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most heinous crimes of which a man in any country can be
guilty. I consider that he deceived bis people, that ho
tried to sell them and to carry out blackmail by consenting that if money were given to him by the
Government, he would give up their cause, would retire
and allow them to fall back upon their own resources. In
doing this, I think he is not deserving of the sympathy of
men who wish to go into this question ealmly and dispassionately, who consider it from the standpoint of the interests of
the rountry, from the standpoint merely of a duty which had
to be performed by those who occupied responsible positions as advisers of the Crown. When we consider,
reading as we have read,
the history of these
Indian wars, what might have been their result if
these Indien tribes, who fortunately kept quiet to a very
great extent, and who, if they did keep quiet, did not do so
cause Riel had not endeavored in every possible way to
get them to help him in fighting the Government of his
country-who, atter considering what might have been
the consequences of an Indian war, can for a moment have
any sympathy with the movement which had been inaugur.
ated by Riel? We know perfectly well that at the very
beginning of the outbreak, when ho had succeeded by bis
machinations in getting the Metis to withdraw their
allegiance and their confidence from their clergy, from the
missionaries who during so many years had been laboring
so disinterestedly in the interests of the Metis nationwhen we come to consider that at tho beginning of the
outbreak the first victims of Louis Riel and of his agitation
were the two missionaries, Father Marchand and Father
Fafard, I ask myself how it is possible to afford to Louis
Riel the sympatby which in some quarters it has been
attempted to make bclieve existcd. When all the circumstances of this outbreiak are fully gone into, when we come
to consider the manner in which it was prepared and
organised, when we come to considor the number of lives
which it bas cost the Dominion, the treasure that
bas been expended during the revolt, I say it was time
for us to consider whether the most energetic possible
means should not be taken to prevent the recurrence
in the future of any such troubles as we lad in the
North-West. But, Sir, I hope that within the precincts
of this Parliament we shall not find any hon. gentleman
who will say that, in allowing the law to take its
course, in not interfering with the execution of the
sentence legally passed on Louis Riel the Government
has sacrificed a martyr and a hero. I do not see how
this is possible, altbough I have been reading, for
the last several months, articles in newspapers which
would really indicate that some of those who edited
or wrote them must have considered that this man
was a great hero and great martyr. I ask myself, reading
the evidence which las been taken in his case, knowing the
circumstances which atteded the rising, knowing everything he did for the purpose of getting up the troubles in
the North-West; I ask myself how it is possible that any
person having at heart the interests of hie country, should
consider that the example of Louis Riel ie one which should
be held out to the admiration of the people of any country, or
that he should be considered a .hero and a martyr. Is he not
the man who etirred up an Indian war with all ils horrors ? Io
he not the man who wrote to Major Crozier that ho wanted
to commence without delay a war of extermination ; and,
Sir, upon that one point, 1 should like to read a very short
extract fiom the evidence which has been taken during
the trial and published in a pamphlet by the Government.
At page 168 there is this letter which he addressed to Major
Crozier:
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conditions of surrender: you will be required to give up completely the
situation which the Canadian Government have placed you in, at aton and Battleford, together with all Government properties.
"In case of acceptance, you and your men will be set free on your
parole of honor to keep the peace i and those who will choose to leave
the country will be furnished with teams and provisions to reach
Qu'Appelle.
" In case of non-acceptance, we intend to attack you when to-morrow
(the Lord's Day) is over, and to commence without delay a war of
extermination upon all those who have shown themselves hostile to our
rights
" Messrs. Charles aud Maxime Lépine are the gentlemen with whom
you will have to treat.
" Mjor, we respect you. Let the cause of humanity be a consolation
to you for the reverses which the Governmentalmisconduct has brought
upon you.

Louis DAVIDR IEL,
Ex ovede.
"RÉNf PARENTIAU, Ch4irman. JEAN BAPTISTE PARENTEAU.
PIERRE HENRY.
"CHtRLES NOLIN.
ALBERT DELORME.
"GABRIEL DUNONT.

DAM. OARRIÈiE.
MAxImE LfPINrc.
BAPTISTE BOUCHER.
DAviD TouRONO.

"MoïsE OUELLETTE.
"ALBERT MONKM IN.
"BAPTISTE BOYER.
"DoNALD ROSs.
"AMAULS JOBIN.

PH. GARNOT, Secretary."

Here, Mr. Speaker, is this man who is held up as a hero,
writing this letter whorein ho states that his object is to get
up a war of extermination. Can the signification of this
letter be misunderstood ? Can it be contended that that
man, being carried away by bis devotion to bis people,
warted merely to agitate for the purpose of having rendered
to them the justice which ho had tried to get for them,
when we see among the papers which have been produced,
forming part of the evidence which has been taken in that
case, that his object was to get up in the North-West a war
of extermination ? It was bis purpose to get up a war the
most horrible of all wars, au Indian war; and more especially so, among a population like that of the North.West
which is so widely scattered over that country, not living
together compactly like the population of the older.Pro.
vinces of the Dominion, but where the settlers are living at
coEnsiderable distances from each other, and where it is
almost impossible for them to give help or succor to each
other. It was under these circumstances that he iniended,
as is established by lis own letter, by evidence whioh
cannot be controverted, that ho intended, as ho states hore,
to get up a war of extermination. He took all the means

that were at his disposal to get up such a war; ho tried
everything in his power to make his nefarious project a
successful one; he used every means ho could to get up a

war which, so far as it went, had the most disastrous
results for Canada, and which, if it had been complicated by

an outbreak of the Indian population, would have been
more ter rible and more disastrous still.

I beg to move the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to.

It being six o'clock, the House adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUEsDAY,

18th March, 1886.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
P&TERas.
CASE OF LOUIS RIEL-PETITIONS FROM ORANGE
LODGES.

"ST. ANTONY, March 21st, 1885.
Mr. TAYLOR asked, let, Were any, and how many,
au vraz
-170
Majormadao
by Orange lodges to the Government praying
IltPieodpetitions
Oommandant
Police Forteat
ofthe
ndBtlfrd
htte îllo sent
senteince
of deatl pasd upon Louis Riel for higli
"MAJoi,-The Councillors of the Provisional Government of the
Bakatchewan have the honor to communicate to you the following treason be not commuted; and if any, from what lodges, and
Oir ADoLuz CARox.
">
T
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«IThe murdor, the aimout entire destruction of eur settlements, the
the poverty, the unothers,
manythe
eihertheabsolutely
b either
by
the
ness, thecomplute
angu destruction
of md, theof fear,
discouragement among the
Grand Orange Lodge, district, county or private lodges,vanquished, the hatred and despair amonz many -this, above aia
where situate ? 2nd. Were anày, and how many, copies of

ent
te Governmnt
Gvernentpaeed
o the
resolutions sentresoutins
to
passed

to the same effect; and if any, by what lodges, and where what frlghtens me and cau3es me aimoit te forget my personal disaters.
No doubt every one sufers more or less from this uneasiness and these
were they located ?
sad forebodingu; but it seems to me that I suifer therefrom more than

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There have been no petitions sent any one."
by Orange lodges to the Government; there have been Here is another extract from that letter, which I beg also
no copies of resolutions sent to the Goernment passed by to read:
either the Grand Orange Lodge or by district or county
"4I forward to the Minister of Justice a petition in favor of the halflogdes to the same effect. The only things that have come to breeds
compromised in this lamentable rebmllion, not that I approved
a
the Department over which [preside are: A letter from
ot it, far from this, but I positively know that these poor rebels have
member of Parliament transmitting certain representations been shametuilly deceived ; their simplicity was prevailed upon, they
up arms almost without being aware of it. A
from an Orange lodge, two petitions from the North-West, w. re made to take curried
their confidence by holding himelf up as
man bad
wratched
transmitted by Nicholas Flood Davin, and a private letter one Divine. They were convincoed
that he enjoyed a power almost
from a person of the name of Charles O'Hara, of Cran- Godly, they feared bis anger an.d bis threats; had his ha id held the
thunderbolt, they would not have dreaded ni n more. He did not
bourne, Quebec, which I lay before the House.
everything to his advantage,
EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

reach this of a sidden. He has turned
his former pooularity, his reputation, the affe tion and thiî oonfid ,nce
his countrymen had for him, their truly eligious and sonietimes superstitiouq spirit, and, above ail, their grievannes against the Oovernment.
Well aware that in order to -naster them he abso utely needed the help
of religion, he at first tried to secure the help of the clergy. whilst ho
was attempting to ince se the half-breeds against the Government.
It was but too easy for him to sucoeed upon the latter point, but he
failed with the priesti. To obviate this loss, he labored a long time to
earn from bis countrymen the reputation of being a maint and a grat
maint. He spent in prayers both days and nights. He would fast often
He wound up
and told everyone that his was a truly Divine mission.
by giving himself as a ma-i of God, and from that moment there was
nothing to hinier him. Enjoyi'iga )ivine authrity, ho was superior
to the clergy and to all religions; these words were always in bis
mouth, 'the will of God must be done.' Many of his countrymen were
frightened at bis excesses ; as the priests had done, they wish ed to resist him; in the debates, ho would conquer them with abuse, lies and
threatsi; he caused them to be imprisoned, and even condemned them to
death. Understanding that it was impossible to resist him, many took
Wheni tuey returned
refuge either in Prince Albert or in thi bush.
they found themselves ruined as well as the others. So it is, honorable
and dear Sir, that the greater part of the prisoners at Reina are victims
specially of terrorism. They are more stupid than guilty, an 1, therefore, I claim indulgence towards them. When t asked this favor, I can
say that Iwould be borne up by all reasonable persons in the country,
of aIl nationalities and of all religious denominations."

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion.of Mr. Landry (Montm*gny): " That this House
feels it its duty to express itsdee p regret that the sentence of
death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason, was
allowed to be carried into execution ;" and the motion of
Sir Hector Langevin: "That this question be now put."
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, when
the House adjourned, I was expressing the hope that within
the precinets of this Chamber no hon. member would be
found who, upon his responsibility, would say, as I read in
some newspapers, that Riel was a hero, and that the Government had allowed him to be sacrificed and to be made a
martyr. In the course of my remarks Iread a letter which
was addressed by Riel to Major Crozier, to show what kind
of a hero Riel was-a letter in which he was expressing his
determination to cariry on a war of extermination. I shall
to-day, Sir, supplement the information which that letter
conveyed to us by reading another which Riel addreseed to
Poundmaker, and which proceeds to say:
The Bishop goos on to speak of the councillors who also
" since we wrote to you, important things have occurred. The police were prisoners at Regina:
attacked us. We met them. God bas given us a victory. Thirty halfbreeds and five Crees stood the fight against one hundred and twenty
mon. Atter fighting during thirty-eight or forty minutes the enemy took
flignt.
Bless God with us for the success that he bas had the charlty to give
us. Rise up. Face the police. If possible, if it is not done yet, take
Fort Bataille. Destroy it. Save aIl the provisions and goods, and come
and join us. You are in sufficient numbers toe send us a detachment
forty or fifty strong.
" All that you do, do it for the sake of God Almighty, under the keeping of Jesus Christ, the doly Virgin, Et. Joseph and St. Jean Baptiste.
(signed)
LOUIS DAVID RIEL, Ezovede."
1-"

This letter shows what kind of a hero Louis David Riel
was. Now, Sir, with your permission I shall read a letter
which was addressed to me some time ago by His Grace
Archbishop Grandin, and which I now read to the House
with his permission. The letter is dated the 12th of July,
1885. To avoid reading the original and translating it
before the House, I have translated it myself, and I shall
read to the flouse the translation I made. The original,
however, is here, and eau be given to Hansard; but so as
not to inflict upon the House the reading of the letter in
French and English, I thought it might be more convenient
and more acceptable to the members if I read from the translation :
" HoNonians AND DEma Sim,-Asuredly the troubles in the NorthWest did not faii to worry you a great deal and its seems to me that
Your Honor must breathe more freely now that they are subdued. I
fullv share your satisfaction. However, I must add that, as te me, it is
far from being -omplete. The rebellion bas particularly wouaded my
heart; I have sufered when 1 saw our good half-breeds-deceived and
terr rised by a miserable maniac-despise our advise, mistust our
devotion, declare against the Government, againat the Church and
against God. Above ail, I have been painfally affected when, at the
voice of that sort of po-sessed man, I saw the Indians rise and go to the
extent of murdering persons who had never done them any wrong, who
had never done them aught but kindness -persons *ho, like «r dear
missioaries, had sacrifaced for them their very existen.

" As regards the councillors of this new Mahdi, how can they he justided. AlasI dear Sir, these poor people have positively been chosen on
iaccount of their ignorance and of their timorousuess; in the meetings
they darednot open theirmouths, resolutions were pressed in their names
when they did not even know what was the matter. To-day terror
reigns amongst ail the half-breeds of the district, nay, throngh all the
nations, although they praise the noble conduct of General Middleton,
who-said to me poor mothers and the missionaries-acted more like a

father than as a conquorer."

These letters go to show what kind of a man Riel was. It
is almost impossible, the more one goes into the history of
this rebellion, the more one reads the documents and papers
relating to it, to understand how even an attempt could be
made to convert Riel into a hero. Not only have we got
these letters which I have read, but we have got letters
which I will not read, because they have been already submitted to the louse, from Fathers André, Moulin, Vegre.
ville, Lecocq, and Frère Piquet, who states positively that
the rebellion was entirely the work of Louis Riel, and that
h. was perfectly sane. We have got, if it were necessary
to complete the testimony adduced, evidence to show the
disastrous plans entertained by Riel, and to show that ho
was perfectly capable, from the state of his mind, of carry.
ing out bis nefarious schemes. lis own writing which
he published, hie last will and testament, his letters to
hie mother and to hie wife, his farewell letters, his
retractation of hie religious errors-all these go to show
that he was really in a sane state of mind and perfectly accountable tor the acte of which he was found
guilty. We have also evidence to show what hie intentions
were, for he tried to induce the Indians to join in hie rebellion, and we have an interview, which was published in the
newspapera, establishing beyond the possibility of doubt
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that he bad tried to induee Crowfoot, one of the leaders of
Indians, to rise in rebellion. We have undoubted proof that he
tried to kindle an Indian war in l879-80; we have also the
evidence of Father André, which establishes beyond the
possibility of discussion, that the motives of Riel in the
agitation were interested, personal motives, and that be
stated he was perfectly prepared to give up the Metis
cause provided his claims against the Goverument were
satisfied. We bave, further, the very important piece of
evidence, to my mind, that on the 2nd February, two
months before the ontbreak, Sir John sent a despatch to
Nolin, which was communicated to Father André and to
Riel, about the settlement of Metis matters. In this des
patch there was no mention of indemnity to Riel, who, in
consequence of this, decided to take up arms. We have
aill this evidence, which cannot be controverted, to show
how far this man was deserving of the pedestal on which ho
is placed to-day as a bero before the people of Canada,
Who forgets what an enormous amount of influence the
sermon delivered by F.iher Dowd had upon the population
of this country? lHere is a gentleman who, being outside
of all party questions, outside oi any political consideration,
having merely at heart the interest of his own people,
states positively that he has had an interview with lishop
Gi andin, and says :

MARo
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member who has followed this matter up, whether the Gov.
ernment have gone out of their way, whether they have
gone out of any ordin ary course of law to punish Riel ? Have
we not followed the laws which have been passed by this
very Parliament? Have we not during the whole of the
trial, as far as it was possible for the Goverinment to do, met
in every way the requeste whieh were made to us by the
counsel for the defence ? The hon. member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot), the other day, in addressing this House, stated
that the trial bd been an unfair one. I do not know how
the bon. gentleman can say that this was an unfair trial, in
any case ho and his friends certainly do not agree on
that subject. I read in a speech delivered by the hon.
leader of the Opposition in London bis appreciation of the
manner in which the trial was conducted, and I se. that he
states there:
'1I think it right to say that, in my opinion, Goverument acted in a
proper spirit in providing for the attendance ofthe prisoner's witnesses;
and that, from what I know of their leading counsel, I should think it
impossible that in their management of the case there was anything
unfair to the prisoner or derogatory to the high character they deserv
edly enjoy, or the responsible duties they undertook to perform I am
not implying, then, any present doubt as to the justice of the trial. For
all my enquiries, it may have been rerfectly just. Besides justice, in
fact, the creation of a feeling of public confidence, of a general impression that all was fair and that every security was taken for fairness is
important, and, in that view of the duties of the authorities, I think
these questions should be examined."

" He had enjoyed the privilege of a personal inerview with His
Lordhip Mgr. Grandin, Bishop of the North-West Territory, the scene But there is more than this, however high an authority this
of the late rebellion. Prom His Lordship's own lips he had heard the may be. There is also the testimony of one of the counsel
recital of all the atrocities that had been committed by the pagan for the defence-the testimony of Mr. Fitzpatrick, who in
Indians and easily deceived half-breeds, urged on by a bad and unscrupulous man ; how poor missionaries had been butchered almost Montreal was interviewed, I believe, by a reporter of the
under His Lordship's eyes; how the half-breeds had b3en led to revolt Star. In the course of that interview he stated that the
not only against the Government of the country, but under their wicked trial had been a fair trial, that it bad been conducted as
leader had been induced to abandon their faith and turn their backs on
tbe devoted clergy to follow that leader who wished to set aside Pope fairly as it was possible to be under the circumstances. As
I stated yesterday, the responsibility which we had to take
and Church, and all authority, ecclebistical and civil."

was a very considerable one, and I think that every hon.
member iere and every man outside of this House who
really takes to heart the interest of Canada will consider
that, in a matter of that importance, it became the bounden
duty of the Government to consider what would be in the
future the result of the course which we were following.
Looking to the future of Canada and in the interests of that
"To Mr. Louis Riel:
future, it seems to me that the head, the one who had got
''I want to hear news of the progress of God's work. If any event up two rebellions
within such a comparatively short period,
has occurred since your nessengers came away let me know of it. Tell
me the date when the Americans will reach the Canadian Pacific Rail- two rebellions which had cost so much treasure to Canada
way. Tell me all the news that you have heard from ail places where and so many valuable lives, should suffer the penalty of the
your work is in progres-. Big Bear bas finished bis work; he bas taken crime which he had committed.
It was important to
Fort Pitt. 'If you want me to come to you let me know at once,' he
said, and I sent for him at once. I willbe four days on the road. Those teach, with a view to the future, those who had some
who have gone to see him will sleep twice on the road. They took supposed grievance, or who, believing that they had a grievtwenty prisoners, including the master of Fort Pitt. They killed eleven ance, imaginary or real, could simply follow the example
men, including the agent, two priests and six white men. We are
camped on the creek just below Cut Knife Hill, waiting for Big Bear. given them by Riel in trying to do justice to themselves by
The Blackfeet have killed sixty police at the Elbow. A half-breed who taking up arms against the Government and the constitution.
interpreted for the police. having survived the fight, thongh wounded, Such an example as has been given by this unfortunate man,
brought this news. Here we have killed six white men. We have not
taken the barracks yet, but that is the only entire building in Battle- who has paid the penalty of his high crime, certainly will
ford. All the cattle and horses in the vicinity we have taken. We have teach others in the future that if tbey follow such an exlot one man, a Nes Percé, killed, he being alone, and one wounded. ample they will become liable to the same fate, and that at
8ome soldiers have come from Swift Current, but I don't know their
number. We have here guns and rifles of all sorts, but ammunition for any cost the constitution and the institutions of this country
them is short. If it be possible, send us ammunition of varions kinds. must be maintained and protected at all hazards. Nobody
We are weak only for the want of that. You sent word that you would will doubt, I am sure, how deeply we felt the nature of
come to Battleford when you had finished your work at Duck Lake. We
wait still for you, as we are unable to take the fort without help. If you the frightful penalty of death which it was our duty to
send us news, send only one messenger. We are impatient to reach you. sanction ; but, Sir, the example of not only this country,
It would encourage us much to see you, and make us work more heart. but almost every other country, teaches us that that frightily. Up to the present everything has gone well with us, but we are ful penalty is, after all, the only means which society bas of
constantly expecting the so'diers to visit us here. We trust that God
will be as kind to us in the future as He has in the past. We, the under- protecting itself against those who would attack it, and who
signed, send greeting to you aIl.
refuse to respect the law and the constitutions which are
(Signed),
"POUNDMAKER,
established for the protection ofsociety. Twice, Mr. Speaker,
"tOoPrNow-wAY-wuN,
had Riel raised the standard of revolt- in 1870 and 1885.
" MussîJÂs,
" ME-TAY-WAY-I
Now, I ask any reasonable man, inside or outside of the
" PD-ÂY-Orrmw.'
House, whether we would not have been recreant to our
This letter is, to my mind, of very great importance, because duty if we had allowed him to go on unpunished after a reit shows what really were the dangers which we were petition of the rebellion which he had organised in 1869-70 ?
exposed to at the hands of that man. Now, I will addreus Would we not almost have been inviting him to organise
myself to another part of this case. I want to ask any hbon. a third rebellion ? Would we not have set an example
Sir A.oD aAPCARoN.
But, Sir, there is more. In all that has been done by this
unfortunate man, I think nothing was more deserving of
the fate that followed his acts than the manner in which ho
tried to get the Indians to join in the troubles. I hold in
my hand a letter addressed by Poundmaker and other
Indians, dated, Cut Knife Hill, April 29th, 1885.
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likely to prove disastrous to this country in future ?

And if we had int erfered with the sentence which was pa"sed
by the proper tribanal, would we not in effect have said
to the world that the
Government of Canada
winked at such crimes as that rebellion, with ail its fright.
ful murders and other sad consequences? I think we
would have failed in our duty, we would have lacked that
courage which, as public mon and as responsible Ministers
of the Crown, we ought to possess, if we had not, having
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" If I had been on the banks of the Saakatchewan when the rebellion
broke out I would have taken up arms againât the Governmeit."
Well, Mr. Speaker, I happened, shortly after reading this
statement, to read over the oath of office which the hon.
gentleman had taken on the 8th October, 1877, when he
became a member of the Privy Council of Canada, and I
read in that oath :
' Wilfred Laurier, do solemnly and sincerely swear that I will

regard soleiy to our duty, allowed the law to take its course
and the sentence to be executed. Sir, I stated in another
place and at another time, that I hated rebellion, and that I
had no sy mpathy for rebels, and I have been fiercely attacked for that statement. Well, Sir, I beg to-day to repeat
that statemen t ; 1 beg to repeat it from my place in Parliament, and to express the hope that all those who are dear

faithralIly bear true allegiance to Her Majesty, Queen:Viotoria, au
Sovereign of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and this
Dominion of Canada, depentient on and belonging to the same Kingdom, and that I will defend her to the utmost of my power againât ail
traitorous conspiracies, and all attempta whatever which may be made
againet ber person, Urown and dignity; and that I will use my utmost
endeavors to disclose and make known to Her Majesty, her heirs or
successors, ail treason or traitorous conspiracies, and attempta which
I shall know to be against her or any of them; and aIl this I do swear
without any qualification, mental reservation or uecret reservation."

to me, and all those who will beur my name, will always be
true to the sentiment I expressed on that occasion. I go
further, and I say I believe that the Province of Quebec, that
Province of which I am so proud, and which is my native.
Province-I believe that that Province hates rebellion and
bas no sympathy for rebels. True it is, that in a moment

I believe the hon. gentleman who represents Megantic (Mr.
Langelier) stated that that outbreak was not against the
Crown but against the Government. That hon. gentleman
is alawyer, and I have no manner of doubt that ho knows per.
fectly vell that the British North America Act, section 9,
declares;-

of surprise public opinion, but a portion only of publie
"The Executive Government and authority of and over Canada la
opinion, may have been carried away by agitators who, for hereby declared to continue and be vested in the Queen."

some object or other, desired to turu that public opinion
against the Government of the day. True it is that for the
moment a portion of that public opinion seemed to disapprove of the action of the Government in this now
historical Riel matter. But, Sir, that surprise lasted only
for a moment, and the reaction has already set in; the reaction is growing stronger and stronger every day, and I fear
not, when the time comes, to appeal again to that public
opinion upon the course which has been followed by the
Goverument upon that matter, and I know my Province
sufficiently well to be perfectly sure that the verdict will be
that the Goverumeat did its duty under most painful and
distressing circumstances-did its duty to the country, and

Taking it whichever way the hon. gentleman pleases,
he will see that the statement-which, of course, 1
suppose is properly reported (I know not whether such is
the case, and I was not present at that great meeting when
the hon. member for Quebec East delivered himself of that
opinion)-isan extraordinarystatement. Iam verygladtosay
that within the ranks of the Conservative party at least we
do not possess any gentleman who would, I believe, make
such a statement. I stated that we simply did our duty
towards Canada and towards the Province of Quebec. W
claim for our people, for those who are the descendants of
the very mon who opened up to Christianity and civilisation
this vast North .Americaun continent, equal rights with the
that is what we were put here to do. Sir, I was pained to people of other nationalities who inhabit the country.
see in some of the papers published in this country, an accu- Upon that point we will never give in; I know, for one,
sation of disloyaity levelled against the Province of Quebec.

Mr. Speaker, those who have read the history of our country, those who know the history of the Province of Quebec,
know very well, that in 1812, alter that Province, or French
Canada as it was called, had changed its allegiance and had
passed from one flag to another-that Province, French
Canada, stood by the Crown and resisted all the tempting
offers which were made to them by the Amorican Republic,
to join in the fight against England, in which they were told
they would have an opportuùity of revenge. Sir, 1 claim for
that Province-and 1 believe 1 express the opinion of ail
those who are in a position to speak for their fellowcountrymen-that in all this vast Dominion of Canada,
among all the races

which

I would not consent to give in upon any question of

equality of rights with any other Province in the Dominion.
In any case it is our interet to have a criminal law in this
c.ountry which applies equally to French and English, to
Scotch and Irish. There must be no law different for one man
from that which is applicable to another; there must be no
criminal law which applies to one nationality and does not
apply to another nationality. We wish to be one Canadian
people, united, happy and law abiding, and it is only on that
condition we can carry out, or attempt to carry out, what I
believe is reserved for us to do upon this continent. 1, for
one at least, can never agree to pressing upon the people of
the Province of Quebec a feeling ofjingoism which would be

people it, among all the na. fatal to us. This feeling, if carried out, would mean isolation

tionalities which make up our population and form the
Canadian people, there is not one nationality, there is not one
people more loyal and more true to the Crown of England
than the people of the Province of Quebee. Sir, we want
nothing but what is due to us. We care little if we are

and the separation of the Province of Quebec from the other
Provinces, and it would arouse against the Province of
Quebec a hostile feeling from the other component parts of
the Dominion.

In reading up this Riel case I aiso observed

that some people t.upposed that the people of the Province of
traduced in the columns of certain papers ; we want Quebec were not in sympathy with the aspirations of the
nothing more than our rights, we want no privileges which people of the other Provinces. I eau assure this louse
are not accorded to others, but we want to he treated on an that they are completely mistaken, if they suppose for one

equal footing with everybody else. In any case, I eau say
that in the ranks of the Conservative party, at least, there
are no disloyal men. Whether it be on the shores of the
St. Lawrence, or whether it be on the banks of the Saskatchewan, wheu we shoulder our rifles it is for the purpose of
maintaining the authority of the law and defending the
Government of the country, not to aid and abet rebellion and
rebels. I must say, Sir, that I was surprised when I read, if
properly reported, a statement made by the hon. member
for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier). I read in the papers pub.
Ushed in Montreal the following statement ;..

moment that sound public opinion in our Province is not in
sympathy with sound public opinion in other Provinces;
and they are also mistaken if they suppose for one moment
that the people of the Province of Quebec are in sympathy
with this Riel movement. The other night the hon. member for Quebec Est (Mr. Laurier) denied, as I understood
him, that it had been attempted to organise a French National Party upon tbe Riel question. Allow me to quole
from the speech whioh the hon. gentleman deivered at the
meeting on the Champ de Mars, and from that speech and

the speech of Mr. Mercier and other evidence I pousses, I
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want to know whether it is possible for the hon. member
for Quebec East to ignore the fact that an attempt was made
to organise a French National
rty in the Province of
Quebec, that al] party lines should disappear and a French
National party be organised. Here is an extract of the
speech which the hon. member for Quebec East delivered
at the meeting on the Champ de Mars, as reported in La
Patrie of 26th November, 1885 (translation):
"IHenceforth ihere will be neither Liberals nor Conservatives; only
the great national party compoeed of the old liberals and the old conservatives. If he was called upon to make an historical sketch of the
grievances of the half-breed, he might say that they had been the
victims of all kinds of extortions, and ha believes that in such a case
none of hishearerr would have hesitated in thouldering a inasket to
figlit againot shamelesa epeculators.'1

Mr. Mercier, who was also present on the same occasion,
stated (translation) :
"In the face of these crimes, of these failings, what is our duty ? We
believe we have three things to do in order to punish the offenders: To
break the alliance which our memnbera have made wîththe Orangemen,
and tu seek, in a mure congenial and les dangeroue alliance, the protection ot our national interests. To unite 1 How glad I feel when I
pronounce thi
aword
For twenty years pat I have sought to unite the
vital forces of the nation."P

1 believe, moroover, that shortly after that great meeting
and several other meetings which were held, the object of
which was to organize this National party, communications
were made to my hon. colleague and friend the Secretary
of State, wherein he was offered the leadership of that new
French National party; that the Liberals and the Conservatives which would compose this new Liberal party, he was
assured, wouldX accept him as their leader. I notice that
in makirg that assertion the hon. gentleman quoted
some speeches, but, 8ir, the only one which he diÈý quote
was a speech of the hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins), a Conservative at that time, and in making bis
statement about the organisation of the French National
party ho certainly did not quote any of Mr. Mercier's
speeches, or the speeches delivered by any Liberals on that
occasion. I cannot but a k myself the question, how it can
be possible that our people in the Province of Quebec should
have any admiration for Riel. As is well known, our people are sincere Catholics; they are led to a very great extent by their clergy, owing to the great attachment existing between the people and the clergy, and how could it be
possible that the people of the Province of Quebec would
have such an admiration for that man. For his own purposes ho gave up bis religion ; for bis own purposes ho was
ready to give up his own people; and I ask again, how is it
possible that this man could bea hero? The letter which I read
of Monseigneur Grandin shows what frightful destruction,
what misery ho bad caused to the people in that district.
Anyone reading the letters which my hon friend, the mem
ber from Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), quoted the other
day, from the papers published in the Propagationof the
Faith-1 say, for one who has read'such papers, and knows
anything of the position of ihose parishes on the Saskatchewan previous to the rebellion, how is it possible to recognise in the man who has laid waste almost every hamlet on the Saskatchewan; bow is it possible to have any
admiration for such a mai), but rather a feeling ci hatred
than any1hing else. I never did consider, and I cannot consider now, that his cause bas over been our cause. I cannot
for one consent to recognise in him the represontativo cf
our race. He is not the representative of our race, and bas
never been so. I was told a short time ago by an hon. gentleman who knows whereof ho was speaking on that sub
ject, that the brother of Louis iRiel stated that ho would
sooner vote for almost any man than a French Canadian,
I want to know why we, the people of the Province of Quebec, witbcut harving been consulted by him when be first'
undertook the agitation which resuited in the robellion-I
want to know wbother we should look upon lis cause as
ours, and whether we should look upon him as the repreSir ADOLVU 0431ojç,
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sentative of our people ? He is not the representative of
our race, and I for one will not consent to recognise
him as such.
Now, Sir, I am quite certain
that if we had interfered with the law, if we had interfered with the sentence which was passed, i believe there
would have been a universal clamor all over the Province
of Quebec if we had not done what we did, and if, after the
sentence had been carried ont, we had given up our seats as
representatives of the Dominion Cabinet. Now, I must ask
tho indulgence of the liouse whilo I refer to a matter which
has been very much made use of against me personally, and
which has been intentionally misinterpreted by my opponents for the purpose of injunring me in my own Province.
I refer to that often spoken of bauquet which I attended in
the city of Winnipeg. I was accused o having accepted a
banquet on the day upon which Riel was to pay the penalty
for his crime. The hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr.
Amyot) who to-day thinks very difforently of myself from
what ho used to, bas deemed it his duty, in delivering hie
speech the other night, to refer to thut banquet, and to say
that I had gone up for the purpose of drinking champagne
under the gallows of Riel. Well, Sir, the matter as I understand it is very simple and easily explained. I was
going up to Winnipeg, as is well kuown, for the purpose of
settiing the claims arising out of the rebellion. People had
travelled hundreds and hundreds of miles to come to Winnipeg
so as to be able to procure evidence which it was necessary
to procure and to have their claims adjusted. It was at
the very beginning of winter, and some of those people
were absolutely dependont on the money which they
were entitled to get, whatever that might be, from the
Government, to be able to stand the rigor of a north-western
winter. On my way up I received a telegram communicating to me the information that my friend, the Minister
of the Interior, who had been travelling in the North-West
on matters connected with his Departmont, and who had
created, as he generally does wherever ho goes, a most
favorable impression, had Leen tendered a banquet by his
friends in Winnipeg. I was invited to join that banquet.
Now, Sir, t left Ottawa on the 31st of October. I knew
whon I left, as a member of the Government, that Riel was
not to be executed on the l0th. I knew that the medical
mon were going up-in fact, they left on the very same
day. I shai read a letter which has been addressed to me
by the Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald, which the hon.
member for Quebec Bast rcad, but did not read in full.
This letter is addressed to me, and is dated 20th November,
1885:
"OTTwA, 20th November, 1885.
" MV Dm.a canoy,-You say you are charged with having left Ottawa
before the decision of tt e Governor in Council was arrived at with respect to Louis Riel and as if for the purpose of avoiding being party to
the docision.
th1 his ia not the case. The Council had come to the conclusion that it
was necessary, in the interest of justice, that the sentence should be
allowed to be carried into effect, in your presence as a member of the
Uouncil, before you left for Winnipeg
"aBut in csequence of Mr. Lemieuxs affidavit that Riel's state ofmind
had alLered fur the werse after cenvictien, it was settled in your presence
that an enquiry should be made as to whether since hie trial he had
ceased to know right from wrong. And in that case only would the
carrying out of the sentence be interfered with. Your presence at Wnnipeg was absolutely necessary to settle the accounts for the military
expedition caused by the outbreak.
"Yours faithflly

"J.A.

MACDONALD."

That shows, Sir, that when I left it was decided in Council
that unless the medical reports were such as to establish
that the mental state of Louis Riel had changed for the
worse since his conviction and sentence, the sentence should
be allowed to be carried out. The Order in Council of the
12th is not at al! in contradiction'*to this letter.
The
letter shows that it was decided to send out medical

men, and it was understood in Counoil that in consequence
of that the execution oould not take place on the 10th.
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The report of the medical mon is dated Regina, the 8th ,ment, that that banquet would have fallen through if I had
and it was imposible for it to reach here and the orde r not given a pledge to those who organised it that Louis
fbr the execution to be fsnt up on the 10th. That wass Riel was going to be hanged. Well, Sir, I ask whether it is
physfcally impossible. Riel was respited by the magistratea not as unjust towards the gentlemen who organised that
until the 16th, and the Order in Council of the 12thà banquet as it is to myself to say that those men, who sent
was that the law should take its course. There - an invitation by telegram to two Ministers of the Orown,
fore I cannot see where there is any contradiction , and who are gentlemen, would have consented to break
as some han. gentlemen have tried to show, between the their engagement with us unless we gave them a pledge ?
letter of Sir John Macdonald to me and the Order in Coun - If any hon. gentleman had come to me and asked me to
cil I refer to. I was also very severely handled for having make any pledge, however insigniflcant, in order to get a
uttered the words I did at that banquet. Well, Sir, I must dinner from him or others, I would have said, Keep your
repeat what I have already said, that the few remarks]I dinner, I can pay for one, and do not wish to sit down at
made there have been publiuhed, and I am perfectly ready the dinner table of any gentleman who would force from
to be judged by my utterances on that occasion; and I ask, me a pledge to do however small a thing in exchange for his
Sir, le it not quite e-7ident that it was for the purpose off hospitality. I have here communications which were sent
injuring me that this great cry was raised about this ban- to me by the organisera of this banquet. I shall read one
quet at Winnipeg? If it were within my knowledge that b of them, as I do not want to take up the time of the House
the execution was not to take place on the 10th, what reason by reading them all, but, if allowed to do so, shall hand
had I to refuse an invitation that was conveyed to me by them to Iansard,so that they may appear in the report of
the Liberal-Conservative Association at Winnipag, the the debate, as it is of some importance to me that they
organisation of our own political party, composed of gentle- should appear. The paper I am about to read is a declaramen in the confidence of the leaders of that party, and who tion from Mr. Searth, who is well known here and better
were tendering a banquet to the Hon. Mr. White, and were known stili in Toronto, and whose honor is above any suskind enough to invite me? It really made no difference when picion. His declaration runs as follows:I knew that the execution was not thon to take place; and I"1, William Bain Searth, of the city of Winnipeg, in the county of
the statement I made there was simply what every loyal Silkirk and Province of Manitoba, Esq., do solemnly declare"1. That it has come to my kuowledge that a report bu been cironman in this country would make, that I had no sympathy lated
that the banquet which was given ta Sir A. P. Caron and his
with rebels and that Ihated rebellion. Is it an utterance that colleague
on the loth day of November, under the auspices of the
I,as a French-Canadian, coming from the Province of Quebec, Conservative Association, would not have taken place had it not
should not have made ? Ie it an utterance that my people been for an assurance from the said Sir A. P. Caron that Riel would
would refuse to allow me to make in the city of Winnipeg, bang."
Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
or in any other place in this Dominion, or outside of thi'
Sir ADOLPHE CARON:
Dominion? But, Sir, I was attacked. Men attempted to
"l2. That such report is untrue."
make my case different from the case of my colleagues,
who, I must say, and I am-proud to say, have been so loyal The hon. gentleman might say "hear, hear " now. AIto me during the whole trouble. The mon who attacked though an opponent of mine, ho must be glad to hear that
me said that we had given up the rights of our Province, the character of one of his colleagues in the House of Comthat we had been traitors to our own people, and had sacri- mons has been vindicated in a matter of this kindficed them to the interests of Orangeism and Protestantism.
"3. That I am the President of the Winnipeg Association, and was
Well, Sir, the return my hon. friend placed on the Table of Chairman of the Banquetting Oommittee, and presided at the said banthis House to-day shows how much we were infiuenced by quet, and have a knowledge of the facto connected with the same. 4.
on the 30th day of Sptember lut, I mentioned to the Hon. Thomas
any consideration of that kind and, Sir, many other state- That
White, who was then in innipeg,, that the Conservative Aassociation
mente equally rash will disappear when it is possible to lay woufld like to entertain him at a banquet on hie return from hie trip
on the Table the papers which will show how unjustly we to Manitoba and the North-West Territories, and asked him to lot me
when ho was likely to return so that the Associatiom might be
have been treated during the whole of the agitation. The know
properly advised. 5. That on or about the 29th of October lait past, the
hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), in speaking of said Hon. Thomas White telegraphed
me that ho would be in innipeg
myself, stated that I had sacrificed my Province and my on Tuesday, the 3rd day of November last past. 6. That on the receipt
said telegraph, I called the Association together, and it was then
pple to Orangeism. Well, Sir, that hon. gentleman when of
ta tender a banquetot the Hon. Mr. White on the 10th day of
e came to us-and I admire him for doing so-and offered decided
November, and as it was reported that Sir A. P. Caron wau coming to
his services and the services of the battalion he com. Winnipeg, it was decided at sncb meeting to make it a banquet ta the
manded, to go and help to quell that rebellion, was ho two Ministers, Sir A. P. Caron and the Hon. Thomas White, to take
on the aforesaid date. 7. That the following telegrams were
doing any more than is duty? Was he not doing place
geut
just as I have done during the whole of this trouble? Ho,
"WiNxrrut, November 3rd, 1885.
a soldier, was fighting the battles of his country at the front; " on. THouns W aTE, Mlanitou, Man.
" Conservative Association tender you and Sir A. P. Caron banquet
and I, invested with authority as Minister of Militia, was
wire acceptance.
trying my very best to make those who went up as com- Tuesday evening, 10th inst. Pleae
(Signed)
"lW. B. SOARTH."
fortable as it was possible to make them ; and, Sir, I do not
" Wnmmes, November 3, 1885.
want to be judged by any other standard than the standard
by which that hon. gentleman himself judged me. I shall "Sir A. P. Caîon, Ottawa, Ontario.
" Conservative Association of Winnipeg tender you and Mr. White
refer to some of his letters and telograms in which banquet
Tuesday evening 10th inst. Wire whether you will be hers.
he expressed his great admiration for the services I
"W. B.80QARTH."
(Signed)
had rendered. In fact, Sir, in his great kindness during To which replies were received as follows :that period, ho exaggerated my merit as he to-day exaggerOuicAGo, ILL., November 5, 1883.
ates what he supposes to be my misdeeds. But before I paes "To CON5URVATIU AssoCIATIoN,
"SaC b. Vi inIpeg IAIOWin ieg
away from the subject of the banquet, I would like to place
ny thanks ta the conservative
"8hall be inSWinnipeg aturday.
before the Housoe some statutory declarations which wore Association of Winnipeg for the kindueus in tendering banquet to mysent to me, and to explain the object of those declarations. soit and colleagne.
(Signed)
"A. P. CARON."
I am not known as a rule to run after dinners or to put myself to any great trouble to get dinners. Having a number
"IMoansa, November 3, 1885.
of frienda, I can generally manage to get a dinner and to " To W. B. SGARTE
"lPieu. covey teonoservatve Assosiation my gratefal aemptance
enjoy a dinner without having to beg 'for one. But it was ie propose) banquet on loAhWIuTt.
T
stated in the papers, and an hon. gentleman used the staté.
(Sigueti)
"THOMAS WHITE."
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"8. That preparations were at once commenced on the strength of
said replies, and without any other assurance or communications to said
Ministers, and without any interruption continued up to the time of the
said banquet, notwithstanding the fact that it was known before said
banquet that Riel was respited. 9. That I did not, nor, so far as I know,
did any member of the banquet committee or any person having any
control of the arrangements of the banquet, speak to ir A. P. Caron
before said banquet about whether Riel would be hanged or not, or seek
to obtain any assurance from Sir A. P. Caron that Riel would be hanged.
10. That I did not, nor, I believe, did any of the banquet committee or
other person in charge of said banquet, hear or have any assurance
from Sir A. P. Caron, before said banquet took place, that Riel would
be hanged. 11. That the question of the Government dealing with
Riel was mentioned by some members of the said committee at a meet.
ing held on the evening or the afternoon of the day previous to the
banquet, and the only statement I then made was that we might rely
on the law being properly administered, and could safely leave the
matter in the hands of the leader of the Government who had for
so long a time properly and well administered the affaire of State.
12. No deputation, delegation or body was ever appointed on behalf
of the Conservative Association to discuse the question of Riel with Sir
A. P. Caron, and,of course,no such discussion took place. And I make
this declaration conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by
virtue of an Act passed in the 37th year cf Her Majesty's reign,entituled
"An Act for the suppression of Voluntary and extra-Judicial Oaths."
(Signed)
"W. B. SART H.
"Declared before me at the city of Winnipeg,
in the county of Selkirk, the 30th day cf
November, 1885.
i
(Signed)
"A. D. icOOLEMGAN,
"ICommissioner for taking Affidavits."

The following is Mr. Gilmour's declaration:-
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"ST. BoNiFrCE, MANIToBA,
"INovember 30th, 1885.
"MY DEAR SIR ADOLPE,-I received your letter of the 24th and I
banquet given at
onservative
thb'e
that
untrue
it
is
hasten to state that
Winnipeg, only took place after an interview which you and the Minister ot Interior had with a denutetion, and during which interview you
promised that Riel would be hung. If my memory serves me right, yon
received your invitation to attend that banquet organised in honor of
Mr. White, at St. Paul, on your way to Winnipeg.
"J. ROYAL."
(Signed)
[Translation.]

It was also stated at some meeting that my own compatriot, the French Canadians in Manitoba, had refused to
entertain me or to have any communication with me after
the banquet had taken place. Here is another letter which
I received from Mr. Royal on this point:
"ST. BoNIFAcE, 27th Decembar, 1885.
[Translation.]
" DEAR SIR,-When you paid a visit to Mgr. Taché, in November last,
I am nappy to state that not only His Lordship received you, but made
you visit the institutions of St. Boniface in his own carriage. His Lordship accompanied you, and after you had left St. Boniface, he took
yon te Winnipeg to visit the convet of the Rev. Sisters of Jesus-Marie.
'I saw you on that occasion ; the Superintendent of Education, Mr.
Bernier, and Mr. Larivière, a member of the Provincial Ministry also
mpaied
you.
(Signed)
"J. ROYAL."

Now, these gentlemen who so kindly tendered me the hogpitality of Winnipeg, and who were so good as to accompany me to the various institutions which make that city
very interesting, showed me all these attentions after the
celebrated banquet had taken place; and I would like to
know whetber theee men who take as great an interest in
North-Western matters as any of the agitators who unsuccessfully tried to get up a cry in Quebec against the Government-I ask, is it possible to suppose, if my conduct had
been so reprehensible as represented, that all these gentlemen in Winnipeg would have shown 'me the kindness they
did ? But the hon. gentleman, a few evenings ago, stated
also that some telegrams had been sent by me to the rigbt
hon. the leader of the Government. I take a telegram, I
do not know whether the hon. gentleman referred to this
or not, but it is the telegram which appeared in his organ,
and which was communicated through that journal to the
press of the country,-I take these telegrams as republiahed
in the Mail. The hon. gentleman stated that, on November
8th, Sir A. P. Caron despatched the following telegram to
Sir John Macdonald:-

"I, Thomas Heny Gilmour, of the county of Selkirk, in the Province
Of Manitoba, barrister-in-law, do solemnly declare as follows:" I now am and since betore the let November instant I have been the
secretary of the Winnipeg Liberal-Conservative Association. 2. I acted
as secretary of the committee appointed by the said association to tender
a banquet to Sir A. P. Caron and the Hon. Thomas White at Winnipeg,
on the loth day of November, inst., and as one of said committee I was
ex oficio secretary of aIl the sub-committees appoiated in connection
with said banquet. 3. In the said capacity of secretary I was at all the
meetings of the banquet committee, and while arrangements were being
made for said banquet, and for about twelve days prior to said banquet,
I came in daily contact with the various members of the banquet committee in connection.with the arrangements for the banquet. 4. I met
and conversed with Sir A. P. Caron prior to the banquet, and at notime
did I ever hear any one speak to him that the banquet would not be held
if Riel was not executed, and I never heard Sir A. P. Caron state or
intimate, to myself or to anyone else, that Riel would be executed, and
I never heard him give any assurance to that effect. On Monday
afternoon, the 9th November-the day prior to the banquet-a meeting
of the banquet committee was held to make final arrangements for the
banquet, and I was present at this meeting and acted as secretary to the
committee, and at this time I did not know, and to the best of my knowledge none of the members of the committee knew, what action would
" People very much excited. I fear if the law is not allowed to take
be taken regarding the execution of Riel; and an enquiry having been ite course there will be more trouble than anticipated. I can produce
made by one of the members of the committee as to whether it was no evidence of this, but know it to be a fact."
known whether Riel would be executed or not, Mr. W. B Scarth, the
President of the said Association, who occupied the chair, then stated I can tell the hon. gentleman that I never sent such a tcle.
that ail Conservatives should be satisfied that the Government would gram. That telogram was never sent by me to Sir John
adopt a right course, whatever might be done, and that he thought this Macdonald or to anybody else. The hon. gentleman, seequestion should not in any way affect our action concerning the banquet,
and up to the hour of the banquet, and until after it was over, I had no ing a contradiction of this having been sent by me, turned
intimation from any source whatever regarding Riel, further than that around and said: No, it is not Sir A. P. Caron who sent
ho was respited until the l6th November, and I do not believe any mem- it to Sir John A. Macdonald, but it is Sir John A. Macber of the banquet committee or of the association received any intimation whatever at an y time from Sir &. P. Caron as to the course that donald who sent it to Sir A. P. Caron. In any case I did not
the Government would adopt in regard to Riel.
attach more importance to this statement than it deserved,
" That the statement or report which I understand are in circulation but 1 hope the denial which I give je emphatic enough to
in some quarters to the effect that the banquet would not have taken
place had not the assurance been given that Riel would be executed is serve the purpose of preventing the circulation of such a
without foundation and is wholly untrue, to the best of my knowledge, rumor in tbe country. Now I come to reading the in.
the sole motive on the part of the Conservatives being the desire to teresting letters which I stated I would read, from the
honor two of their trusted leaders; and I make this declaration conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of an Aet member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). I think ho should
passed in the 37th year of Her Majesty's reign, intituled: "An Act for not have stated, even being a bitter opponent of mine,
the suppression of Voluntary and extra-Judicial Oaths."
what he did publish, that I had attacked the 9th Battalion
(Signed)
"T. H. GILMOUR.
of Quebee. I will leave it to every hon. member of this
"Declared before me at the city of Winnipeg,
House if during the troubles, the unfortunate troubles in
in the county of Selkirk, this 30th day of
November, 1885.
the North-West, I did no't take every possible opportunity
"J. W. E. DARBY, Commissioner for taking Affidavits."
of expressing my honest conviction that the two French

These declarations, which are also corroborated by letters I
have received from my valued friend the hon. member for
Provencher (Mr. Royal) at the time, and several other
letters from gentlemen who saw me while I was in Winnipeg, and who distinctly state that the report, which was
circulated with the intention of injuring me, was altogether
untrue. The letter to which I referred from Mr. Royal is
in French, and reads as follows:Sir ADOLPHE CARoN.

battalions which went to the front were equal to any
battalions that were sent to the North-West. I ask the
hon. gentleman whether I did not on every occasion-little
time as I had from the pressing occupátions which required
my continual attention at the Department-whether I did
not, when any telegram or anything came to me which
could be of any use to our volunteers, whom I admired so
much during those trying times, take the firet opportunity
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of mentioning it to the House and praising those volunteers
as they deserved to be praised? How is it possible that
I could have injured that battalion which the hon. gentleman is so anxious to defend, when it is not attacked? How
is it possible, in view of the letters which I hold from him,
in which he says:
"Thanks, many thanks, for what you have said of the 9th Battalion."

Does that look like a letter addressed to a man who was
hostile to that battalion ? Does it look-jealous as the member from Bellechasse is of his battalion, and properly solike a letter which ho would have addressed to me il I had
been unjust to the 9th Battalion ; but to-day to return
him thanks for having done so. These letters were very
interesting at the time, and they turn out very useful now.
Here is one, dated the 15th April, 1885:
"Everywhere was discovered the friendly hand of the Minister and
of the Department, who seemed to me to have doue wanders in the
fulfilment of their duty.".

fie goes on again :
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Mr. AMYOT. Why does it trouble you s0 much, then?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman reminds
me, by asking for the date of this telegram, that he knew
very well that Riel was thon under sentence of death, and
yet ho sont this complimentary tolegram, for which I felt
very much obliged to him.
Mr. AMYOT. Because the Monde was saying that Riel
would not be hanged.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman knows
that the first duty of a soldier under fire is to be calmr and
not to get excited. WelI, Mr. Speaker, my friends in
Quebec, the leading men there, joined in presenting me
with an address of congratulation when this title was
conferred on me, and one of the very first to sign this
address was the hon. gentleman again, and, of course, ho
must have read it, becanse I know hirn too well to believe
that ho would sign an address of that kind without taking
the trouble to read it. lu that address occurred this paragraph :-

"Thank you for what you have said in the House about the 9th
Battalion. Ihave a fine battalion. They are manly soldiers and I [Translation.]
" What an amount of gratitude the country owes you for the activity
appeal to their heart.
and zeal with which you have fulfilled your important duties during
" G. AÂMYOT."
(Signed)
these
days of trouble. Our soldiers, whose heroic courage during the
Mr. BERGERON. They are men of heait.
recent campaign is now known far and wide, know how to appreciate,
Sir ADOLPIHE CARON. They are brave men, and all to their just value, the promptness with which you have acted, your
brave men are full of heart. lIn another letter of the 9th vigilance and your anxiety for their welfare."

May, the hon. member says:
[7Trangauion.]
"I muet tell you, and you may repeat it on my be'.alf, that the
Militia Department bas always done the utmost for the army.
(Sigued>
"G. AMYOT."

Mr. AMYOT. I change nothing of that.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Further:

-

[Translation.J
" On the northern shore of Lake Superior, there again, at each step
may be seen the efforts of the Department to allay the misery, &c.
Besides, when we consented to make this journey we knew we were
not going to a wedding. The spirit, the health and the moral of the
troops are excellent. If I go back to the country, I will endeavor to
see that justice shall be dealt to those who, like yourself, do their
utmost to ensure the comfort of the volunteers."

The hon. gentleman also differed from what he used to say
in his newspaper, and out of it, in attacking General
Middleton who was in command of the troops. Well, in
the same letter which the hon. gentleman addressel to me
he says:

That was signed by the hon. gentleman. Sir, the hon.gentleman also said that I had attacked the troops. Now, I feel
that mofe, if possible, than anything which the hon. gentleman may have said, and I felt it at the time, because I can
not, even to-day, express to you the great anxiety which,
night and day, lay upon me when I folt the responsibility
entrusted to me of the welfare of the battalions in the field ;
and I can say, in justice to myself, that I believe that I did,
whether successfully or not, the best I could, and if there
was any fault, it was in my ability and fnot in my intentions.
I did everything I could, as the hon. gentleman had to
admit, to make our troops as comfortable as possible, and to
spare them every possible troffble that was in my power.
But the hon. gentleman went up to the front, and hoexpressed
hie opinion about the troops that were thereî He has placed
upon the paper a notice of motion to produce hie telegrams
and his letters, and really, [am very glad indeed to be able
to do so. But in order to give him an avant goût of some of
hie telegrams, I wish to read one or two of them. Hlere is
ane dated Swift Carrent, 25th April, 1885:

Translation.]1
"Middleton, who hias never been out west, cannot know anything
about it. He does his best where he is and is worthy of the highest
"O oN,-Arrived here all right Found Gen. Laurie perfect soldier.
raise. He is a galant General, and I have fuil confidence in him, but Advance
of Middleton's troops too hurried ; consequence being immense
e cannot do all by himself in such a vast country as this."
useless expense. Volunteers should be used for garrison and protection
of
place
and
ammunition. American scouts and Indians and haif-breed.
fie goes on farther to state:
the same kind of fighting as rebels, should do the fightin and
" Ouimet and Strange also ask for reinforcements. I understand how doing
Part of Middleton's force exposed to be slaughtered. Troops
much ail this will cost, but we must vanquish by all means, and attacking.
hearty. Rely upen Sth."
vanquish once for all."

Now, I fail to see how it is possible that the hon. gentle. So I did. Now here is another telegram dated at Calgary,
man, who went up in command of bis battalion wishing to 14th May, 1885 :
conquer, to-day should be so anxious to defend those very
" 1 add, and I persist in saying, that this war should be made by men
in the same way as rebels. Volunteers are specially acaapted
people who put us to all this trouble and expense, and fighting
endangered the lives of our troops. But, Sir, long after the for protection of forts and provisions."
troubles were ail over, it pleased Her Gracious Majesty to It had not come to my knowledge that the provisions were
confer upon me a title, and, long after the troops had returned in danger, and, so far as I can judge, they were well looked
here, the hon. gentleman was one of the very first to send aft er by the volunteers. But it goes on to say :
me a telegram of congraulation-for which I was very much
" Our volunteers are being slaughtered. 500 scouts are worth 2,000
obliged to him-in which ho says: "Most hearty congratu- volunteers for actual £ghting of that kind. Men cheerful.
.
" 'AMYOT."
(Signed
lations upon so well deserved a knightship."r
The
hon.
gentleman
when
ho
deemed
it
hie
duty
to attack
Mr. AMYOT. Would the hon. gentleman kindly give
right
to
do
if
ho
pleased,
should
not
me,
as
ho
has
a
perfect
the date of that telegram ?
have forgotten that ho hirmself had expressed an opinion as
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. August 19th, 1885. I said itt to what I had done for the troops, and ho should not have
was long after the troubles were over.•
taunted me with having attacked the 9th Battalion when
Mr. AMYOT. They are not over yet.1
within his own telegramas appears a judgment about our
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The most serions troubles are 1force that I canigot understand. The hon. member also atover, but the trouble which the hon. gentleman is trying tot tacked the Major-General who commanded the forces. I
get up, and which is not very sorious, is "not over, I know.1 will read to the House a letter (with the General's permis-
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sion) which the hon. member addressed to the Major-Gen.
eral on the occasion of his being knighted. It reads:
[Translation.]
QUEBEC, August 26th, 1885.1
"Sir FREDERIce D. MIDDLITON, K.C.M.G.,
Ottawa.
" DEÂR Sm,-I should have written yen sooner to join in the unanimous concert of congratulations which you receive from all parts, but a
prolonged absence from the city prevented me. Your elevation to the
Knighthood ie only the just recognition of the services which you have
rendered to the Dominion of Canada, and the honore which arebestowed
upon yon is reflected on all those whom you have encouraged by your
personal bravery surely guided by your experience, and who have all
largely benefited from the science which you have acquired during an
honorable military career.
"I deeply regret the attacks eof a mean and malicions press again st
'our general,' but your reputation stands so high that these foolish
slanders cannot reach it.
" Allow me to present, through you, my respects to lady Middleton
and believe me,
Your very devoted,
G. AMYOT."

Mr. RYKERT. By whom js that letter signed ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. By the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). So far as the General is concerned
it is no use my expressing an opinion which everyone who
knows anything about military matters has already expressed, in regard to the services lie rendered. In England
and Canada bis services have been justly appreciated, and
in any case it comes with very bad grace from the hon.
member to have attacked the Major-General after having
expressed in writing the opinion I have read respecting his
services. Before concluding I desire to clear up one point
wbich has been referred to by severalihon. members who
have spoken during this debate. It las been stated here
that in consequence of Riel having surrendered, the Government should have pardoned him. I state, and I am prepared to show, that Riel never surrendered at all. I read first
a declaration made by the Major-General himself. It is an
important point for history, and it has an important bear.
ing on the question in debate, and it will be interesting to
hon. members to see the iterpretation which the MajorGeneral places upon a certain letter. The Major-General

says:

MaRca 18,

"Icanada,
North-West Territories,
To Wit:
1
"We,.William Diehl and Robert Armstrong, of Prince Albert, in the
North-West Territories, do each of us solemnly decare :
"1. That during the rebellion of half-breed sud Indians which teck
place on the Saskatchewan in the spring of 1885, we were duly enrolled
in the Prince Albert volunteers sud served as scouts for sud in connetion with said volunteer force fer about two months.
"I2. We have seen it asserted in certain portions of the press in eastern Canada that Louis Riel, the rebel leader, did, after the battle ot
Batoche, voluntarily surrender and give himself up to the authorities,
and that said Louis Riel might have easily escaped fr.m the country had
he no desired.
"3. We, together with one Thomas Hourie, were three of the Prince
Albert volunteers who took part in the search for Louis Riel and other
rebels who took flight after their defeat at the battle of Batoche.
" 4. We further distinctly state that we, together with the aforemaid
Thomas Eourie, were the three scouts who captured muid Louis Riel and
handed him over to General Middleton. At the time we made the eapture we believed and we now affirm that maid Louis Riel had no intention of surrendering himself, but was preparing for a hasty flight. He
was then looking for a horse and had mi hie possession a addsle and
bridle, sud was well armed.
The two half-breeds in whose company
we found him (Riel) were also well armed. The statements before referred to that Louis Riel voluntarily gave himself up to us are entirely
intrus."1
"'<4Andwe severally make thi solemn declaration con' cientiously believing the sane to be true, sud by virtue ot the Act passed in the 37th
year of Her Maj -sty's reign intituled "An Act for the suppression of Voluntary and extra-Judicial Oaths."
WM. DIEL.
"ROBT. ARMSTRONG.
"Severally declared before me at the town of
Prince Abert, in tha North-Wet Territory,
thie 28th day of December, A.D. 1885.
W.R
" W. R. Gce,
"1A Notary Public for the North-West Territories."

The other scout who was also present when he was arrested,
was bway from Prince Albert and his declaration could not
be obtained, but ho stated to several gentlemen whom I
have seen since that he viewed it in exactly the same light
as those did who made the declaration. I shall also read a
portion of a very interesting letter which appeared in the
paers from Major Boulton, than whom there is no better
authority so far as the history of the campaign is concerned :
"In diucussing the question with Astley about the surrender, Riel said
There are three thir go that will mave me. One is polities, another is
that I have assumed the office of priests and another in that the papers
which are all bre will implicate the council more than me.
" On this occasion he wished to surrender and was mont anxious to get
safely into the General's hands. However, it was too late, and in consequence he had to make his escape as best he could. Astley, however,
kept track of him atter the day was won, and got a letter signed by the
Genenal guaranteeing his protection until handed over to the civil
authorities. Upon receiving this he was mont anxious to get safely into
the General's hands and surrendered to Hourie."

"I onlyIwrote one letter to Riel, on the last day of Batoche fighting,
telin g him (in answer te a letter from him brought by Mr. Astley) that
'if ho would place his women and children in safety, and let me know
where the place was, I would take care no shots were fiîed in that
direction.' When Astley brought me that letter ho told me Riel was
in a "funk " and ho thought ho would surrender, and he asked me
what terms ho could carry back to him. My answer was, 'uncondi.
tional surrender.'
The second note from Riel, thanking me for my let.
ter, was handed to me just as we were forcing, under a heavy fire, our
way on to the clear ground about Batoche. Astley again told me thît
ho ihought Riel would surrender, but I answered, 'too late now; we Now, Sir, I think that upon that question the evidence is
are almost there, and I muet puah on to save the prisoners.'
I did not
send the letter to Riel offering te protect him and bis council until the so far satisfaczory that I do not see how it is possible to
13th May (the day after the lat day at Batoche), and I did so because consider, under this evidence, that Riel surrendered and was
a priest and a half-breed told me they knew, or thought they in consequence entitled to any consideration from the Govknew, where Riel was, and that ho would give himself up,
but that he was afraid of being killed in my camp by some of ernment. It was my pleasure, in beginning the few remy men. I thon wrote the letter and gave it to the priest to take. He, marks which I considered it my duty to address to the
however, could not find Riel, but the half-breed did, and gave it to House, to congratulate the hon. member for Quebec East
hum. Bariy on the meruing eft5he 155h, st Guardupuis Onossing, I
received information that Riel and Dumont mine net many miles off, upon the speech which he delivered, and I expressed upon
near the Birch Hills, and 1 sent off Major Boulton with his mounted that point my honest opinion with reference to that gentleinfantry, with orders to scour the country towards Batoche, which he man. But, Sir, I must regret that his eloquence, which I
did, and Riel, finding troops between himself and Batoche,
ovehimself
up to the three (3) scouts, Hourie, Armstrong and Dieh, who had recognise, should have been used in the defence of a rebelsearted with Boulton, but left hie detachment, and, spreading out, had lion against Canada. The hon. gentleman charged the Govcome across Riel, with my letter in his pocket. Dumont, who was well ernment with having, by its negligence, caused the rebelmounted and knew th country, escaped.
lion. Well, Sir, this charge I deny completely and teeto.
"FRED. MIDDLETON, Majar-General."
tally, and I think any impartial man who takes the trouble
Copy of letter sent te Riel alluded ta above:
to read the record will come to the conclusion that the
IlBATocs, May 13, 1885.
Government are not liable to that charge. In Père André's
"MR. RiEL,-I am ready te receive you and your council, and to pro- evidence there occurs the following:tect you until your case has been decided upon by the Dominion Government.
" Q. Will you state if, since the arrival of the prisoner in the country
"FRED. MIDDLETON, Major-General,
up to the time of the rebellion, the Government have made any favorable
" Oommanding North-West Field Force."
answer to the demandsand claims of the half-breeds ?-A. Yes, I know
have acceded to certain demande in regard to those who did not
I have also the declaration of the two scoults who captured they
have any scrip in Manitoba.
telegrama mw
sent on the 4th of March
Riel. It is88follows:lUt, granting the scrip.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON.
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" Q. Before that time 7-A. Yes, regarding the alteration of survey
of lots along the river, there was an answer from the Government saying they would grant it, and that was an important question.
Q. What question then remained to be settled ?-A. The question
of patente ; that has also been settled in a certain way, because Mr.
Duck was sent and I went with him as interpreter.
"Q. What other question remained ?-A. Only the question of wood,
timber."
This shows that a telegram was communicated to him as it
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country. There were two curses in the country, the Government and
the Hudson Bay Company.'"
"Q. Yes ?-A. He turned to me and sald I was a traitor to his Gov-

erument.

That I was a siieculator and a scoundrel and robber and

thief, and I don't know what all.
"Q. He used very violent language to you?-A. Yeu.
ofinally
e
said it was blood, and the first blood they wanted was mine. There
were some little dishes on the table, and ho got hold of a spoon and
said: 'You have no blood, you are a traitor to your people; your
blood is frozen, and all the little blood yon have will be there in five
minutes,' putting the spoon up to my face and pointing to it."

was also communicated to Riel and to others, stating that
these questions had been settled. Besides the evidence Did he show much morcy when he condemned
to death
which i have just read from Father André, the following Nolin and Boyer
-when they refused to take up arms? On
occurs in Charles Nolin's examination:page 60 we read:
"Q. Were those conditions accepted by the prisoner ?-A. Yes. The
neit day I received au answer to a telegram from Macdonald ; the telegram said that the Government was going to grant the rights of the
half-breeds, but there was nothing said about Rkel's claim.
" Q. Did you show the answer to Riel ?-à. I showed the reply I received next Sunday.
"Q. That was in the month of-?-A. February.
"Q. In the beginning of the month ?-A. Yes.
"Q. What did the prisoner say ?-A. Re answered that It was 400

"Q. What was the chief event of that day as far as yo can remember ?-A. He was giving orders to go and take William Boyer and
Charles Nolin prisoners.
" Q. Did you hear him say why they were to be taken prisoner 7-A.
Because they would not take up arms.
"Q. Did he say anything about because they had been movers up to
that time ?-A. Because they had been moyers, and had left it at the
time of taking up arms.

" Q. Wa Nolin tried ?-A. About his trial I cannot say exactly, I
years that the EngliEh had been robbing and that it was time to put a
heard Riel saying he ought to be shot or that they should shoot him.
stop to it, that it had been going on long enough."
Immediately on ascertaining that the Metis grievances were
all settled, but that he was not receiving the money that ho
wanted to get from Governrnent, on the 5th March ho determined to take up arms. Let us seo again what Charles
Nolin says on this point:
"A. The prisoner came with Gabriel Dumont to see me. He proposed a plan to me that he had written upon a piece of paper. He said
that he had decided to take up arms and to induce the people to take
up arma, and the first thing was to fight for the glory of God, for the
honor of religion and the salvation of our souls. The prisoner said that
he had already nine names upon the paper, and he asked for my name.
I told him that his plan was not perfect but since he wanted to fight
for the love of God, I would propose a more perfect plan. My pian
was to have public prayers in the Catholic chapel during nine day.,
and to go to confession and communion and then to do as our consciences told us."
This is the man who is held up as a hero and patriot. All
he wanted, as is quite apparent, was to get money from
the Government. If ho could succeed in getting that

money, we see what he intended to do with it. On page
94 we find:
'' ge said also if he got the money he would go to the United States

and start a paper and raise the other nationalities in the States."
He had already organsed two rebellions, and after sacrificing the Metis ho wanted to get money, which, hesaid, ho

was going to use in the United States to raise up all the
nationalities and get up another revolution.

Is it necessary

to give a stronger proof of the wisdom of the Government

in not interfering with the sentence of the law upon him ?

"Q. You underâtood Nolin and Boyer were to be shot 7-A. Yea, both
of them.
"Q. And because they would not join the movî ment in taking up
arms ?-A. In not taking up arma."

I was very much pleased the other evening, and think the
country is to þe congratulated upon the fact, that the hon.
leader of the Opposition in the Province of Quebec expressed himself so very loyally as he did on that occasion.
That hon. gentleman said that Tory loyalty was very much
interested indeed, and stated that when Lord Elgin sanctioned the Indemnity Bill, the Tories became disloyal and
signcd an appeal for annexation te the United States. The
hon. gentleman, no doubt, forgot to mention the fact that
that very manifesto-which was signed by some Conservatives, Iladmit-was also signed by such men as the Hon.
A. A. Dorion, the late Mr. Doutre, Mr. Papineau, Mr. Laflamme, Mr. Holton, and other leaders of the Liberal party
in the Province of Quebec. No doubt, those who did not
know the facts of the case would have been led to believe
from the hon. gentleman's statement that this manifesto
was signed only by Conservatives, and that not a single
Liberal leader would have consented to put his name to it.
But the hon. gentleman knows that that manifesto was not
signed by Sir GAeorge Cartier, the leader of the LiberalConservative party in the Province ot Quebec. In speaking of Sir George Cartier, the hon. gentleman was most
eloquent, and expressed great admiration for the late
lamented Sir George Etienne Cartier; but, Sir, when,
unfortunately for the -country, Sir George Cartier

" e said: Before the grass is that high in the country you will see was removed from our midst, and from that career
foreign armies in this country. He said: I will commence by destroy- of
useluiness which we Conservatives can never
ing Manitoba, and then I will come and destroy the North-Westand take forget, and which we every day still recall with pleasure,
possession of the North-West."

And, forsooth,we are told that we should have shown mercy
to this man. I ask any hon. gentleman who has read this
evidence whether ho showed much mercy to the prisoners
and the people who happened to be under him? On page
44 we find:
" He came to the door of the cellar, and the first words I heard him
may was: 'Astley 1 Astley 1 Come here and go tell Middleton if theyI think massacre was the word used-if they massacre our children and
women and children, we will massacre you prisoners.'"

lere was this man, who had arrested these few prisoners
on account of their loyalty to their country; on account of
their refusing to join in his rebellion, saying that if any
harm happened to any of his people (which harm could
never have happened if it had not been for his doings) he
would massacre all the prisoners in the cellar. Did he
show mach mercy when he said to McKay what is reported
on pages 18 and 19, "Report of Evidence in Riel's Trial ?"
" He became very excited and got up and said : 'You don't know
what we are after-it is blood 1 blood 1 We want blood i It is a war of
extermination! Everybody that is against us is to be driven out of the

the hon. gentleman must have forgotten that even then the
Liberal press attacked the hon.gentleman fiercely, although
now they claim him almost as one of their leaders. BE
must have forgotten the manner in which Liberals in this
flouse and outside of this House outraged him during his
life, although they now attempt to eulogise him, as the hon.
gentleman did the other evening. If Sir George Cartier
were still among us, I mean to say, and I believe it, that he
would have acted exactly as we have acted in reference to
the Riel matter. During his lifetime was he not treated
exactly as we are treated to day ? Did they not say that
ho was sold to the Orangemen ? Did they not say that he
sold the Province of Quebec to John A. and the Protestants
of Ontario ? Did they not say that ho bad sold his Province to English infuence ? Weli, Sir, ho loved his
country sufficiently well to attach no more import.
ance than he should have attached to such insuits,
which were levelled against him as they are levelled
against us to day.
Sir George Cartier did his duty,
and ho left behind him a memory which, even after
his death, has not been respected by the Liberals.
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In the history of the late Mr. Letellier, written by a mem.
ber of the Opposition, the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr.
Casgrain), the memory of Sir George Cartier is outraged ;
and when the hon. member from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier)
was speaking of Sir George Cartier in such eloquent terms,
I could not help thinking of the sad page which I read in
the book I have referred to. As far as I personally am concerned, and I believe I eau say the same for my colleagues,
we did, under the greatest difficulties and most painful cireumstances, what we considered to be our duty, and I believe that what we did, Sir George Cartier, whose motto was
what the motto of the Conservative party is, "Franc et
sans dol," would have done under the same circumstances.
I must apologise to you, Sir, and the House for having been
so lerfgthy and imperfect in my remarks; but the matters
which I treated I deemed it advisable to bring under the
notice of the House, and I tried to do so in as concise a manner as possible.

Mr. DESJARDINS. In rising at this stage of the discussion, I do not expect to throw much new light, or to
attract much interest on the question which bas been before the House since a few days. But in the position in
which 1 am, I think it is my duty to explain why I intend to
vote in favor of the motion brought by my hon. friend from
Montmagny (Mir. Landry). At the opening of the debate, the hon. Minister of Public Works said ho was
glad the time had come to vindicate bis position on the
floor of the louse, that hore was the proper place for him
to declare what had been the motives that decided him to
consent to the deed against which we have protested. It is
true that it was easier for him to come hore on the floor
of Parliament 'han to go to his own Province. Some of
the other Ministers tried that experiment, and I can only
congratulate them on the great courage they displayed in
meeting their electors, but of course the positions in the
two cases are not the same. They are in the Cabinet, but
they are not leaders, and it is very likely that the Minister
of Public Works, on account of bis superior position as
leader of the great party, thought ho should not expose himself to the eventualities that the other Ministers had to
face; and in hearing him say that it was not becoming on
bis part to go and meet his electors, I could not help remembering those lines from Boileau on the passage Du
Rhin, speaking of Louis XIV :
" Louis les animant du feu de son courage,
Se plaint de sa grandeur qui Fattache au rivage."

But tho other Ministers tried the experiment. They went
to their electors, and I was rather surprised to hear the
Minister of Militia tell us a moment ago that the great indignation which had burst forth on the day of the 16th November had quite fallen through, and that ho was already
quite sure public opinion in his Province was turning in
bis favor. Well, I would ask the Ministers of Justice and
Inland Revenue what they think of that kind of popularity
which the Minister of Militia and the Secretary of State
met when they came before their electors. They muet have
thought, after reading the reports in the papers of what
took place on these occasions, that in the Province of
Quebec Ministers had a curious kind of popularity. The
Minister of Militia bas complained very bitterly about what
was said as to bis having attended a banquet at Winnipeg
on 10th November. If ho bas any complaint to make
against anyone, ho must look to his own friends and see
how they formed public òpinion in the Province as to the
decency on his part of attending such a banquet, when ho
ought to have known the anxiety and sorrow then existing
in his own Province. He ought to have known that very
near the spot where he was banquetted, the echo of bis own
words was reaching a poor family who were sharing in the
agony in which au unfortunate man had been allowed to linger
for six days or more. To see what opinion was expressed
Sir ADOLPHCARON.
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then by some ministerial papers, which to-day find fault
with us because we cannot share their nowly acquired
opinions as to the tragedy of the 16th November, I shall
quote from L'Evènement, a paper which enjoys great authority now among the friends of the Government and the
Ministers themselves. In L'Evèniement of 14th November
last, there is a small article headed:
"XEXPLAIN.
(Translation.]
"All shadea of opinion agree to brand the infamous banquet of
Winnipeg, where two members of the Government-Sir 4ý.P. Caron and
Mr. White, went to inform the Orangemen,-under Riel's scaff 11, so to
speak-that the man for whose head they are clamoring. will die on the
gallows on Monday next. The Etendard is terribly severe but still it isonly echoing public opinion. La Minerve, La Presse, the Rerald, &c.,
mercilessly denounce this disgraceful feasting.
" In the name of the Province we will fearlessly declare that the man
from among us who has been guilty of the enormous fault of attending
to it, only represented himself and no one else.
" With L'Eendardwe will say to Sir A. P. Caron: Defend yourself,
explain ; act in such a manner that the name of a French Canadian may
not remain coupled, without protest, with this bloody love-feast where
insult was thrown at the supreme anguish of a doomed man."

That is the first article announcing to the Province of Quebec the presence al that Winnipeg banquet of one of our
French Ministers. Here is another editorial:
Tranalation.]
T
''lSIR A. P. CARON.
" We have not insisted, except in the shape of a protest, on the pesence of Sir A. P. Caron at the Winnipeg banquet. If that painful fact
could have been concealed from the country, we would have done
our share towards ensuring silence on the subject. . But the multiple
voice of, the telegraph had spoken, proclaiming to Canada that on
the very day which had been previously determined upon for
the execution of Riel, a French Minister had attended a banquet given by
fanatics who, before entering the dining room, had exacted the promise
that the death of their victim would be announced. The fault of Sir A.
P. Caron ought to devolve on himself alone ; it was impossible that we
should for one moment let the foreign races believe that Lower Canada
would accept the responsibility of the incredible conduct of one of its
sons.',

And ho goes on in the same strain.

Well, I know that

L'Evènement had based its editorials on papers which had
come from Winnipeg, papers friendly to the Government,
which had said, on having heard of the last respite, that,
unless the Ministers were ready to declare at the banquet
that the hanging would take place, that banquet would certainly be a failure. So, ho has not to complain of his foes
if ho bas been so hardly dealt with, but of his own friends.
It beirg Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
After Recess.
Mr. DESJARDINS. Whon you loft the Chair I had
referred to the boast of the Minister of Militia that the Province of Quebec had already returned to the Government,
that what was called the fire of straw had subsided, and
that the gas explosion, as others called it, was already a
thing of the past. I instanced, as an illustration of the
accuracy of that statement, the experiment that the hon.
Minister of Militia himself and the Secretary of State had
made as to the great popularity of the Government and themselves in our Province since the 16th November. Now, I
have to come to the main motion. There bas been much
said about that motion. Some say that it was a motion
which the Government itself had chosen. I do not believe
it. And they say that the hon. member for Montmagny
(Mr. Landry) was not in good faith. Well, I know my
hon. friend enough to believe that, when ho put that motion
on the Orders of the Day he was in earnest. For my own
part, as I said on a previous occasion, I was ready to give
those who wanted further information all the necessary
time to get it; but I was satisfied with that motion ; I was
from tho beginning ready to -vote upon it. The Government accept it as a vote of censure. That meets precisely
what I want, that the motion may be understood. It covers
fully the ground I took in accord with my political friends
on the 13th November, 1885, when I signed, along with
them, that telegram:
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" Under the circumstances, the execntion of Louis Riel would be ar 'And on the 23th:
set of cruelty, the responsibility of which we refuse to accept or tc 0 "lThen
as Britons we beieve that the conqueut will'have to
share."
be fought
over again, and Lower Canada may depend upon it there wili be no
But the French Oanadian
That telegram as has been mentioned, was signed by seven treat( of 1763.'
e would lose everything. The wreck of their fertuaeand happinea
teen members, according to Le Monde, in which it was pub peop
would be swift, complete aud irremediable."1

lished on the 14th November, whose names are as follows Thon again on the 28th:
C. J. Coursol, Alphonse Desjardins, D. Girouard, F. Vanasse
"We say that the resuit of the cnnflict which the Proe'i are invekL H. Massue, F. Dupont, A. L. Desaulniers, J. B. Daoust
le bound to be dissaîrous to themn in êvery aspect of life, for it
J. G. H. Bergeron, J. W. Bain, P. B. Benoit, E. Guilbault, ing
c ould flot l'ail to create a slumbering war between the races, which,
G. A. Gigault, S. Labrosse, L. L. L. Desaulniers, F. Dugas detrimental te the whole Dominion, would redound te their lasting and
H. Hurteau. The same paper further mentioned the fact Lpartieular injury'"
that, in addition to these names and to that telegram, other rAnd thon, sooing that aIl those threats would not avait
telegrams had been signed and forwarded to the leader of famong8t the English population, it altered its tone sornethe Government. Those telegrams had been signed by Mr. what as follows :
Ouimet, deputy for Laval; Mr. Fortin, deputy for Gaspé; Mr.
"lIfthe French
ever return to their oenses, thvy wiIl b.
Macmillan, of Vaudreuil; Mr. Jas. Taschereau, of Beauce; Mr. thé firet to see theirCanadians
folly. When that day comes, our old friende, the
Landry, ofMontmagny; and Mr. Lesage, of Dorchester. This Bleus, will throw themeelves once more into the arma of the Conservaparty ; but at that tîme they may be sure thtît ne fat calf will Le
Le Monde accepted, and said it was the true interpretation tive
of the views, not only of those who had signed those tele- killed."
grams, but of the whole public opinion in our Province. Thon again, on the llth December, it says:
Those who happened to bo present on that day, the 13th
IlIf they choose te returu to their allegiance, well and gzond; but
November, in Montreal and since that, knew perfectly thay shall receive ne honeYed words from us, nor neyer agttin be tristed
well what the meaning of that telegram was. by tbis journal as men of honor or stable reiolve."
It was explained, after the execution took place, that the The hon. member for Lincoln (Mir. iRykert) the other d&y
meaning of the telegram was that the political ties which spoke of toieration, and of the kind feeling of the Orange
had bound us to the Ministers would be broken, and that section of the community. 1 have here an extract of the
we would have no more confidence in them. That telegram Orange Sentinel, which 1 suppose is the organ of that Fect.
was explained in meetings where some of the Ministers What does that paper say:
were present, and there was no concealment as to the IlMust it be said that the rights and iberties of the Enghish psople ini
thig Rnglishcoelony depend upon a Ioreign race'? But Et glish Canaintention of those who had signed it. So, Sir, they must dian
s will net long submit te these
ties, and the day is near
admit that they were not taken by surprise, and, in point wben an appeal te arms will be heardignoble
ln alt parts of Cana la. Then
of fact, that accusation could be made more justly by our- certainiy our seldiers, beneflting by the lessens of the past, will have
selves. Public opinion soon finds ways to manifest itself in te complete in this country the work they began in the North-West "
the press and public meetings. IHere it is time for me to Sucli, Sir, were the feelings -with which we were met when
-register my protest against the misinterpretation and calum- we came to the Government and asked-what ? Did
nious signification which have been given to our action in we ask a justification of the rebellion; did we ask even a
this matter. I refer to the Mail newspaper, a paper which complote amnesty ? No. The people of the Province of
ought to have known better what were the feelings of Quebec tbought that, equally with other portions of the
the Province of Quebec. Gratitude, at least, ought to have community, tbey had donc their duty in those Bad events
taught it that it was no time to reproach a population when that biad taken place in the North-West, thought they had
it had just suffered a great humiliation, a population which as much right to petition for clemency as others had to
had so long been faithful in its allegiance to the Conserva. petition for blood, or for the stern exoeution of a verdict
tive party, and yet it chose that occasion to launch against obtainod undor sucb circurustances as tho_ýe which sarus insults and calumny. 0f course we knew the objects of rounded the verdict at iRegina. Bat it seems we wvere mnisthe editorials in that paper. They were afraid that the taken. Truc, Sir, our men ini the Province of Quebec, like
Government would lose influence on account of the execu- those in the other Provinces, had as readily and as devotedly
tion of the 16th November, and, in order to compensate for ans wered to the eal. Thcy had been obliged to pass through
that loss in the Province of Quebec, they endeavored to raise ail the hardships of the campaigu. Not one voice in our
prejudices in the Province of Ontario against the Province population had opposed that movement; not one voice in
of Quebec, and especially against the French population. this Parliament coming from the Province of Quebec hiad
They went so far as to say that the French wished to set objected to give tho Goverument ample power te aet in
themselves above the other people in the Dominion ; that sncb a manner as to snbdue the insurrection and obtain
they insisted, when one of their race was guilty of rebellion respect for our laws and our institutions in the North-West
or murder, that the laws must be set aside in his favor and Terri tories. They had come back; and, on returning, what
that he must escape punishment; that they wished to did they ask as a roward for the services they had rendered ?
establish race supremacy and French domination. They had not forced, 1 must Ray, the Government to go
French domination, Sir! They have been a long time aud implore from the Imperial Govern ment modals that have
without fearing that domination; they had been very glad, been reluctantly granted. They tbought that, inmtead of'
in their hour of trial and weakness in the other Provinces, obtaining something Wocoinmemorate events that could not
to find a large majority in the Province of Quebec-not to redound to the credit of the country, everything ongbt Vo be
follow them, as the hon. Minister of Interior said, but to done Wocast oblivion on those events. But thoy jc)ined with
carry them. It was the first proof of gratitude that we the whole population W dcaim from the Govern ment the
received from the organ of that party. Well, Sir, that inter. exorcise of the royal prerogative of rnercy. They were flot
pretation of the movement and of the feeling of the French moved by mere sentimental idoas. They bad good grounds
population, was followed by a series of amenities, which I for asking tho Goverument tô show clemency and benevoam about to read from the Mail. On the 23rd November, lence te those who wore the victime; of the insurrection, and
this
is a proper and fitting occasion te an8wer the taants of
the Mail said:
the Conservative
papers, or rather the papers that have kept
" But let us solemnly assure them again that, rather than submit to friendly Wothe Govern ment, when they say: "lButhow eau
such a yoke, Ontario would smash Confederation into its original frag- you speak of the grievances of the Metis after yonr vote on
meats, preferring that the dream of a united Oanada should be shattered
forever than that unity should be purchased at the expense of equality." Mr. Blake's motion last Session V' I must say this: That
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our opinion thon was that as full prestige and authority as
possible ought to be given to the Government, that nothing
that might appear to give a semblance of encouragement to
the Metis in their unfortunate outbreak should come from
this Parliament, that so long as the insurrection was not
entirely quelled it was wiser on our part to wait and let t he
Administration do its utmost to bring back peace in those
parts of our country. But in the meantime, while we were
ready to wait we were decided that after the insurrection
had been quelled we would cast on the shouldera
where it should lie the responsibility of that
insurrection. I might justify that course by some
q uotations which would show that Parliament thon acted
on declarations made by some of the Ministers who were not
at that time ready to give a sound opinion on the question.
On 26th March, some days after the insurrection had broken
out, the leader of the Government, .in the openig sentences
of a speech delivered on the North-West troubles, declared :
" Before Riel came in those settlers had never sent in a bill of rights
to us, neyer sent any complainte to the Goverument.''1

The Secretary of State, in a letter addressed to some French
Canadians at Fall River, who had sent him a petition on
bebalf of Louis Riel, repeated that assertion. Ie said:
" If the half-breeds had serions complainte against the Government
the ordinary method of petition was open to them as to every free
citizen. They did not avail themselves of it.",
The Secretary of State very likely does not entertain the
same opinion as to the value of petitions as the Minister of
the Interior appears to hold. But ho did not know of the
existence of any of those petitions, as ho said the half breeds

had not availed themselves of that privilege:
" If their petitions were not listened to by the Government, they had
a right to enter upon a constitutional agitation and induce their friends
in Parliament to make known their grievances."
And further on:
" Nothing on their part has been presented to the Cabin ýt, which
would have required special action from their friends."
I must say this: We can more easily explain the ignorance

MARnO

18,

ive orders to have the lands surveyed along the river ten chains wide

y two miles long; it is the old custom of the country.to distribute

land in this manner, and thus it wonld enable us to recognise the limits
of our respective lands.

" Monsieur the Minister, we hope that you will favorably recelve this

petition which we send you, and that we shall know your decision as soon

as possible. This le our auxious wish, while prayiug the Almighty te
protect you ad tokeep yen at the head of this great country .f Canada,
which you govern with so much wisdom."

And herefollow the names of those who signed that petition, and it is a very sad list :
" Gabriel Dumont(wounded and in exile); Baptiste Rochlot (prisone r);

Patrice Touron (prisoner); Galixte Touron (killed); François Touron
.prisoner); Joseph Vandale (killed); Joseph Delorme (killed); Baptiste
Vandale (risoner); Adolphe NpIin (prisoner); Ignace Poitras (prisonery

Maxime, oitras (prisoner); Emmanuel Champagne (prisoner), and
others."
Af ter all, Sir, Mr. Lawrence Clark, when ho said to the
Metis: "You asked the Government for your rights and you
will have them in the shape of bullets and lead and chains
for your leader," was not very far wrong. The bon. Minister said he had received nothing to inform him what was
going on on the Saskatchewan. M y hon. friend from Bellechasse (Kr. Amyot) quoted the other day one or two letters
from Bishop Grandin, and what do those letters say ? I
will quote only one which was addressed to the hon. the
leader of the Government:
"PiPINCE ALBERT, 13th June, 1884.
"SIR,--Your honor muet have heard of the discontent felt by the halfbreeds of the district of Lorne, of the message sent by them to Mr. L.
Riel, and of the inhospitable reception made by them to Honorable B.
Dewdney, Lieutenant-Uovernor cf the North-West. I arrived in the
districtafter all these events had taken place, and could not help regretting them."l
" I have seen the principal half-breeds of the place, those who may be
called the leaders, and I[have become quite convinced of their state of
discontent with everything. They st-e altogether embittered, and this
may lead them to any extremities. I was deeply grieved to find that it
is not they who are the guiltiest. They are excited and urged
on, not ouly by the English half-breeds, but aleo by residents
of Prince Albert-people of consideration, it is said-who are opposed
to the Government and who doubtless hope to profit by the regrettable
steps taken by the poor half-breeds. They muet have been much worked
upon for them to have acted thus, unknown to their priests, who have
been represented to them as sold to the Canadian Government. Surely
it would be easy for your Government to bring to naught this species of
revolt, which may, however, have certain painful resulte, for the halfbreede can do what they like with the Indians These things are already

of the Secretary of State respecting matters regarding
the Department of the Interior, than we can explain the
ignorance of the Prime Minister on those matters. We
te be regrettd,and erheuathe consequeucencf them be but one gun fired
know very well that the previous year the Secretary of at
the humbleet cf Uer Majety's subjects, you can but ackuewledge
State was absent; that last year ho had been charged with
a very important duty, that of enqniring into the morals and
habits of the Chinese, and that great question must have
taken so much of his time and attention that ho had not
an opportunity to study the whole question of the North.
West and the half breeds. I bave bore an answer
to those allegations, a list
of
seventy six documents,
petitions,
complaints,
nctes of
interviews
with
the
Government, letters
published
in the
newspapers, all going to show that the grievances of
which the Metis were complaining were not redressed.
Outside of this, I might refer to a petition which, I think,

on account of those who have signed it, will show the whole
story from the beginning of the insurrection. It was quoted
lat year by the hon. leader of the Opposition, but I think
it my duty to repeat it to-night as being the best answer to
those who would shield their responsibility behind the
unfortunate man whom they had decided to hang on the 16th
of November. That petition was addressed to the Right
Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, and was dated on the 4th Septomber, 1882. I will read the last part of the petition only:
"In our anxiety, we appeal to your spirit of justice, as Minister of the
Interior and leader of the Government, and we implore you to at once
reassure us by giving ordere so that we shall not be troubled on our
lands, and that the Government will Irrant us the privilege of considering
us as occupants of even sections, since we occupy those lande in good

that even that would be too munh.
" I blame the half-freedsuand have not spared them reproaches, but I
must be allowed respectfully to info:m your Honor that the Canadian
Government is not blameless either, and had I the same influence over
its membere as I have over the half-breeds, I would tell them so perhaps
more respectfully, but certainly as frankly. How many petitions and
complainte have not these half-breeds addressed to the Government
without having been vouchsafed a reply. How many times, both by
word and writing have I myself addressed your Rouor, without
obtaining anything but kind words in reply. I beeeech yon not to take
amies what I am so frankly saying. I have only the good of the country
and of our citizens in view. From their dictation I have written down
the grievances of the malcontents and the steps they had taken. I
enclose them to you. I entreat your Honor not to remain indifferent,
and to take such action as will prevent the evil from becoming
aggravated. "I remain, very respectfully,
&o., &c."

And this will be an answer to those who want to throw all
the responsibility for the disasters which have occurred
during that rebeilion on the shoulders of Louis Riel. He
says, further:
" They must have been much worked upon for them to have acted
them asu
priest, who have been represeuLed to
te heirGoverument."
sold
the (Janadian
thu, teuknewn

Riel was not in the country then, but the Bishop says that
since the agitation ho had been sent for, and asked to take
the lead of that movement. Some of those who approve
of the cond act of the Government, with regard to this
faith; and having occupied this country since such a long time as masters question, say: '"You should not go against the Government
and having so often defended it against the Indians at the price of our and vote censure on them, since the Grits, when they were
blood, we think that it is not asking too much that the Government give
us the right of occupying pesacefully our lands, and that it should make
mome exceptions to tU regulations, by granting gratuitouely lande to the

in power, had done worse." Sir, this is not a question as
between the Conservatives and the Grits, but it is a quesNorth-Wet half-breeds. We further deuire that Government should tion of ascertaining how far the grievances suffered by the
Mr. DJ&zEDINs.
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Metis were suffloient to justify the commutation of the
sentence. Indeed, I am willing to go further, and to say
that since the beginning the Metis have had to suffer from
the Canadian Government; since the beginning they have
been provoked; and if they have shown so much distrust
and lack of confidence in the Canadian Government
we can trace that state of things to the fact that Archbishop Taché was called from Rome t
come and
help the Government out of the unfortunate troubles they
had created, on account of their poliey in the North-West,
when ho had left here with a perfect understanding as he
thought with the leader of the Government that a complete
amnesty would be granted to all those connected with the
troubles. But there is this besides. The Minister of Militia said that Riel was the cause of the second, as ho had been
of the first, insurrection. That is not in harmony with the
facts, because if we consult the public documents of that
time, what do we find? We find that at least one year before
those territories were ceded to Canada such men as Colonel
Dennis, Dr. Schultz and others acting in the name of the
Canadian Government, had been inciting trouble,persecuting
the Metis, organising the Indians against them, when they
had not the least particle of authority to represent the Cana.
dian Government there. Here, Sir, I may quote what the
Governor General himself says as declared at that time as to
the conduct of those representing the Canadian Govern.
ment bofore the cession cf the North-West Ternitenies to this
country. On the 26th of January, 1870, the Governor
General showed his appreciation of the usual proclamation
and actions cf the Canadian delegate by saying:
(Tranlation.)
Ia regret still more seriouely the proclamation issued by Mr. McDougall and the commission sent by him to Colonel Dennis.
" The proclamation stated that Her Majesty had transferred the
Rupert Land to Canada, which had not been done. He has assumed the
authoritytenLieutanent Governor whicl did not legally belong te
hlm and tendcd te annihilate the powers belonging te AMr.RcTavish
who is in fact the only legal Governor of the territory.
" A subsequent proclamation authorized Colonel Dennis to arm bis
followers, to attack, arrest, disarm and disperse armed men disturbing
the public peace, and to assail, fire, break into any house wherein
armed men might be found. If Colonel Dennis had acted accordingly
the most disastrous resuits might have followed. Under the present
circumstances the McTavish Government must suppose that his authority
has ceased, no other Government having been substituted to them, and
the discovery that the statement of facts contained in the proclamation
are untrue muet diminish the weight of any subsequent proclamation."

One of the strongest reasons urged by the hon. Minister of
Militia against any mitigation of the sentence rendered by
the Regina tribunal against Riel was that he had been
guilty of raising the Indians. Well, bore we have the proof
that that criminal act had been taught to the Metis by the
Canadian officials themselves-that in 1869-10 Colonel
Dennis had engaged a Metis of the name of Joseph Monkman, at the rate of 10 shillings a day, to try and raise the
Indians against the Metis. So, if Riel was so guilty in
doing that, how is it that Colonel Dennis, after being guilty
of such a crime, was called here to be for many years the
most intimate confident of the Prime Minister-that ho was
put at the head of such an important Department as the
Department of the Interior ? How is it that Dr. Schultz,
who was proved to be guilty of the same crime, was indemnified for all the losses ho was alleged to have suffered
during the first troubles, and was elevated to the high position of a Sanator of the Dominion ? That is the answer I
give to the accusation made against Riel that ho incited the
indians. Sir, the grievances of the Metis during that time
were many. Venerable Archbishop Taché, relying upon
what ho declared to be the positive promises of the Government, had gone to his people and had told them that if they
consented to return to their homes they would nover be
called, to account for those troubles-that anything illegal
they might have committed would b condoned. We have
bis testimony, and I do not suppose the hon. member for
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) will object to this, as ho
objected to another declaration made by that venerable
.27
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Archbishop. This ho has sworn to. What does this document say ? That on the return of Archbishop Taché to
Ottawa from Europe Sir John A. Macdonald and the Hon.
Mr. Howe met him, and in several conversations expressed
the desire that ho would roturu immediatoly to Re:i River;
and, whon ho remarked that some who had been connected
with the troubles might have committed.'something against
the law, they said that nobody would be troubled by reason
of the past. Thon ho said:
(Translation.)
" The question of the recent acts of violence was one of the daily
topics between the Ministers and myself, and fears were expressed that
the country would be laid waste with fire and sword. More than thatthe members of the Privy Council expressed their surprise that such
things had not already taken place, and they attributed that fact to the
great mnoderation shown by the half-breeds. 1 had some conversation
with the Ministers with regard to the policy of Mr. McDougall aud
Colonel Denais, and their conduct was severely criticisod by the Minis.
ters.

And he adds:
IlAU the other conversations which I had were with Sir John A.
Macdonald, who again insisted on the necessity of informing the people
of the good dispositions of the Government towards them."

In a letter addressed to the venerable Archbishop by Sir
John A. Macdonald, the latter said:
(Translation.)
"If the question relative ta the consumption of goods or articles
belonging to the Hudson Bay Company by the insurgents was raised,
you are authorised to inform the leaders that if the Government of the
country is re-established, not only will a general amnesty be granted,
but in case that the country should claim to be reimbursed for such
property the Canadian Government will see that protection will be given
te the insurgents."

Well, Sir, he loft with the impression that a complete amnesty would be given. He went to his people and declared
that such was the case. Upon the faith of that declaration,
of which the Canadian Governmont had the whole benefit,
the Metis went back to their homes. They did more than
that ; some of them who had been connected with the
troubles went to meet the troops under the command of
Wolseley so as to assist them to reach Fort Garry with as
little hardship as possible. What was the reward of their
conduct in that instance ? Colonel Wolseley had scarcely
entered Fort Garry whon ho issued a proclamation declaring all those people to be banditti and cowards. The peo.
ple had disbanded on the faith of promises conveyed to
them by Archbishop Taché ; they had laid down their arms
so that they could not answer. But they did not forget ;
and one of the grievances which the Metis had against
Canada was this insult that had been given to them as the
first token of the intentions of the Canadian authorities
towards them. Besides, thoir leaders were prosecuted ; criminal charges wore brought against them, and now amongst
so many sad events let me mention a fact that is very
much to the credit of one of our most brilliant lawyers
in Lower Canada. When we saw that the prosecutions were going against Lépine Neault, &c., we went to the
Secretary of State, who was then a young lawyer, and
asked him to defend those unfortunate people ; and I
must give him the credit ofsaying that without asking us
if we could do anything towards helping him in the
expenses of such a trip, ho went to Winnipeg and defonded
those unfortunate people. Sir, I think when as Secretary
of State he had to turn that leaf of his life and accept the
responsibility of saying, as one of the reasons why the sentence of death was to be carried out against one of the
leaders of the Metis, that ho was to be condemned
because ho was a récidiviste. I think he must have been put
under the weight of an influence which ho must have felt
very hard to submit to. But, Sir, coming to this last
insurrection, we saw it stated that not only had the
Metis grievances but actual provocations to incite them to
take up arms to protect themselves. lere is what a correspondent writing to one of the newspapers said after the
beginning of the rising. He mentioned the fact that they
had sent for Louis Riel:
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'' He was their last hope, and for eight months afterward they followed him in a strictly constitutional agitation, in which the best white
settlers of the district took part. That path was unfortunately departed
from under stress of the report-attributed to Lawrence Clarke, who was
naturally regarded by the Metis as a good authority-that five bndred
more poliie were on their way, and that Riel was to be arrested. He
and his followers could not but feel that no hope then remained but in
an appeal to arms, the last refuge of the oppressed ; for what could they
expect if they were to be denied the right of constitutional agitation as
well as the privilege of representation ? They immediately proceeded to
put themselve3 in a position to oppose the expected force. Omelettes
can't be made without breaking eggs, and the half.breeds seized munitions wherever they could be found. In doing so they were met by the
police at Duck Lake, and as one force was bent on securing justice,
ani the other on maintaining law, there was no retreat for either without a conflict."

This is corroborated by the manifesto published by Archbishop Taché himself; and, Sir, when it is said after all
these facts that Louis Riel was the first cause of the second,
as ho had been the first cause of the first insurrection, those
are statements which are not borne out by the facts. I contend, Sir, that all those events ought to have had some weight
with the Ministers when they had to decide as to the propriety of ordering that the sentence of death should be
carried out against Louis Riel. Another reason, Sir, why
public opinion in our Province had asked for the mitigation
of the sentence, is the letter of Gen. Middleton, which has
already been quoted, asking Riel to surrender, and promising his own protection until ho was put into the hands of
the Government. I have quoted this afternoon the opinion
of a distinguished journalist, who seems to be very far in
the confidence of the Ministers at the present time. I will
quote from one of his articles as to the right we had to take
the same ground with reference to that letter from Gen.
Middleton. le said :
'' the amnesty granted after the revolt of the Sepoys, by whicli all
who had not personally been guilty of the murder of British subjects
were pardoned. Nana Sahib was the leader of that rebellion. He committed unheard-of outrages; yet the English Government did not send
him to the scaffold"

The Mail of the 14th April, which was not s) wild and
bitter as it bas been since, and foreseeing that that letter of
General Middleton might be sent to the Metis, soemed to
have entertained the same opinion. What did it say ?
'' The news fron the west this morning is not sensational at all. In
our last issue was given the substance of the case as set forth by Riel.
This morning it is further set forth with some degree of vehemence. Of
course it must be obvious that men do not take up arms and fight and
kill and risk being hanged and shot, like Riel and his followers, without
at least a conviction that they have grievances. These grievances will
have to be heard some day, and the sooner the public understauds the
better.
" An unreasoning cry for blood and revenge would be a misfortune.
The expedition is probably costing $10,000 per day, and already in all
probability some $800,000 has been spent or incurred. That is a very
serious matter, and one that will make the average tax paying citizen
by no means anxious to continue the contest, i' any reasonable way out
of the confusion offers itself. Fighting for the mere saketof fighîing, or
for revenge is a poor business, and our people will be test pleased with
a bloodless, if succeseful campaign.
" The idea that Riel will run away as on a former occasion, is one
that il useful to keep the Indians quiet ; but it is not one on which a
military policy cen be framed. If he is forced to fight lie will do so. If
he offers to submit no doubt wisdom will guide the deliberations of
those who will have charge of the negotiations. Geueral Middleton, no
doubt, bas large powers, and is continually in communication with the
authorities at Ottawa."

Well, Sir, is it possible to believe that General Middleton in
sending in that letter, asking Riel to surrender, meant that,
if that man answered by surrendering, ho had no other
alternative but to expect death on the scatfolci? Sir, it is
not understood that way amongst civilised nations, and the
international code to-day acknowledges plainly that, when
snob things as letters have been exchangel between belligerents, between a party in insurrection and the General
commanding the regular army, that is considored as ac-k no wledging to the rebels all-the rights of ordinary belligerents,
and that they are not to bo supposed, if they surrender
under such ciroumstances, to be submitted to the extreme
penalties of the law. There was another ground upon
which publie opinion in our Province expected that the
Mr. DESJARDINS.
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Governmont would b induced to grant an amnesty. That,
I admit, came at the very last moment. Fr what consideration the third respite was granted we cannot
yet understand. According to the ministerial journals,
although that respite was granted, it meant nothing
but that the execution was changed from one day to
the other. The Gazette of Montreal deoclared plainly
that, upoa as sound authority as they could gather
from Ottawa, the last respite did not mean in any way
anything favorable to the doomed man, bat that the execution would surely tako place on the 16th. Well, we thought
then that, giving no sound reason for that unnecessary respite it was adding more cruelty to the already cruel execution, and now we bave this declaration of ihe Minister of
Justice that, on the 12th November, a final decision was
arrived at, while we have the declaration from the Minister
of Militia, in a letter addressed to him by the Premier, that
everything had been decided before his departure. If we
See that fact, if we read the declaration made by the ministerial organs, it is impossible to find out that any acceptable
reasons can be given by the Government for having added
six days of agony to the agonies already suffered by that
man. It seems to me thai the choice of the day, the 12th,
to come to a decision like that, w.as a very bad choice. ln
fact, it is true that a lanquet had bon organising in Winnipeg for the 10th, and that two Ministers were to be present.
Now we find that the interpretation given to these two facts
is explained in another way. At the last moment, a medical
commission was appointed, very likely in order to make
good the promises made by the Minister of Public Works to
the Province of Quebec and to political friends, in order
that they might b fulfilled, if not soriously, at least that
they might bave an appearance of fulfilment. We
had beon promised a medical commission composed of
speciilists, a serious medical commission, not a sham
one, not a commission composed of mon who were to
go there like detectives rather than physicians, concealing
not ooly their titles but even their names; but we thought
that, in that case as in all the others, all the nec'ssary precautions would be taken, and that a serious commission
would be granted. But what did wo see? What kind of a
commission have we had, and what kind of a report did the
Government accept to base their final decision upon ? Now,
Sir, I wiIl not argue very much longer on these facts. I
could bave said somethirigcof the promises of the Minister
of Public Works as to the guarantee that would be given
thet the jurors in Regina would be chosen in the same
manner and with the same rights to the prisoner as obtained
in the other Provinces. That was not don, but yet,
packed as it seemed to have been, the members of tho jury
seem to have had more consideration, more humane feoling
than the Government, and, after having hearl the trial,
after having heard the testimony, they came to the conclusion that, although Riel was guilty, they ought to recommend him to the mercy of the court. I want to register
two or three editorials published in newspapers in our
Province, to show what opinion has been entertained about
the conduct of the Government, and by this it will b easy
to form an idea of what was the opinion outside. There is
one editorial dated the 13th November in La Minerve.
It was the same day that the French Conservative members
met in Montreal. I am not in a position to translate it,
but I think it is good that these articles should be quoted
to show the consistency of those who would take a different
ground now. The Minerve says:
(Translation )
" No news from Ottawa, Silent as the tomb. Still a decision must
have been taken, for only two days remain before the execution, jtst
the time required for a messenger who should have left on Wednesday
night, to arrive-in time at Regina, with the warrant stating that 'it is
the pleasure of His Excellency.that the law should follow its conrae.
What a sinister irony is contained in the words of that officiai form ! We
are convinced that the Governor General would willingly return to Her
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Majesty, for a few days, the high prerogative of mercy which she bas Well, Sir, I must say to the credit of that paper, that it exactly
delegated to him. His Excellency celebrated yesterday the Tbanks- expressed the feelings of the whole population of Quebec
giving holiday proclaimed by him the other day. It was a day of prayer
and propitiation. The strangest ofcomparisons are made on the subject of at that time, and [can say, moreovor, that they are still the
that dismal date, chosen by justice as the piece of news of the execution. feelings of the Province of Quebec. As another authority
Despatches from Winnipeg bring us another day. Wednesday was the I can give a writer whom I have had the pleasure of quoting
date of a great banquet given to the Hon. Messrs. White and Caron. What
Ilore is what
bad taste, not to say what impropriety, was shown by inviting to a publie already, a writer in the Canadien of Queboc.
mergy-making on euch a day two politicians who have such strong ties in that paper says:
our province l Rumors coming from Regina are such as to make us think
that the Government has commissioned medical experts to enquire into the (Translation.)
"I1 the man who employs a fool as his secret try souniler la mind than
mental state of the prisoner. If true, this solicitude on the part of the
hinself ?
Government is worthy of praise. To refuse this last demand of the pri- the" secretary
Why, we are ready
admit once more that Riel was responsible for
soner seemed cruel. What will be the result of this enquiry ? We have his actions when he cametofrom
Montana to join the half-breed people, wvho
great doubt that serious medical men will pretend that Riei is not sufferthe
British settiers of the neighborng districts.
acted in harmony with
ing from monomania, at least as regards the North-West question.
" Our opponents, those who exacted and obtained his death from the
" Now, if he is a monomaniac, even if only partially so, His Excellency
must think twiee before intimating his ' good pleasure ' that the exe- Dominiou Government, dare not take the ground of the last rebellion to
their conduct.
cution should take place. If the Government keep in store for us the justify
" They go back to the events of 1869 and sy that Riel, tw:ce guilty
painful sight of the execution of a vanquished and broken down man, of rebellion,
bad no right to mercy."
let them, at least, save us from the horror of thinking that an unfortunate
man, deprived of his reasoning powers, was sent to the gallows. We The Minister of Militia wants to justify the exocution of
have prayed for mercy and pity on a condemned man, we will cry out
shame on the executioners of an insane man. We may tolerate that Riel, not on account of the verdict rondered by the jury at
people should remain deaf to our supplications; we would not allow any Regina, but on account of the troubles in 1869, those
one to insult with impunity the elementary prirnciples of humanity."
troubles which ho himsoli, in public meetings, and in this

Well, Sir, after having read that report, that improved louse, had dofended in the years 1874 75.report, of the physicians appointed to investigate the (Translation.)
sanity of the doomed man, to what conclusion must we
'' The Mail soon forgets the history, or else it thinks that the people
is groping about in blind ignorance. Was the part taken
corne, if we are to accept the authority of that ministerial of this country
Riel in the events of 1889-70, as criminal as the Mail represents it
paper against the report ? It says that even though ho were by
to-day? If so, why did the Government of that day, which was presided
but partially insane, it would be a crime against humanity to over by Sir John A. Macdonald, treat with him? Why did they promise
Mgr. Taché'? Even more ! Way did Sir
bring him to the scaffold. The report was sent by telegram, a general âmnesty through
a membeN.*f the Privy Council of Her Majesty, give him money to
we are inf>rmed. We have not seen those tolegrams, but John,
enable him to escape from the hatred and fanaticiein let loose by bloodwe have a report. Here is what the Mnerve, of the 1th thirsty Orangeism ?
" Whatever the faults of Riel may be, he represented on Monday, on
November, the day cf the excution, says about that:
been

(7Translation.)
" In all probabilities the sun will set to-night on the coipse of Riel.
From several points of views it is a fatal day. But, although to-day,
all the mourning may be on our side, -we are fully convinced that the
pangs of sorrow will be longer felt, and more painful with those who
make this day their day of triumph. They have put cruelty in the place
of justice ; they wanted revenge, and they have it. From this day the
For a quarter of a century past,
conditions of politics are changed.
the Conservative party of Lower Canada has towed after itselfshattered
and dissimilar fragments of hypocritical fsctions, who had managed to
sneak into the Conservative party of Upper Canada. lu the beat of a
contest very little attention is paid to these arrière-bans of combatants
whom one does not always know, and whom one does not mistrust. An
honest, straightforward and generous man, will naturally suppose
honesty, frankness and generosity in others. This is the way things
have been going on for years, in a cordial understanding which we took
fir public spirit, and which on the part of an Upper Canada section was
only plotting and intrigue. It is somewhat like the fitble ot the wild
sow and her young ones. Because we have not carefully chosen our
company, we have admitted in our midst a brood which has organised
itself and which is now expelling us from our homes. This is the long
and short of that cruel drama which is about to wind up by an execution."

The editor of the inerve was quite right whon ho said
that. Read the Mail, read the other papers. Atter we have
followed the Conservative party so many years, so humbly
and with so much docility, we must acknowledge that the
writer was perfectly correct whon ho expressed such an
opinion of thoso with whom we have been allied so long:
(Translation.)
" For what reason did he (Sir John) after all, give way to a handful
of agitators, who are neither the nucleus nor the majority of hi@party ?
We shall know it later on ; for we are not giving a piece ofnews when
we state that accounts will be settled during the next Session And we
will try him like all the rest. If it i, as we believe, the Orange party
wbo bas presided to the impolitic act of to-day, there will be a delinite
settlement of-accounts between that party and ours, unless the settlement of accounts should date from to-day, which we would be far from
regretting. If the Government have been compelled to act by this sullen
set, whose only dream is hatred, they must take the consequences. We
are tolerance itself ; our peaceful character sometimes seems to go as
far as weakness ; but defiance and struggles are fir from frightening us.
We have even chosen as our patron saint, a saint whose head. serWd on
the table of a courtezan, was the priee of a hatefal revenge. We are
able to reuist and we shall resist."

And I hope that resolution will be carried out:
" And such is the gravity of the situation that the proceedings of a
party which, as a rule are kept secret, must to-day take place in broad
day-light, in the columus of the newspaper as in the street conversations.
We will have to hold council openly, in presence of everybody like
brave men, who need not fear the consequences of their determination."

the scaffald, a principle of civilisation and humanity which had
ignred ; political offences are not punished by death, in our times, and
aiel was a political offender, a political convict. l taking his life, the
Government bave disobeyed the verdict of the jury, which, by recommending him to mercy, could not recommend anything elie but a
commutation."
"lThey have, without any necelssity for the maintenance of order, shed
the blood of a man whose unbalanced mind has perbaps not fur years
formed a correct idea of the impirtant events with which be has been
connected.
"And the government understood all that, since they trieid to save Riel,
since they granted him respites and delays in the hope of appeasing the
ferocity of the Orange beast. And the Government, with a knowleige
of ali that, did not have the courage to re3ist the demands of the Orange
lodges which were clamoring for blood.
" History will tell what should bave been the desire of the Government,
and also what the sound opinion of the country desired."

There is another quotation I desire to mako from the
reports of thoso meetings, which the Minister of tho Interior
yesterday qualified as being a disgrace to our Province. Iere
is what Le Canadien says of a meeting held at Bienville:
(Translation.)
" The meeting beld last night at Bienville terminated by three cheers
in honor of ler Majesty Queen Victoria. This means that there bas b-en
calm dignity and public spirit. We place the great movement which
agitates the Province in all its remoteet parts, under the ogis of the
British constitution which affords sure n.eaus of obtaining redresi for
ail grievances, of securing the triumph of all just causes. The other
provinces will not be long in joining us; they are as interested as we
are to see the Government of this country carried on accordiig to principles recognised in civilised countries. At this moment Canada is
under the ban of Europe and America. The leading organs of public
sentiment in the United States and in France tax the Excutive of the
Dominion of Canada with cruelty and barbirity. Let us show by our
do not wish to be, responsible tor
protestations that we are not, that weuniversal
reprobation on the beads
the terrible crime which draws such
of the cuilprits. The Government of which they form part bas lost ail
the confilence of Lower Canada ; they do enotrepresent our opiions lu
the Council Chamber, and they know it. We will sav more: thAy do
not even represent their own sentiments, for it is impo sible they siould
have wish-d to bang Riel. This is our candid opinion. We speak
frankly also when we say that they are completely isolatei in their
Province. The union is formed against the fatal policy for which they
a&e responsible from a constitutional point of view. They did not deem
proper to resignu; the future and history will judge them."

Such was the opinion of an important paper published in
the district of Quebec, which was a true echo of the feelings
of the people of that district ; and I have quoted fron
La Minerve, another Conservative paper, which we know
has great influence in our own district. As to myself, I
worked earnestly for the commutation of Riel's sentence.
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In this I acted all along in concert with my own political
friends. I kept as much as possible in communication with
the Government through the Minister of Public Works.
When I was called to meet the electors of my county at
Côte St. Louis, I had seen that Minister, and I must say
this: That from what he declared to me thon I thought I
could tell my electors that if they were to maintain a constitutional agitation so as to obtain the respite that it was
necessary to give the prisoner's lawyers an opportunity to
go to all the legal tribunals, and, moreover, if we asked a
medical commission, composed of specialists, to enquire
into the sanity of the prisoner, that policy would likely
succeed.
We know very well what such words from the
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publieue, although I had a witness with me, I wlll net say
what kind of a conversation took place between us, but 1
can say this, that I came baek with the firm impression that
sucl measures would bc adopted as would meet our
demands, that the promises that had been made, net only
in conversation, but through lis organs, by the Minister of
Publie Works, would be fulfilled.
These promises were
even made at public meetings as we see by L'Bvènement on
the l8th of August. There was an address presented to Sir
Hector Langevin at Rimouski, snd the following telegram
was sent and bas nover been denied

(Tranalation.)
IlRimousKI, l9th.-Yesterday, the citizens of Rimouski presented
mouth of a Minister must mean.
Upon the faith and re- an dd,,,, to Sir Hector Langevin, who an8wered in terms which were
cemeudtio
hef
ofmy
cntte
Iocelaa, ass te
to theherepresentatives
the county.
Àlluding ýto
the
commendation of
my chief,
II went
to Hochelaa,
theousvr fiatteringRiel,
expressed the of
idea that
the Govement
would
hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) went to take into serions consideratien the demand te form a jury ofmedical
his electors at Lachine, on the same day, and there we took men whose duty it wiIl be to ascertain.the mental state of Riel. Sir
the ground I have indicated.
And as it has been stated Hector added that that would be dene in preper time."

that the agitation was disloyal, that it was brought about soThat, added Sir Eector, would bc mode in the proper time.
as to raise a feeling among French Canadians that I ask if it was fulfilliug sucl a promise te wait te the Iast
they should b treated otherwise than as the other racesI day of the life o? Riel and te send, net specialists as was
beg leave to quote a portion of the remarks I made on thatprs.uo.e
poeDb eo
day. At that meeting, presided over by one of the mayors sicians who had ne more exn
insanity than any
of the county, and which was attended by at least ordinary physician that might have been sent, and sending
six hundred people, I was the first speaker. Here is a quo- them te make the report which we have received, aud
tation from the report as published in the paper of the which after ail turned againît the expoctation of those
following day:
who wanted te bo justifled by it te the condemuation of
"RHe (Mr. Desjardins) advised his hearers not to indure in vain recrimi-at
enovernt. Ims
tb
i ou
take therpt
nations and violent words, but to do their besttomaintain order and harmony, which was so essential in a mixed cbmmunity like this. There was who was sent to the scaffold was net a man with a
in this Dominion, he said, one million five hundred thousand French Cana- sane or a well-balanced mmd.
Well, Sir, 1 have
dians determined to preserve intact their laws, institutions, rights and given ail the reasons-and I thiuk they are fair
privileges. But, on the other han d, there were over two millions five hun- reasos-wby we have agitated in the Province ef Quebec,
dred thousand persons of English origin. Those were not strong enough
to drive the french 0anadians out. There are only a few fever-brained wby we have se streugly demandcd a commutation of the
that entertain such an idea."
sentence. Now, Sir, since we were clamering fer clemency,
I did not know then that it might apply to a paper whichI it is impossible te accuse us of having been moved by fcelhad been accustomed to accept as a great authority, the ings of batred or revengo. In fact if we had been moved
ail.by suc feelings what would we say? What accusations
"lBut avone will admit that they are numerous enough, and strong would we ben
tited te bring againat the Gover ment since,
enough, aud determined enough, te maintain their hcld on the country despite the decaration made last year by the hon. the leader
and defend
theirjust rights. Thus, we are twe populations called upon
te live aide by aide, under the same institutions and protectsd by thesame
fdag. Ought we then, he centinued, make war upon them; sheuldmhwe
net rather do ail in our power te maintain harmony between the twe
races, only rivaling them ïn our werk, our industry and our zeal for the

o the Governmeut himself, that behid the Metis there
were mon mucb more guilty than they were tbemselvesthat thowitesof Prince Albert wore the true organisers of
the insurrection? 0f that declaration we have seen nething
good and prspenity of ail. There are times when the national feeling except the paragrapl in the letter we
have just recived

runs high, but it is at these very times that it ismestneceesaryvtoappeal
te the higher sentiments, the mest purely patnietic, se that we may net centaining the instructions given by the Minister o? Justice
place in penil the intereste which haye ceat us se rnuch te secure. The te the lawyers representing the GovermerntRegina.
present ia a time of excitement, but, se far, we have kept ourselves Have we seen anything toe how that the Goernment was
within the limitef reasn. When the insurrection broke ut, at the
ina
tio
i
adthe
w
e
firat cali, our brothers, eur sns, our sldiers, turned ut with nother
n
e d

deaire than te accem
a
l duty at ail coste, namely, te reduce been accused on the fsoerdo? Parliamete
hofaviug been the
to subjectien their brothers 'whohad been led astry by naalicious fir
cause
est of the insurrection. It is likely, Sir, that net
counvses."ronly
are those men quiet luateir homes, but that they have

You cheered those braves ontheir departure sud wahoed already recoived at the bauds of the Government sus
them success, ad welcomed ttem on their retura, for they of money toe componsate them for any loss they may
had accomplished their mission sud brought back with them have incurred. Well, Sir, we bave been asking for
more than their share of prestige sud glory. Hie referred mercy, and we do net want toe e those men troubled.
te the meeting in the Champ de Mars sud said that some Of What we want is eoblivi, wud forgiveness fr a l theose conthe speakers gave eut that the tribunal was a machine made nected with te troublesins
he North West, ad wo ewant
expressly for the purpose of persecuting the Metis. I Sayitd
fthing
else. Wo do iet
dosire tn t the victims of the
was netthe fact. Thon I asked that the resolution baseci on insurreet4in, if they happen te be English, shall ho werse
the two grounda I bave given already should ho acceptpd by treated than were the Me
that
by came insurrectionjust
the meetings and thon it was adopted uuanimously. The becauso
thçy are Metis orefFrencheongin. We want
same arguments that I used in my own couoty were equal treatment tehal;t md
aehi
k that the Govrnment
repeRted in Lachine in Jacques Carlior. I n t ono instance should bave been able te fogeh that measurecwhie we
was there any disiyal cry, auy appeal against the consti- were expecting would have come epm tam, instoad of
tution or the iaw at any of those meetings.
We scted di ibutng moedale t perptuatothe memory of a fight
within the constitution sud on the rigîts which we pro- wbich will nover be to the credit of the country, though se
served te agitate, sud petition, sud protest against auything brave and se well behaved bas been the comduct onour
we thougit te ho unjust on the part of the Goverwment. volunteers, upon whom des not lie the responsibility for
Sir, I have said more. 1 had pledged mysoîf that if these those troubles-I think ic would have been botter, ihstead
resolutions were passed I would go myisîf and preson tf
tryin g te shield the responsibilityho? watver neglet
thom te the hon, leader of the Gevernment, and I did se.sof duty or whatever injustice they mayhave been respensiAs I did not thon mention that the interview was te be ai I
beied
sfr the scaffold eof Regina, that they should have
Mr. DEBJÂRDINS.
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shown an amount of clemency which would. have prepared
public opinion to judge more leniently of the conduct of the
Canadian Government towards that unfortunate population. Sir, we Conservatives who have sustained the
Government are obliged, and we know we are obliged, to
share in the responsi bility for the troubles that have occurred
in those territories by reason of the loyal, undisputed support that we have given them; and we wanted them, by
showing at least moderati9n in their victory, and a spirit of
toleration and forgiveness ¶hat they would put usin a position
to tell ourpeople: "Well, there have been faults in the past,
but we must hope, now, that such terrible lessons have been
given, that they will be averted for the future." We are in
this position, that we must vote to censure the Government
on that question; but those who pretend to say that we
thall for that reason betray our principles and the measures
for which we have fought for so many years are much mistaken. It bas been charged against us that out of hatred
and bad feelings, and for the sake of overthrowing the
Government, we intend to turn our backs on ail the principles and measures we have sustained in the past. Well,
if any have entertained this hope, they have been rnistaken. We attach too much importance to our principles
over the men in power to sacrifice them for the mere pleasure
of having revenge against them. What we bave defended in
the past we shàll defend in the future. We have approved of
the construction of the Pacifie iRailway, and we shall continue to approve of it; and I think- it would have been
common good grace on the part of the Government who
have been so faithfully sustained, if on the completion of a
work which reflects such credit on the country, instead of
forcing the tirst train of the Pacifie Railway thut loft
Montreal for the Pacific Ocean, to pass under the sinister
bhadow of a political scaffold, they had chosen that event
to show to the different sections of the Dominion of
Canada that the Pacific Railway, instead of being a means
for conveying troops more easily to the new territories w as
raiher a link of harmony and peace and good will between
the different portions of the population of this country.
Sir, we have been called foreigners in this country. I do
not know whether I ought to answer that. I think it is
perhaps better to leave Lt to the fairness and the good sense
of our friends who speak another language, to decide
whether we, the sons of those who scttled first on the
shores of the St. Lawrence, who were the first to civilise
that country, and the first to penetrate into every part of
the territory of Canada, to discover it, and to enlighten it
with Christian civilisation-whether we are to be told now
that we are foreigners to this country, that we are only
tolerated bere, that our language is a nuisance and an
impediment to the progress and harmony of the people of
Canada. Sir, if we hope to build up a strong nation
in this great country, it is not to be donc by such
denunciations. It is not to be done by telling a million ard
a quarter of people that they are foreigners, when wa
invite all foreigners to come here and participate in our
freedom and in ail the benefits of our institutions. For iny
own part, whatever accusations or provocations may be
raised, i1 shall rake it a duty to myself and those whom I
love, to try always to work for peace and harmony amongst
ail the different groups of our population ; I shail strive to
sec tihat those principles ofjustice which are the only conditions of peace and happiness in Canada shall always be
respected; and if here we are obliged to perform so painfui a duty as that which wo are called upon to perform
to-day, it is because we place those principles above friendship, above old tics, above every other consideration, and
act upon those grounds of equity and fairness which we
are entitled to expect, and which we are bound to concede
to everybody else.
Mr. LANDRY (Kent, N. B.) Mr. Speaker, I would
hardly presume to address myself to thiE subject now, if it
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were not that I think it is necessary that a voice ehould be
heard from every Province of the Dominion on this import
ant question. I feel at the outset that this question has
been quite thoroughly discussed, that almost ail the strong
points either on one side or the other have been dwelt upon
and brought out according to the views the d fferent
speakers have taken of the évents that have takea place
during the last year or so. Feeling thus, I cannot expect
to add anything particularly new to this discussion. Yet,
Sir, as the subject has proved to be of such interest to th a
House and to the country, I hope the IIouse will not think
me too tedious if I attempt to make some observations,
even at the risk of having to repeat something that may
have been much better said by speakers who have preceded
me. It is with pleasure that I follow the hon. gentleman
who bas just preceded me. When the news came to New
Brunswick that, because of the hanging of the unfortunato
Metis chief, a great excitement had arisen in the Province
of Quebec, it came to us, as I thought at the time, in a very
exaggerated form. Yet, having read for myself iii
the newspapeis the editorials, the correspondence, and
the reports of the speeches delivered at the different
meetings in the Province of Quebec, I am not now prepared
to say that the reports, which rcached New Brunswick,
were in a very exaggerated form; but such as they were,
they had a tendency to excite the people in our Province
who were not, perhaps, thoroughly cognisant of the facts
connected with the North-West rebellion and the hanging
of the unfortunate rebel chief. I folt it my duty on one
occasion, when called on to speak in the city of St. Johnalthough I had not thought of mentioning the subject until
those who preceded me referred to it-to say something of
what I thought of the agitation going on in the Province of
Quebec, and the reason I say I am glad to have the opportunity of following my hon. friend who spoke last is his.
That on reading afterwards in the public press, reports of
what had taken place in the Province, I saw in one of the
papers that my hon. friend had unmasked me before a large
meeting in the manner in which I deserved to be unmasked.
I hàd known my hon. friend for several sessions; I knew
bis generous character; I knew bis universal courtesy;
and I knew that spirit of toleration which characterised
IIouse.
and
speeches in this
ail bis actions
Although I did not know what it was that he had said
which had so completely unmasked me, yet Lt made me
think for a moment that, as he had used this expression,
the hon. gentleman must have thougbt there was great
occasion for its use, and that it was necessary I should be
unmasked before the people of bis Province. 1 felt anxious,
therefore, to sec whether ho woulci undertake to unmask
me here. But I am glad to say habeas not. I do not even
know what he said on the occasion I refer te, and there.
fore I was anxious to hear from ibe hon. gentleman in this:
House what it was I had said in the city of St. John which
was so offensive to thebhon. gentleman and the people of
Quebec. lis not having alluded to this in any way rehieves
me, since it affords evidence that no weight need be
attached to this reported expression cf theb on. gentleman. In what I said I did not intend to be offensive to any
section of ibis Dominion, ard I cantot conceive how it
could have been so construed. I 1spoke then my convictions, and I now affirm, before this louse and the country,
that these convictions have not been in the least weakened
since, but, on the contrary, have grown stronger from the
events which have since taken place. I am not responsible
for what I may ltave been reportcd to have said in the
newspapers, but I am confident that I did not say a single
word that could be considered offensive to my French
Canadian friends in this House. What i did say was that
the reports which had reached the city of St. John as to
the agitation in Quebec were either exaggerated, or, if not,
I felt that the occasion did not justify such an agitation. I
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said that my honorable friends, whose names I had seen as
taking part in the agitation, would themselves be sorry for
their action before many months had passed over their
heads; and to-day I am more and more confirmed in the
opinion I thon expressed, for I believe these honorable
gentlemen are now sorry for having lost their heads at the
time.
Mr. DFSJARDINS.

Hlear, hear.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The hon. gentleman says, " heai
hear " as a sort of denial. It may be that ho now says ho
is not sorry, but I muast say that if we can judge by the
speeches delivered by hon. gentlemen from Quebec and by
the reports of what they said at the outbreak of the agitation, they must feel sorry for the part they took, because
not one of them has taken bore the same line of argument
ho took then. If they are not sorry, how is it that we do
not hear the same appeal to what I may call-it may not
be the correct word, but it is the one that comes most
handy-prejudices or passions, which they made in the
Province of Quebec. I do not say that these hon. gentle.
men were not then sincere, but I say that they were led
into the agitation without sufficient reflection; and I believe
they now regret it, as they do not now take the same
line of argument that they did thon. It would be
useless for me to refer to reports of newspapers,
because they have been copiously referred to here already,
but we know that the agitation, whether general or
not in Quebee, was great, and when the news of
it came to the Province ofNew Brunswick, I, feeling myself
closely allied to the people of Quebec by sympathy, by the
ties of blood and religion, deemed it my duty to take a
position which I could justify before the country and the
House. I felt it behoved me, as a representative of a population in the Maritime Provinces, speaking the same
language as the population agitating in the Province of
Quebec, to see whether it was right, advantageous to us, to
join in the agitation, and I could not but corne to the conclusion that it was my duty to try and prevont the agitation
reaching New Brunswick, or at least those whom I have
the bonor more immediately to represent. On thinking
ihe situation over, although I felt sympatby with the
French Canadians of Quebec, so far as our mutual aspirations
are concerned, I believed that instead of helping along this
excitement, I should try to diminish it, that I should try to
persuade the people, as far as I could, whon I represent,
that by no agitation, by no action on their part, should
they uphold what I considered to be a violation of the laws
and constituted authority of our country. The lesson 1 considered should be taught was moderation and submission to
the laws, and not the mischievous theory thatthe properway
to redress grievances and wrongs was to rise in rebellion, as
the unfortunate people in the North. West, though small in
numbers and ignorant in education, had, instigated by the
unfortunate Riel. Our people in the Maritime Provinces
had been in the past somewhat similarly situated; they
had suffered from grievances and wrongs, and even to-day,
although there may not be anything very tangible in the
way of grievances or wrongs to point to, yet we labor under
grievances arising from the fact that we are in a minority
and are not epresented according to number in those
places that give a power and influence, and have not a fair
thare of publie patronage. Would it, therefore, have been
proper for me to teach those people, by actions and words,
by calling public meetings, that whereveethey felt they had
a grievance and the authorities would not give sufficient
attention to their complaints, the proper way to obtain
redress was to rise up in arme? No; I thought the besi
lesson to teach them was to agitate, in a proper constitutional
manner, and not in a manner which might end in a resort
to fireax me. Feeling as I did, I thought it was my duty to
Mr. LANDRY (Kent).
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take the lineeof conduct I did, and I do not now regret
it, for the people have been since able to look on
this matter with more calmness and ja-tice than
when the agitation was first started. My hon. friend
who just preceded me (Mir. Desjardins), endeavored to
use arguments for the purpose of creating political
effect, not only in the Province of Quebec, but in the whole
Dominion; and I will take the liberty of seeing whether
his arguments can bear the construction ho has put upon
them, whether ho can fairly deduòe from them those deductions which ho wishes the electorate to make. In the first
place, ho told us it was much more easy for the Minister of
Public Works to defend his action here in Parliament than
in bis own constituency. Well, is not this the proper-place
for the Government to defend its actions ? If it has been
rendered difficult for the hon. Minister to go to bis constituency and there defend his actions, what is the reason ?
Simply because of the agitation of which I disapproved,
because, in my mind, the people whom we have been told
here are so docile, who are always obedient to the laws of
of their country, had that very docility taken advantage of
by representations being made to them that a great wrong
had been done to their nationality. They therefore became
somewhat excited, and it was very difficult for a time
for gentlemen who took opposite views, and wished
to justify the action of the Government, to appear
before any audience in the Province of Quebec. But
I do not think trhat state of affairs exists to day.
I believe that, to-day, almost before any audience in the
Province of Quebec, the other side of the question will be
h'eard, and that, that side being heard dispassionately and
calmly, the decision of that Province would be the same
decision that would be given in the other Provinces. My
hon. friend bas protested against the calumny, as ho called
it, that was sent broadcast against the French people of the
Dominion of Canada by the Mail newspaper. If there be
anything in what be has ïaid in which I heartily join with
him, it is in condemning the articles which were published
in the Mail newspaper for a time during last fall; but, at
the same time, I am prepared to condemn in the same
breath the articles which appeared in the French press in
the Province of Quebec. If, on the one hand, the Mail
newspaper was violent, so, on the other, was the French
press in the Province of Quebee, and it was that pr.es
which commenced the agitation in that violent manner ;
but, because I think the French press should be condemned
for conducling -that agitation in the violent way in which
they did, I say at the same time that that was no reason
why the press on the other side, and in the Province of
Ontario, should have taken up the question in the samne
manner and should have become even more violent than
the French press in the Province of Quebec. If we want
to teach the people of this country respect for one
another, respect for one another's nationality and
creed, it is not to be done by the press of either the Province
of Quebec or the Province of Ontario taking up a position
in that violent manner. We are told that there was no
attempt made at any time to build up a party that was to
be called the national party, that the only attempt wasas I understood my bon. friend from Quebec East (Mir.
Laurier)-not an attempt to build up a new party ut alil,
but simply to fight on the line of the old parties as they
existed. I understood him to say that the orly attempt
made was to fight on the same lines as before, but simnply
to add the new element of the hanging of Louis Riel. If
that be so, I do not read aright the articles which appeared
in the press in the Province of Quebe. I will not make
any long quoLations, because 1 know they are tedious to
this Hiouse, but I will read one quotation from a paper
called L'E!ecteur of the 17th November, the day following
that on which the unfortunate man was hanged. On that
day we find this article:
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pitching into the English; at one time the Protestants pitch.

"Retaliation! yea, retaliation ! Let this be fâr this day, for to- ing into the Roman Catholics, and at another time the
norrow, and forever the watchword engraved in bloody lettes withia Roman Catholics pitching
into the Protestants. I say there is
the hearts of ail Frenceh Canacians."
Now, what does that mean ? Is that not as reprehensible
as anything car well be ? flore is a population in the
minority, jealous of their rights, and rightly so, a population who have been taught, unfairly perhaps, to look upon
the majority with some suspicion, because of the fear that
some time or other their rights might be infringed upon
because they were the minority, and, being so alive to their
rights and jealous of thoir privilegos, they are told on the
day after the execution, the idea is sown broadcast among
them that the word for the situation is revenge-" yes,
revenge; this should be the word for to-day, for to-morrow, and forever; the word engraven with letters of blood
in the heart of all French Canadians. "Now, do you protend to tell me that this is not reprehensible ? I have not
followed that journal sufficiently to know on what side of
politics it is, I do not know to day. I speak simply of the
fact in order to condemn it, the fact that after the hanging
of a man such as Louis Riel on the 16th, the very next
day should see sent broadcast over the Province of Queboc
and wherever that newspaper might reach, the statement
that row it was-for whom? fnot for the whole people of
the Dominion, but for the French Canadians-to
engrave the word revenge on their heart in lotters of blood. is it any wonder that the situation
became difficult for the Ministers of the Crown? Is it any
wonder that one hon. gentleman can find it a justification to
say that those Ministers did not dare to go into their counties to justify their course, because such a cry had been sent
broadcast over the Province, that the watchword was revenge
and that the people were to engrave that word in letters of
blood on their hearts for to-day, to-morrow, and forever
hereafter. I find no fault with the French Canadians for
possessing the generous and noble traits of character that
always lean towards feelings of sympathy and of mercy
or regret for anyone in a critical situation such as that of
Louis Riel. But I regret these laudable feelings were taken
advantage of and sent in a wrong direction by throwing
broadcast over this country such inflammatory statements.
I desire to do this paper justice, and it is true that it added:
"Not a revenre of communards or radicals, but a revenge of people

nothing more injurious in a country like this, and it is the
duty of every patriot to put it down. For that reason I
condemn the press on both sides for using such language as
this which bas been referred to. It is not only this newspaper, and I simply quote this in answer to my bon. friend
from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), who spoke so well and so
eloquently the other night. Though, as I have said, ho
did not convince me by his arguments, he charmied me by
the eloquence of his speech and the purity of his diction. I
quote this to show that the position which ho takes hore is
not the same position that ho took before his friends in the
Province of Quebec. The position taken here is a legiti.
mate position. It is one with which I cannot find any
fault. The speech delivered by my hon. friend from
Rouville (Mr. Gigault), and by my hon. friend who pro.
posed this motion (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) and by everyone from the Province of Quebec who bas spoken on that
side of the House, ii a position with which I tind no fault, a

position which, as they have explained it, they have a por.
fect right to tfek, and a position which is not caleulated t,

do any harm, bocause they have argued it fairly and
honestly, according to the convictions of their heart,
and because Louis i<iel was a co-citizen with us they had a
perfect right to say ho was innocent if they b3lieved it,

They had a right to say that clemency should have bon
exercised towards him; they had a perfect right to say
that for political offences ho should not have bien hangedi,

if they bolieved that also. They bal a right to say, if they
believed it, that notwithstanding every thing he did in the

North-West, it was right for the Executive to exercise
clemency towards him. I find no fault with that. I arn
finding fault with their conclusions, but not with itheir

arguments, not with the arguments they used, because toey
were legitimate and proper, But I say they are not the
same as those they used in Quebec at the time this agitation
was begun, and they are not the same as they used in their
journals in Toronto against the people of Quebee, which
arguments wore quite as wrong and quite as anfair as those
which wero u-e l m Q -icee. Now, Sir, in order to prove

that the position taken by my hon. friend is not the same
position that was taken in Quebec, I will road a littlo
further from the Presse newspaper of the 16th November,
proud and jealous of their rights and privileges."
This paper was sending this out to the peoplo whom 1885, which I will translate into English:
"From this day we can consider ail the old political division of
I bave described here, a people proul cf their rights
When nationality
as having ceased to exist in Lower Canada
and jealous of their privileges and they were told that party
is outraged and menaced, there can no longer be Liberals or Contheir privileges had been violated and their rights servatives, there can be but the party of p atriots. Henceforth, there
trampled upon ; they were to'd that the watch word was can be but two parties, the national party and the hanging party."
revenge. I ask this House and I asi the country: Well, now, Sir, I ask you again, what is a fair interpre.
Revenge upon whomu? Can we interpret that in any other tation to be put upon that ? It does not speak of the
way than revonge upon those who constitute that portion Dominion at large at all, but it speaks only of tho Province
of the people who are not French Canadians ? Can it be of Quebec. Can we draw any cther conclusion from that
interpreted in any other way ? I think not, and I know but the conclusion that the writer called for the formation
that is the interpretation I put upon it when I read it; and of a French party ? I can draw no other conclusion my.
I say that such language is reprehensible in the highest self. The appeat is not made to all the people of the
degree; but not less reprehensible was the language of the Dominion, to those who could have seon the situation in
Mail newspaper which has been cited hore, when it said the same light that we did, who may have condemned the
that, if it should be necessary, arms would be taken up hanging of Riel for the reasons 1. have mentioned, appealagain by the English-speaking people of this Dominion, and ing to all the people of the Dominion, among whom there
the people of the Province of Quebec might have to be could, benceforth, be but two parties on that question, all
reconquered, and the rights of treaty, which they had at other political distinctions to be obliterated and dividing
one time, might not be conceded to them again. That into two parties upon this question, and inviting everylanguage is quite as reprehensible as the language used in body to take one side or the othor. Thon I could hava
L'Electeur and other papers in the Province of Quebec. I understood an appeal tb everybody. But instead of that,
condemn both. If anything conduces to raise ill-feeling, the appeailis simply made to the French people in Quebec.
to cause jealousy, to make people suspicious of one ac other, I cannot understand that it means anything else than the
it is these newspaper articles that we find coming out so meaning which the Electeur las given to it. Thon we go
frequently, at one time one part of the population pitching on further, and we find in the same paper, the Presse of
into the other part of the population, at one time the the 16th November, a report of some speeches that were
English pitching into the French; and at another the French delivered on that day at a meeting held in the city of
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Montreal by some students, I think. There was a processidi of the students, followed by a large meeting where
peeches were delivered; and what were the speeches in
he presence of this population already excited by the
eports it had received the day before, headed by the word
Revenge? " These people met in this way, and what do
we find that they were told on that occasion ? They were
told this:
" This execution is a stain on the English fiag, and an insult to our
nationality. If Riel has been executedit is essentially because he was
a Catholic, and because he had French blool in his veins."

Now, Sir, where can you find anything more inflammatory
than a speech of that kind, delivered on an occasion of that
kind, and delivered, as we are told by the same paper, by a
man who was standing upon a cannon and holding the
national flag in his band, exciting them all the more? And
this in a large city like Montreal, where we all know how easy
i t is to raise a dangerous excitement amongst the people. The
orator spoke holding a flag in his band, and thus making
the occasion as tragical as possible, standing on a cannon,
and proclaiming to the people that Riel was hanged because
he was a Roman Catholic and because he hadieFrench blood
ina his veins.
Now, Sir, I say that is extremely roprehensible. Going on, we find that the young man who spoke
is reported to have said :
"lRiel will be.placed aide by aide with the political martyrs of 1837-38,
and has name will remain engraved in our hearts, and¶ when the hour of
o
vengeance shah atrie we wil bite thoa who have bitten us."

Using the word "vengeance " on this occasion-is not that
very reprehensible again ? Was I not right in New Bruns.
wick, when those reports reached us, in refusing to join the
movement ? And I may say, that these reports reached us
more quickly than other reports usually do, whether there
was an object in it, I do not know. My constituents received
some ofthese papers that contained some of the inflammatory
addresses, that contained these inflammatory headings.
They received these papers in which I myself was attacked,
because I had ventured to say a word on the other side.
But why did these papers come so numerously to my constituents as they did on that occasion ? It was for the purpose of spreading the excitemen i that had started so unjustly,
in. my opinion, from the Province of Quebec into New
Brunswick. I say again, Sir, what other meaning could my
constituents, what other meaning could the people of New
Brunswick, put upon these reports but that the French
Canadian people for whom we have very strong sympathy
indeed, a people whom we love, a people to whom wei
look for sympathy and support in every question in
which we may be concerned, and a people whom we have:
to thank for their sympathy and support in the past when
we were in distressing circumstances, politically speakingI say, what other conclusion could we come to than the one
which I have indicated ? 'Sir, these inflammatory appeals
have been sown broadcast among my constituents, and are
they not right in saying: Why, the French people of'
Lower Canada are up in arns against all the rest of the
Dominion ? The leaders of the agitation were endeavoring
to excite the people down in New Brunswick, and was it
right for me to join in an agitation of that kind ? I say,
no, Sir, and I thought it my-duty to say to those men who
had written to me, that I believed my duty lay in another
direction, and, moreover, I was not convinced that it was
wrong to hang Riel, and not being convinced even of that,
it was so much the more wrong in me to join in an agita.
tion of that kind. We go a little further, and we find on
the 17th of November, something else of the same kind. I
find the following despatch from the city of Quebec -

Is not that the same thing again ? Is there not another
strong and reprehensible appeal to those same people
again ? "Lot not the French Canadians forget the martyr
who has been assassinated for the French cause !" I would

like to ask you, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask other
people of this country, whether that is a proper sentiment
to be given utterance to: "Do not forget the martyr Louis
Riel ? " Louis Riel a martyr! Who can look at his antecedents and call him a martyr ? Who can look at what ho
had done in the North-West, and call him a martyr ? You
may do that if you will, but by all that is good, do not say
that he died in the French cause. Louis Riel dying for the
French cause; Louis Riel dying for the Catholie cause if
you will ! Why, Sir, what French cause did he represent ?
I should liko to know. Was he doing so at the time when
ho would.not hoed the advice of the priests or of the mis.
sionaries in the North-West, who were trying to effect the
greatest good possible among the half-breeds whom Riel

pretended to guide and to lead on to what.be told thom was
for their benefit and material advantage? Was it because
ho despised their counsels and turned against them, and
oven disavowed the religion in which ho had been brought
up ? Was it for this that ho is said to have died for representing the French cause ? If ever a. mistaken appellation
was given to a man, it is to say that he is a martyr and that
he died representing the French cause. I should ba very
loath to admit that ho represonted anything of what I
have conceived to be the French cause and French
characteristic3 in Canada, the French Canadians as
well as the French Acadians. I should be very
loath to say that he represented any such cause.
Represented it ! How? Did ho represent it when he was
forcing those people to take up arms against the Gavernment? Was ho representing it whon, as they themselves
have sworn, and as I believe they assert now, generally, if
not every one of those who joined with him in that rebellion, that they did so because they were afraid of their lives
and because ho forced them to do so ? The only cause, so
far as ho interproted it, which ho was representing was his
own cause. H1e was not even representing the cause of the
Metis. How many joined him in the rebellion ? They
were not so very numerous. We have not, perhaps, the
authentic figures, but I think the calculation is that there

were hetween 250 and 300 French half-breeds in that rebellion. How many did they reprosent? We are told by the
lato consus that there are somothing between 4,700 and
4,800 half-breeds in the

North-West, and at a fair cal-

culation there would be botwoon 1,000 and 1,200 capable
of bearing arms.
H[o,% many do we find followed
Riel ?
S>mething like 250 or 300 as I have said
followed him.
Out of all those whose testimony we

have been ab!e to get, almost every one bas doclared that
ho was obliged to follow Riel because he was afraid of his
life.

Was he representing their cause when he was forcing

thom into a rebellion which they did not desire? It cannot
be said that Riel represented their cause. By his own
doclarations ho was not representing the cause of

the

French Canadians or the French half-breeds, or of
any of the French.
Why, then, should it be said
ho died because ho represented the French cause ? I cannot subscribe to any such sentiment. I might go on and
read a great many more such extracts, but I will not make
myself tedious to the flouse by doing so. What I have
cited is quite sufficient to show that I was right in con.

demning the agitation which I thon thought unjustifiable,
and I declared that it was one which the people who took
part in it would regret before many days or months had
passed. I repeat that statement now, and I believe that
"The Electeur has appearei in mourning, and its articles are very since that time they have had occasion to regret it. Some
violent. All its columns are devoted to Riel, and it invites French may have not had occasion to do so if they have been able
Canadians not to forget the martyr wh) was assasinated for the French to make political capital out ofit, but they will be the minorcause."
ity. I believe the larger number, even if they felt they could
Mr. LANDRY (Kent).
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make political capital out of the agitation and strengthen
their position in their counties so far as regards receiving
votes, when they saw the injury done to the people and to
the progress and prosperity of the Dominion, would, themselves, regret their action. We find to-day that they do
regret it tor the reasons I have given, because they are very
careful indeed to take a different position before the House
to that which they took before the people.
The hon. gentieman who preceded me said, a few moments ago, that last
winter when an accusation was brought against the
Government that there were grievances in the NorthWest that had not been remedied, that the reason
ho and other membere had voted for the Government was because they did not want to give any
encouragement to the half breeds. They did not want by
a vote of Parliament to endorse in any way the course they
had pursued. If that be true, and no doubt the hon. gentleman spoke his sentiments, ho w is it that he desires to condemn tre Government for the hanging of Riel ? Would
not suoh au action by this flouse give encouragement to
those who took part in the rebellion if it were held $o be
right and proper to condone the offence of every man who
had committed that crime? If there is anything in the
argument of the hon. member that when they voted for the
Government against their convictions, last Session, so far
as the hon. gentleman was concerned at all events, because
they did noii waut to give any encouragement to the halfbreeds by the vote of this UIouse, the case is five times as
strong when the flouse is asked to say whether it was
right to hang Riel under all the circumstances, and to
declare that those who took part in the rebellion did not
morit the punishment that the lAw provided. The laws of
our country say that a crime of that enaracter merits punishment by death. If Parliament declares or the Government
declares such an act did not merit such punishment, would
it not be to a very great extentjustifying the acts of Louis
liiel and those who followed him ? But I look upon the
matter from a different standpoint. I believe the hon,
member for flochelaga (Mir. Desjardins) when he told as a
little time ago that the G-overnment had given him, as a
representauve of the people, to understand that they would
well consider petitions and representations presented for
the exercise oi clemency towaras the unfortunate rebel. He
found fault with the Government, as [ understand him,
because~they had not given proper consideration or attention to the petitions. I cannot arrive at the same conclusion. I cannt.heLp beheving that the Government took

I believe the Government felt fully the responsibilities of
their position. They knew it was a question among the
people who were excited on both sides, and yet they made
up their minds and were not swerved by the agitation one
way or the other. While they may have read the petitions,
and no doubt they would look into them to see the reasons
advanced for asking clemency for the condemned man, yet
I believe they did not look to se. whether the petitions
were stronger on one side or the other, and whether
the representations were stronger on one side or the
other, but they simply looked to see which course would
best promote the material prosperity of the country.
And I for one am not prepared to say that they arrived at
a wrong conclusion. Perhaps if I had been in their position, I might have arrived at a different concluion-1 do
not know-I am not prepared to say whether I would or
not. But when I consider that they weighed the responsibilities of their position, that they weighed ali the facts
and circumstances that attende1 the rebellion, and having
done so, that they arrived at the conclusion tihat it was in
the interests of good government, in the interests of peace,
in the interests of good example, in the interests of order, to
hang the man who had been guilty of such a crime as the
one of which Louis Riel had been guilty; and that those
considerations were the only motives which moved them to
the course they took-I say, that 1 for one am not propared
to say that they arrived at a wrong conclusion. T ey
knew that it would arouse excitement, but still they took
the responsibility of acting, and I believe that they acted
fully convinced that they were acting in the interests of
the country, and in the interests more particularly, perhaps,
of the people of the Norlth-West 'erritoriestheomselves,
But, Sir, I ask hon. members now if they can look at
this question fairly, as I believe the representatives of
the people in this House can-I ask you now, was it in the
interests of the peace, the prosperity, the good government,
and good example to this country that Louis Riel should
have gone unhanged. I do not believe that it would have
been ; not because, Sir, I think it was necessary that the
death of Thomas Scott should have been avenged; not
because I think it was necessary that Riel should be
punished for the acta of 1869-7u. Not at ail; I am not
prepared to say that those acts of his in 1869-70 were
justified ; but I believe that the time had gone by and
that this was not the time when he should be punished for
those acts. If ho was guilty then ho shouid have been
panished at that time, and nit ailowed to go as long as

into consideration ait the facts, representations and cir- he had gone without punishment.

cumstances of the case, and well considered the petitions
asking for clemency for the unfortunate rebel. 1 cannot
help believing that they fully considered the whole case,
that they felt there was a strong sympathy in the Province
of Quebec for the unfortunate man, and what they did was
to arrive at their conclusion, noL considering whether they
were giving way to a certain portion of the population
clamoring one way or to another portion clamoring òn
the other side, but simply on the ground as to what was
best for the material prosperity of this country. If I
thought the Government had been actuated by any other
motive; if I thouglit they had calcly sat down
You give me an account
and said to themselves:
of how the feeling is in your Province, and I will
do the same in regard to my Province, and we will take
accounts and find out whether we shail loose more votes by
adopting one course than by adopting another; if they
simply oounted the number of votes they would get by their
action-if I believed they were actuated by such motives, I
would be the first on the floor of Parliament and in the
cuuniry to condemn such action. I believe the life of a
mlan i tLoo dear to him and his family to be made so
light of as to calculate the number of votes which
wil. be gained or lost if that life is taken or spared.
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understand that the Government, in passing judgment upon
ail the facts which were before them, would do the
same as any judge of the Supreme Court or any
court before whom a criminal cornes for sentence.
It is right to look at the antecedents of the criminal,
and to see what has been his record before, and if
his record has been a good one, if it has been one
that can be approved of by his neigh bors and by those who
knew him best, and this is the only crime that has
been committed by him-the only time ho has been found
guilty of an offence-then I say it is right for the judge in
passing sentence to take these facts into consideration. So
when this man came before the Government, it was right
for them to look to the acts of 1869-70 in Manitoba for the
purpose of coming to a conclusion, not as to whether he
should be punished for them, but to see the effect of the
example their judgment would ba to the public. Punishment is not entirely to the individual on which we inflict
the punishment, but it is also for the example that is given
to others; and it was right for thenm to examine into these
acts, and come to a conclusion with ail those circumstances
before them as to whether it was better to pardon him or
to allow the law to take its course. And when they dccided
to lot him suffer the penalty of his crime, I believe
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it was giving a good and proper example to the be able to lay my finger on one single act, Sir, that could be
people of the North-West Territories. Sir, had the fairly considered such a wrong as would justify any person in
opposite course been taken, what effect would it have even taking rovenge by. rebellion. I will go further and say
had-what would have been the evidence of it to the that I can find nothing that looks like a violation of any civil
people of the North-West ? The evidence to those rights. Have they ever been interfered with in the exerpeople would have been this: It is true you have risen in cise of their religion ? Have they ever been interfered
rebellion; it is true that you have been the cause of blood.- with in their manner of worshipping, in their liberty of
shed and murder; it is true you have been the cause of a speech, in their manner of working and gaining a liveligreat deal of ruin and desolatdon ; but, notwithstandtng al hood? Have they ever been interfered with in the posthat, the man who was at the head of that insurrection we session of the soitu? Have they ever been interfered with
think was so far justiflid in his conduct that we have spared in the possession of whatever personal property they may
his life; and thon, if at another time grievances, even slight have had ? Have they been interfered with in anything
griovances, had come up, would they not say: We will get which we consider the rights of the subject under the
them redressed in thesame way again; nogreat harn bas come British constitution ? I fait to see it. It is true, Sir, for a
even to the leader of those who were engaged in the other. long number of years they represented to the Government
insurrection, and they would be much more ready to rus, that they had grievances; it is true they sent all those
into rebellion again than they will be after the punishment letters and petitions and delegations here, but after all what
that has been inflicted on this man. That is my opinion were those grievances ? I believe it would have been botter
with respect to that matter. But, Sir, was it not the on the part of the Government if they could have done it, to
duty of the Government to look at that aspect of the case have endeavored to have removed whatever may have been
rather than to look at the political effect of their decision ? the case of these grievances more speedily than they did.
Was it not the duty of thé Government to see whether the It would have been botter, perhaps, because sometimes
example to the people' of this Dominion would be a good or imaginary grievances are quite as sore to those who feel
salutary example, or whether it would be a bad example, them as are real grievarces. But that there existed any
acording to the course they would take upon the matter positive, tangible, actual grievances, arising ont of the violawhich was then before them ? Could the Government tion of or infringement on actual vested rights, in the Northarrêve at any other conclusion upon the evidence which Wèst Territories at that time, I myself have failed to see any
wâas before them than the one that they arrived at ? evidence. I have failcd to see any petitions presented to
We are told that the prisoner should have received this House showing any actual wrong done to them or any
On what ground ? violation of their rights by anybody. It is true they have
the clemency of the Crown.
First, because he was a lunatic. Another ground was asked for many things, but has it boen pointed out that
because the jury had recommended him to mercy; another any one of them was interfered with in the possession of
because it, was a political offence for which he should not that which he considered himself entitled to ? There is
have been hanged. As to whether Riel was insane or not, nothing to show that they were interfered with in the
that is a matter of opinion. Some may think one way and possession, occupation or cultivation of the lands. I have
some another, but for myself I fail to be convinced by read. not seen a tittle of evidence in this House or anywhere else
ing, by reading these letters, by reading that last memorial to show that one single half-breed was turned out of his
of his-or his last will, if you choose to call it so-I fait to house and home, or interfered with in any way in the exerbe convinced that Louis Riel was an insane man. On the cise of any of those rights that belong to us in the other
contrary, I believe that he was in possession of his faculties. parts of the Dominion. If any of them have been,
He may have bean excited at times; ho may have been a I'ýshould like to see the evidences of it, and I would
man of great ambition, and a man who, in matters in which be the first man to admit it, but I have seen none.
he thought he had a right to act, would be impatient and What was their condition ? They number some 4,000 out
excited if contradicted, and still I believe that he knew of a population of 40,000 in the North-West Territories. If
right from wrong, that he appreciated the responsibility of it was right for them to rise in rebellion-and only a few
his position. I have not a doubt of it. If we look at the of them, rolatively speaking, did rise-it appears to me
evidence for a moment, if we go over it all minutely, it that those who say they were justified, or even
appears to me that no man who looks into that evi. those who say they were excusable in rising, onght to be
donce can come to any other conclusion than that able to produce some positive evidence to show that some
Louis Riel was perfectly sane and sound from the time of their rights had been violated; and no such evidence has
he set foot on Canadian soil, and up to the time that he been given. Had they a right to the soil by virtue of the fact
was taken prisoner, and suffered on the scaffold the penalty that they were as the first residents ? I do not bolieve, legally
of his crime. We find him coming fron Montana on to speaking, that they had the right to the soil. It may be that
Canadian soil, and for what purpose? He tells us he was they had a right to be considered in preference to strangers
coming for the purpose of getting the wrongs redressed or immigrants who came in there afterwards; I will not
that existed in the North-Weat Territories, the wrong' even say it was a vested.right, but I say an equitable right,
under which suffered the half-breeds of those Territories. that they should be so oonsidered. And were they conNow, Sir, what were those wrongs ? Have not-I ask you sidered ? I say they were. After this Government -came into
and I ask the country-have not those wrongs been greatly power, in 1878, the first thing they did was to pass an
exaggerated ? Io there a man on the floor of this House Act in 1879, which recognised the rights of the halfbreeds.
who will seriously and calmly lay his finger on somothing After the passing of that Act, we are told that the Governtangible as a wrong, and say this was a wrong perpetrated ment who passed it, forgot it from 1879 until 1885. It
there for which these people had the right to rise up in appears to me they did not forget it. But they proceeded
rebellion ? I have not beard it yet. I listened with great to do what was necessary in order to ascertain what equitpleasure, as I always do, to the leader of the Opposition last able rights these people had. The firet thing thoy had to
Session, when he made a speech of five or six hours, when ascertain was, where those people lived, to what lands they
he read the letters, the petitions, the representations made claimed title, by occupancy or otherwise. It was necessary
to the Government by the half-breeds, and those professing that a uniform and proper system of survey should be had
to represent them. I have also listened to those who have in order the botter to give titles and make certain and sysendeavored to show to this country that there were some tematic the boundaries and descriptions of these lands.
grievances existing, and some wrongs perpetrated in the The Government surveyed, from 1879 to' 1884, 56,618,500

Kdrth-West Territory, but I muet say that I have failed to aores,as against 1,797,120
Mr, LÂIAmT (Kent),

mres surveyed by the
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preceding Government from 1874 to 187D.
Were this occupants and selling them to private corporations
Government not turning their attention at that time to or individuals, but I say the Government should have
the interests of those people ? And after all they were not surveyed them as well as all the other lands, in order
a large people. It is not because they were a smail people to have a regular system of survey all over the North-West
that they should be neglected, or that their rights should Territories. The haif-breeds could have noe cause of combe violated; but they were a small people. And when plaint at this, if they had the assurance that the survey did
we are told that the Government neglected them not mean their dispossession. As to this dispossession, I
so long, we must remember the difficulties that ex- have failed to se. any evidence in this House, or anywhere
isted.
We remember the distance from here to else, pointing out that the half-breeds had any reason to
there; we must remember the sparseness of the popu- believe that these suirveys were made - for the purpose of
lation and the extent of the territory; and we must dispossessing them. It may be that these people imagined
also remember that in the Maritime Provinces, at any rate, a great many things, and that they did imagine, when they
there was a clamor at that time-and it exists to this day- saw the surveyors going on their lands, that their lands
that too much was being done for that new acquisition of were to be taken from them and sold te somebody else ; but
ours, the Western Territories; that too much money was can a Government be held responsible for all the fanciful
being spent upon it, and too much attention was being wrorgs and grievances a people may conceive they suffer
given to it, to the deteriment of the older Provinces. No under ? The Government gave them the assurance that
d ubt, the Government had to consider this to some extent. they would not be disturbed in their possessions, but that
They had to consider that they should net proceed too fast these surveys were necessary in order to have a regular
-that they could not devote all their money and attention system of survey all over the North-West Territories. The
to the North-West, but must give a littie attention to the Act secured lands and script to the half-breeds; the
administration of affairs in other parts of the Dominion. Government, it is true, had not to any great extent
And when [ speak of the Govern ment of this country, it is given to them what the law secured to them. I believe
not to give undue praise to the present Administration; the Government afterwards yielded, and they yielded
because I am not such an admirer of this Administration wrongly too, in giving them the scrip they gave the halfas to assert that they always do right, or that 1 have always breeds since the rebellion broke out. I am not prepared to
been pleased with them; I believe they do wrong occa- condemu the Government for this; and I am not prepared
sonally, but I believe they exorcise the best judgment positively to say that, perhaps, under the pressure of circumthey have. But I say this: The people of this country stances and of the rebellion, they did not exercise their best
believe that they were spending quite enough money in the judgment in giving the scrip; but I believe it was not in the
North-West ferritoriesthat they were devoting time, money intereste of baf-breeds that the Government should have so
and legislation to those Territories-I was going to say more yielded. When wo are told in this House that the fact that
extensively than to the other Provinces. And is it true, or Government settled some 2,000 claims since the rebellion, is
is it not true ? Since I have had the honor of a seat in this an indication of their mal-administration of affaire in the
House-and it has only been a short time-I have heard North.West up to that time, I give it as my opinion that the
more discussions relating to matters appertaining to Mani- Government may have yielded judiciously to the pressure of
toba and the North-West Territories than to any other circumstances, but certainly in so doing they did not act in
portion of this Dominion. Notwithstanding the small the interests of the half-breeds. I may be wrong, but I
population there, and that the revenues received from them would prefer hearing the Government declare that they had
are not very considerable, relatively speaking, the atten- not yielded to the demands, that they had. not given the
tion of the Government has been almost exclusively given scrip, but that they had not withdrawn from the amsurance
to that part of the country, and yet we are told that the they gave that the half-breeds should not be disturbed in
Government neglected them and forgot them for five or six their possession of the lands; that the Government did not
long years. I am not one of those who share in the (pinion intend to take away the rights the half-breeds might
that too much attention was given to the construction of have, not to the scrip but to the vaine of the
the Canadian Pacific Railway. I believe that was a great and scrip, but would not consent to the demand to
important work, which it was necessary to complete as soon give the scrip, because it was not in the interI am
as possible; but Isay that the Government thought too much, ests of the balf-breeds that they should do so.
not of the Metis, but of that portion of the Dominion, to the told that when tihe Giovernment gave this scrip to the value
exclusion of the other portions of the Dominion. They of 240 te each individual, il was sold by the large majority
gave to the Metis the Act to which I have referred ; and of those who received it, and perhaps mortgaged by some
after that Act was passed, surveyors were sent out for the before they received it, for $90, and in some cases for $70.
purpose of surveying those Territories, in order to ascertain Fancy scrip to the value of $240 being given to these people
where those half-breeds were located, and what they laid and then being sold by them for $90 oach. To-day I believe
f'i.people who got the scrip for $240 and
claim to. And was there a better plan by which these thei majority oe6
things could be ascertained, than to send properly author- seold it 1or $90 are ad badly, if not worse ff, than when the
ised surveyors to survey the country ? They were told that ebelliQn brok eout, yet we are told that this is great éviwhen the surveying was going on, the people's rights were dence that these people had great grievances and are
infringed on, because tie surveyors surveyed over the lands satisfied wifh the remedying of those grievances in that way.
they were occupying. I have not seen that statement I am not satisfied with it. I do not b~elieve it was the pro.
verified, and I am not prepared to say, from the evidence per thing to remedy the grievances in that wàx. After all,
adduced, whether it is or is not correct; but taking for that is not a very heavy grievance irdeed; if that waa the
granted that it is correct, I am not here to say extentofthem? Indeed if these ppL had been entitled tothis
whether the surveyors were wrong in doing that. 'scrip before and were refused ,t-lt is not a very heavy
The Government, acting for the future of that great coun- grievance, if you measure it by the value, $90 to each
try, because we expect it to have a great future, and, in individual. But while they had not yet receved the scrip
taking its first steps to survey that country and give tities it was secured to them, and no Act of Parliament,'Order in
to lands within it, were bound to see that their surveys Counil, no action'taken by any one was suchl as to make
were accurate, systematic and uniform, and if, in carrying them believe they were to be deprived of it ? It 1 time
out that policy, it became necessary to survey over lands enough for a people t rise in rebelion when they "ee
already oocupied, I do not see any great wrong in it, if it that some action has been taken to deprive them of 'what
was not done for the purpose of taking them from the they believe they have a right to get. But;, I this ase no
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action was taken, either by Order in Council, or by Acta of
Parliament, or by Government agents, to deprive the
pople of that which they thought they were entitled to.
Therefore it is, when we look at the difficulties of the
situation, while we admit these people supposed they were
laboring under certain grievances, I believe the Government acted with considerable promptitude after all, and
gave considerable attention to these people. Though it
might have been botter to have settled them sooner,
now that we see the consequence, not of those grievances directly, but of a designing man who knew the
people and wished to avail himself of their ignor
ance for his own agrandisement-I do not wish to do
the man any injustice, but I believe from the time that he
left the «United States for the purpose of going on Oanadian
territory in 1884, until the time when he was taken
prisoner, bis sole object was to make use of whatever
grievances these people tbought tbey labored under, by
exaggerating them for his own purposes, and to-day we
have the evidence of this. When Riel went to the NorthWest Territories, what was the first thing ho did ? He
went to the parish priest and asked him for his
blessing, and he did thie in an ostentatious manner,
so as to impose on the people who are religious
and thus get their confidence. Ie said he left Montana
with the blessing of the priest and wanted the blessing of
the priest bore in order that ho might be botter able -to
work for the half-breeds. We wore told, Sir, by the hon.
gentleman who preceded me (Mr. Desjardins), that previous
to Riel's coming some of the people had said that the priests
were sold to the Government, and the hon. gentleman gave
this as an evidence to show that there was dissatisfaction
among the people against the Catholie clergy before the
arrival of Riel. I cannot interpret that evidence in that
way. I interpret it to mean that when Riel came there, ho
came, knowing his people, in a hypocritical manner to show
himself to be that which he thought the people would
approve of; but when he found his plans were not seconded
by the clergy, and that some people had commenced to
agitate against the clergy, he thought ho would succeed
botter by denouncing them and did not hesitate to induce
the people not to listen to the voice of the clergy but to
denounce them. From that time until he was made a
prisoner, every stop he took was with an object of getting
greater control over these people for his own purposes.
Does not the evidence show this clearly? What does ho
ask when in a position to ask something for his people ?
At the time when he was negotiating or authorising others
to negotiate with the Government for him, was any attempt
made to negotiate for the settlement ofthe half-breed claims?
Does he tell them : "Yes, I will give up this agitation, I
will go back to the United States of America and abandon
this territory, and will not show myseif bore again if the
Government will yield that which has been demanded
for so long, and will redress the grievances of the halfbreeds? " Io that the language which he holds out? It is
not; but the language ho holds is that, if they will pay him
$100,000 or, as he afterwards comes down, $35,000, thon he
will forget the half-breeds; ho will forget the race he comes
there to represent; he will forget everything but that
which was uppermost in bis mind, that for which, in my
opinion, ho came there in the first place, to obtain for himself power and position, and to use these people for that
purpose. He is willing to go back again if hoeis paid so
much money, and, when he is told afterwards that the Government have telegraphed and made arrangements by which
the claims of the half-breeds will be looked into by a commission and settled, what do we find him doing? That
does not suit his purpose. He says: "lIt is too late, we
want a war of extermination; we want to teach
them a lesson; we want to take up arms." Perha
those exact words are not in evidence, but that a e
Kr. LKDRY (Kent).
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substance of what ho said. He does not want the
claims of the half-breeds, for which ho professed to
have so much sympathy before, settled now, because ho is
afraid that if they are settled his own claims will not be
recognised, his own claims for money or position will not
ho recognised. Is that evidence of insanity ? One of the
witnesses who went there to swear his belief that Riel was
insane, gave as one of the symptoms of insanity, that ho
had no control over his actions in certain particulars. *lHad
ho not full control of his actions, as the witness was asked ?
But it was desired to leave the impression that ho could not
control his actions when ho got into matters ôf politics or
religion, and yet ho was quite willing to control his actions
and to return to the United States for $35,000; willing to
give up everything in the North-West which was so dear
to him, as ho said and as ho wished the people to believe.
I think that showed that he had perfect control over his
actions, when ho could have controlled them to such au
extent as to return to the United States if ho had obtained
what ho desired to get. With all these reasons, I can only
come to the conclusion that Louis Riel came into that
country for the purpose of gain to himself, and, to some
extent, for the purpose of revenge, and that ho tried to
make use of these people for the purpose of succeeding
botter in his aims, and not in order to get their
grievances remedied. What do we find ? Was ho actually
at the hoad of these people who claimed that they had
grievances ? Would it not be natural, if ho came there to
redress the grievances of the half-breeds, and they weighed
so deeply upon his people, if they were such great wrongs,
is it not reasonable to suppose that the people who carried
this weight would join him in the rebellion ? Were they
the people who joined him ? I am told, and I believe it
will be found to be correct, that, when the commission went
out to examine into those grievancos and sat there,there were
only sixteen of those who followed Mr. Riel in his
rebellion, who made claims before that commission,
and yet we are told that some 2,000-though I believe
the correct figures are 1,600 and odd, and not 1,700-dlaims
have been settled. If ho intended to get these grievances
remedied, it is natural that those people should have followed him, and no other; and yet of those who followed
him, and took up arms, only sixteen appeared before the
commission, when they had abundant time and opportunity
to present their grievances. Then I say ho was not at
the head of those who had grieva'nces, those who had the
grievances did not join him at all, the large majority,
some 1,600 of them, did not join him at all, and had
no sympathy with him, so far as they showed it during the
rebellion. Further, out of those 16, 15 under oath or
solemn declaration, stated to the commission that they had
been forced by coercion on the part of Riel to join in the
rebellion-not because they felt the weight of those great
grievances, not that they thought that the Government had
wronged them so grievously that they had risen in rebellion, but because they were afraid of the man who was
leading them on. What do we find in the case of those
who attempted to contradict him? Where were the priesta
who attempted to give him counsel ? Did ho not disown
them ? Did ho not try to raise their congregations against
them ? There were one or two-I do not remember their
names-whom ho took prisoners and brought before his
council for trial, because they did not want to join in the
rebellion. We are told that ho came there to use constitutional means, to agitate in a constitutional way, to get
petitions prepared and sent to the Government, to act as a
constitutional man would do to get the grievances remedied,
and that it was the half-breeds, feeling so strongly on the
matter, who led him, and not ho who led them on. That is the
inference to bo drawn from some of the speeches which have
been made, and yet we find, when the time for action comes,
that.he is the man who leads them on at the point almost
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of the bayonet, to take up their guns and fight against
Canadian authority, and those who will not yield to his
authority ho denounces and ridicules and takes prisoners,
and ho holds them and brings them before his oouncil, and
even gets them condemned to suffer death at his bands because they will not follow him. If there is any truth in
the statement that ho came here for the purpose simply of
leading these people on in a constitutional manner, would ho
have resorted to these things ? I say: No. It is simply an
evidence of what ho came there for first.
Ho told it himself. He said the war, or rather the rebellion, or the
bloodshed which took place in 1869 70 was nothing to what
ho intended to do in 1885; ho would show where the blood
was going to flow. - And yet we are told ho went there to
conduct ab agitation in a constitutional way. I cannot
come to any other conclusion than that ho came there with
no purpose of conducting these people to get their grievances redressed in a legitimate and constitutional manner;
and it is their own proof we have for it. What has been
done since that? Only a few days ago, I was reading in
the press that a large meeting took place near the very
spot where the rebellion broke out. This was a large
meeting of French half-breeds, and it was most harmonious
and complimentary to the Government in its expressions,
and the name of Riel was never mentioned. If they had
any sympathy with him, is it not to be supposed that they
would have given him credit, and would have said, "After
al, ho bas obtained for as what we have got ?" But no; we
find that at that large meeting they passed resolutions
praising the Government for what they had done
for them, and had not a word of sympathy for Riel.
My opinion is that these people, iilstead of being favorably
impressed with him were unfavorably impressed with
him, and would have much preferred that ho had not come
into their midst. My opinion is that ho forced them to
this rebellion, to take up arms in the way that bas been
described against their botter judgment and against their
wishes. Bat, Sir, ho did more than to incite these people
againit the constituted authority and against the Crown.
Some people think that they would have been justifiable if
there had been sufficient grievaneos to be remedied. But
it is to be remembered that the first action of Louis Riel
was not to take up arms against the Government of the
North-West Territory. Ho first goes to some of the largest
stores in that region and commits open robbery; ho goes
into their stores and forces the owners through fear and
intimidation to give up-what ? Give up anything for
which they were suffering ? Give up provisions te feod
them bocause they were starving, or to give up clothing
to cover them because they wore suffering from the cold ?
Nothing of that kind. It might ho excusable for destitute
mon who are unable to get enough to eat or enough to
wear, and who have been suffering for a long time-I suay
it might ho excusable for them, when they found
a store full of those things
they so
much
needed, forcibly to appropriate them for their own
use. But these people required no such things. Louis Riel
at thoir head, they go to a store of a Mr. Kerr, if I remember his name rightly, and what is it they demand from
him ? Remember Mr. Kerr is not an agent of the Government who has charge of provisions which ho is authorised
by the Government to deal out to the Indians or halfbreeds, but he is a private individual living in their midst,
engaged in legitimate trade like every other merchant, and
living amicably amongst them. They go to him and they
no not ask him for anything of this kind, but ]Riel says to
him: "Give me all the guns that you have bore, all the
builets you have bore, ail the ammunition you have here."
What for ? We want thebe things to prepare ourselves to
fight the authorities of the Dominion, to resist the constituted authorities of the Dominion Government, or anybody
else that may interfère with us. I say in that not high-
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handed robbery on the part of Louis Riel ? Wbere was the
justification ? There was none. At that time, I believe,
nothing had been done by the Dominion Government that
showed that it meditated force against these people, nothing had been done at that time to give any evidence that
the Dominion Government was going to Fond armed troops
against them. But they themselves, beaded by this
man, though not of their own will and accord, were
the firet to commit acts of violence and depredation.
And this is the individual for whom we are asked
to show sympathy? Oh, it is a pretty thing te talk of
sympathy I I admired the other night, as much as any
man in the House, the eloquent language of the hon. member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier). I admirei the laneiage
ho used wben ho appealed to the members of this House
for sympathy for Louis Riel and those who had joined in
that rebellion, but, Sir, I thought that the sympathy was
ill-placed. Certainly bis lapguage was beautiful, and if it
had only been applied to a good cause, for people who were
suffering, for those who had been made to suifer in gpite of
themselves, if it had only been applied to those poor priests
murdered at the bands of those Indians iicited hy Louis
Riel, if it had only been applied to those soldiers who went
up there with thoir lives in their hands-to their families,
to thoir wives and mothers, sisters and brothers-if ho had
only appealed for smpathy to them, in the beautiful language which ho used in appealing for sympathy to a criminal, how much more effectual, it seems to me, it would have
been with the people of this country. If ho had only used
those burning words, which we all admired so much, on behalf
of those peopleI have mentioned, instead of Louis Riel, then,
Sir, I would not only have been charmed with hi-4 discourso,
but I would have been convinced that ho was speaking the
true sentiments of the people of this country, whon thoy
had calmly looked upon the situation as it existed. But,
Sir, ho forgot also some other victims when ho was exponding this large amount of sympathy upon Louis Riel, and
complaining that clemency had not been exercised towards
him. Why did ho not expend a little of his breath and of
this eloquence so beautiful, over those other mon who were
executed as well as Louis Riel-those seven or cight Indians
who were also executed in the North-West ? What were
they fighting for, pray ? Had they not joined the reobels ?
Had they not been led into the fight by the advice o Louis
Riel ? Were they not fighting for the same cause as Louis
Riel ? Surely they were fighting the Dominion Government, they were killing the white people, and they murdered upon the fields there some seven or eight in one day;
among whom were two priests who had gone among the
balf-breeds trying to do good. Yet, not a word of sympatby
did the hon. gentleman bestow upon these people. Ho told
us that one life was sacred, that one life « as enough to
draw from the human heart that sympathy which ho called
for, and also from the treasury of the country, money for
the purpose of sending mon to save even one life, if no
more than one could ho saved. Sir, the lives of these
other people who wore sacrificed were to me just us precious
And wby not ?
as was the life of Louis Riel.
They were people of our country just the same,
people for whom we should have just as mach regard
as for Louis Riel. And yet, not a word of sympathy
did he extend to those people who were hanged on the scafSir, it is not to thom
fold just the same as Louis Riel.
alone that we should be asked to extend our sympathy, but
to those who have sacrificed their lives for their country.
And I ask the people of this country, I ask particularly
those people in my own constituency, and in the Province
of Quebec, where I have no doubt the people will be flooded
with the eloquent speech of my bon. friend, flooded with the
speeches which have been delivered here on the other side
of the House, and those representations made for the purpose of forming p4blio opinion, and though 1 am not able
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to make as eloquent anaddress as my friend, and appeal to more I was going to say than the half-breeds of the Norththe sympathies with as much force as himself, still, I would West ever did. 1 repeat that the French Acadians in New
ask them to put aside for the moment that misplaced sym- Brunswick and Nova Sdotia have suffered more than the
pathy, and to look at the facts in a sober, calm and dignified half-breeds of the North-West; and would it have been
manner. Let them read his speech if they will, and they good advice to have advised them to take up armse? If
cannot read it with greater pleasure than I have listened te they bad had a Louis Riel wouId it have bettered their
it, and will read it over again in my leisure moments; but, cause? I say, no; but, on the contrary, it would have
Sir, when they have read it, lot themu ask themselves this inflamed opinion and made matters worse for having such
question : On whom is bestowed all this beautiful language ? a man in their midst. History tell@ us that when the
On whom is bestowed all this sympathy? What were the French Acadians in the parish where I was born, some fifty,
great grievances that led this man to take up arms against sixty or seventy years before the time to which I am referQueen and country? Had anybody been imprisoned ?, Had ring, settled on lands in the county of WeAtmorelar d on the
anybody been murdered ? Had anybody been deprived of banks of. the. Memramcook and the Letiteodiac, squatters
his kith and kin? Had anybody's freedom been taken away you may call themn for they had no title te that property,
from him? HRad anybody's mode of worship been inter, though they had cultivated their lands and brougopht up
fered with ? Had anybody's mode of gaining his livelihoo¢ their families and had made their living ont of their
been interfered with? HRad anybody's property been take# lands,, those people after being there for a length
away from him ? Had anybody been robbed in any way oi of time, small in number and no one in the midst of them
dealt with contrary te the laws of our country, that theée with inflçence in the cuncils of the country, and no repremen should have taken up arme? If they ,ask themselves sentation in any matters oonnected with governing public
these questions, they will have te answer every one of them afairs,. were visited by a stranger in their midst. What
in the negative. Well, what was it then that required thie was theobject of his visit ? It was te say te those people:
man to be sent for from the United States after his record I have agrant of all these lands on which yon have settled;
of 1869-70 ? What was it that required the use of arms and he exhibited some old piece of parchment showing
to remedy ? I ask them te put to thomselves that questieri tbem that ho had a grant of all those lands, eleven miles
before they are led away by the eloquence of my hon? long extending from the mouth of the river almost te its
friend. Let them calmly come down to the facts of thé head, including a prosperone settlement and a considerable
ease, and see if they can find any tangible reason, any nuinber of people living happily, peacefully, harmoniously,
grievances sufficient te justify those people in taking up docile and obedient to the laws of the country and as loyal
arms against the Dominion, Government.
Were they to the Government and constitution under which they lived
fighting for their freedom, fighting for their mode of as any men surrounding them, although they had not the
wrship which had _been interfered with, fighting for same voice in the Government of the country. But that
rights of which they had been dispossessed, feeling th4t stranger came along and said : These are my landa and L
death was preferable to any kind of slavery from which will dispossess yeu. What was done.? He did dispossess
they were suffering ? Will history say that they were fighting them; he brought actions at law and dispossessed them.
for a good cause, and in order to. maintain their free. And those poor people were only able to retain such land
dom and prevent themselves from being made slaves? as they had actually had in undisputed posession for
But I say such languageshould net be applied te the $riev, twenty years, and all the rest they were obliged te surrender
ances in the North-West. The half-breeds were net slaves, although they had been cultivating it for years and
and were net interfered with in any way. The words of had coensidered it their own. I do net say it was wrong
sympathy, the burning words of sympathy expressed by tbe legally for this stranger te claim his rights. He
member for Québec last, were misapplied to Louis, Riel, possessed the land by virtue of his title; he put
who did not fight for a good cause, or for a cause îequiring the people out, or they were obliged to buy from him at a
a leader, or for a people oppressed, because they had fer- stipulated price. Would it have been good advice to have
warded petitions to the proper quarter. The attention of told thoe people that their forefathers had been driven
the Government, môreover, had been turned to the position away from other lands and come and settled here, and you
of the half-breeds, not only by words but by Art of Parlia, have grievances, and yen had botter take up arme against
ment and surveys had been made; and all these things the Government. It would have been poor advice, and had
having been done, there was no ground for sending for a I been there, knowing what I do to-day, I would have been
leader to come te the Nerth-West te reprosent a cause very loath te have given it them. And I am glad no
which dii not exist. Again I ask the people of my native Louis Riel gave them that advice, and led them in revolt
Province, those who are most dear te me-although as a against the Government of the country. Down te the
public man all classes are dear te me-but I aek those who present time I venture te say that many of those people,
are dear te me on account of the ties of blood and religion'i both in Nova Sotia, New Brunswick and Prince Bdward
and nationality, the French Acadians of New Brunswick, Island, have had as great grievances as the North-West
I will. go furtber and say the French Acadiane of half-breeds have endured, because they have felt, as the
the Maritime Provinces, those who have in the North-West people feel, that they were not exercising that
past honored me by calling me, most unworthy amount of influence, receiving that amount of patronage
though I am of the titlie, their leader in politics, net to be and attention tetheir rights as they deserved. Would it have
led away by the burning eloquence of any man who appeal# been wise for those people, because they are a minority, te
te them for a cause net worthy of support. I ask the
have joined in this agitation started in the Province of
te look at the facte as they exist.
And if they find Quebec, and declared te those people: "You se your
that the people of the. North-West had grievanqes brethren in Quebec, and that there is a war being made on
even then the rebellion would net be justified. But the French people; join them; we know aIl about grievif they find they had such grievances, lot them conside ances, and knowing all these matters we will join in arms;
whether the Government bronght te the alleviation of thos: net in arme, but in this movement for revenge." It would
grievances that amount of energy, attention and persever- net have been good advice te have given them. I ask them
ance which they should have brought. But I do net think te continue living peacefully and in order, and abiding by the
they will find the Government was negligent in. that laws and constitution. I believe that is the best advice te
respect. I appeal te them because I believe their past give them. I do not believe in infiLammatory speeches, and
history places them in a fair position to judge of these if we condemn infiammatory articles and speeches, lot us conmatters. They have suffered, they have suored very mkuch demn thom when they are made by the minority as well as
mIr. LNDar (Kant).
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the majority. Let me say to any with whom I have influence among the people who know me best, and indeed to
any of the people of the Dominion, that my endeavor will
be in the future, as I hope it has been in the past, to condemn at ail times anything ir flammatory,anything calculated
to set one portion of the people against the other, and anything that will have the effect of making the people rise in
rebellion for grievances that do not always exist. It ,must
be only in extreme cases that rebellion must be had re-,
course to. I willingly join the hon. member who preceded
me in stating that I hope representatives from all quarters
of the Dominion will learn the lesson. When they find
the press, whether representing their sentiments or
opposing them, saying to thie other portion of
the commu.nity to - come and rise in rebellion, and
the answer is made: " If you rise in rebellion, you will
fare worse than you did in the past "-I say, these are
threats which should not be made by either one side or the
other; and it is the duty of every public man, as I feel it
to be my duty to condemn such language, to say that it is
not right to rise in rebellion, to say that those who do rise
in rebellion should not be raised to the dignity of patriots,
to say that their names should not be engraved on the
hearts of any people in Canada; but that it is those that
went to fight for the maintenance of law and order, and to.
secure the peace and prosperity of their country, who
should live in the hearts and memories of the people.
Mr. GUAY. (Translation). Mr. Speaker, in rising to
express my opinion on the important question which is now
before tbe House, I do not at all prtend to answer to the
brilliant speeches of the distinguished orators who have.preceded me, nor to that of the hon. member for Kent (Mr.

Landry) who has just taken hie seat; but I owe it to my
country ,and I owe it to my Province, to state here, before
the country, what I think of this question, any why I shall
vote in favor of the motion of the hon. member for )£ont.
magny (Kr. Landry). The motion which is now before the
Honse, and which involves a simple motion of censure
against the Government for having allowed the sentence of
death pronounced against Louis Riel to be carried out, do«s
not express ail the disapprobation with which the execution
of the unfortunate leader of the half-breeds has been received
in the country. However, I shall vote for that motion, and
this House will allo w me to say, wità a journalist of Quebec,
that Louis ,Riel -istouid not have been executed, because

on the 16th ot November last this unfortunateman represent,
ed on the scaffold of Rogina a principle ofjustice, a principle
of civilisation which the Government has wantonly ignored.
I shall not weary the attention of the House at this late hour
of the night by recalling the well-founded grievances of the
half-breeds nor their numerous demands,nor the provocations

of the Governmentemployeas in the North-West, nor the part
taken by Louis Riel in the rebellion, provoked by the refusai of the Government to give justice to his countrymen.
These facts have already been diseussed lengthily and in a
brilliant manner by the hon..gentlemen whe have preceded
me. Therefore I shal limit my remarks .to the event which
the arbitrary action of the Guvernment has provoked in the,
country, and especially in te

Province of Quebec.

I shall-

also examine the reasons given by the Government to justifytheir conduct, and I shall state why the Government are
not justifiable in having ignored the verdict given by.the
jury at the trial of Louis Riel. The Province of Quebec,
from which I come, has protested more than any other
IR ovince of this Dominion against the exécution of Louis
Riel. But this House would be laboring under a great,
delusion if it should believe that the drama of Regina has
been the only cause of this constitutional and almost universaiagitation which has taken place in the Province. of
Quebec during the last few montha-agitation which,

in high oieles, has been oll
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which, I believe,. is jut as bright now as it ever
was, and is "certairily very far from going ont. The
provoking tone of a certain press whieh is frendly to the
Government, the unprovoked insulta thrown at the people
of the Province of Quebec, have been a cause and a very
important second cause of this agitation. A third cause,
which i will only mention by the way, is th disapprobation
of the general policy of the Goverument in the Province of
Quebec. Terefore, Mr. Speaker, I maysay that the execution has only been the extra drop of water which has caused
the overflow of popular indignation. As regards the first
catqie of the agitation, I muet say that if the execution of
Louis Riel has produced a deep feeling of disapprobation in
the Province to which I belong, it is because the press of
the country, the Ministerial press especially, had brought
about the prevalence of the certainty that Riel would not
be executed. And do you know why, Mr. Speaker? It
was because, pccording te the Ministe, ial papers,. if the halfbreeds of the North-West, having Louis Riel as a leader, had
thonght fit to take Up arma to defend their cause, that
was owing to the fact that the Government had ignored
their just claims, and that behind them were people who
were more to blame than themselves, and who had instigated the re4ellion. And I an glad to find that the hon.
ynember for Erovencher (Kr. Royal) ha adtnitted these
important facts, and has acknowledged that if the halfbreeds of the North-West have rebelled it was because the
Government had been exceedingly unfair, in their dealings
with them, in fact that the unfairness of the Government
towarde the half-brecds had been stil 1 worse than that which
tb y had shown towarda the Indiant. Seco dly, it is because the. rebellion had been brought about by the white
settlers who had been the leading agitators. A third reaaon
is that the Farmers' Union of Manitoba had made the
rebellion. Fourthly, it is because for several causes, under
the control of the Government, the recognition and settlement of the claims of the half-breeds was considerably delayed. Fifthly, because the white settlers, and especially a
man of high authority, Lawrence Clarke, had convinced
them that after fifteen years of uaeleus supplications and vain
appeals on their part, the Government was about to give to
their petitions an answer in the shape of five hundred men
Well, this avowal on the
and some leàden bullets.
part of the hon. member for -Provencher is an undeniable proof that the whole responsibility of the
insurrection Ought^not to. fall exclusively upon Louis
I will say more : I will say that that same
Riel.
pres asaserted that if Louis Riel received capital punishment every French Canadian must come to teI conclusion
that theGovernment wassacrificing him to the fury and hatred
9f the Orange lodges of Ontario, who desired to avenge the
murder of their brother, Thomas Scott. This, Mx. Speaker,
is the manner in whieh the Ministerial press prepared the
agitation. Therefore we need not be surprised at the large
proportious reached by this. agitation, and, to prove my
assertions, I may be allowed to quote a few extracts from Le
Canadien. I chose that paper in preference to severai others
published in the city of Quebec, because I believe it has the
Jargest circulation in my district and has the most to do
with forming public opinion. Hiere is is what Le Canadien
said on the 16th of November last:
"This date wil hereafter be a day of mourning and of shame for us.

Go1d-blooded cruelty bau been shown. A respite has been gransed to
anxieties ot clemency,
Riel. The people was made to go thruugh a Lhe3
and at the moment when these linos shall be read Riel will die. from

his body will go forth 1 the vacillating soul which for a long time was
bruising itselfsud maintained itseit on the wingo of isanty1' like a
bira caught in a trap.
Our history, whiek had been spotiesauup te Ibis time, may Tel its
lace, "sy put a black mark on the prewbich isbah contain th. 0ac.ont
of the judiclal murder of the i6th ofe vember.
"Thisajudicial murder is furthermore a national insult. .We sha

a suddes blase, but peak abou it l la properlia,
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"We find among the papers of a college mate of the Regina prisoner
abuted
rhapsody iblank verse, which the late lamented Oscar Dunn attrito Louis Riel :
" ' I am thine, lie said ; thine oh my country is this heart, this soul of
mine, What should I love if I did not love thee.
'' 'The interior of my breast is a churcb; thy image is the altar. Let
the altar subsist, and it necessary I[shahl overthrow the church.
"'And from my crumbling breast the following prayer will buret
forth-this last prayer'A blessing on My country, O God, Thy blessing on her.
I do not teil it to anybody; I do not cry it out on the prairie, nor
on the roads, that thou art whiat I love best in this vast universe.
"'Secretly, I follow thy footateps, ever faithful, and not like the
shadow which accompanies the hunter Dnly in fair weather,
I"Butas the darkness increases when night cumes on, my sorrow augmenta wlien the akiadeà ot niglit corne down upoa thé~, GOhmy country 1
i à"'And Igo where aillthy aevotees, raising their eups, askitneFateso
sned a new ray of brightness on thy holy lîfe ; and i drink to the last
drop tie wine of the brimful glass, a very bitter wine, for alas, my tears
fail into it.2
lThese are certainly very fine sentiments. They betoken a great
spirit of patriotism ; but if these words are from Riel, was not the spark
or insanity then inflaming that brain which the hand of God has been
pleased to touch later on, by applying to inttese words eof the hymn,
• kumsdsavit superbos P
' rhe interior of my breast, he said, is a church; thy image, Oh my
coutry,
the atar! Let tse atar subsist, and, if necessary, I shal
overthrow lte churcli for its .ake.'
"l l there not in these tew word. the mysterious and terrible germ
which, later on, drove Riel into religions monomania, into the folly ofi
greatness, before handing bim to the executioner?
We shali mourn the useiess murder of Louis Riel. Hiscause was
not ours. Le Canadien has said so to ail wno have read it; but the
cause of humanity is universal; neither Riel the madman, nor Riel the
politician, have a riglit-co euter proudly into his&ory by ascending the
steps of the gallows.
" More formunate than others who have seen themselves dying by
piecemeal, in the prison ceuis or in the asylums destined to monoinaniacs, Riel the insane died joyfully, fiading glory and renown inJa s
ineanity. kis soul imprisoned in his proud, brutai, uncouscious body,
nas found hur wings. It must be now purified in the nantd of its maker.
Litsencumbered from its mean swadduîag clothes which chokedit and
trammelled its impulses, it has entered forever iatothe realm ofhîghtand
uf history.'"

A few days afterwards the same paper, this time making a
violent enarge against the Orangemen of Upper Canada,
insinuated thiat if Louis liel was dead, it was only, as 1
stated a moment ago, in order to satisfy the fury of the
Orange lodges. It said:
" A political crime has just been consummated.
ail" Rielias died on thie seaffold.
" This judicial murder involves besides a erying lasult to our raoe and
to our reugion, for in this wanton murder it i the Orange opinion which
bas predominated.
"l et us theretore tell our people who are those who think that the
French Canadians must disappear and that we muet strike them wherever
they show themeselves. Let us tell them what those tanatics are, what
they have done, what they intend to do."

I might quote a great number of extracts from newspapers,
but 1 do not wisil to take advantage of the patience of the
flouse, and 1 will be very short. A second cause of the
constitutional agitation whichbook place in the country
has been the dissatisfaction of the Province of Quebec, as'
regards the general policy of the present fiovernment. -Let
it be well known ana let his liouse not forget ib, for the
Province of Quebec bas not .orgotten that atLer pledging
her to do lier full share towards pay ing the hu.ndreds of
millions which the construction of the Pacific Railway
must have cost, by holdinig OUL to ber, as a compensation,
the glittering hope of the North-West trade, the Governmeut las allowed the Canadian Pacilic Railway Company
to deviate 50 miles away from the centre of the population and left her isolated with the obligation of paying
her share. And the people, especially in the Pe.rovince 0f Quebec, had not forgotten, that for years
and years the (Îovernment had turned a deat ear to
the representations of the uniortunate half-breeds of thei
lNorth-West, who had sent them prayers upon prayers,
petitions upon petitions, deputations upon deputations, in
order to obtain justice and to put an end to the rufianly
auts ol wiîich they were the victims on the part of the
Government employees. The people of the Province of
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claims, the Government had continued to allow them to be
wronged and despoiled until at last there was an outbreak,
which brought with it the sad event which terminated by
the drama of Regina. Consequently, when the unexpected
execution of Louis Riel was known, the popular indignation
was at its height and a loud cry of reprobation was heard
from one end of the country to the other. Is it a wunder,
Mr. Speaker, that the Province of Quebec should have
protested more than any other Province in the Dom inion
against the injustice which had. been committed i4 the
execution of Louis Riel? Ie it surprising that the
French Canadians should have been aroused when, they
saw a certain number of their countrymen of d'iferent
origin, rejoicing on Riel's tomb and throwing insulta in their
face ? For, Kr. Speaker, if Riel went beyond the limits
of a constitutional agitation, in his defence of the rights of
the half-breeds, if he was tound guilty by the jury, it was
not as a vulgar assassin, but it was for having taken up arme
against the Dominion Government who refused to give
justice to his countrymen. Louis Riel never pretended to
rebel against the authority of the Empire, he never ceased
for a moment to hoist the British flag, for, like all British
subjects, he knew that the British flag, in a well-governed
country, has within its tolds principles , of justice and fair
play, and it would be an insat to thile fag which protects
us to pretend that any fair play was shown to the halfbreeds of the North-West. Louis Riel has been guilty of
violence, I admit it, Mr. -Speaker; he even went beyond the
limits of constitutionality; but it ise clear that he never
intended to infringe upon the rights of the Crown as represented by the Government of Canada. Therefore, lo was
guilty of a political offence, and for a long time past, in
civilised countries, political offences have not been punished
by death. The half-breeds only asked one thing: They
asked that justice should be given to them, and justice was
not given to them. Will it bu pretended,that in the countries
over which foats the British flag, justice is not always the
same whether people inhabit the sliores of the Thames, the
shores ofthe St. Lawrence or the banks of the Saskatchewan ?
Under such circumstances tte great majority of the citizens of the country had reason to believe that the death
sentence pronouaced Againut Louis Riel would be commuted
at the last moment. Tre recommendation of -thejury to the
elemency of the court, the solemn promises that the execution would not take place, promises which were made up
to the last moment to the hon. members from Quebec, the
many respites granted, the doubt on the mental state of the
prisoner; I should say at once the insanityand irresponsibility of the prisoner, the supplications of a whole people,
and above al the guilty negîect of the Government and
their officers in the administration of the affairs of the NorthWest, which has provoked the rebellion of the unfortunate
hali-breeds of the North-West, had caused the prevalence of
the oertainty that the Government of the country would
never dare to defy public opinion by allowing the execution
of the sentence of death pronounced against Louis Riel.
And allow me te eay, Mr. Speaker, tuat the Canadian
people would be most happy to-day were we not compelled to upbraid the (*overnment for having committed this political crime, this judicial murder.
Sincerely believing that the Government should not have
ignored the jury's verdict recommending Louis Riel to the
mercy of the court, were not the citizens of the Province of
Quebec justified in protesting and in saying in their meetings tha& the Government haa done wrong in ignoring that
verdict, and in not commuting the sentence of death pronounced against Louis Riel? Consequently, what they did
was a constitutional act. The agitation which has followed
was not made, let it be weil known, for a purely polhtical
object; its object was to protest against the injustice of the
Government. There was nothing in these protestations to

Quiebee had not torgotten that, instead of granting ther just frighten our follow-citizons whose origin and creed differ
Mr'. Q ir,
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From ours. We did not ask to obtain new rights; thank
God, we have no more conquests to make as regards political
liberties; what the Province of Quebec demanded was not
even the particular rights of the French Oanadian people,
but the rights of civilisation and humanity. No doubt,
Mr. Speaker, it is hardly possible, under these circumstances, to forget the question of race and religion, but it
has never had precedence on the question of political
rights. In all civilised countries mighty voices have
been beard demanding the commutation of the sentence of death pronounced against Louis Riel. In
all civilised countries protestations have been heard
against the Government who had allowed that sentence
to be carried out, and was it reasonable to suppose that we
French Canadians would not be allowed to protest ? Mr.
Speaker, it would have been difficult to have silenced our
voice at a time when unprovoked insults were thrown in
our face-perhaps to soothe our sorrow as they thoughtby a certain press which supports the present Administration, and who upbraided usfor our admiration of the bravery
of the half breeds, and the coolness and manliness of their
unfortunate leader on the gallows of Regina.
It will be
readily adnitted, however, that there is a great difference
betweern the admiration for a people struggling for their
rights and the act of encouraging them in their revolt
against the constituted authorities. Now, in order to restore
peace in the North-West Territories, and especially to maintain it, was it necessary for the Government to take Riel's
blood ?
This House will admit that the Government
might have easily dispensed with this useless act of cruelty,
and that they are n>istaken if they think that by so doing
they have overawed or terrified the Indians and half-breeds.
On that subject we have the opinion of Mgr. Taché himself,
who is an authority on the subject, and who states that the
reverse will probably take place if we are to judge by the
effect produced upon them by the display of our formidable
armaments. Here is what Arcbbishop Taché says in bis
work on the situation in the North-West, page 15:
" I have read within a few days certain remarks which seemed very
strange to me; they were-must I say it? jokes on the hanging of the
Indians at Battleford. The author of that nonsense went Bo far as to
threaten to hang ail the Indians of the North-Westin order 1o give them an
efficacious lesson. That the canon ehould be the last argument ofkings,
is a sufficient matter for regret, but ehat is to be said of those who pretend that the hangman's rope should be the first argument of christian
civilisation towards our In dians on the occasion of the first serious difficulty we have with them?
" Betore concluding theee remarks, I feel bound to state wbat is, with
regard to the Indians, the impression made on thein by the events which
occured in the North-West. [ do not know what they think of the executions which have j ust taken place, but I know very well what they think
of the movements of our tr.aops. The people of Canada would be in error
if they thought that the Indians of the North-West are terrified and have
a very exalted idea of our armaments; it is the contrary which is true.
This resuit may surprise some, but, surprising as it is, it has its dangers
and iL is proper that it should be known in order that mistakes may be
avoided.?

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am justified in saying that the
Government would have obtained a much more satisfactory
result by using clemency and by commuting the sentence of
death pronounced against Louis Riel. Therefore, I will say
with Archbishop Tache: The Government have allowed the
execution to take place; let them bear the whole responsi.
bility of it, and it is an indignity to shift it to other
shoulders. But this louse bas a right to judge the reasons
given by the Government to justify their conduct. I will
admit, Mr. Speaker, that 1 was anxious, very anxious to
know what were the high reasons of state which the Gov.
ernment would give for not accepting the verdict of the
jury of Regina recommending Riel to the mercy of the
court. The hon. Minister of Public Works has given one,
which, in my opinion, is far from being acceptable, but let
us hear what the hon. Seocretary of State, speaking on behalf
of the Qovernment, has to say, and let this House take
notice of the one and sole reason which he has given to
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justify the Government. Here is what he says in a speech
delivered to his constituents:
"Lat winter, Louis Riel was not taking his first steps in his career
of high treason. His rebellion of 1869, the useles murder ofScott, whose
execution he ordered when it was impossible for that poor unfortunate
man to do him any harm."

And elsewhere:
" To pretend seriously that a man, once guilty of high treason and
murder, once pardoned and then taken carrying arma against hie
country might expect to eseape with bis life, would be to show a degree
of assurrance which Riel huself never had, because when he left
Montana he himself declared that hie head might b. the prioe of the
step ho was taking.
IThis doctrine of mercy in favor of politinal offenders cou'd not, even
if it was recognised, be applied to the man who in cold blood lot loose
on his countrymen the savage hordes of the Indian tribes."

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the great reason which has induced
the Government to refuse, in 1885, a commutation of the
sentence of death pronounced against Louis Riel, was, that
Riel was a relapser, that Riel was unworthy of sympathy,
because he was the murderer of that poor Scott, that he
was a wretch, and that for these reasons he deserved capital
punishment. And yet, in the Legielature of the Province of
Quebe, in the month of December, 1874, the hon. Secretary
of State moved a resolution stating that it was impossible
to assimilate the action of Louis Riel in 1870 to the folonious acts which are ordinarily punished by law. What
will the Ministerial press now say about the hon. Secretary
of State and his colleagues in the Government after this
avowal that Louis Riel was guilty of murder in 1870 ?
Will it devote him and his colleaguos to the hatred of the
French Canadians, or will it disown its writings of fifteen
years against the hon. leader of the Opposition ? No, Mfr.
Speaker, the reason alleged by the hon. Socretary of State
cannot be admitted, because, whatever may have been the
faults of Louis Riel in 1870, the law could not cortainly
reach him in 1885, for offences which must necessarily
have been obliterated by five years of banishment. I will
say even more, Mr. Speaker, if the Government, in 1885,
were of opinion that Louis Riel was still amenable for the
murder of Thomas Scott, why did they not have him
arrested in the month of June, 1884, the moment ho set
his foot on Canadian territory ? What an amount of trouble,
of disappointment would have been averted from the
country ? What a number of precious lives would have
been spared ? The blood of our brave soldiers would not
Well,
have stained the plains of the North-West.
assuming that all the reasons invoked by the
Government and their friends to justify thom in
allowing the sentence pronounced against Louis Riel
were adequate, I believe the doubt on the mental state of
the prisoner was sufficient to settle the question. There is
one opinion admitted by the medical profession, and it is
that the moment a poor unfortunate sufferstfrom any mental

disease whatever, he cannot be considered as responsible
for acte committed even outside of his mania. And what i.
the conclusion to be inferred from the depositions of the
different medical experts who have been heard at Regina
during the trial? I will not quote the long depositione of
Drs. Roy, Clarke, Jukes and Wallace, others have done so
before me. However, the House will allow me to say that
Dr. Wallace, although he is one of the medical experts who
stated under oath before the court at Regina during the
trial, that they thought Riel was sound in mind and
responsible for his acte, Dr. Wallace, I say, admits that he
has based his judgment on a conversation he had with Riel,
Besides he
which conversation only lasted half an hour.
is forced to admit that Riel might have been insane and
irresponsible without his being able to discover in him any
symptoms of madness. He said furthermore, that he had
happened to treat poor unfortunatesdeprived of their reason
who had been under his care for weeks, in the Imaatie
aaylum at Hamilton, without hie succeeding in disoovering
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any symptoms of madness. He also admitted that Louis militated in favor of clemeney on the part of the GovernWhat says Dr. ment, by bearing in mind, the fact, that Louis Riel was
Riel was suffering from megalomania.
Jukes, Surgeon in the North-West Mounted Police? HResuffering from a mania which at two different times had
says that he never tried to discover whether Riel was sound necessitated his confinement in lunatic asylums, and by
in mind or not. fie conversed with him when he made examining on the other hand, the more or less good reasons
him his ordinary visits, but he never tried to find in bis which have induced the Government to lay aside all
oenversation any trace of madness. He never specially ex- principles of justice and humanity, I can arrive at no other
amined whether he was insane or not, but he admits that conclution but that the Government should have acceded
there are cases of madness which can only be discovered by to the verdict of the jury recommending Riel to mercy.
touching accidentally the subjects on which the patient And as they did not do it, I can only conclude that
raves; the subjects on which Louis Riel was wont to rave long before the trial the Government had decided that
wree religion and his providential mission to the North Louis Riel should expiate on the scaffold the crime
West Territory, and he admits that he has never had of having revealed to his country the infamies of
any conversation with him on any of these subjects. the administration of the affairs of the North-West.
Wh at says Dr. Clarke, Superintendent of the lunatic By not sending Louis Riel to the gallows, the Government
asylum of Toronto ? I have no need to read bis evidence, would, undoubtedly, have admitted the extenuating circum.
it has already been quoted before the House. We know staqces of the rebellion which they provoked; and in order
the opinion of that learned specialist. He does not hesitate to cover the greatness of their crime, the Ministers decided
to state that Louis Riel was certainly suffering from to allow the sentence of death pronouncod against Louis
megalomania, and his opinion is shared by Dr. Roy, of Riel to be carried out; but the people who will judge the
the Beauport Asylum, under whose care the prisoner was Government on the day of retribution, must not forget the
for eighteen months, and who positively swears that Riel was immense responsibility which bears down on the present
suffering from megalomania and was certainly irrespousible Administration, and I hope they will not fail to say, that
for his acts. Well, Mr. Speaker, what is the conclusion to they withdraw their confidence from a Govern ment who bas,
be drawn from the depositions of those different medical in defiance of all principles of justice and humanity, and for
experts ? It is this: That if Louis Riol was not certainly mere party considerations, allowed a poor unfortunate, desuffering from megalomania or theomania there were at prived of reason and responsibility, to be executed. For
least undeniable doubts that he suffered from these diseases, these reasons I will vote in favor of the motion oi the hon.
and thon the benefit of the doubt should have been given member for Monimagny.
to him. But, in my opinion, the doubt completely disapMr. MACKINTOSH moved the adjournment of the
pears when it is proved that Louis Riel las been confined debate.
during nineteen months in the Longue Pointe Asylum and
Motion agreed to.
in that of Beauport. The reýport of the medical commission
itself dces not reach any other conclusion unless it is that
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
he really suffered from megalomania or theomania. But a
the
House.
very extraordinary fact, which will probably be one of the
greatest discoveries of our days, is that the medical men,
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 12.30 a.m.
very distinguished mon, no doubt, who formed part of the (Friday).
commission, admit that Louis Riel had not the full enjoyment of bis mental faculties when he spoke about religious
and political questions, and still they declare him responHOUSE OF COMMONS.
sible for an act which is essentially political. Fortunately,
Mr. Speaker, the medical faculty is not bound to uphold that
conclusion and I am glad of it. I might multiply the quoFRIDAY, 19th March, 1886.
tations from authors to prove the irresponsibility of Riel;
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
other speakers have done so before me and I will simply
quote the opinion of Archbishop Taché himself on this
unfortunate man in his work intituled: "La situation au
PRAYERs.
Nord Ouest." lere is what he says:
MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.
"For my part twenty years of observation have given me convictions
which are diametrically opposed to those which are invoked. I had
too many reasons to study in their minutest details the dispositions and
actions of my unfortunate protégé not to be in a position to know what
he was and what may have led him in the lamentable ways which he
has followed. For long years I have been convinced beyond all doubts
that apart from his brilliant qualities of the mind and heart he was suffering from megalomania or theomania which alone eau explain ail that
he bas done up to the last moment. My convictions are sincere, but it
cannot be inferred from them that all who do not share them are lacking
in sincerity. The natural consequences of my convictions on this sad
subject have been put aside and the hopes I had entertained until the
last moment were blighted. Notwithstanding this disappointment, I
will not allow myself to insult those who have caused it. I do not despair of the future of my country to the extent of believing that Our public
men are capable of allowing themselves to be influenced solely by hatred
and by the cold calculations which it inspires."

Probably his Lordship was mistaken.

"I am not aware of what took place in the Council of those who rule
us, but I cannot believe that they have not consulted their duty. At all
events they have assumed the responsibility, and I do not wish to give
rise to difficulties nor to develop obstacles to which it would be difficult
to assign a favorable issue."

Mr. FOSTER presented a Message from His Excellency
the Governor General.
Mr. SPEAKE R read the Message as follows:LANsDOWNU.
The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, copies of
despatches and other papers with reference to the transfer of Cape Race
Lightship and Steam Fog-Whistle from the Imperial Government to the
Uovernment of the Dominion of Canada.
GOVERNMENT HoUisU,
OTmAWA, 18th March, 1886.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 58) to incorporate the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
Junction Railway Company.-(MIr. Colby.)
Bill (No. 59) to incorporate the First Synod in the
This is what Archbishop Taché himself thought of his Dominion of Canada of the Roformed Episcopal Church.protégé Louis Riel. He had no doubt that Louis Riel (Mr. Beaty.)
was suffering from megalomania and theomania. 'Now, Mr.
Bill (No 60) to incorporate the Colonial Bank of Canada.
SpOaker, by uniting the concurrence of circumstances whioh -(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)
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