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CANADA

House of Commons Debates

OFFICIAL REPORT

Wednesday, June 23, 1920.

The House met at Two o’clock.

CLASSIFICATION OF THE INSIDE
SERVICE.

Hon. NEWTON W. ROWELL (President
of the Privy Councl): I beg to lay upon the
Table a statement of the application of the
classification of the inside service, that is
the details of the application that would be
included in Civil Government Estimates of
the wvarious departments. In connection
with the matter I desire to add a word of
explanation which will make clear to the
members of the House one or two matters
which, but for that explanation, would not
be clear in the document presented. In
the past a portion of the work of .the
Archives Branch — that is thie outside
branches of the service—has not been in-
cluded wunder the head of Civil Govern-
ment. Under the reclassification they are
all brought under the head of Civil Gov-
ernment; therefore the details of this item
show a total substantially in excess of the
amount appearing under Civil Government
in the printed Estimates. That is the ex-
planation. The full details will be given
when these Estimates come before the
House.

Mr. ROBB: Will there be a correspond-
ing reduction in the Estimates for the out-
side service?

Mr. ROWELL: There will be a corres-

the outside service. In connection with
the Department of Militia and Defence
a somewhat similiar condition-exists. They
have brought in under the head of Civil
Government certain branches of the ser-
vice that were organized during the war,
which have been paid out of the demobi-
lization appropriation prior to this date,
but which must be continued now that
the war is over. Therefore they are
brought in under the head of Civil Govern-
ment, and consequently the total amount
now shown is substantially in excess of the
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ponding reduction in the Estimates fox -

amount of the.Civil Government estimate
brought down in the main Estimates. I
should also add with reference to the
Militia Department items that I under-
stand the application of the classification
as given, is the application as proposed by
the Department of Militia and Defence.
It has not been approved by the Civil
Service Commission, and therefore it is
merely the tentative proposal of the De-
partment. Then there is one or two De-
partments in which the classification is not
yet complete and by reason of that fact they
are not included in the statement which I
beg to lay upon the Table.

QUESTIONS.

(Questions answered orally are indicated
by ‘an asterisk.)

RIVIERE St. PIERRE.
*Mr. LEDUC:

1. Has the work in connection with repairing
Syphons Culvert De St. Pierre River in West-
mount-St. Henry Division been carried on and
what is the present condition of the work?

2. Is the work temporary or will it be of a
permanent nature?

3. Is it the intention of the Government to
pay the damages caused by the flood of last
spring, due to the accident of the said culvert?

Hon. Mr. REID:

1. Work has been carried on in connection
with repairing Syphons Culvert, De St.
Pierre River.

2. The present work is temporary but it
will be made permanent during the present
year through the construction of a perman-
ent head lock, and control gate.

3. The matter of damages caused by the
spring flood is under investigation. The
Crown does not admit any liability.

MOTIONS FOR PRODUCTION OF
PAPERS.

Mr. McMASTER:

For a copy of all correspondence, letters, tele-
grams. and reports touching the issuing of per-
mits for the export of sugar, whether with re-
fineries or those acting for them or with pur-
chasers or those acting for them.

REVISED EDITION
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Mr. CHISHOLM :

For a copy of letters, telegrams, petitions
and documents of all kinds which passed be-
tween the Department of Public Works and any
penson during the years 1918, 1919, 1920, in any
way referring to improvements made on Grand
Btang Harbour, N.E.

UNAUTHORIZED WEARING OF

RETURNED SOLDIERS’ BUTTONS.

On the Orders of the Day:

Mr. R. C. COOPER (Vancouver 8.): I
would like to ask the Minister of Militia
what setps have been taken to prevent the
unauthorized wearing of returned soldiers’
buttons? It ie a question of great interest
to all returned soldiers in Canada in view
of the finding of Magistrate Saunders in
Calgary lately.

Hon. HUGH GUTHRIE (Minister of
Militia): The unauthorized use of military
buttons was prohibited by an Order in
Council passed by the Government in April
1919, and penalties of $500 fine, and im-
prisonment for six months, were provided
with respect to any person who, without
proper authority, made use of these
buttons. The penal clause of that Order
in Council lapsed with a number of other
Orders in Council which were passed under
authority of the War Measures Act, some
time last January, so that from January
up to the present time there has been no
penalty upon those who, without lawful
authority, have been wearing these buttons.
fn the Act which this House passed a few
days ago, however, it will be noted that in
Section 10 severe pernalties are provided,
and as soon as the Bill in question, No. 137,
has been assented to these penalties will be
enforced throughout Canada.

ALLEGED SUNDAY WORK AT THE
PRINTING BUREAT.

On the Orders of the Day:

Mr. JOSEPH ARCHAMBAULT (Chambly-
Vercheres): I would like to inquire from
the President of the Privy Council whether
it is true that last Sunday employees of the
Printing Bureau were forced to work by
orders of the President of the Privy Coun-
cil? I hope for the sake of my hon. friend’s
reputation that my information is incor-
rect.

Hon. Mr. ROWELL: Inasmuch as the in-
formation which my hon. friend undertakes
to impart to the House is frequently incor-
rect I may say that this is as incorrect as
usual. There is no foundation for the state-
ment.

[Mr. McMaster.]

’

MAPLE PRODUCTS ACT—CONCURRENCE
IN SENATE AMENDMENT.

Hon. Mr. Rowell moved the second
reading of and concurrence in an amend-
ment by the Senate to Bill No. 28 respect-
ing maple products.

Mr. FIELDING: What is the nature of
the amendment?

Mr. ROWELL: The amendment proposed
by the Senate is to add another section
to the Bill as Section 5. The new section
is as follows:

Section 17 of the Food and Drug Act, 1920,
wili apply to any prosecution under subsection
1 of Section 2 of this Act.

Subsection 1 of section 2 provides a
penalty for manufacturing, eelling, keep-
ing for sale, or exposing for sale, any article
of food resembling or being an imitation of
maple syrup or maple sugar which is not
pure maple syrup or pure maple sugar.
The effect of the amendment of the Senate
is to provide that the clause in the Food
and Drug Act which permits a man charged
with violating the Aect to prove that he
bought the goods in the condition in which
he sold them, that he believed them to be
of the character and description of which
he sold them, to set that up as a defence.
In other words, it permits a man who has
acted bona fide, where the violation of
the law is purely technical, to set up that
defence, and it enables the magistrate to
acquit him. T see no objection to the amend-
ment.

Amendment concurred in.

MILITIA PENSION ACT AMENDMENT.

On the motion of Hon. Hugh Guthrie
(Minister of Militia) Bill No. 197 to amend
the Militia Pension Act was read the
second time, and the House went into com-
mittee thereon.—Mr. Boivin in the Chair.

On section 1—subsection forbidding dupli-
cation of pensions repealed:

Mr. GUTHRIE: This Bill is brought in
in accordance with the recommendation
of the Pensions Committee which has
recently been dealing with the matter.
Last session, without giving very great
consideration to the proposal, Parliament
passed an Act to repeal section 25 of the
Pensions Act, which section provided that:

The pension to a widow shall be as follows :—
the widow of a colonel, five hundred dollars;
of a lieutenant-colonel, four® hundred and fifty

dollars; of a major, three hundred and fifty
dollars; of a captain, two hundred and fifty
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dollars; of a lieutenant or second lieutenant,
two hundred dollars; of a warrant officer, one
hundred dollars.

By subsection 2 of section 25 of the Act
passed last session it was enacted:

That if a person is entitled to a pension,
gratuity or allowance under this Act, and is
also entitled to a pension, gratuity or allowance
under any other Act passed by the Parliament
of Canada, such person, or in the case of a
child, the parent, or guardian or tutor of such
child, shall elect which pension, gratuity or
allowance he desires to accept, but no person
shall receive two pensions, gratuities or allow-
ances.

The Pensions Committee which has
recenty devoted a great deal of time and
attention to the whole question of pensions
has recommended that the amendment
passed last session be repealed. The effect
of that will be to restore section 25 of the
Militia Pension Act, which I have just read.

Bill reported without amendment, read
the third time and passed.

ROYAL CANADIAN MOUNTED POLICE
ACT AMENDMENT. .

On motion of Hon. Newton W. Rowell
(President of the Privy ‘Council) Bill No.
196 to amend the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police Act was read the second time, and
the House went into committee thereon.—
Mr. Boivin in the Chair.

On section 1—proviso forbidding duplica-
tion of pensions repealed:

Mr. ROWELL: The object of this Bill is
to carry out the report of the Committee
on Pensions and Re-establishment, “and it
is to the same effect as the Bill already
approved by way of amendment to the
Militia Pension Act. Under the Act passed
last session we required that in case of two
pensions being paid that the pensioner
should elect which pension would be taken.
The proviso in the Act is contained in sec-
tion 8 and is as follows:

Provided, however, that the amount of any
pensien, gratuity or allowance which any mem-
ber of the Royal Northwest Mounted Police
receives or is entitled to receive or apply for,
in respect of any injury received by him while
serving in the military, naval or air forces
aforesaid shall be deducted from any pension,
gratuity or allowance to which such member
would be entitled under the said Act, other than
a pension for years of service, irrespective of
any infirmity of mind or body or bodily injury ;
and no widow or child of any such member
who received, or is entitled to receive or apply
for, any pension, annuity, gratuity or allow-
ance in consequence of the death, incapacity or
injury of any such member while serving in

z

the forces aforesaid shall be entitled to any '

pension, annuity or allowance under the said
Act.
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That section carried out the recommenda-
tion of the Committee on Pensions last year,
but the committee has now recommended a
change, and we are but giving expression
to its recommendation in striking out that
proviso.

Sir SAM HUGHES: In the case of a man
dying in-the interval, would the family be-
come entitled to the pension under the old
Act and be obliged to submit to its pro-
visions, or would this amendment apply?

Mr. ROWELL: In view of the recommen-
dation of the Pensions Committee such a
case would be recomsidered in the light of
this amendment.

Bill reported without amendment, read
the third time and passed.
INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT.

House again in committee on Bill No. 14
to amend the Indian Act (as amended by

special committee)—Mr. Boivin in the
Chair. ¢
On Section 1—

Mr. F. B. STACEY (Fraser Valley): I de-
sire, 8ir, to make a few observations on the
general principle and purpose of this Bill,
but in order to do so at this juncture—

The CHAIRMAN: Mr. Stacey had risen
just before the Speaker left the Chair, but
was not noticed, and the House went into
committee. I feel sure that the unanimous

-consent of the committee will be given him

to speak on the general principle of the
Rill.

The committee gave unanimous consent.

Mr. STACEY: I would not detain the
House at this time to discuss this maftter
were it not for the fact that this Bill brings
to the front certain phases of the Indian
question which are very vital at the present
time in British Columbia; and because cer-
tain ex parte presentations of the case have .
been made to many people in Eastern
Canada. Therefore I feel constrained to
give some facts relative to the general situ-
ation in the province of British Columbia.

As was pointed out when the Bill re-
ceived its first reading it contains two main
features, first, the clause dealing with com-
pulsory education, and second, the clause
providing for the enfranchisement of cer-
tain Indians who are now wards of the
Government. The passage of this Bill will
make a very decided advance in the policy
of Canada in respect to our Indian popula-
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tion. I have heard it stated, Mr. Chair-
man, that Canada has no clearly defined
Indian policy. In other words, that while
the Government in co-operation with the
churches of the country has sought to im-
prove the moral and social status of the
Indian youth, she has not made any ade-
quate provision for their full and subse-
quent citizenship. This Bill is an honest
and carefully wrought out measure to pro-
mote, with reasonable celerity, the social
and civic welfare of the descendants of the
original inhabitants of this country.

The native has been and is in many ways
under-rated and misjudged, possibly be-
cause he differs in many important respects
from the white man, but those differences
are mainly the results of generations of
training, environment, and natural or race
characteristics. When we’consider his his-
tory and understand his character, we find
many strong mental and moral qualities
that promise well for his future develop-
ment and citizenship. At the same time
there are certain obvious defects in his men-
tality which demand from us as his guar-
dians kindness and consideration, to en-
able him to reach the largest measure of
self-adjustment and independence.

The Indian is by nature very strongly
domestic in his habits. He is a faithful
friend and possesses in a high degree the
artistic temperament, as evidenced by the
dexterity of the women and by the style
of public address used by the Indian orator.
But he is slow to move, has little initiative,
and is almost devoid of the economic in-
stinet. Therefore it may be regarded as in-
cumbent upon us, by reason of these exist-
ing conditions, to do our utmost to help
him realize and enjoy what we conceive to
be the duties and responsibilities of Can-
adian citizenship.

There are about 100,000 Indians in Can-
ada; approximately one-quarter of these
are in British Columbia. It is of those and
those only, Mr. Chairman, and of ‘their re-
lation to this Bill that I propose mow to
speak. These Indians represent all grades
~ and conditions of civilization and progress,
from the aboriginal state to comparative
social and financial comfort. I understand
that one Indian of British (Columbia bought
$25,000 worth of Victory Bonds last fall. It
is estimated that probably less than one-
half of these Indians have ever had an op-
portunity to secure even a rudimentary
education, and of those who have had the
opportunity a very considerable number
have refused to attend the school provided.

[Mr., Stacey.]

There are seven or eight linguistic stocks
in the province, each of which has several
distinet dialects. These stocks vary in in-
tellectual capacity, as they do in other re-
spects. Some, indeed, are of very high
order, mentally alert, analytical, vigorous,
and capable of great development under
favourable conditions. But it is worthy of
note that while there are many natives who
are financially easy and many more who
are intellectually qualified to a very high
degree, not a single Indian from British
Columbia has up to the present time made
application dor enfranchisement. When it
is noted that 300 Indians in the Dominion
at the present time have applied for en-
franchisement the question naturally
arises: why are none from British Columbia
included in that number? One reason that
may be assigned—I do not say the only one
—is that an unfortunate state of affairs
exists in British Columbia between certain
Indian tribes on the one hand and the pro-
vince of British Columbia and the Domin-
ion of Canada on the other. Bill No. 13
which has been before this House is an
attempt to remove the difficulties existing
on the former account, whereas Bill No. 14
proposes or aims to promote the social and
civic welfare of the individual Indian. In
all fairness it must be said that a number
of Indians from British Columbia appeared
before your committee to oppose the pass-
age of this Bill. But with equal candour
it must be stated that it was soon dis-
covered, upon their own admission, that
their opposition was not really against the
provisions of the Bill; for more than one
of them stated that they did not know any-
thing about those provisions. Their atti-
tude was based, rather, upon the twofold
objection as set forth by their counsel, Mr.
O’Meara: first, that they formed a kind of
protectorate under the British Crown and
therefore this Parliament had no authority
to pass this Bill—or, inferentially, any other
Bill—affecting the allied tribes of British
Columbia; second, upon the ground that
they claimed tribal ownership under ab-
original - title and Royal Proclamation of
1763 and were entitled to an interest in all
the lands of the province. I propose now,
Mr. Chairman, to state to the committee
as clearly as I am able, not in the learned
language of the lawyer but in the simpler
speech of the layman, the condition of
affairs in British Columbia in so far as they
relate to the two points presented to your
.committee, as mentioned a moment @ago.
It is mnecessary for us to review very
briefly the history of the settlement and de-
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velopment of the Coast province. With
reference to the entire Pacific coast, the
first explorers came from Spain and Russia.
Those from Spain explored the coast line
of Mexico and the Pacific States and sailed
as far north as the Aleutian islands, where
there are still to be found certain geo-
graphical names of Spanish origin. The
Russians, on the other hand, explored the
Alaskan coast and sailed as far south as
California. About the same time, or a little
later, Captain Cook, Mears and others
from England explored the coast line from
the mouth of the Columbia river morth-
ward, including parts which are now Brit-
ish Columbia, for example, the Queen Char-
lotte islands, and all explorers including
those from England, claimed the territory
discovered by simply landing and formally
taking possession in the name of their sov-
ereign, just as D’Arcy McGee described
Jacques Cartier:

In the forests of the North, while his towns-

men mourned his loss,
He was rearing on Mount Royal the fleur-de-
lis and Cross. ;

After the American Revolution, England’s
activities were greatly lessened on this con-
tinent by reason of the French Revolution,
which continued to occupy her time and
strength down to and including the earlier
years of the last century. In the meantime
the fur traders of the world had been look-
ing with longing eyes to the wealth of the
Pacific coast. The charter of the Hudson
Bay Company did mot permit them to ex-
tend their operations west of the Rockies,
but the old Northwest Company had secured
a lease on what is now the mainland of
British Columbia. About one hundred
yvears ago the Hudson Bay Company and
the Northwest Company joined forces, which
gave the former a footing on the Coast. In
1843 Vancouver island was leased to the
Hudson Bay Company, and soon they es-
tablished a post on the present site of the
city of Vietoria, and in 1849, Vancouver
island was made a Crown colony.

What was then called British Columbia,
namely, the mainland and Queen ‘Charlotte
islands, was made a Crown colony in 1858,
and in 1866 the two colonies were united
and five years later British Columbia en-
tered Confederation.

Now, it is impossible for us to understand
the British Columbia Indian question with-
out some idea of its development through
the successive periods I have just outlined.
First, let us bear in mind that when the
discoverers claimed the territory and
formally took possession, the natives were

recognized, not as owners of the land, but
as inhabitants of the country. They had
absolutely no conception of ownership, as
we understand the term. Then, a lttle later,
when the territory came under the sway of
the Hudson Bay Company, the same atti-
tude and relation was recognized and main-
tained.

. It must further be borne in mind that if
we consider the relation of the Indian
tribes to the Dominion, there is no fixed
date which may be regarded as the time
at which the whole question was definitely
decided or settled. As a matter of fact,
their present status is the result of long
and gradual growth, just as the English
constitution is the development of centur-
ies and our own present national status is
the outcome of natural growth subsequent
to Confederation. So, in a similar man-
ner, it can be stated that the present re-
lation of the Indian tribes to this country
has been the result of a century or more
of mutual understandings and arrange-
ments through, first, the Imperial Govern-
ment, then, the Colonial Government and
finally, the Dominion or Provincial Gov-
ernment and, indeed, with many tribes
treaties are made. They, each in turn,
dealt generously with the natives who were
always regarded as the country’s wards.

The allied tribes of British Columbia, as
set forth in a petition presented to the
House of Commons, claim tribal owner-
ship of the land under aboriginal title, and
this claim appears to be based upon the
proclamation of King George III in 1763.
This proclamation was issued after the con-
quest of Canada to establish His Majesty’s
Government in the newly conquered terri-
tory. The proclamation states that it is
issued for the purpose of establishing a
Government in the extensive and valuable
acquisitions in America secured by the
Treaty of Paris. :

It is, perhaps, needless to point out tha
the French made no claim to what is now
the province of British Columbia. Thirty
years afterward, or in 1793, Captain Van-
couver landed on the island that now bears
his name, and in the following year Me-
Kenzie made his overland journey to the
coast.

Regarding the proclamation itself, it was
repealed by subsequent Acts of the Imperial
Parliament, courts were set up, and a sys-
tem of government was gradually devel-
oped. It is a well-kpow fact that the Hud-
son Bay Company always treated the In-
dians generously. It was in their interests,
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of course, to do so. In the earlier years
when the fur trade constituted their chief
business, it was not desirable to have any
‘extensive white settlement, and it was in
their interests to keep on the most friendly
terms possible with the natives. Notwith-
standing this, the Hudson Bay Company
always regarded the natives and treated
them as inhabitants of the country, but
not as owners of the soil or as having
any title whatever to the same.

This policy was in harmony with the
policy of the Motherland in all her explora-
tions, as noted a few moments ago. We
stated that the two Crown colonies were
united in 1866 ; three years later Sir Anthony
Musgrave, himself a Hudson Bay offi-
cial, was appointed Governor of the col-
ony, with the express purpose in view of
conciliating the different factions in the
colony and promoting its best interests,
and immediately after his appointment,
Earl Granville, then Secretary of State
for the colonies, addressed to him a des-
patch in which he touched upon the In-
dian question as follows:

It will not escape you that in acquainting
you with the general views of the Government,
I have avoided all matters of detail, on which
the wishes of people and the legislature will
of course be declared in due time. I think it
necessary however to observe that the Consti-
tution of British Columbia will oblige the Gov-
ernor to enter personally upon many questions,
as the condition of the Indian tribes and the
future position of the Government servants
with which, in the case of a negotiation be-
tween ' two responsible Governments, he would
not be bound to concern himself.

‘The 146th section of the British North
America Act provided for the inclusion in
the union of other colonies and mention
was made of British Columbia. Prelimin-
aries of union were actively taken up by
both the colonies and the Dominion, and
in 1870 we find ‘Governor Musgrave writing
to the Governor ‘General of Canada as fol-
lows:

In Lord Granville’s despatch, No. 84, of the
14th August, which was communicated to Your
Excellency, he mentioned the condition of the
Indian tribes as among some questions upon
which the Constitution of British Columbia
will oblige the Governor to enter personally.
I have, purposely, omitted any reference to
this subject in the terms proposed to the Legis-
lative Council. Any arrangement which may be
regarded as proper by Her Majesty's Govern-
ment can, I think, best be settled by the Sec-
retary of State, or by me, under his direction,
with the Government of Canada. But Indians
and lands reserved for Indians form the twenty-
fourth of the classes of subjects named in the
T1st section of the Union, which are expressly
reserved to the legislative authority of the
Parliament of the Dominion.

[Mr. Stacey.]

Yet, Sir, in face of all this, we have the
astounding claim made that these Indians
are not under the authority of the Dom-
inion, but under a sort of protectorate of

. the British Crown.

I give one instance which occurred some
years earlier to illustrate the attitude of Bir
James Douglas, who was Governor of the
Hudson Bay Company and administered
affairs, under charter, on Vancouver Island.
His policy was to take surrenders from the
Indians, and a portion of the lower part of
Vancouver Island was ceded to the com-
pany. In 1861 he endeavoured to obtain
from the Home authorities a loan of £3,000,
wherewith to obtain a cession of the Indian
title to the whole of the island, but his ap-
plication was refused. But on the main-
land that policy was not at any time re-
cognized. No aboriginal title was ever
acknowledged there, and after the two col-
onies were united in 1866 the policy of the
mainland prevailed.

Now, let us ask what the policy of the
Crown Colony of British Columbia prior to
1871 actually was, in order that we may
clearly understand what was involved and
set. forth in the 13th article of the terins
of the Union. The 13th article reads as
follows:

The charge of the Indians and the trusteeship
and management of the lands reserved for their
-use and benefit shall be assumed by the Dom-
inion Government and a policy as liberal as that
hitherto pursued by the British Columbia Gov-
ernment shall be continued by the Dominion
Government after the Union. To carry out such
a policy, tracts of land of such extent as it has
hitherto been the practice of the British Colum-
bia Government to appropriate for that purpose
shall from time to time be conveyed by the local
Government to the Dominion Government in
trust for the use and benefit of the Indians on
application of the Dominion Government and
in case of disagreement between the two Gov-
ernments, respecting the quantity of such tracts
of land to be so granted. the matter shall be
referred for the decision of the Secretary of
State for the Colonies.

Now then, let us examine the nature of
such colonial policy. The policy of the
Dominion Government in other parts of
Canada aimed at the concentration of In-
dians upon reserves but that of the Crown
Colony, while granting reserves in cases
where the Indians preferred them, courted
rather the opposite result. The colonial
policy was first inaugurated under the
auispices of the Imperial Government in
1858, the date of the foundation of the
Crown Colony. ~Under this policy, the
natives were invited and encouraged to
mingle with and live amongst the white
population with a view to weaning them by
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degrees from savage life and gradually lead-
ing them by example and precept to adopt
habits of peace, honesty and industry.
While it was recognized that this step
would probably be attended with some well-
known evils, it was, however, believed that
these defects would in time be largely re-
moved by the application of proper reme-
dies.

The system of presenting gifts to the
native tribes was not a prominent feature
of the colonial policy. It was followed more
in obedience to Indian conditions than from
any convictions of accomplishing good. The
practice was countenanced rather than en-
couraged, as it was opposed to the main
principles of assimilation of the native and
civilized races and of the consequent treat-
ment of the Indian as a fellow subject.
Habits of self-reliance were inculcated, and
the advantages of well-directed labour were
impressed upon them. In those early days,
labour was scarce and in great demand.
The Indians became workers and were em-
ployed in almost every branch of indus-
trial and domestic life.

In the administration of criminal law, the
Indian and the white man were treated
alike. ®

This in very brief outline is a sketch
of the Colonial Indian Policy from 1858 to
1871. It was based on the broad and ex-
perimental principle of treating the Indian
as a fellow-subject. The principle was at
least a lofty one and worthy of an en-
lightened humanity. It had its trials but
it also had its rewards, for, through its in-
fluence, the colony was enabled on the date
of Confederation,tohandiover to the trustee-
ship of the Dominion a community of 40,-
000 Indians, many of whom were savages,
but all were loyal, peaceable, and contented,
and in many cases honest and industrious.

Now, a word respecting the land policy
that obtained during those 13 years, for a
consideration of this question is absolutely
essential at the present moment. I quote
now, as before, from a memorandum written
by the Hon. J. W. Trutch, first Lieutenant-
Governor of British Columbia, in which he
says, shortly after his appointment, speak-
ing of the Indians:

The Indians have in fact been held to be the
special wards of the Crown and in the execu-
tion of this guardianship, the Government has
in all cases where it has been desirable for the
interests of the Indians, set apart such portions
of the Crown lands as were deemed proportion-
ate to and amply sufficient for the requirements
of each tribe, and those Indian reserves are
held by the Government in trust for the ex-

tensive use and benefit of the Indians residing
thereon, but the title of the Indians in the fee

of the public lands or of any poxrtion thereof,
has never been acknowledged by the Government
but on the contrary is distinctly denied. In no .
case has any special agreement been made with
any of the tribes on the mainland for the ex-
tinction of their claims of possession, but these
claims have been held to have been fully satis-
fied by securing to each tribe as the progress of
the settlement of the country seemed to re-
quire, the use of sufficient tracts of land for
their wants for agricultural and pastoral pur-
poses.

Then speaking of what took place in the
former colony of Vancouver Island, he said:

In 1850 and 1851, shortly after the first settle-
ment in Victoria by the Hudson Bay Company,
at that time grantees from the Crown of the
whole of Vancouver Island with full powers of
government, their agent, Governor Douglas,
made agreements with the various families of
Indians then occupying the South East portion
of the Island, for the relinquishment of their
claims in the district of country around Fort
Victoria, in consideration of certain blankets
and other goods presented to them but these
presents were, as I understand, made for the
purpose of securing friendly relations between
those Indians and the settlement of Victoria,
then in its infancy, and certainly not in acknow-
ledgement of any general title of the Indians
to the lands they occupied.

And this view of the Lieutenant-Governor
appears to have been confirmed