never applied for entry but who could
have made entry if they had so desired. In accordance with your
instractions to Mr. Gauvreau. the agsistant agent here, in August, 1883,
that gentleman visited the different parts of the districtinlists numbers
1, 2 and 3, and explained to them fully the Lands’ Act as bearing upon
their claims. Upon his return he informed me that the chief reply that
he had received from the&eople he visited was that they were poor and
had no::he money t0 make entry. There were no other complaints of
any nature.

‘ With reference to list number 8 of the schedule containing the
names of 45 claimants, 7 have made homestead entry, 24 filed evidence
of claim before me in July last, 9 were filei before you, this month, of
whom the majority were absent at the time of my visit, while the
remainder failed to regrssent their claims although requested by me to
do so. Of the remainder, 5 have failed to make any application at all
before anyone by reason of their absence either as refugees in the
United Btates or as prisoners at Regina, on account of the recent out-
break, this cumber includes the claim of the Roman Catholic mission,
and as 8o much hag been said abcut this land I might say that no claim
has ever been preferred by any of the Oblats for this land.

‘I might state that in reference to the quesiion of hay permits repre~
sentation was made by me to tho Depariment in June, 1884, to the
effect that whereas the hay question was not of that character to warrant
the imposition of dues for the protection of the small sattler as against

-the stockman, instractiong were sent me not to collect any such fees,
and no permits have been issued in this district.

1 bave the honor to be, Sir, your obedient servant,
“ D

% WiLstax Pxaros, Es GEO. DUCK.

s Superintenden%;'Lsnd Board, Winnipeg.”

That is the letter from Mr. George Duck, showing that in
1883 Mr. Gauvreau was sent there to impress on these peo-
ple the necessity of proouring their patents and to instruct
them a8 to the manner of obtaining them; that in 1884 Mr,

Duck procured the assistance of Father André, and again
sttempted to explain to the people how they could get their
lands, and that the difficulty in their obtaining their land
was not due to any act of the Government, or anything over
which they had control, but was due in the case of some of
them to their poverty and in the case of others to their
anwillingness to make entry at all, There is no doubt so
far as the patents to the land are cobcerned, tbat if the
half-breeds have not their patents to-day, to them and
to them alone is due that fact. Then, Sir, we had the
statement made—not to-night, it is true, but we have had
it discussed all over the country, we have had it discussed
in Parliament, and on the hustings, that the Government
had actually driven the people to rebellion, by granting
a portion of the lands upon which they were set-
tledpgo a colonisation company, and that by doing that they
had driven the people off the land or, at any rate, had
attempted to friggten them off their land. Well, I have
here the affidavits of every settler in the parish of St.
‘Louis de Lungevin, with one or two exceptions, I shall
not trouble the House with reading them. But with these
exoeptions every one of the settlers on that tract of coun-
try, which was supposed to be given to the Prince “Albert
Colonigation Company, declared either that he did not know
of the existence of such a company, and therefore could not
know that the land had been awarded to the company, and in
the case of one ortwo who did know it, they had been assured
by the agent that they need not be in the slightest degree
alarmed, becaunte the company had no power to turn them
off the land, being simply the agents of the Government
for the settlement of the land, and they were guaranteed
by the Government the possession of at least 320 aocres
like other settlers.

Mr. DAVIES. Will the hon. gontleman lay the afidavits
on the Table.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I will put them in Hansard,
which is better, and will save time.

Mr. DAVIES. Better put them on the Table first,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I am endeavoring to comply
with the rule of the hon, membor for North Norfolk (Mr,
Charlton), whose resolution 1 entirely approved of, in rela.
tion to short speeches, and will therefore not detain the
House by reading all the affidavits. With its permission I
will hand them to the reporters, Here is one affidavit
which was made by Mr. Norman McKenzie, You heard it
read this morning, so I do not think it is worth while read-
ing it again.

Ap hon. MEMBER. The House was not in Session this
morning,

Mr, WHITE (Cardwell). True; so I will read it.

Norra-Wasr TermiToriss: [ I, Norman McKenzie, of Sec. 12, Tp. 48,
To Wit : R. 27, W. 2nd M., make oath and say :—

1st. In the antumn of 1883 I purchased the claim of one Osborne to &
gortion of gections 12 and 13, in township 45, range 27, west of 2nd, ani

uring the visit of Mr. Pearce to Prince Albert in January and February,
1884, when adjusting the ciaims of settlers in the Prince Albert diatriet,
I spoke to him about that claim, stating [ understood that portion of
township 45, R. 37, W. 2, lying south of the river, had been handed
over to the Prince Albert Colonization Company, and asked if I would
be safe in going on and improving the elaim. His reply was that [ was
perfectly safe in guing ahead, that so far as settlement in advauce of
their opening their agency, and even afterwards, when 02 even sections,
was just the same as any other lands in the Prince Albert district. That,
8o far ag the even sections were concerned, the Colonization Oompa;xs
was merely agent for the Minister of the Interior, to grant homestes
and pre-emption entries thereon, and any setilers on odd sectionms, in
advance of the Colonization dompany establishing their agency, the
Minister of the Interior reserving in the agreement with the Oolonization
Oompang the right to gm:t to each and every such settler, land to the
extent of 320 acres, and in my case, if I was a bdcnd fide settler, I would
most certainly be protected.

2nd, I never was told by anyone that I would not obtain my ent

(7] In fact, It was always represented to me by the Departmefit
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of the Imterior land officials, that I would obtain my entry, and have
been notified that I can make entry, and purpose doing so shortly.
Bworn before me, in Towaship 47,
Range 26, west of 2nd M., this 11th
day: of December, 1885,
(Signed) Wx. Pzazncy,
N Supt.

That is the affilavit of Mr. Norman McKenzie.
Mr,. LAURIER. What is the date ?

Mr, WHITE (Cardwell). The date is the 11th of Decem-
ber, 18t5. I suppose the date does not affect the veracity
of the man who swears. I hope the hon. gentleman after
his frightfal attack upon the Government for having
insulted the half-breeds, by bringing down & return, is not
going to suggest that all the half breeds swore falsely, in
order to help the Government out of a difficulty.

Mr. LAURIER. My question did not imply that.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), If not that, it implies nothing.
Here is another afidavit, from one of the two first settlers:

1, Solomon Boucher, of Section 11, Town-
ship 45, Range 27, W. 2nd, farmer, make
oath and say :
1st. That I am 33 years of age, came with my fa'her, Jean Baptiste
Boucher, my sister, Marie Lavillie, a widow, and my brothers, Jean
Baptiste Boucher, junior, and Charles Eugdne Boucher. The latter
attained the age of 18 years on the 1st December, 1882, together with
several other younger brothers and sisters, in August, 1882; and have
resided in my father’s house on the N.W. }-see. 11, in said township,
continuously since, up to this date. Came from Baie St. Paul, and par-

ticipated in the Manitoba half-breed grant.
2nd. That my sister, Marie Lavillie, and my brother, Ohas. Eugdne
Boucher, bave also been in my father’s house, continuously, since
August, 1882, except my sister, who has lived in Prince Albert sinee
last March.
3rd. About 2 weeks afler we came here, this township was surveyed.
At that time we had about 2 acres of breaking; my brother Charles 2
farrows ; my sister Marie had about 1 acre; my brother Jean Baptiste
Boucher, junior, not certain whether he had any or not.
4th. ﬁy gister, Marie Lavillie, hag 1 child, and has done no further
improvements on the land.
th. 1 bave now at least 10 acres of breaking, set of house logs worth
about $50, and fencing to the extent of 20 chains, worth $20.
8th. My brother Eugdne has 3 acres breaking and a set of house logs
which he sold, and also 30 chains of fencing.
7th. At the time of the survey we were told by the surveyor that we
were on a school section ; but he said he supposed it wag all right, and
that we would obtain entry. Since then have never been told that we
oould not obtain entry. Deferred urging to obtain entry, thinking this
wounld be surveyed into river lots, or entry granted so as practically to
ive that. Heard this land was within a colonigation company’s tract,
at no official of that company ever said anything to me, nor do 1
believe, to any of the family, or I should have heard of it. The fact of
thig land being within & colonisation company’s tract never gave my
father, brother, sister, or mrself any concern whatever, as we always
believed we would eventually obtain entry as we desired.

8worn b-fore me, at Township 485,
Range W. 2nd Meridian, this 9th da;
of December, 1885, having been first rea:
over and explained to him, and he seemed
thoroughly to understand the same,

(Signed) Wu, Prarce,
Buperintendent.

Signed
( gnN)ORMAN MoKENZIE.

NorTa-Wxst TERRITORIES ;
0 wit :

(Signed)
SOLOMON BOUCHER.

.{ 1, Jean Baptiste Boucher, jnnior, of Sec-
Bol!l-wrl::ﬁ‘fl!m‘mma * {tion 10, Township 48, Range 27, west of the
) 2nd meridian, farmer, make oath and say
1st. That I have heard read over to me the foregoing afidavit of Sol-
omon Boucher, my brother, concerning the lands meationed by him and
now elaimed by myself, my brothers, a sister and mother (and by my
mother on behalf of my tather, Jean Baptiste Boucher, genior), and that
the same i8 true and correct in every particular, with the exception that
at the date of the survey by Hugh Wilson, D.L 8, in 1882, 1 had 1§ acres
of breaking on the westerly 10 chains of gection 11-46-27, W. 2, which
land I now claim as a pre-emption, and that I particularly state [ never
heatd, nor do I think my family ever hcard that the Government had
digposed of the land, and that I counld not eventuullg obtain entry there-
for, ner that any of the settlers in Township 45, R.37, W. 2 M. could
not obtain eatry for their lands as claimed.
Sworn before me at Township 47, Range)
26, West of 2nd Meridian, this 11th day of
December, 1885. Having been first read gsignedg
APTISTE BOUCHER.

over and explained, and he thoroughly} J.
seemed to und erstand the same.
(Bigned) WS:. Pn_ugn .
perintender
Mr, Wmrz (Cardwell),

Norra-WEir. 'l;nmroml:} 1, William Bremner, of Section 10-45-27,
To wit : west 2nd M., farmer, make oath and ray :
1st, That I came from the parish of St. Charles, in Manitoba, in Aug-
ust, 1882, with my sons Mofse Joseph and Alexander, and my %on-in-law
J. Baptiste Boucher, to township 45-27, W. 2, and have resided bere ever
gince ; lived in St. Oharles about 40 years previously.
2nd. That about two weeks after I gettled here the survey was made
by Hugh Wilson, D.L.S. At the time of survey I had about two acres
broker, and the foundation of & hoase laid. My son Moisé had no im-
provements and remained with me till the following spring. Mv son
Alexander had the foundation of & house laid on the S.-W. £ 10, which
he gave to my son William, who arrived the following year, and then
began to have building mentioned on E 4 of W. } section 5, and com-
pleted the house and commenced to reside thereon in the autumn of
1884. My son Joseph had no improvements at time of survey. Com-
menced £o prepare for building in the winter of 1882-83, and cammenced
residence in the autumn of 1885, but has been farming it for the past two
years, living, however, with me. My son William, gince the summer of
1883 has been living on the S.-W. } section 10 till the summer of 1885.
3rd. That at the time of survey we had not made up our mindshow we
would take the land. I came up here on account of my family. They
desired the land to be taeken up as river lots, and we decided to try and
obtain it that way. My son Alexander concluded he would be too much
cramped 8o gave his claim to William Bremner and moved to section 5.
We never applied for entry at D. L, office, Prince Albert, waiting to
gee whether entry would be granted in 10 chain river frontage or not.
4th. That I never was told, nor do I believe, my song or son-in-law
were, or | should bave heard of it, that we eould not obtain entry for
the land as we desired it. Riel once told me, possibly we would not
obtain it. Had we believed him we would then have abandoned it, nor
continued to make further improvemosnts as we have done.

Bworn before me at Prince Albert,
this 9th day of December, 1885, after
having been firet read over and ex- his
plained to him thoroughly which he {(Sgd.) WILLIAM 4 BREMNER.
seemed to understand fully. mark
(Signed) WiLLIAM PeaRCE,

Superintendent.
1, Moise Bremnuer, of Section 10, Tp. 45,
Range 27, W. 2nd M., farmer, make oath
and say :
1st. That I am the Moise Bremner mentioned in the foregoing affidavit
of my father. Wm. Bremner, and that I have heard read over to me the
foregoing afidavit of said Wm. Bremuer, and that all the statements
therein contained are true in substance and in facgi‘ and T particularly
declare that I, nor do [ believe any of the settlers in Township 45, Range
a7, W. 20d M, were over told by any ome who could speak with any
authority or who knew anything reliable about our land claims, that
anyone would lose his or her claim.
Sworn before me at Section 10—45-—27,
W. 2nd, this 9th day of December, 1885,
having first been read over and explained
to him, who seemed to fully mnderstand

the same.
(Bigned) Wx. Prance,

NorTE-WEST TERRITORINS :
To Wit :

(Signed)
MOISE BREMNER.

Superintendent.
. I, Joseph Bremner, of Section 10 . 45
Non-ra-vg’rxsr TERRITORIES : Range 27, W. 3nd k., farmer, m;_k?ogtl:

o Wit : {snd gay :

1st. That I am the Joseph Bremner mentioned in the affidavit of Wm.
Bremner, my father, eorroborated by my brothers Moise and Alexander
in an affidavit dated the 9th December, 1885, respecting the land claims
of the said William Bremner, Moise Bremner and Alexander Bremaer,
and my own claim, and those of settlers generallyin Township 45,
Range 27, West 2nd M., particularly those portions relating to not
obtaining our claims, the land covered by them having bsen handed
over or sold by the Government to other individuals, corporation or
colonigation compang, and declare that the statements contalined in the
declaration of Wm. Bremner, corroborated by the said Moige and Alex-
ander Bremner, are true and correct in every particular, ex -ept regard-
ing the statement of said Wa. Bremner as to date Alexander commenced
regidence on his claim, it being, as stated by Alexander, in April, 1884,
not antumn, 1884, as stated by William Bremner.

Sworn before me at Township 48—327, W.
2nd, this 12th day of December, 1885, it
having beep first read over and explained
thoroughly, and he fully understood what
he was subscribing to.

(Signed) Wu. Pxanos,
Buperintendent.

(Signed)
JOSEPH BREMNER.

Norrs-Wesr TurriTorms:] I, Alexander Bremner, of Section 5-45-37,
To wit 2 West 2nd, farmer, make oath and say:

18t. That ] am the Alexander Bremner g affi-

?oken of in the foregoing a
davit of my father, Willism Bremuer, and state that everyibing men-
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tioned therein is true and correct in every particular, exoept that I began
residence on Section 5 in April, 1884, not autumn of 1884, a3 he atates.
und. I further state that the foregoing statements of my father,
William Bremuer, and my brother, Moise Bremner, referring to the
land claims of settlers in township 45-27, W. of 2nd, being handed over
to any corporation, individual or colonisation compauy, are true and
correct. -For my patt [ always believed I would have totreat with the
Government and, no oneelse, and, I believe, all the other settlers thought
likewise. The only delay we anticipated being in obtaining emiry as
we deeired in 10 chains, not in quarter sections ag surveyed before I took
it up,
Sworn before me at Bec. 5-45-27,
West 3ud M., this 8th day of Dec,
1885. Having been first read over (SAiined) his
g afidavits) earefully, and seemed } EXANDER x BREMNER.
I

ly to understand the same. mark,
(Bigned) Wux. Pzarox,
Buperintendent. J

—

. 1, Jonas Laviolette, of Township 45
Nanm-wrnerw'lf:n:aﬂonm. {Ra’nge 27, West of 2nd Meridian, fa.rmer:
0 Wit: make oath and say :—

1st. That I have lived in this neighborhood ever since the summer of
18832—the greater portion of the time in Township 45, Range 38, West
of the 2nd Meridian. A

2nd. That when I purchased Wm.Swain's claim, to which I now cl&im
entry, thatis, £. 4 of L. 8. 4, 6,12 and 13 of Sec. 3, and B. § of L. 8. 4
and 5, of Section 10, Tp. 45, R. 27, W. 2nd, supposed I would &cquire
the right to make homestead entry for said claim ; I asked Louis
Scbmidt, and he told me he thought I could. The neighbors and
people generally who live in this vicinity informed me to the same
effect. % never beard the Government had sold or given this land, or any
land in this township, 10 any person or corporation. Never heard that
any of the settlers in this vicinity had been told by anyone that they
would not obtain their claims, and believed that eventually eéntry
would be granted in 10-chain cla‘ms, fronting on the river.

8worn before me at Township 15, Range -
‘27, W. 2nd M., this 9th day of December,
1885, having been read over and inter-
preted in French to him by Louis Mariot,
wnd he geemed to understand the same.
(Signed) Wx Pxagcs,
Superintendent.

His
JONASX LAVIOLLETTE
mark.

1 certify I way present and heard the foregoing translated into Freach
to deponent, and he seemed to thoroughly understand the same.
. (Signed) GEO. DUOCK.
8r. Louis pE L ANaEvIx,
9th December, 1886.

‘¢ At the time I settled upon this land, though it was surveyed, I did
not know anything aboui quarter-sections. Found there was a piece
fronting on the river which no one claimed; I took possession of it.
Never :Epheé for entry, nor was I told the land belonged to anyone
except the Governmens. Never was told my claim had being sold by the
Government to anyone, or corporation, or colonisation company Sup-
posed I would obtain ertry whenever I might apply. No one ever told
me I would not obtain my land, nor did I ever hear it stated that any of
the settlers in township 45, range 27, west of 2nd meridian, or in any
other locality along the river, would not obtain their land.”

Extracted from s statement made under oath by Elzevir SBwain con-
cerning his claim to part of sections 3 and 10, {ownship 45, range 27,
west of the second meridian, and sworn to before Mr. Superintendent
Pearce, at township 45, ravge 27, was 2nd meridian, on the 10th day ot
December, 1885,

‘1 wished to move to Baie St. Panl, Manitoba, so as to have schoolin
for the children, and urged my husband to sell out. He offered the plncg
and its improvementsfor $200 to one McLeod in June last. At the time
we gettled it was surveyed; desired to settle on the river on acconnt of
obtaining fish. We might posaibly have obtained a_quarter-section, but
the settlers generally wished to have 10-chain lots fronting on 1he i ver,
80 we concluded to take it the same way. Never applied at the land
office for entry, always ht wa would obtain it as desired, but did
not expect to obtain entry tili we asked for it. Always supposed that
the Government would vae it us whea we applied for it. Never was
told by anyone we would not obtain it, nor that it had been sold by the
Government to any individual, corporation or coloaisation company.’’

Extracted from a statement made and eworn 1o by Elizabeth Bic{mrd,
concerning her husband’s, Antoine Richard, claim to portions of section :
4 and 9, township 45, range 27, west of the second meridian, before Mr.
?;ep:‘n&tggn; 'Peuoegt tfm M,hr'mgv 27, west 2nd meridian, on

, December, er answers to questi .
40 and 42 of said statement. . mieq ons No. 2,

‘Her satethont is corrvborated by an afidaviteworn toby et Musband-

¢ Never was told, nor did I ever hear, that the Government had
granted this Iand to anyone or corporation, nor did I ever believe we
would not obtain entry. The only thing that I was-afraid of was that
entry would be granted by quartersections, but keld on, heping to
obtain entry a8 I now apply for it."”’

_The above is -an extract from a statement made and sworn to by
William Bruce, concerning bis claim to- portions of sections 4 and 9,
township 45, range 27, west of Ind meridian, being in answer toguestion
No. 42 of-said statement befure Mr. Superintendent Pearee, at township
45, sange 17, west 3ud meridian, on the 9th day of Deosmber, 1688,

Srp—

¢¢ Never was told by any one that-my husband could not obtain entry—
or since his death —myself.

¢ It was incotivenient for me to'go ‘and fyle my application before Mr.
Duck here lagt summer. [ wanted my son,Magloire, to enter for it, but
he refused, wishing me to have it myself.

‘ Always supposed we would get this land in 10 chains frentisg on the
river. If my husband or myself ever imagined we wouid: lose land
we would bave abandoned it long ‘ago, and not gome on to make
improvements

'Fhe abave is an extract from a statement made and-sworn tob
Marguerite Boyer, conoernlntg her olaim to portions of seotions 4 and 9,
township 48, range 27, 'W. of the second meridian (being her answer to
question 43 of said statement) before Mr. ‘Superinteddent” admhat
township 46, Range 27, W. 2nd'méridian, on the 8th- day of Desdmber,
1885, and corrobotated by the following afidavit :

I, Jean Baptiste Boyer, of seotions ¢ and

8, township 45, range 27, west-of the 3nd
meridian, make oath, and say :—

That I claim homestead entry to E § lots 2, 6, 11 and 14 of section 4,
and east ‘? of lots 3 and 6 (south of river) of section 9, 4537, W. 3.
Have lived in township 45 since 1883, and know whereof I state, and [
most'emphatically ‘state I néver'was “told by anyone that eatry-eould
not be obtainéd dy the'sbttlers in township 46—37, W..2; for-the lands
olaimed by them.

Sworn before me at Prince Albert, ]
this 11th day of December, in the |

| Bignea)

ear of our Lord one thousand eight ;
~his
J. BAPTISTE X BOYER.
“thdrk,

NorTH-WasT TREEITORINS :
To wit: \

undred and eighty-five, having been
read over carefully to him, and he

seemss?erfeeﬂym understand.
(Siged) “"Wu.' Pranoy,
Bapeérintenient,

) : . (I, Magloire Boyer, of townahip-45, range
N 03“"";: Tausiroaims -{zv, 'W. of 22d Meridian, make oath, aad
say:

That I know Marguerite Boyer who has made oath to the affidavit
hereto attached, and so far as her answers to questions numbers 1, 8, 5,
12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 27, 26, 28, 30, 33, 35, 40, 43 and 45, I know
them to be correct’ig*ev’erfy particular.

That I most et phatical] {suto I never-was told by anyone that entry
could not be’obta neg by the settlers in this towaship, or that the Gov-
ernment bad sold thé land to any corporition.

Sworn before me at Prince Albert,
N.W.T., this 18th day of Deocember,
in the year of our Lord 1885.

(Signed)  Wx. Prarog,
- Buperintendent.

(Bigned) - MAGLOIRE BOYER.

.{ 1, Alade Légaré, of Township 45,"Range
Nouru-Wasr Takarrontss : {27,’ wet of §ud "Nerdian, farmer, make
' osth and say ;—

1st. That I'claim to enter for £§ of lf 6, and -that portion ‘of the @&}
of section 8, lying south of the river, all in Township 45, Range 37, west
of 3nd meridian.

2nd. That I have lived during the past five years in the ng‘ighborhood
of thig land, living nearly the whole time in township 456—38 W. 2ad,
and first laid claim to the above 1ands in 1882 ; first made improvements
oa said claim in 1883, have never lived on it.

3rd. Never was told that the Government had granted any poriion of
towaship 45-27, W. 20d meridian, to any person or corporation,-and that
entry theref-r could not be obtained ; nor did I ever hear anyone state
be or she hud been told the same or mycking to-that eff-ct, and always
thought entry would be graonted in 10-chain claims.” The delay in
making entry was to obtain it in such claims froniing on the river, one
of which I desired as a homestead, and the other as pre-emption.

Bworn befure me at Township 45, )
Ra.ngo 27, West of 2nd Meridian, this
9th day of December, 1885. Havin
been first read over ani explained,
aud he seemed to thoroughly under-

s(ﬁigned) ALADE LEGARBR,
ns,nd ‘the same,
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‘“ Never was told I could not obtain entry for this. Qther people
wishing to have their claims in 10 chain lots, concluded I woulg also
have one. Never was told the Government had sold or granted this
land to any individual, corporation or colonisation company, and always
thought that eventually entry would be given as the other settlers in
this township desired. Never was told by Riel that I would not obtain
entry for thig land as claimed.”

The above extract is from a statement made under oath by Modeste
Laviolette concerning his claim. to & portion of Bection b, Township 45,

27, West of the 2nd Meridian, being his reply to question No. 43,

of this statement. Sworn before Mr. Buperintendent Pearce, at Prince.
Albert, on the 13th day of December, 1885.

~ . (I, Bolomon Boucher, of Township 45 Ran
Norra W;:‘:ﬂ'{?umoms : {27 West 2nd M., Farmer, make oath angc.i
* 8ay:

1st. That the walls of a building on the North-West quarter of Section
5, Tp. 45, R. 27, W, 2 M., intended for a chapel were erected in the spring
of 1884. The building is 21 x 32, the logs in the spame are flattened on
two sides and as they stand are worth §1.25 each.

2nd. One William Bruce had the contract to put on a shingle roof, but
failed to do so. Bruce was paid to some extent on said contract.

Bworn before me at Township 45 R., 27,
W.2 M.i: this 9th day of December, 1885,

baving been read over and explained to| (Signed)
him and he appeared thoroughly to under-
stand the same. SOLOMON BOUCHER,

(Signed) Wu. Praror,
Superintendent.

I, Magloire Bo eiri of Township 45, Range

Nonm-v‘fr?:’il;n;nmmxms: {27, West of 2nd Meridian, make oath and
) 8ay:

That I know Marguerite Boyer who has made oath to the affidavit
hereto attached and so far as her answers to questions numbered 1, 3, 5,
13, 13, 16, 17, 18, 20, 27,21, 26, 28, 30, 33, 35, 40, 42and 43, I know them to
be cpn?ot, and believe the remainder are true and correct in every

enlar.

That I most emphatically state I never was told by anyone that entry
could not be obtained by the settiers in this township or that the
Government had sold the land to any corporation.

Sworn before me at Prince AlbertLN.-W.
the

T., this 13th day of December, in year (Signed)
of our Lord 1885.
(Signed) Wu. Prarcr, MAGLOIRE BOYER.
Buperintendent.

. In addition to the above affidavit taken
N““'w.'r? vgi?:nu'omls *{ before George Duck on the 23rd day of
’ July last, I further state :

That I claimed this ag & 10-chain river lot. My neighbors wishing
to have it in 10-chain claims, I supposed I would also obtain a 10-
chain lot. Knew it was surveyed into quarter-sections at time I took
. up claim ; never applied for entry and always supposed I would obtain

one. Never was told by anyone that this land had been sold or
granted in any way by the Government to any corporation, individual,
or colonisation company. Never was told by Riel that entry could not
be obtained for zgia land or any of it in township 46, range 37,
west 2nd meridian, nor did I hear any of the seitlers in said township
state they could not obtain entry for these lands,

Sworn before me at township 45, range
27, west of second meridian, this 10th day
of December, 1885, having first been read |
in French by Louis Mariot and he seemed( (Signed)
thoroughly to underetand to what he was ALEX. LAMIRANDE.
gubscribing.

(8igned) 'Wu. PraroE
Bupeﬁntendent.

Appendix to affidavit taken before Geo. Duck at St. Louis de Lan
vin, on the 23rd day of July, 1885, and sworn to by the said Alexandre

Lamirande. . dor M
= . Alexander McDougall, of section 13
Nozrs W;‘?V;I‘i:lfmronms ‘ tov;nship 45,range 27, weat’oﬁnd meridim:
: turmer, make oath and say :

1st. That when I settled on this land in November, 1884, I took up
this claim as 1 did because it was generally considered that entry would
be given us by legal sub-divisions or portions thereof so a8 to give the
se_tiﬂers & river frontage extending back from the river about 1§ to 2
miies.
2nd. That I never was informed that sn{ portion of this township
belonged to s colonisation company, and have not been to this day
notified to that effect, having always understood that the colonigation
company’s tract did not extend further north than the southerly limit
of township 45, range 27, west of 2ad meridian. ‘
Mr, Warrs (Cardwell), '

/

3rd. That I hoped to obtain entry, 20 chains in width, extending
back 1 mile from the river.

Sworn before me at township 45, mngel

27, west of 2nd meridian, this 9th day of (Signed)

Deeembtlalr. 188%. hHavinglﬁrst }men drea.v‘il his
over to him and thorou explained an
was understood perfectly by h?m. ALEthrkl{oDOUGALL.

(8igned)  Wx. Prazc
Superintendent. )

NorTE-WnsT TERRITORIES : : :
vigk township 45, range 27, west of 2nd meri-
To Wit: dian, farmer, make oath and say :

That I am the Charles Eugéne Boucher mentioned in the attached
affidavit of my brother Solomon Boucher; that I have heard read over
to me the said affidavit of my brother conceraing the lands mentioned
by him, and now claimed by mgself, my brothers and sister and by my
mother on behalf of my father, Jean Baptiste Boucher, senior, and that
the same is true and correct in every particular, and that I particnlarly
state that I never heard nor do I think that any of my father's family
ever heard that the Government had disposed of the land, and that we
could not eventually obtain entry in the land office therefor, nor that
any of the settlers in townsehip 45-27, west of 2nd meridian could not
obtain entry for their lands as claimed.

Sworn before me at Prince Albert this
17th day of December, A.D., 1885, having
been first read over and he thoroughly }(Signad)

gseemed to understand the same. f
J CHAS. EUG. BOUCHER.

{ 1, Charles Eugéne Boucher, of section 1

(Signed)  Wx. Prazrog,
Superintendent.

I believe there were only two who ever heard there was
a company, all the others swearing that they did not know
there was such a thing. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I may
fairly say that under these circumstances the hon. gentle-
man and those who join with him in attacking the Govern-
ment can hardly claim that they have succeeded in making
out any case against the Government. We have this
important fact, that no half-breed has ever been removed
from his land by any act of the Government, that no half-
breed has ever been disturbed in the possession of his land ;
and I know of countries where the people would be happy
if they could say the same thing., Why, Sir, in the
adjoining county of Ottawa, when the hon. gentleman
who sits opposite (Mr. Langelier) was Commissioner of
Crown Lands for the Province of Quebec, settlers were
attempted to be driven off their lands because they had not
complied with all the conditions imposed by the Govern-
ment., Then we have this further fact, in relation to their
patents, that the Government, so far from refusing them
patents, sent their officers in order that they might
personally impress upon the half-breeds the manner in
which patents could be obtained, and urge them, if pos-
sible, to make the entry necessary to obtain their
lands. In the North-West it is absolutely necessary in the
obtaining of lands, that there should be general rules which
all persons must follow ; and it was not too much for this
Government, nor is it too much for any Government, to ask
that those who have ession of lands in-the North-West
shall use the reasonable means and conform to the condi-
tions required by the Government in order to %et; the entry
of those lands, and to obtain their patents. The Govern-
ment not only did this, but they adopted a principle by
which the settlement duties performed in advance of sarvey,
and in advance of the entry of lands, even where they were
permitted to make their entries long after survey, should
all count as if they had been performed after survey. ‘The
ordinary white settler going into the North-West.and settling
on surveyed lands is required at once to make entry. There
is no such thing recognised . by the law as a squatter
upon surveyed lands. But we have deslt in an entirely
different manner with those half-breeds. They have" been
protected sgainst the cancellation which white settlers in
similar citcumstances are subject to; and they were given,
and are still being given, time to make their enmtry, their
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own convenience alone being consulted, and their whole
time being counted as if that t%me had been spent after the
entry was made. Then, as to the surveys, the principle
has been adopted that wherever & considerable number of
settlers were on the land at the time the survey was made,
that survey should be made according to the principle
required by the settlers; but when the surveyor went
into & district where there were no settlers, or where,
as in the case of the parish of St. Louis de Langevin,
there were but two settlers, the system adopted all over
the North-West was followed ; but even in such cases, these
people were told that they could have their patents upon
the principle of the river lot survey if they chose to
take their land mpon that principle, and to make the
necessary sub-divigion, Then, as to the Indian title, we
know that the Government as far back as 1883 passed an
Order in Council that Mr, Russell should go to the North-
West, and being on the spot, should enquire into and make
a report upon all these claims, The difficulties that
existed in dealing with that question were difficulties
arising out of a conflict of opinion between those. parties
who were, from their position, supposed to be best able to
jndge of the necessities of the half-breeds in the North-
%Vest, and not from the Government refusing or ignoring
their just rights. Asto the general treatment of these

ple by the Government, it has been of the most
E?l(:dly nature, and for the very best of all rea
sons, that being the original inhabitants of the
country, having been there in advance of our ooccu-
pation of the country, they were entitled to the greatest
possible consideration; and that consideration has been
given to them in every respect. I am perfectly satisfied,
Mr, Speaker, that the attempt made *by hon. gentlemen
opposite to make out that the Government were in any way
responsible for the outbreak of last spring, or that the
refusal of these claims for the extinguishment of the Indian
title had anything to do with it, will utterly fail. In fact,
the hon, gentleman himself, in his closing remarks, practi-
cally admitted as much by pointing out that the people
in the district in which the outbreak took place, in
their petition did not ask for the extinguishment of the
Indian title, but asked for other things, some of which are
asked for by white settlers in the North-West as well—all
matters of public policy relating to the interests of the
whole country, and not to be dealt with exclusively for an
one section. Sir, I leave the matter entirely in the hands
of the House, and I am perfectly satisfied that the verdict
of the House—sustained as I believe that verdict will be
by the country—will be that the so-called grievances of the
half-breeds of the North West had no basis to justity, or
even to palliate the troubles that occurred last sgring, still
less, Sir, to justify or palliate the language which has been
used in this House in relation to those supposed grievances,
and in relation to those who took up arms ostensibly to
redress them. I thank you, Mr. Speaker, and the House
for the attention you have given me.

. Mr. DAVIES. I very much fear, Sir, that the hon. Min-
ister of the Interior has delivered the wrong speech. The
hon. genileman has the reputation of being somewhat of a
skilled debater, and no one knew better than he did that
the issue that was tendered for the consideration of the
House by my hon. friend from East Quebec was a single
issue, clear, definite, and distinct. The hon, gentleman has

 such as that tendered by my hon, friend, will vastly facili-

tate the arrival at just conclusions on the part of members

of the House aund the country, Hon. members will

remember well that last year, when the leader of the

Opposition presented a resolution to this House on the

general topic of the North-West grievances, and when

he delivered a luminous, lengthy and able rpeech, in which

he massed all the evidence together, and submitted &

resolution based on his conolusions, he was reprimanded

by the leader of the Government, who com plained bitterly

that all these matters had been mixed tgether, so that

it was impossible to answer them in detail, Why, he

asked, does the hon. gentleman mix up the question of civil

rights wich those of colonisation companies, surveys of land,

the Indian title and others? It is impos:ible for anyone

to answer him on all these points in one speech, and the

result will be the public mind will be so perpioxed as to be un-

able to draw any fair conclusions from the debate. My hon.

friend from Huron (Mr, Cameron) initiated the other night
a new policy. He tendered & distinct issue to the House as
to the manner in which the Government dealt with the
Indians, and that question was discussed separately from
other questions. The hon. member for Que]l))ec East (Mr,
Laurier) has tendered a distinct issue to-night, namely: *

‘‘ That it wag the duty of the Government to proceed with diligence,
under the authority they obtained from Parliament in 1879, to settle the
claims arising out of the Indian title of the half-broed claims of the
North-West Territories, and also to settle the claims of those of the
:i(::iﬁobu half-breeds who were temporarily absent during the enumera-
And concluding that the Government has been guilg of
neglect, delay and mismanagement in that regard. Here
was & olear, definite issue presented to the House. How has
that been met? My hon, friend (Mr, White), in his speech
an hour and a half long, treated the House to & dissertation
on the claims of the settlers, and the action of colonisation
companies, and claims he has proofs that no settlers were
dispossessed of their lands,—questions altogether alien to
that before the House. But those who have watched the
hon. gentleman for some time will understand why he took
this course, He did so, evidently, because ho was not able
to answer the indictment presented upon this issue. The
evidence introduced by my hob. friend from Quebeoc East
(Mr, Laurier), in support of his resolation, was overwhelm-
ing, and the hon. Minister knew that the onily course open
to him in his defence, was to distract the minds of the
members, if possible, from that issue by mixing it uE with
others. The hon. gentleman brought down a number of
affidavits to which I will not refer now. Weo made a short
time ago serious complaints that we were not farnished with
proper information, and the hon. gentleman then con-
tended that we had all the information nece sary on which
to base an opinion ; yet we see him here, day ufter day, as the
political exigencies of the case require, bringing down to
this House just such papers as snit him, I ask if thisisa
fair way of dealing with the House? The bhon. gentleman
referred to the report of Mr. Pierce, a report, I understand,
prepared at his instigation, and the instructions for the pre-
paration of which have been withheld, but that report does
not deal, directly or indirectly, with the proposition now
before the House, nor, if every word of it wcre true, and if
the inferences to be fairly xgerived from all the facts it
states were massed together, would they enable us to form &
conclusion bearing on the resolution my hon. friend has
submitted. It has nothing to do with the extinotion of the

not attempted to grapple with that issue at all, except in a
very limited degree, to which I will refer directly. In fact,
in his opening remarks he told the House that it was not
his inteution to do o, that he intended to deal with the
whole question of the North-West grievances. Well, Sir, |
1 for one regret very much that the hon. gentleman took :
that course. I regret it because the question is so large
and ?&mm that the diccussion of ope point at a time, |

Indian title : it has nothing to do with this great grlevance
which the hon, gentleman knows tended 1o bring about
very largely the insurrection, The hon. gentleman has
referred to the Order in Council made in 1883, and the
report directing that the office of which he i3 now the head
should be sub-divided in a certain way, so that Mr. Lindsay
Russell might be appointed Surveyor-General and proceed
to the North-West. Why did the hon, gentieman make that
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statement? Did he wish us to conclude from it that the
Government or Mr. Russell had done anything ? Does
he state that in that Order in Council the Govern-
ment showed any evidence of a disposition to settle
the Indian title question ? Did Mr. Russell proceed to the
west to make an ennmeration of the half-breeds ? or did he
act on the power which, in 1879, the Government took from
the House? No; when the hon. gentleman drags this into
the debate, he does it for the purpose of inducing those who
have not carefully studied the question, to believe that the
Government really took some steps to mitigate this great
grievance. Why, their action had nothing more to do with
the matter than have the affidavits the hon. gentleman
referred to, The hon. gentleman stated further that, as
regards the point where the rebellion rose, the major part
of those who took part in it had their Indian title already
extinguished, and that therefore that grievance was not the
cause of the rebellion. The hon. gentleman must surely
have listened to the argument, he did not attempt to con-
trovert it, presented by the mover of theresolution, in which
the latter showed that if it was only the local girevance
existing in the minds of the leaders of the rebellion, that
they were the main spring of the revolt, it would have been
amere riot and not a rebellion, No; it was the moral effect
those insurgents derived from the existence of great
grievances throughout the country that gave force
to the rebellion, and no man knows better than the
hon. gentleman that if it had not been for the
existence of those grievances, for the removal of which the
half-breeds had petitioned year after year, and to facilitate
the removal of which the hon, gentleman and his friends
never, until the last moment, raised a finger, the rehellion
never would have assumed greater proportions than those
of an unlawful assembly or riot. The hon. gentleman went
to the North-West last year, as the Minister of the Interior.
I think he did right. 1 think it is & matter for regret that
his predecessors had not taken the same course years ago.
It was their duty to have informed themselves, person-
ally, with reference to the facts of the grievances stated in
the petitions which, year after year, poured into the Depart-
ment, and which were pigeonholed with that masterly in-
activity that characterised the Department in the past five
or six years. But when the hon, gentleman returned, after
having saturated his mind with the facts, did he arrive at
the conclusion that.it was because of the settlers’ grievances
alone the rebellion assumed the important proportions it
did ? He knows well that the conclusion he formed in his
mind was, that had the grievances of the North-West half-
breeds, relative to the extinguishment of the Indian title,
been removed years ago, there never would-have been
a rebellion at all. He stated when he returned from
his trip, in a speech he delivered on 16th December,
at Weston, that the very acotion taken by the Govern-
ment, the tardy incomplete action in January, 1885,
when the rebellion was almost under way, precipitated the
rebellion itself. What action ? The action taken to settle
the North-West half-breed grievances in relation to the
extinguishmeni of the Indian title alone. That the hon.
gentleman said was the backbone of the rebellion, and it
was, he said, their efforts to settle that, their tardy efforts
toextend the right hand of fellowship to the half-breeds, that
Erecipitated the rebellion ; beoause the leader of the rebellion

new that if we settled that question, we would have
removed many grievances and taken from him the support
of a large number of his followers. What did the hon.
gentleman say ?

¢ Now then, gentlemen, it will be asked, how then did the rebellion
occur ? How was it that, if these things were settled, this rebellion broke
out? I believe it broke out becanse of the action of the Government, and
not because of ita inaction. It broke out, as Mr. Astley has stated in his
letter, and which information he got from Riel himself, because Rie

seeing that the Government bad taken action and that the half-bree
claims, such as they were, were about to be settled, believed that lnlJ

Jittle game will be spoiled.”
E? Davizs,

The hon. gentleman, remark you, had come back from the
North-West, he had acquired personal knowledge of the
facts, he knew that these grievances bad rankled in the
breasts of these unfortunate people for years and years, and
he knew, when he stated that, that if they had taken time
by the forelock, if they had moved a year, or even six
months earlier than they did, the cause of the rebellion
would have been removed, and we never would have had a
rebellion at all. I think I am justified in making the
charge, and basing it nupon the hon. gentleman’s own evi-
dence, that, if it had not been for the delay and inaction of
the Government, and for their subsequent ill-advised action
at the wrong time, the rebellion would never have taken
place. 8o much for that point. Then the hou. gentleman
went on to show that certain Qu’Appelle half-breeds were
not influenced by any grievances of their own as to the extin-
guishment of the Indian title, but that their object was to
get possession of the whole of the lands of the North-West.
But did the hon:. gentleman state when that mind took
possesgion of the half-breeds? Was that their mind before
Riel rose and before the Duck Lake tragedy ? No, but it was
their mind after the success of Riel had induced those
unfortunate people to believe that he was going to be suc-
cessful all around, and so their heads were turned. That
was their state of mind after the rebellion breke out, but it
was not their state of mind when the- rebellion broke out,
and it was not that which induced the rebellion. Let us
look for a few moments—I promise the House not to be
very lengthy upon the subject—at one or two prominent
facts in connection with this particular question now before
the House, in order that we may judge whether or not this
question entered largely into those motives which induced
the North-West half-breeds to rebel. How many half-breeds
do we find there are in the North-West? I think I am
speaking correctly when I say something about4,800. 1f1I
am incorrect, I will thank the hon. gentleman to correct
me, Of those 4,800, it appears by the evidence produced
by the Government themselves that their own commissioner
has reported that 2,000 had just claims which were unre-
dressed. The hon, gentleman shakes his head. I think I
am not far astray. 1 am speaking, of course, with refer-
ence to the whole question of the half-breeds of Manitoba
and the North-West.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), Doad and alive.

Mr. DAVIES. I think Mr, Street reports that he has
settled nearly 2,000 claims,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). He settled 1,710 claims, and
that includes the dead whose heirs were settled with.

Mr, DAVIES, Does the kon. gentleman say that these
were all that were settled ? There were 300 eottled besides,
making about 2,000. I may be a few astray, but I am
approximately near the truth, so near it that I may say
there were nearly 2,000 settled with, So that out of 4,800
half-breeds, nearly 2,000 were shown to have real grievances
which were acknowledged by the Government co nmissioner
and reported upon. That was an enormous proportion, and I
think I shall be able to show thatthese were not grievances
of a day, but, as shown by my hon. friend who moved this
resolution, were of long-standing, and had been presented to
the Government not obce or twice but scores of times, not by
the half-breeds alone, but by all those who had knowledge of
the matter and who lived in that country, by their priests, by
their bishops, by their magistrates, by the only body they had
to represent them, the North-West Council, by the Lieutenaat-
Governor of the North-West, by the members of the North-
West Council individually and by the council collectively,and
by all those whose duty it was to bring this matter to she
notice of the Government. Let me for 4 moment go back
to the inception of this matter, and I will rapidly run over

the historical points, I wish to call attention to the real quos
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tion st issue and to eliminate those side issues which the hon.
gentleman (Mr. White), for & purnose of his own, has intro-
daced inio this discassion. 1 wish to do this in order that
we way come to 8 clear and intelligent conclusion upon
the clear issue which is presented to us. We know that in
1870. 1,400,000 acres were set apart to settle the Manitoba
haif breed claims under the Administration of the present
leader of the Government. Only the children of the half-
breeds of Manitoba were to participate in that grant. From.
1870 to 1873, when the hon. gentleman went out of power,
nothirg whatever was done to carry out the law. o find
that, when the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
came into power in 1874, he introduced a Bill extending
to the heads of families as well ay their children the right
to participate in these grants; and in April, 1875, the
Dominion lands agent at Winnipeg, and Messra.
Ryan & Machar, the commissioners, were appointed
to take the census of the unenumerated half breeds.
We find that, in 1876, they reported, and re-
ported that their work was still incomplete, and Mr. Ryan
was ordered to take evidence anywhere in the Territories

within two years. I understand tbe hon. gentleman to
complain that there was inaction on the part of the
Governmert of the hon. member for East York, There

may have heen inaction; I am not snfficiently well ac-
quainted with the facts to undertake to reply on that point;
but, from reading the papers which have been brought
down, it appears to me that all that was ever done in the
matter was done by those gentlemen before they went out
of power They appointed these commissioners to take
evidence in order to carry out the law; they directed them
to take the evidence wherever they went, and they did more
than that, and that is what the hon. gentleman complains
of. At tha! time remember that the half-breede had not
settled in settlements as they did later. The buffalo were
pot all gone from the plaing then. Many of the half-breeds
were engaged in buffalo bunting ; and the only complaint
the hon, gentleman makes is that the Government did not
order these commissioners to follow the buffalo and to
follow the halt-breeds with the buffalo, and to take their
evidence as they roamed about the plains, But they
did order them, and it seems to me reasonable,
wherever they were, in the discharge of their duties, when
a half-breed offered his evidence to take it. And they did
take it. In 1877 Newcome and Mills, at Emerson and
Portage la Prairie, were ordered to take evidence, and in
Jane, 1878, the then Minister of the Interior announced
that he had appointed Dack to make an investigation, and
I believe in February, 1878, he reported that he had made
that investigation. Hon. gentlemen may ask was this
matter of the half-breeds’ grievance in relation to the extin-
éuiahment of the Indian title brought to the notice of the

overnment? Was there not neglect on their part in lying
by? Did they not, by allowing it to lay in abeyance,
almost waive their claim? If you look at this mass of
papers, which 1 say, after & thorough examination of it, is
& disgrace to the Department which brought it down ===

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Why?

Mr. DAVIES. Because the papers are 8o inextricably
mixed up that it is impossible to find what you require.

Mr. WHITE (Gardw:ilg. After they had been handled
by your leader, and tossed about,

Mr. BLAKE. Mr, Speaker, I must not allow that obser-
vation 10 go without an immediate challenge. 1 answered
it before, and I say it i6 indecent for the hon. gentleman
to repeat it. I got those papers as they were sent to me
by the directions of the Olerk of this House, and they
reached the printers in the precise form and order in which
they were brought down to the House. I state that now,
Sir, npon my responsibility as 8 member.,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). How does the hon, gentleman
know that they reached the printers as he carried them
away ?

Mr. BLAKE, I know how they were when I handed
them back to the Clerk.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). They were handled by him
and others, and I know, as former chairman of the Printing
Committee, that we used to have the greatest dificuity in
getting papers that went into his hands, because they used
to be handled by him in such a way and kept back until
we had to send for them,

Mr. DAVIES. Thisinsinuation of the hon. member only
makes the matter worse, in my opinion. The hon. gentle-
man knows that these papers are arranged with no order.
I looked through them myself. When he was ina calmer
mood the other day he distinotly acknowledged in this
House that the arrangement of the papers was tﬁsgraoeful;

Mr, WHITE (Cardwell). I say so now,

Mr. DAVIES., Notwithstanding this disgraceful arrange.
ment, notwithstanding the almost—I was going to say—
design apparent on their face, by which they are so arranged
that nobody could understand them, I have taken a good
deal of trouble in going through them, and I have no hegita-
tion in saying that from 1878 down to 1885, not a year
went by without petitions being forwarded from those half-
breeds, and those who represent them, to the Department
of the Interior, praying that they would take up this ques-
tion and settle it. We find in June, 1878, a petition from
Prince Albert, forwarded through Captain Moore, and
signed by 151 of these half-breeds, as I find it upon page 29
of these precious papers. These petitioners represent :

“ Your petitioners would humbly represent that their rights in the
garticipnnon in the ixsue of half-breed or settlers’ scrip are as valid and

inding as those of the half-breeds and old settlers of Manitoba, and are
expected from them to be regarded by the (Oanadian Government &g
scrupulously as in that Province, and with & view to the adjustment of
the same, yoar petitioners would humbly request that a census of said
half-breeds and old settlers be taken, at as early a date as may cone
veniently be determined upon, with a view of apportioning to those of
them who have not already been included in the census of Manitoba,
their just allotment of land and scrip.”

In February, 1878, Gabriel Dumont and John Fisher, chair-
man and secretary respectively of a public meeting of
half-breeds hell at St. Laurent, presentes another petition
to the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-West, praying for
similar treatment as that accorded to the Manitoba half-
breeds. This is found on page 28, and reads as follows :—

 That there be granted to each half-breed head of family, and to their
children, who have not participated in the distribution of scrip and
lands in the Province of Manitoba, a like amount of scrip and like land
grants a8 in Manitoba.”

Then in Ayril, 1878, Lieutenant-Governor Laird forwards a
petition of the half-breeds of Prince Albert, praying for
similar treatment ; to be found on page 25, wherein they

pray :

¢t That all the heads of families of half-breeds and their children who
have not participated in the distribution of scrip and lands in the
Province of Manitoba, to allow such like scrip and grants of lands to
those,r'zUOvred in the said province, at least that bush land be granted to
m.

Then we find in August, 1878, the North-West Council
passing a resolution, praying that the half-breed claims be
granted —to be found on page 36, I will read tbat resolu-
tion, because I deem it of more than ordinary importance,
It is a resolntion of the only representative bodiy that these
poor people possess; it is a resolution of intelligent, edu-
cated men, men who felt their responsibility in making
their statements ; and we may assme that the North-West
Council would not put upon record statements of that kind
s unless they personally kuew them to be true., They say:
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¢ That it would be injudicious to set apart reserves of land for the
haif-breeds of the North-West Territories, to give them negotiable
serip.

‘“That in view, however, of the fact that grants of land or issue of
8crip were made to the half-breeds of Manitoba towards the extinguish-
ment of the Indian titles to the lands of that Province, there will un-
doubtedly be general dissatisfaction amongst the half-breeds of said
territories, unless they receive some little consideration.’’

The Government here are informed, on the responsibility
and the authority of the only representative body in that
country, that thero will be general dissatisfaction until they
take this matter up and grant some relief to the half breeds..
Then they go on to suggest & form in which that grant
should be given; but I need not trouble the House with it
because the Government were bound to act under the antho-
rity they took from Parliament in 1879. They did not sug-
gest a particular plan for settling these grievances; they
only asked Parliament to give them power to deal with
them, They were then bound, after taking that power, to
take proper evidence and to find a proper way to act upon
the evidence so as to remove the gricvances, but they did
not do it. Going on with the record, we find thatin August,
1878, a petition from the Cypress Mountain half-breeds was
forwarded to the Government, to be fouud at page 32, in
which they also set forth their grievances, and state :

‘¢ That the majority of us, upon the cession of the Province to the
Canadian Government, were temporarily absent, and were thereby
deprived of the benefits of the scrips given to those half-breeds who were
at that time present in the Province.
Then we have Mr, Laird’s despatch, in which he urges the
Government to take action upon it. We have that despatch
acknowledged, and on the 28th December, 1878, we have
Col. Dennis submitting that celebrated memorandum to the
Minister, and asking his immediate attention to it. That
memorandum was read by the mover of the resolution, and
I need not read it again. The Deputy-Head of the Depart-
ment was fully apprised of the importance of this question
and of the necessity of dealing with it immediately. - He
was informed, that if they did not deal with it immediately,
it would be a cause of general dissatisfaction, natural dis-
satisfaction, which we would feel ourselves, had we been
some of those unfortunate half-breeds. Well, Sir, what was
done with that memorandum of the Deputy-Head ? 1t was
very properly, I think, submitted to Archbishop Taché, to
the Bishop of the Saskatchewan, to Lieut.,-Governor Laird
and to Mr. Richardson, the magistrate, to obtain their
opinions upon it. They made each of them their
reports, and the Government are in possession of
the suggestions they made with respect to that
memorandum. I charge, Mr. Speaker, that although
they were in possession of these, although they had got,
ostensibly, all the information they asked for, and although
they were in & position to deal exhaustively with the ques-
tion, they followed that policy of masterly inactivity for
which they are so much renowuned—they did nothing.
Now, let us look for & moment - at the powers this Govern-
ment took from Parliament. Section 125 of the Dominion
Lands Act, 1879, enacts:

tThe following ?owars are hereby delegated to the Governor in
Council :—  * *

‘¢ (¢) To satisfy any claim existing in connection with the extinguish-
ment of the Indian title, preferred by half-breed residents in the Northe
West Territories outside of the limits of Manitoba, on the 15th day of July,
1870, by granting lands to such persons, to such extent and on such
terms and conditions a8 may be deemed expedient.”’

Now, Sir, the Minister of the Interior has criticised at some
length the reports made to the Deputy Minister, to whom
those suggestions were sent. He has shown that in some
particulars the suggestions made by Archbishop Taché
and rome others were not prudent suggestions, But are we
here to discuss at this late day whether the suggestions
were prudent or not ? Why the Government should bave
determined in 1879 what portions of these sugges-
tions were prudent, and they should have acted upon
Mr, Davizs,

them. The petitions should have been taken out of the
pigeon-holes, and the Minister instead of hicing away to
England and other parts should have hied himself away
personally to the North-West and should have enquired
into the facts connected with the grievances, and have put
forward his hand and dealt with them, remedied them and
removed them. But he did not do it, and we have sad
results in 1885. But the matter did not end there. In the
spring of 1880 the half-breeds in Manitoba village, in the
North-West Lerritory, petitioned Sir John A. Macdonald
again, That petition is to be found on page 41. They are
getting restless; they are wondering that the petitions
forwarded by them and eandorsed by their priests, bishops
and magistrates, by the North-West Council and all the
legally constitated authorities ot the country, should have
been treated with contempt, and they are forwarding other
petitions in which they set forth at still greater length their
grievances in this regard. They state:

¢ And whereas the continued delay in ascertaining and investigating
gaid claims is creating great and general dissatisfaction throughout the
Territories, we your petitioners do humbly pray that you will caunse &
commission to be issued at an early day to enquire into and confirm the
said claims, not only with regard to scrip and allotments of land as
provided for in Manitoba, but, moreover, to confirm the titles of land

occupied by or purchased by parties from occuBants of claims taken
previous)y to the transfer ot the Territories to the Dominion of Canada.”

The Government were not only aware of the existence of
those grievances, the fact had been pressed on them time
and again, mouth after month, but there was the further
and important fact, which had been pressed on them, that
the existence of those grievances and the delay in their
removal were causing great and general dissatisfaction
from one end of the Territory to the other. What, then, is
the use of the hon, gentleman urging to-day, in the face of
facts so plain and palpable, that those grievances had
nothing to do with the outbreak in 1885. Following in the
same string we have the petition of a large number of resi-
dents near Edmonton. I am afraid to say how many; I
did not count them, but their names covered two columns
of a whole page and must number 100. I will not trouble
the House by reading them, They repeat the statements
in a previous petition respecting delay, I will read some
of their own words:

* And whereas the continued delay in ascertaining and investigating

said claims is creating great and general dissatisfaction throughout the
Territories.”
I will not weary the House by reading further from the
petition, 8o the record goes on; month after month, year
after year, these poor people petitioning the authorities at
Ottawa, praying and begging for some relief in this regard,
and receiving in return the stereotyped reply that the Gov-
ernment will take the matter into consideration, or that it
will be submitted to the Minister for his consideration. Bat
nothing is done, I say, therefore, the mover of the resolu-
tion was right in arraigning the Government and in charg-
ing them with neglect, grievous and criminal neglect, to-
wards those poor people, and with having waited, before en-
tertaining their grievances, until those people rose in rebel-
lion when it was too late. The Government thus adopted
the vicious system followed by all tyrants throughout the
world—refusing to concede what 18 right at the proper
time, and yielding to force when it is too late, and that in
the wrong manrer. I will not weary the House by going
through the events of 1833-84,

Some hon, MEMBERS, Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIES. Ido not wonder at hon. gentlemen cheer-
ing. It is a record of shame and disgrace to hon. gentlemen
opposite. But we come down to the action which hon.
gentlemen opposite did take. The hon. Minister has said
they moved. When was the first record of their motion ?
In Janvary, 1885, the Minister of the Interior came down

with a recommendation of what ? That a commiasion issue
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to settle those grievances and entertain the claims of the
half-breeds? No. But a recommendation that a com-
mission issue to take evidence of the unenumerated half-
breeds of Manitoba and confining it to them alone, repudia-
ting by inference the olaims and rejecting by inference the
claim of all the half-breeds of the North-West outside of
Manitoba to be treated in the same manner as the Manitoba
h:lf-breads were  When hon. gentlemen opposite say they
moved before th'e rebellion, let us understand oclearly what
they did do. I refer to the report of the Miunister, to be
found on page 17. I want to place it on record, because 1
have heard it stated more than once by leading members
of the Government that they did not wait till after the
rebellion took place to meet the grievances, but they had
taken steps months before the rebellion broke out; and 1
say that statement is not in accordance with the record.
The report of the Minister is as follows :—

¢ Qertified copy of & re;!;cort of a Committee of the honorable the Privy
Council, appoved by His Excellency the Governor General in Council

on 28th January, 1855. .
¢ On a memorandum, dated 26th January, 1885, from the Minister of

the Interior, submitting that it is desirable, with a view to settling
equitably the claims of balf-breeds in Manitoba and the North-West
Territories, who would have been entitled to land had they resided in
Manitoba at the time of the transfer and filed their claims in due course
under the Manitoba Act, and also of those who, though not residing in
Manitoba and equitably entitled to participate in the grant, but did not
do 80, to ascertain the number of such half-breeds; and recommending
that he be authoriced to obtain an enumeration of them, and to employ
three persons to make such enumeration.

“ 1he committee concurin the foregoing recommendations, aid they

advise that the requisite authority be granted.”
So this recommendation, meagre as it was, short as it was,
did not go farther than the Manitoba half-breeds, It did
not touch the half-breeds of the plains; and it did not say
what the policy of the Government was, It held out no
promise ; it did not point out to what extent the Govern-
ment would yield, whether it would grant certain parts of
the petitions or the whole. It is merely & recommendation
of one part of the claim and one part only. Then we find
nothing more is done, We find events moving very rapidly,
reports tumbling in on the Government that their inaction,
their eriminal inaction, is bearing its legitimate frnit., We
find the Government being told that the half breeds, des-
pairing of redressing by petitions and by legitimate means
their grievances, are unfortunately rising in arms. We
find a telegram coming in on 11th March, from Superinten-
dent Crozier, stating that the half-breeds are excited, that
they are moving about more than usual and are preparing
arms. Oun 11th March there was ancther despatch from
Superintendent Crozier, stating :

¢ Half-breeds greatly exciced ; regorted_ they threaten on QOarleton
before 16th. Half-breeds refuse to take freight or employment for Gov~
ernment ; will stop all freight coming into country after 16th of this
month ; getting arms ready ; lead:r will not allow people to leave home
as they may be required.”
On 14th March, Lieut.-Colonel Irvine telegraphed :

‘¢ Lieutenant-Governor received telegram, dated Oarleton, to-day,
from Crozier, gaying half-breed rebellion may break out any moment,
and joined by Indians, and asking that his division be largely increased.

Would recommend that at least 100 men be sent at once, before roads
break up. Please instruct.”

We find a telegram to Colonel Irvine, dated Ottaws, 15th
March :

¢ Start for the north, uickly as possible, with all available men up
t0 100. Telegraph marching out ; state and report when pasing tele-
graph stations.”
On 19th March there is a telegram
Deane, dated Rogina

‘“The following received from Superintendent Crozier: ¢ Rumor
to-night Indians being tampered wi‘h; large force should be sent with-
out delay that arrests may be made if n to prevent further and
continuous trouble from Riel and followers.’ !’ ’
In a word, we find that the Government policy of masterly
inactivity had borpe its legitimate frait, that their policy
of criminal inaction had borne the only legitimate fruit

from Superintendent

that conld be expected from it. We find that these people
took up arms, and thon only action was takun by the Gov-
ernment. On 30th March, after the rebellion had broken
out, we find & report of the Coramittee of the Privy Counocil
acknowledging that their previous report of January, to
which 1 have referred, was altogether incomplete, and
reociting that it was necessary to go much further.

¢ The Minister of Interior, on representations made that it was desir-
able to have made an enumeration of the half-breeds in Manitoba and
the North-West Territories, who would have been entitled to land had
they resided in Manitoba at the time of the transfer, was authorised by
Your Excellency in Council, under date the 28th of January last, to
appoint commissioners and the following gentlemen were accordingly
aippointed to carry into effect the said order of Your Excellency in Coun-
cil, namely : Will'am Purvis Rochford Street, of the city of gondon, in
the Province of Ontario, one of Her Majesty counsel learned in the
law, who ig to be chairman of the commission ; Roger (Goulet of the
town of St. Boniface, in the Proviuce of Manitoba, dominion launds
surveyor ; and Amedée Edmond Forget, of the town of Regins, in the
Provisional District of Assinaboia, clerk of the North-West Qouncil and
barrister-at-law,

‘“The Minister of Tnterior is of opinion that th~ scope of the enquiry to
be made by the commissioners appointed under the authority of the
order' of Your Excellency in Oouncil above mentioned should be enlar

ged.’
The rebellion had changed their position. It had enabled
them to grasp things which they should bave grasped
months and years before; it enabled them to see that the
policy of inaction and delay would not do any longer,
because we find the Minister recommending the enlarge-
ment of the scope of the commission, so a8 to include the
half-breeds of the plains outside of Manitoba, as well as the
others, That is what we have, on the 30th day of March,
after the rebelliou is in fall force, and, therefore, when the
Government claim that they took action which oughtto
have prevented the rising, we appeal to the record and let
it show that their action wastaken long after the rebellion
broke out. Even on the 4th of April, 1883, the authority
which they gave was not complete; they had not fully
mastered the subject yet, and the commissioner appointed
to take evidence, telegraphed them on the 4th of April, to
the following effeot :—
‘ Bourn Ozxrre, MaNiToRA, 4th April, 1885,

' If desired by half-breeds, would it not be advisable to grant scrip one
sixty or two forty dollars, permitting them to acquire title to lands in
occupation through fossesaion? Otherwise Government really gives
nothing for Indian title.”’
That telegram is explained by a letter forwarded by the
commissioner next day. The Minister and his Deputy
evidently did not understand the question, It is true that
some years previously, when a petition came from the half-
breeds setting forth their grievances, the Deputy Minister
said that he could not nnderstand the petition and Mr, Law-
rence Clarke came to his rescue, and pointed out what the
Minister and his Deputy evidently did not know that an
Act of Parliament had provided the means whereby this
claim of the half-breeds to the Indian title should be
extinguished—pointed out that it was the duty of the
Government to act in that way, and if they were ignorant
of their own Aocts they were to blame and not the half-
breeds. There appears to bave been & repetition of this
state of things in 1885, They did not seem to know then,
and Mr. Street follows up the telegram I have already read
with the following : ’

“ Commission agree in recommending that power be granted them to
deal with occupying balf-breeds in the manner summarised in my mes-
sage of yesterday ; also, if possible, to enable commission to settle
claims of supplementary Manitoba half-breeds by allowing them the
same terms ag North-West half-breeds.”

That was followed the next day by this leiter to the
Minister:
¢ Wimxiree, 5th April, 1885.

¢ My Dxar B Davio,—We arrived here early this morning. I met
mgefellow-commisaioneu at the Dominion Land Office at ten o’clock.
They introduced the subject a8 to which I teleﬁsﬁbed you yesterday,
and spoke very strongly as to ite being one which was likely tobes
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serious stumbling-block in our deslings with the balf-breeds. Lest you
should not fully have understood my , I will shortly state the
goint. Suppose we fiad that & half-breed been, upon and gince 5th

uly, 1870, in o3cupation of & parcel of, say 160 acres, under ciroum-
stances which, if he were a white settler, would entitle him to a grant
of the lacd under the homestead clauses of the Dominion Lands Act:
under the authority we now possess we could, if he were the head of a
family, allow bim nothing more than 16y acres; we could allow him
nothing for his claim as a half-breed; and, inasmuch asthe Government
has all along been purporting to deal with the half-breeds as if they had
some general rights beyond those of ordinary incoming settlers, my
fellow-commissioners say that great dissatisfaction and disappointment
will be created if we give to these occupying half-breeds only that which
any ordinary settler can claim, and nothing for the extinguishment of
his {ndian title.” :
This shows to me that this matter had never received from
the Government of the day and from the Minister in charge,
that consideration and examination which it ought to have
had, or elee we must accept the other proposition which is
grobably the correct one, that the Government did not

esire and pever intended to give to these half-breeds any
of the concessions which they were anthorised and directed
to give by Statute, and had taken power to give as far back
ag 1879. They led these poor people to believe, by passing
a Statute enabling them to confer on these half-breeds the
same rights as had been conferred on the half-breeds of
Manitoba—they led them to believe that these same rights
would be granted them; they kept that hope dangling
before them for five or six yesrs; they worked them
up to a state of dissatisfaction and discontent, and
88 the mover of the resolation said to-day, even when the
rebellion was on the verge of breaking out the real
meaning and intention of the Government can be gathered
from the speech made by the leader of the Government in
this House, on, 1 think, the 26th day of March, wherein he
stated that the half-breeds must make their choice between
the rights which the Indians could get and the rights which
white men could get, but that they had no other rights.
Well, Sir, it is known that they had other rights. Those
rights had been conceded to the Manitoba half -breeds ; those
rights had been ratified by Parliament in 1879, and reco -
nised by the authorities time and again, and on the 26th of
Mareh, he comes in and gives you the key to the meaning
of the Urder in Council of the 26th of January in the follow-
ing words :—

¢ Ag & whole the half-breeds have been told that if they desired to be
considered as [ndiang there are most liberal reserves that they could go
with the others; but that if they desired to be considered as white men
they would get 160 acres of land as homesteads. But they are not
satisfied with that; they want to get land serip of equal quaatity—I
think npwards of 200 acres—and then get, a3 & matter of course, their
homesteads as well.”’

That is the conclusion of the whole matter. After five or
six long weary years, after money has been spent by the
bhalf-breeds in their efforts to get their rights, after petitions
and delegations had been sent to Ottawa in their efforts to
get their rights, after memorials from the North-West
Council, and from individual members of that Council had
been forwarded begging that those rights should be given,
when the whole country is in a state of turmoil, and the
half-breeds are on the verge of rising to get by force that
which is denied to them by peaceable measures, the hon,
gentleman riges, and practically he says: You have no rights
exocept as Indians or as white men, and those rights, which
88 half-breeds, the Parliament of Canada has gunaranteed to
you time and again, I for one do not recognise. That then
i the conclusion of the whole matter, and if it did not bring
about the rebellion, it contributed largely to bringing it
about, and I say that hon. gentiemen can fairly be arraigned,
and I charge them before this Pariiament, and before this
country, of having, by their inaction, by their cold, cruel
and oallous neglect, by what they are pleased to term
their masterly inactivity, with having contribated
to drive those people into a state of despera-
tion, when the only conclusion to their ignorant minds
‘was that redress which they could not get by peaceable mea-
Mr, Davizs, ‘

surea they could get by a resort to arms. Unfortunately
they resorted to arms, and that unfortunate termination
resulted, it is true, in their getting their rights; but it
resulted, also, in the expenditnre of vast millions of money
by the taxpayers of this country, and the shedding of the
blood of many of our fellow countrymen. I say the Minis-
ter of the Interior has evaded the charge made by my hon,
friend ; that he has not dared to come forward and state
that anyone of those petitions were not forwarded ; that
any one of the facts on which he based his charge were not
true, but he evades it, and he talks about settiers’ rights
and colonisation companies, and affidavits, and other sub-
jocts altogether foreign to the one before the House, in the
attempt to lead the House and the country to believe that
there is nothing in this motion. Believing as I do, that the
statements made in that motion are not over-charged, and
believing that the Government are directly and oriminally
responsible for the rebellion—responsible for their neglect,
for their indifference, and for the contempt with which they
treated all the petitions of these men, I will cordially
second the motion and give my vote in favor of it.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon, friend who has just sat down
has given a good illustration of how nataral itis to magnify
the particular topic on which for the time being one chooses
to enlarge. I have often remarked, in listening to preachers,
that one will take, for instances, in the morning, a particu-
lar text; and after reading his text, he will preface his
remarks by saying that this is the most important portion
of Scripture that there is between the two lids of the Bible,
In the afternoon, I have heard the same preacher take
another text, and forgetting what he said in the morning,
preface his remarks by saying, “ there is no more important
portion of Scripture in the whole Bible than this of which
I am to spesk this afternoon.,” Now, my hon. friend
illustrates this. We have found to-night a new emphasised
cause for the rebellion, We have heard a great many
reasons given why the rebellion took place We have
heard that the rebellion took place because of certain colo-
nisation companies’ schemes; and for quite a long period,
the country resounded from one end to the other, with the
allegation that it was these terrible colonisation companies,
and the very bad policy of the Government in reference to
them, to which was due, apd entirely due, this unfortunate
and lamentable rebellion that took place in the North-West.
That was when they were preaching from the colonisation
text, Then, Sir, the papers and the speeches would take a
different turn, and it would be: ¢ Oh, this favoritism in the
North-West; mon are sent from the Eastern Provinces—
carpet-baggers with their carpet bags—and it is from the
peculations and the favoritism, and the wrong actions of
these office-seekers and carpet-baggers that all the troubles
have arisen, and that the country was driven to rebellion
in order to purify itselt from them.” And so, text after text,
on which for the time being hon. gentiemen were preach-
ing, was stated, to furnish the sole cause of the rebellion.
To-night a new cause has sprung up. It is now because
the half-breeds, forsooth, did not get—in addition to the 160
acres of land that each one of them could have, more than
they ever cultivated, more than they could cultivate, more
than they are cultivating to-day—another 160 acres to tack
on to that; or, forsooth, a small quantity of scrip which
they ocould sell for ready cash and speedily dissipate. It is
because they did not get that that the rebellion spranﬁ up,
and that these people ran to arms for their rights. Now,
it rests with us to find out whether or not this was the

tent cause of the rebellion. My hon. friend said that the
issue had been presented to night in a single form, bat that
the Minister of the Interior had tried to distract the atten-
tion of the House by taking up other and different subjecta.
Iwill leave the Honse to jngge whether or not my hon. friend
from Quebec Kast did not, before be finished his speech on the
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ingle issue, bring in other issues, to which my hon. friend,
:lt.mgr{,iniste; of the Interior, in his speech replied, as well as
to the specific issue which was brought. T‘wo or three hoa.
entlemen have spoken of Mr. Pearce’s report. Mr.
earoe’s report seems 1o bother some hon. gentlemen and
the only way that they can get round it is to say that it was
instigated, that is to say, that the Minister of the Iuterior
directed Mr. Pearce to get up a certain report for a certain
purpore ; aud thereby they endeavor to discredit the report
of Mr, Pearce, which pricks a good many bubbles which
have been floating around in sight of the country daring
the past few montbs. Now, I prefer to believe that Mr.
Pearce made an honest report; and it the report is not
honest, it will produce a better effect before the House and
the country to take Mr. Pearce's report and show its inaccur-
aoy rather than to throw doubts upon its honesty. My hon.
friend said that nothing had been done by this Government
from 1879, till afier the rebellion broke out, and he stated
in the same breath that the extinguishment of the Indian
title for the half-breeds was a most important thing, and
that because it was not carried out, the Government were
thereby guilty of neglect and criminal action. I want-to
say to hon. gentlemen if, in the now historic language
of the leader of the Opposition, ¢ justice is justice,
upon the banks of the Red River as well as upon
the banks of the Saskatchewan,” 1 want to enlarge
that just a little, and ask hon. gentlemen whether justice
is not justice between 1873 and 1879 just a8 much as it is
between 1879 and 1885 ; and if it was criminal, cruel,
callous neglect in this Government to keep the half-breeds
out of that extinguishment of the Indian title from 1879 to
1885, was it not just as cruel and callous and criminal a
neglect on the part of hon. gentlemen opposite, who, with
that intuitive sense of justice which they posssess in so
strong & degree, allowed the years to pass from 1873 to
1879, and had nothing better to say in reference to the ex-
tinguishment of the title than to append the cabalistic marks,
“ No.—D. M.” upon their petitions? I say that justice is
just.as much justice in one year as in another. If hon.
gentlemen were 50 anxious 10 have justice crowned aud
elevated, and not simply used as a whip to be used for party
purposes, I think they would say that they were guilty
when, with their intuitive and strong sense of justice, they
allowed all those years to pass by without making a single
provision in order that these poor men might have the right
which they claimed so strongly ought to have been granted
to them, My hon. friend involved himself in a complete
circle in his reasoning. He started out to show, and showed
to his own satisfaction if not to oure, that the rebellion
was caused—and the leader of the Opposition cheered
in his most vigorous and trenchant way when that
statement was made—by the action of the Government,
becau:e the Government took action with the view of
having these very claims rectified, and the moment tbey
took that action the flames of rebellion burst forth. Yet
about fifteen minutes afterwards, in equally as strong terms,
he declared that the Governmcnt took no action at all until
after the rebeilion had been some weeks in progress. I
leave my hon. friend to reconcile these two things for him-
self, and to chase his own argument around the circle and
see how long it will take him to catch it. He said nothing
was doue by this Government from 1879 to 1885, I think
that is not quite correct, In the first place, something was
done which was not done by hon. gentlemen opposite.
Legal enunciation was given to the fact that the h&lf-g?:eda
had rights in the lands of the country, That was given in
1879, and it was more than hon, gentlemen opposite had
given. They state in the same breath that it was not the
intention of the Gevernment to give these hulf-breeds any
ights with reference to the extingnishment of the Indian
claim, and yet that the exprees intention to extingmi

the claim was enunciated in legislation and that the Gov-

ernment are to blame because it did not carry out that
intention. Now, I think something was done, and my hon.
friend has shown, by the very facts he has adduced, that there
were difficulties surrounding the question whish coumld not
be settled in an off-hand way. When Archbishop Taché and
the North-West Council, which was so good an exponent of
the circumstances and wishes of the time, were quoted as far
art ak the poles almost with reference to their plans for set-
ement, I think my hon. friend has shown conclusively that
tbe question is one-difficult of solution and not to be settled
off-hund. He has stated that the North.-West Council knew
better than any other body of men what should be done,
and they came to the front with a proposition in which they
started out by combating the theory and plan of the arch-
bishop, and it is not likely that, if the plan of the couneil
had been carried out, the half-breeds wonld have been satis.
fied, because what the half-breed wanted was that they
should be able to turn their lands or the worth of their
lands iuto soriF, for which they could get a ready sale and
ready cash. That is where the dificuity lay, and where
Archbishop Taché saw the difficulty. We had not simply
the allaying of bad feelings to take into account, but the
difficulty that by giving sorip to the half.-breeds which they
could sell, we were helping them to their own injury.
What we wanted first was to see that the half-breeds
retained their heritage and were not put in a position to
dissipate it in & moment. The difficulty found in carrying
out the Aet of 1879 was how 10 satisfy the half-breeds, as
far as sentimental.grievauoes were concorned, and at the
same time how to do the be:t for them iu the long rumby
keeping for them some portion of the heritage which was
80 justly theirs. It is said that nothing was done. Well,
I am not going minutely into this question, but intend
merely touching another poiut before I resume my seat.
To hear my hon. friend, in his earnest but very good-
natured way, applyiog his strong, epithets, on the one
hand, to the half-breeds, in the way of pity, and on the other
hand to the Government, in the way of denunciation, one
would suppose that no people under the sun had such ter-
rible grievances to complain of as had the half-breeds with
reference to the extinguirxhment of the Indian title. I may
state that their grievances, conceding them the right to
complain, because their claims were not immediately settled,
were trivial in comparison with the grievances which peo-
ple in various ages of the world have to struggle against;
and when you talk about heroism and justifiable rebellion,
you will find no rebellion in the whole course of history
which stands upon the elovated plane of heroism
and struggle for liberty, which does not appeal
to a principle deeper far than the mere sentimental
grievance arwing out of the noun-possession of land, which -
those who claim it have no intention of cultivating. Has
the hon. gentleman proved that one single half-breed was
ever dispossessed of uhe lot of land on which he settled, or the
hut in which he lived, or the house that sheltered himsself
and family ? Has he proven that the thongs were ever put
about his limbs, that his liberty was ever curtadled, his
social freedom interfered with, his religious-equality and
freedom of worship in any way restricted ? If one or all
of these things could be shown to have existed, thore would
be a foundation for grievances which might well have found
expression in rising against the authority that exercised the.
iyranny, but because the half-breed, although he has in
his lot more than he ever intends to cultivate, does not get
at once 160 acres to tack on that, which he never intendsto
cultivate,he must,forsooth,rise in bloody rebellion,and imperil -
the peace and constitution of onr country. The pretension
is absurd on its face ; and what is more absurd still is that
eloquent hon. gentiemen should rise in this House to
justify the rebellion, and seek to elevate to the plane of:
neroism, which such men as George Washington and others:
all. the. wsy back through & line -of. heroe ocoupy,.
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such men as Lonis Riel, of evil example, and Gabriel
Dumont, 2 man brave but brave in a bad cause, where
bravery is but reckless rashness. Though it were proved
that the half-breeds had an indefeasible right to the
extingnishment of the Indian title, you must prove that
the keeping from them of this right infringed upon their
essential liberty, that they were malitreated in person,
robbed of their liberty, interfered with in their homes, All
this was recklessly stated at the outset of the agitation, but
theso statements have simmered down, until to-night we
have got to the bed rock of what hon. gentlemen opposite
will rest their case on in future, namely, that the right to
the extinguishment of the lndian title of the half-breeds
was not granted immediately. I have nothing more to say,
except that I have been saddened more than I can express
to find in this country, free as it is, with its constitutional
methods, men who will take up the time of the country in
trying to glorify into a just and laudable rebellion the paltry,
miserable rising which has taken place in the North- West,
and to dignify into a hero one who lacks all the essential
qualities of heroism.

Mr. MILLS, The hon. gentleran who has just taken
his seat seems to think that the motion which is placed in
your hands is a motion of commendation of the half-breeds
of the North-West for having taken up arms. The hon,
gentleman surely eould not have read the motion. He must

e aware that it is quite possible to condemn the rebellion,
and, at the same time, not to approve of the course the Gov-
ernment has taken,. That motion relates to the conduot of
the Government in reference to the extinguishment of the
half-breed title in the lands of the North-West. We
have before us, so far as that resolution is concerned, no
other proposition than that one, but the hon. gentleman
who is at the present time the Minister of the Interior has
seen proper to go beside that question and refer to the con-
duct of the Administration which was in office some ten
{::rs AZ0. Snp;];osing the Administration of the hon. mem-

for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) had been all that the
hon, gentleman who is now Minister of the Interior repre-
sents it, supposing th;{ were dereliot in their daty, suppos-
ing their conduct had been such as to have justified the
country in expelling them from office, what, [ would like to
know, would that have to do with the merits of the present
Administration, with the efficiency of their conduct, or
with their energy in dealing with the important questions
that have arisen in the North-West Territories? I think
the House will pardon me if I depart from the questions
involved in that resolution, and give some little attention
to the charges thau have been made by the hon, the Min-
ister of the Interior now, and by his leader last year, against
the Government which preceded them in office, The hon,
gentleman forgets that this half-breed question arose in
1870, that the a?)vemmeut of the Minister who is now at
the head of affairs was then in office, and that the rebellion
then in a large degree arose from the claims put forward
by the half-breeds and the failure of the Government to
recognise those claims. The hon, gentleman knows that
there were certain ies who were delegated from the
people of the North-West Territories to represent their
views, and that they entered into "an arrangement
with the " Government, which was given effect to by
the Manitoba Aot of 1870, one of the provisions of
which was the setting apart of 1,400,000 acres in the
Province of Manitoba for the pu of extinguishing
the Indian title of the half-breed population. The hon.
gentleman also knows that a census was taken in 1870
under the direction of the Lieutenant-Governer of Man-
itoba, Mr. Archibald; that census included not only the
half-breed children who were enmtitled to share in the
1,400,000 acres, but also the half-breed heads of families
apd the old settlers of the Province of Manitoba. The

' Mr, FostEs,

hon, gentleman, too, is aware that the people who were
enumerated embraced nearly double the population of
the Province of Manitoba who were entitled to share in the
1,400,000 acres under the Manitoba Act After that
census was taken, the opinion of the law officers of the
Crown was had upon the construction of this 31st section of
the Manitoba Act, The Prime Minister was at that time
Minister of Justioe, and he and the Deputy Minister advised
that the half-breed heads of families were not entitled to
share in this 1,400,000, that it was to be distributed amongst
the children of the half breeds alone. Hon. gentleman no
doubt are conversant with the fact that a very considerable
number of the half-breeds has been dealt with as Indians.
The Indians or the so-called Indians, on ths St. Peters’
reserves are, or a majority of them are, half-breeds; and
these were included in the enumeration made by Mr. Archi-
bald in 1870. It will be seen that the ocensus which was
taken by Mr, Archibald did not afford any basis for the dis-
tribution of the 1,400,000 acres. 1 may mention, among
other things that were done in regard to the Province of
Manitoba at that time, that an Act was introduced by the
Government, I think in 1873, providing that 140 acres
should be given to each of the original white settlers
and the descendants white of settlers, who had come into
the Territory between 1513 and 1835. There was no
farther legislation by the Governmeat of that day either
with reference to the half-breeds or with reference to the
white settlers of the Territories. There was a law iutro-
duced providing for the half-breods heads of families, but
that was introduced in May, 1874, by the Government of the
hon. member for Hast York. I wish to call the attention of
the House to this fact—and I am stating these facts with as
much briefness as I can—that, during the three years that
the Government was in power from 1870 to 183, no step
was taken for the purpose of distributing the 1,400,000 acres
among the half-breed children who were entitled to it under
the Manitoba Act. Before I proceed further, let me make
a quotation from the speech of the First Minister here last
year, referring to the census taken by Mr, Arcihbald. The
Prime Minister said :

4 If this census had been adhered to there would have been no diffi-
culty. It wasaccurate, as accurate as a census can be taken in & new
country without municipal institutions and means for enumerating the
people one by one. But it was a correct census, and for it 1,400,000
acres had been asgigned to meet the half-breed claims; and if that
census had been adhered to, there never would have been any troumble.
But the truth of the matter is, that the moment we went out of power
it was necessary that everything we had done should be reversed, and
the Government of the day chose to say that there were not 10,000 half-
breeds in the Province of Manitola, and they appointed Mr. Matthew
Ryan and Mr. Machar, the latter a gentleman whom the hon. member
for South Huron knows something about, for the purpose ot undoing—1
will not say for the purpose of undoing but of disregarding the census
previously taken. That is the fact. If the census that had been taken
and returned by Governor Archibald had been accepted there would
have been la.miy enough in the apgropriation to have settled all
trouble as well for the bhalf-breeds who happened to be away on the
plains at the time the final adjudication was made. Buf it did not
suit the QGovernment of the day to accept that. Oh, no. The
claims of the half-breeds of Manitoba were bought up by speculators.
It was an unfortunate thing for those poor people; but it is true that
this grant of scrip and land to these poor people was a curse and not a
blessing.  The scrip was beught ap ; the lands were bought up by white
sgecula.tors and the consequences are apparent. I am told that even at
this moment, in the vieinity of Winnipeg instead of the surrounding
country compriging smiling farms, settled with industrious people, the
land is unsettled in consequence of the scrip having been bought up for
a song by speculators.’

Now, it will be remembered that the Governmont of the
present Prime Minister was in office from 1870, when the
enumeration was made by Mr. Archibald, until November,
1873, for a period of three years, and yet no distribution
was made, no action was taken, not the first step was made
towards the setilement of this half breed question. The
trath was that the census was of no use. No distributidon
could be had uwpon it. As I have already stated, a very
oonsiderable number of the half-breeds were dealt with as
Indians, and a large population were embraced that were
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not entitled to any portion of the 1,400,000 acres. There
was a report made a8 late as 1874 by Mr. Provencher, who
was at that time Indian Superintendent in Manitoba. He
says in refarence to these haif-breeds:

4 hundreds were put on the list of Indians, and have been there
since 18”‘{1. These half-breeds live with the Indians, they have the very
same habits, and nat) form part of the tribe in accordance to the
Act above mentioned. eir position would be quite regular if they had
not afterwards shared in the land specially set apart for half-breeds,
and if they did not exact conatantly in payments in & proportion
which it i8 imposaible to determine before hand.’’

Now the report of the Indisn Superintendent of Manitoba
st that time shows that & vwery considerable number of those
who were embraoced in Mr. Archibald’s cemsus, had been
dealt with ss an Indian population, and wepe not entitled
to share in the 1,400,000 acres,although they were enamer-
ated. We find adelay oocorred in the distribution of the lands
for another reason, In the lands that were reserved for the
halfbroeds, was embraced what was called the outer two
miles, in which the origipal white settlers the baunks of
the Assiniboine and the Red Rivers claimed a hay privilege,
which they ssid theyderived from the Hundson Bay Compsany,
aud se it wae found vecessary, when commissioners were
appointed by the Goverument of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site to enquire into the claims of those parties, to alter the
limits of the half-breed reservations, and to embrace a con-
siderable portion of the territory that had been reserved
for them in the lands that were to be granted to
the original settlers along thode rivers. I find that
at this time Mr. Codd sent a telegram to the Minister
of the Interior, then Mr., Campbell, in which he pointed
out that the difficulty had been complicated by the
Hudson Bay Company eclaiming one-twentieth of this
outer two miles, and he called Mr. Campbell’s attention to
the fact that the Hudson Bay Company had themselves
oreated the rights of the original settlers, and he did not
tliink were entitled to share in those lands. Mr.-Campbell
informed him that the two miles were-to be taken from the
balf-breed grant, and were to be given to the original set-
tlers, and the Hudson Bay Company were to be otherwise
satisfied. Now this was en the 1st November, 1873, or
pearly three years after the census had been taken; so the
House will see that if Mr. Archibald’s census had been acted
upon the right hon, gentleman had three yaars tomake this
distribation amongst the half-breeds betore he retired, in
November, 1873.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Do I understand the hon.
gentleman that nothing was done between the enumeration
and this particular action in November, 1873 ?

Mr. MILLS. I say there was no distribution made.
There was not s single half-breed who received any sllot-
ment. There was no allotment made to any portion of the
baifbreed population until 1877,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is not quite correct.

Mr. MILLS. I bave already pointed out that the Gov-
ernment, in 1874, finding that no provisior had been made
for the hali-breed heads of families, provided that they
should receive each 160 acres. In fact they were put in
exactly the same position as they had been placed by an
amendment to the Act of their predecessors in office.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Is that the Act of 1874 ?

Mr.' MILLS. Yes. There were a considerable number
ot.alaims made by white settlers, and in some instances by
the half-hreeds themselves ; there were what was called the
stake olaims, and there were other claims besides, and until
these olaims were disposed of in each particular distriot
that had been reserved, no distribution of lands conld take

place. Well, in May, 1875, the Government of Mr. Mackenzie |

and Mr. Machar as commissioners to

appointed Mr, R
ose olaims, and to ascertain the number
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of the half-breed children, who were entitled to share in
the 1,400,000 acres. I find that Mr. Machwr, during the
following year, reported on 3,180 olaims that he had inves-
tigated ; Mr. Ryan had reported on 4,988, or something
over 9,000 claims altogether, in which is included the olaima
of all ies who were entitled to share under anyone of
the particular Statutes to which I have referng. The
bon. gentleman referrad to & memorandum which I had
written across the face of a communication made to me by
Mr. Codd :

¢t It ig unnecesary to look up the parties who have claims if they care
t‘g:l';heir int?festl shey will themselves come forward and utl.b{hbd
their claims.

Now, was it necessary to look after these claims? I may
say, Mr. Speaker, that it had come to my personal know-
ledge that in many cases, when the commissionens were in
the Territories, engaged in investigaiing the half-breed
claims, speculators put in their a&pmranoe 4 whom the
half-breeds had disposed of their claims almost i mmediately
for a few dollars, and sometimes for even & less sum of
money. If the hon. gentleman will look at Mr, Ryan's letter
which has been referred to, he will ace that Mr. Ryan pute
the two questions ; whether it was the intention of the
Department that he should put himself in communioa-
tion with the half-breed claimants by visiting the lecality
in which they reside, or whether he should act om their
behalf as they might casually come before him in the
course of the discharge of his magisterial duties. That com-
munjcation of Mr, Ryan was forwarded to the lamd agent
at Winnipeg, and by Mr. Codd was forwarded to the
Department. Mr, Codd accompanied Mr. Ryan’s commu-
nication with his own opinion upon the subject, which
opinion was based upon the experience he had acquired
during the twelve months that had already elapsed. We
found that the only effect of continuing to keep .q@n the
enquiry would be simply to delay the diatribution. We felt
that it was necessary, as soon a8 we could, i® .ascertain
approximately the number of half-breed childran srho were
entitled to share in the distribution, we thought it was
desirable the distribution should be .made, and that if the
half-breeds themselves valued the interests which had been
created by the Manitoba Act, they would not hesitete to
come forward and make their claime. In faal, .one
of the difficnlties that presented iteelf 1o the Gav-
ernment was how to make this .distribution .es valu-
able to the half-breed population as possible. I may
notice here that the ocorrespondence, which fhe bon.
gentleman brought down last year and whioh is here
embraced, is very incomplete. 1 find that more ithan one
communication is missing. The memorandum to which
the hon. gentleman has referred, which was written by me
across the face of Mr. Codd’s letter, was simply an instruc-
tion to the Surveyor General, in order that he might com-
municate the answer of the Department to Mr, And

ot the answer of the Surveyor General is not included

ere, I findin the next page a telegram by Mr. Codd,
referring to a letter of the 12th of July ; and yet the letter
of 12th of July is not here. And sowe find the hon. gentleman
in this correspondence has brought down just what it was
thought convenient, and what would eait him, and what is
calcnlated to give the House a very inadequate and, in
some instances, a misleading notion as to what was actually
done. The memorandum to which the hon. gentleman
refers, and which was written by me across the of Mr.
Codd’s letter, is a memorandum sigued “ D. M."”, and the
reason was that those happen to be my initials;
and I know it is the usual practice of Ministers, when
making a note approving or disapproving of & recom-
mendation or suggestion, or making a suggestion, to
attach their initials thereto. I believe it was dome
by my predecessor in office, and I suppose it
is done by the present Minister; and I subsori those
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initials i)reoisely for the same reason that the Dutchman

called his son John. He said he did so because that was

his name, and I subscribed “D. M.” simply because they I .
' The First Migister last year, | breeds. We withdrew temporarily Major Walsh from the

happen to be my initials.

and the hon. the Minister of the Interior has to-night!

repeated it here, as he has repeated it elsewhere, the
statement a8 to the appointment of Messrs. Ryan and
Machar, He said that the enumeration made by them
was very incomplete. They reported 5,888 half-breeds
entitled to share in the grant made by the Manitoba Act,
and 226 others were lé?orted by the land agent at different
places. Five hundred others were estimated as being
entitled, whose names had not been ascertained and who
were not reported to the Department at the time the distri-
bution was made. The First Minister said last year that
there were 56,000 others on the plains who were under the
Manitoba Act entitled to share in this distribution who were
not provided for, as it was intended by Parliament they should
be in fact. The hon. gentleman has more than once stated
that if we had only taken the census provided by Governor
Archibald’s enumeration, in 1870, none of the difficulties
would have occurred ; that the distribution would have taken
place very much earlier and the half-breed population would
have been satisfied. We have a census of the entire half
breed population of the North-West. That census embraces
something like 4,800, and we find from what was done by
the commissioners appointed by the hon. gentlemen that
upwards of 1,700 of those were in the North-West Terri-
tories at all events before 1870. So that if we take those
1,700 from the 4,800 in the Territories, and if we take also
those who shared in the half-breed grants in Manitoba, hon.
members will see how very far the Minister was from
being accurate in the statement he made. In fact, it
seemed to me at the time very much more important that
we should be prompt in making a distribution among those
people than that we should ascertain the precise number that
were entitled to it. Certainly, we are not restricted in the ex-
tent of the area of lands at our disposal, and whether they
received 240 or 200 ac1es was a matter of far less consequence
to the country than that they should be satisfied with the
condition of things that existed. The First Minister stated
last year in the same speech that nine-tenths of the
half-breeds in the North-West Territories had already
shared in the grant; in fact, that enquiry
made, and in one casefourteen out of seventeen had already
received their allotments; and so it was with respect to
others whose names he mentiened. The hon. gentleman in
making that statement, gave a sufficient answer to the state-
ment made by the Minister of the lnterior to-night,
and by himself earlier in the debate. If those people
had so largely shared in the allotment of 1,400,000 acres to
Menitobs, it shows very clearly that the whole population
entitled under the Manitoba Act, had been included in the
enumeration, and that the Government actually went on
distributing the land among the people at as early a period
a8 they could possibly have done. The hon. gentleman has
said that we did nothing with respect to the half-breeds in
the outlying territories. Well, Sir, the time had not come
for dealing with the half-breed population lying beyond the
boundaries of Manitoba, We had, first, to extinguish the
Indian title; it was not possible to deal with the half-breeds
until the Indian population had been dealt with. And it
‘was with a great deal of difficulty, that the Indians were,
in some ingtances, induced to treat with the Government
for the surrender of their claims to the North-West. We
know that many who were intended to be embraced in
Treaty No. 6, did not come in till 1878, and that the whole
of the Indians of the south-western country, embracing the
Assiniboines, the Blackfeet, the Bloods, and other Indians in
that region, were not treated with until 1877; and until those
Indians were treated with, it was impossible to undertake-
to deal with the half-breed population, either by way of

Mr, MiLus,

had been | P

allowing them land in any particular district, or by way of
extingn%shing their title. In 1878 the Govqrn’ment did take
steps with a view to ascertaining the wishes of the half-

force ; we gave him verbal instructions ; we asked him to
visit the Indians in that section with a view to inducing them
to choose their places of settlement, in order that the Govern-
ment might allot them reservations, and also visit the half-
breeds and ascertain what their wishes were, and advise
them to choose localities in which to settle, as soon as it
was ascertained that they were desirous to have reserva-
tions. The hon. gentleman has referred to the Act of 1879
as indicating the intention of the Government to deal with
the half-breed population. Now, I might say with regard
to that Act of 1879, that it was suggested before the pre-
ceding Government had retired from office. If hon. gentle-
men will look at the despatech which was addressed by the
then Minister of the Interior to the Lieutenant-Government
of the North-West Territories, on the 18th of March, 1878,
he will see this ciause :

“ i ing an Act to secure for the half-breeds some
mor;r ?;egg;pgggxﬁﬁ:cu%ing a title for Homestead purposes than
under the provision ot the present homestead %nd Dominion Lands Aot
has for some time past engaged my attention.

The fact is that we did propose to deal with the half-breed
population and it might not be altogether out of place for
me to state what I contemplated submitting to my colleagues
for their approval if we had succeeded in the elections of
1878, The hon. gentleman has refered to our neglect to
make surveys. Vgell, that is hardly relevant to the motion.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I did not say anything about
surveys.

Mr. MILLS. We sought to satisfy the balf-breed popu-
lation, and 1o give them the assurance that they would not
be disturbed. We informed them that they should have
their lands alloted to them at the earliest possible moment.
It is true we did not propose to comply with all the requests
they made to us. They had asked us for seed grain, for
agricultural implements, although some of them had not
any particular fixed abode. I mi'ght say thxgs, ho.wever, with
regard to that, that it was a policy which it did not seem
nnreasonable to me to adopt in the event of a certain
lace of settlement, The hon. gentleman knows that by
the Act of 1870 the children of the half-breeds of Mani-
toba were to receive 1,400,000 acres of land. He knows
that before the distribution took place the majority of those
were entitled to have a part of their interest in those lands,
He knows that this grant, while it had satisfied them, had
conferred on them no permanent advantage. It did seem
to me that if we could succeed in securing the settlement
and location of the grant to the population, then
we might propose to deal with them in some other way
than by making immediate grants to their children;
and by the Act of 1879 hon. gentlemen took power
to deal with the half-breeds of the North-West Territory,
to satisfy any clamors .in connection with the extinguish-
ment of the Indian title, in reference to the half-breeds of
the North-West Territory outside of the limits of Manitoba.
Now, hon. gentlemen took that power. It was not neces-
sary that they should adopt precisely the same lines which
were adopted in Manitoba. They ocould have dealt with
the half:breeds in another way. They could have dealt with

' them in & way more advantageous tothe half-breed population

than that which was adopted; but having taken thai power
and having in the end dealt with the half-breeds precisely
in the same way, there was no reason why that should not
have been done at a much earlier period than that at which
the distribution ultimately took place. The half-breeds
asked that they should not be distarbed in their holdings.
We assured them that they would not be disturbed, They
asked one of their race should be appointed to the North-
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West Council; we complied with their wishes and
in 80 far as it was in the power of the Government
to deal with the halfibreed population, prior to our
retirement from office, it was done, Now, if hon. gentle
men will look at the petitions from those half-breeds,
which the Government have brought down to the House,
they will get some idea of the maturity of the half-breeds
question for settlement outside of Manitoba, by the date of
these petitions. The first petition sent in i1s that from
Blackfoot Crossing, 19th September, 1877. It is a petition,
not agking for a distribution of lands gimilar to that in
Manitobs, but asking for aid in the way of seed grain and
agricultural implements. Then there is & petition from the
people of St, Albert, on the 10th of April, 1878. There was
a petition of the half-breeds of St. Laurent on the 1st of
February, 1878, These petitions were acknowledged immedi-
ately after the close of Parliament, on the 17th of May,
1878. Then there was the petition of the half-breeds at
Cypress Hills on the 13th of September, 1878, and there
was the resolution of the North- West Council of the 2nd of
August, 1878. There was a petition of the half-broeds at
Edmonton, on the 19th of May, 1850 ; of the half-breeds of
Qu’'Appelle, on the 20th of September, 1881; of the half-
breeds of St. Antoine de Padoune, on the 4th of September,
1882; and of 8t. Liouis de Langevin, of the 18th of Septem-
ber, 1883. So that hon. gentlemen will see that these
people became interested in the question of the distribution
of land amongst their children and the security of their
homesteads just about the time that the Government
of Mr. Mackenzie was retiring from office. 'The first
of these petitions reached us, it will be seen, during
the Session of 1878. It was not poseible for us
to propose legislation at that time. e had not the
necessary information. If we had been prepared to deal
with the half-breed populatign upon precisely the same line
that they had been dealt with in the Province of Manitoba,
we might have done g0 ; but I did not think that the results
of the distribution of the land amongst the halfbreeds of
Manitoba had been so satisfactory that it was desirable to
follow exactly the same liges. In my opinion a better course
m}:’ght have been adopted. In my opinion the Government
bad ample time to adopt that better course, and the fact
remains that they adcpted no course, that they neither pur-
sued the system which had been followed in Manitoba, nor
did they seek a more satisfactory conelusion of the half-breed
claims during their Administration, It was not until the
rebeilion too Kla,oe that hon, gentlemen took any serious
steps to settle this half-breed question. The Minister of the
Interior has undertaken to show that the half-breeds and
the friends of the half-breeds were dissatisfied with the
Government of Mr. Mackenzie, and the hon. gentleman
read here a private commaurication—I do not know how
it came into his possession—from Rev. Father Lacombe
to the Hon. Mr. Pelletier. Now, I will say with regard to
(hati communication, that I have no recollection of ever
baving seen it. It may have been sent to the Department,
to my secretary, for the purpose of being read by me. It
may not have been, by some negligence on my part, returned
to Mr, Pelletier. The hon. gentleman did not say how it
came into his possession.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Do you deny its existence ?

Mr. MILLS. I do notdeny its existence. The hon. gen-
tle.man may have purloined it for all I know.- But I will say
this, that I never had any commaunication with Archbishop
Taché, by letter at all events, except one communication
that I caused to be addressed to him in regard to the pur-
chase of the rights of the half-breeds to those 1,400,000
acres, shortly after 1 came into office. I will say further,
that I think Father Lacombe was appointed by me one of
the commissioners in 1877, for the purpose of dealing with
the Indians under Treaty No. 47, and if that reverend gentle

man was at all dissatisfied with the course the Government
pursued, certainly Idid not know it, unless it might be from
that communication, if the communication ever came under
my notice, unless indeed in the matter of the stake claims,
upon which the advice of the law officers of the Crown was
altogether against their validity. Now, I think T have
showa that the Government of Mr, Mackengzie did deal with
the half-breed population of Manitoba, We did make the
distribution of the lands of that half-breed population.
There are a few parishes in which the lands were
not distributed until after we retired from office; but it
was because of certain disputes that rendered that impos-
sible. But all that was done was done from 1877
to SeFtember or October, 1878, by that Government;
and have pointed out that we were taking the
necessary steps for the settlement of the half-breed claims
in the North-West Territories. But, Sir, sugposing we had
been negligent in our dauty in dealing with the half-breed
population of the North-West Territories, and supposing
the question was ripe for settlement in 1878, would not that
be ail the greater evidence of negligence on the part of hon.
gentlemen opposite in not having dealt with the question
immediately after their entrance upon office? These hon.
gentlemen succeeded us on the Treasury benches, because
the public were disposed to trust them rather than us with
the administration of public affairs; and if we were negli-
gent in not settling this question between 1874 and 1878,
what is to be said of those hon. gentleman, who have been
in office for seven years since, and until a rebellion broke
out, did not take the first steps tor the ;mrpose of seocuring
a settlement of the half-breed question

Mr. DAWSON. A general impression seems to prevail
throughout the country that the half-breeds of the North-
West in the locality where the rebellion occurred were the
natives of that locality. Now, it has been very clearly
explained by the Minister of the Interior that they were not
natives of that locality, but that they were mere immigrants
who had gone to that section from another part of the coun-
try. The number of settlers who were natives there was
exceeding® limited, and the great majority of the half-
breeds on the South Saskatchewan at the time of th
rebellion were immigrants from other sections. Some o
them were 800 miles westward from the place of their
birth, they were seeking new lands, and there they settled ;
they were almost as far west of their native place
as the country they originally came from is west
from this place. This fact is not kept prominently
enough in view. Sir, a great many causes have been
assigned for the rebellion ; %:t there is one which I think
has been very little dwelt upon, and which would have
caused trouble under any dircumstances; that is, that two
different races of people, utterly unacquainted with each
other’s habits of living, were brought into contact. When the
white settlers went into that country first they were not
accnainted with the habits of the Indians of the plains or
the half-breeds; neither were the Mounted Police when
they first went into the country. These half-breeds had
been for many generations accustomed to hunt over the
plains wherever they chose; they were frequently at war
with their neighbors, the Sioux Indians, and they led an
unrestrained life which generated a spirit of freedom among
them ; so that, when the white men came there, after this
country acquired possession of the North-West, they felt
that a certain restraint was to be put upon them. The
saw that they could not spread out their herds of cattle
wherever they chose, and bunt the buffalo at will over the
plains as they formerly did, and a spirit of discontent
paturally arose among them, which under the most careful
administration might have resulted in trouble. This view

of the matter has been very little taken into sccount. One
gide of this House throwing blame an the other, and neither
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Euty piacieg sufficient im de on the elements which
od to bé desht with and the difficulty of dealing with those |
elements with any material which any Government could
have at its disposal. When the first Riet rebeHion broke
out, I had the honor of being consulted in every step that
was thkon. The troops were oarried through witheut the
lots of & single man, and the rebellion was put down .
without a shot béing fired. Sucoess on that occasion was
due to the extreme good management of the Government
usnder the same distingnished gentleman who is at the head |
of the Goveérnment to-day. I had the honor of recommending
at the time, when it was proposed to send an armed force
into the North-West Territories to maintain order among
the Indians, that the true Mounted Police to send among
those Indians were these very half-breeds of whom we are.
talking to-night. These men had been accustomed to lead
the life of soldiers. They were accustomed to ride on horse-
bhck dver the plains, and they were inured to hardship and
fighting. 1 believe if 8 police force had been organised
out -of thegse half-bre¢ds, there wonld have been no outbreak.
It may be asked : Why trust the maintenance of pédace to:
tha then who had beén jh arms against the Government ? 11
say, #f you had shown confidence in those men, if the Mae-
kenzié Government at the outset had shown confidence in:
them ard enrolled such of them as were fit for the duty as
Eo_licemeu, we would never have had a rebellion in the
of'th-West. They wonld have been proud of the confidenee
repoged in them, and their knowledge of the indian charac-
ter would bave enabled them to maintain peace among the
Indians. When speaking of those rebellions which have
occurred among the Indians, we must not think they are
the very quiet innocent {)eople they are represented to be,
fnd that the fanlts are all on the side of the white man, for
thé first Riel rebellion and this last Riel rebellion were by
no means the only ones that occurred among the Indians
They had often been at war with the fur traders, and on two
occasions troops were sent out by the Imperial Govern-
mcent to keep ordor. We must not suppose, therefore, that
we were dealing with people living quietly in their native
land, and that the fault of inciting them lay entirely with
the whites, for these half-breeds were a people wh® had been
qonstantly at war and were very jealons of their position
and independence in the mew land to which they had
goue. Perhaps there is one thing not to be regretted in
this trouble, and that is it bas tanght.the white men s little
respect for the Indian. Formerly these people were spoken
of with the utmost contempt, looked upon as.spiritless and
cowardly; but the white man has found. that they are not
naturally towards. The half-breeds fought bravely though
i & misthken cause, but we found at least thai they were
not Lo be despised. The Indian Poundmaker and his band,
when attacked unexpevtedly on their reserve and while
imperfectly armed, did not run away, and Poundmaker,
when th¥ retreat of 2 troop of volunteers commenced, showed
8 great deal of magnanimity in preventing his people from
following them. The hon. member for Quebec East (Mr.
Laurier), in his very eloguent spech, remarked, very truly,
that the Indians -are a highly sevsitive people, The haif-
breeds specially are sensitive, and I may add they are exceed-
ingly vain, which quality no doubt they derive from their
ancestry—1 speak of their Indian and not of their French
ancestry, for of course they derive no. bad quality
from the French—and they are apt to take offence some-
times without sufficient cause. But whenee comes this
new-born admiration of the Ind:ans? Last year, during
the franchise debate, we heard them described as the most
degraded people on the face of the earth. We were asked,
are yougoing to give the franchise to people so degraded
a8 Btrike-him-on-the- Back and others, but to-night notbing.
can be found too good to desoribé their high qualities.
Their heroes are equal to Soult and Wellington, How oir-

Indians, and am very glad to see this change coming over
hon. gertlemen epposite, but I find it rather extraordi
that they should limit their sympathy to this small body of
Indians in the North-West, who were tip in arms against
the Government,  Why should they rot have a little foel-
ing for the Indians in other parts of the Dominioh ? Tn
‘Algoms, we have 12,000 Indians, whe, st times, suffer a
‘great deal, I have brought their grievamces before
the House ; I have told the House that the white

were going in and destroying the fish 6n which the Indimis
relied for subsistance. But there was no sympatky shewn for
them, It appears it was dll reserved to the small band ik
the North-West who took up arms against the Governmeat.
No doubt they may have grievances, anda greatdeal hasbeen
said with the view of making the Government respoiisible,
but there is no doubt that the Government have dons a:great
deal for the Indians. The Government have beon extremre-
ly anxious to find out what they had to complaifi of. Of
course, if there were agents sent among the Indians whb
were fiot reliable, oné side of the House has as muth to
accodnt for in that respect as the other side. Whose faulf
was it if incompetent agents were sent out? It certaimly
was not whoelly the fault of the Government. I heard &
very true remark made here the other night by an hon.
member, who said : Hon. members have themselves to biafie
a good deal for this. It is generally thought that & mau
who ean do nothing at home need orly to be sent abroad
to prove himself a very good fellow, and it very often
happens thdt individuals net very well qualified for the
duty are forced by members on the Government; I think
this is a case in which many excuses may be made for the
Government,

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not going to inflict a speech upon
the House at this late hour of the evening, but I am simply
going to give my reasons for voting as I intend to vote on
the amendment which is now under consideration. I have
listened with considerable attention to the statements made
by the mover of the resolution and by the gentlemen who
have sustained him, and I have listened to the replies en
this side. If we were to believe the statements from the
other side of the House, there has been utter neglect on the
part of the Goyernment in relation to the treatment of the
‘half breeds. If we believe the statements from this side of
the House, and more particularly from the hon, the Minister
of the Interior, the complaints should not be confined to the
Governmeut of the day, but his answer is: You're another,
you did likewise. Now, I am not going to enter into the
-discussion of the question whether the half-breeds have been
or have not been properly, used in regard to the particular
‘subject which has been referred to ; but, from the conviction
that I have had in relation to the general treatment of the
North-West on the part of the Government of the day
through the two previous Ministers who occupied the posi-
tion of Minister of the Interior, I have long since come to
the conclusion that their administration of the affairs of the
North-West was not such as to be for the good of that
country or the welfare of Cunads, and therefore [ am going
to vote in favor of the amendment.

House divived on amendment of Mr. Laurier (p. 819);

cumstances plter cases. I have always been a friend to the
Mr. Dawsox.

Yoas:

Measieurs.
Allen, Figher, Livingston,
Amyot, Fleming, MoOraney,
Armstrong, Gaudet, MoMullen,
Bain (Wentworth),  Geoffrion, Mills,
Béchard, iganlt, Mitebell,
Bergeron, . Gillmor, Mulock,
Blake, i en, Ouinies,
Bourussa, Guay, Paterson (Braht),
Burpes, fa _ Guilbantt, x;_u,

ameron on), un -

i by, Hasy, Rinkel,
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Cartwright(SirRicksrd)Innes, m& rinnt)
rain, Irvine, Bomervilfe %
C s Fackson, )
g.w.,...,], ﬁinfk‘,' m{m
vieg, : g ]
Deasulniers (M'wmderﬂn, L,
am ! ) eldon
\ +
Lister, Wilsen ~84.
43 1
Falihack,
Nars:
Messleurs.
Abbott, Perguson (Welland), Montplasisir,
Allison, Fortin, O'Brign,
Bain (Bmﬂang!;e)i Foater, Ortaoa,
Baker (Missisquof),  Girouard, Paint,
Baker (Victoris), gordgn. ginmmun!t.
Beaty, raadbols, 0]
Bell, ' Guillet, Proya,
ﬁggt, gsckott, giei
Biuy,u’ n:ﬁg, Roberiaon ilton),
Blondeau, Hay, Robertson (Hastings),
Bowetl, Hesson, Ross,
Cameron (Inverness), Hickey, Royal,
QOsmeron (Viototia), Homer, Shakes
Campbell (Vietoria); Hurtesu, MShaaly,
Ouhng( Jamieson, Small,
Oaron (8ir Adolphe), Jenkins, 8proale,
Ohapleas, Kilvert, Stal
QOimon, Kinney, Teschereau,
S B ey, S0
, n on sylor,
Oah’gsn, Lnngain (8ir Hact?r’).Tegxple,,
Ooughlin, Lesags, Thompson ( Antigonish),
Ourran, Macdonald (King’s), Townshend,
Cuthbert, Mackintosh, Tapper,
Daly, Macmaster, Tyrwhitt,
Daoust, Macmillan (Middlesex), Vanasse,
Dawasen, . . MoMillan (Vaudreuil), Wallsce (York),
Desaulniers (8t.M'rice), McOallum, Ward,
Dickinson, McOarthy, White (Oardwell),
Dodd, McDougald (Pictou), White (Hastings),
Dugas, McDougall (O. Breton), White (Renfrew),
Dundas, McLelan, Wood (Brockvilleﬁn
Everett, McNeil, Wooll (Westmoreland),
Farrow, Massue, Wright —106.
Ferguson(L.eeds &Gren)

Amendment negatived.
House again resolved itself into Committee of Sapply.
(In the Committee,) ) .
Oontingencies, Post Office and Finance Departments......$3,800

Mr. MULOCK, I made an enquiry a shor¢ time ago
from the Minister of Finance as to the deposits in the
Finance Department and Savings Banks exceeding $1,000.
The Minister stated that it would involve so much trouble
that he could not furnish the information immediately, but
he intimated that, if the guestion had referred to the end
of the financial year instead of the year ending on the 3lst
Deo!tpber, the information could be foraished. If I put a
question in that form, could I get the information desired?

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes. I willget the information.

Mr. MULOCEK. Will it
question 9%t psporl? it be necessary for me to put the

Mr. MoLELAN. No, I will take 5 note of it.
Oivil SBervice Board of Exeminerss, $¢....cuw cveseen.$7,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is an increase
here of about $1,600. What is that for ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Last year we inoreased the salaryof

the commissioners $300 & piece, making $900. As b0 the

rest, we have taken the amwm increase -Of iowus
zwm, amonnting 16 about ‘or $706, making the
1,600, vér, 1 think we might teduoe the fom, as 1

think $1,000 inorease will be suffivient to meet the reguire.

| ments,

Salaries for Board of Examiners, &c., under the Oivil _
Bervice Act . $1,000 .

Mr, MULOOK. Last year when the House was ‘sslred
to vote the sam of $6,00u, I understood the Secretaty -of
State to assure the House that the item would not i
to be increased ; and now we are saked to increase it by
$1,000. It was pointed out in committee last year that an
inorease would inevitably follow by adopting what was calied
on this side of the House a very vicious system. Now, just
what was anticipated has happened, and I presume this
vote will need to be increased each year. I would ask the
Secretary of State what is the cause of this increase ? Is it
because the work has increased ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. One of the great reasons is this: At
the next examination we shall have over 700 candidates
instead of the 350 we had last, and it takes, for the stationery
alone, the increased sum we have asked for. If we can
rednce it we will do 80, but [ do not think we can. I may
add that we expeot that this increased apm will be more
than half compensated by the fees that will be paid by the
candidates, We do not take the fees into the account,
because they go into the Consolidated Revenue Fund. I may
say that this $1,000 is only the larger number caleulated
for the next examinsgtion. ‘

Mr, MULOCK. It increases the salary of ¢ath examiner
to the extent of $300.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We cannot help that.

Mr. MULOCK. I understend it is expected that there
will be 700 candidates examined for this money.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yos, in the month of May next.

Mr, MULOCK. And if there is the same mumber in
the fall, there will be 1,400 papers to be read by each
examiner.

Mr. CHAPLEAU, Yes, perhaps so. After the next
examination I expect there will have been over 1,600 per-
sons who will have passed the qualifying examination.
But I think we may reduce the examinations to one eseh
year, which will reduce the number of applicants.

Mr. BLAKE. The woods are full of them.

Mr. MULOCK. 1 am glad that the Secretery of State
has become a convert to that view. Last yesr he took the
opposite ground. Last year there were in ali four examin-
ations, two fixed examinations and some supplementary
ones for the lame fallows.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. 1 have been speaking of promotion
examinmtions,

Mr. MOLOCK. There were examinations, too, for per-
sons who failed in the original examinations. It isjust what
was anticipated. We told the Seoretary of State year
that he would be asking for more money this year, I told
him he was inducing young men to go into this vicious
system of applying for publio situations, and he now admits
it, but if he is going to reduce the number of examinations
to one each year, he will find that the number of candidates
will be less; and if we adopt that system it is not mecessary
to increase the sataries,

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We thought we would provide for
350 on the average, but we shall have 700 at the mext
exsmination. 1t is & necessary expense, and I repest that
it will be more than covered by the fees of $2 that each
man will pay. Tho salaries of the exsminers were 300
loaat your, wnd now they will be $600.

oooooooo
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Office of the Que n's Privy Oouncil for Oanada.. $20,677 50

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The other evening I
explained to the committee the increases, except one.
There was $750 for a clerk named Foley, that had been
transferred from another Department, to whom we gave an
increase of $50. The other increases are all $50, except for
the door-keeper, McNaughton, who has been there such a
long time that we gave him §100,

Resolutions to be reported, Committee to sit again,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1:10 a.m.,
Wednesday .

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WepNespAY, 21st April, 1886,
The SPEAKER tock the Chair at Three o’ciook.

Pravyrns.

RULES OF THE HOUSE,
Mr. DAWSON moved :

That the 51st rule of the House be amended so as to provide for the
publication of notiees in the Territories of Oanada, pursnant to the
recommendstion of the Select Standing Committee on Standicg Orders.

Mr. BLAKE. We cannot amend a rale of the House
without notice. The hon. gentleman had better give notice,

Mr. DAWSON., The chairman of the committee will
probably explain.

Mr, SPEAKER. Notice must be given,

FIRST READING,

Bill (N o. 111) respecting Insurance (from the Senate).—
¢Mr. Thompson.) .

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
desire to refer to a personal matter. On 5th April, in the
course of a debate with respect to the North-West Terri-
tories, the Minister of the Interior, referring to a statement
made by the hon. member for Queen’s, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies),
a8 to the condition of the order of the papers which are
printed, and which have been under reference several times,
8aid, in answer to a remark I made, that “ they are printed
the way they are brought down.”

¢‘ They wers in the hon. gentleman’s hands for weeks.”
To which I replied :

¢ They were not ; I got them copied.”
The hon. member for Queen’s said :

“ Doeg the hon. gentleman say my hon. friend altered the date of the
f;perg{ or the position in which they were ? Was it his duty to arrange
em i

‘“Mr. WHITE (Oardwell). Not at all,

““Mr. DAVIES. Anybody who takes up that book has tospend hours
and hours to get an "accurate or clear idea of the papers oon-
tained and their relation to each other.

“Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). What [ mean is this. When a Depart-
ment brings down papers to the House, the *papers¥go to the Journals
. CHAPLXAU,

office, and after they pass into the hands of the Journal olerks, who
detaci: them and count them, they go to the printers and appear in the
form in which they went to the printers, and the Department eannot be
held responsible for that, because the papers have, since they left the
Department, pasged through a number of hands. :

¢ Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. gentleman has rgferred to me as having
some share in disarranging the papers, I beg to tell himshe iz m6t aware
of the practice. The firet thing done with the returns is to send them
to the Olerk’s office in order that they may be paged in red, just in_ the
order in whick the Government brings them down, and it is under-these
pages they are arranged and printed. ) o

¢“Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Thatis not so.”

I would not have referred to that matter, having made the
statement I have mentioned, except that in the course of
the debate last night the Minister of the Interior, in refer-
ence to an observation made by the hon. member for
Queen’s (Mr. Davies) on the same subject, said : “After they
had been handled by your leader; "’ and upon my repeating
the same denial of the statement the hon, gentleman declin-
od once again to accept that denisl. Under those circum-
stances I have thought it proper, in vindication of myself,
of my statement and of the Orders of the House and the
practice of the House, to procure the papers, which are here
before me. The papers are numbered in the Sessional
Papers 116, 116a, 116¢, 116f. They are coneecutively
rinted in the order in which they are brought down.
aper 116 comprises 139 manuscript pages, which-are
numbered from 1 to 139 comsecutively, and they com-
prise from page 1 to page 18 of print. Paper 116a
comprises pages 1 to 11 manuscript, and 18 to 20 print;
paper 116e comprises 1 to 38 MS, 1 to 67 print; paper
116f comprises 1 to 119 MS, and 68 to 113 print. I
have not, of course, examined every page of thess pspers
since the occasion arose. I was cognisant of the fact that
they were numbered, from having looked at them; I have
verified that statement, and have looked gen. rally st the
papers and compared them in a general sense with the
print, and 1 find by my comparison that they are printed
in the order in which they are here numbered. 1 rep
the statement that the first thing donme with the papers,
when they come to the House, before they go into the
hands of members, is, that the Clerk sends them to an
officer of his who is detailed to discharge the duty of affix-
ing the numbers to these pages, with a view that there
may be no mistake as to the order of the documents, and
that they may be printed in tbat order. I repeat the
statement that I did not disarrange these papers in any
shape or way., What I did was this: I found, when they
were brought down, that they were so inextricably
arranged that it would be difficult in print, and was impos-
sible in MS, to have any clear apprehension of their bear-
ing and effect. I invited the Clerk of the House to be good
enough to give directions that the papers should be copied,
and they were copied by an officer of the House. Having
found that they were in such a eondition, if copied in this
way—one paper appearing partly on the same page with
another—that I could not use them, I asked that
another copy might be made and that each of the copied
papers might be kept a separate dacument. I -received
them in that shape, and I chronologically arranged those
copies, having nothing to do then with the eri&}nals, and
it was from that chronological arrangement that I was able
to make the statement I did last Session. This *has heen
done with the copies furnished and not with the "originals,
which were, however, as I have said in the firat] instance,
and before I saw them, until numbered by the officer of the
House, in the number and ordef in which they are printed
in the Department. So far from the insinuation and stste-
ment of the Minister of the Interior, repeated, as I said last
night and say again—repeated offensively, after ‘my denial
the other day—so far from that statement -being true, [
called the attention of the elerk of the Printing Commit.
tee to the fact that those papers would be unintelligible and
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useless in that order, and I requeeted him to see if it would l 8o that the Custom house and Inland Revenue office may be

be poesible to have them printed in chronological order,

and that officer, having made enquiry, informed me that it| pose.

deemed impossible to depart from the order in whiech
t‘;;?p:;el:s had lt::n bronght[:i‘;wn to Parliament, that they
must be printed in that order, althongh he agreed with me
as to the results of that order when printed. :

SUGAR IN BONDED WABEHOUSE, MONTREAL.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. RosxRTsoN, Shelburne) asked, What |

quantity of sugar was there in bonded warehouse, Mon-
treal, on the 31st March, 1886°?

Mr, BOWELL. The guantities of sugar of all kindsand
descriptions in warehouse in Montreal, on the 31st March
last, was 2,642,467 lbs. :

IETEROOLONIAL RAILWAY, FROM STRAIT OF
CANSO TO SYDNEY OR LOUISBURG.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness) asked, Is it the intention of
the Government, during the present Session of Parliament,
to provide for the extension of the Intercolonial Railway
from the Strait of Canso to Sydney or Louisburg ?

Mr. POPE, Negotiations are now going on, and I hope
we will be able to make provision for that work.

POST OFFICE AT OORINTH.

Mr, LANDERKIN asked, Is it the intention of the Go-
vernment at an early day o carry out the promise made by
the late Postmaster-General, to open & post office at Corinth,
in the township of Bentinck ?

S8ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. ‘Lhe Postmaster-General,
upon enquiry into this matter, has found that there-was a
doubt as to the expediency of proceeding with the estab-
lishment of this post office. Nevertheless, the matter will
be looked into more fully.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL—FEES TO POISETTE &
ROGER.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, What amount of fees did the
Government pay Poisette & Roger in connection with Trent
Valley Canal ?

Mr. THOMPSON, The Government paid nothing to
that firm,

TRENT VALLEY CANAL—RIGHT OF WAY.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, What amount of money was
peid for right of way for Trent Valley Canal through
the township of Galway? How much for same through
the township of Harvey; also, Burleigh, Smith, Douro and
the village of Lakefield ? .

. Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman will have to put this
in the shape of a notice of motion, because the answer
would be long, and I have not the information.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT PETERBORO",

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Why did the Government buy
with the Phelan lot, on the corner of George and Charlotte
streets, the Sawer’s lot, on the corner of Hunter and
Water strects, for the post office site in Peterboro’ ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government have pur-
chased the Sawer lot in order to build thereon the post
office, which will thus b used by the town of Peterboro’
and the people of Ashburnbam village, the two places being
united by a bridge, to which the street on which the
Sawer lot is leads. The Phelan lot bas been also purchased,

erected thereon, that lot being better sitaated for this pur-

. The post office building will be a smaller buildin
than it would have been if the Custom hounse and In)ang
Revenue offices had been under the same roof. The two
b&ildings will be equal to the one, had it contained all the
offices.

MILITIA ORGANISATION IN NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES. :

Mr. WATSON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to extend the Militia organisation to the
North-West Territories ? If 8o, to what strength ; and the
proportion of cavairy and infantry; and whethera Deputy
Adjutant-General and Brigade Major, with headquarters
in the territories, will be appointed

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I beg to state that it is the
intention of the Government to extend the militia organ.
isation, existing in the other Provinoces, to the North-West
Territories. The proposed strength und character of the
new force, and the staff that will be required, have not been
decided upon, and will depend to a great extent upon the
population which goes into those territories. '

DRAINAGE AND WATER SUPPLY OF QUEBE(Q
CITADEL.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, 1st. Whether the work of
extending to the citadel of Quebec the aqueduct and drain-
age system of that city, is being done by day’s work, or
under contract? 2nd. If by the day, who is the superin-
tendent, what are the names of the foremen employed, and
what is their pay and that of the workmen? 8rd, Tf the
work is under contract, what are the names of the - cou-
tractors, the dates of the contracts, the parts of the work
undertaken by each, and what amount has been paid to each ;
were ienders called for the work, and in what manner ?
4th. What is the total estimated cost of carrying out the
said work ?

8ir ADOLPHE CARON. In answer to the hon. gentle-
man 1 beg to stale thut the works are being done under
contract. The first section of 1,300 feet pipe trench is being
done at $1.65 per foot; Mr. J. Power, contractor, Quebec.
The second section is composed of 900 feet pipe tremch, at
82.00 per foot; Mr. J. Juneau, contractor, Quebeo, The
third section of 1,500 feet pipe trench was let at $2.00 per
foot, and the contractor is Mr, J. Bigaouette, Quebec, The
supply of six-inch and four-inch water pipe was made at
$29.60 per ton; Mr. J., Robertson, of Montreal, contractor.
The date of the acceptance of tender was January 12, 1886,
for Mr. John Power; January 16, 1886, for Mr. Joseph
Juneau ; the same date for Mr, Joseph Bigaouette, and the
15th of February, 1886, for Mr. J. Robertson. The tenders
were called for by letter. We estimated the cost of the whole
works, when completed, at about $20,760. The aup%l’y of
valves and hydrants was furnished by the Chapman Valve
Company, Indian Orchard, Massachusetts, United States.

WATER SUPPLY TO GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS
AT QUEBEC.

Mr, LANGELIER asked, 1st. Whether it is true that in
order to avoid paying the water rates demanded by the Cor-
poration of Qaebec for supplying, from the aguednot of the
said city, the old Custom house and the Queen’s store, the
Government have cansed apparatus to be set up in order te
supply the said buildings with water from the St. Law
rence? 2nd. If so, what is the cost of fiiting up the said

! apparatus and the yearly expense of working tho same;
| what was the price asked by the Corporation for the eaid
service ; what is the estimated value of the said properties,
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and the price paid by private individuals for water mstes
on property of the same valne? 3rd. Whether, before set-
ting up the said apparatus, the Government enguired a8 to
the hygienic quality of the said water of the Bt. Lawrence
at the said place?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think I must object to
the former part of the first question. I do not think the
hon, gentleman should have put in the words, “in order to
avoid paying the water rates demanded by the Corporation
of Quebec.” I think thatis noportion of the question; it
is an argument. The question should be & simple one—
whether it is true that the Government have caused appa-
ratus to be set up in order to supply those buildings with
wuter from the St. Lawrence. I ask you, Mr, Speaker,
whether this question should be put in that way.

Mr.SPEAKER. If it is not done in order to aveid pay-
ing the water rates, it is not true.

8ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is a reflection to ask
whether this was done in order to avoid paying the water
rates. I will answer the question in this way: Whether
it 18 trne that the Government have caused apparatus to ke
set up in order to supply the old Custom house.and Quesn’s
store with water from the St. Lawrence; to that I say.no.
I understand that the corporation asked $500 a year to
supply the Custom house with water, and I would not con-
sent to pay that, as I considered it excessive. The esti-
mated value of the properties I do not koow; the hon,
entleman as Mayor of Qaebec will find that .out from .his
ks, Tho price paid by private individuals for water
rates on property of the same valae I think will also be
found in the books of the corporation. In answer to the
third question, as we did not put up the apparatus, I would
answer that we did not enquire. '

NEGOTIATION OF-COMMERCIAL TREATIES.

Mr. EDGAR asked, 1st. What papers has the Government
relating to the negotiation of cemmercial treaties, comven-
tions or arrangements in which Caunada is interested, snd
which are covered by the terms of the Address passed by
this House on 28th January, 18847 and when will they be
brought down? 2nd. Has the British Government agreed
to the prggsal made to Lord Kimberley by Sir A. T. Galt
on the 1Kh June, 1880, and sanctioned by the Governor
Generdl in Council on 26th March, 1881, to the effect {hat it
was the wish of the Canadian Government to be relievcd,
as soon 88 it could conveniently be done, of the obligations
connected with any treaties affecting trade and commerce
entered into between Great Britain and other nations; and
the further propoeal, similarly made and sanctioned, that it
was the desire of the Canadian Government to be informed .of
the inception of any-new‘tresty, and that in future no sfi
Iation binding upon the commerce of Canada shoald be in-
troduced’'into any treaty without reserving to the Cana-
dian Government the option of acceptance-or refasal? If
the British Government hos agreed to such pro , When
was it done, and will all papers connected therewith be laid
before the House at an early day? 3rd. Has the-Govern-
ment of Canada, since 26th March, 1881, bean relieved.of
the'obligations connected with anytreaties dffecting trade
and commerce previously entered into between Great Britain
and other nations? 4th, Has the British Government,
since 26th March, 1881, reserved to .the .Canadian Govern-
ment the option of acceptance or refusal of all treaties
that would bind the commerce of Canada? And if sq,
with what nations were such treaties made, and what was
the action of the Canadian Government a8 to such accapt-
ance or refusal?

‘Mr. McLEL AN, A return “was presented to the House
of Tommons in reply to an address of the House dated 23rd
Mr. TiANaLINR,

February, hﬁﬂ&,ghg the -correspondence conneeted with
the negetiations. ial arrangemeonds with Servia
and other comntries. At the same time a ecmmunication
from the Celonial Office 'was submitéed, stating that as ocos-
respondence is mever furmished which has refarenee to
negatiations #till mnder disenssion without the eonsent of
the foreign power with whom the treaty is heing made, it
would be necessary to obtain from the Governments of
France and Spsin thair -eonaent to the publication of sy
correspondence which had taken place on the subject of

treaties, arrd Lord Darlzen%gmd%at the-placing of sach
papers-on the Table of the Dominion Hounse of ‘(Commons
should be delayed until the ‘mattersunder discussion were
brought 40 a final cenclusien. It would, therefare, be nenes-
sary ‘to obtain the consent of the JImperial Govern-
ment before the papers referred to in the Addmess
of the 28th January, 1884, could be submitted
tothe House., wdewos onthe aukijeot thas theen had
with the Impenizt] Gevernment, but 25 yet the.censent has
not been received, and as the negofiations are not yet con-
ciuded, # cannet:be stated dafinitely when the Government
will e uble o bring down the papers now .in their
sion. With reference to-the Order in Council of the 26th
March, 1881, the British Government has, in all cases of
treaties negotiated since that date, ascertained and acted
upon the wish of the ‘Canadian Government to be included
in or exempted from the operation of commercial treaties
entered into with ather nations. This hasbeen done in the
cases of Roumania, Equador, Morocco, Egypt and Monte-
negro, as will be seen by the correspondemee in the ratarn
before referred to. In the case of Servia, priar to the 26th
March, 1881, the request of the Dominion Government to
be exempted from the operation of the treaty with that
country was attended to, and representations made to the
Servian Government of that wish. The High Comm ssioner
has.also been in constant communication with the 1imperial
' Government, and has been kept informed as tothe progress of
all commercial negotiations in which Canada is interested.

THE MINING LAW.

Mr. FAIRBANK (for Mr. KAvLBAOE), asked: Whether
it is the intention of the Government to amend the Mining
“Tumw: duriwg 'this Bession, amd if so, if the sumnow-required
to be expended upon a location will be reducdl, :or:the time
for such expenditure increased;.and if ‘such rednetion of
sum or extension of time will apply to claims now filed ?

Mr., WHITE (Cardwell). There is no intention of
bringing down-any legislation on the subject of the mining
laws this Session, .The whole subject i8 being considewed
by the D:Eart:ment in the light of investigations being
made.on the ground.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL,

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved for :

Copies of corres noe, whether by telegraph or otherwiss, be-
tween the Government and Drs. Jukes, Valade and Lavell, or any of
them, officera of -the-.Government appointed to .enquire into the mental
condition of IrouisiRiel.

8ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Thereis no objection to the

motion. "All the papers.:at our disposal ‘will be brought
down,

Mr. BLAKE, T hope, after-the statements made by the
Mirister «of Justice, some -effort -will be made to re-obtain
sion of these papers which are not just now, but
ought to be, at the digposal of the Government. The
Minister has stated that the important, vital telegrams had

been returned to the physicians, and I trust, therefore, they

will be got back again and be included in this return,
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THE NORTHERN LIGHT.

Mr. JENKINS moved for: ;

ios of all correspondence between the Marine Department and th
cag?i::“u? the i’omhfr.; Light, relating to the discontinuance of her
trips during the month of February. :
He said : It will be remembered that Prince BEdward
Island did not join the Confederation of Provinces which

took place in 1867. For six years attempts had been made

to induce her to throw in her lot with the Dominion, bwt
those attempts were uneuccessfal,until the Dominion Govern-
ment agreed to provide such efficiant steam service as
would give Prince Edward Island eontinual commumication
with the mainland. Now, thirteen years have elapsed since
this promise was made, and we still have not efficient
communioation. - The Nurthern Light, for thirty-two:
days, in January and February, did not make a trip;
although during that time the weather was extremely mild,
80 much so that there was very little ice in the straits.
The people of Prince Edward Island were indaced to joim
Confederstion on this ground alove, or ohiefly on this
ground. They were aware of the advantages which would
nocrne to them from having continuous ocommercisl
intercourse with the mainland, and the promise given
them to that effect was sufficient to induce them to
join the Confederation, In a recent debate in wnother
place, the leader of the Government, speaking of
winter navigation, said: * We believe faith has alread

been kept with Prince Edward Island, so far as fait

could be kept; we have dome our utmost in  every
way to accomplish that object.” Now, 1 maintain that
the Government have not done their utmost to give
us efficient steam service; I contend that ihey have
nsver-iaken up this matter in serious earnest. It is true
we have a small steamer that was pat on by the late Gov.
ernment, built for the purpose of navigating the river Si.
Lawrence, a steamer which has no capacity for carrying:
freight, and is utterly incapable of meeting the diffionities of
ice service, even in thin field ice, ard therefore altogether
inefficient for heavy ice. She is built in a manner that I be-
lieve is just the opposite of the model which should have been
adopted, and even if able to run constantly is too small 4o
carry any freight worth speaking of. Now, the steamer
Alert, which has performed several Arctic voyages, and
which is lying idle in Halifax, could have been put on by
the Government. In October last I made application to the

Department that this steamer should be put on to assist|

the Northern Light, and came, at great inconvenience, to
Ottawa to lay this matter before the Minister of Marine,
but I was unsuccessful. The Alert was bmilt origi-
nally as a sealer, and purchased by the British Govern.
ment, who greatly streugthened her and fitted
her out for ice service, and I believe she is a
very oapable boat. If the Alert were put on,
it would then be seen, by comparison, whether
the Northern Light was an efficient boat, or whether a
boat of a different model wonld not have been more effi-
cient. The Government refused to put on the Aler,
and T bad to return home wunsuccessful. In November,
during the 'sbxp‘iﬁng seasop, unfortunately, small pox
ravaged the isiand, and prevented produce being shipped
until the winter scason. "I therefore, telegraphed, it was of
great importance to the ple of the island that the
Alert should be put onm, but I was told the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries had been ‘instructed that the Alert
would not-be safe in the straits, and that the lives of its
crew should not berisked by the Government. The refusal of

the Minister was, I think, unjustifiable, and can only be ex-

cused by the fact that he had only just been appointed, and

had many matters of importance to look after, so that J sap-}

Kose ho was not able to look into this question. 1 hope,
owe;:;e noxt year the Alert will be put on, and I would

suggest that more powerful engines be put into her,in
which case I believe she would accomplish palmost: all ‘we
waat, if she were put on to run between the island and the
mainland at such points as may be considered most advan-

tageous. I believe also that by putting her
on we wonld see what sort of a steamer is
really required to overcome the diffioulties of

this winter servioe, By putting a capable mechanic in
her, so that he might see what modifications are required
to overcome the difficulty of ice navigation, & boat could be
built which would run nearly every day in the year. The
voyage is & short obe, and there ought to be no difficulty
in providing a steamer with abundant fuel for that short
raesngu. It is evident, in the case of & steamer making a
ong passage, such a8 a sealing vessel has to make, or a
vessel going to the Arctic regions, the engines must be small,
a8 it is impossible to carry emough coal to work large
engines, but our voyage is short and coal abundant, and a
steamer of that sort, with powerful engines, will be able to
overcome all the difficulties.

Mr. McINTYRE, I am not at all surprised that there is
a good deal of indignation existing in Prince Edward
Island in reference to the manner in which communi-
tion has been oarried on between the island and
the mainland during the season just closed, The
winter has been the finest within the recollection of the
oldest people living on the island. The frost which we had
last winter was late compared with that of former years. I
bave a distinct recollection of the day the Northern Light
came into Souris for the purpose of being laid up. There
was not a particle of ice 10 be seen, even by the aid of a
powerful glass. There was & quantity of ice in the gulf,
a8 I was informed, but nothing to prevent the trips being
made regularly, In connection with this, I might read an
extract from a letter addressed to the Halifax Chronicle,
from Pictou, dated the 17th February last :

t The ige on the harbor, which was not very strong at any time this
winter, has been weakened by the recent mild weather so as to be
entirely unsafe for horses. Even foot gusangers are not to be seen on
it to-day. The steamer Mayflower, which was frozen up on the 5th, haa
commenced running again, and makes regular trips without diffculty.
The gulf is aa clear of ice as in the dog days, and has been 8o all winter,
with the exception of three or four days, and yet there is no steam com-
munication between here and Prince Edward I[sland, the Northrn
Light having been 1aid up &t Sourig by order of the Government at
Ottawa. Oaptain Oheverie, who did such good service last apring with
his schooner Josephine, will probably commence to run again this week,
or the Steam Ns,vigfation Company of Prince Edward Island may get
the Princers of Wales ont of Chariottetown and put her on the route.
With the exception of two or three days this winter, regular steam
communication with Prince Edward Island is a thing which might have
been, but which was not.”

"This, I think, is quite confirmatory of what I have said in -
regard to the condition of the weather during the months
of Jannary and February in the Maritime Provinces, If
report be true, I believe the boilers of the Northern Light
are very unsafe. It has been stated that her boilers were
worn out and leaky last fall, and that it was owing to this
that the ship was nearly lost in the storm she encountered
in & trip from Georgetown to Pictou in the month of
November or December, I forget which. She had to tﬁo
under a shortened rate of speed, and could not make the
harbor of Pictou before the snow storm came on, so she
had to put back. She was out all night, and she came very
near being lost. I am not at all surprised that the captain
of the Northern Light should lay up his ship year after
year, seeing what the instructions are which are issned to
him by the Department of Marine and Fisheries, These

‘instructions were brought down to the Senate last winter,

and I will read them for the information of the House.
The first is dated January 16th, 1883 :

“ a:Ft FinLavsON, steamer Northern Light, Georgetown, P.E.L .
¢ Telegram received urging Department order you run; responsibil ty
is with you ; expect you 10 run no undune risks.

14 A W. MOLELAN.”
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The next is this:
% Orrawa, 18th January, 1883,
¢ Oapt. FINLAYSON, steamer Northern Light, Georgetown, P.E.I
¢ With knowledge of ice you must be judge, and held responsible for
satety of boat. Incur no undue rigks,
‘WM. SMITH.”

The third is a letter, dated Ottawa, 12th January, 1884 :

¢ 8rr,—Referring to my letter to you of the 14th December, 18832, I
have again to instruct dyou to use your own judgment as to when the
Northern Light should run, and notto be governed by directions from
any persons, as the Department will hold you responsible for the safety
of the vessel, and you are to incur no risk whereby the safety of the ves-
sel mav be endangered by being caught in the ice. No rick, also, is to
be incurred for the purpose of carrying over any particular passenger or
passengers, and the Department expects that you will use your judg-
ment in all matters affecting the running of the boat, and will hold you
responsible for her safety.

] am, 8ir,
¢*Your most obedient servant,
““WILLIAM SMITH,
‘¢ Deputy Minister of Marine.”

It is not at all surprising that, under such instructions as
these, the captain of the Northern Light should, on the ap-

earance of ice in the gulf, take his ship into port and lay

er up. In fact, these instructions were tantamount to a
command. I donot find fault with Captain Finlayson for
obeying his orders. I believe any semsible man would do
what he has done. Last year, as we know, the Northern Light
did not make any trip at all. Shewss laid up ir the harbor
of Georgetown in the month ot January, and she was unable
to get out, and 80 she did not make a trip at all. A small
schooner, about the 15th April, left Port Souris and safely
landed her passengers the same day at Pictou, and she con-
tinued to make her trips for the rest of the season. The
Northern Light was specially constructed for winter naviga-
tion, and I believe that, if certain improvements were made
in her, she would do all that could be required in that way,
It is useless for us te get the Alert or any other boat if she
is not kept going in winter. [t is qnite as easy to pilot the
Alert to a wharf as the Northern Light,
with the boat at all, but with the Department, who have
absolutely refused to keep the boat on her berth during the
winter months, I think it is about time for the Govern-
ment to take serious steps to carry out our terms of Union,
Year after year we are bringing this subject before the
House, and it appears to me that we are as far from having
these terms carried out as we were years ago.

* Mr. DAVIES, Although the subject matter of this motion
may not be of very great importance to some hon, gentle-
men who live in the upier Provinces of the Dominion,
there is a phase of the su tg’leet. which I think is important
to eve::iy hon. member of this House. The question has now
reached a new stage. For years, the representatives of
Prince Edward Island have been complaining that the
solemn terms of union have not been kept. Nay, we have
one further, and I think on both sides those representing
oth political parties have contended that there has not been
an honest attempt made to carry out these terms. Publio
opinion in Prince Edward Island endorses that sentiment.
e Legislature of Prince Edward Island, by & ananimous
vote, embodied that sentiment in & memorial which they
addressed to the present Government some few years ago,
and at great length, which I do not intend to repeat here

now, pointed out the steps that should be taken, pointed out

the promises that the present Government had made, pointed
out that they had broken those promises, and pointed out
the fuct that to-day and for years baek the terms of union
with Prince Edward Island had not been kept. Now, what
i8 the stage in which the case now is, which Isay demands
the serious attention of the members of this -Parliament.
It is that, by unanimoms vote, the Legislature of
Prince Edward Island have determined that, if they

eanpot obtain the carrying out of these terms in & fair

Mr., McINTYRE,

The troubie is not:

spirit and a proper manner, they will appeal to Her Majesty
tge Queen to dissvlve the terms of union between Prince
Edward Island and this Dominion. They forwarded that
memorial to this Government, and they got very little
satisfaction from the Government, They notified the Gov-
ernment that if they did not receive satisfaction, they would
appeal in person to Her Majesty the Queen; but when the
troubles broke out in the North-West last year, they
informed this Goverrment that, owing to those troubles,
they would not press the matter for immediate attention.
Bat the moment the troubles were over they insisted that
the Government should give their at'ention to this matter.
The Government did not give their attention to the matter,
the Government did nothing, and, as I will show directly,

‘the solemn promise made by the leader of the Government

in the Upper House, in the other branch of this Legislature,
was deliberately broken, The delegates went to England.
I am not, myself, of the opinion that the Loocal Government
was well advised. Notwithstanding the delay, notwith-
standing the inaction, and the persistent determination of
the Marine Department of this Dominion, that justice should
not be done to Prince Edward Island, I believe there is
enough of manly fair play in this House that, when the
facts are thoroughly understood, to insist that the Govern-
ment shall do its duty.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not object to a discussion upon the
whole question, if it is proper upon the motion before you.
But I think there is another motion on the Order paper
which will properly bring up this discussion, whereas this
one, I submit, does not do it.

Mr. DAVIES. 1 am surprised that the Minister of
Marine should object to the discussion of this matter. ‘What
is the motion ? My hon, colleague has asked for all cor-
respondence between the Marine Department and the cap-
tain of the Northern Light, relating to the discontinuance
of her trips during the month of February. Why, that is
the very kernel of the complaint we make. The terms of
union between the island and the Dominion provided that
the Dominion should keep up an efficient steam communi-
cation between that Province and the mainland, so as to
put the island into continuous communication with the
railway system of the mainland. The point of the motion
is that that contract has been broken during the past year,
and that doring the month of February communication was
not kept up as it should have been. The Minister must
have heard the statement which fell from the lips of my
colleague a moment ago, that he applied last autumn, and
since the present incumbent took ession of the office,
to have the Alert put on to assist the Northern Light, and
this application was refused, and, strong a supporter of th
Government as he is, he did not hesitate to say that th
refusal to put on the Alert was utterly unjustifiable. Why
Sir, does the hon. gentleman mean to tell me that I am not’
to disouss this question at all? Am I to sit silent and

listen to these utterances, when all my constituents are so

much interested, and when a delegation from the Govern-
ment of the island is just returning from laying 8 memorial
at the foot of the Imperial Throne, praying that justice may
be done ? I tell the hon. gentleman that unless I am put
down by the authority of the Speaker, I will not remain
silent. It is nonsense to talk that way, and the hon. gentle-
man knows it well. Now, Sir, I was proceeding to say,
when I was interrupted, that this delegation went home to
England and they presented to the Secretary of State for
the Colonies, to be laid at the foot of the Throne, a lengthy
memorial reciting all the facts in conneotion with this con-
tract made between the island and the Dominion, and recit-
ing the alleged breaches of faith on the garh of the Doemin-
ion. I was repeating that I am not satistied myself that the
Local Legislature took the proper course. I think, myself,
and I repeat It again, that there is enough fair play in this
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House, when the facts are thoroughly understood, to bring
such a pressure u h :
to do justice. believe the representatives from the
island are prepared at all times to press this matter
upon the attention of the Government, and the only
person to blame is the gentleman who has charge
of the Marine andFisheriesDe%Vartment, and the Government
of which he is a member. hy, Sir, I remember a few
years ago, before this Government came into power, that
not a Session passed in this House but the supporters of the
present Government took every ocoasion to demounce the
manner in which that service was then being carried out,
to deory and to denounce the Northern Light, the boat em-
ployed the Mackenzie Government to perform the ser-
vice, amf promised that if they came into &wer they
would remedy these grievances and put on a better and &
stronger boat. Sir, they came into power in the year 1878,
and that boat that they then denounced has remained in the
service from that day to this. Hon. members will under-
stand that beating, as she has, against icebergs and cakes of
ice, year in and year out, she is not improved at the end of
eight years; and those gentlemen, afier all the promiges
they made before coming into power, stand to-day convicted
of the fact that the state of things which they denounced
and decried in 1876-77-78 has been getting every year
worse and worse, and still they have taken no steps to
better it, so far as the Northern Laght is concerned. But, Sir,
those gentlomen from Prince BEdward Island went to Eng-
land, and they laid this matter at the foot of the Throne,
and we had a return brought down yesterday, in answer to
an Address moved for by the hon. member for King's.
I wish to call the attention of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries to the fact that this return contained a despatch
from Lord Granville to His Excellency the Governor
General, and it contains a memorial submitted by the
delegates who went to Eogland to see Lord Granville in
support to the petition of the Prince Edward Isiand Legis-
lature. It is & very lengthy document, and the return
contains a rejoinder from Sir Charles Tupper to that me-
morial, but it does not contain the document which was
referred to throughout the return, and that is, the minate
of Council presented by this Government in answer to the
petition of the Prince Edward Island TLogislature, 1 call
the attention of my hon. friend to that, and 1 ask him,
without & formal notice being given—becanse it would be
impossible to reach it for some time —that he bring down
that memorial, and 1 hope he will see his way clear to do
it. Well, 8ir, what does Lord Granville say in reply to
their appplication:

* I duly received your Lordship’sdespatch of the 19th November last,
encloging an approved report of & committee of the Privy Couneil for
Oanada, forwarding, with other papers, s joint address fo the Queen
from the Lagislative Oouncil and House of Assembly of Prince Edward
Island. This address prays that Her Majesty will require that justice be
done by the Goverament of Canada to Her Mejesty's loyal subjects of
that Province, by the immediate establishment and maintenance of
efficient ateam service for the conveyance of msils and passengers be-
tween this island aad the mainland of the Dominion, both winter and
sumumer, 80 a8 to place the island in continuous communieation with the
Intercolonial Railway and the railway system of the Dominion ; and
farther, that Her Majesty would be pleased to require that the Govern-
ment of Canada should compensatethe island for the loss whichitisalleged
has resulted to ita inhabitants by reason of the non-fulfilment of the
terma of Confederation in the particulars complained of in the address.
ie;l::‘ r:tgix_:z«‘in ﬁ)‘t“ mgesf?gchpof thoc 30th lof' gm with the farther

ittee o . .
tion appointed to support lie ;‘rgeroc;'ntile iﬁﬁ:ﬁb’m of the delega-
That is the document that I hope the hon. gentleman will
bring down ; it is not among these papers.

* Binoe the recsipt of these papers I have had ths pleasure of reesiv-
ing Mr. Sallivan, tﬁe Premier and Attorney-General
the Provincial Secretary of Prince Edwasd lriand, who had pobwrol

poin‘ed as delegates to Her Majesty’s Go p-
last month they attended her’f,',t’,pp' m-n"::nmnt. and on the 24th of

ce Bdward Island had addresseq th N |
that the Queen had no power either wécﬁ'é?:';: omﬁuﬁg

n the Government as will induce them | b

and favored me with a !
glil:-al statement of the sircamstances under which the Legislasure oaf i

constitation of Canada, to give any directions in this matter, and that,
erefore, Ishould not be able to advise Her Majesty (who had besn
pleased to recsive the address ver{ graciously) to take any action mpon
1t, but that it wounld give me much satisfaction if, by the exercise of any
friendly offices which I could tender, I should be able to comtribute to
the settlement of & gnonﬂon in which the Provincial Government were
so much interested. [ added that I had confidence in the kindly
spirit in whioh the matter at issue would be deslt with on both sides,
and this 'l'od me to hope that some acceptable arrangement might be
come t0.

Then he goes on to say:

¢ I then gave the delegates a copy of the report of the Privy Oouncil
of Oanada, dated the 7th of November last, which they had not pre-
viously received.”
Now, from that, it appears that the Prince Edward Island
Government need not expect to have much assistance from
Her Majesty’s Government, because it is stated very olearly
by Lord Granville that it does not come within his province
to compel the Dominion to carry out the terms of the
union. This is the proper place to bring up the grievance.
This Government have the power to remedy it, and they
have not done so. Now,in the year 1883 a commission was
appointed by this House to take evidenca upon this matter
and malke a report. Well, that commission made a report,
and among other things they reported in favor of improving
the servioe at the Oaf)es by building better boats, stations for
observation, a signal service, and boathouses on both sides.
Notwithstanding that, and notwithstanding the ocarrying
out of those recommendations, would oost only & few
thousand dollars, and notwithstanding the promise made
by the Ministry of the day that those recommendations would
be carried, 1883, 1884 and 1885 went by, and it was not
until members of Parliament were on their way to Ottawa
in the middle of winter, with the thermometer nearly 25
degrees below zero, that we found men digging through
the ice, trying to make foundations for the boathouses. It
was ridiculous, and it was an insult t0 members that the
foundation should be attempted to be laid in the middle of
winter and that men should be digging through ice three or
four feet deep. The boat-hounses are, hewever, done at last,
and some small measure of justive has at length been done
to our people, So far as regards that recommendation in
regard to boat-houses it is now complied with, and 1 may say
personally that I think they are very nice honses. I crossed
this winter much better than for yesars in this respect;
the boats were clean and nice, and so far as I was con-
cerned I had nothing of which to complain in the arrange-
ment, Iam aware that some of the members and pas-
sengers contend that the obarges are too high. I think
they are too high, Itis well known that some members
of Parliament have to carry a large quantity of baggage, for
which they are called upon to pay. Bat that is a small
matter, and il can, no doubt, be rectified by the Depart-
ment without bringing it before the House. Another
and the most important recommendation made was that in
regard to the steam service to be performed. The House is
aware, from the repeated statements made here, that during
three or four weeks of eveiy year it is found impossible to
carry on steam service. For those three or four weeks we
must always, until we build the tunnel or subway, be
obliged to cross by open boat service. I am not complain-
ing of the existing service; I am complaining of the
improper delay, the inexcusable delay, which has taken

lace in putting the service in anything like proper order.

hat bas been done in regard to the steam service? Oar
harbors frecze up some time before Christmas, aod just at
the very time when our people are anxious to export their
produce and take advantage, perhaps, of & rise in the
market, the steamboats are stopped, and our people can-
not export anything. My colleague has called attention to
the condition of the Northern Light—it was not intended
for a freight boat—and we hoped, and we had a right to
induige in the hope, from the expressions of Ministers, that
the Government would put an improved boat on that ser-
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vice. What did the committee recommend ?
mended :

‘¢ That the service between Georgetown and Pictou, at present per-

formed by the Northern Light, be continued, and as the evidence before
your committee goes to show that the Northern Light is fast becoming
unfit for service, we therefore recommend that another guitable steamer
be provided to take her place.’’
Such was the recommendation of the committee,a majority
of whom were supporters of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
it was made after hearing witnesses give their testimony.
What have the Government done ? They have done noth-
ing. They were aware that the terms of union be-
tween Prince Hdward lsland and Canada have not been
kept ; that serious grievances were suffered by the people
o_f Prince Edward Island because of the Government's inac-
tion and broken faith ; they were aware that public meet-
ings were being held condemning that inaction on the part
of theGovernment ; they were aware that the Legislature
-had petitioned the Queen for redress, that delegates were
fomg home ; and still the Government did nothing. When
1 say they have done nothing, I mean they have done noth.
ing except make promises which they have afterwards
broken, When I allege they have made promises which
they have afterwards broken, I wish to prove that charge
by reference to the records. In 1884 this matter was
brought to the attention of the Senate by Hon. Mr. Hay-
thorne in a lengthy and able speech, in which he pressed
upon the Government the expediency of making prepara-
tions to replace the steamship Northern Light. I will not trou:
ble the House with the hon. Senator’s remarks, but I will give
a quotation from the reply of the leader of the Government
in the Senate—the official reply, the reply that was at once
telegraphed to Prince Edward Island and published in all
the newspapers, the reply that was quoted everywhere as
evidence of the Government’s intention to do something like
Jjustice at last to the island. This is what Hon. Sir Alex-
ander Campbell said :

“ The notice that the hon. gentleman from Charlottetown has given is
that he will ¢ call the attention of the Government to the expediency of
making timely preparation for replacing the steamship Northern Light
by a new vessel combining such improvements in design and construc-
tion as modern experience dictates.” In reply to the enguiril may 8ay
that the Marine Dapartment has entered into & contract for the building
of a wooden screw steamer for lighthouse service in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, and it is intended to build this vessel with extra strong timbers,
sheath her with green heart, and plate her bows with steel or Iron, so as
to fit hewfor ice navigation and assist the Northern Light when neces-
sary. She will be ready for service in Qctober next. Itis also intended
1o repair the Northern Light thoroughly next season, replacing all de-
fective timbers and plank, and otherwise strengthening the vessel and
fitting her thoroughly for winter navigation. There would then be,
therefore, for the service of the Government in or near these straits the
Northern Light, thoroughly restored and strengthened, and this new
vessel which is now being constructed, and which is to be finished in
October, so that the valuable suggestion of my hon. friend would be

acted upon and there would be another vessel there in the event of an
accident happening to one of them."

There was the acknowledgment on the part of the leader
of the Government in the Upper House that those griev-
ances were well fonnded, and a solemn promise on his part
that they would be removed, for the statement was made
"by him thata vessel was then in course of building which
wounld be sheathed and prepared in such a way as to be able
to assist the Northern Light in this winter work, and the
expresgsion of the Minister's opinion that the vessel would
be ready for service on the following October. We have
never heard of this vessel in Prince Edward Island; she
has never made or attempted to make a trip in winter; she
has never attempted to assist the Northern Light. If the
Minister of Marine, listened to the telegrams which the hon,
member for King's read, he would have found that the neces-
sity of such a vessel being sent to navigate the Straits of
Northumberland was acknowledged by the Department of
Marine. The Department was telegraphed 1n January, 1884,
that the Northern Light was incapable of doing the wor

that she was almost worn out; and the fact of the matter

Mr, DAvizs,

It recom-

was that in the opinion of many skilful men the vessel was
so unfit as to be dangerous for the work. Whatdid the
Government do? They simply telegraphed to the captain
that they would hold him responsible for the safety of
the vessel, and they warned him not to run any risk in the
matter. The construction pit upon that telegram by the
captain—and he was correct in drawing that conclusion—
was that he must lay up the vessel and not attempt to per-
form the service, Apd he did so. On 16th January a
telegram was received by the captain as follows :—

¢ Pelegram received urging Department order you run; responsibility
is with you ; expect you to run no umdue risk."’
This was from the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. What
construction could the captain of the Northern Light put
upon it ? He could not avoid running risks when he took his
vessel out into the Straits of Northumberland, and forced
her through the ice. On 18th January Captain
Finlayson received a telegram from the Department of
Marine as follows :—

« With knowledge of ice you must bs judge, and held responsible for
safety of boat ; incur no undue risk.”’
In a letter dated Ottawa, 12th January, 1884, the Deputy
Minister of Marine writes Captain Finlayson :

¢ Referring to my letter to you of the 14th December, 1882, I have
again to ingtruct you to use your own judgment as to when the Northern
Light should run,and not to be goverued.b{ directions from any persons,
as the Department will hold you responsible for the safety of the vessel,
and you are to incur no risk whereby the safety of the vessel may be
endangered by being caught ia the ice.’’
If the captain is to run no risks of having his vessel caught
in the ice, he must not go out at all. For what reason was
the boat built except to be caught in the ice? Yet this
letter is sent by the Department.

Mr. FOSTER, No such instruction was given. The hon.
gentleman says the captain was instructed to run no risk.
He will find no such instruction there.

Mr, DAVIES. I was reading the official letter itself
containing the instructions. It says:
¢ The Department will hold you responsible for the safety of the ves-

gel, and you are to incur no risk whereby the safety of the vessel may
be endangered by being caught in the ice,”’
Those are not my words, they are the words of the Depart-
ment. It continues:

¢ No risk also is to be incurred for the purpose of carrying over any
particular passenger or passengers.’’
What is he there for? How can she go out in the ice in
winter, without running some risk? He says you are not
to run any risk by going out irto the ice, and his construo-
tion of the order was that he was not to go out at all, and
those conversant with the matter knew why the instruc-
tions were sent from the Department; they were aware
that at that time the Northern Light was not fit to go out,
and they left the people of the Island for that season with
hardly any means of access. They suffered all the incon-
venience and loss arising from the want of a proper boat.
And then we have the promise of Sir Alexander Campbell,
that a new boat is 10 be built and is to be ready in Ootober
to take the place of the Northern Light. 1 charge that that
solemn promise has been broken and violated, that no
attempt has been made to keep it ; that the Lansdowne was
not sent there to assist the Northern Light,and that the peo-

le of the island have been grossly deceived in the matter.
}) find that Sir Alexander Campbell apologi-.ed because his
promise was not kept, and said he had done all he could in
the matter. Last Session when the promise which I have just
read and the fact that his promise had not been carried out,
was brought to his notice, he said :

My hon. friend from Prince Edward Island, who introduced this
subject to the notice of the House, has, 1 think, just ground for com-
plalnt—ground for complaint,Iam sorry to think perbaps against myself,
! although really, as he has almost admitted, [ am not responsible for the
! non-execution of the measures which, from time to time, I have been
. authorised by the Government to prowise in this Houge,”
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The leader of the Government in the Senate was not respon-
sible, and why ? He says :

Y made that promise with the authority of the then Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, and, as is my constant practise, the very day the
promise was made, I wrote to the Minister of Marine and Fisheries that.
gursnsnt to what he had told me, I made the ﬁromi'e, and that [ hoped

e would keep it in mind. I afterwards called attention to it, and
there were reasons which were more or less sound—! can hardly say
soued—which made the delay more or less excusable.’’

That is the answer—the official answer that at this day is
given to the people of the island who have been for so
many years complaining, and justly complaining, of the bit-
teninjustice they were suffering under, in the want of atten-
tion and care which they were led to expeoct frora this Gov-
ernment in carrying out the terms ofunion. He had made
the promise, the promise was nut kept, and he excused
himself by saying that he had commaunicated to the head
of the Department, who said there were reasons more or
less sound—he would not say they were sound—why the
promise was not kept. For my own t I expeot in
tuture a repetition of the same state of tﬁ?; ; 1 expeot
no improvement unless the hon. gentleman is brought to a
sense of his duty by language a little stronger than tiit
wkich has been used to-day by my .colleague from Queen’s.

My colleague 1o some extent palliated his want of diligence
by saying that he was engaged in other matters, Sir, what
have we to do with that ? Surely his Department, which
was subdivided only & year or two ago, which is swarming
with employees, could find time enough to attend to & mat.
ter of this kind—to attend to the solemn promise made with
one of the Provinces of the Dominion, that efficient steam
commanication would bo kept up. That excuse will not
be accepted as an excuse by me, and I am sure it
will not be accepted by the constituency I represent.
I complain that in this matter the present Govern-
ment are doubly responsible—responsible in the sense
that before they came into power they acknowledged
that this service was inefficient, and in fact they denounced
the Northern Light, which was almost a new boat, as being
unfit for the service, and promised to put on a better boat.
They were aware of the complaints of the manner in which
that service was carried out; they promised to do better;
they were aware of all the facts; they came in and instead
of doing better they did worso. They bave kept on the
same boat year after year, when it was batlered and anfit
to do the work, and then they notified the captain of the
boat that he was not to incur any risks at all. They have
deliberately _broken the contract with the island, and
aithough Fdid not approve of the delegates going at the
Ppresent stage of the case to lay their complaints before the
Queen, still [ think the people of Prince Edward Island
have good cause for resorting to extreme measures in this
regard, when at the end of seven or eight years gince the
Northern Light was there, we find that the promise of the
leader of the Government that another boat would be sent
there, is broken and no attempt is made to it out.
My colleague from Queen’s asks that the Alert should be
g:t, on, 1l eay itis time another and a better boat should

built for that service. The other boat has done
pretty good work, so far as she was able, but
the hon. gentleman must see that a boat cax;rdying
out the arduous service in which she is engaged, of
ramming against Leavy masses of ice for seven or eight
seasons, must become uunfit for the service. I say that from
beginning to end of the time this Government have been in
power, they have bungled this service badly, and that
there is hardly a gleam. of light in the whole story from
beginning to end.  We have year after year made my com-
laint in this House ; the Senators representing the island
ave dune the same thing in the Senate; we have official
answers time and again that the matter will be taken into
consideration, and it all comes to nothing, and I su
our debates here will have no effect nntif and unlees an

election comes off, and then any number of promises will be
made, and official notices sent, and all kinds of inducements
held out to the people of the island to lead them to believe
that this work will be done. Well, Sir, we must judge the
fature by the past, and I say the record of the past has been
a record of inaction anl delay—inexcusable inaction and
delay—from beginning to end since this Government came
into power.

Mr. HACKETT. I had not intended—as the motion of
the hon. member for Queens had reference simply to the
orders sent to the captain of the Northerm Light—to make
any remarks on this subject, but as the hon. gentleman
who has just resnmed his seat has gone into the whole
question of the terms of union between Prince Edward Is-

land and the Dominion of Cavada, I feel it to be my daty

to make a few observations. This question is one of great

importance to the people of Prince Edward Island. ; i:.l ‘l
an

question with regard to which all party feelin
purty considerations have been sunk by the people of the
island, As the hon. member for Queen’s (Mr. Jenkins)
said in his opening remarks, the principal inducement held
out to the people of Prince Edward Island at the time of
Confederation, was that the Dominion of Canads would keep
up continnous steam communioation, winter and saummer,
between the island and the muinland, I will read once
more that paragraph of the contraot:

¢¢ Efficient steam service for the conveyance of mails and passengars
to be established and maintained between the island and the Dominion
winter and summer, thus placing the island ia continuous communica~
tion with the Intercolonial Railway and the railway system of the
Dominion.”
You will see by that clause of the agreement that the
Dominion Government were to place the Island Railway on,
at any rate, the same basis as the Intercolonial Railway and
other railways of the Dominion, thus providing continuous
communication, winter and summer, between the island
and the mainland, This offor was made at the time of the
Confederation of the original four Provinces. Prince Edward
Island was invited to co-operate, and did participate to a
certain extent in the discussion at that time, Delegates from
the island attended the convention at Quebee, and laid the
claims of the island before that convention. Certain offers
were made to those delegates; those offers were laid before
the people of the island by the delegates, and rejected. The
people of the island were at that time in & very prosper-
ous condition, They had the control of their own revenue,
they had wuo deficit, they were carrying on the
affairs of the colony with a very small taxation, and they
argued in this way: If we throw in ounr lot with the
Dominion of Canada we shall lose our antonomy, and, being
part of the Dominion, we shall not be able to have the same
voice in the affairs of our country that we have now, and
shall not be able to manage our affairs with the same
economy that we do now. They therefore rejected the
terms offered in 1867. The Dominion afterwards made an
offer of very liberal terms. This very agreement that the
Dominiou would keep up communication, winter and sum-
mer, between the island and the mainland was embraoed in
those terms. The people of the island, althoagh they con-
sidered that this qffer was very much more favorable to
them than the previous one, still rejected it, and although a
number of influential gentlemen on the island were at
that time advocating uuionm, still the people rejected
the offer. However, the seed had been sown, and those
gentlemen in favor of union held up to the people of the
Province this inducement: They said, We are isolated from
the mainland during six months of the year, and we are
offered, in these terms, continuous commaunication, if we
become part of the Dominion. That great country will
have the means to out this part of the conmtract,
which will render great benefit to the people of this Pro-
vince, After some years the poople of the island came
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to look at the matter in that light, and in 1873 they
accepted the terms in good faith and became part of this
Confederation. From that time until 1876 nothing of any
%reat. importance was done to carry out the terms of the

nion. Of course, during 1874 not much could be expect-
ed, as it was the first year the island was-in the Union. But
in 1875, the Government of the hon. member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie) placed a boat between
Pictou and Georgetown for the purpose of carrying
out the terms to some extent. That boat was known as
the Alert, But she was not built for that service, and she
proved a complete failure. The people of the island did
not expeot much at that time, but they were clamoring ;
and the Government, no doubt urged by the representatives
of the Provinoe, purchased the Northern Light, which was
then on the stocks at Quebec, This boat was not built for
navigating the ice in the gulf, but for navigating the lower
8t. Lawrence, The builder of the vessel, Mr. Sewell,
ﬁmught he could keep up the navigation, and the boat was
pure

ased for that purpose. That boat has proved, to a |
certain extent, a failure. She has done the work, to some!

extent, as the hon. member for Queen’s has said, and as the
mover of this motion has admitted ; but as for completely
fulfilling the terms of union, she has not done so, as she
was not intended for that service. Mr, Sewell was here in
1879 or 1880, and I had the pleasure of an interview with
him. He said that the boat was too light for that service,
and he advocated catting her in two and adding twenty or
thirty feet to her. However, his suggestion was not
acted upon, and she was sent down to the island, and I can-
not say that there was any jobbery or corruption in con-
nection with that boat. She made the attempt to go into
the harbor of Charlottetown and she failed, and was laid up
for that year. The next year Mr. Sewell went down, and
managed to keep up some communication. Now, the
mover of this resolution says the boat is not adapted to that
service. I can quote very good authority on that subject—
Captain Archibald Finlayson, who had been on that boat,
and who was examined before the committee referred to by
the hon. member for Queen’s, as follows:—

4 What is your occupation ?—I am a master mariner and pilot on the
Northern Light,

“ How long have {ou been pilot on the Northern Light #—Six winters.

¢ And are you still 7—Yes.
. % And pilot on the summer boats, too 7—Yes.

‘ How many years have you been pilot ?—Sixteen years.

‘4 Sixteen eonsecutive years ?—Yes.”’
You will agree with me that this is a gentleman whose
oginion upon these matters ought to carry great weight.

e was asked what was the best model for establishing
communication, and he said a Newfoundland steamer,

‘Do you think they could be hurried through the ice the same as the
Northern Light ; do you think they would do better than the Northern
Light, if in & hurry and on the same route ?—Yes, if they had power

enough ; but these Newfoundland boats have not nearly the same power
that we have.

;Bu} you think their model is superior to that of the Northern Light?
—Yes. ,
Then he was asked if the boat would not do better if man-
aged in the way Captain Sewell expeoted her to- be man-
aged, that is, when she got on the ice, she was to be rolled,
80 a8 to break the ice ahead of her. He was asked :
-. % When we had an interview with Qaptain Sewell he spoke of (when
the vesgel got into the ice) of rolling her ; were you on board of her
when he was there ?—No, [ was not on her the first winter.

‘ He tried that, did he not ?—Yes, but it would be impossible to keep

rolliniaher. .
i t was the idea he had when he got up the model 7—I do not
know where the poor man got the model.’’

This t;gilot; of the Northern Light had such a poor opinion of

her that he did not know where Capt. Sewell got the model.

Now, the mover of this motion made reference to the

sto?ime;t Alert, Sh:disla Newfoundland steamer, and she is

‘00 doubt 8 good model for cutting through the ioe, but I
Mr. Haoxsrr, '

understand that she has not sufficient power. She has only
an engine of 40 or 50 horse-power, which is not sufficient to
keep up navigation between the island and the mainland. If
the engine and boiler of the Northern Light were in the
Alert she would be able to keep up the service better than
the Northern Light, but I do not at all advocate the placing
of an old vessel like the Alert on the service. The Northern
Light is very much the worse of wear, and in a year or
two more will become a complete wreck. Therefore, I
think, it becomes the duty of the Government to construct
a boat specially for that service, from the experience
they now have of the Northern Light. o will
know what is required, and make such improvements
as are necessary in the building of a good boat for
the purpose of keeping up communication between the
island and the mainland, The committee to which the hon.
member for Queen’s (Mr. Davies) referred, and which sat
here, in 1883, for the purpose of investigating this matter,
made a report containing ocertain recommendations. The
hon. gentleman said no honest attempts had been made to
carry out the terms of Confederation with the island. Well,
It‘lo not know what he would call an honest attempt, but 1
think the expeaditure ot money by the present Govern-
ment has been in the direction of making an honest attempt
to keep up the communication. Let the hon, gentleman
look at the report of the committee, and he will find that,
after careful examination of all the evidence that could be
obtained from men experienced in steam navigation and as
captains of ice boats crossing the Straits, the commiltee re-
ported : .

¢ The evidence of the officers examined is also to the effect that the
steamer is not sufficient to overcome the difficulties of the winter navi-
gation, and although they suggest slight improvements on her model
which would better fit her for the purposes for which she was intended,
still are unanimonsly of opinion that no steamship can be built capable
of keeping up continuous communication in midwinter between the
island and the mainland.”

Thus, it was the opinion of that committee that no steamer
could be constrncted which would continuously keep up
communication ; and this opinion was reached after mature
consideration and the examination of witnesses of great
experience in these matters. Now, I say the expenditure
of this Government has been in the direction of honestly
and faithfully carrying out the terms of the union. The
hon. gentleman knows that, in 1883, a sum was voted by
this Parliament for the purpose of constrancting & branch
railway connecting the Island Railway with Cape Traverse;
he knows that a subsidy was granted to a compauy for the
construction of a railway on the mainland, between Sack-
ville and Cape Tormentine, thus bringing the railways down
to the water's edge, and leaving only the straits, a
distance of eight miles, to be overcome, and to over-
come which an hon. gentleman in another place has
matured & scheme, known as the subway or tunnel
scheme, which has for object the laying down of a submarine
tunnel betwoen the island and the mainland. That tunnel
can all the more readily be constructed, now that the rail-
ways are down to the water's edge. It will require, of
course, an expenditare of a large amount of money, but the
people of Prince Bdward Island consider, if the building of
the tunnel be feasible and practicable—and we have the
authority of an engineer of such high standing as the hon,
member for Grenville (Mr. Shanly) that it is, and will not
cost the sum of $5,000,000,—the Government shouid offer
subsidies to a company to build the tunnel, or build the
tunnel themselves, - I say, therefore, that the building of
the railways to the water’s edge, leaving only the stra:ts to
be crossed, has been an expenditure in the right direction,
and has shown an honest attempt on the part of the
‘Government to keep faith with the island, But further
expenditure has also taken place. The hon. gentleman is so
extremely partisan, that, even in- discussing a question of
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8o vast importance to the island as this, he cannot divest
himself of his partisanship. If there is any question on
which we ought to get rid of our party feelings it is this,
for we cannot expeot, while we are divided in this way, to
accomplish anything of importance. The hon. gentleman
raid nothing has been done. Why, $130,000 or $140,000
have been expended in bnﬂdinﬁ theOuEe Traverse Railway.
Boathouses have also been built, of which he admitted the

reat convenience and accommodation afforded by them.
%Ie knows further that this last year the Government, act-
ing on the recommendation of the committee in 1883, took
that servioe over, Instead of letting it by contract as for-
merly, they organised it a8 a Government service, at the
cost of & large addition of public money, but enhancing the
value of the service to the people by securing them
their mails with much greater readiness. I am aston-
ished that the hon. gentleman will not give credit to the
Government for doing that much. The other recommenda-
tions made by the committee have been.acted upon. In
fact, it was only in 1883, after this committee had reported,
that auy practical results could be accomplished. Before
that the people of the island themselves were divided in
their opinion. One section desired communication between
Georgetown and Pictou, others desired it to start from the
Cape, and others from Charlottetown ; and in 1882 the hon.
gentleman himself declared he had not made up his mind
as to which scheme should be adopted. Bat after the com-
mittee of 1883 had reported, the Government acted upon
some of their recommendations; as I have already shown.
They took over the service, and made a Government service
of it; they increased the number of boats and the number of
men employed ; they built five new boats and placed them
on the route; they built boathouses; they provided
also rowboats, but these boats did not come up to the expec-
tation of hon. gentlemen who recommended them. E‘?e
committee, however, arrived at the conclusion that it was
impossible to construct any stenmer which could keep up
continuous communication, so that the Government cannot
literally fulfil the terms of the union unless they adopt the
scheme so ably advocated by Senator Howland. I may here
refer to a matter, which, though only a local one, is con-
sidered of great importance to the island, and is at present
the subject of correspondence in the newspapers. The
gentleman there, who kept up the service between the
1sland and the mainland for the last 30 years, expected he
would be placed in charge of the Government service when
the Government took it over. He had carried on the service
very efficiently. Of course he was a contractor under the
Government, and received a certain amount for each trip,
but he kept the service up under great difficalties and
danger, to the saticfaction of the people, and he thought,
being still in the prime of life, active and having experi-
ence which ro other man in the country could have, he
would be placed in charge of that service. Bat the
Government, acting, no doubt, as they thought, wisely,
sent down an officer of their own. Last year, a very seri-
ous accident occurred at a crossing there, which became
the subject of enquiry by the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries. The Department sent down one of their own officers,
Captain McElhinney, to enquire closely into the causes of the
accident. He examined the parties and reported to the
Minister. I do not know whether his reports were confi-
dential or not, but he made certain recommendations, and
the Department considered that, as he was down there en-
quiring into these charges, he was best qualified to organise
# Government service. I do not think it was the intention
of the Government that he should remain longer than
Decessary to organise the service. I fully agree with the
hon, Minister that it was a r and businesslike course
to adopt to entrust the captain with the organisation of the
service, but after the service had been o ised and his
recommendations carried into effect; it was only right thas

the gentleman, who for so many - bad  kept
up oommunication, shouli be placed in ocharge of
the service. Owing, however, to some lack of dis-
oretion on his part, I understand the Minister
oould mnot appoint him, and the muatter is at pre.
sent engaging the attention of the people of the island.
This service requires great judgment and great experience.
It is not an ordinary service; it is an extraordioary ser-
vice; and no man can undertake to faithfaily and eficiently
carry it out without great experienee in this matter; and
although the service has been very efliciently performed.
this year, and the mails have been carried with greater
regularity, still the season has been a very favorable one,
and, if any obstacle had been thrown in the way, the ser-
vice might not have been so efficiently performed, and if
any accident had taken plase it would have been felt that
the gentleman who kopt up the service 80 many years.
should have been still in charge of it. I trost Mr. Irvine,

to whom I allude. will be placed in charge of theservice in a.
short time. There is nota man in the country, from one end
to the other, who is better qualified to carry on that service,
and he is one of our own people. The man who was there
last season is, no doubt, a very good official and & very
good man, and he has enforced very good rules there, and
the service has been very faithfully carried out, but heis a
permanent official here, and I think he is required in the
Department, and that he should be kept here, and should
allow the service on the island to be taken oharge of by
gentlemen of greater experience. The hon. member for
Queen’s (Mr, Davies) said the island Legislature had passed
a resolution stating that, unless the terms of Union were
fulfilled, they would dissolve the Union, That is not the
fact. The Legislature ed no such resolution. - The.
people of the island and = the Legislature are
determined to have the terms of Union fulfilled,
but they have no desire to dissolve the Union,
They are a loyal people, They entered the Union
in good faith, and they intend to remain in the Union if they
can get fair play, and no man in the island has yet been
bold enough to propose to dissolve the Union. They carried
their grievance to the foot of the Throne, and they are
anxiously waiting to ascertain the results of the delegation
to England, The hon. gentleman says it was an ill-advised
move. I say it was not an ill-advised move. I do not see
that the Legislature could do anything else. They have
memorialised the Dominion Government, they have sent
their addresses to the Queen, and they felt it to be their
dnty to proceed to England and lay their grievance at the
foot of the Throne ; and our only hope is that the interven-
tion of the Imperial Government will be such that their
influence with the present Dominion Government, who,
a8 [ said before, have been expending money, to
some extent, in the right direction there, will
cause the terms of Union to be fulfilled between
the island and the mainland. The hon. gentleman has
referred to a speech made in another place by the leader of
the House there, I do not know that the hon. the leader

of that House fully considered his statement on that ocoasion.
When he said that the Government had already, as far as
they could, kept faith with the island, he made a great mis-
take. The Government have not fulfilled the terms as
far as they possibly could. A great deal more could be
done, and I hope that opinion is not entertained by the
majority of the members of the Government ; because, if it
ia, and if they believe that faith has been kept with the
island, the pe>ple of the island koow that faith has not
been kept with them, and they are agitating for their rights
aud privileges guaranteed to them at the time of Confedera-
tion. Although the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davies) spesks
very lightly of the present Government, I have the fullest
confidence that there is no man in the country who has a
better intention or desire to earry out the terms of Uwmion
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with Prince Edward Island than the right hon, the leader
of the present Government. If we are ever to have the
terms carried out and the compact kept, we will have to get
it from that high statesman who has shown such progressive
ideas and wishes to cement this great Confederation from
the Pacific to the Atlantic Ocean.

Mr. FOSTER. I congratulate the hon, member who has
just taken his seat on the temperate and reasonable way in
which he has discussed this question, which is one of great
moment to the people of Prince Edward Island, and to the
people of the Dominion as well. I do not think anything is
gained, in questions of this kind, by attempting to place
them immediately upon a partisan basis. I think, where a
Province is interested, as the Province of Prince Edward
Island is, in getting a better and an increasingly better
communication between it and the mainland, it is one of
the questions which may appeal to all the sections of the
people of that island and may be discussed and settled on
non-partisan basis. It is in that spirit, I think, that my

- hop, friend who has just sat down (Mr. Hackett) and my
hon. friend from Queen’s by his side (Mr. Jenkins) have
approached this subject, and I am sure that what they have
said will not prejudice their cause with the Government or
the House or the people of the island who look to them to
further their interest in this matter. I want to disclaim the
idea that my hon friend from Queen’s(Mr.Davies)wished to
make prominent, that I desired to prevent him from discuss-
ing this question. I did not. I do not think it would be in
keeping to restrain this discussion in its breadth, but my
impression was that there was a motion on the Order paper
which would have brought up the whole question, I find,
on looking over the paper, that it is not there, and I sup-
pose it was swept off with other undebated motions a day
or two ago. It was in connection with that that I said it
would be better to discuss this question by itself, and to
take the other discussion when the main motion came up.
It was not that I did not wish to have a full and free dis-
cndsion of the matter. My hon. friend, in the first place,
committed himself to a rather untenable position. He con-
demned this Government for not keeping faith with Prince
Edward Island, in not keeping up a continuous communica-
tion between the mainland and the island; and a few
moments afterwards he said that, in his opinion, it was im-
possible to keep up that continuous communication, that
there must be a period of a number of weeks in the winter
season when it would be altogether impossible to keep up
an efficient steam communication between the island and
the mainland, so that this acknowledged impossibility
precludes complaint on the part of the hon. member.
I commend that opinion of his to the people of Prince
Edward Island, as stating at the outset of this dis-
cussion that he believes that the demand the people of
the island have sent up that there should be continuous
steam communication, is an impossibility. I think he is
Dot quite right in saying that this Government have done
nothing, that they have practically, from 1878 to 1886,
taken no honest step, made no honest endeavor to bring the
geople of the island closer to the people of the mainiand

y greater facility of communication. I do not think the
hon. gentleman would say that in private conversation, or

.in a reasonable discussion betweén man and man, because
it is not true. I ask whether this grievance did not exist
from 1873 to 1878, when the hon. gentleman's party was in

wer, and I ask what steps were taken to mitigate the
imcuity of communication between Prince Hdward Island
and the mainland between 1873 and 1878 ?

Mr, DAVEES. Do you wish me to answer ?

Mr. FOSTER. 1 do not say that no steps were taken, I
say, on the eon , that some steps were taken, but I say
that the whole drift of..the hon. gentleman’s speeches goes
to show thab noTsufficient steps were taken by that 507-

Mr, Haoxzrr,

ernment from 1873 to 1878, for up to to-day he declares
that the communication is not at all satisfactor{, that faith
has not been kept; that promises have been broken, and
that the condition of things is not at all what it should bs,
when it is 50 per cent, better now than it was at any time
during the period from 18173 to 1878. It is impossible to
forget the geographical difficulties, and with all deference
to the opinion of the hon. member for Queen’s, in my eye,
I believe that the vast majority of those who, in the com-
mittee moved by himself, gave their testimony stated that
it was impossible to carry on continuous and efficient steam
communication for mails, passengers and freight, between
the mainland and the island, during the whole of every
winter season, I think the committee's report goes to
show that, and I think that opinion is based fairly well
upon the evidence taken. So that if between 1873 and
1878 so little has been done, and between 1878 and 1886
much more, although as contended not yet enough, has been
done to bring this communication to a proper basis, it shows,
not that there has been & lack of energy or of honesty on the
part of either Government, but it shows that the difficulties
to be overcome were very serious, that they called for 2 great
deal of observation, that they called for tentative steps to be
taken, which could not be unduly hastened and completed
at once, and which, in the very natuare of things, could only
be gradually accomplished. This gradual accomplish-
ment, I think, this Government has been, and is to-
day, performiog, and is honestly endeavoring to
solve the problem of commupication between the island and
the mainland. Sir, in the extqnsion of the Prince Edward
[sland Railway which was built by this Government,
and for which a large sum of money was spent to
accommodate the Prince Edward Island side, in the subsidy
which was given for a railway from the main line of the
Intercolonial Railway up to Cape Tormentine, for which
a large sum of money was voted, in all these expenditures
what has been accomplished ? This has been done,
that the several and necessary steps to as complete
a fulfilment as can be had of satisfactory commaunica-
tion between the island and the mainland, have been
accomplished, so that only the final steps remain to be
taken towards getting as good & communication in that line
as we can possibly have. For when dyou have & railway
running through Prince Edward Island and bringing you
down to Cape Tormentine, when you have boathouses builé
there, when you have the narrowest line of winter
communication between that and the mainland, when
there you are able immediately to take train on a railway
subsidised and built by the Dominion Government, and
which puts you into communication with the railway sys-
tem of the whole continent, I say a great deal has been done
to bring affairs to a state and condition where the final step,
whatever it may be, can more easily and more satisfactorily
be taken. Now, one word with reference to the ice-boat
accommodation, The committee, which was formed, I
think, in 1883, reported in that year, and said that certain
things could be done and certain things could not be done.,
One thing that could not be done was to keep up
efficient and continuous steam communication between
the mainland and the island by the way of Pictou
and Georgetown or Charlottetown and Souris. That
was the conclusion, I think, the committee came to, and
it was based upon good evidence. Necessarily, therefore,
there must be an interregnum of a grealer or lesser
extent in the communication on that line in the winter
season, The committee also came to the conolusion
upon the evidence that & good deal might be done to make
better winter communication between the capes, and they
recommended that certain things be done, that lighthouses
be built, that better boats be made, that this service be
taken under charge of the Government. Athough they
took time to do it, yet it has been done, and now my hon,
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friend mhles after it is done, while he ought to
have done all his grumbling before that was done; but
he grambles every year. He is & most unreasonable man
in that respect, becanse after the thing has been done, and
done to his satisfaction, and he pays a tribute to the good
way in which it has been done, he still gets up and delivers
himselt of the chronic grumbling that is pent up in his
bosom, and which he seems unhappy not to get rid of.

Mr. DAVIES. There are 100,000 people grumbling.

Mr. FOSTER. But he should now make a very graceful
acknowledgment that at last & good thing had been done, and
that he was happy to compliment the Government upon it.
Now, some of the evidence given in that report goes to show
that something more may be done to make communication
between the capes more satisfactory and more safe, by
putting a steam vessel, of & certain size and power, on
the route between the capes. However, that is a debatable

int. My hon. friend immediately shakes his head.

o does not believe that it can be improved. My hon.
friend in another section of this House would say
that he thought it could be done, and that this com-
munication might be muech improved in that way.
When doctors disagree; when men who are nearly inter-
ested in the matter disagree; when men coming from the
very Province where this is of vital interest disagree, it
shows that there is difficulty, and that this difficulty is not,
as my hon. friend said, altogether the faunlt of the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, and of the Government, as he stated
a little while ago. Now, with reference to the Northern
Light and the Alert my hon. friend condemned me for not
having listened to the junior member for Queen’s and put
on the Alert, and yet I think the hon. member said that he
did not believe the Alert was a vessel that coumld do the
work of going through the ice. If he did not, certainly
other gentlemen from Prince Edward Island did.

Mr. DAVIES, Idid not make a statement on the snbject,

becanse [ have not a sufficient knowledge of the Alert to'

form an opinion.

Mr. FOSTER. Some other hon, gentleman from Prince
Edward Island did, which goes again to show there is &
difference of opinion about the matter. Now, I did not put
on the Alert, nor did my iredecessor in this office put on
the .Alert, simply because he came to the conclusion that
ehe did not possess the power necessary to make her way
through the hard ice during the winter between these two
pointe. The junior member for Queen’s has made a sugges-
tion that during this summer the Government shoald take
this whole matter into consideration to see whether the
Alert, if provided with larger engines and made more
powerful, would be able to carry out what he believes is
fuasible, or, at least, make the attempt to ascertain whether
a vessel on her model, but with greater power, could keep up
continaous communication between these two points. That
suggestion is worthy of consideration, and I shall have great
pleasurein giving to it all the consideration it deserves, and
if anything can be done to make that communication between
Georgetown, Charlottetown and Souris on that side, and
Pmt_ou on the mainland, better, and shorten the period of
the interregnum, I shall gladly do my best to have that
thing done. Whatever is best to be done, and can be done
with fair and reasonable cost, in order to put the people of
the island more nearly on a footing with the people on the
mainland, it is the object of this Government to do, and it
is the object of the Department over which I now preside,
to iy to accomplish. Now, 1 do not think my hon. friend
(Mr Davies) was quite wise in bringing up that old threat
of a dissolution, in case snch and such & thing were not
done. I do not believe that the common sense and honest
hearts of the people of Prince Edward Island have ever yet
made such a manifesto, or will ever o raise the question of
a dissolation.
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| secured to the people of Prince

Mr. DAVIES. I rise to s point of order, I think the
hon. gentleman is under a misapprehension as to what I
said. I never intimated as my opinion that the people of
Prince Edward Island should seek a dissolution of the Union.
On the contrary, I said that the Conservative Government
had passed s memorial through the Legislature asking that
unless the terms ot Union were carried oat the Union
should be dissolved, and they had sent some delegates to
England to further the prayer of the memorial, but I
thought they had taken an improper course,

Mr. FOSTER. The hon, gentleman's argument, if it had
any point, was intended to raise the threat of dissolving
the %nion in order to bring greater attention of the
Government to this question of better communioation
between the mainland and the island., I eay that I do not
think the people of Prince Edward Island believe in that
method. I believe they have a fair sense of the difionlties of
the position in which, geographically, they are placed, and if
they see this Government doing in the fature as it has done
in the past, its best, within any reasonable expense, to solve
that question, the people will remain loyal to the Oonfede-
ration and will be satisfied with any earnest and honest
attempt to solve this important question. I have nothing
more to say upon this subject except with regard to the
reading by the hon. member for King's of certain raphs
from newspapers. I did not quite hear what they were;
but I think they were criticisms upon the delsys which
oocurred during this winter. Of course, newspapers do
much ocriticism : sometimes they are ri ht and once in &
while it does happen they are wrong, and I think it is better
to judge by the reports of responsible officers, who are
competent to judge of the facts, than by newspaper
criticisms. The delay this winter was not due to a
detective boiler, it was not due to defective machinery, it
was simply due to the geographical position of the
island and to the ice which forms there whether we make
laws for it or against it. The vessel did the best she could.
The hon. gentleman made a point of the instructions which
were sent by the Department to the captain of the Northern
Light. Those instructions were wired; and I call atten-
tion to this, that the oaptain was not instructed to incur no
risk, but he was instructed to incur no undue risk, xed I
hold the Department would not have been justified in
ordering an experienced captain, with &b experienced
engineer, who were on the spot, and who knew the
state of the ice and the danger of navigating through
it, to make trips one day or the other, or at any
time. If a captain is placed in charge of a vessel he
is a competent man. If he is & competent man and
upon the spot he knows well what the circnmstances are,
and when he receives orders to make trips on every
possible occasion without running undue risk he receives as
stringent an order as I think any Department is justified in
giving to a captain. I believe the captain and his engineer
have this year, as in previous years, taken the same course,
made their trips when it was possible to do so with anything
like safety, and avoided running risks which would only
have made the problem of communication more difficult and
not have benefited the people of the island. It must alwaysa be
borne in mind that the terms of Confederation between the
older Eart of the Dominion and Prince Edward Island did
not take in the question of freight. What was covered was
simply the question of mail and passenger communication.
The hon. gentleman complained that theboat is not sufficient-
ly large for freight. That complaint is one that is made, I
know; but when the hon. gentYeman rests his oase upon the
terms of Union that complaint is not admissible,for the terms
of Union do not touch the question of freight. I hope this
matter will be settled so that more efficient commaunication,
not only for mails and passengers but freight may be

ward Island,
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Mr. BLAKE. This discussion is somewhat amusing to
hon. members who like myself recollect the denunciations
which- were poured upon the hon. gentieman with whom I
was intimately associated when sitting on the other side of
the House, the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
and the late member for Westmoreland, formerly Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, a8 to the Northern Light. I
remember very well the forcible manner in which the late
Mr. J. C. Pope, then sitting for one of the island constituen-
cies, inveighed against the Government for their corduct in
regard to the construction and workirg of that vessel. And
when I saw him very shortly afterwards, a Session after-
wards, accede to the position of Minister of Marine in &
powerful Government with ample resources and a great
majerity, 1 certainly supposed that before now some steps
would have been taken to remove the defects which he
declared existed in that vessel. The language which he
used was, a8 we all recollect, strong, He declared in the
spring of 1878:

“She was & boat which from her model was never suited at all for
such a purpose ; he said 8o last winter and he re?eated it now, and the
experience they had, he thought, had proved it.’

He, however, was frark enough to say that he did not blame
the Government because the boat was not a success; but a
little afterwards he said :

‘* While he did not find fault with the Government for the description
of boat that was built, there was a great deal of fault to be found with
them for accepting & boat in such a condition. She had powerful
engines, but so far as the boat herself went, he never saw in all his
experience—and he had been shipbuilding for twenty-five or thirty
years—go great a fraud imposed upon any people.”

She was then, I think, in her second season. That was in
1878. Hon. gentlemen opposite came into power in the
fall of 1878. The winter of 1878-79 passed, and that of
1879-80, and so0 on until now, and it is the same boat with
which the Government have been attempting to perform
the service. There is one thing very clear, which is, that
a boat performing a service so arduous as that the North-
ern Light is called upon to perform was not at all likely
to improve by time, and if she was a fraud upon the people
when first constructed she was now little likely to be
a very satisfactory boat. But somehow or other
the groans and maledictions poured out from these
benoches upon the late Government with respect to
the Northern Light died out altogether when the
utterers of those groans and maledictions, just before the
elections of 1878, had succeeded, I daresay by the utterance of
those groans and maledictions in part, in obtaining their
accession to office and that power which a confiding people
supposed they would use in order to remove the causes of
those groans and maledictions. We find that, instead of
improved steam service, there is the same old boat to-day.
1 ao not think I could have a better proof of one of two
propositions : either that the hon. gentlemen who did so
villify the late Government, villified 1t undeservedly ; or, if
they willifiid it deservedly, they have themselves been
neglectful of their duty. One thing or theother, either this
villification was deserved or it was not, either the denuncia-
tion of the Northern Light was deserved or not. If
it was undeserved, it was an unworthy act to so represent
the Northern Light. 1f it was deserved, an unworthy course
of conduct has been pursued in the Government not having
removed the cause during the years they have been in power.
The Minister of Marine and Fisheries commenced his
observations by paying a high complimeut to the hon,
gentlemen who think ard vote with him, for the mode in
which they have conducted the discussion on this question.
He said he thought it was a question which ought to be
discussed on a non-partisan basis, that all sections of the
community were interested in this work, I should like to
know whether all sections of the community are not
interested in ali questions that are discussed here. All
soctions of the island are interested in all island guestions
Mr, FosTER,

that are discussed here, so far as I can judge. It is seldom
you have a question in which only one section of
the community is interested, in the sense referred
to by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. He
said it should be discussed in the non-partisan spirit
in which the hon. gentlemen have discussed it—in
that temperate spirit, that spirit of conciliation, in that
spirit which he was kind and condescending enough to
assure them, from his long official experience in his present
exalted position, would not injure their cause. I am sure
they must have been glad to know that they spoke humbly
enough, spoke with bated breath enough, not to incur the
anger of the hon, gentleman, and thereby injure the cause
of ihe island and the cause of their constituents, I am sure
they will be encouraged to pursue the same humble,
deferential, and moderate tone in future and will take
care to say nothing which will arouse the mighty wrath
of the hon. Minister of Marine and thus induce him to
say: I refuse justice to your people, because, forsooth,
you offend the dignity of a Minister. But while hon,
gentlemen had these tones for the hon. gentleman who
announced that the Government of the island had done
its full duty and taken its proper course in appealing
to the Imperial Government for redress in _this
matter, in giving up the hope that hon. gentlemen on
the other side would render justice to the island, in declar-
ing that the time had come when appeals could no longer
usefully and profitably be made to them, after the declara-
tion that they could no longer hope to settle within the
limits of Canada itself, this contention between one of the
Provinces and the Dominion, as to the fulfilment of the
fundamental terms upon which that Province became
incorporated with the Dominion, after declaring that the
hour and the day of petition, of memorial, of remonstrance,
of exhortation, had ended at last,.and that, sympathisers
though they were in politics with hon. gentiemen opposite,
supporting and sustaining them, they mno longer
ought to have delayed to carry across the water the
question of the grievance, and it was their duty
to do that which they did do—to go, abroad. In
fact the hon. gentlemen said their only fxope was the
intervention of the lmperial Government; he—cven he,
devoted follower as he is of hon, gentlemen opposite—even
he, with that unbouuded confidence which he to-day declared
he had in hon. geutlemen opposite, said—1 took down his
words—that the only hope they had was the intervention
of the Imperial Government, the paramount autherity. I
say while we see the hon. Minister of Marine had for such
language as that, delivered by his follower, nothing but
words of commendation, he came down upon my hon, friend
from Queen’s (Mr. Davies) with language of severe
denunciation because my hon. friend, he said, had
talked in a spirit ot the dissolution of the Union; my
hon, friend irom Queen’s, who declared that it was
premature to have gone to the Imperial Government at
all; my hon. friend from Queen’s, who declared that the
Conservative Government of the isiand ought not to have
taken the step which the hon. gentleman believes is the
only hope of redress; my hon. friend from Queen’s who did
not despair as yet, aithough he has no confidence in gentle-
men opposite, of justice being done within the walls of this
Parliament, and even under their auspices, to the island—
my hon, friend from Queen’s is denounced as proposing a
dissolution of the Uaiun, while the hon. gentleman is com-
mended because he said it was the right thing to appeal to
England and it was the only hope for them. This is a spe-
cimen of the language addressed, a specimen of the equal
and even justice which the hon, gentleman, who sometimes
appears rather to assume the rdle of an expounder of the high
moralities, exhibits in his treatment of this question,

Mr. MITCHELL. There has been a good deal of politics

imported into thig duscussion, and as the leader of the Inde-
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pendent party in this House, I feol it to be a duty I owe to
myself and to the country to make a few observations from
a dispassionate standpoint.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh! Oh!

Mr. MITCHELL. Hou. gentlemen sgy ‘“oh,” but I am
serious about that. [here is now great difficulty about
this question of winter navigation; everybody who has
had anything to do with it—and perhaps I have had as
much practical experience, in my own person, of winter
pavigation as most men here—everybody admits that it is
one of the very greatest difficulties that we have not yet
been able to solve, in connection with winter communica-
tion with the island. Now, Sir, I am not going to attempt
to condemn either the past or the present Government for
what they have tried to do in connection with carrying out
the spirit of the agreement which was made with Prince
Edward Island. But, Sir, there is one thing I want to put
my hon, friend (Mr. Hackett) right about. When he was
recapitulating the circumstances in connection with the
admission of Prince Edward Island into the Union, he
spoke of the first efforts to bring in the island and he said,
mentioning a later period, that again Capada came to woo
Prince Edward Island. I wish to tell my hon, friend that
Canada did not then come to woo Prince Edward Island,
but on that occasion Prince Edward Island came to woo
Canada. After the Quebec conference, Prince Hdward
Island went back and refused to come into the Union; she
went her own way. Canada united in the Confederation ;
she went on and prospered, developing the railways
and developing the commerce of that Union, notwithstand-
ing her enormous debts, and notwithstanding the stress
of affairs which she experienced, Canada developed
her resources, and an amount of prosperity and success
after Confederation was carried out, which is a credit to the
men who carried it out. Prince Edward Island came and
wooed Canada on that occasion ; when she became involved
in debt, resulting from the construction of the railway,
when she saw embarrassment ahead, then she came and
wooed Canada for the purpose of getting into the Union. I
refer to this matter for the purpose of putting my hon.
friend right in relation to an historical fact. That, however,
has nothing to do with the matter before us. We agreed
and entered into a solemn engagement to place upon that
line of communication a steam service, and that has not been
done, The first effort that was made to do it was putting
on the Northern Light. The Northern Light was built by
a man of one idea, who imagined he could keep open
winter communication for commercial purposes down the
St. Lawrence. Sir, the thing was practically impossible ; it
was a commercial impossibility—just as utterly impossible,
in my opinion, as the pavigation of the Hudson Bay is,
which we hear so much talk about. It is impossible to keep
up continnous communication with the mainland. We
entered into an agreement—and I am thus far in accord
with the Minister of Marine—an agreement which it is
practically almost imposeible to carry out; but, Sir, if we
cannot keep to the letter of that agreement, we ought to
keep to the spirit of it. Have we done that? Canada has
failed in carrying out what she undertook; she has failed
in endeavoring to carry it out; she has not made the effort,
The Northern Light was put on, and she was & failure-—
she was & make-shift from the start. Every person who had
experience in nautical affairs knew that the vessel must prove
a failure. If the first year did not satisfy them, the second
ought to have convinced them that she was a failure. Did the
Government of the hon. member for East ork make any
further efforts? No, Sir, they were saticfied with what they
had done. Butsome eight years have passed away since that
time, and what has this Government done towards remedy-
ing the difficulty ? I am not going to assert that the
Government have done nothing at all. The hon, Minister
of Marine says they have done & great deal. He says they

have established railway communication with Oape Tormen-
tine. What did they do that for ? To give the county of
Westmoreland her share in railway expenditure, in order to
develop that rich and fertile county, 'Fgey simply did what
they had a right to do, even if no engagement to keep u
communioation between the island and the mainland hsg
been made. The hon. Minister said the Government had
bailt railways in Prince Edward Island; and I believe they
did build a connection from the main line to this peint, or
at least & vote was taken for it. Bul is that ocarrying out
the spirit of the agreement ? The question is, what was
done to carry out the spirit, and if possible, the letter of
the engagement made between Canada and Prince Edward
Island ? I will not say that the Government have done
nothing. But I will say they have done next to nothing.
They have taken no steps to establish steam communica.
tion, except by means of a useless vessel like the Northern
Light, which has proved a failure from the start. I speak
from & non-party standpoint, and I say that Prince Edward
Island has claims on the Government of Canada which we
are bound to recognise. We entered into an ment
which it is impossible literally to carry out, but I believe
partially it is possible to carry it out; and if, during
one month of the year, it is impossible to have com-
munication, though it can be had during the other eleven
months, it is the duty of the Government of the day, no
matter what party is in power, to make an effort to keep up
that communication. But we have seen no effort made by
the Government in power to carry out the spirit, much less
the letter, of the agreement. There are no better means of
communication to-day between the island and the mainland
than there were 40 years ago; there is a little better
accommodation in the boat-houses, perhaps, but Prince
Edward Island has a right to expect something more than
that. That is not what we agreed to do when they entered
into the Union. Something has been said of the Alerf, [
have not seen her, and I do not know whether she is fitted
for the special duty there required of her or not; but hon,
gentlemen are quite right in saying that with the small
steam power she possesses, it would be utterly useless
to puton a vessel of that class for the performance of
a duty in which she must prove to be & failure,
What ought to be done is this : There is a solemn agroe-
ment ; let the Government take the matter into considera-
tion and get the best opinion they can, not the opinion of &
deputy, but the opinion of a scientific man on the subjeot;
let them secure the best advice they can obtain, and make
a legitimate effort to carry out the arranﬁement; let them
put a sum of money in the Estimates of this year with the
view of carrying it out at once. It is not Prince Edward
1sland alone that is concerned in this transaction, the
honor of Canada is concerned in it. It is a disgrace to
Qanada, thatone Province of this Dominion shouid be
approaching the Throne in order to lay such a paltr
matter before it; and the sooner the Government of Oanada
makes arrangements to carry out its solemn engagment the
better. That is all I have to say on that matter. I
pass from that to say this. As far as I ocan judge,
the moment any question comes up which has any relation
to past years, and it is found that the Government or &
Department has neglected some duty, the answer is: Look
what you did five or six years ago, and we have not done
much worse. If that is to be considered a sufficient answer
when any Minister or Department is charged with havin,
neglected public duty, if that is to be considered a logica
reason to be presented in Parliament and to be acoepted by
an intelligent body like this, then all I have to say is that
parliamentary represention has deteriorated and is likely
to prove a failure, Sir, this brings it home to me that the
condition of things in this Parliament is not sound.
I canrot but feel that representative institutions in this

country are not proving to be the snccess they ought to be.
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We have not in this Parliament that independence on the
part of the members that we ought to have—that freedom
from party thralls—that determination to vote on questions

trrespective of what suits the interests of the particular

party that is in or the leaders of the party who are out;
and unless we adopt a different course, and hon. gentle-
men on either side vote according to their convictions
on questions that arise, then [ say that Parliamentary
Government in & great country like ours will prove in the
end a failure, and result as it is to-day in being the Govern-
ment of one man. Iregret tosay this, and the only remedy
I oan mee for it is that hon. gentlemen should con-
sider this matter, It is not long before we shall
have a general election ; some say it will be this year; I do
not believe it myself, but it is not an improbable event ; and
it is time for this House to consider—the followers of the
Government on the one hand, and the hon. gentlemen in
Opposition on the other—whether, when they go to their
constituents, they will come back again hide-bound to vote
for the conclusions that their leaders may adopt irrespective
of their own convictions. I take this opportunity of stating
my views on this point, and I hope they will be considered
by the hon, members of this House, as they certainly will
be by the country.

Mr, McLELAN., The hon. gentleman says there has
béen no improvement made in the means of communication
within the last forty years. I admit that looking back
fifty years, there was no improvement in orossing from
Prince Edward Island to the mainlard in winter up to
1873. There was nothing but the boat service. There was
no improvement nor hardly any attempt at improvement
of that communication for forty or fifty years as I am
informed by the records which I have examined. After
the union with Prince Edward Island, the hon. member for
East York (Mr, Mackenzie), then leading the Government,
entered into a contract with a Mr, King for the winter ser
vice, in order to carry out the terms of the Union. That
lasted for two years, but the means employed by Mr, King
proved insufficient, and the hon. member for East York
took other steps. He contracted with & Mr. Sewell, of
Quebec, for the counstruction of a winter boat. Mr.
Sewell had given a great deal of study to the navigation
of the St. Lawrence in winter, and had prepared
a model and plan of a winter steamer. e came
to the Premier with his model and plan; they were sub-
mitted to scientific men acquainted with the service, who
approved them, and a contract was entered into with Mr,
Sewell for the construction of the Northern Light. The
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell ', says that
great complaints were made by the press of the island
when that boat entered on the service, as being a fraud on
the Government. If the hon. gentleman will look at the
account for repairs and additions to the Northern Light,
he will see that she was very imperfectly constructed, and
oost the late Government, in the first ysar or two, very large
sums to supply what should have been furnished by the
contractor. From $5,000 to 87,000 were expended in com-
pleting the engines, and very large expenditure was
made to render her at all efficient, The hon. member
for Queen’s (Mr. Davies) says that a year or two ago
she was inefficient &nd unseaworthy, but since then
she has been taken out, examined and repaired,
at an expense from $20,000 to 830,000, and the inspector
declared she was then better than when she first entered
the service, having been greatly strengthened in all
respects. The hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), asked what is the difference between the present
year and the past forty years. I say that before Confedera-
tion the island was shut off for gve or giX months in the
year from all communication with the mainland. The
committee in 1883 reported that the average term in which

Mr, MiToHRLL,

there had not been steam communication had been reduced to
forty-eight days. That is, we have brought down the period
of interruption from five or six montbs to fifty days, and the
same committee reported, after examining men who had
lived all their lives on the shores of the gulf, and had been
engaged in crossing in the boat service every egrear, that the
construction of a boat to navigate uninterruptedly the straits
the season through was an impossibility,and the hon. member
for Northumbeﬁand is of the same opinion. Then the
attention of the Government was turned to other methods
of communication, One of the great complaints of the
people of the island was that they had to travel in open
sleighs to and from the capes, and that was sonsidered
worse than crossing the ice. The Government, on the report
of the committee, and from the experience of the Northern
Light, considering it as impossible to construct a ship to
cross the straits at all seasons, turned their sttemtion to
improvements in other respects. They expended large
sums in constracting a branch line of railway from the main.
land to Cape Traverse and in constructing a wharf at Cape
Traverse, and asked Parliament last year to appropriste
$130,000 to construct a pier at Cape Tormentine, and
voted $3,200 per mile to subsidise a railway from the
Intercolonial Railway to Cape Tormentine, so that the
Government has not been neglectful in improving the
means of communication for the people of Prince Edward
Island. When all these plans will be carried out, there will
be no reasonable ground for complaint on the part of the
people.

Motion agreed to.
It being Six o’clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE—THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 68) to incorporate the Brockville and New
York Bridge Company.--(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

Bill (No. 2) to amend the Criminal Law, and to declare
it a misdemeanor to leave unguarded and exposed holes cut
in the ice on any navigable or frequented waters.—(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

-SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 112) to consolidate the borrowing powars of the
Western Canada Loan and Savings Company, and to
authorise the said company to issue gebentnre stock, —(Mr.
Beaty.)

Bill (No. 113) to consolidate the borrowing powers of
the Freehold Loan and Savings Company, and to authorise
the said company to issue debenture stock.—(Mr. Beaty.)

THE MONTREAL BOARD OF TRADE.

Mr. CURRAN moved the second reading of Bill (No. 90)
to amend and consolidate the Acts relating to the Montreal
Board of Trade.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I made a remark to the
hon. gentleman about this Bill, and particalarly section 156
of it, which, I think, ought to be discussed in committee.

Mr. CURRAN, This Bill is merely a consolidation of
the powers now possessei by two different bodies, that is,
the Board of Trade and the Corn Exochange of Montreal.
They desire to be incorporated together, so far as possible.
The clause to which the Minister of Public Works refers,
clause 15 of this present Bill, is a verbatim transoript of a
similar clause to be found in the charter of the Montreal



1888,

COMMONS DEBATES.

867

Corn Exchange. No new powers are.asked for by this Bill.
1 am eatisfied that this Parliament will not be disposed to
take away powers they have already granted.

Mr, BOWELL. I fancy that the best time to disonss.
that will be when the Bill comes before the committee. The
" clause to which the hon. gentleman refers is certsinly a
most extraordinary one. [t gives the Corn Exchange as
they exist to-day, full power to control the Customs officials
and collectors of some half a dozen different places, not
only in Montreal but along the frontier, powers which I
think should not be given to anyone outside the Govern-
ment. I must confess I was surprised in reading that clanse.
I could not believe that this power was given in any exist-
ing Iaw, If it'is, it is time, either that the law shounld be
modified, or the power taken away from the Corn Exchange.

Mr. CURRAN. 1 would refer the Minister of Customs
to 26 Victoria, chapter 21, seotion 8.

Mr, BOWELL. I do not doubt what you say.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No, 8) to
to amend the Consolidated Railway Aot, 1879.—(Mr. Mec.
Carthy.)

-

. (In the Committee.)
On section 4,

Mr, MULOCK. I would move that the following clause
be inserted :—

The Minister of Railways, as regards any Government railway and
every railway company subject to the jurisdiction of the Parliament of
Oanada, or to which “ The Consolidated Railway Act, 1879,” applies,
shall repay to any ticket-holder the cost of his ticket, if unused, in whole
or in part, less the ordinary and regular fare for the distance for which
such ticket has been used ; and such re-payment shall be made at any sta-
tion or office of the railway or company, between and includingthe prints
covered by the ticket; and the sale by any person of the unused portion
of any ticket otherwise than by the presentation of the same for redemp-
tion as provided for in this section, shall be deemed to be a violation of
the provisions of this Act, and stall be punished as hereinbefore pro-
vided : Provided always, that the claim for such redemption be made
within thirty days from the expiration of the time for which the ticket
was fsgued, in accordance with the conditions thersen.

So far the proposed amendment is simply the section which
was adopled in the Act of 1882, and the only change is
the following addition :—

And provided further, that any railway company liable to redeem
any such ticket and which shall refuse to redeem the same when 8o
presented, shall forfeit to the holder thereof a sum equal to ten timea
the amount payable for its redemption, and the same shall be recover-
able at the suit of the holder against such company.in any court of com-
petent jurisdiction.

The committee will remember that the House, I think it
was in 1882, but I was not present at the time—had under
- consideration the question of dealing with what was
called ticket-scalping, and there was an arrangement come
to here by common consent, I believe, between the railway
companies on the one hand and the public on the other,
providing for the redemption of unused tickets for through
trips or return trips, and that provision was in the words
sot forth in the section I have read, but it did not provide
for any way of compelling the company to repay the
money except by the ordinary course of- law. Now, the
railway companies have not honestly lived up to that sec.
tion, and instead of redeeming unused tickets they have
embarrassed the holders of these tickets in so many ways
that that portion of the section which was intended to be a
benefit to the public has become a dead letter. You ean
easily see, Mr. Chairman, that if a smsll amount only is
owing to the passenger, say a dollar, and that dollar is not
paid to him in the form and manner required by this
rection, the party so entitled practically loses that claim.
The Homse in 1882 requited the company to repay that

amount at any station, either at the begimming or the end
‘of the jomrmey, or any station between those peints.
' Now, the compaanies evade that law by refusing to redeem
ithe- tigkets when presented, and in every way endeavor
it0 embarrass the holders of such tickets. 1 have had per-
sonal knowledge of the fact, so I speak of something of
‘whioh I know. I have also received communications, since
‘I introduced this Bill, from parties referring to the prac-
tices.on several of the leading railways of Canada, which
show the necessity for some provision of this kind, If the
railway company is simply liable to pay a few shillings or
dollars, as the case may be, which it should pay to redeem
the ticket, only after an action at law, you can easily see
that in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred the public would
abandon their claim to the unearned money rather than
enter into an action with the railway company, and there-
fore I submit that this section ought to be made part of the
railway law.

Mr. POPE. I hope my hon. friond will not push this
amendment, My hon, friend from Simcoe (Mr, MoCarthy),
had two Bills before the House, and he consented to those
Bills being withdrawn, for the reason that we promised on
the part of the Government that a commission should be
appointed to enquire into this whole matter, I would ask
my hon. friend to allow this Bill also to go before that com-
mission, and when the whole matter of the Consolidated
Railway Act is considered, this amendment will be con-
sidered with the others.

Mr. MULOCK. I foel that & request coming from the
Minister of Railways is to me, in most oases, a command, and
whilst T wish therefore to recognise his authority and dis-
play a proper spirit of —shall I say—humility towards him,
yet, in this cdse, [ must express my opinion that there is
nothing in this little innocent clause to refer to a commis-
sion. I admit, with regard to some of the provisions of the
Bill T bave introduce%l, that it would be & very pro-
per matter to refer them to the commission he
refers to; but if he is prepared to meet me in the
gsame spirit in which I am prepared to meet bim,
1 would suggest that the remaining nine clauses of my Bill
be referred to the commission, if he will only allow this
one clause to be added to the B 1l now before the committee,
I think that is a fair offer. I am sure the Minister wiil see
that the assistance of a commis-ion is not required to enable
the House to decide how to carry out the law which it
enacted in 1882, It is not necessary to refer to a commis-
sion to decide what the House should do in regard to the
redemption of unearned tiekets. The House appointed a
committee to sit on this matter, and that committee arrived
at a conclusion which became the law of the land. That
law is now being defeated every day by the aetion of the
railway companies, and this clause simply provides maochi-
nery for carrying out that law, I am willing that the rest
of the Bill should go to the commission the hon. gentleman
refers to,

Mr. POPE. I do not think my hon, friend is meeting
me half way., My hon. friend from North Simcoe (Mr. Mo-
Carthy) withdrew two Bills with the view of their being sent
to the commission, which will consider the whole question.
One very objectionable feature of this amendment is this:

And such repayment shall be made at any station or office of the rail-
:(a gr company, between and including the points covered by the

icket.

You would have no means of knowing whether the party
got the money or not, or whether the company had paid it
or not. .

Mr. MULOCK. That is the present law., I am not
changing the present law. The clause only says that in
oase the company does not compty with the law of 1884, it

ehall forfeit:more: than the mere unearned money.



858 COMMONS

DEBATES. Arrft 21,

Mr. MoCARTHY. I think the hon., Minister of Rail-
ways has misunderstood the object of my hon, friend’s
clause, It is a repetition of a clause in our present law,
with this addition, which I think we all accede to, that if
the railway companies do not redeem the ticket there will
be a penalty imposed on them, which will make it in the
interest of the railway company to obey the law, There is
no object in postponing the enactment of this amendment,
therefore, I hope the Minister of Railways will consent to its
being made a part of the Bill I have introduced.

Mr. POPE. IfIssw that there was any necessity for it
I would consent ; but I think the provisions of the present
Act are all that are necessary. I would ask the hon, gentle-
man to withdraw it,

Mr. MULOCK. I will not withdraw that clause, because
I submit, with all respect, that no reason has been assigned
why I should do so. The Minister of Railways says he
does not know of any reason for this amendment. Ido
know of such reasons, I have a letter in my desk at the
present moment from a prominent gentleman, stating what
his experience hss been on one of the largest lines of
Canada; and if the hon, gentleman was accustomed occasion-
ally to buy tickets and not use them, he would recognise
the necessity of such pressure as this being put on the rail-
v;ay] companies to compel them to carry out the spirit of
the law.

Amendment negatived ; Bill reported, and read the third
time and passed.

THE LAW OF EVIDENCE.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton) moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 3) for the farther amendment of the Law of
Evidence in Criminal Cases,

Some bon, MEMBERS. ZExplain.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hsamilton). I think it is hardly
worth while for me to take up the time of the House in
explaining the nature of this Bill, which has been before
the House this Session. This Bill has been printed since
the third or fourth day of the Session, and I am sure every
member who takes any interest in the business of the
House has made himself perfectly familiar with it. In
general, the object of the Bill is to enable persons who
have doubts to affirm instead of taking the oath when call-
ed on to give evidence. We have in Ontario a law exactly
similar to this with respect to civil cases. And in England
the law embodied in this Bill has been in force in criminal
cases for & number of years, and has been found to work
well ; and according to the doctorine which was laid down
in the House & few evenings ago, that when laws have been
adopted in England and have been found to work success-
fully there, we cannot do better than act on the example
of the Mother Country, I cannot understand why there
should be any objection to this Bill. I believe that if a
man goes into the witness box for the purpose of giving
evidence, he will tell the truth ; at all events, unless evi-
dence can be brought to show that his reputation for vera-
city is such that he is not to be believed, his evidence
should be taken.

House divided,
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Bill read the second time,

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

On the order for second reading of Bill (No, 4) to amend
the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879, and the amendments
thereto (Mr. Mulock).

Mr. POPE. I would ask my hon. friend to allow these
amendments to be referred to the commission and to with-
draw the Bill.

Mr. MULOCK. I agree to the request of the hon. gen-
tleman,

Order discharged, and Bill withdrawn.

THE ANIMAL CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ACT.

Mr. MULOCK moved second reading of Bill (No. 19)
to amend the Animal Contagious Diseases Act, He said:
The House will remember that last Session an Act was
passed, intituled : The Animal Contagious Diseases Act. That
Act was passed rather hastily, after very little disecussion,
and it is not, therefore, unreasonable to find it is wanting in
some respects. Turn to section 13, and you will find there
evidences of hasty legislation. It is the omly section
which provides for compensating the owners of oattle
for animals slaughtered in the public interest. This sec-
tion provides a scheme of compensation, subject to some
very onerous conditions, which, if not eomplied with,
may prevent the owners of cattle destroysd under
the Act from recovering any compensation whatever.
In the interests of cattle owners and of the country generally
it is advisable that #this class of property should be better
protected than it is. [tis extremely discouraging to the
farming community that we should allow to remain on the
Statute-book & moment longer than is necessary, a clause
which endangers the right of this kind of property. This
section does endanger those rights, My Bill does not in the
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slightest degree, by word or inference, seek to vary the Act
of 1886 in any resfeot, except in regard to the system of
compensation. It does not seek to limit the powers of the
Government to stamp out and destroy disease by the most
severe measures when they deem it advisable to do so, but it
simply provides for a just scheme of compensation, in case the
Government see fit to exercise the powers vested in them
by that Act. The section which my Bill seeks to repeal and
for which it seeks to substitute another, purports, under cer-
tain conditions, to offer compensation to the owners
of ocattle slanghtered under the direction of the Govern-
ment, but the rights of those owners are entirely in
the hands ofthe Minister of Agriculture or his servants, and
are dependent also upon many matters which should not affect
them. Bection 13 reads as follows:—“ The Governor in
Council may, when the owners of cattle are reported by the
Minister of Agriculture, not guilty of any negligence or
offence against the provisions of the preceding sections of
_the Act, order compensation ”; and then it goes on to give
the scale of compensation. It does not appear to me just
that the owners of cattle so slaughtered should not have
their right to compensation, if they have not been guilty of
any offence in respect of the animals slaughtered; and
therefore my Bill seeks to place those owners in that regard,
in the position I have indicated. In so doing, I have simply
followed tbe language of the Imperial Act on this question.
In regard to the scale of compensation, I may say, if we
look to the Imperial Act, and it is the custom in this House
to look to Imperial Acts for precedents, we find that the Act
41.42 Victoria, chapter 74, being ¢ The Contagious Diseases’
Act,” which has been in force in England for many years,
deals with this question and provides a scheme of compen-
sation. It is the custom in this House to deny legislation
at times, unless an Knglish precedent can be found,
and 1 ask hon. gentlemen, therefore, to apply that principle
to my Bill, and, if I can show precedents in the English
Statates for this Bill, I ask that it should receive the favor-
able consideration of the House. In the English Aect, to
which 1 have referred, it is provided that the Government
may destroy cattle that are suffering from rinderpest, and
in that case the owner is entitled to receive one-half of the
value of the slaughtered beast before it was affected, pro-
vided that the total compensation does not exceed £20. In
case the animal was affected with pleuro-pneumonia, the
owner is entitled to three-fourths of its value before it was

so affected, so that the compensation does pot exceed '£30.’

In all other cases where animals have been slaughtered
under the Act I have cited, the owners are entitled to com-

pensation to the extent of not more than £40 sterling for |

cach head. Thus you will see that in England the
amount of compensation is made to depend upon the
nature of the disease which the animal has, whilst, under
the Canadian Act which I am seeking to amend, the nature
of the disease is not taken into consideration at ali,
and it is suofficient to justify the Government in
slaughtering an animal if it has any kind of in-
fectious or contagious disease, whether of a severe
nature, a dangerous character, or otherwise. We
all know that there.are animal diseases which are both
contagious and infectious, and are yet not dangerous. Still,
if an animal o affected should be destroyed under the Act
of 1885, the owner is only entitled to one-third of the value,
not exceeding in the whole $20, The Canadian Act further
provides in its 13th section, for which I am seeking to sub-
stitute the sections which I propose, that, in ail other cases
—that means in every case where ono of our ‘domestic
animals is slaughtered which is not at the time diseased,
but which may be in a periect state of health, but still is
destroyed by the Government, purporting to so destroy it
under the provisions of the Act in question—the total amount
of compensstion the owner can recover is two-thirds of the
value of the animal, but ngt exoceeding in all $40, 1 sub-

mit that, whatever may be the position of an owner of an
animal which is diseased when 1t is slaughtered, there oan
be no justification or excuse for the Government to destroy
animals which are in & state of health without affording the
fullest compensation to the owners of those animals.
Perhaps it may be argued that $40 is a full compensa-
tion for all possible damage that could ooccur under
this Aect. I submit that it is not., It is only necessary
for me to point out some of the direotions in which
our - agriculturists are moving now in order to show
that $40 is not & reasonable compensation to the
owner of these animals. Throughout the whole of Ontario,
and I hope in the other Provinces, a large number of far-
mers are devoting year by year more attention to the breed-
ing of cattle. It has been recognised of late years that it
is necessary to go more into the breeding of cattle, and we
find farmers every year going more into the business of fatten-
ing cattle, apart from breeding thoroughbreds; and, if one
could make a visit to the barnyards of the ordinary farmer of
Ontario to-day—and I trust it is the same in other Prov-
inces—1 am sure thousands of animals would be found tied
up that have been stall-fed through the winter, and that are
now worth on an average $70 or $§80 a head. It is nothing
exceptional for an ordinary grade animal to weigh 1,500 1bs,
or thereabouts, and we know that, even under the depre-
ciated value of live stock to-day, such an animal would be
worth from $76 to $80. The Minister of Agriculture could
now, under the existing law, sweep away that property,
and the total amount o1 compensation allowed to the owner
would be at the outside $40 a head for the mistake which
might be made. There has been presented to the House in
support of this Bill a petition from the Agricultural and
Arts Association of Ontario, which, as far a8 I know, was
the unanimous petition of the board. There has also been
a petition from the Shorthorn Breeders Association of Os-
tario; and I will read to the House a letter I have received
from a firm of shippers dealing with this matter:
“ ToroxTo, 18th March, 18886,

“ Dpar Sir,~We take the liberty of writing you in regard to your
Bill to amend the Animal Contagions Disease Act passed last Session,
and beg to express our earnest wish that your Bill may become iaw, a8
the Bill of last Se:sion i3 quite inadequate to cover anything like a
reasonable compensation to those whose animals might be slaughiered
under the said Act, as disease may grt into any man’s herd of cattle
without it being any fault of his, therefore it would be really too bad
that his stock would have to be slaughtered for the bemefit of the public
in genera! without fairly compensating him for the same. Asa man
may have all that he is Worth invested in cattle and other stock, and
by misfo: tune they may become diseased, and only getting one-third of

e value, therefore it would simply mean ruin to him financially.

¢ Yours, etc.,
“«THOMPSON, FLANAGAN, BLONG & AIKINS,
«1ive Stock Exporters and Oattle Feeders.””

#“ P .8.—We are feeding at present 2,084 cattle in one place, and

shipped last year over $1,000,000 worth of stock to Great Britain,
o T.,F.,B. & A"

1 submit that, if the figures mentioned in my Bill do not
meet with the approval of the House, I will at all events be
excused for having followed the English precedent in that
regard. I intended to follow exactly the scale of compen-
sation set forth in the English Act, leaving it to the House,
when in committee, to alter the Bill; but, by some mis-
take, I find that, in sub section a, $50 has been substituted
for the Canadian equivalent for £20 sterling, With that
exception, and the turther exception that I have inserted a
compensation clause for thoroughbreds, the scale of com-
pensation is the same as in the Imperial Act. I do not
expect, nor will [ urge when in committee, if we get that
far, the adoption of these figures, but will be quite satisfied
to have a committee to consider what would be a reasonable
compensation, and I am sare in that case we will have no
difficulty in amending the section in the public interests.

Mr, ORTON. I am quite in sympathy with the member
for North York (Mr. Mulock) in Pbringing this question
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before the House, though I believe that, as.an amtaal fact,
the Government have not found it necessary to slaughter
any animals yet. But the day may come at any time when
contagious diseases may prevail to such an extent in Canada
a8 to render it absolutely necessary for the Government to
kill and destroy a large number of animals, many of whom,
perbaps, may not be diseased at all. According to the law
as it now stands, I think if any farmer or any owner of

animals neglects to report even the most trifling contagious

disease among them, he could not recover anything, even
ten years afterwards, and he would have no claim against
the Government for the loss of any animals they might
have to destroy. There are to-day in Canada animals of

very great value. In my county of Wellington the farmers,
id a great deal of attention to raising first-class stock, |

have
whioh is very valuable indeed, and it certainly would be.a
great hardship, in case a contagions disease broke out

amongst them, and it became necessary to destroy a,

number of animals, if the Government did not re-
munerate those farmers who had suostained the loss,

where there had been no neglect according to the.

the spirit of the law, though there might be according to
the letter. I think there is no donbt that the law in that
oase requires amendment, and I trust the House will back
up the efforts of the hon. member.

Mr. PATERSOXN (Brant). In connection with this Bill
I wish to bring & point to the notice of the Minister of
Agrioulture, so that if the present Aot is defective in
granting adequate compensation for the destruction of
valuable animals, it may be remedied. I may illustrate by
stating that in my own county, though not in my own
riding, there was a severe outbreak of hog cholera. It
came to my notice, and I at once reminded the gentleman
that we had passed a very stringent Act requiring that as
soon a8 any infectious disease broke out among animals,
the owner should notify the Minister of Agriculture. I
asked this gentlaman to do so, and he did at once inform
the Government. The disease spread very fast among his
own herd of hogs, and there was danger of its spreading
elsewhere. He took all the steps required under the
Act to prevent the spreading of the direase. A local
veterinary surgeon was called in—I do not know
whether he was a Government official or not—,
and the disease was clearly manifested. It was known to
be contagious and fatal, and seemed to reguire the slanghter-
of the hegs. Woll, the .hogs were alaughtered; I think,
speaking from memery, that something like sixty hoge
were slanghtered, a very wvalnable lot; yet this was done
without the officer of the Department having ordered the
killing of the hogs. If I remember rightly the officer did
not reach the scene of the inspection until some weeks, per-
haps, certainly some days, after notice had been sent to the'
Department of Agriculture. But it was clearly evident
that it would not do to keep the hogs in that state, and’
they were slaughtered in the public interesi. Now, I want
the Minister to consider this fact, I am not blaming the
Minister. The question is under adjudication now, and I-
believe the Minister is desirous of deing what is just in the
matter and I trust that, under the Act, even as it
stands, he may see his way clear, within the spirit of
the Act to grant compensation in that case. But
if the Act is deficient in that respect, it seems to me
that a person acting in good faith, taking all the steps that
are required, giving instant notice, and who is willing to
sacrifice his property in that way, as he must do, even
under the law of compensation that is provided in the Act,
there should be no difficulty about his recovering the
compensation that the Act intended he should have. When
Parliament agreed to this Act it was considered a very
stringent measure, but the House, I think, were unanimously
of opinion that it was & wise step on the part of the Minister

Mr. OrroN,

of Agriculture to introduce & Bill of this kind, becanse, as
he pointed out, and as the House very rightly recognised,
our cattle industry is such an important one that anything
that would endanger it in the slighteat decree would almost
be a national calamity. But if we are to have an Act in
which the Minister himself will not be able to allow com-
pensation, except in very rare cases, then it seems to me
we have frustrated our first intention. I believe the
intention of this Act was in good fgith, that ifaﬁersoa
found a disease breaking out amongst his hogs or cattle, and
if he immediately communicated the faci to the Govern-
ment, not trying to hide it, and if these hogs and cattle
were slaughtered for the benefit of the community, then
compensation should be given to him, and that should be
done without waiting for an order from the Government
officer to slaughter them, except he should come
gpon the scene within & very short time after
notice had been given. If the notice is given to
the Department, and the officer does mnot put in
an appearance for two or three weeks, then there muat be
action taken, and if the action is taken in the interests of
the community, it seems to me there ought to be power
given to the Minister, upon being satisfied that the cattle
were not slaughtered by the direct order-of the inspector,
he not having arrived in time, to give some compensation
for the loss of the animals. That is a point I wish to bring
to the attention of the Minister. The mover of the Bill
does not seem to have recognised that difficulty—perhaps
Do case has arisen in his own part of the county. Hi

Bill deals more particularly with what he deems fairer
and larger compensation for the animals. But I am point-
ing out a practical difficulty that exists in many cases
where animals are slaughtered in the public interests. If
it be true that in such a case as I have pointed out there is
no power to grant compensation, I think the law should be
remedied. 1 feared from some remarks I heard, that there
was a difficulty in that respect, and the Bill being before
us now I have taken this opportunity of making these
remarks that I would have preferred to defer until the
Minister had decided whether he had power in the matter.

Mr. SPROULE. While I think the Bill introduced by
the Minister of Agriculture last year hardly went far enough,
I think this one goes a little too far, while one did not allow
eompensstion enough for animals killed, I think this.allows
too much compensation, In this mmendment theroappears
10 be only provision made for two classes of disease, rinder-

est and pleuro-paeumonia, It provides aspecific amount for
‘animals affected by those diseases thas are killed. Then it
includes all other kinds of diseases in oneclass, and goes on to
say thatin every other case compensation shall be made an
the value of the animal immediately before it was slaughtered,
dut the compensation shall not in any case exceed $200. If
those were the only prevailing diseases to which animals
were liable, then I could understand why they were classed
together and the balance of the diseases were put in one
cluss.  But there are other diseases equailly contagious snd
infections and as common and as dangerous and injarious
and a8 likely 10 spread. In what class would the hon, gen-
tleman put glanders, one of the most dangerous diseases in
the country ?

Mr. MULOCK. That is not & cattle disease, and this
amendment only deals with-cattle.

Mr. SPROULE, I do not know what the interpretation
of the word cattle in this Bill is,

Mr. MULOCK. The amendment is limited to cattle.

Mr. SPROULE. If that is so why should the hon. mem-
ber for Brant (Mr. Paterson) introduce hogs.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Because they come under
this class. '
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Mr. SPROULE. There are many other diseases to
whioh oattle are liable. I believe when animals are killed
they are killed for the safety of the community, and in no
cage rhould the allowance be made specific in this Bill,
notwithsianding the fact that we are following & precedent
established in the Mother Country. If an animal is affected
it cannot be worth its original value, because even if it
should be likely to recover, there are uncertainties about
that matter, and there is danger not only in regard to the
spreading of the disease but in regard to the death of the
animal itself. It is, therefore, unreasonable either to ask
or expect that the value of the animals should be paid
in the event. in question. If the Bill is allowed to
pass it should be very much amended and a great reduction
in compensation made, because we have not so many valu.
able animals here as in England. Therefore the argument
does not apply with sach force as it does in England.
Another reagson why it is much more important for us tosee
that diseased cattle are slaughtered, is from the cattle trade
we have with the Mother Country. Itis the more necessary
because Encland can schedule our cattle, whereas the same
principle would not apply in England. Again, in regard to
the price of cattle, the price being lower in this country,
the average price paid should likewise be lower. For the
general good of the community a reasonable sum should be
paid, but no more than half the value of the animal, and in
special cases where the animals are held at high figures
some specific sum should be settled, much lower than what
is proposed, which the Department should be compelled to

pay.

Mr, LANDERKIN. The interest affected by this Bill is
80 very large that it becomes a matter of vast interest to
all those who represent agricultural constituencies. We
have in this country a very large and flourishing interest,
a very large number of cattle, sheep and pigs, and since
farming has not been paying as well of late years as it
formerly did the attention of the farming community has
been directed to the improvement of stock and to increas-
ing the number of the animals raised. The idea contained
in this Bill is that the public interest is paramount, that
when it becomes necessary in the public interest to slaugh-
ter cattle to prevent the spread of a contagious disease, com-
pensation should be awarded. We see this principle car-
ried out in various ways. When it became necessary in the
public interest to construct railways the right of way is
purchased and fair compensation is awarded to the owners
of the line through which the road will-run. That is the
principle which is obvious and admitted. When animals
are affected by disease their recovery is not always doubt-
ful, they may recover and be of their full value. But I do
not-see why only one-third of the value of those animals
should be paid by the country. If it is in the public
interest that the disease should be stamped out and
animals be slanghtered which might probably recover, then
there shonld be full compensation. The Bill of the
hon, member for North York (Mr. Mulock) prayides
that the compensation shall be larger, It is but an exten-
sion of the principle admitted in the construction of rail-
ways, where the people who sell their land to the railway
company are entitled to its full value. When we have
admitted that principle I do not see how you can apply an
opposite prineiple to the farming community. It is not fair,
when a farmer is obliged to slaughter an animal affected
with the diseages mentioned in the Bill, that only one-third
of the value of such animal should be paid, and' that it
should not exceed $20. There are many farmers who have
cattle worth $50 or $60. 1f they become affected by any
disease mentioned in the Bill they will have to be slangh-
tered under its provisions, and yet they would only receive
$20,and this slaughtering has been done in the public
xnter;s‘t’.9 In the other cases two-thirds of the value will be

allowed, but in no case shall it exceed $40. The present
Bill proposes its extension to the neighborhood of $150.
There are many of our farmers who have thoroughbred
cattle which they have imported for the purpose of improv-
ing the breed, and which had been purchased at very
high prices, and if they became affected with pleuro-
pneumonia, and it became necessary, in the public inter-
est, that they should be slanghtered, it would be
pretty hard towards any of those farmers to inform him
that the amount of compensaiion obtainable was $40.
Why should the public be asked to pay less than the value
of the animal, if it is slaughtered in the general interest ?
Why should they be asked to pay less than any individual
would be obliged to pay in & like case ? The probabilities
are that if the animal is diseased it will recover, and the
only reason why it is slaughtered, is for the purpose of pre-
venting the extension of the disease. Now, this Bill is evi-
dently a step in the right direction, and conceiving it to be
such, I heartily support it, I believe it is but doing justice
to the farming community of this country, who are largely
interested in stock raising, that they should receive a fairer
compensation in such cases than they have under the pre-
gent law. I think the hon, member for North York (Mr.
Mulock), is deserving of the thanks of the farming com-
munity in this country, and the thanks of this House, for
having brought the matter so prominently before the House,
and I hope the Bill will receive favorable consideration at
the hands of the House.

Mr, MoCARTHY. There are two points in which it
seems to me this Bill differs from the law as it stands,
Opbe is certainly a most important matter and well deserv-
ing of the consideration of the House. As the law stands
if any person has the misfortune to have his cattle slaugh-
tered under the provisions of the law, and if at any time
he has been an offender against the provisions of the
Act, although not in reference to the particular animal
slaughtered, he is not entitled to compensation. I certainly
quite agree with the principle of this Bill, which applies
that restriction te their right to get compensation to the
particular transaction in which it arises. The other matter
in which I think this proposed measure is an improvement
upon the existing law, is this: Where the animal is diseased
and on account of that the animal is slaughtered, it is pro-
per to say, I think, that the owners shouid not get full
compensation. But if the animal is not diseased, and if
the animal is slaughtered merely by reason of the other
provisions of the Act, which entitles the Government to
destroy it because it might possibly have been in contact
with an animal which is . diseased, the destruction of the
animal being considered to be in the public interest, the
owner should receive compensation, These are two matters
in which I shink this Bill differs from the existing law.
The other matters are matters of detail which can be dealt
with, as I understand the mover asks they should be dealt
with, in committee. I have much tpleasure in saying that
I shall vote for the second reading of the Bill.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonich). I do not profess to
have any practical knowledge of the subject with which the
Bill professes to deal, but I think it is worthy the attention
of the House to consider, at this stage, whether a change
like this should be made in such an Aect, involving very
considerable additions to the expenditure in carrying out
the law, if the Aoct is to receive any extensive operation at
all. I onderstand that up to the present time, with the
exception of some eattle which were killed in the Province
of Nova Scotia, no case has occurred in which the Aot has
had to be put in force. Not a single case has occurred of
an animal having been slaughtered under its provisions,
and, therefore, I think it is somewhat premature to under-
take to amend the provisions of the Act. If, however, the

hon, gentleman who introdaced the Bull, being, of course,
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8 great deal better informed practically on the subject than
I am, anticipates that the Act is  likely to receive an exten-
sive operation, then it becomes a matter of considerable
importance how we shall increase the expenditure which
the Act involves. Now, there is an Act somewhat in the
same line in the Prcvince of Ontario—to prevent the spread
of contagious diseases amongst animals, and providing for
the destruction of diseased animals —and animals su<pected
of disease. That Statute makes no provision, I understand,
for compensation.

Mr. MULOCK, Do you refer to the Act respecting
glanders ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I refer to the Act of

_Mr. MULOCK. Dealing with glanders, an incurable
disease, which is a different matter.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I would also point out
that the English Act does not go as far as this, The hon.
gentleman proposes with respect to one class of cattle to
allow the compensation to go as high as $300, whilst the
highest compensation allowed in England is $200.

Mr. McCARTHY. He says that may be altered in com-
mittee, and he does not adhere to that amount.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think there is some
misapprchension as to another point which has been men-
tioned by the member for Wellington (sr. Orton) and the
member for Simeoe (Mr., McCarthy), and that is the appre-
hension that the right to compensation is forfeited if there
has been at any time, and in relation to uny other matter,
an offence against the provisions of the Act. I do notthink
that is a reasonable construction of the Act. The pro-
visions with respect to compensation are contained under
the heading * Slaughtering diseased cattle,” The 12th
section makes provision to the effect that the Governor in
Council may from time to time cause to be slaughtered
animals suffering from infectious or contagious diseases, or
animals which have been in contact with, or in close prox-
imity to, & diseased or suspected animal, and the next sec-
tion, which is the one that the hen. gentleman proposes to
amend, is that which provides for compensation for the
loss caused by the operation of the 12th section, and makes
the compensation, it is true, dependent on the owner not
having been guilty of an offencu against the preceding see-
tions, I should suppose that a reasonable construction
would be that the offence was only to deprive the owner of
compensation provided it were in connection with the sub-
Ject matter with which those two sections are dealing.
The hon. gentleman proposes another change which seems
to me to involve & principle likewise. Instead of providing
“that the Governor in Council may, &c.,” when the owners
are reported by the Minister of Agriculture not guilty of
any negligence or offence, he proposes to reverse that. pro-
vision by making this proviso:

Provided always that such compensation may be withheld in whole
or in part where the owner or the person having charge of the animal
has, in the opinion of the Governor in Qoancil, been guilty. .
In other words, instead of requiring that in the first instance,
the Minister shall report that the owner bas not been guilty,
he proposes 10 constitute the Government in Counil, in point
ot tact, a court for the purpose of trying the case and
deciding that the owner has ll))een guilty before compensd-
tion is to be withheld. It is perhaps not a very important
distinction, but it is one involving some inconvenience in
putting the burden of proof on the other party.

Mr. MULOCK. Where should the burden of proof be ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I think it should be on
the claimant, for the purpose of satisfying the Minister, if
I am right in my idea that the offence is intended to be one

Mzr, TmoMPsox [(Antigonish).

in connection with the same transaction out of which the
loss arises. It would then be for the owner to convince
the Minister or his officer that the offence had not been
committed, though that would not be the case it it referred
to a previous transaction. It does strike me that so exteon.
sive an alteration should be made unless some urgent neces-
sity exists for it, and that necessity does not exist, if I am
correctly informed, that the Act is not likely to be used.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot at all agree with the views of
the Minister. It is possible that his observations may pro-
perly apply to some of the details. For example: There
may be a question as to what the precise amount of the
compenaation should be. But the hon. Minister takes two
grounds. He says, first of all, that he thinks the Bill is
premature, because no cattle have been slaughtered yet,
except in one instance, and that we ought to wait until the
iojustice is done, and an inadequate compensation is paid,
before we pass the Act; and when the grievance is estab-
lished, this House will legislate for the future, and provide
the just compensation. Then, he says, if the law is going
to be broken, we must consider a good deal about this, be-
cause it will be extremely expensive. It would be prema-
ture to act before the Statute comes into operation; and
after it does come into operation we had better not act, be-
cause it will cost us some money.

Mr. THOMPSON (Autigonish), I did not say that.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman said it was going to
be extensively used, and if it is, it is going to be used just
where it will be required. The hon. gentleman must
remember that this is not an old Statute. It was introduced,
I think, last Session or the Session before. We had it under
debate last Session, and a great many of us thought the hon.
§entlemau’s provisions for compensation were inadequate.

thought so then, and I thick so still. If it is intended to
remedy an injustice which is likely to arise, it is better to
provide against it than to wait until an injustice has resulted
from neglect. If it is going to be an expensive thing in
the public interest to give this protection to the cattle
owners, we had better know it ; but we must not allow an
injustice to be done simply because it is going to be expen-
sive to prevent it, which is practically the second argument
of the Minister of Justice.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman is quite mistaken about
this being a new Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I know there is the old law.

Mr, POPE. It is the same law except in one or two
artioulars, Last year $:50 was allowed a8 compensation
or thoroughbred cattle, We raised the amount I think at

the suggestion of the hon. member for Huron. I thinkI
remember something of the case mentioned by the hon.
member for Brant (Mr. Paterson). I do not remember
what action was taken ; but in my opinion it is clearly the
intention of the Act that, when a man acts in good faith
and does everything he can, and notifies the Department,
ho ought to come under the law. But with respect to the
argument of the hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), I think it has something to do with this matter
whether we have ever been called on to put the
law into practice. So far as Ontario is concerned, this law,
with very few exceptions, has been on the Statute-book for
ei§ht or ten years, and never during that time have we been
called on to slanghter one animal. There never has been &
complaint made to the Department since that law was
enacted that the price paid by the Department was not
sufficient. Where we did put the law into operation, and
where there was a necessity to do so, was in the Province
of Nova Scotia,in Pictou, where we purchased, I think, 300
or 400 head of cattle. There the law was carried out exaoctly,

and no complaint was made by the people affected by it
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In fact, they looked upon it as & God send that we should
send there and attempt to mitigate the disease. The Bill
in one section provides that where the animal was affected
with rinderpest, the compensation shall be $50, and in the
very next section we find that in the case of &n animal
afflicted with pleuro-pneumonia, the compensation shall be
.$150. Now, I would like to know the reason for this diffe-
renoce.

Mr. MULOCK. I maust refer the hon. gentleman to the
Imperial House for the information; but I presume the
reason is that rinderpest is a more dangerous and incurable
disease than pleuro-pneumonia. At all events, the animal
is not considered to have the same commercial value in one
“case as in the other. In the Imperial Statute a similar
distinction is made, It is suggosted that probably the
chances of recovery from rinderpest are less than from
pleuro-pneumonia.

Mr. POPE. There is no disease more destructive or
supposed to be more incurable in the United States or
England than pleuro-pneumonia, and I am sure my hon,
friend will find that he has made a mistake in that.

Mr. MULOCK. 1t is in the English Statute.

Mr. POPE. It may be, but is an animal that dies with
one disease worth more than an animal that dies with
another ? As a general rule, animals are more valuable in
England than they are here, and in fixing the amount of
compensation last year I took into consideration the differ-
ence between the value of an animal in this country and its
value in-England, and made the price about equal relatively
to that in England ; and the reason I objected to this Bill
was that last year we consolidated and amended the Act.-
We put this $150 for thoroughbred cattle where it was only
$40 or $50 before, and with respect to the other payments
they are exactly the same. My object was to bring it all
under one Act, because the penalties were not included in
that Act in such a way that they could be easily collected.
When I found horses should be pat very high, I had them
struck out of the Act altogether, excepting those brought
into the country, that might be quarantined or where disease
broke out among them while quarantined ; otherwise horses
do not come in at all. I have always had a little doubt, and
that is the reason why I have been careful in the working
of the Act, whether this Act properly belonged to this or
the Liocal Legislature, There 18 only onereason why it can
be introduced here, and that is because it relates to public
health, When I found that Ontario and Manitoba had
made provisions for cattle disease in their paris of the
country, I hoped, and still hope that all the Provinces would
do likewise; ause an Act can be worked so much easier
by the Provinces, except in the case of the importation of
animals, Any law affecting that must be passed by this
Legislature, or any law affecting the carrying of animals
from one Province to another, I believe the provisions
zﬁxder this Act are quite sufficient to meet the exigencies of

e case.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Wher the Bill was before the Hounee
8 year ago, there was a very lengthy debate on the subject,
a8 many of us felt that it did not deal in a fair and proper
manner with certain classes of the community. In looking
over the Bill before the House, I must say that, so far as sub-
sections a and b are concerned, I would not mind if they were
struck oat altogether. As regards the cases affected by these
clauses, the Bill of last year is amply sufficient. When an
animal is taken with a contagious disease, whioh, in the end,
must prove fatal, that is one of those contingencies which the
ownpers f animals, in common with other classes of the
community, are subject to, and it seems to me arbitrary to
make the pablic bear the whole or a large part of the loss,

taxed to pay the loss of the farmer from storms and floods,
&o. I have no objections to the Act of 1886, so far as that
is concerned. It is provided in that Act that the Governor
in Council may, from time to time, cause to be slaughtered
animals suffering from infectious or contagious diseases, and
then it provides compensation, if the owner of the animal
was not guilty of any negligence or offence against
the provisions of the preceding sections of the Act,
to the extent of one-third the value of the animal before it
became 8o affected, but not to exceed $20. That is amply
sufficient, unless it should be a contagious disease that in
the end is not death—=a disease from which the animal wounld
recover without any great loss. Section 12 further pro-
vides that the Governor in Council may order the slaughter
of any animal that has been in contact with a diseased
animal, and not only in contact but in close proximity
thereto, or that is suspected of having been in proximity
to any animal affected by contagious disease. That is an
intolerable hardship. Take the case where one man has a
spite against another, and we know very often stron§ feol-
ing exists between men known as cattle-breeders. If one
choose to say: “I1 know that animal has been in prox-
imity to a suspected animal,” he can take steps to have
it slaughtered, Again, it is provided that in every
other case the compensation shall be two-thirds the value of
the animal, but shall not in any case for grade cattle exceed
$40, and that as regards highly bred cattle it shall be two-
thirds of the value, but not to exceed $150. There is where
the hardship comes in. We know that the cattle raising
industry of the country is large and is every year growing;
we know that the animals exported from this country to
Great Britain bring an enormous revenume io the country,
and everything that can be done reasonably should be done
to foster that industry. I need not teéll hon. gentlemen
acquainted with the subject that it has been found by
experience that the only way in which you can keep up the
standard of these animals for exportation, is by using first
class thoroughbred male sires. Lt seems also that to keep
up the breed frequent importations are necessary. I think,
if you allow the Bill to go before the committee, and amend
it, there is no peed for throwing it out. Sab-section ¢
should be retained.

¢‘In every other case the compensation shall be the value of the animal
immediately before it is slaunghtered, but so that the compensation
shall not, in any case, exceed two hunéred dollars, except in the case of
thoroughbred pedigree animals, in which case it shall not exceed three
hundred dollars.” .
I think that is reasonable. We have many men in the west
who have gone into the business of raising thoroughbred
stock, and it is too bad that, because a man may suspect
that an animal has been in proximity to a diseased animal,
that animal should be slaughtered withont adequate com-
pensation, and the sum of $300 is not at all an excessive
compensation,

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). Whatever may be the individ-
ual view of members of the House respecting the amount of
compensation to be uwarded to parties whose stock may -be
troubled with these infections diseases, I think it is patent
on the face of that, whether this is a matter that belongs to
health regulations or not, and whether it should be rele-

ted to the Provinces or not, when we look at the shipping
trade of the Dominion, it will strike every momber as %ei ng
one of those questions respecting which it i3 exceedingly
desirable that the Dominion Government should have some
regulations, The furmers of Ontario, and in the near future
the farmers of our great western prairies, will be very
largely interested in the regulations affecting the shipping
of cattle at the various points along tho seaboard which are
in other Provinges and entirely beyond the reach of those
Provinces where the greatest values are invested in stock.
1 think there would be danger if this matter wero relegated

It would be almost as reasonable that the country should be J

xto the Provinces, that, where the stock business was not
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of such importance as in those Provinces to which
I refer, but through which the stock finds its way to
the ocean, the duty might be neglected of keeping a
clear access to the British stock market without
the embargoes which have been placed on other
countries. For that reason, if for no other, I think it is
extremely desirable that legislation of this class should
exist on the Dominion Statute-book., If it were considered
desirable that the Provinces should take the administration
of this matter in their own hands, there should at least be
a general supervision on the part of the Minister of Agricul-
ture, to see that these provisions are not neglected at
points through which our stock reaches the ocean in order
to connect with Great Britain. [ think the Minister of
" Railways said that, under the operation of this Act, the
farmers of Ontario had not been called upon to pay any-
thing, That is a fact upon which the Ontario farmers may
congratulate themselves, but we are not absolutely free
from the risk of these contagious diseases among farm
stock, and it will be in the recollection of very many of the
western members that last fall we had a very severe attack
of hog cholera in two or three townships of the
county of Hssex, which in some places decimated the hog
stock of the farmers to a serious extent. I do not
know whether the aid of the Dominion Government
was invoked in this matter, but I know, as far as the
Provincial Government was concerned, that an expert was
sent out to those municipalities to look into the difficulty,
and as far as possible restrict it. On that occasion, there
was a heavy loss to the farmers throughout those townships,
and what was their difficulty last season may before very
long apply generally to other farmers in the matter of cattle
and other stock. 1 think it is desirable thatour regulations
should not in any way be relaxed in reference to the
protection of the general farmer from the spread of these
diseases. I cannot quite agree with the opinion of the
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule), when he says that the
farmer is not entitled to be paid an appreciable proportion
of the value, where an animal is diseased and suffers. I
would remind hon. gentlemen that, if you place the
compensation too low, there is a tendency on the
part of the farmer who may be first visited with the
disease to conceal the difficulty, and his wveighbors
may suffer before they are aware that there is
such & disease in the neighbprhood. Where hog cholera
and pleuro-pneumonia and similar diseases break out, the
passage of the animals along the public highway may leave
such traces of the direase behind them, that other healthy
stock, perhaps drinking from the same water or travelling
over the same road, make take the disease, and those inno-
cent farmers in the vicinity are thus led into difficulty and
loss through the carelessness of perhaps one farmer who
does not appreciste the difficulty he is causing to his neigh-
bors. Farmers in that respect are no better than the rest
of the community, There are found among them, I am
sorry 10 8ay, men who are intensely selfish as far as the
public interest is concerned. Though I have no desire to
see the compensation fixed so high as to make it an
inducement for a man to apply for compensation for
the loss of his stock, because I believe a g.rmer ought
to run risks such as merchants and others take in their
business, yet when you take into account the danger
of spreading the disease in that mneighborhood, I
think the compensation should not be placed at too
low a figure. While we have not had the difficulty in
Ontario yet, and while I hope it will be far in the fature,
and indeed that we may never have to apply to the
Dominion Treasury for any compensation for the loss of
cattle from contagious diseases, yet it must not be forgotten
that there is a fair medium in this as in other things, and,
when we are placing a Statute on the Statute-book, it is
desirable to get it as just and equitable as possible, I am
Mr, Baiy (Wentworth.)

theretore disposed to support some modifications of the Bill
of last Session, especially when they are guarded as they
are here by leaving a large discretionary power with the
Governor in Council or the Minister of Agriculture, if that
is thought more desirable, to refuse compensation where it
is clearly traceable to a man’s own negligence in this
matter. I think it is wise for the House to consider whether
the compensation may not be fairly somewhat increased.

Mr. THOMPSON. After consultation with the introdacer
of the Bill, and finding that he has consented to some
modifications of it, I have no objection to the second reading.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think the House should understand
whether the Government are going over to the hon. member
for North York (Mr. Mulock), or the member for North
York is going over to the Government, for we have had two
oceasions on which these two gentlemen have arrived at this
sort of agreement,

Mr. BLAKE: A little of both.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. the mover of the Bill will
explain in committee what the amendments are.

Bill read the second time, and the House resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would like to ask the
Minister of Justice, or some other legal gentleman, to point
out whether thd Aect, as it stands, is lame in the particular
that I have mentioned. If so, it seems to me that it will
not be remedied here. I would like to have that point
understood. ’

Mr, THOMPSON. It seems to me that the Act, as it
stands, gives ample power to the Governor in Council to
provide for the inspection of cattle, and to cover cases like
the one the hon. gentleman mentioned.

The CHAIRMAN. It is proposed to amend section 1 by
making it read as follows: —

Section 13 of the Animal Contagious Diseases Act, passed in the
Session held in the 48th and 49th years ot Her Majesty’s reign, is hereby
repealed and the following substituted therefor ;—

he Governor in Coauncil may order a compensation to be paid to
the owners of animals slaughteied auder the provision of this Act; and
whenever the animal slaughtered w 3 affected by infectious or contag-
fous diseases, the compensation shatl be one-third of tke value of the
animal before it became so affected, but shall not in any such case
exceed twenty dollars; in every other case the compensation shall be
three fourths of the value of the animal, bat shall not in any case of
grade animals exceed fifty dollars; and in any case of thoroughbred
pedigree animals two-thirds of the value of the animal, not to exceed
one hundred and fifty dollars; and in all such cases the value of the
animal shall be determined by the Minister of Agriculture or by some
person appointed by him: Provided always, that such compensation
may be withheld, in whole or in part, where the owner or the fperson
having charge of the animal has, in the opinion of the Minister of Agri-
culture, been guilty, in relation of the animal, of an offence against this
Act, or where the animal, being a foreign one, was, in his judgment,
diseased at the time of entering Canada.

Mr. LANDERKIN. 1In the event of the animal
slaughtered having been infected with & contagious disease
that was probably curable, would the owner then only be
entitled to $20 it it was slaughtered in order to prevent the
spread of the disease, and done at the outbreak of the epi-
demic ? I think that is not right.

Mr. MULOCK. It is not likely the officer would slaugh-
ter an animal unless the disease was incurable,in which
case, perhaps, $20 might be all, or more than, it was worth.

Mr. McNEILL, -In case of an animal slanghtered
because it has, for instance, the mange, the owner ought to
receive more compensation than the owner of an animal
that is slaughtered because it is infected with rinderpest,
which is incurable, I think the Act which was introduced
a few minutes ago was very rightly framed in that respeot,

.drawing a distinction between different kinds of infeotious



1888. COMMONS

DEBATES. 865

digeases, some of which are much more likely to be cured
than others. 1t seems clear that an animal infected with
& curable disease is more valuable than an animal infected
with an incurable disease; and if an animal infected with a
curable disease is slaughtered, I think the owner ought to
have more compensation than the owner of an animal
which is infected with an incurable disease,

Mr. POPE. This Act is not supposed to apply to ani-
mals except those that are suffering from what are con-
sidered incurabie diseases.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Ananimal may have what
is known an incurable disease and yet that disease may
be cured ; but the animal will transmit that disease to other
animals. The hon. member for North York (Mr. Malock)
has stated that the officers will be careful not to slaughter
animals except those suffering from incurable diseases; but
an animal may have what is called an incarable disease and
may be cured, and yet transmit it to other animals,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant), I desire to ask the Minister
of Railways if the regulations provided in section 27 of the
Act have been made ?

Mr. POPE. Regulations have been made, but I cannot
state whether they apply to this particular case or not, If
they do not I will call the attention of the Minister to it.

Mr, PATERSON (Brant). Then the Minister thinks it
was intended that that case should be covered.

Mr. POPE. Yes; [ think the Act was intended to cover
any case where the party acted in good faith. It would be
a very great hardship if it did not. In this very extensive
country, before you could get the authority of the Minister
of Agriculture, your animals might die. I see & difficulty
on that point. My impression is that it onght to be
covered by the present Act. Itwas not, however, supposed
that we were providing for past cases, I will call the
Minister’s attention to the matter, and if the regulations do
not cover such a case as has been mentioned, the Minister’s
attention will be called to the matter.

Mr. MoCARTHY. That point could not be covered by
the regulations, 1 give it as my opinion, for what it is
worth, that as the law now stands there is no power by the
regulations to fix a matter such as the Minister of Railways
seems to think has been or may be fixed. The compen-
sation which the Statute empowering the Governor in Coun-
cil to pay, is merely for animals slaughtered by order of the
Government, and not animals slaughtered by the owner
before any autbority has been obtained, or direction given
by the authorities. I think the Minister should promise to
deal with this matter on the third reading.

Mr. POPE. The Minister of Justice says he will deal with
it on the third reading.

Bill reported.

THE EASTER ADJOURNMENT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:

That when the Speaker leaves the Chair to-morrow at 6 o’clock, the
House stands adjourned until the following Tuesday at 8 o’clock, p.m.
He said: 1t has been represented that by adjourning to

- 8 o'clock on Tuesday, it would give time to members to
arrive that day in time for the meeting of the House; and
by adjouring to-morrow at 6 o’clock, it will allow members
to be at their homes for Good Friday.

Motion agreed to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at {1.15 p.mw, |

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TaurspAY, 22nd April, 1886,
The SpxAxER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
Pravzes.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 114) to amend the Act incorporating the British
Canadian Bank.—(Mr, Dawson.) -

OVERFLOWING OF THE ST. LAWRENCE RIVER.

Mr. CURRAN asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment, in view of the great suffering and loss of property in
the city of Montreal and the neighboring distriots, from the
overflowing of the St, Lawrence River, to cause an investi-
gation to be made by competent engineers, with a view to
suggesting such measures as may prevent the recurrence
of such disasters?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The intention of the Gov-
ernment is to cause an investigation to be made; but, of
course, the Government will expect the co-operation of the
city of Montreal, and most likely also of the Harbor Com-
missioners of Montreal. .

PRINTING OF PAMPHLETS.

Mr. AUGER asked, Has the Government, since the lat
December last, entrusted the printing of pamphlets or other
matter to apy printing offices at Quebec ? 80, to what
offices? What is the nature and the number of pages of -
such pamphlets, the number of copies of each, the price
paid for composition, for printing and for binding, and what
sums have already been paid on account ?

Mr. CARLING. As the hon. gentleman asks for infor-
mation involving & good many details, I would suggest that
he put a notice on the paper, and I will endeavor to bave it
brought down in time.

EXPLORATION OF HUDSON BAY.

Mr. DAWSON asked, Whether, in the event of the
exploration of Hudson Bay and Straits being continned dur-
ing the coming summer, it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to order an examination of the channel represented
on the early French and English maps as existing to the
south of the straits and extending from Ungava Bay to
Mosquito Inlet ?

Mr, FOSTER. This matter is now engaging the atten-
tion of the Government.

COUNTERFEIT DOMINION -NOTES.

Mr, TASSE asked, Whether the Government are aware
that a large number of Dominion notes of the denomination
of $2 have been counterfeited and are now in- circulation ?
If so, is iy their intention to order & new issue and to take
other steps to protect the public against this fraud ?

Mr. McLELAN. The Government areaware that counter-
feit Dominion $2 notes are in circulation, and steps are
being taken to protect the public against frand.

APPOINTMENT OF A JUDGE.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether Hon. J. 8, Wurtele,
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly of Quebec, has been
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appointed a Judge.of the Superior Court for the Province of
Quebec ? If so, what is the date of the Order in Council
appointing him ? If not, has the position been offersd to
hi?z‘n, and has he declared his intention to accept or to refuse
it?
Mr. THOMPSON. An Order in Council was

appointing this gentleman a judge. He has not yet signified
his acceptance of the office.

RELIEF OF THE TOWN OF COBOURG.

"Mr, MoLELAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, on Tuesday next, to consider the
following resolution : —

That it is expedient to relieve the corporation of the town of Cobourg
by releasing an amount of their debt to the Government, equal to the
sum contributed by the corporation towards defraying the eost of con-
structing the harbour of retuge at Cobourg.

8ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose this was

of the assets the hon. gentleman brought down the
other day in reduction of our gross debt?

Mr. MCLELAN. Yes.
Motion agreed to.

THE CLAIMS OF MANITOBA.

Mr. MOLELAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, on Tuesday next, to consider the
following resolution :—

That it is expedient to remove doubts under section 6 of the Act 48-49
Victoris, chapter 50, for the final settlement of the claims of Manitoba
on the Dominion, by decluring in what manner the rate per capita therein
mentioned shall be calculated.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In what way do you
propose to caloulate it ?

"Mr. McLELAN. Thehon, gentleman will remember that
on the formation of Manitoba into a Province, a certain
amount per head was given to that Province, based on an
estimated population of 17,000. In 1873 a farther sum of
about $70,000 was added. The terms of the agreement between
the Manitoba delegates and the Government should have
embraced both of these sams, and it is doubtful whether the
Act refers to both or only to the allowance that was made
originally, This measure is to remove that doubt.

Motion agreed to.

EXPKRIMENTAL FARM STATIONS.,

Mr. CARLING moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, on Tuesday next, to consider the
following resolution :—

That it is expedient to empower the Governor in Council to estab-
lish an experimental farm station, or experimental farm stations, and to
uire a limited extent of land, and set apart a limited extent of the
public lands of Oanada for that purpose, and for the purpose of tree
planting and timber growing ; and also to fix the rate of remuneration
of persons employed to carry such %roviaions into effect, such remunera-
tion to be paid out of monies voted by Parliament for that'purpoge ; and
further to provide that puch reports, samples, plants, and other products

as are designated by the Minister of Agriculiure, shall be transmitied:

b m:‘i{ free of charge, subject to regulations made by the Postmaster-
oral. .
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would suggest to my
hon. friend the Minister of Agriculture that it would be
expedient to give us a little general explanation as’to what
he pro to do. Then we shall be in a better position to
discuss the matter when we return after the recess.

Mr. CARLING. I should be very glad indeed to give
any explanation; but I am suffering from & very severe
coid to-day, and hardly feel able to go into it. If the hon.
gentleman will allow the matter to stand till Tuesday, I
will give the explanation then.

Motion agreed to,
Mr, LANGELIER,

REPRESENTATION OF THE NORTH-WEST TERRI"
TORIES IN PARLIAMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 115) respecting the representation of the
North-West Territories in the Parliament of Canada. He
said: The Bill provides that on a day to be fixed by
proclamation, the North-West Territories shall be repre-
sented, The Territory of Assiniboia will have two mem-
bers; the Territories of Alberta and Saskatchewan will
each have one member. The Territory of Athabasca has
no population to speak of, and therefore is not included in
the Bill. The Bill provides that for the present the fran-
chise shall be the same as that which now obtains for elec-
tion to the Territorial Council of the North-West, and the
provisions of the Bill are, in fact, taken from the measures
which are now law in the Territories respecting representa-
tion in the North-West Council,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That a humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, representing that
for the good government of the several Territories forming part of the
Dominion of Canada, and not included within any Province thereof, it
is expedient that provision should be made for their representation in
the Parliament of Oanada, and praying that she ..ay be graciously
pleased to cause a measure to be laid before the Imperial Parliament to
empower the Parliament of Oanada from time to time to make provision
for such representation.

He said : In 1871, the Imperial Parliament passed an Act
to enable the Dominion Parliament to form Provinces out
of the Territories which had been acquired by arrangement
with the Hudson Bay Company, and when Territories were
formed into Provinces to give Parliament the power of
giving them the right of representation. The Act was
passed in 1871, to remove doubt as to our power to create
Manitoba & Province, and our action in that regard was
confirmed by Imperial Statate, The first clause says :

“ The Parliament of Canada may, from time to time, establith new
Provinces in any of the Territories forming, for the time being, part of
the Dominion of Canada, but not included in any Province thereof, and
may at the time of such establishment (this was the establishment of &
Territory as a Province) make provision for the constitution and admin-
istration of any such Province, and for the passing of laws for the peace,
order and good government of such Province, and for its representation
in the said Parliament.’’

Thus, it conferred upon the Administration the power of
declaring a Territory to be a Province, and, when so
declared, to give the new Province representation in the
Dominion Parliament, but it does not provide that a Terri-
tory not declared a Province may have representation
here. Therefore, to remove any doubi—and I think it is
more than a doubt; it is a certainty that we have not the
power—it is proposed we should ask the Imperial Parlia-
ment to grant that power. No doubt, it will be granted.
Hon, gentlemen who were in Parliament in 1871 may
remember that the Aet of 1871 was passed on the repre-
sentation of the Government of that day, of which I was a
member, and the O itiom took exception to our having,
although the Act was right in itself, asked the Imperial
Parliament to make any alteration or addition in the char-
ter of our Constitution, without the previons assent of the
Dominion Parliament. There was a great deal in that
argument, and therefore I have brought down this resolu.
tion, to obtain the consent of Parliament to apply to Her
Majesty to lay before the Imperial Parliament a measare
giving us the power required.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Isuppose, as a matter
of fact, the hon. gentleman will himself prepare this Bill,
or canse it to be prepared here, and then iransmit it to
England. I suppose also, in conformity with the spirit of
his present remarks, he will, at any rate, allow us the

lopportunity of seeing what he proposes to do,
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8ir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I have no objestion, and
have had the Bill printed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I had no doubt the
hon. gentleman would have no objection. Of course, I have
no objection whatever to the propositions he has made,
which have been enforced on this side, as to the extreme
desirability of giving representation to these Territories. The
only point that strikes me is this: Whether, in adopting a
Bill which is not merely operative for the present occasion,
but which gives us the power from time to time in all
future cases, if I understand the proposal aright,—=-—

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT—some reasonable pro-
visions should now be introduced into it to prevent an
undue representation being given to the very small popa-
lation in outlying Territories. The basis of.our Constitution
is that each Province shall be represented according to its
population, Although there were good reasons for depart-
ing from that in the case of fast-growing Provinces, still
care should be taken {0 prevent any abuse creeping in by
giving a great namber of representatives to very thinly
settled ‘territories. That might be pressed so far as to
interfere to some extent with the principle of representa-
tion by population, as it exists in the other Provinces.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That will be completely
in the power of the Dominion Parliament, from time to
time. When the Province of Manitoba was formed,
although the population was very small indeed, we gave
them four members to the House of Commons. Objection
was taken then that we were giving them representation
far exceeding their rights according to population, but
Parliament held that one member—perhaps all it had a
right to have, and perhaps all the whole North West has a
right to have, taking population as the basis—was practi-
cally of no use, while by giving them four they would be
enabled, as a delegation from the Province, to confer
together, and press with some energy and hope of success
the views of their locality. Parliament took that view of
the case, but the objection was taken strongly by the hon,
member for East York (Mr. Mackenziey and the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). The hon. gentleman who
bas just spoken also said it was in exeess of the population,
but that a generous view should be taken of the case. Par-
liament here will have the power to give such representa-
tion as they think proper.

Mr. EDGAR. Is it the intention of the Goverrment to
give full power to representatives from the Territories, or
in any way to limit their power, as is done in the United
States with territorial representatives ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government, in giv-
ing a Territory power to send one delegate only, did it limit
his right to that of making speeches only, would be giving
it representation of no value whatever, and it is proposed
the representative shall have the same power and status in
Parliament here as any ove of us. I desire to pass this
resolution to-day, becauce it is of some importance that the
Address should go home and that the Government in Eng-
land should take it np immediately after their Easter recess.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not rise for the purpose of oppos-
ing the resolution in its true spirit, namely, that steps
should be taken with a view of obtaining representation of
- the North-West Territory. I think that it is & most desiz-
able thing to seek to accomplish; but, looking at the word-
ing of this resolution and considering the use that might
be made of such a resolution as a dangerous precedent in
the future, it seems to me that we should proceed with
very great caution in this matter.
by this resolution that they may be permitted, without the
sanction of Parliament, without further conference with

The Government ask.
| tainipg certain provisions, and they will do it in such

Parliament, to submit a Bill to the Tmperial Parlisment for
the purpose of altering the Imnerial Aot which binds'these
various Provinces together.
‘that Act should be modified from time to time; but the
manner in which the opinions of the people of Cansda are
to be submitted to the Imperial Parliament is the point to
which I beg to direot the attention of the House.
opinion is that whatever request is submitted to the Tm-
perial Parliament as the wish of the people of Canada
should first of all be settled in every partioular by - this
Homse. If it is proposed to submit a Bill"
to the Imperial Parliament to alter the Confede-
ration Aot, I submit that we oannot be too careful in
proceeding, and that that Bill should be submitted
to this House and discussed as carefully as any ‘miitter which
is within our jurisdiction, and that, when finally. we' have:
approved of every word in that document, then and not till
then does it represent the wishes of ‘the peopls' of*Cahhds,

It may be quite right that’

y own':

and then and not till then shonld” any oconimunication be-

directed to the Imperial Parliament to give their sanction
to that set of words and convert them into law. Fdr that

reason, while desiring that representation shall be given to:
the North-West, and desiring that the object aimed at,"

acoording to the words of the Firet Minister, shall be accom-

plished at an early date, I think prudence and caution should"
suggest, and I hope it will suggest to the First Minister,

the propriety of putting in some words in this resolu-.
tion showing that the humble Address which is referred

to cannot be forwarded as representing the opinions of the'

people of Canada until this Parliament has done something

further. and that is, to express its opinion upon the provisions

of the Bill,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD I think the hon. gentle-
man is a little too late; I think the resolution has been

passed.
Mr. SPEAKER. No, it is not. I simply putthe question,
Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. The resolution is:

That & humble Address be ‘presented to Her Majesty, representin
that for the good government of the several Territories forming part
the Dominion of Canada, and not included within any Provinoe thereof,
it is expedient that provision should be made for their representation in
the Parliament of Oanada, and praying that she may be fmioully
pleased to cause a measure to be 1aid before the Imperial Parliament to
empower the Parliament of Oanada from time to time to make provision
for such representation.

The only thing we ask is to have power to pass an Aot,
that whenever we think it necessary to make a Territory a
Province we should have power to give it representation in
the Dominion Parliament. That is the whole, and any Bill
which would go further than this is not in accordance with

the resolution.
Motion agreed to.

Mr. MULOCK. Did I understand the First Minister to -
say that the Bill he proposes will be submitted to this:

Parliament before it is sent to the Imperial Parliament ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I mean to say that when I
move for the Bill to give representation to the North-
West Territory, it will be brought down here, and if it is-
not satisfactory it will not be passed.

Mr. MULOCK. That is not my question. My question
i8, whether the First Minister proposes to submit to the
Parliament of Canada the Bill which he intends to ask the
Imperial Parliament to pass in accordance with this resolu-
tion ?

8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would be rather an act of
presumption for us to pass an Aot here, and send it to
Eogland and ask them to pass that Act., That would be
rather absurd. We ask that they shall :pass an Aot oon.

e

phrase as the parliamentary draftsmen-~will settle,
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draft we send is merely a suggestive one, and I shall lay
it before the House, and I have no doubt it will receive the
sanction of the House.

Mr. MULOCK. I might ask——

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman had better wait
until the next motion. There is nothing before the Ghair.

Mr, MULOCK. I think we might as well finish this
point. I did not ask that this House should pass an Act or
assume to legislate for the Imperial Parliament, but simply
if the full text of the measure to be submitted to the Im-

rial ?Parliament wounld receive the sanction of this

ouse

8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will be submitted,
but not to wait for the sanction. I moved:

That the said resolution be referred to a Select Committee composed of
8ir Heotor Langevin, Sir Richard Oartwright, Mr. McLelan, Mr. Laurier,
Mr. Bowell, and the mover, to draft an Address embodying the same.

Mr. MITCHELL. T feel some little interest in the ques-
tion put by the hon. member for North York (Mr. Malock),
and I did not quite catch, from the lownsss of tone in
which the Premier spoke, all his argument or his state-
ments. But, if I understood the question aright, it was to
know whether the legislation which it was proposed to ask
the Imperial Parliament to carry out, would first be sub-
mitted to this Parliament before it was transmitted. If I
understood the right hon. gentleman that it was proposed
to do 80, nothing more is wanted. If that is not the effect
of his statement, I should dissent from such & conclusion.
I think the House has a right, in a matter affecting the
oconstitution or representation, or anything so vital, to be
taken into the counsels of the Government at least, and I
think it is the duty of the Government to lay before the
House what they propose. We do not pro to the Im-
perial Parliament the ipsissima verba of the Act that they
shall pass, but we bave a right to know what the Govern-
ment ask the Imperial Government to lay before the Im.
perial Parliament which will bind this House; and I think
we have a right to an answer on that point.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did give an answer to
that question. I said the resolution itself contains the Bill
that is to be presented to the Imperial Parliament in Eng-
land. I said further that we will suggest a Bill, & draft of
which I will lay before the House when I bring up the
second reading of the Bill granting representation to the
North-West, Then the House will have full charge of it,
and if they do not approve of that draft, they will say so.
The Bill cannot become law unless by the consent of Par-
liament, and if Parliament disapproves of the Bill, which is
merely word for word what is in the resolution, neither
more nor less, they will say so, and throw ount the Bill
itself, Iwould say, Mr. Speaker, that it is proposed to be
a joint Address, for the Senate have a right to be consunlted,
and with the consent of hon. gentlemen opposite, [ will
move that the following Address be read the first time :—

To the Queen’s Most Excellent Mgjesty.
MosT GRaoI0US SOVEREIGN :

We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects the
Commons of Oanada in Parliament usemb{ed, humbly approach Your
Majeaty for the purpose of representing that for the good government of
the several territories forming part of the Dominion of Canada, and not
included within any Province thereof, it is expedient that provigion
shouid be made for their representation in the Parliament of Uanada,
and of praying that Your Majesty may be graciously pleased to cause a
measure to be laid before the Imperial Parliament to empower the
Parlisment of Canada from time to time to make provision for such
T whieh we hamb Y

which we humbly pray Your Majesty to take into your favorabl
and gracious eonlidnmﬁon.y oty v orable

Motion agreed to. .
' Bir JoEN A. MAODONALD,

Bir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Imove that the Address
be read the second time.

‘Motion agreed to.

S8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that the said
Address be engrossed.

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that a Message
be sent to the Senate informing their Honors that this House
has passed the Address, and requesting their concurrence in
the same. ’

Motion agreed to.
THIRD READING,

Bill (No. 102) to expedite the issue of Letters Patent for
Indian Lands.~—(8ir Hector Langevin.)

SUPPLY.
House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.
(In the Committee.)
To defray Departmental contingencies ......eeesess. $191,750

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. For convenience sake,
Mr. Chairman, you had better read aloud each separate
office and that will save time in the committee, instead of
rambling from top to bottom, as we otherwise will do.

Governor General's Secretary’s office.... s cesecsscs $15,000

Mr., DAVIES, There is an increase of two or three
thousand dollars, which wants a short explanation. In
1884-85 this office expended oniy $13,185.

Mr, MCLELAN. Last year it was estimated that the
expenses would amount to $16,000, but it seems only
$13,185 were expended. A thousand dollars less has been
asked for this year than was asked for last. It is possible
that the whole sum may be required this year, or that it
may not. It is not intended that all should be expended,
unless it is required by the office.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman does not quite under-
stand me. The estimate for 1885-86 was $16,000. What
proportion of that his been expended we do not know.

Mr. BOWELL. It was found by the amount expended
that as large an amount as was estimated last year would
not be required. It is necessary always to have a little
margin. That is the only explapation that can be given.

Mr. MoLELAN. In 1884-85 it was estimated that $16,000
would be required, and only $13,185 was expended. From
the expenditure made in the office so far it is estimated that
the sum needed for 1886-87 will be $1,000 less.

Mr. WILSON. I understood the Minister of Public
Works to state the other night that the allowance for travel-
ling expenses for the Governor General was §5,000. I
observe that item has been increased during the year
1884-85.

Mr. MoLELAN. $5,000 was, by Order in Council, allowed
to the Governor General for himself and suite. The other
items are for the travelling expenses of the officers of his
Department who are sent on public service, amounting to
$929,

Mr. WILSON. Then the $5,000 is not the only amount
allowed for the Governor General’s travelling expenses ?

Mr. McLELAN. $5,000 are allowed for the Governor
General himself, and

Mr. DAVIES, Is the Orderin Council of 1879, which
appropriated $5,000 for the Governor General’s travelling
expenses, supposed to cover the expenses of the Governor
General and his suite ?

Mr. MOLELAN—there are many times when the Gov-
ernor General is not travelling himself, and when it is
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necessary for public business that someone of the officers
should go to distant points.

Mr. McMULLEN. Under whose directions are these
sums paid ? Suppose we commence by considering the
sum of $806 paid for newspapers to the Governor General’s
office. Isthat sum increasing or decreasing ? Are we to
go on increasing that amount? Under whose direction are
the papers ordered, and under whose order are the amounts
paid ? It is right that we should criticise those items. A
very large amount is paid out under the head of contingen-
cies. Last year the Government exceeded by $22,000 the
amount appropriated for contingencies. We should care-
fully criticise the different items, and see if we can devise
some means to cut them down. In what way are the
papers subseribed for ? Who orders them, and under whose
order is the money paid ?

Mr McLELAN. They are ordered by the Governor-
Genersl’s secretary, and in the other Departments by the
Deputy Minister. The order is undoer the control of the
Minister,

Mr. MoMULLEN. Are we supposed to pay for every-
thing those officers choose to order ?

Mr. McLELAN. Every Department and every Minister,
and the Governor General as well, must be kept informed as
to what is passing in the world, and subscriptions are there-
fore made to newspapers. The control of the expenditure
is first in the appropriations that are voted by Parlizment
for certain amounts to be paid for newspapers ; and next, in
the Public Accounts Committee, where all the details and
vouchers can be called for «t any time, There is that general
supervision held by Parliament over this or any other
expenditure.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex)., The total expenditure for
newspapers in the different Departments was §10,389. While
I am disposed to allow every facility to employees of the
public Departments to secure all information desirable, yet
1 think the committee will admit that this is a particularly
large sum. If we allow to the Departments an equal
amount to that expended for newspapers for the reading-
room of the House I am sure everyone will be satisfied that
we have been exceedingly liberal. Thereportof the Auditor
Greneral shows that the amount spent for newspapers for the
readingroom was only $1,498, while that for the
Departments was over $10,000. It strikes me that

the newspapers taken largely belong to a par-
ticular political section of the community. If the
Government will allow both sides to be heard in-

side of the Department, as they are obliged to allow both
sides to be heard outside; if the newspapers of both sides
secured a share of the assistance which is employed, in the
expenditure of some $10,000 for subscriptions alone, the
community might think that there was less of an element
of unfairness in the matter. I think it is worthy of the at-
tention of the committes that such a large sum is being
devoted to that particular purpose, and the committee
must recollect that that is exclusively for subreriptions to
newspapers in the Departments at the Capital, and that,
besides these, there are subscriptions to the different Gov-
ernment offices outside, that might run the total up to a
considerably higher sum,

Mr. McCRANEY. In looking over the amount expended
for newspapers in the various Departments, 1 find they
will average about $700 for each Department, Now, Sir,
that would furnish say fitty dailies and one hundred or 150
weeklies, magazines, and all papers of that character. I
think certainly that is a most extraordinary sum of money
to be spent for that purpose. The expenditures in some of
the Departments, I find, run as high 8s, in one case $943
and ixlx la;other $862, which seems to be an enormous sum.

I did not look at the amount expended for our reading-
room, but I think these sums must be almost equal to the
amount we expend for that purpose. I would like to
ask why—as there is a sum of $5,000 appropriated for the
travelling expenses for the Governor General—the travel-
ling expenses of his staff are not taken out of that vote ?

Mr. McLELAN. I explained to the hon. gentleman, &
short time ago, that some years ago $5,000 was set apart by
Order in Council as the sum to be allowed to the Governor
General for the travelling expenses of himself and his suite.
It is found occasionally to be in the public interest, and for
the public service, that an officer from the Governor Gener-
al’s office should go out to different parts of the Dominion,
and that expense is in addition to the $5,000-—the latter
being exclusively for the Governor General and his suite
when he himself is travelling.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think, as regards what,
perhaps, appears a somewhat large amount for subscription
to newspapers for Ilis Excellency, that no objection can be
taken, It is of importance that the Governor General
should acquaint himself very fully with the varions phases
of publie opinion, and I belisve I am correct in saying that
His Excellency, whatever the Departments may do, does
look at all sides, and that the Reform newspapers are very
fully represented on His Excellency’s files, They used to
be, and I think they are still. The large amount for sub-
seriptions in the other Departments is quite another thing,
and there is a great deal to be said for the view my hon.
friend from Middlesex (Mr. Cameron) expressed, as to the
large sum collectively paid for newspapers, That can be
discussed, however, as we get on. I would ask if it is
necessary to have an additional clerk in His Excellency’s
Department, becanse I perceive that a gentleman of the
name of Stuart has been apparently permanently appointed.
He is put down as an extra clerk, but he is paid for the
whole 365 days. If a clerk is necessary, I think it would be
better to put the amount in the regular Estimates, than as
part of the contingencies. I see that the sum of $2 per day
has been paid Mr, Stuart each day for the whole year.

Mr. McLELAN. T think there was a vacancy in the
staff, and Mr. Stuart was expected to fill the vacancy.
He continued as an extra clerk for some time, but he finally
declined, or for some reason did not go up for examination.
He has therefore left, and a permanent clerk has been ap-
pointed at a less salary than was paid Mr. Stuart as an
extra clerk.

Mr. McMULLEN. I cannot fully endorse the remarks
of my hon. friend from West Huron (Sir Richard Cart-
wright). I daresay in times past he may have had some-
thing to do with these contingencies, and though it may be
the duty of the Dominion to supply the Governor General
with those papers, still I think it is the duty of the people’s
representatives here to cut down these items as far as pos-
sible. I think they have gone altogether beyond what the
people of the Dominion can bear to pay. I think it is quite
time, when we notice how our expenditure has run up, to
take up every item of this kind aund carefully examine it,
with a view to cutting it down, We have the right to ex-
press our views to the Government of the day, and point
out to them what we conceive to be the items they should
operate npon in the way of restriction. I think this item
of 806 for newspapers alone is utterly absurd. I admit
that it is the duty of the Governor General to take the
various journals, for the purpose of posting himself on the
questions of the day. But is that sum necessary to kee
his files full of the different periodicals of the country?
venture to say that there are plenty of papers there which
are not published here, No doubt there'are London papers;
no doubt he takes a lively interest in the;politics of Great
Britain ; and are we to supply them as well as the Canadian
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papers? What is this amount for? 1Is it really for Cana-
dian papers, or for papers from the other eide of the water?
Do we pay for the London papers and all those kind of
things? I do not think it is fair, I do not want to be
parsimonious with the Governor General, but when he gets
$50,000 a year, and gets in addition every single item of
expenditure almost, in and around his Department—his
Secretary paid, every little- item there paid from top to
bottom, at the public expense~—I think that the least wo
can ask is that he should supply himself wiih those periodi-
cals he requires from the Old Country, and that we should
not be asked to pay for them. I see, in addition, that the
sum of $5,000 is allowed by Statute for travelling expenses.
I am not disposed to quarrel with that just now, as the
wisdom of Parliament fixed that sum, but I think the
expenses of those who accompany him in his different tou:s
should be deducted from that. I do pot think we should ba
called upon to pay whatever expenses his footmen are dix-
posed to incur, and all charged up to this country, so that
the sum is excceded something like $1,000. The probability
is that, if we go on in this way, we will have to provide
87,000 instead of 85,000, I sce we even go so far as to pay
the cab hire, and the cab hire of his attendants and footmen,
I am entirely opposed to this scale of expenditure; I do no
think our people can bear it. 1 notice also that we paii
8197 for advertieing for the Governor General. I would
like to know what that advertising is for, and what is it
that requires that expenditure? He does not adves tise for
wood, because we supply that, or for coal, because wec
supply that, and we supply his attendants and everything
of that kind. I would like to know what the advertisements
are for? I think we are entitled to full explanations with
regard to these items.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The contingeuncies for
the Privy Council is an item in which, undoubtedly, the
increase has been enormous. In 1878 the total for this
office amounted to $2,&48, and these gentlemen themeelven
in their first year only required $3,7:2:, while $8,000 is
demanded now. Now, I am really not aware of any re-
markable sdditional expense that should be incurred in
connection with the Privy Council to warrant it requiring
three times as much now as it did in 1878, and consider-
abiy more than double what it required in 1879. It seems
to me that the Privy Council, which is not a Department
having a very great deal of work attached to it, is really
spending & great deal more money than it ought to do.

Mr.McLELAN. The work in that Department has, I know,
very largely increased since I have had the honor of being a
member of the Government. The presidency of the
Council was the first position I had, and from my koow-
ledge of what that Department is doing, I know that its
work has very largely increased rince 1881, The hon.
gentleman will see that during the last year thero has been
4 very large amount for telegrams. Of course, the leader
of the Government, who now holds the position of President
of the Council, is called upon to communicate by telegraph
in all directions, and the expense for telegrams has amounted
to over $2,000. There have been in the last two or three
years a number of extra olerks employed, which caused
an increase last year of about $3,000, and I am told by the
Clerk of the Privy Council that that is about as low as the
work can be managed for at present, without appointing,
upon the permanent staff, the four men now employed as
extra olerks. It is not proposed at present to do that, but
to continue them as extra clerks, and charge their salaries
to contingencies.

Mr. DAVIES. I thought when the other item was
under discussion that there was a good deal in the argu-
ment a8 to the necessity of His Excellency being provided

Mr. MoMuLLEN,

with the periodicals and papers of the country. But it does
appear to me that to supply every Department with
newspapers to the extent that is being done, is rather
too much. I find that the expenditure for newspaper sub-
seriptions has gone up io every Department except the
Department of Marine and Fisheries. The expenditure of
the Privy Council for this purpose hags gone up from $585,
in 1878, to 8756. In the Secretary of State’s Department it
has gone up from $45Y, in 1878, to $361. Now, it may be
absolutely necessary that something like $1,000 should be
spent by each of thesso Departmsuts in subscriptions for
newspapers; but this is a large sum, and I think the Min-
isters thould explain it. The expenditurein the Department
of the Interior for subscriptions o newspapers was increased
from $441, io 1878, to 8619. In the Department of Justice
there i8 a reduction from $545 to $318. In the Militia
Department it has gone up from $511 to $753. In the De-
purtment of Finance it was $771 in 1878, and it has gone
up to 8942, In the Public Works Department it has gone
up from §419, in 1878, to $7'78. It appears to me that these
increases ure mors than the increased work of these Depart-
ments will justify. There is another item with regard to
which, I think, the hon. Minister of Customs should give us
some explapation, becouse I remember that in 1878 the
whole country was placarded with his deaunciations of the
previous Government for its expoenditure on cab hire. Now,

i I find that the Government’s csponditore for cab hire is

becoming very large.
Mr. BOWELL. D) you say I placarded the country ?

Mr. DAVIES. I say the statemonts of the hon. gentle-
man in this House were placarded throughount the country
as an evidence of the extravagance of the Administration,
and I find, so far from the Administration remedying the
evil, that outside of his own Department the expenditure
for cab hire has very largely increased. The expenditure
of the right hon. gentleman who leads the Government, for
this purpose, was $624, in councotion with the Privy
Council. That may be all right, conridering hix age and
other circumstances; but the expenditure for sundry per-
sons besides Sir John Macdonald amounted to $519. That
does seem to be a large amount for sundry persons in the
Privy Council for cab hire.

Mr. WOODWORTH. Who is sundry persons?

Mr, DAVIES, I do not know who he is, and it is because
I do not know that I am asking the hon. Minister of Cus-
toms to explain. I am glad to see that the hon. gentleman
is not s0 extravagant in his own Department, but he has
been a party to the extravagance of all his colleagues.

Mr. BOWELL. How do you know ?

Mr. DAVIES. Because he has not protested against it,
and he comes down with them and asks for this vote. In
the next Department I find that Sir Alexander Campbell is
credited with a very small sum for cab hire, only $55; G.
W. Burbidge, $7.50, and sundry persous, $30. That is not
extravagant. But in the other Dopartments I do not find
the same moderation. Coming to the Department of Militia
and Defence, we find the item : *“ Hon. A. P. Caron, cab hire
at Ottawa, $214.”

Mr. MITCHELL. We had a war youn know.

Mr. DAVIES. The houn. gentleman did not go to war in
a cab, He stayed at home and directed the matter from
here. Then, in the next Department yoa find the Secre-
tary of Siate, the Hon. J. A. Chapleau, put down for $374,
and the amount expended by him and his officials in hig
Department on cab hire was no less than $460. In the
Department of the Interior, we find no less than $451 for
cab hire, paid at Ottawa, from the head of the Department
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down through a large number of officials, Every one of
them appears to have the right to employ cabs as he pleases
and charge the expense to the Department, as fifteen diffe-
rent subordinates have employed cabs.

Mr. MITCHELL, It is easily seen you are not a Cabinet
Minister or you would not object.

Mr. DAVIES. Iam not complaining that eabs should
be employed, but I do not think that all the clerks ot a De-
partment should have the right to employ them. In the
Auditor General’s Department, the cab hire is $38. In the
Finance Department, $171, which is not very extrava-
gant. In the Inland Revenue Department, $291; and in
the Customs Department, which my hon friend, the great
denouncer of cab hire, manages,——

Mr. BOWELL. There is not much there.

Mr. DAVIES. No, the hon. gentleman only spent $2
himself.

Mr. BOWELL. No, I did not.

Mr. DAVIES. Well, he is charged with spending it.
Mr. BOWELL. It has no business there.

Mr. DAVIES. Thon the Public Accounts are wrong.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; and I made special enquiry as to
how it appears there.

Mr. MULOCK. The thing was not covered up.

Mr. BOWELL. No; Iam notin the habit of doing what
you do—covering up your iniquities.

Mr. DAVIES. This fact stands out in bold relief, that
the Minister of Customs is either an anchorite in his tastes
in regard to cabs, or the other gentlemen sre very luxarious
and extravagant. If the Minister of Customs can get along
with only $16 for cab hire auvd look so bale and hearty, L
think the thcusands of doliars spent in other Departments
might be cut down a litle.

Mr, McMULLEN. We rot only pay the cab hire and
travelling expenses of hon. gentlemen, but I see that we
lunch them also. There is an item, J. H. Spencer, $83.63
for lunching the Cabinet. I cannot understand this. If
hon. gentlemen will ride in cabs and railways at the public
expense, they ought, when they want an extra lunch, to
foot the bill themselves. It is absurd to go on this way in-
creaging the annual amount expended under the head of
contingencies. I must give the Minister of Customs credit
for his handling of the coutingencies in his Depart-
ment, where he has shown a great deal of care in
keeping down cab hire and other things; bul as to
his colleagues, we have the right to find fanlt with them
for their expenditure. I notice here that Sir John Mac-
donald’s cab hire cost very nearly $700, and sundry other
persons—it does not say who, or where they went to, or
who ordered them, or under what circumstances—it appears
engaged cabs to the extent of $51Y. This also is'an
absurd item. In my humble opinion, a Minister of the
Crown who draws his salary and his sessional allowance
ought to pay his own cab hire.

the First Minister was $8,000 and his sessional allowance |

$1,500, a total of $9,500; and I contend that a man who is

paid that amount cf money, and who claims to be so abso-

lutely devoted to the best interests of the country as he
does, should show a little liberality for the poor struggling
pecple who have to pay $30,000,000 annually, by payin
his own cab hire; and if the hon. gentleman were present
would say the same, I care not who the First Minister
be, whether Grit or Tory, he has no right to charge
the public account with the incidental expenses made for
his own personal ‘comfort. I notice also that in each
Department they are in the'habit, not only of paying
telegrams, but of giving the boys who carry them gifts,

Last year the salary of-

g
1

and in each Department they are careful to charge the
same smaount as gifts and donations to the boys, namely,
83.75. That also is wrong. Another mau who delivers
the night mail gets $60. 1 think he gets nearly $600 a
year for delivering the night mail. I do not know under
whose order these things are done, but it appears absurd
that things of this kind should go on. Street car hire, $25.
Extra clerks—J. Belford gets $1.50 a day for 192 days; J.
Foley, engaged at $2 a day in 1885, and so on. We should
have some explanation with regard to those items. Then
we find washing towels e

Mr. MULOCK. Dirty liren.
Mr. McMULLEN. They paid $68 for washing towels.
Mr. BOWELL. This is something you never use.

Mr. McMULLEN. How mary do they mse a day?
Surely the Privy Council would not use more than half a
dozen towels a day.

Mr. MITCHELL. They must have clean hands.

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not believe all the water in the
Ottawa and all the soap in the county could wash away
their political sins. 868 for washing towels. Then there
is the item of goods, $65.43. What were the goods ? We
have no account nf them. In some of the contingencies
there is put down $1,500 or $1,600 for goods. I have a
matter of this kind to refer to, when we come to the Agri-
cultural Department. In that there is a large item for
goods. We want some explanation of these things. Then
there is the ice, $80.60. No doubt, they want ice, but 1
thiuk they should supply their own ice. I cannot under-
stand how hon. gentlemen can face the people’s represesta-
tives, and ask them to pass such items as these,

Mr. AUGER. I have compared the expenses of cab hiro
of this Government with those of the late Government. In
the year ending 30th June, 1878, it amounted to $466.55 ; two
yeurs later, in 1880, it amounted to $1,685.16. This last
year it amounts to $3,758.29. Now let us take one Depurt-
ment in 1873. In the Department of Agriculture it cost in
that year $32.75, as follows : P. Buckley, $16; J. Coursolles,
$1.50 ; L. E. Goulin, $15.25. In the year 1880, in the same
Department it cost $115.45. Last year the cab hire for the
same Department amounted to $185.40, as follows: Hor. J.
H. Pope, $126.75; Mrs. Lyster, $23,

An hon. MEMBER. Who is that ?

Mr. AUGER, Waell, the Minister will be able to tell us.
A.J.Cambie, $11.15; J. E, W.Currier, $9.50 ; J. Lowe, $5.50;
J. F. Dionne, $2.50; W. F. Boardman, $2; J. A. Lyster—I
suppose the husband of Mrs, Lyster—$2; L. J. Belanq,
75 cents ; J. Marmette, 75 cents; Messenger, $1.50. This
is a great difference from the expenditure under the Mac-
kenzie Administration, I hope vhe Minister will be able to
explain this.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not propose to enter into particulars,
as invited to do by the hon. member for Queen’s, P.E.I.
(Mr. Davies) ; but when he makes the comparison between
: the expenditure for contingencies in the Castoms Depart-
ment in 187374, and the expenditure at present, I think he
would omit the reference if he looked at the facts. My
| predecessor spent on that service $15,767.38, and, by the
i Auditor General’s report of this year, including the $2 for
. cab hire, he will find that the expenditare is only $6,779.51.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What the hon. gentle-
man says I have no doubt is true, as regards his own
Department, I think the bon, gentleman has been &
creditable exception, and that his Department, as regards
' contingencies, has been caretully managed, but I would
call his attention to this fact. In his Department, when it
was presided over by my lamented friend, Mr. Burpee, out

i
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of the $15,000 which were spent in 1878, $7,269 was ex-
pended for advertising and subscriptions in newspapers,
which I think the hon. gentleman now charges in a differ-
ent place, if I am not mistaken.

Mr. BOWELL. Yon are mistaken; I do pot charge
them in the manner suggested.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know that it was
necessary at that time to make very numerous advertise-
ments; and I thiok thehon, gentleman, in some other branch
connected with his Department, finds it necessary to spend
a great deal more than the $5,000 or $6,000 which is put
down in last year’s account.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is in error, There1
is no place in the Public Accounts where he will find such
an expenditure, nor has any such expenditure been made,

Mr, DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman say that he has
discontinued the subscription to newspapers ?

Mr, BOWELL. No; I said nothing of the kind.
Mr, MITCHELL. He does not take the Herald?

Mr. BOWELL., Yes, I do, and two copies of the Globe,
and I read them, too.

Mr. MULOCK. I think no answer has been given to the
statement of my hon. friend from Shefford (Mr. Auger),
who has stated that nearly $4,000 was spent for cab hire
last year in this city. It appears to me that that is a most
unreagsonably large sum. The departmental buildings here
are all together, and I think that item is one that cannot be
fully jostified, I understand that not only ihe heads of
Departments, but the deputy heads and others are allowed
a great deal of latitude in that regard, and, if that is the
case, if any number of persons are drawing on the petty
cash of the Dominion in this way, the grand total will be
something very undesirable. I find in the Auditor-General’s
report, page 35, part 2, an item of Montreal Minerve—I
do not know whether there is any person in this Chamber,
or in the Government, particularly interested in that
newspaper, but we find that the Minerve is doing printing
that could be done in Ottawa, and perhaps ought to be done
in Ottawa— Montreal Minerve, printing 25 copies Manitoba
terms, $47.62; printing 3,120 copies report on
Printing Bureau, $112.85; total, $160.47. How does
1t come to pass that that bit of patronage is given
away from the city of Ottawa, and is given to a paper in
Montreal which is generally credited with being an organ
of a member of the Government, who may be more intimately
connected with it than even as a friend, as far as I know. 1
make no statement on that point, because I do not know;
but this system of the Departments giving out printing in
this way to papers which are directly or indirectly uander
the control of members of the Government, is a vicious
eystem. We have a further illustration of it which is ger-
mane to the subject—I refer to the printing of the Geologi-
cal Survey Report,which I believeis printed at the Montreal
Gazette office, at a cost of several thotsand dollars & year. I
understand that that job was placed with that newspaper at
a time when the Survey was stationed at Montreal, and the
reason assigned was that it was convenient to have the
printing done there, Subsequently, the Department
was transferred to Ottawa, but the work was left there
still. That work, I am told, is given to that paper without
competition, without tender. ~Some imaginary, or some
alleged, measurement of work is undergone, but I am told
that that work could be done at a far less cost to this
country if it were honestly open to competition. We know
that printers can say: Here are our fixed rates; and it can

be offered as an excuse that the payment is mnot

in excess of the ordinary fixed rates. The work]!

is in excess of the ordinary fixed rates. That is'
Sir RicHARD CARTWRIGHT,

a very good statement to make, of course, but.ﬁxed rates
mean just such rates as you can get when there is competi-
tion, "It has been argued, but without any real justifica-
tion, that that paper was especially qualified to do the
work. But is this matter to go on forever? Are we to
give that paper patronage for several thousands a year for-
ever, without competition and at great inconvenience to
the Department, when it conld be done, and ought to be
done, by the Queen’s Printer under the regular contract
we give out for printing ? I find an item on the same page
of the Auditor General’s report: “J. J. McGee, travelling
expenses, $122.81; Hon. J. A. Chapleau, $16.40.” In
every form we find moneys being disbursed in the public
service, in various ways connected with individual mem-
bers of the House and members of the Government. With
regar