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Introduction

In 1976, The Association of Metis and Non-Status Indians
of Saskatchewan established the Aboriginal Rights Program to
undertake research and gather information about the aboriginal
rights of the Metis people. The program would provide AMNSIS
with information and services in the aboricinal rights area.

The research and information cathering process should be
completed by March 1980. It has involved research work into
public archives, government documents, church records and many
other sources, The information gathered is about Metis history,
legal acts and the gcovernment's mistreatment of Metis peorle.

When AMNSIS established the Aboricinal Rights Program, it
was recognized that all Saskatchewan Metis must be involved in
the aboriginal rights area. This involvement is to be obtained
through the Community Ccnsultation Program. In the £fall of
1978, some material was field-tested and this topic is the
first of the information to be presented for use throughcut
the province.

Metis people must determine what their aboriginal rights
are and how these can be settled and dealt with by government.

The first topic of the Consultation Program is "A Historical
Overview of the Metis Peoole" and includes five sections which

are:

}..l

. The Development of the Metis Culture
. Aboriginal Rights in Canada
The History of Rupertsland and the Northwest

The Metis People and their Conflict with Canada

e w N

. Canada's Dealings with the Metis People

The sections will examine Metis history and culture and
the role the Metis played in the development of Canada. They
also examine the lifestyle of the Metis and how and why they

fought for recognition of their rights.



They will also examine how the Canadian governement dealt
with the Metis in the 1800's. Finally vou will see how
the governement's mistreatment and neglect has affected the
present situation of the Metis.

It is hopedpeople will learn and benefit from thesse
sections and orovide feedback to AMNSIS and the Aboriginal

Rights Program.



Chapter I

In this chapter, you will see what culture is, how
culture develops and how culture affects the way we look
at ourselves, others and the things around us. You will
see how our culture is the way we live and is an important
part of who we are. You will see that all people have a
culture. We are born into a culture and carry that culture
with us through life.

You will review the culture and values of the Indian
people who lived in North America 40,000 years before the
Europeanscame. You will compare this traditional Indian
way of life to the way of life of the first Europeans.

Then, vou will look at the early Metis culture and compare
it to the Indian culture and the European culture. You wilil
see how the Metis culture allowed the Metis to become the
middleman between the Indians and the Europeans.

Culture is the way of life of a people. All people
have culture but it is not the same. Italians are different
from Chinese and the Indians are different from Africans.
There are differences in the way people live and these can
be considered differences in culture. One culture is not
better than the other but is simply different. We can not
say that European culture 1is better than Indian culture but
we can say that these cultures are different. Why are
cultures different?

Cultures develop to satisfy our needs which all human
beings have. We need food, shelter and friendship. The wav
we satisfy these needs is set by our culture. For example,
if we again look at the European and Indian cultures, we know
that bcth Europeans and Indians eat but we also know that they
eat different things.

Our culture is learned. Almost everything we do or believe
in is learned from our parents, members of our family or other

members of our own cultural group.
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First, we learn the language that our parents speak.

We learn to like and dislike certain foods, to make certain
kinds of houses and to dress in certain ways. Each culture
has its own way of making a living or an economy. The tools
used are called its technology. Each culture has its own
traditional arts-dancinc, singing, and drawing. Cultural
values are a very important part of any culture.

All cultures are different from one another, but are made
up of the same parts. These parts are language, food, dress,
and shelter, customs, traditional arts, economy and technology,
ané spiritual values anc beliefs.

Babies babble all +he sounds cof the world's languages.
Gradually, they learn which sounds are part of their languace.
By the time they are twc or three years old, they speak their own
language. At the same time as they are learning their language

thev are also learning =he other parts of their culture.

Lancuage is a way fcr them to learn. It is the most important way

in which culture is passed from generation to generation.

Learning their language helprs children learn those things that

are most important to their culture.

For example, Inuits who live in a land of ice and snow have
over thirty words to reifer to diffrent kinds of ice. These
differences are important to them as their very survival depends
on their understanding oZ their surroundings and their ability
to use the ice.

Languages are flexible and change as surroundings change.
New words develop to describe new experiences. 01l1ld words may
become less important and people stop using them. TFor example,
few people today have heard of a "Bennett Buggy". During the
Depression in the 1930's few people could afford to buy gasoline
so thev would hiteh up horses to their cars. They called this
method of transportation a "Bennett Buggy" as R. B. Bennett was
the Canadian Prime Minister at that time. The term meant not
only an important political idea but an important social and

economic fact.



The art of a cultural group includes music, dancing,
carving, painting, singing, writing, and other forms of art.

Each culture has its own style of art. Canadian society has
theatre, literature, symphony, ballet, opera, painting and
others which were all brought to this country from Europe.
Traditional Indian people had different art forms. They

had social music such as grass or round dances as well as
religious music for ceremonies such as the sun dance. Their

art includes everything from baskets for carrying berries to
ceremonial dresses. The materials used were those found

about them in nature-natural dyes, roots, barks, porcudine
guills, moose hair and skins. What might be called murals today
were painted on teepee walls. These paintings told stories from
the past or visions of things to come. The arts of all cultures
record the storyv of the people in their effort to meet their needs.

The economy of a people is the way they make their living.

It is the way they use the land and resources to satisfy their
needs. The tools that theyv use are their technology.

In some parts of Canada, people make their living by £fishing.
Fishing 1s their economy. Their boats and nets are their
technology.

In other parts of Canada people work in factories. Wage
labour becomes their economy and the tools of the factory are
their technology.

We know that farmina is imvortant £for the countrv. A fazrmer
lives from growing crops which is his economy. The farm
machinery is his technoloay.

Values and spiritual beliefs are important to people of all
cultures, Values are shown in all aspects of culture-housing,
clothing, food, traditional arts and the economy. For example,
there have been tremendous changes in the values of Canadians
concerning modesty. In the old days, dresses were long to cover

all of the woman's body. To show your ankle was a sin. Now

anything coes.
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Scome values which are common in Canadian society today are
success, money, honesty, law and order, freedom, hard work, and
cleanliness. These values are shown in all parts of culture
and are evident in the way Canadians view other people. These
values are often.shown in o0ld sayings such as "Honesty is the
best policy"; "Cleanliness is next to godliness"; and, "A job
worth deing is worth doinc well".

In most cultures, the value system is tied to the spiritual
or religious beliefs. For example, for Christain nations,
the Ten Commandments serve as the basis of their values. Christairs
also add the teachings cZ Christ concerning love to others and
those less fortunate. TxZis explains missionaries and Salvation
Army misssions.

Other religionsholé other values. The Indian did not hunt
for the sake of hunting, but did sc to survive. This affected
how they related to and worshipped the land and plant and
animal life.

We can see that our culture or way of life is divided up

into many parts. These include:

- language - housing
- food - customs
- dress - traditional art

- economy andé technology

- values and sriritual beliefs
In the Indian spiritual world, the Creator made a couple

who were the Earth and the Sun. The Earth was Woman and the Sun
was Man. The marriage =Z the Earth and the Sun brought forth
the World as we know it.
In the beginning the Earth had little meaning so the Earth
and the Sun created life-the plants, the animals and Man. This
is why the Indian people refer to Mother earth and Father Sun.
Mother Earth gave birth to four orders of things-the physical
world, the plant world, the animal world and Man. The order of
their birth determined the relationship between the orders.



The physical world--the mountains, rivers, forests and lakes--is

the world on which everything else depends. The physical world

such as mountains can exist alone. The physical world is next to
the Creator. Next came the plant world. The plants are dependent
upon the physical world for their life but plants can survive without
animals or Man. The animal world is dependent on the plant world
but can exist without Man. Finally, Man needs all the others.

He cannot survive without the physical world, the plants world and
the animal world. Man is the most weak and dependent of all the
creatures in the World and cannot survive alone. Man is the last

in the order of things.

The Indian's acceptance of his place in the order of things
gave him a view of himself as part of the world rather than in
control of it. This gave him values and attitudes which deter-
mined his behavior. The Indian's view that he was dependent on
everything else in the world made him aware of the unity of all

things. All life must be in harmony.

This view of the world and his place in it determines the
Indian's view of land and resources, economics, government and

the way people treat each other.

In the European or Christian religion, God was the Supreme
Being who created the world in seven days. He created man in his
own image. Therefore, man is next to God in the order of thir =.
It is believed that with God's help man can do anything. He can
conquer the physical world, crash through any barriers presented

by the plant world and tame the animal for his own bpurposes.

In economics, the Indians believed in living in harmony with
nature. This meant using the land and the resources only for survival.
This came from the belief that Mother Earth belonged to all and was
needed by her creatures (men, animals and plant life). Men should
only take what they needed for their own use. The land and the
resources were respected and protected for their children and their

children's children.

Europeans, on the other hand, had developed agricultural and

industrial economies based on using the land and its resources

- e
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for profit with little thought to the effect on their surroundings.

The pollution of air and water, the destruction of the land by
over-cultivation and the effects of too many people living in one
area were not understood. All these things were ignored in search

of profits.

In North America, Europeans established the fur trade to make
money. They pressured the Indian people to bring in as many furs
as possible to ensure high profits. There was little understanding
of the effects of such exploitation of game, fur and other
resources. Europeans gave little concern to how Indian people would

be affected by the exploitation of resources.

We have identified land use as a separate issue because Indian
people have a very different attitude towards land. They believed
the land was available to all creatures and therefore, a particular
Indian group who occupied an area was not the sole owner. They
used the land for their survival and shared it with animals, plants
and other people. If other tribes attempted to occupy their area,
they would fight to protect it.

Indian people did not usually have individual plots of land.
They claimed ownership of the land as a group and the land belonged

to everyone.

However, in some areas of British Columbia and areas around
the Great Lakes, some individual ownership of land was beginning
to develop. This was in areas where people were establishing
permanent villages. They lived from the supply of fish and game
available in a small area and were beginning to farm. In a farming
economy, an individual family had claim to a particular plot of
land for its use. 1In a society which lived in villages, it was
also important that an individual family own a plot to build their

home.

Indian people in North America did not have government
organizations and institutions such as those that exist today.
However, they did have their own form of government. They were
organized into bands and each band had leaders. These leaders were

the chiefs and the elders who had certain roles in leadership and
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decision-making. The elders were the historians, legal advisors,
marriage counsellors and general advisors. Also the elders and the
mothers were the teachers of the children. The Medicife People
looked after the health and welfare of everyone.

Government was based on a small community unit. All people
were involved in band activities. Decisions were made when everyone
agreed to something. Different tribes had different ways of choosing
their chiefs. Some were chiefs because their fathers and grandfathers
were chiefs. Some were chosen for life. Others were chosen for

specific periods such as during a war or a hunt.

In Europe, at this time, countries or nation states existed.
These nation states were made up of thousands of people who were
subjects of the same leader. This leader, dsually called a king,
often felt that God had given him his power. He ruled as he pleased

without consulting anyone.

Next to the king were the lords or noblemen who owned large
estates and had hundreds of peasants working the land. The king
had power over everyone. The lords or noblemen had total power and
control over everyone working on their estates. The peasants were
of little value unless they worked hard and said nothing. As long
as they lived on the estate, they were under the control of the

nobleman who owned the estate.

In the way that people treated one another, there were sorc
things in common between the European culture and the Indian
culture. People related to each other on a one-to-one basis,
and man-woman relationships were similar. The family was
important in both cultures. Both Indians and Europeans had
special occasions such as festivals, ceremonies, and special

events.

There were also some very important differences. 1In
the Indian culture, the individual person was important as
a part of the group. In European cultures, individuals were
encouraged to succeed for themselves. Europeans were expected
to compete against each other while Indians were expected to

help one another. The wisdom of the elders was respected and
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relied upon in Indian culture. In European culture, people
retired when they were too old to work.

These comparisons show the similarities and differences,
pinpoint where conflicts arose, and make us aware of how
Europeans pushed their culture on Indians and what this did to

the Indian people.

As mentioned in previous discussion, there were a group
of people in the Northwest known as the Metis. There were some
cultural differences between these people and the Indian people.
The Metis played a role as go-betweens or middlemen between
the European culture and the traditional culture of the Indians.

Some of the specific characteristics of the Metis culture

differed from both the Indian and the European culture.

The term "Metis" means "mixed blood". These were the
children of European fathers and Indian mothers. Not all
Metis lived the same lifestyle. Some lived like Indians and
others lived with Indian bands. Others lived separately and

developed a new Metis culture.

Spiritually, most Metis identified with European religions.
Most French Metis were strong Roman Catholics and most English
halfbreeds were Anglican. Some Metis combined both the European
and Indian belief systems. They still observed Indian ceremonies

while practising a European religion.

In economics, the Metis mixed both traditions. They
roamed as buffalo hunters but also set up farming communities.
At the same time, Metis people worked at new kinds of jobs such
as freighting, trading, mission school teaching and manufacturing.
Employment with the Hudson's Bay Company allowed some Metis to
become a part of the European social system. Generally, they
were more competitive and motivated by self-interest than the

Indian people.



The Metis often spoke both native and European languages
and would often combine French or English with the Indian language.

The clothing style of the Metis was a mixture of both the
Indian and European cultures. European clothing consisted of
long coats, trousers, boots and hats. The Metis wore beaded
buckskin coats similar to the European style. They wore Indian
moccasins as well as colorful sashes ardund their waists.
Like their Indian ancestors, the Metis had a strong feeling
for color and decoration. For special occasions they often
wore beadwork and ornaments. The Metis combined both the
usefulness and style of the Indian and European cultures in

their clothing.

The Metis had a military-like government on the prairies.
Their laws were clearly defined by many Metis settlements
and taken seriously by everyone in the communities. They had
generals and commanders and the rules were clearly defined in
the Laws of the Buffalo Hunt. In the Red River area, Riel,
leader of the Provisional Government, led the community using

international laws which governed the European nations.

The Metis combined the Indian's respect for nature and
European discripline in their law and government. Some
communities had laws to govern behavior and in some cases, there

were even court martials.

In their relationships with each other, the Metis had
similar ideas to both Indians and Europeans with respect to the
roles of men, women and children. They lived in communities
with rules like the Indians but they worked in European jobs
which encouraged self-interest and competition.

The Metis culture was a combination of Indian traditional
values and European values. Characteristics of both cultures
aided in making the Metis go-betweens between the Indians and
the Europeans to bridge the gap between the two cultures.
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SUMMARY

In summary, all people have a way of life called their
culture. You learn your culture from your parents and people
that.you grow up with. All members of your own culture have
similar cultural ways. All cultures have common parts such as
language, food, dress, housing, traditional arts, economy,

technology, and spiritual values and beliefs.

In this chapter, we saw some of the traditional values of
Indian people in North America. We compared the traditional
Indian values with those of Europeans. We saw how these values
were similar and how these were different. We looked at the
effect of these different values on the Indian people. We
saw the Metis culture, the Indian culture, and the European
culture. We read the role the Metis played as go-betweens with
the European traders and the Indian people.

We saw that it was the differences in the cultural values
of the Indians and Europeans which led to conflict. The
Europeans imposed their values on the Indian people and caused

hardship and frustration for them.



DEFINITIONS:

1. Tradition - proven and accepted ways which are handed
down from generation to generation.

2. Values - things that have worth; things that are held
dear, e.g., honesty, co-operation, harmony with nature.

3. Culture - way of life; e.g., language, art, food, and
the way we joke, play, love, etc.

4. Customs - the accepted values or habits that are part
of a culture.

5. Middlemen - people who go between two other groups.

6. Need - something that we must have to live such as
food, clothing and shelter.

7. Economy - a way of making a living.

8. Technology - the tools or equipment used to make a
living.
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Chapter 2«

Introduction

The purpose of this Chapter is to help you to understand

what is meant by aboriginal rights, and where the idea of
aboriginal rights came from. We will see how aboriginal rights
was discussed by the European rulers and religious leaders.
We will see how different European nations developed these
ideas and how they used them. As well, we will look at why
other nations did not pay any attention to these ideas when
they dealt with aboriginal people.

In particular we will look at how ideas about aboriginal
rights were applied in what is now Canada, first by the French
and English, and then by the Canadian government. We will
look at the laws in Canada which deal with aboriginal rights
and how the Canadian governments used these laws in its

treatments of the Indian and Metis people.



Chapter 2

For at least 40,000 years the Indian and Inuit peoples
lived in North America. They lived in small groups or bands
and followed game for their survival. Each band had its own
government which governed things concerning everyone in the
group. Every member of the band had his or her own job which
contributed to the life of the whole community. These bands
were strong social groups tied together by their language,

culture and traditions..

All the bands in what is now Canada had sovereign rights.
They had the right to their own religion, language and educa-
tion. They had their own government and law enforcement. They
had sovereignty over the lands they used and in which they lived.
they could hunt and fish when they wished to take care of their
needs. For the aboriginal people, these rights were also col-
lective rights. They were rights that belonged to everyone 1in

the group rather than individuals.

At the same time in Europe on the other side of the Atlantic
Ocean, people did not know of North America or of the aboriginal
people. At this time European thinkers or philosophers were
discussing whether the world was flat and how far you could sail

out to sea without fzlling cff the edge.

Almost all Eurcpeans were peasants. They did not own any
land and worked on small plots growing food which they had to
give to the lords. These lords owned large estates where there
were hundreds of peasants who did the work for them. The pea-
sants had to pay the lords' rent as well as give them most of
what they grew. All they owned were the clothes on their backs

which they made themselves.

The European countries such as England, Spain and France were
ruled by one person, a king or a queen. This king or gueen had
total power over everything in the country. Some of these kings
were good and wise, but most were selfish and cruel. They were
remembered for the numbers of people that they beheaded or
tortured. The lords in the country spent most of their time
trving to keep the rulers happy and at war with other European

countries to gain more land.



In 1492, an Italian, Christopher Columbus, convinced Queen
Isabella of Spain that he could reach India by sailing west
instead of east as everyone else did. Columbus thought the world
was round and because of this, everyone thought he was crazy.
Because she wanted Indian spices and Chinese silks, Queen Isakella
agreed to send Columbus with three small ships. He had a harc time
getting a crew because everyone thought they woﬁld fall off the
edge of the world. Columbus set sail and finally reached land.
He thought he had found India so he called the people there Indians.

The fact that Columbus found a new land and new people created
confusion for the European nations. These nations had develcped
laws to govern the way they acted with each other. This was
called International Law. According to International Law, the
first European nation to find new land was able to claim
sovereign rights to that area. This meant that they could claim
the territory as their own. Other Euopean nations recognized
that the new territory belonged to them until the territory was
captured in war or ceded in some way. However, the European

nations had no laws about dealing with aboriginal peoples.

In 1532, a Spanish priest, de Vitoria, who was a teacher at
the University of Salemanca in Spain, raised guestions about
these ideas and these ways of claiming land. He said that such
an idea could only apply to a land area where there were no
people. If there were already people there, then the people who
occupied the area had the first claim to it. He said that their
rights were as complete as those of any citizen in any civilized
European country and should by recognized as such in law. (See

reference 1 and also Native Rights in Canada.)

De Vitoria's teaching started disagreements within the
Catholic Church about the practices of European nations. In
1538, the Pope passed a law in which this idea of the rights of
the aboriginal people became law. At that time most European

nations were Catholic and abserved many of the church laws.

Spain was the first country to adopt this idea and to make
laws.to control the dealings of traders and colonization com-

panies with aboriginal people. Later it ensured that this



church law also became law in the new territories which they
claimed as belonging to Spain. For example, in laws applying
to the West Indies, the aboriginal people were given full

Spanish citizenship rights.

The French, on the other hand, ignored the church laws and
the ideas on aboriginal rights and did not at any time adopt
them or apply them in their dealings with aboriginal people.
they operated on the basis that, if they could conguer the
aboriginal people, chase them away, or get the from them by
some other means, the land was thing. Aboriginal people were
then treated as if they needed to be ‘christianized' and

'frenchified' before they could be French citizens.

Great Britain was not a Catholic country but it adopted the
idea of aboriginal rights in its dealings with aboriginal peoples
in North America. Since Britain was so important in the early

history of Canada, we will look at their practices again later.

The Spanish were careful about making laws about aboriginal
people. They made it gquite clear that their purpose was to get
the lands for themselves for trade and settlements. They also
made it clear that they were gocing to get the land be any means
possible and at the least cost to the French nation. This meant

either war, taking it over or chasing out the original people.

The British, on the other hand, had much experience around
the world with colonies. They knew that it was expedient to
keep good relationships with the aboriginal people. The British
wanted to do two things. One was to trade and the other was to
settle. It is difficult to carry on trade with someone you are
fighting. It is also difficult to set up safe settlements in a
far away country when you are at war with the people of that
country. Therefore, the British tried to keep on good terms

with aboriginal people and to . deep them satisfied.

By recognizing the land claims of the aboriginal people and
by arranging to purchase their land from them, they believed
they could accomplish these goals. 1In the early period up to
about the 1750's, it was left that arrangements for purchase and
compensation would be worked out privately between private

individuals or companies and the aboriginal people claiming a



" particular land area. (See rgference 1 and 2)

In our overview, it has been noted that private buyers
would often cheat the aboriginal people. The Britsh govern-
ment had counted on the local governments in their colonies
to exercise some control over these purchases. However,
private individuals, corporations and local governments were
interested in getting land and the resources for themselves at
the lowest price possible. May of these individuals or cor-
porations were not noféd for honesty. They used whatever
means possible to get land and resources in ways which would be
recognized by British law but which gave as little in return for
the land as possible. The ideas on aboriginal rights as they
were applied by the British gave no direction on the question
of compensation or whether compensation had to be fair and
equitabie or of equal value. (See reference 3, Extinguishment

of Aboriginal Rights)

Therefore, we have instances such as the purchase of Manhatten
Island in what is now New York City for $25, attempts to do away
with aboriginal people by introducing diseases and, when they
were dead, by claiming their land. The purchase of a half
million acres in Manitoba by Lord Sekirk for the price of an
annual gift of 100 pound of tobacco is another example of unfair

and unegual compensation.

From our overview one can note that there were
important differences in the ideas which aboriginal people and
Europeans applied to land. Aboriginal people saw land as some-
thing which they did not own in the sense that Europeans be-
bieved it could be owned. It was something that they shared
with all other people and with all living things including
plant life. It was something which they were prepared to share

with the new European settlers.

When they received payment, it is quite likely that the
aboriginal people believed these payments were for the privilege
of allowing these newcomers to share the land. It is unlikely
that they understood they were giving up their rights to the

land and their claim to it forever.



Also, since aboriginal people did not have European ideas of
ownership, the idea of compensation for land was one that they
did not understand. Another thing which likely influenced the
native people was the fact that there seemed to be a plentiful
supply of land and resources and therefore they were prepared to
share some of their land with the newcomers. This sharing did
not seem to be a serious threat to their way of life or to their
use of the land at that time.

In the early part of the 18th century, France and Great
Britain fought wars in what is now Eastern Canada. As a result,
this area was transferred to Great Britain by a treaty. The
British began to introduce the ideas on aboriginal rights into
Canada when dealing with the aboriginal people in Eastern
Canada after they got the territory from France. (See Native

Rights in Canada)

Because of problems experienced in Eastern Canada and in the
Eastern United States, the British called a conference of their
colonies in North America in 1760 to discuss how to deal with
the aboriginal peoples. The British wanted all the colonies to
adopt a standard practice and rules for dealing with the abori-
ginal people and to apply these policies and practice in the
same way throughout the areas. The colonies could not agree on
such rules. Thesefore, Great Britain decided to take over

complete responsibility for dealing with aboriginal people.

The first step in applying some standard rules was a procla-
mation dealing with Eastern Canada in 1763, the British passed the
Royal Proclamation which is still applied in Canada to this day.
That proclamation provided for the rights of the aboriginal people
and set out how land would be taken from the abpriginal people and
and aboriginal rights would be protected.

In 1760 when New France was ceded to Canada by a treaty, a

separate agreement was drawn up known as the Articles of

Capitulation. These articles provided for aboriginal people to

be allowed to continue to live in their ancestral territories

and not to be disturbed in their rights,



The specifec procedures were set out in The Royal Proclamation
and followed in practice for the next 100 years in Canada until
responsibility was taken over by the Canadian Governments, and
included the following rules:

(a) that land could onle be taken from Indian people by the

crown;

(b) that aboriginal people must consent to giving up their
land;

(c) the terms for giving up land must be agreed to at public
meeting with the leaders of all of the people who have
an interest in the land;

(d) these terms must be set down in an agreement which iden-
fifies exactly the land area being ceded, the rights being
given up, what rights are kept and the compensation to be
received by the aboriginal people;

(e} these areements must then be approved by a general meet-
ing of the aboriginal people and by the parliament in the

case of the British government before they become law.

In Canada these agreements were called treaties. The fact
that they were treaties recognized that these agreements were
being made between two different nations of people.

The early Indian Acts made provision for the rules outlined
by the Royal proclamation. They included the provisions for
extinguishments set out in the Royal proclamation. However,
little attention was given to two basic ideas; one, that the
land to be taken must only be taken with the consent of the
aboriginal people, and second, that there be fair and equitable
(equal value) compensation. Although the compensation was not
specifically dealt with by the Royal Proclamation, there was
already international law known as The Law of Nations, which

dealt with the compensation. It stated that if anyone's lands
or rights were being taken from them, they had to be given

equivalent rights or compensation or equal value.

There were several other important ideas introduced in the
1850 Indian Act which are in@luded in all Indian Acts after that
time and up to 1951. These were based on the belief that
aboriginal people were savages and not capable of caring for
themselves. The second belief was that gborigingl rights



limited one's citizenship rights. If aboriginal people wanted
full citizenship rights, then they had to sign away their
aboriginal rights. These rules semm to go against the Royal
Proclamation. The Royal Proclamation made no differences

between aboriginal rights and citizenship rights. The British
government made British subjects of all people in territories over
which it claimed sovereignty. Such people under British land had

full citizenship rights.

It will be noted from our review of steps taken by the
Canadian government that the basic ideas being used by the
government made two classes of people in Canada. These
included all immigrants, who considered themselves to be a
better class and therefore, entitled to all citizenship rights.
The second class were the aboriginal people whom the Europeans
considered to be below them and therefore, to be put away on

reserves without their citizenship rights.

The government in early times believed that, through educa-
tion and religion, they could change the way of life and beliefs
of the aovriginal pecple so they would be like Europeans.

Then they would give them the vote and full citizenship rights

if thev signed away thier aboriginal rights.

In the early Indian Acts, there were no differences made
between the Metis people and the Indian people. They were all
defined as Indians by the Indian Act. They could choose to
live in so-called civilized communittes and would be considered

to be white with full citizenship.

The idea of dealing separately with the Metis arose out of
events at the Red River in 1869 - 70 which we will study in

detail in a later Chapter.

The Canadian government, in dealing with the aboriginal
people, established two classes of aboriginal people. The
status Indians are Indians registered under the Indian Act and
entitled to all of the provisions of this Act.  Many of them,
particularly in Western Canada, are included in treaties but
this is not the case with all state Indians. Many status
Indians in Central and Eastern Canada, as well as in British

Columbia, do not have any treaties with the government.
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status Indians .are Indians registered under the Indian Act and
entitled to all of the provisions of this Act. Many of them,
particularly in Western Canada, are included in treaties but
this is not the case with all status Indians. Many status
Indians in Central and Eastern Canada, as well as in British

Columbia, do not have any treaties with the government.

The Metis and non-status Indians did not come under the
definition of Indian in the Indian Act. The federal government
only provided services for status or treaty Indians. The Metis
people had had their own government and saw themselves as a
nation. They had strong ideas about their national rights. On
this basis, the Canadian government at first attempted to deny
them any aboriginal rights. It then tricked them into agreeing
to the provisions of the Manitoba Act whdich the Canadian
government believed would extinguish the aboriginal rights of
the Metis people at the same time that they dealt with their

nationhood rights.



SUMMARY

In this Chapter one has noted how the colonial nations
dealt with new land territories such as Canada and the
agreements they had reached between themselves about who
had sovereign rights in these territories. You have looked
at the development of the idea of aboriginal rights, and

how it was used by different colonial nations.

Also examined is how the idea of aboriginal rights
was used in North America before the Royai Proclamation.
We studied reasons for the the Royal proclamation and the
rules included in that Proclamation. You've seen how
those rules were introduced into Indian Acts in Canada
and how they were used by the Canadian government in its

dealings with the Metis people.

As well, we have saw how these policies affected
the aboriginal people. It isolated them from other people
and kept them poor and uneducated up to the present time.
The way in which the Canadian government dealt with the
people was a way of keeping the whites and the aboriginal
people separated. We will, in a later chapter, see how
this idea of separation was further developed after the
Northwest Resistance of 1885,
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Introduction

This chapter will show you how the British government
tried to control the Northwestern part of what is now Canada.
You will learn how the British government gave this area to the
Hudson's Bay Company for trading. You will see how the Hudson's
Bay Company took over more and more land and became more and more

powerful over the years.

We will examine the exploration and fur trading of the
Company of New France in the Northwest before 1760, and of
the Northwest Company which traded in this area after 1760.
We will discuss the competition and wars between these two companies
and the Hudson's Bay Company. These companies would involve
the Indian and Metis people in this competition and in the trade
wars. We will learn the effects of this on the Indian and Metis

people.

We will also briefly look at the way of life of the original
people in the Northwest and how they got along with the fur
trading companies. Then we will look at what happened to

them after they began trading with the Europeans.

This Chapter will help vou understand the history of the
area in which we now live. You will learn of the activities of
the colonial nations and what happened to the aboriginal people
after the Europeans arrived. You will see how the past has
affected who the aboriginal people look upon non-Native people

even today.

Chagter 3

The Hudson's Bay Company was allowed to trade in a very
large area known as Rupertsland. The charter allowed the
Company to trade in all lands which emptied into Hudson's Bay.
However, probably no one knew how much territory that was as
no European had travelled there and no maps of the area were

available.



Even though kings at the time could grant charters, these
had to be approved by the British government. It was not until
the late 1690's that the Hudson's Bay Company's charter was put
before Parliament for approval. Even then, the charter was
only approved for, 10 years. After 10 years, the government was
supposed to vote again to give the Hudson's Bay Company approval
to continue trading. This did not happen. Therefore, after
the early 1700's, the Hudson's Bay Company was operating against
the law. However, the Company's authority was accepted as no

one questioned its right to rule.

At first, the Hudson's Bay Company traded mostly at the
mouths of rivers emptying into the Hudson's Bay. They sent
explorers up the rivers to make contact with the Native people
and to encourage them to bring furs and other goods to the

Hudson's Bay trading posts at the mouths of the rivers.

The Hudson's Bay Company officials were not to disturb the
Indians, but only to trade with them. If any lands were needed,
thev were to be taken under the provisions of British Common

Law.

Since the Company was not interested in getting land for
settlement, there are no records of any agreements or treaties

with the Indians for land in Rupertsland.

Over a period of time, the Hudson's Bay Company moved
inland and fur trading posts were set up at places such as
Norway House, Cumberland House and various other places in
Northern Manitoba and Saskatchewan. The Company of New France,
which was based in Montreal, carried on trade through much of
what is now Northern Quebec, Ontario, and in some parts of
Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta. French became the language
of trade and business in the Northwest. The presence of this
French Company can still be seen in many of the names of places
in these areas such as Laloche, Ile a la Crosse, The Pas, Lac

Vert and LaRonge.



When Great Britain and France fought over New France, the
result was the defeat of the French at the Battle of the Plains
of Abraham at what is now Quebec City. This battle had an

influence in the Northwest in the area where we live today.

The French Cémpany of New France had carried on trade in
the Northwest and had many fur traders and posts in the region.
With the defeat of the French, the Company of New France stopped
its fur trade. However, there were French traders in Western
Canada at the fur trading posts. They were helped by the
Indian and Metis who were their guides, messengers, and freight-
ers. By 1760, there were manv Metis who played an important
role in the fur trade and in the life of the Northwest. We

will look at this development in more detail in another Chapter

When the French Company stopped trading, a group of Scottish-
British traders set up a new company in Montreal. This company
guickly took over the fur trading empire of the Company of New
France. They took over the trading posts and hired the French
traders and Indian and Metis people who had worked with the
French Companv. The Northwest Company carried con trade in the
same wav as the Company of New France had. Thev used French as

the language of the business.

After the French were defeated, the British claimed the
territory which had been claimed by the French. In the late
1790's, the Hudson's Bay Company first moved south into the Red
River area and further west and north into the Plains area

of Saskatchewan and Alberta.

Between 1760 and 1820, both the Northwest Company and the
Hudson's Bay Company carried on fur trading in the Northwest.
Their competition became more and more fierce as the Hudson's
Bay Company moved into areas claimed by the Northwest Company.
The Hudson's Bay Company set up fur trading posts in the same
places as the Northwest Company at such places as Portage la
Prairie, the Qu'Appelle Lakes, in the Touchwood Hills, and in

the Ile-a-la-Crosse area.



The trading posts were usually situvated fairly close together.
The Hudson's Bay Company learned that in order to compete
successfully, they would have to hire the French traders, the
Metis, and the Indians as the Northwest Company did. The
Hudson's Bay Company also learned that they would have to use

French, which was the language of the area.

This rivalry between the fur trading companies broke into
open warfare at times. The Metis and the Indians were bribed by
one company to take sides against the other company. This caused
fighting between different bands of Indians and created a split

between the Metis and English halfbreeds.

The companies gave the Native people liquor to win their
friendship and to get them to fight against the other company.
At times the competing companies would introduce European
diseases into the camps of Indian bands and many would die.
There are several examples of the two companies bringing
blankets from Europe which had been used to cover smallpox
victims. They either traded or gave these blankets to Indian
people. Since smallpox Was unknown in North America, this

sickness sometimes killed whole Indian bands.

This period of history in North America is marked with so
many terrible acts against the Native people that we can only

begin to tell a few of them in our C 2apter.

There are reports of the fur trading companies practising
slavery and buying and selling Indian women and children. The
companies carried out terrible acts against Indians who were
not paving debts owed to them. The companies employed enforcers
to carry out executions of Indians whom they believed were not
paving their debts. This was done to make an example to other
Indian people. The fur trading companies were able to keep
trading with the Indian people by making the Indian people

dependent on them.



The area known as Rupertsland was occupied by many different
groups or tribes of Indians. These included Cree, Saulteaux,
Sioux, Assiniboine and Chipe@yan. Although they did have some
things in common such as hunting or transportation, each group

or tribe had its own language, customs and beliefs.

The Hudson's Bay Company first dealt with the Cree Indians
who lived in the areas now known as Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba
and Saskatchewan. As they began trading with the Hudson's Bay
Company, Cree Indians became guides for the traders. They
accompanied the fur traders to trade with other Indian groups

in different areas.

The fur trading companies set up trading posts at major
meeting places of Indian tribes. From these posts they had
traders go out among the Indians to trade directly. They also

encouraged the Indians to bring their furs to the trading posts.

The trading company granted credit for goods to the Indian
people before trapping and hunting season. Credit would be
given for traps, fish nets, blankets, flour and other goods.
The Indian people would pay for these goods at the end of the
season with their furs. They charged high prices for goods

but gave the Indians low prices for their furs.

When the Indians arrived with their furs, these were graded
and a price wés given to each pelt. The prices for the pelts
were added up and then the cost of the goods already given were
then subtracted. If there was anything left over, this was
usually given to the Indians in trinkets, beads, liquor or other

useless goods.

To carry on their next year's trapping, the Indians were
again given credit for traps, guns, bullets and other goods and
supplies. Credit was important to the Europeans. It was one
way to make sure the Indians brought their furs to them at the

end of the season.



Before European arrival, almost all of the Indian peoples'
time was spent on survival. The fur trade introduced new goods
and tools which changed their way of life. Blankets and cloth-
ing could be purchased so they no longer had to make their own
from hide and fur. They now used guns for hunting which made

it easier to obtain their food supply.

The use of these goods and tools created free time which the
Indians had not had before. Some of this time was spent trapping
for the fur trade. These changes to the Indian way of life
took place rapidly and the Indians did not have time to adjust

or develop a new way of life.

The introduction of alcohol created many problems. The
Indian had never used alcohol before and the effects of it were
strong. With free time on their hands and with the fur traders
eagerly supplying alcohol, its use became more and more common.
The fur traders used alcohol to encourage Indians to become
their allies against competing fur trading companies and other
Indian tribes.

In the traditional Indian way of life, everyone in the tribe
including old people and children had a place or a role. The
o0ld people had a role in the care and raising of children. They
taught the children through traditional stc :es and legends.
Thev were responsible for teaching their culture and values to
the younger people. These things were all very important to
keep the people close to each other and true to their traditional

beliefs.

As the Indians became more dependent on the fur trade, they had
less need for the older people. By the late 1700's it was not
uncommon for the old people to be left at the fur trading
posts when they could no longer hunt and trap. These older
people would set up their tents or build more permanent log
cabins around the posts. They would then become dependent upon
the Hudson's Bay Company for handouts. This was the start of

the welfare system among the Indian people.
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Summarz

In this chapter we learned that the Northwest area in which
we now live was originally opened up as a. fur trading area.
Fur trading was carried on with the Indians for several hundred
years before there was any settlement. - Fur companies came._in
with certain goods to trade. They carried on their trading act-
ivities to make sure they took many furs from the Indians. To
do this, they introduced new tools and alcohol to the Native
people and developed friendly dependent relationships with
them. Thev also encouraged the Indians to compete with the tribes

that supported other traders.

In addition, we have identified some of the old ways of the
Indian people in this area. We saw the effect that the activities
of the Europeans had on this way of life. We have also examined
the gradual development of the dependency of the Indians on
the Europeans. We saw how the Europeans introduced new tools to
the Native people. We finally began to realize the effect of
the fur trade on the way of life of Indian people and what

exists in the rural and urban areas today.



DEFINITIONS:

1. Land Charter - a legal paper by which European rulers
granted land ownership and/or trading rights to large land
areas. The company granted a charter could carry on trade,
buy furts, establish settlements, make laws, etc.

2. Common Law - practices which people and government
followed long ago. They became like law and were upheld

by courts. They were not written down but because everyone
accepted them, they became part of the law; law like the
traditional Indians had.

RESOURCES AND REFERENCES:
1. Cultural/Linguistic Map, D.I.A.N.D.

2. Map of Canada and/or historical atlas.

3. Excerpts from .a select committee on the Hudson's Bay
Company, AMNSIS.

4. Excerpts from the aboriginies committee, AMNSIS.

5. Memorandum by Joseph Cauchon, Commissioner of Dominion
Lands, AMNSIS.
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Chapter 4

Introduction

This chapter will help you become familiar with the government
within Rupertsland and the Northwest Territories before 1870.
We will examine how Rupertsland was transferred to Canada and

the conditions under which the transfer took place.

You will examine the reaction of the Metis people to
conditions negotiated between the Hudson's Bay Company, Great
Britain and Canada. The actions which the Metis took to prevent
the union from taking place prior to their rights being guaranteed
will be seen. We will also acknowledge the rights the
Metis were asking for, and how the Canadian government tried
to prevent the Metis people from protecting their own rights and
setting up their own government. The chapter will look at how
negotiations took place between Ottawa and the people of the

Red River and what happened in these negotiations.

You will see that the provisions of the Manitoba Act cover
only the o0ld territoryv of Assiniboia which became the province
of Manitoba. You will become familiar with the fact that the
Metis people through out the Northwest outside Manitoba were
also concerned about their rights. They petitioned the government
on many occasions about their rights, but the government -did not
listen as the Metis did not rece’7e any response to their peti-
tions between 1870 and 1885. The chapter will look at the events
which led up to the return of Riel to Canada in 1884 as the
leader of his people. It will_also look at Riel's activities
during 1884 - 1885 and the eventual battles at Duck Lake, Fish

Creek and Batoche.

Finally, you will become familiar with some of the issues
in the trial of Riel and the way in which the events of 1885
affected the Metis people. S
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From our previous chapters, you know that the Hudson's Bay
Company had a charter to trade in Rupertsland and also to act
as government in certain situations. This charter began in
1670 and was granted on & continuing basis (like treaties).

t was a different wav for the British government to exercise
sovereignty. I% allowed zhem to do this without taking anv
responsibility for the gcvernment of the territory. Over the

vears, the control of thes Zudson's Bay Companv grew in the North-

west.

In 1867, Canada begar Ziscussions with the Britisn government
to make Rupertsland par:t cI Canacda. It was agreed that sometime
in the future Rupertsland would be transferred to Canad Provi-

a.
sion fcor the transfer was wriiten into the British North 2merican
{B.N.A.} Act.

Tollowing the passinz of the B.N.A. Act, further negotiations
took place and resulted iz +the Rupertsland transfer agreement.
This was the agreement fcr the transfer of the territorv from
British sovereignty to Cznadian sovereignty. This agreement was
negotiated by officials ¢Z Zngland, Canada, and the Hudson's
Bay Companyv. The people Z:ving in Rupertsland were never asked
for their opinion. 1In fzc:, they were never told about the

negotiations or about the =er~= of the transfer.

When the Metis people Zixst heard about the plans for the
transfer of Rupertsland tc Canada, there was concern in the Red
River community. However, no action was taken to protect their
rights or interests. Their concern increased when the Canadian
government started survevinc land. At about the same time, the
Canadian government crews began construction of a road from Thunder
Bay to Red River. The transfer of Rupertsland to Canada had
not vet taken place and threrefore Canada had no authority or
legal right to carry out zny government activities in the area.
The Canadian government appvointed McDougall, a Canadian Member
of Parliament, as the Lieutenant-Governor of Rupertsland which

n

[

made the situation even wcrse. He was sent to the Red River

the fall of 1869 to establish himself as Lieutenant-Governor with
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At this time, one of the greatest leaders of the Metis
struggle, Louis David Riel, began his involvement with his
people. Born in Point Douglas in the Red River area on October

22, 1844, he was the son of Jean Louils Riel.

Jean Loulis Riel was a respected businessman in the Red River
area. In 1849, he had been involved in stopping the Hudson's
Bav

Company from having complete control over the trade.

Louls Riel received his early education in the Red River
area and then attended college in Montreal. When he completed
his education, Riel eventually returned to the Red River.

Secause 0f his father's respected position, Riel was recocgnized

v Metls people had become concerned about thelr rights and
eir land. Riel began to organize meetings with his people in
1369. In September of 1869, survevors started to draw survev

ss land already owned ancd clzimed by people livirng
along the Red River. At this point, Riel and his Metis supporters

meved 1n and stopped the surveys. Thev began to organize in

[

September and in November, they tried to set up their own
government to represent the French Metis. In December, a
conference involving delegates representing all of the people
of the Red River took place and a more permanent government was
set up. On November 19, 1869, the Hudson's Bay Companv gave up
thelr charter. After that, the Hudson's Bay Company no longer

were in control of the area.

The Hudson's Bay Company had had two separate government

s, one for Rupertsland and one for Assiniboia. The one was
d the Council of Rupertsland and was responsible for trzade
and commerce and whatever government activities were needed in
nnection with the trade and commerce. The second was the
Council of Assiniboia which was responsible for local government
activities in the territorv of Assiniboia. This was the area

granted to Selkirk for the establishment of his Scottish settlers.



In 1869, William McTavish was the Governor of Assiniboia.
He had a council made up of local people including white and
Metis people and delegates from the Hudson's Bay Company. These
delegates'were officials of the Hudson's Bay Company such as

the. sheriff, the judge, and others.

When the community set up its government, several important
people from the Council of Assiniboia, including Bannatyne, the
sheriff, and Dease, a Hudson's Bay Compnay employee, joined
the provisional government. Although the Council cf Assiniboia
met several times during +this period, they did not try to covern
the area. When the Hudscn's Bayv Company surrendered its charter
on November 19, 1869, the Ccuncil of Assiniboia also lost its

legal right to govern.

The Red River delegates met, formed a permanent government,
and approved the first list of rights. There was a split
between the English halfbreeds, the French Metis and some cf the
whites in the communitv over what type of action to take.
Nevertheless, they did acree that union with Canada should nct
take place until the peovle of the area had a say in the conditions

under which the Red River would join Canada.

Between November 19, 1869, and July 15, 1870, a period of
eight months, neither -ne Hudson's Bay Company nor Great
Britian were the gover..ment in Rupertsland or the Northwest
Territories. The responsibility to establish a government
rested with Great Britain since the Hudson's Bay Company had
given up its charter. However, Great Britain took no direct
action to exercise its authority or to set up any government
bodv to control the area. As a result, the Red River people,
on the urging of the former Governor McTavish, formed the

provisional government of Rupertsland in January 1870.

There is an international law known as The Law of Nations,

which states that if there is no government in a given area, the
people of that area can form their own government to protect
property and life. That government will be recognized as legal

bv other governments and the government will gain sovereign
Y g
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Riel and his fcliowers knew this law and acted on it. Sir
John A. Macdonalcd was aware of this and tried to prevent the
people of Red River ZIZrom se-ting up their own government.
Macdonald alwavs took the piblic position that the Riel govern-
ment was not a lsgal government. He also claimed that the
Canadian government had never reccgnized the provisional

gcocvernment.

c political position since, in negotiations

14

This was a publ
with the delecates Zrom the Red River, Macdonald did recognize

that the people ¢Z the Red River had set up a civilized government.

0

The peopie of the Red River drew up a number of different
drafts of their list of rights and finally agreed on the list
which was sent with their three delegates to Ottawa in late

e
March of 1870. (See appendix)

The rights which were put forward as necessary and which the
delegates wanted c¢uaranteed were nationhood rights. Nowhere in

the list did the people make any mention of aboriginal rights.
The list can be divided into the following areas:

a) language
b) culture and cutoms

¢) land rights.

The Metis asked for a guarantee for their language, 1in
education, in the legislature and in the courts. They asked
guarantees for their culture when they requested protection for
their religion and their language. As well, they wanted
guarantees that the normal customs and way of life which form part
of their culture would continue. In the area of land rights, they
asked for two things. First, that those people who already lived
on a piece of land be given title to that land. Second, that
the new province of Manitoba would have the same control over
the public lands that all cf the other provinces (Ontario,

Quebec, Nova Soctia, and New Brunswick) had when they joined.
Canada in 1867.



Father Ritchot was one of the delegates sent from Red River
to Ottawa. He kept a personal diary of the negotiation. In
his diary he stated that Sir John A. Macdonald and Cartier
agreed to most of the articles in the List of Rights. However,
they were not prepared to go along with the clause giving the
new province control over public lands. Macdonald argued that
the government of Canada needed control over public lands. He
also argued that his government needed control over the land to

puild the railway and to extinguish the Indian title.

This land question proved to be & major problem in the
negotiations. Ritchot and the other delegates finally agreed
to a deal which provided for a block of land, 1.4 million acres,
for the children of the Metis people. This block of land made
up approximately 25 percent of all the land within the original
boundaries of Manitoba. In return for this land, the negotiaters
gave the right to control the public land of Manitoba to the

federal government.

When Ritchot and the delegates saw the final copy of the
Manitoba Act, they objected strongly to the clause in the Act
which dealt with the land question. The Act.said that "Indian
Title" was being extinguished. 2Although Ritchot and Macdonald
had discussed Indian title, in his diary Ritchot makes it clear
that the aboriginal rights question we |uite separate from the

question of provincial government control of the public land.

Macdonald and Cartier said that the Members of Parliament
would not agree to the Act if it was changed. However, Macdonald
and Cartier promised the Red River delegates that they would
live up to their agreement. Ritchot finally went along with the
proposed Manitoba Act. Even though he had some doubts, he
recommended to the provisional government of the Red River that

the Manitoba Act should be approved.



Macdonald discussed sending an army to the Red River through-
out 1869 - 70. It was still being discussed secretely by him
and other officials while he was meeting with the Red River
delegates. Ritchot and the other delegates objected to an outside
army. They finally agreed with the idea when Macdonald assured

them that it was a peace mission.

The army consisted of 350 regulars and 600 volunteers under
Colonel Wolseley. The volunteers were mostly voung radical
Orangemen who had joined the army with the idea that they would
settle in the West. The volunteers also had about 150 French

Canadians among them.

When Wolseley and his armyv arrived in the Red River, he
quickly dismissed the 600 volunteers but kept the permanent army
in the area for a period of approximately two months. Before
the weather turned cold in the fall of 1870, Wolseley with his
army of regulars returned to the East. Many of the volunteers
stayed behind. These volunteers were now no longer part of the
army and were very undiscipiineéd. They harassed local people,
committed brutal acts, and were very cruel towards the Metis

people.

It is clear that Macdonald was never serious about his
negotiations or the guarantee of the rights of e Metis people.
Macdonald wanted to win Rupertsland and the Northwest Territories
for Canada. His letters show that he believed the Metis people
could later be swamped by settlers and the Canadian government

would end up having its own way.

Within old Manitoba after 1870, 1.4 million acres were
distributed to the Metis children. The heads of families were
to receive land that they occupied. There was, in addition, a
scrip issued to children and heads of families. Most of this
land, plus much of the land owned in river lots, passed into
the hands of speculators. A good deal of land was acquired by
people like Donald Smith, a major owner in the Canadian Pacific

Railways and the Bank of Montreal, and a Member of Parliament

for a Manitoba seat.



News travelled with the Metis people from the Red River to
the Northwest. The Red River was the centre of trade, commerce,
culture and education. Freighters came and went from this area
regularly to all other communities in the Northwest taking in
supplies and bringing out furs, pemmican and buffalo hides.
People moved back and forth along these freight lines to visit
relatives, take children to school and to do many other things.
Therefore, there was a regular news service between the Metis
people in the Northwest. They shared the same language, customs,
way of life and had similar ideas as to what their role was in

the Northwest. They also agreed on what their rights should be.

Beginning in 1873, there were a series of petitions from
Metis communities in the Northwest to the government of Canada
asking for a guarantee of their rights. 1In most cases they asked
for the same guarantees that were received by the Metis in

Manitoba.

The Metis outside of Manitoba asked for the same rights as the
Red PRiver Metis which included guarantees of their language,
religion, customs, way of life and culture. They wanted a
guarantee of ownership of the land on which they lived and

a guarantee of land for people who did not have any.

The Metis people did not ask that their aboriginal rights be
extinguished nor did they ask for compensation for their
aboriginal rights. This does not mean that they did not
beleive that they had aboriginal rights or that they were not
concerned about these rights. Their first concern was with
national rights since they saw themselves as a nation of people
in the Northwest. They wanted to have the right to set up their
own form of government with their own education, religion,
courts and business. After they had control of the government
and the land, they then could deal with the aboriginal rights

that they had as a result of their Indian ancestry.



We have noted that the Government of

petitions of the Metis communities in the Northwest.

the petitions were always passed on to the government in O
by the Lieutenant-Governor and the Commissioner of Indian

affairs, the government never gave anyv direct reply to the

of the Metis or to the Metis people themselves.
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Another of the Metis' peoples great leaders, Gabriel Dumont,
began his involvement with his peoples' struggle. Dumont was
born in the Red River area and then lived in the Fish Creek
area of what is now Saskatchewan. Dumont was famous for his
great military abilities. He had led battles against Sioux

Indians and had led many buffalo hunts.

When the Metis people of the St. Laurent-Batoche area
decided to take action to protect their rights, it was natural
that thev sought Dumont to help them. Dumont was prepared for
an armed resistance if necessarv. However, he recognizecd that
although he had military abilities, he did not have the knowlecce
and education to be a political leader. The Council of St.
Laurent agreed to send for Riel who was living in exile in

Montana.

Riel had been exiled to Montana in 1875 for his suspected
role in the execution of an Orangemen, Thomas Scott, in the Recd
River. Riel was teaching at a mission school in Montana where

manv former Red River Metis lived. Riel agreed to return to

Macdonald did not answer the requests of the Metis people
until March of 1885. At that late date, a commission was set
up and steps were taken to have a land grant made to the Metis
people in the Northwest. The land grant was only one of the
concerns of the Metis people. Therefore, Macdonald did not see
the real problems. He did not deal with any of the other

concerns.

However, Macdonald's action came too late. Steps had already

been taken which would lead to the Northwest Rebellion.

The Indian people were also unhappy with their situation.
Their ways of survival had been destroved and many were starving.
Iin March of 1885, Poundmaker, a Cree chief, led his band in an
attack against Battleford. Another Cree chief, Big Bear, led

his people on an attack against. Fort Pitt and at Frog Lake.
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Just before this, the Metis, led by Dumont, fought with the
North West Mounted Police near Duck Lake. Although outnumbered,

they were successful because of Dumont's skilled battle tactics.
The Canadian government became alarmed. at this resistance
and sent troops to the Ncrthwest to stop the Indian and Metis
resistance.
The Battle of Batoche took place in Mayv, 1885. The Metis

had 350 men, 200 of whom were well-armed. The army, led by

General Middleton, consis=ed of over 1,500 men who were well-armed.

It took the armv Zcur Zays to overcome the Metis. On Mayv

Fh

15, Riel surrendered tc the Canadian government and Dumont flea
to the United States.
Riel was charged wizh high treason in Regina. The Judge and

prosecutors and some of the jury members were Orangemen who

wanted to avenge the dez-h of Thomas Scott.

Riel's trial is one =Z the greatest mockeries in Canadian
history. t appeared trnzt the Conservative c¢overnment and the
Orangemen wanted to make Riel appear as a culprit and punish

him for all the problems in the West.

The jury found Riel guiltyv of high treason and recommeded

mercv. This was ignored. On November 16, 1885, Riel was hung.

The Canadian government had sent 5,000 men and spent 20
million dollars to deal with the North West Resistance. Before
this, thev had completel. ignored the rights of the Indian and

Metis.

After the defeat at 3atoche and the hanging of Riel, the
Metis peoples' efforts tc gain recognition of their rights was
almost crushed. Increasing settlement pushed the Metis into rural
slums and skid row areas. They lived without their land and

their rights.
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Little effort was made at organizing until the 1930's. The
Metis leaders then, as those of the past and present, recognized
the importance of the Metis' rights as a nation and the rights
to land and self-determination.

Today, the conditions of the Metis remain the same. They
have few of the social ané economic opportunities that other
Canadians have. Many live In poverty and despair. This situatic=n:
must change. In order to participate in Canadian society, the

Metis must have a fair ané -ust settlement of their rights.



Summary

In this chapter, we have noted that the Canadian government
had specific reasons for wanting to join Rupertsland and the
Northwest Territories to Canada. These reasons were only discussed
with the British government and with the Hudson's Bay Company.
Since the fur trade was no longer making money, the Hudson's
Bay Company agreed to give up its charter if it received some
compensation. The British government, on the other hand, did not
want to have a colony to govern so far from England. Therefore,

they were quite happy to hand the area over to Canada.

During these negotiations, no one thought that the local
people would object to the transfer or would ask that some of

their rights be guaranteed.

When the local people did act, the Canadian government
reacted in a negative wav. It tried to keep down the local
people through various dishonest means to achieve their goal
of uniting Rupertsland and the Northwest with Canada. This
approach did not work and thev had to negotiate with the people.

However, the Canadian government was not honest in its negotiations.

The government's actions led to many problems within old
Manitoba and to further problems in the Nerthwest. Eventually,
theyv led to the Northwest Rebellion. Once Riel was hanged and
Dumont had fled to the United States, the Canadian government
believed there would be no more problems. However, this was not
true. The Metis people are still here and they suffer from
the neglect and indifference of the Canadian government. Theyv
also are once again putting forward their demands for the
recognition of their rights and for just and fair treatment.
The problem has not been solved. Today, Metis people wonder
whether the Canadian government will react as the government
did in the 1870's and the 1880's, or whether it will react in
a more civilized way, and recognize the rights of the Metis
people. Metis people must have a guarantee of their rights and
be allowed to develop for themselves an acceptable place within

Canada.



DEFINITIONS:

1. Transfer - the way in which the Hudson's Bay Company

gave up its charter.right to Rupertsland and by which the
British government passes its sovereign claim to Rupertsland
to the government of Canada.

2. Resistance - when a group opposes something that is
forced upon them. Tor example, a group takes up arms against
the government to obtain their rights.

3. Petirion - to ask Zor something.

4. Delegates - people appointed by the group in power,
sometimes known as appointees.

5. Legislature - a meeting of elected government members.
6. Extinguish - when legal title is taken away or ended.
7. Township - a land area six miles sguare or 36 sections.

RESOURCES:

1. The History of the Metis People, by Auguste H. Tremaudan.

2. The Nationhood Claim of the Metis - the Historical and
Emperical Basis of the Claim in 1870, Discussion Paper, AMNSIS.

3. The Claim to Nationhood of the Metis in the Northwest,
Outside Manitoba.

4. Selected letters from the personal papers of Sir John
A. Macdonald, AMNSIS.

5. The Laws of St. Laurent and the Laws of the Buffalo
Hunt, AMNSIS.

6. The History of the Metis People, Discussion Paper, AMNSIS.



Chapter 5

Introduction

This Chapter will explain that the Canadian government dig ===

consult the Metis people but instead, passed laws to extinguis®
their aboriginal title. We will see how the Canadian governmen—
tried to satisfy the land claims cof the Metis people in Manitchk=

and in the Northwest Territories.

In this Chapter, we will also look at scrip speculation a==
scrip was used by speculators to make a great deal of money faor
themselves or their companies. We will look at how this money
was made at the expense oI the Metis people and the effect of
+his speculation on them. Finally, we will see the connecticos=
between the speculators and some politicians and senior govern—

ment officials.



You will remember tz== the federal government, against tns

wishes of Father Ritchot ==¢ Black, included a clause in the

Manitoba Act for the extim-uishment of the aboriginal title cf

the Metis people of Manizzza. You will also recall that we wcniscs
whether or not this clatsz was legal. It did not follow

the reguirements of the =z =zl Proclamation.

In the Manitoba Act, ==here were provisions made for two xxncs

of land grants. The firszz cranted title to land where Metis

-- =z was land along the rivers in the

people already lived.

form of river lots and =z _ands. A similar grant of land was
also given tc evervone s=_== who lived on and used such land.

The second crant iz === Manitoba Act was 1.4 million acrss =:
-he children o7 the halfz-=z=3 heads of families who were bor:
sefore July 13, 1870. T=.= land was to be set aside as reservses
around Metis communities z—3 was to be divided among the chillren.

In addition to land --znts for Metis people provided for
in the Manitoba Act, the c:--ernment, bv a special act in 187z,
also made provisions fcr = scrip issue of $160 to all Metis
people.

Similar scrip issus:z wsre made to white people as well.
The old settlers, the Ss_=:rk settlers, and their children a’l
received scrip. In addiz-z=z scrip issues went to the volun-
teers of Wolseley's arm.~ =-> came out to the Red River to Zighz
against the Metis. Land :-znts were also given to all of the
people living in Red Riw==- =t that time and new residents
received grants in the sz—= way that the Metis received land.
Therefore, it can not be =-zued that the iand grants to the
Metis were an extinguishz=== of Indian Title since the other

people who received such =a2nts did not have any claim to

Indian title. Rather, t-= Metis received land grands for beirnzg

(o8}

0l1d settlers of Red River =z=md not to extinguish Indian title.

1]

»

There are records cZ =—nhe grants of land and scrip. Bot:
Metis Associations in Ma--=cba and Saskatchewan are presentlwy
studying these documents ==2 grants. We have found that many
of the river lots and mucz >f the scrip did not benefit the

Metis people as very litt’_= stayed in their hands.



Research on the river lots in Manitoba is almost finished.
Records show that people like Donald Smith and Dr. Christian
Schultz, who were active in the Red River resistance and who
later became M.P's for seats in Manitoba, received many of the
river lots that should hawve belonged to Metis people. It is
not clear how they acgquired these river lots or how they managed
to get them registered in their names. However, the recordcs
indicate that Donald Smith obtained approxXimately 10,000 acres in these
same communities. Alsoc certain government officials acguirecd
river lots (Lieutenant~Gecrernors Archibald and Morris, for

example) .
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It took the cgovernment 10 vears to distribute the 1.
acres tc the children c¢Z M=2tis heads of families. Many oI the
families could not wait t©c et thelr c¢rants but had to earn a

iving somehow. Since thew Z2id not have any land on the Red
River, many decided to wmc—re further west and north where they
could continue their old way of life. In most cases, they sold
their lamd grants to speculators before leaving. At present,
we do not know who all ¢ the speculators were; however, we Xnow
0f Alloway and Champion, DTcnald Smith, R.C MacDonald andéd cther
orominint Winnipeg people who were speculators. We alsc Xnow

that the Mercantile Bank, ir Winnipeg, was active in buving

Scrip came in two fcrms. The first was land scrip which was
a certificate which could cnly be exchanged for a piece of land
in the amount printed on the face of the certificate. Like a

chegue, it was made out i the name of the person to whom it

0

was issued. It was only tc be reigistered by that person on a

. Open dominion land was Crown land

o]

piece of open dominion lan
which was surveyed and hac not been claimed by anyone else or

was not set aside for any other purpose.

A second type of scriz was money Scrip. These certificates
could be redeemed for land that had an egual value to the value
of the scrip. This scrip was easily bought and sold and was
bought by greedy land speculators and the large bank and trust

companies. It was only tc be used as an exchange for land.



The records show that in the early days in Manitoba most
of the land grants or scric certificates were bought for a
price which varied from 2= to 30¢ on the dollar. 1In other

words, an acre of land at —hat time was valued at $1 by the

government of Canada. a=Z czrants were being bought up by

speculators for prices which varied from 25¢:to 30¢ an acre

and money scrip was beinc zZcught for about the same,
Politicians, governm==—= officials and other individuals

wanted to obtain land in === Red River and in other areas suit-

able for farming. They z=ned to bring in many settlers from

1 '(1
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Eastern Canada and from pe. This would increase the prices

and would make a lot of money. By

fi

of land, and those who h

2 made to the Metis and all of the

f

~he time the land grants «

other Red River people, ==Z land was set aside for the Hudson's
Bav Ccmpany and the railwz:", there was not all that much open
dominion land left in Mam-—-cba for settlers. Therefore, land

would sell for a good pric=.

Metis people sold Zz- =any reasons. Some wanted to get awza:-
from racism by whites in —== Red River. thers needed to go
scmewhere where they coulZ make a living. Some desired to go
where they could follow =—Z=.r old ways oi life. However, mosz
needed some immediate cas> -o support themselves until they

could obtain work.

Some people moved cut 2I the Red River area when they werse
surrounded by white sett’=xs and no longer felt comfortable in

“heir communites.

The law did not allzw chartered banks to be involved in buxr-
ing or selling land. Howsw=r, there is evidence they did buy
land scrip and they bouckzz Zarge amounts of money scrip. They

sold some of the scrip tc Zncoming settlers and land speculators.

The land grants in Ma—iioba in the early days were only parc
of a larger operation of Z=nd buying and land speculation in the

Northwest.



Up until 1885, Macdonid insisted that Metis people did not
have any rights to their land. He said they should get home-
steads like other settlers znd should not get any special
consideration. The Metis people did not accept this. Some
people, such as Father Ancre, sent the Metis' demands to the

government. The governmex=z decided to make land grants to the

Metis people in the Northwest outside of Manitoba.

The government decidzZ that all grants would be in money
scrip. However, when the M=tis people at the Qu'Appelle Lakes
met with the commissioners, they refused to accept any grants

until the government made >oth land and money scrip available.

A close study of ths scrip grants of 1885 through 1887 to

n

the halfbreeds and their z=nildren born before July 15, 1870,
shows over 90 percent oI -ne grants were in money scrip. Re-
search shows that most ¢ the scrip was brought by the banks and
trust companies. One cf === most active speculators was the
Imperial Bank of Canada. This bank bought the largest amount

of moneyv scrip.

Research indicates ===zt the scrip speculators travelled
with the commissioners wmz z2ccepted applications and granted
scrip certificates. As c=r:zificates were granted, the specu-

lators immediately purchzsed them from the Metis people.

There are even recoris 5f scrip purchased from people twa
or three yvears before scr_= zrants were made. This is parti-
cularly true in the case <Z grants to Metis people living in
North and South Dakota of Montana who were entitled to a scrip
grant. In other cases, sczip speculators would make a down
payment of $20 cor $25 on = 240 acre scrip certificate with the
promise that more money wc=1d be paid when the actual scrip
was issued. They would have the person who-was entitled, sign
a power of attorney makinc =—hem the agent for the Metis person,
or sign a 'quit claim deed' transferring the scrip to them. The
Metis would never see the speculator agin. They did not know
what the papers they signec were for, and usually they did not
know the speculators or hawve a way to contact them later. Even

if the Metis were able to XZocate the speculators, there was no

legal way that they could@ <=t their monev since the speculators



always made certain that the papers they had people sign were

legal.

often land speculators would have the individual who woulc
receive scrip sign what was called a 'quit claim deed'. This
was a deed which transferred the scrip from the Metis, who ownec

it, to someone who had bought his or her land grant from him.

The Metis would be asked to sign a blank quit claim deec.
The speculator would say that these papers were needed to allow
the speculator to act on behalf of the particular Metis. Since
the Metis people were French and many had no schooling, they
could not read English or understand what the English speculator

said. Therefore, they were easily cheated.

With land scrip, the only person who was supposed to register
the scrip note was the person whose name was on the certificate.
That person was to go to the land titles office, select his or
ner land, and have the title to that piece of land registerec iz
his or her name. Then, the person received title to the lanc a=nc

only then, could it be sold or transferred to someone else.
With money scrip, the process was much simpler. Whoever =nzac
the scrip could register the scrip notes on Land.

Up until the 1890's, the most common scrip was money SCrip.
At that time, land scrip andé money scrip were approximetely <the
same value. Therefore, speculators who were advising the Metis
almost always advised them to ask for money scrip. Some peopls
were adivsed to ask for land scrip by their priests and others
who had their best interests at heart. Less than 10 percent cI

the people took land scrip.

In 1898 and 1899 and in 1900 to 1902, the people began to
ask for more land scrip. By 1906, two-thirds of the scrip beinc
issued in ccnnection with Treaty No. 10 was land scrip. This
was because land was increasing in value and land scrip was mucx

more valuable to the speculators than money scrip.

Because of demand, land was worth much more than $1 an
acre. It was selling anywhere form $5 to $12 an acre and there-
fore land scrip was much more valuable than was money scCrip.

Money scrip could be exchanged only for land to the equivalent



value of the scrip. If the land was selling for $5 an acre and
the scrip certificate was worth $240, then speculators could
only get 80 acres of land. However, with a land scrip for 240

acres, they could get 240 acres.

our study to date shows that speculators used money scrip in
many ways. It was used to get timber leases and to pay for
leases on pasture and range land. It was-also used to get

mineral leases, coal leases, and even to pay. taxes.

Scrip speculation may not affect the guestion of whether the
aboriginal rights were actually extinguished. TIf the provisions
of the Manitoba Act and the Dominion Land Act were not legal
because they did not follow the provisions of the Royal Procla-
mation, then these facts alone should be sufficient proof to
support the argument that the govenment had no serious intentio=n
of extinguishing the aboriginal rights of the Metis people. The
government used this way of passing land into the hands of

friends, speculators ans political supporters.

Further research and further legal advice and opinion 1is
needed before a decision can be made as to how this information

can best be used.



SUMMARY

In this Chapter you have learned that the government of
Canada used the Manitoba Act and the Dominion Land Act as a
method of extinguishing the aboriginal title of the Metis
people. There was one othsr act, a Dominion Act of 1874, which

made special provisions £cr heads of families in Manitoba.

You have also learneé that most of this land passed into the
nands of land speculators, >ankers, merchants and others who
took advantage of the needs, the lack of knowledge, and the

trusting rnature of Metis o—=ople.

The Metis people wers left poor without land, money, or
any meanincgful place in txs economy of the country. Many land
speculators and bankers beczme rich. Some government officials
and politicians who had c>:-se connections with land speculators

made thelir fortunes.

You have also learnec <+hat the particular act under which
the sc-called extignuishme—t* took place does not appear to be
legal acccrding to proviszozns in the B.N.A. Act and in the Roval
Proclamation. If this is =5, then the so-called extinguishment-
process ¢id not in fact ex=inguish the aboriginal title of the
Metis people. The specul==:zon shows the dishonesty of the
government and of other peczple who took away the Metis people's

rights and land for persczz=l1 gain and profit.



DEFINITIONS:

1. Homestead - a piece of land which could be claimed by
a settler. The land could become his after three years
if he turned the soil on 59 acres on a guarter section
(16C acres).

2. OQuit Claim Deep - a iegal paper which the owner of land
uses to transfer his lané to someone else.

3. Power of Attorney - 2 legal document giving one person
the right to act as the agent for another person.

REFERENCES:

1. The Claim to Nation=ood of the Metis in the Northwest,
Outside Manitoba; Discussion Paper, AMNSIS.

2. Samples of Land ané Money Scrip Certificates.
3. Memorandum of Land Zolicy, December 1870, Rupertsland.

4. All Western Dollars, by Peter Lowe.






ARTICLE
£1 On the first Monday cZ every month, the president and members
of his council will zssemble in a house decided on before nz=né
by <the president, in crder to judge the cases that may be

<

submitted to their arzitration.

A
N

2ny councillor who ca=m-ot be present at the indicated placs,
unless he is i11l, will pay a fine cf 5 louis,

3 The president who canzz=t meet his ccuncillors at the appcznzscd
vlace will pav a f£ine <2 5 louis.

- execute orders, he will recieve i- ===
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name oI the Councili, =231l pay a fine of 5 louis.

_Z louis will be paid by any soldier
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who refuses to esxecu=s the orders cf his captain.

—he Council or a member of the counc:zl
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in the public exerciss cf it's functions shall pay a fine c:=

th

three louis.
=7 A fine of one louis w>___ be paid by a persconwho is guilty cZ
contempt ©0f any membexr of the council or of one passed in tTxze

general assembly.
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Zny person wishing t< T lead shall inform the president belcre

1§

hand and shall depcs>T with him, as security, the sum of Z:-

1y

shillings.
9 In every case the plez=tiff shall deposit two louis and £ivs
shillings with the trssident to compensate him and the memzers
0 his council for z=zsir loss of time and at the terminat:zam
of the case, the perscn losing it shall pay all of the coszs

and the plaintiff shall receive back the money deposited if

he wins.
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to the president and each member of council if he comes tc &
compramise with the other side and abandons the prosecuticn o
case.

Every witness in a case shall receive two and a half shilli:i
a day.

Anv case, cnce broucht zeZcore the council, cannot be judcel =i
any arbitrators outside the council.

Anyv person judced by the council will have ten days to mar
ammends with the person with whom the guarrel is after thaz
the council will forcizlv execute it's corder.

Any person who has onlv three animals cannot be forced to c:ive
them up in pavment o0f his debts: This does not apply to
unmarried men who will e compelled to pav even up to his lzast
animal.

Any person taking ancinsr person's horse without permission
will pay a fine of twc louils.

Any contr=-- made withcut witnesses will be null anéd voic ang
it's execution cannct ze sought for in the Council.

Any barcain made on a Sunday, even before witnesses, cannct

be prosecuted in court.

Any bargain, contract cr sale shall be valid if written iIn
French, English or Indian even if made without witnesses

if the plaintiff testifies on oath to the correctiveness oI

his account or contract.



ARTICLE

#19 When the Canadian Govermment comes about no one is allowed =z
dispute decisions of t=ze Council by taking the matters tc ===
Canadian Government, &s long as you live in the St. Laurerc
area you will abide by =he council.

#20 Money contributions sha’l not exceed on louls and every puzl:-c
tax levied by the counz-. will be for all inhabitants of
St. Laurent; those whc Zc not pay the tax will be subject
to & heavyv fine as cdeczZed by the council.

£21 Anv man who dishonors = voung girl, under the pretext oX
marriage and afterwarZs refuses toc marry her will be liakl=z

to a fine of fifteen L zuiis; this law applies egually to th=

cases of married men Z-shonoring girls.
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#22 Any person who shall <=Zame the character of ancther persc:
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fine in proportion tc —he gquality and rank cf the person

+tached or to the dezrze of injury caused.
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\ny person who sets Z--=z to the prairie from the first ol 2uzust
on,will pay a fine oI Zzur louis.

The river ferries shz’. be free, on Sunday and festival cz-
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r
for people riding or Zz-:Zving to church, but any person noc
going to church shall —=v as on any other day.

£25 All horses are free, === the owner whose horse causes injurx or

0

ar—=d and if doesn't tie his horse up =

¥

annovance, will be

’..l

will pay a fine of five shillings a day from the time he warmed
about his horse.
£26 If any dogs kill a fc 2, the owner of the dogs will be heic

responsible.
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ARTICLE
#27 Any person who leaves =is employer before the time agreed
upon will forfeit all < his wages for the complete time:
Also any employer who ZIsmisses an employee without proper
cause will pay his emplz-vee all his wages in full for
the complete contract.
#28 On Sunday no servant w___ preform any duties but the ones

absolutely necessary, =Iwsver, On urgent occasion the
emplover can order the ==srvant to loox after his horses c-o
Sundays onlv after ths c-r-esat mass; he shall never prevent .7

from going to church, =z least in the morning.
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LAWS FOR THZ PRAIRIE & HUNTING

At the end of April everwv spring, a general public assembly
shall be held in front <Z the church of the Parish cf St.
Laurent to fix the time 2f starting for the prairie.

No one, unless authorizeZ by the Council, can leave before the

(h

time fixed for departurs.
Anvone infringing the z=rovisions of Article #2 shall be liable

to a fine which will be Zetermined by council.

Shculd & number of men --ZIringe on Article #2 and leave secretly,
then the president will c<rder the captains to pursue them and
bring them back; a1l tnsse law breakers will pay the wages

cf the captain and scli-srs whc pursued them at the rate of

five shillings a man.

The Council will auvthor:ize the fixed time of departure to be
accellerated for those who, by reason cf want of provisions,

wish tc go to the prairz= to seek for means of living, but at

a fixed point they will weait for the rest of the caravan and

thev cannot go beyond ==zt point.

Those _eople, having pe-mission to start in advance, who push
ahead and hunt without waiting for a big caravan will pay a

larcge fine which the counicil shall fix according to the damage
caused by them.

When the caravan of hurters arrive at the rendez-vous the captains,
guides, and trackers wi_.l1 be named and.the Prairie Laws will be
in full effect.

In the morning no one wilil start without a signal from the guide
and evervone will stop Zis cart and pitch his tent where the

guide suggests.
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All carts will be placed in a circle and the captains ané soldiers
will check for any breaks in the circle of carts.

It is forbidden to fire when the animals are announced ir =hn=
neighborhood and anyone infringing this law will be fined

five shillings.

A captain held off everv day will check to see if morning

fires are put out and anvone failing to put out his fire will pay
five shillings.

Tﬁe Council will indicate the time at which the animals wilil

pe chased and if there s more than one herd.

IZ in the hunt a man is 2ccidently wounded, then the person

wheo wouncded him shall werk for him till he is cured.

IZ a man kills another =an's horse while hunting then he will

pay the value of the hoxse; if the horse is wounded then ne

will lend a horse to the other till the wounded horse is cured.
If new animals appear aZter a run no one will run them wi=hou=
permission from three captains.

ke whe, after killing & beast abandon's it on the plain, sz=ll

pay a fine of one louis.

5

vcne who steals secretly away to run a herd of beasts,

willi pay a fine in prorcrtion to the damage caused.

Anvone starting before zhe signal is given by the captains

will pay a fine of one iocuis.

If a soldier fails to go to his sentry duty he will pay a Zine
cf ten shillings: if the offender is a captain he will payv ocne
louis.

A sentry sleeping at his post,who is a soldier, will pay a <ine

th

of five shillings; if a captain - ten shillings and a member o

council-one 1louis.



Article

Bis
[N
[ SN

£ .

il

e b

If a captain, knowing the faults of his soldiers, does not report
them to the council, he will pay a fine of two louis.

No person or party will be allowed to leave the camp without
leave of the council; anyone who does will pay a large fine.

Any party with independant freedom living in the neighborhood

of the great caravan will be warned not to run the beasts bevond
the time that is fixed by the Council of the great camp: 1if they
infringe this prohibition then the great camp will ask them to
join them and 1f they don't the great council will make them
join by force.

With a scarcityv of animals the great camp will divide with

~one side going in one direction and the other side in the

opposite direction and the minority will be obliged to submit
to this decision.
A general vote at the period of return will determine when

every person shall be at liberty and able to go where he pleases.
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Laws of St. Albert

"By laws inacted by a committee selected at a public meeting of
the citizens of the village of St. Albert. The said by laws to De
administered by the magistrates who will be appointed by the citizens or

government of the said villages."

Act %1 - Any person guilty of murder shall be arrestecd and detained
until transportation to Red River, for trial, is readyv.

Act #2 - Each citizen in the village shall pav the sum of three shillings
to pav the expenses of transporting any criminal, chargea with

murder, to Red River for trial.

Lct £#2 - BEny perscn threatening to use deadly weapons cf any kindé against
another shall pay a fine o four pounds, ten shillings and costs.
Act #4 - Any person cuilty of assault with weapons shall be fined the

sum of four pounds, ten shillings as well as the costs of any
damaée that occurred from the said assault.

Act #5 - Any person guilty cf assault, even without weapons, shall be Zfined
ten shillincgs as well as the damages that may have resulted
there from.

Act #6 - Any person having a family who owes a debt and refuses payment
thereof, the magistrate upon proper complaint and proof shall
levy upon and sell the said debtors property to the extent of
two thirds (2/3) if necessary for the satisfaction of the said
claims and costs, with the remaining one third being exempt
and left to support the said debtors family. -

Act #7 - Any unmarried person owing a debt to another and refusing payment
thereof, the said magistrate, upon complaint and proof, may levy upo
the said debtor's entire property for satisfaction of the 'said
claim plus costs.

Act #8 - An erson who makes an engagement with another for certain work
P
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at a certain time and fails to fulfill the said engagement without
sufficient cause shall be liable to a fine of one pound, ten
shillings and costs.

Any person making an engagement to work for a certain tima Ioxr
ancther and leaving the contract uncompleted forfeits compensation
for the time he worked under the engagement and 1f he drew £full
compensation for only a portion of the work, he will be liable

to & fine cof one pound ten shillings and costs.

e who catches anothers horse or harnesses it withcut permissio

o]
\l
O
3

0f the owner will be fined one pound ten shillings and costs, with
nalf oI this sum +0 be paid to the informer also.

Any person whe rides Or uses arother persons horse without the
owners permissicn shall be fined four pounds, ten shillincs and
costs plus anyv damages cdone to the horse.

Anyone guility of stealing a horse shall payv a fine of fcur pounds,

1 7

ten shillings and costs plus pay restitution of the horse cr

18]

pavment c¢f it's value to the owner.

Anvbody who knowinglv buys a stolen horse that is branded will
cive it up to the owner if the owner can properly identiZv the
brand, and iZ claimed within one vear. If the owner claims the
horse after one vear the he must pay the expenses of the horse
to the said person who bought it, only when two witnesses prove
the identity of the horse and have made an affidavit before a
magistrate to that effect.

Anvone who finds a lost horse on the south side of the North Sask.
River and who returns him tc it's rightful owney then the owner
will give a reward of one pound, ten shillings to that person

returning the horse. The said reward is collectable the same

as any other debt.
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Any person or persons guilty of theft or B & E shall be dealt
with according to ‘the seriousness of the case and decision

of the magistrate.

Anyone who knowingly buys stolen gcods is liable to a fine of
one pound, ten shillings besides paying restitution of the goods

or their value.

Any person not knowing he's buying stolen goods shall not be obliige
+0 make restitution without getting the cost of the goods he paicd.
In the case of any damage from horses or cattle to property
enclcsed by a fence, the cwner cf the property shall notify the
owner c® the horses cr cattle just once and if the damage happens
again than the owner of the cattle or horses will pay the cost

of the damage the both times it happened.

Damage done to any property, by dogs or pigs, will liable the
owner to pay for these damages, unless the pigs or dogs can be
proved to be properly restrained then the owner of the damaged
propertv must notify the owner of the said dogs or pigs damagde
done, then if the damage is repeated, then the owner will pay all
damages incurred by them.

All fences are to meet these reqguirements of the By Laws:

1) The rails must be not less than eleven feet long and must not
be less than four inches nor more -than six inches thick at the
small end.

Dosts are not less than seven feet long and set in the ground

9]

at least twelve inches.

2) The panels between the posts not be more than ten feet long
and not more than five feet in height.

4) The said posts are to be tied or pinned near the centre and

at the top.
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5) A fence around a haystack must be five feet from the haystack.
Any person guilty of slander or deflamation of character shall:

pay the fine of ten shillings and costs.

Any person guilty of seduction under promise of marriage will suppor
the then made child till he/she is o0ld enough to .support his/aer self
Any man quilty of adultery with a married woman after having been
warned by the married woman's husband will be fined the sum of

four pounds ten snillings.

Anyone who makes a bargain of sale or purchase and Zails or
refuses to fulfill it will be lizble to a fine of one pound,

ten shillings.

Anyone making & sale or exchange of any animal and not seeing

its faults shall return the money, goods or animal unpeid and

the person in the wrong shall be Zined.

Hay reserves shall have a stake, Zive feet long'and four inches
sguare and set in the ground iwelve inches, set in each corner

of the reserve and anyone cutting hay on a reserve withcut
permission of the owner will forfeit the hay that is cut, tc the
owner Of the reserve.

Anvone guilty of pulling up or destroying stakes, set to outline

a hay reserve, shall be fined the sum of one pound ten shillings
and costs.

Anyone not having mares of his own will not be allowed to let

his stallion run loose after the Zirst of June and anyone

letting his stallion loose after the said time will pay the

amount of damages done by it.

Anvone driving a sleigh of any kind without bells on a public

road will be fined three shillings.
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Anyone destroying or tearing down a fence withcut permission of

the owner will be fined five pounds and dam

ages.

Anyone dying without having made a wili, then the property after al

debts are paid, will be divided as fcllows:

widow and two thirds to be equally divided among the children.
With the death cf both parents who leave children, then whoever

takes charge oif the orphans shall have the use of any property
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one

third to the

eft by the parents until the children come of age at which time

helr shares 1n egual parts.

thing on his land

lic

o

bush, woods Or grass o

will be

law or disturb the peace will be
for the first case and <ouble in the seconéd case.

Any constable

be fined fifteen shillings for each offence.

Any person refusing to assist a constable, when asked to do so

by him. will be fined five shillings.

The pay o0f a constable and assistant will be three shillings a

notice at

the

fined five

being destroyved by wolves the magistrate
lve permission to use strychnine to destroy the wolves
condition can strychnine be used.

party or parties of people to resist the

fined five pounds plus damaces

as far back as three vears will be collected under
the same way since the passage of these By Laws.

who is appcinted and does not do his duty will

day when on foot and five shillings a day when on horse back.
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