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Reference re: British North America Act, 1867 (U.K.), s. 91

IN THE MATTER OF a Reference as to whether the term "Indians"
in head 24 of Section 91 of The British North America Act,
1867, includes Eskimo inhabitants of the Province of Quebec.
[1939] S.C.R. 104
Supreme Court of Canada

1938: June 17,20/ 1939: April 5.

Present: Duff C.J. and Cannon, Crocket, Davis, Kerwin and
Hudson JJ.

J. McGregor Stewart, K.C. and C.P. Plaxton, K.C., for the Attorney-General of Canada.
Auguste DEsilets, K.C. and C.A. SEguin, K.C., for the Attorney-General of Quebec.

The judgment of the Chief Justice and Davis and Hudson JJ. (Crocket J. concurring) was de-
livered by

DUFF C.J.:-- The reference with which we are concerned arises out of a controversy be-
tween the Dominion and the province of Quebec touching the question whether the Eskimo inhabit-
ants of that province are "Indians" within the contemplation of head no. 24 of section 91 of the Brit-
ish North America Act which is in these words, "Indians and Lands Reserved for Indians"; and un-
der the reference we are to pronounce upon that question.

Among the inhabitants of the three provinces, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Canada that,
by the immediate operation of the British North America Act, became subject to the constitutional
enactments of that statute there were few, if any, Eskimo. But the British North America Act con-
templated the eventual admission into the Union of other parts of British North America as is ex-
plicitly declared in the preamble and for which provision is made by section 146 thereof.

The Eskimo population of Quebec inhabits (in the northern part of the province) a territory
that in 1867 formed part of Rupert's Land and the question we have to determine is whether these
Eskimo, whose ancestors were aborigines of Rupert's Land in 1867 and at the time of its annexation
to Canada, are Indians in the sense mentioned.

In 1867 the Eskimo population of what is now Canada, then between four and five thousand
in number, occupied, as at the present time, the northern littoral of the continent from Alaska to, and
including part of, the Labrador coast, within the territories under the control of the Hudson's Bay
Company, that is to say, in Rupert's Land and the North-Western Territory which, under the authori-
ty given by section 146 of the British North America Act, were acquired by Canada in 1871. In ad-
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dition to these Eskimo in Rupert's Land and the North-Western Territory there were some hundreds
of them on that part of the coast of Labrador (east of Hudson Strait) which formed part of, and was
subject to the Government of, Newfoundland.

The British North America Act is a statute dealing with British North America and, in deter-
mining the meaning of the words "Indians" in the statute, we have to consider the meaning of that
term as applied to the inhabitants of British North America. In 1867 more than half of the Indian
population of British North America were within the boundaries of Rupert's Land and the North-
Western Territory; and of the Eskimo population nearly ninety per cent. were within those bounda-
ries. It is, therefore, important to consult the reliable sources of information as to the use of the term
"Indian" in relation to the Eskimo in those territories. Fortunately, there is evidence of the most au-
thoritative character furnished by the Hudson's Bay Company itself.

It will be recalled that the Hudson's Bay Company, besides being a trading company, pos-
sessed considerable powers of government and administration. Some years before the passing of the
British North America Act, complaints having been made as to the manner in which these responsi-
bilities had been discharged, a committee of the House of Commons in 1856 and 1857 investigated
the affairs of the Company. Among the matters which naturally engaged the attention of the Com-
mittee was the Company's relations with and conduct towards the aborigines; and for the infor-
mation of the Committee a census was prepared and produced before it by the officers of the Com-
pany showing the Indian populations under its rule throughout the whole of the North American
continent. This census was accompanied by a map showing the "locations" of the various tribes and
was included in the Report of the Committee; and was made an appendix to the Committee's Report
which was printed and published by the order of the House of Commons. It is indisputable that in
the census and in the map the "esquimaux" fall under the general designation "Indians" and that,
indeed, in these documents, "Indians" is used as synonymous with "aborigines." The map bears this
description:

An Aboriginal Map of North America denoting the boundaries and loca-
tions of various Indian Tribes.

Among these "Indian Tribes" the Eskimo are shown inhabiting the northern littoral of the continent
from Labrador to Russian America. In the margin of the map are tables. Two are of great signifi-
cance. The first of these is headed "Statement of the Indian Tribes of the Hudsons Bay Territories."
The tribes "East of the Rocky Mountains" are given as "Blackfeet and Sioux groups comprising
eight tribes, Algonquins comprising twelve tribes" and "Esquimaux."

The second is headed "Indian Nations once dwelling East of the Mississippi." The list is as
follows:

Algonquin
Dahcotah or Sioux
Huron Iroquois

Catawba (extinct)
Cherokee
Uchee (extinct)

Natches (extinct)
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Mobilian

Esquimaux
Kolooch
Athabascan
Sioux
Algonquin
[roquois

The census concludes with a summary which is in these words:

The Indian Races shown in detail in the foregoing census may be classified
as follows:

Thickwood Indians on the east side of

the Rocky Mountains .................. 35,000

The Plain Tribes (Blackfeet, etc.) ........ 25,000
The Esquimaux .........cccceeevveeevennns 4,000
Indians settled in Canada ................. 3,000
Indian in British Oregon and on the North
West Coast ....ceevvevriiiieinnnnnn.. 80,000 -------
Total Indians ........ccccuvveeee... 147,000

Whites and half-breeds in Hudson's Bay
Territory ..oeeeveeevveeeereeennen. 11,000 -------
Souls ..o 158,000

As already observed, the appointment of the Committee was due in part at all events to repre-
sentations made to the Imperial Government respecting the conduct of the Hudson's Bay Company
towards the Indians and the condition of the Indian population was one of the subjects with which
the Committee was principally concerned. They were also concerned with representations made by
the Government of Canada urging the desirability of transferring to Canada all the territories of the
Company, at least as far west as the Rocky Mountains. Chief Justice Draper was present at the sit-
tings of the Committee representing the Government of Canada. The Committee, as is well known,
reported in favour of the cession to Canada of the districts of the Red River and the Saskatchewan
River.

Seven years later, the scheme of Confederation, propounded in the Quebec Resolutions of
October 10th, 1864, included a declaration that provision should be made

for the admission into the Union on equitable terms of Newfoundland, the North-
West Territory, British Columbia, and Vancouver.

This declaration, was renewed in the Resolutions of the London Conference in December, 1866,
and in the British North America Act specific provision was made, as we have seen, in section 146
for the acquisition of Rupert's Land as well as the North-West Territory and, in 1868, a statute of
the Imperial Parliament conferred upon the Queen the necessary powers as respects Rupert's Land.
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The British North America Act came into force on the 1st of July, 1867, and, in December of
that year, a joint address to Her Majesty was voted by the Senate and House of Commons of Canada
praying that authority might be granted to the Parliament of Canada to legislate for the future wel-
fare and good government of these regions and expressing the willingness of that Parliament to as-
sume the duties and obligations of government and legislation as regards those territories. In the
Resolution of the Senate expressing the willingness of that body to concur in the joint address is this
paragraph:

Resolved that upon the transference of the Territories in question to the
Canadian Government, it will be the duty of the Government to make adequate
provisions for the protection of the Indian Tribes, whose interest and well being
are involved in the transfer.

By Order in Council of the 23rd of June, 1870, it was ordered that from and after the 15th of
July, 1870, the North West Territory and Rupert's Land should be admitted into, and become part
of, the Dominion of Canada and that, from that date, the Parliament of Canada should have full
power and authority to legislate for the future welfare and good government of the territory. As re-
gards Rupert's Land, such authority had already been conferred upon the Parliament of Canada by
section 5 of the Rupert's Land Act of 1868.

The vast territories which by these transactions became part of the Dominion of Canada and
were brought under the jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada were inhabited largely, indeed al-
most entirely, by aborigines. It appears to me to be a consideration of great weight in determining
the meaning of the word "Indians" in the British North America Act that, as we have seen, the Es-
kimo were recognized as an Indian tribe by the officials of the Hudson's Bay Company which, in
1867, as already observed, exercised powers of government and administration over this great tract;
and that, moreover, this employment of the term "Indians" is evidenced in a most unequivocal way
by documents prepared by those officials and produced before the Select Committee of the House
of Commons which were included in the Report of that Committee which, again, as already men-
tioned, was printed and published by the order of the House. It is quite clear from the material be-
fore us that this Report was the principal source of information as regards the aborigines in those
territories until some years after Confederation.

I turn now to the Eskimo inhabiting the coast of Labrador beyond the confines of the Hud-
son's Bay territories and within the boundaries and under the government of Newfoundland. As re-
gards these, the evidence appears to be conclusive that, for a period beginning about 1760 and ex-
tending down to a time subsequent to the passing of the British North America Act, they were, by
governors, commanders-in-chief of the navy and other naval officers, ecclesiastics, missionaries and
traders who came into contact with them, known and classified as Indians.

First, of the official documents. In 1762, General Murray, then Governor of Quebec, who af-
terwards became first Governor of Canada, in an official report of the state of the government of
Quebec, deals under the sixth heading with "Indian nations residing within the government." He in-
troduces discussion with this sentence:

In order to discuss this point more clearly I shall first take notice of the
Savages on the North shore of the River St. Laurence from the Ocean upwards,
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and then of such as inhabit the South side of the same River, as far as the present
limits of the Government extend on either side of it.

In the first and second paragraphs he deals with "Savages" on the North Shore and he says: "The
first to be met with on this side are the Esquimaux." In the second paragraph he deals with the Mon-
tagnais who inhabited a "vast tract" of country from Labrador to the Saguenay.

It is clear that here the Eskimo are classified under the generic term Indian. They are called
"Savages," it is true, but so are the Montagnais and so also the Hurons settled at Jeune Lorette. It is
useful to note that he speaks in the first paragraph of the Esquimaux as "the wildest and most un-
tamable of any" and mentions that they are "emphatically styled by the other Nations, Savages."

Then there are two reports to His Majesty by the Lords of Trade. The first, dated June 8th,
1763, discusses the trade carried on by the French on the coast of Labrador. It is said that they car-
ried on

an extensive trade with the Esquimaux Indians in Oyl, Furs, & ca. (in which they
allowed Your Majesty's Subjects no Share).

In the second, dated the 16th of April, 1765, in dealing with complaints on the part of the
Court of France respecting the French fishery on the coast of Newfoundland and in the Gulf of St.
Lawrence, their observations on these complaints are based upon information furnished by Com-
modore Palliser who had been entrusted with the superintendency of the Newfoundland fishery and
the government of the island. In this report, this sentence occurs:

The sixth and last head of complaint contained in the French Ambassador's letter
is, that a captain of a certain French vessel was forbid by your Majesty's Gover-
nor from having commerce with the Eskimaux Indians;

and upon that it is observed that the Governor "is to be commended for having forbid the subjects of
France to trade or treat with these Indians." "These Indians" are spoken of as "inhabitants ... who are
under the protection of and dependent upon your Majesty."

Then there is a series of proclamations by successive Governors and Commanders-in-Chief in
Newfoundland, the first of which was that of Sir Hugh Palliser of the 1st of July, 1764. The Procla-
mation recites,

... Advantages would arise to His Majesty's Trading Subjects if a Friendly Inter-
course could be Established with the Esquimaux Indians, Inhabiting the Coast of
Labrador ...

and that the Government
has taken measures for bringing about a friendly communication between the
said Indians and His Majesty's subjects.

All His Majesty's subjects are strictly enjoined "to treat them in the most civil and friendly manner."

The next is a Proclamation by the same Governor dated the 8th of April, 1765, which recites
the desirability of
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friendly intercourse with the Indians on the Coast of Labrador

and that

attempts hitherto made for that purpose have proved ineffectual, especially with
the Esquimaux in the Northern Ports without the Straits of Belle Isle

and strictly enjoins and requires

all His Majesty's subjects who meet with any of the said Indians to treat them in a
most civil and friendly manner.

On the 10th of April, 1772, Governor Shuldham in a Proclamation of that date requires

all His Majesty's subjects coming upon the coast of Labrador to act towards the
Esquimaux Indians in a manner agreeable to the Proclamation issued at St. John's
the 8th day of July 1769 respecting the savages inhabiting the coast of Labrador.

In this Proclamation it should be noted that "Esquimaux savages" and "Esquimaux Indians" are used
as convertible expressions.

In 1774, the boundaries of Quebec were extended, and the northeastern coast of Labrador and
the Eskimo population therein came under the jurisdiction of the Governor of Quebec and remained
so until 1809. Nevertheless, the Governor and Commander-in-Chief of Newfoundland, who at the
date was Admiral Edwards, acting under the authority of that Order in Council of the 9th of March,
1774, took measures to protect the missionaries of the Unitas Fratrum and their settlements on the
coast of Labrador from molestation or disturbance and, on May 14th, 1779, Admiral Edwards is-
sued a Proclamation requiring

all His Majesty's subjects coming upon the Coast of Labrador to act towards the
Esquimaux Indians justly, humanely and agreeably to these laws, by which His
Majesty's subjects are bound.

Here again it is to be observed that the words "savages" and "Indians" are used as equivalents.

A further Proclamation by Admiral Edwards on January 30th, 1781, employs the same
phrases, the Eskimo being described as "Esquimaux savages" and as "Esquimaux Indians."

On May 15th, 1774, Governor Campbell, as Governor and Commander-in-Chief, issued a
Proclamation in terms identical with that of 1781.

On the 3rd of December, 1821, a Proclamation was issued by Governor Hamilton as Gover-
nor and Commander-in-Chief of Newfoundland (now again including the Labrador coast) relating
to a "fourth settlement" by the Moravian missionaries requiring all His Majesty's subjects "to act
towards the missionaries and the Esquimaux Indians justly and humanely."

There are other official documents. In a report in 1798 by Captain Crofton, addressed to Ad-
miral Waldegrave, Governor and Commander-in-Chief of Newfoundland, the phrase "Esquimaux
Indians" occurs several times and the Eskimo are plainly treated as coming under the designation
"Indians."
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A report to Lord Dorchester, Governor and Commander-in-Chief of Quebec, Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick and their dependencies, in 1788, upon an application by George Cartwright for a
grant of land at Touktoke Bay on the coast of Labrador by a special Committee of the Council ap-
pointed to consider the same refers to the applicant's exertions in

securing friendly intercourse with the Eskimaux Indians and his success in bring-
ing about a friendly intercourse between that nation and the Mountaineers.

Evidence as to subsequent official usage is adduced in a letter of 1824 from the Advocate
General of Canada to the Assistant Civil Secretary on some matter of a criminal prosecution in
which "Esquimaux Indians" are concerned; and in a report of 1869 by Judge Pinsent of the Court of
Labrador to the Governor of Newfoundland in which this sentence occurs:

In this number about 300 Indians and half-breeds of the Esquimaux and Moun-
taineer races are included.

Reports from missionaries and clergymen are significant. I refer particularly to two. There is
a communication in 1821 by the Unitas Fratrum sent to Admiral Hamilton, Governor and Com-
mander-in-Chief of Newfoundland and Labrador, on a visit by H.M.S. Clinker to their settlements.
In this the Eskimo are mentioned as "Esquimaux Indians" and "Esquimaux Tribes" and the report
concludes with a table giving the numbers of "Esquimaux Indians who have embraced the Christian
religion" at the various stations.

In 1849, a report from the Bishop of Newfoundland was printed and published in London for
the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel by the Bishop of London with a prefatory letter and
seems to have been put into circulation through Rivingtons and other booksellers. Extracts from this
report, which describes a visit to Labrador, are produced in the Quebec case, and as these passages
exemplify in a remarkable way the use of the term Indian, as designating the Eskimo inhabitants of
Labrador as well as other classes of Indians there, it is right, I think, to reproduce them in full:

p. 17. -- At St. Francis Harbour, where we next stopped, we celebrated the
Lord's Supper, as there were several members of the Church from Newfoundland
fishing in the neighbourhood; and the agent and his lady also communicated,
(Mr. and Mrs. Saunders). Several Esquimaux Indians were here admitted into the
Church, and married. One of them afterwards accompanied us as pilot to Sand-
wich Bay.

I was obliged very reluctantly to leave the Church ship at St. Francis Har-
bour (the wind blowing in), and proceeded in a boat twenty-five miles to the
Venison Islands, where I remained three days on shore, before the Hank could
join us, and, with Mr. Hoyles, was very kindly entertained by Mr. Howe, Messrs.
Slade's agent. Here all the females are either Esquimaux or mountaineer Indians,
or descended from them. With the exception of Mrs. Saunders, there is not an
Englishwoman on the coast, from Battle Harbour to Sandwich Bays; all, or nearly
all, are Indians (Esquimaux or mountaineer), or half Indians, and of course the
children are the same mixed race.
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p. 40. -- Wednesday, August 2. -- The wind blew so strong last night, with
heavy rain, that our captain, who was on shore, could not return to the ship. I had
intended to proceed this morning, but, partly on account of the high sea, and part-
ly because there was yet work to be done here, I was persuaded to delay my de-
parture. I went on shore with my Chaplains after breakfast; and while I remained
at the house of Mr. Ellis, the merchant of Newfoundland, they visited an Eng-
lishman, who was married, or united, to a poor Indian woman, an Esquimaux,
and who we understood, had children to be baptized.

p. 49. -- Mr. Bendle also informed us of the character &c., of the Indians
who dwell in or resort to his neighbourhood. There are three distinct tribes -- the
Micmacs, Mountaineers and Esquimaux. The first two are generally Roman
Catholics, but the Esquimaux owe their instruction and conversion to the Mora-
vian Missionaries. These Missionaries (on the Labrador coast) have four stations
and establishments, the nearest about 400 miles to the north of Battle Harbour,
and the most distant nearly 400 miles farther, or 800 from this place. There are
three families of the Moravians at each of their stations, who live together in a
stone house, and have large trading concerns in fish, &c., with the Esquimaux.

p. 63. -- Tuesday, August 15. -- The wind came round again to the west-
ward this morning, but was very light. We got under way at ten o'clock, and did
not reach the Seal Islands till five. Mr. Howe kindly furnished a pilot. Here, as in
every other harbour, are several vessels from Newfoundland. Messrs. Hunt also
keep a small "crew" here; that is, a few men dwelling together to prosecute the
fishery in the summer and kill seals in the winter. Five Englishmen remained to-
gether here last winter, who killed 500 seals. In the first three months of the year
they are in the woods, to cut timber and firewood. Besides this crew, the only
residents are Indians (Esquimaux) and half Indians, who live together, crowded
in two huts, with an Englishman who has taken one of the half Indian women as
his wife. Guided by the skipper of Mr. Hunt's crew, we visited these Indians.
Nearly all (twenty out of twenty-three) crowded together in one small hut, with
our two guides, Messrs. Harvey and Hoyles, and myself. A strange group, or
crowd, we were. Indians will compress into the smallest possible compass; but
still we were brought into painfully close proximity.

p. 68. -- A few years ago the Esquimaux women, generaly wore a cloak, or
cope, of seal-skin, with the hair outwards, the tail hanging down behind, and the
flippers on their arms; but now all rejoice in European dresses, shawls and gowns
of many colours. The only remains of Indian dress is the sealskin boot, which
even the smallest children wear; it is of great use in the snow, being quite imper-
vious to wet. In the race of mixed blood, or Anglo-Esquimaux, the Indian charac-
teristics very much disappear, and the children are both lively and comely.
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p. 69. -- The afternoon service commenced soon after three o'clock, and
was not concluded till seven o'clock, in consequence of the numbers to be chris-
tened and added to the Church. I admitted six adults myself, who were able to
answer for themselves; three were Esquimaux. All made the proper answers cor-
rectly and seriously, and not the least so the poor Indians.

Having regard to the well established usage of designating the Esquimaux of Labrador as In-
dians or Esquimaux Indians, evidenced by the Proclamations of the Governors of Newfoundland,
and other official and unofficial documents, one finds little difficulty in appreciating the signifi-
cance of the phraseology of the correspondence, in 1879, between Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir
Hector Langevin on the subject of the Eskimo on the north shore of the St. Lawrence. The phrase
"Esquimaux Indians" is employed in this correspondence as it had been employed for a hundred
years in official and other documents to designate the Labrador Esquimaux. In 1882, three years
after the date of this correspondence, the sale of intoxicating liquors to "Esquimaux Indians" was
prohibited by an Act of the Legislature of Newfoundland.

Newfoundland, including the territory inhabited by these Labrador Eskimo was, as already
pointed out, one of the British North American colonies the union of which with Canada was con-
templated by the British North America Act. Thus it appears that, through all the territories of Brit-
ish North America in which there were Eskimo, the term "Indian" was employed by well estab-
lished usage as including these as well as the other aborigines; and I repeat the British North Ameri-
ca Act, in so far as it deals with the subject of Indians, must, in my opinion, be taken to contemplate
the Indians of British North America as a whole.

As against this evidence, the Dominion appeals to the Royal Proclamation of 1763 as furnish-
ing the clue to the true meaning and application of the term "Indians" in section 91. The Indians
therein referred to are said to be

the same type of aborigines as are described in that Proclamation as "the several
nations or tribes of Indian with whom We are connected and who live under Our
protection."”

First, it is said that the terms "nation" and "tribe" are not employed in relation to the Eskimo.
That is a proposition which finds no support in the documents produced dealing with the Labrador
Eskimo; and, as regards the Eskimo inhabiting the Hudson's Bay Company's territories, they, as al-
ready pointed out, are (in the tables in the margin of the Hudson's Bay Company's aboriginal map)
included in the statement of "Indian tribes" in those territories and they are in the list of "Indian na-
tions" once dwelling east of the Mississippi.

Then it is said they were never "connected" with the British Crown or "under the protection"
of the Crown. I find some difficulty in affirming that the Eskimo and other Indians ruled by the
Hudson's Bay Company, under either charter or licence from the Crown, were never under the pro-
tection of the Crown, and in understanding how, especially in view of the Proclamations cited, that
can be affirmed of the Esquimaux of northeastern Labrador. I cannot give my adherence to the prin-
ciple of interpretation of the British North America Act which, in face of the ample evidence of the
broad denotation of the term "Indian" as employed to designate the aborigines of Labrador and the
Hudson's Bay territories as evidenced by the documents referred to, would impose upon that term in
the British North America Act a narrower interpretation by reference to the recitals of and the
events leading up to the Proclamation of 1763. For analogous reasons I am unable to accept the list
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of Indian tribes attached to the instructions to Sir Guy Carleton as controlling the scope of the term
"Indians" in the British North America Act. Here it may be observed parenthetically that if this list
of tribes does not include Eskimo, as apparently it does not, neither does it appear to include the
Montagnais Indians inhabiting the north shore of the St. Lawrence east of the Saguenay or the
Blackfeet or the Cree or the Indians of the Pacific Coast.

Another argument advanced by counsel for the Crown is based upon the supposed contrast
between the language used in Articles 31 and 32 of the Instructions to Sir Guy Carleton and that
used in relation to the Eskimo in Article 37. It has already been pointed out that, in the official doc-
uments relating to the Labrador Eskimo, the words "savages" and "Indians" are used convertibly;
that in General Murray's Report in 1762 the Montagnais, the Hurons and the Eskimo are all spoken
of as "savages"; and in Article 31 of Sir Guy Carleton's Instructions, the term "savages" is applied to
the Indians of Illinois, the straits of Detroit, Michilimackinac and Gaspe; and, in Article 32, the term
"savages" is applied to the Indians affected by the Royal Proclamation in 1763 and within the scope
of the plan of 1764. I can find nothing in the language of these instructions which militates against
the inference which, as already explained, seems to me to arise from the documents mentioned
above having relation to the Labrador Eskimo.

Nor do I think that the fact that British policy in relation to the Indians, as evidenced in the
Instructions to Sir Guy Carleton and the Royal Proclamation of 1763, did not contemplate the Es-
kimo (along with many other tribes and nations of British North American aborigines) as within the
scope of that policy is either conclusive or very useful in determining the question before us. For
that purpose, for construing the term "Indians" in the British North America Act in order to ascer-
tain the scope of the provisions of that Act defining the powers of the Parliament of Canada, the
Report of the Select Committee of the House of Commons in 1857 and the documents relating to
the Labrador Eskimo are, in my opinion, far more trustworthy guides.

Nor can I agree that the context (in head no. 24) has the effect of restricting the term "Indi-
ans." If "Indians" standing alone in its application to British North America denotes the aborigines,
then the fact that there were aborigines for whom lands had not been reserved seems to afford no
good reason for limiting the scope of the term "Indians" itself.

For these reasons I think the question referred to us should be answered in the affirmative.

CANNON J. (Crocket J. concurring). -- The question referred to us for hearing and considera-
tion pursuant to section 55 of the Supreme Court Act is:

Does the term "Indians" as used in head 24 of section 91 of the British
North America Act, 1867, include Eskimo inhabitants of the province of Que-
bec?

I answer the question in the affirmative.

In the evidence given by Sir George Simpson before the Select Committee of the Hudson Bay
Company, it appears that in 1857, the Eskimos were included amongst the so-called Indian races
classified in the census prepared by the Company and the report of the Committee must have been
known to the legislature at Westminster in 1867.

The correspondence between Sir John Macdonald and Sir Hector Langevin with reference to
the relief to be given to the Montagnais and Eskimo Indians of the Lower St. Lawrence would show
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that these two Fathers of the Confederation always understood that the English word "Indians" was
to be construed and translated as "sauvages" which admittedly did include all the aborigines living
within the territories in North America under British authority, whether Imperial, Colonial, or sub-
ject to the administrative powers of the Hudson Bay Company.

I do not insist on these two points which have been well treated by my brother Kerwin with
whom I agree. [ would like to add the following considerations.

As to the exact meaning of the word "Indians" at the time of Confederation, I believe that we
have in the official documents "respecting the Proposed Union of the British North American Prov-
inces" presented to both Houses of Parliament of the United Kingdom, on the 8th of February,
1867, all we need to form an opinion of the significance of this word and its scope.

In the English Text of the Report of the Resolutions adopted at a Conference of Delegates
from the provinces of Canada, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and the Colonies of Newfound-
land and Prince Edward Island, held at the City of Quebec, October 10, 1864, as the Basis of a pro-
posed Confederation of those Provinces and Colonies, Resolution 29 reads as follows:

The General Parliament shall have power to make Laws for the peace, wel-
fare and good Government of the Federated Provinces (saving the Sovereignty of
England), and especially Laws respecting the following subjects:

1.
3.
29. Indians and Lands Reserved for the Indians.

The official French translation of this resolution, as I find it in "DEbats Parlementaires sur la
Question de la ConfEdEration des Provinces de I'AmErique Britannique du Nord, imprimEs par
Ordre de la LEgislature par Hunter, Rose et Lemieux, Imprimeurs, Parlementaires, 1865," follows:

29. Le parlement gEnFEral aura le pouvoir de faire des lois pour la paix, le
bien-Itre et le bon gouvernement des provinces fEdErEes (sans toutefois, pouvoir
porter atteinte I la souverainetE de I'Angleterre), et en particulier sur les sujets
suivants:

l.
2.
3.

29. Les Sauvages et les terres rEservEes pour les Sauvages.

The petition to the Queen passed on the 13th of March, 1865, by the Legislature reproduces,
as to this sub-paragraph, word for word the Quebec resolutions, and the French translation also
gives to the General Parliament under Section 29, -- "Les Sauvages et les terres rEservEes pour les
Sauvages."
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This, I think, disposes of the very able argument on behalf of the Dominion that the word
"Indians" in the British North America Act must be taken in a restricted sense. The Upper and Low-
er Houses of Upper and Lower Canada petitioners to the Queen, understood that the English word
"Indians" was equivalent to or equated the French word "Sauvages" and included all the present and
future aborigines native subjects of the proposed Confederation of British North America, which at
the time was intended to include Newfoundland.

The official French version of the British North America Act also translates "Indians" by
"Sauvages." See Statut du Canada, 1er Parlement, 31 Victoria, 1867-1868, ImprimE par Malcolm
Cameron, Imprimeur de Sa TrEs Excellente MajestE la Reine -- Ottawa, 1867, page 24, section 91,
sous-paragraphe 24.

CROCKET J.:-- I am of opinion that the question referred to us should be answered in the af-
firmative for the reasons stated by my Lord the Chief Justice and my brothers Cannon and Kerwin.

KERWIN J. (Cannon and Crocket JJ. concurring):-- The question should be answered in the
affirmative. In my opinion, when the Imperial Parliament enacted that there should be confided to
the Dominion Parliament power to deal with "Indians and lands reserved for the Indians," the inten-
tion was to allocate to it authority over all the aborigines within the territory to be included in the
confederation. The fact that there were no Eskimos within the boundaries of the provinces that first
constituted the Dominion is beside the point as provision was made by the British North America
Act to include the greater part, if not all, of the territory belonging to the Hudson's Bay Company.
And whether the Eskimos as now known emigrated directly from Asia or inhabited the interior of
America (originally coming from Asia) and subsequently migrated north, matters not, however in-
teresting it may be to follow the opinion of those who have devoted time and study to that question.

From the date of the visit of Champlain to this country in 1625 when he discovered "une na-
tion de sauvages qui habitent ces pays, qui s'appellant Exquimaux," and of Radisson who in an ac-
count of his travels and experiences refers to "Indians called Esquimos"; through the reports of the
missionaries and the correspondence between France and New France, the Indians are referred to as
"sauvages" and the Eskimos as "sauvages esquimaux." Later we find by referring to such books as
might be expected to be known to the Fathers of Confederation and to the British Parliament state-
ments indicating that the Eskimo was considered as one of the Indian tribes. The following is a par-
tial list of such books:--

1855. -- Webster's American Dictionary of the English language defines the
Esquimaux: "A nation of Indians inhabiting the northwestern parts of
North America."

1855. -- Adrien Guibert in his geographical Dictionary, classifies the Eskimos

among the Indians of America.

1856. -- In "The Indian Races of North and South America," Charles de Wolf
Brownell, an American author, speaks of the Esquimaux Indians and
devotes a chapter to the study of their manners and personal appear-
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ance.

1857. -- In the "Gazetteer of the world," published in London by A. Fullerton
& Co., the Eskimos are dealt with as Indians, who are the aboriginal
people of the New Continent; mentions are made of Eskimos in oppo-
sition to "common Indian" and to "other Indians."

1857. -- In an Imperial Blue Book is a Report from the Select Committee on
the Hudson's Bay Company in which the Eskimos are enumerated
among the Indians, are classified with the Indian races and are shown
on a map denoting the boundaries and locations of various Indian
tribes.

1857. -- In the evidence given before a Select Committee of the House of
Commons (Imperial), appointed to consider the state of the British
Possessions in North America, Sir George Simpson, Governor of the
territories of the Hudson's Bay Company, includes the Eskimos in the
Indian population.

1869. -- In an "Esquisse sur le Nord-Ouest de ' AmErique" by Mgr. TachE,
Bishop of St. Boniface, Manitoba, reference is made to the aboriginal
tribes being called Indians (Sauvages) and the Esquimaux are dealt
with at length as one of the five linguistic Indian families.

A word should be added as to Webster's Dictionary. Counsel for the Dominion pointed out
that in the 1913 edition of Webster's New International Dictionary, as well as the 1923, 1925, and
1927 editions, "Indian" is defined as being "a member of any of the aboriginal American stocks ex-
cepting the Eskimauan." However, in the earlier 1855 edition, then known as The American Dic-
tionary of the English Language, appears the following:--

"Indian", A. General name of any native of the Indies; as an East Indian or
West Indian. It is particularly applied to any native of the American continent.

In the 1865 edition of what had then become the Dictionary of the English Language, "Indians"
were defined as

Indians are the aboriginal inhabitants of America so called originally from the
idea on the part of Columbus and the early navigators of the identity of America
with India.

It was only in the 1913, 1923 and 1927 editions that the earlier definition was departed from while
in the 1934 edition of Webster's International Dictionary, "Indian" is defined as follows:--
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Indian. 5. A member of the aboriginal American race; an American, or
Red, Indian; An Amerind ... About 75 linguistic families or stocks are recognized
in North America, and about 75 more in South America and the West Indies.
Some stocks comprise many tribes speaking distinct, but related, languages. The
16 stocks listed below occupied more than half the area of the continent and
comprised a large majority of the Indians at the time of the discovery of North
America, Algonquian, Athapascan, Eskimauan, Iroquoian, Mayan, Muskhegean,
Siouian, and Uto-Aztocan.

It is true that in the New English (Oxford) Dictionary, volume 5, under the heading "Indian"
appears the following:--

A.

2. Belonging or relating to the race of original inhabitants of America and
the West Indies.
B.

2. A member of any of the aboriginal races of America or the West Indies;
an American Indian.

The Eskimos, in the extreme north, are usually excluded from the term; as
are sometimes the Patagonians and Feugians in the extreme south.

There are also a few other publications to which our attention has been called where "Indians" and
"Esquimaux" are differentiated but the majority of authoritative publications, and particularly those
that one would expect to be in common use in 1867, adopt the interpretation that the term "Indians"
includes all the aborigines of the territory subsequently included in the Dominion.

As pointed out in a memorandum of November 1st, 1918, by the Deputy Superintendent
General of Indian Affairs to the Minister, the Eskimos had never been mentioned in any legislation
up to that time but by chapter 47 of 14-15 George V, assented to July, 1924, section 4 of The Indian
Act, Chapter 81, R.S.C., 1906, was amended by adding thereto the following subsection:--

(2) The Superintendent General of Indian Affairs shall have charge of Es-
kimo affairs.

This was afterwards repealed and even if the repeal had never occurred perhaps no argument could
be adduced from the provisions of the amending statute but it is significant that in 1879 a letter from
the Very Reverend Edmond Langevin to the Postmaster General of Canada, referring to the necessi-
tous condition of "the Montagnais and Esquimaux Indians on the north coast of the St. Lawrence
below the Saguenay" was sent by the addressee to Sir John A. Macdonald as Superintendent Gen-
eral of Indian Affairs with the following covering letter:--
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Ottawa, 20 January, 1879.

My dear Sir John,

The enclosed letter from the Very Reverend Edmond Langevin, Vicar
General of Rimouski, calls my attention to the position of the Montagnais and
Esquimaux Indians on the north coast of the St. Lawrence, below the Saguenay.
He says that the amount that used to be given to these Indians was seventy eight
cents a head, and that now it is only thirty eight cents. These poor people are
starving they can't cultivate the land, which in that region is hardly cultivable,
and have had no provision made for them by the Government, and he requires on
their behalf that we should come to their help. Will you kindly see that they are
treated as well as we treat the Indians of our new territories. Of course I leave the
whole matter in your hands.

Yours truly, Hector L. Langevin.
Right Honble Sir John A. Macdonald, K.C.B., Ottawa.

The matter referred to was commented upon by the Deputy Superintendent General of Indian Af-
fairs in the following report:--

To the Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, K.C.B. Supt.
General of Indian Affairs

Ottawa, 24 jany, 1879.

With reference to the letter of the 20th Instant (placed herewith) from the
Honourable Hector Langevin, enclosing a letter of the 13th Instant, from the
Very Reverend Edmond Langevin, of Rimouski, in the province of Quebec, rela-
tive to the insufficient relief given to the Montagnais and Esquimaux Indians of
the Lower St. Lawrence, the undersigned has the honor to report that frequent
representations to the same effect have been made to the Department and that last
year he endeavoured to induce the then Superintendent General of Indian Affairs
to ask Parliament for a larger grant, but that when the proposed estimates for the
year 1878-79 were submitted to Council for revision, the proposed increase of
$2,000 to the Parliamentary Grant for these Indians was struck out.

The present Government has however sanctioned the Supplementary Esti-
mates for 1878-9 which will be submitted to Parliament at the approaching Ses-
sion being anticipated by granting the said sum of $2,000.00, and undersigned
has moreover increased the grant for those Indians by that amount in the pro-
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posed estimates for the year 1879-80, with the hope that the Government will
sanction and Parliament confirm the same.

All respectfully submitted,

L. Van Koughnet, Deputy Supt. General of In-
dian Affairs.

That so soon after Confederation the position of Eskimos should be treated in this manner is
significant. It not only more than counter-balances any reference made later as to the Department's
attitude but, to my mind, is conclusive as to what was in the minds of those responsible for the
drafting of the Resolutions leading to the passing of the British North America Act, at that time and
shortly thereafter.

Special attention should also be paid to the report of the Select Committee on the Hudson's
Bay Company to the Houses of Parliament of Great Britain and Ireland, presented in 1857. As ap-
pears from the Imperial Blue Books on Affairs Relating to Canada, the Committee reported:--

It is a matter of great difficulty to obtain reliable information respecting the
Indian population, their migratory habits, and the vast extent of country over
which they are spread, misleading the calculations, and rendering it almost im-
practicable to prepare a satisfactory census. The following estimates have been
compiled with great care, from a mass of documents and the actual personal
knowledge of several of the Company's officers, tested by comparison with pub-
lished statements, especially those presented to Government in 1846 by Messrs.
Warre and Vavasour, and those of Colonel Lefroy, R.A., contained in a paper
read before the Canadian Institute.

The estimates referred to are headed "Establishments of the Hudson's Bay Company in 1856 and
number of Indians frequenting them." After a long list of the names of the posts and localities and
of the number of Indians frequenting each post is appended the following:

Add Whites and half breeds in Hudson's

Bay Territory, not included ........... 6,000
Add Esquimaux not enumerated ............... 4,000
Total oo 158,960

The Indian Races shown in detail in the foregoing Census may be classi-
fied as follows:--

Thickwood Indians on the east side of the

Rocky mountains ....................... 35,000
The Plain Tribes (Blackfeet, &c) ........... 25,000
The Esquimaux ........cccceeeveeennveenns 4,000
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Indians settled in Canada .................. 3,000
Indian in British Oregon and on the

Northwest Coast ....................... 80,000
Total Indians .................... 147,000
Whites and half-breeds in Hudson's Bay

Territory ...oeeeveeeeveeeneeeenen. 11,000
Souls ..ocevieieieee 158,000

The Esquimaux, it will be seen, are included among the Indian races and this is based apparently
upon the evidence of Sir George Simpson, which had been taken before the Committee. Questions
1062 and 1472, together with the answers, are as follows:--

1062. MR. GREGSON: What mode have you of ascertaining of the popu-
lation of the Indians? We have lists of the Indians belonging to various posts; we
have compared and checked them with the report of the Government officers
who went to Vancouver's Island some years ago, as regards the tribes to the West
of the mountains, and with Colonel Lefroy's lists, as regards those on the east
side, and we have arrived at this estimate of the population.

1472. Mr. Roebuck: Will you state the total? -- The Indians, east of the
mountains, 55,000; West of the mountains, 80,000; Esquimaux, 4,000.

While counsel for the Dominion sought to draw from the answer to Question 1472 the infer-
ence that Sir George Simpson had not treated the Esquimaux as one of the Indian tribes, I think the
answer is not susceptible of that interpretation and it is certainly not the one that the Committee
adopted.

After considering the reports of missionaries, explorers, agents, cartographers and geogra-
phers, included in the cases submitted on behalf of the Dominion and province of Quebec, I do not
believe anything further may be usefully added. The weight of opinion favours the construction
which I have indicated is the proper one of head 24 of section 91 of the British North America Act
but the deciding factor, in my view, is the manner in which the subject was considered in Canada
and in England at or about the date of the passing of the Act.

The question referred was answered in the affirmative.









} -

1939

CANADA
LAW REPORTS

4 Supreme Court of Canada

REPORTERS

ARMAND GRENIER, K.C.
S. EDWARD BOLTON, K.C,

PUBLISHED PURSUANT TO THE STATUTE BY
J. F. SMELLIE, K.C., Registrar of the Court

OTTAWA
J. O. PATENAUDE, 18.0.
PRINTER TO THE KING'S MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY
10




JUDGES

OF THE

SUPREME COURT OF CANADA

DURING THE FERIOD OF THESE REPORTS

The Right Hon.

Sir Lymax Poone Durr, GCMG., CJC.
The

Tamavoeav Rinener J.
LAWRENCE ArTHUR Caxxox I

OswaLp Syrn Crocker J.
Hexry Hacue Davis J.

Patrick Kerwix J.

Avserr Brerrock Hupsox J.

ATTORNEY-GENERAL FOR THE DOMINION OF CANADA

The Right Hon. Erxest Laroixte, K.C.




Ca NNoN, J.

—I would dismiss the

4Ppea),

Appeal 4,

N et &my
Solicitors for the S2ed,

appellant
Solicitor for the

respondent -

»
(n‘na'r(m, .‘Ium'llr

Jacques

\
8 IN THE MATTER OF A

REFEREN

"Junelz,20  WHETHER THE TERM -« INDIANS ('; AS g

29 24 OF SECTION 91 OF o BRITIsH '« HEAD
1639 _ ISH NOR

"dpnls. AMERICA ACT, 1857 INCLUDES ESKIMo L H

~ HABITANTS OF THp PROVINCE op QU '

Conat

Wulional Inm-—S!a!t.(r~"/ndi:ms"~"},'
Indians within head no.

|t. ("Qul" i‘.r

—

A .
F Ournier.

akvmn".._"’},,.”“.r E
2{ of . 9y of the BN A
Eskimo inhabitants of the provin

e of Quebee are “]
the contemplation of head no, 2
for Indians

n San

o Within
a La

") of section 91 of th 41 ads R

REFERENCE by Order of His E
nor General in Council (P.C 867,

of the following question hereinafter

Court of Canada for hearing and

consideration Pursuan¢
to section 55 of the Supreme Court Act, R.S.C.,
e 35.

The order of reference recited :
The Committee C

xt hereinafier enumer.
ated,” and that among these subjects is number “24 Indians, ang
Lands reserved for the Indians ™

The Minister states that in parts of the provinee of Quebee there
are Eskimo inhabitants, and
That a controversy
and the Government of i
tion whether the legislativ
ment under the
extends o the




thro )
“"en ughﬂut
o o ORERIE
in the 1 lons " § acco ANorth under
. e RODOr of the R mpanied b -‘\nleri(,a its 5 )
ppendi t of arious tri Yy a N ¢o . )
IX to the Co tribe map s n [pdians setiiet
and to the mmi S a howi DS itish Orego!
g4 : - ( b ee's . X < c u
y the Ord RepOn 4 was mad ded T tal India 1L Cagensanas iR ‘
: er of the Hwblc was € an Whites ant 1{hreeds 0 Hudson $ Bay Porrtory..=*" 11,000
ouse print | S
0 &
f (‘ommﬂnq’ S«m\- R e \&Q,((l\
\s already © served, the appmmmcm of the Committee
. due in part at all ovents 1 represomatim\s made 10







1930
Muul\.\ r ik i
OV, of
u ™ ”" ’“. ' I e ox ong L,
ey n ' S O a " o
.w“.'\.':l" B3, -nn( ‘N‘f' d arap Aphe e g, ‘
IN & 91 (24) On { It . l””l l\"("(° n l h '\""'\' } ‘l”. "“Q
N rue 'y IR o . 4 X et B .
BN A Acr With YNl this Side are the '\qummu e 9 by
lj\;(‘['l’DLQ ]).’lf'!l.L'l'.’l[)h h!' I'II.\' wWith t) '”,” n th, :
\u:uk;:.lxur" a* \'.:hf !mm " 0 Coun !m, -'thr.. r“ 10y ""!:n!,
Pree ":‘\’-' 18 clear that here the R, Mo 4, 'O the -\'a..,“ 5
4 Cr : o :
OF Quens.. Eenerio term Indiay, o Y are loq . Ve Undy, »
““‘”‘(,J {rue, but S0 are the ) Nta g ind g, Vages i
- Settled 44 Jeune Lorett, t je 18efy) .. the § *h
’ .

Peaks the firgs aragran) of the F“’l“unmu thay he
Wildest gnd most Untamgap) of any » ing g, ¥ a8«
they are omph'mo'clh' styleqd by ki (”"""fl% thas
.\'a\'agp » e N lop
Thep there gra tWo repors to His Majmm v i}

of Trade The rst, dat ine 8th 33, 4; ‘; Ol
trade Carried on b he rench o 1€ 0o of [ the
It is sqiqg that they Carried o, “rado
AD extensive trade wig), the “SqQuimay Ddian, in Oy), Fure
which they allowed Your Majesty’s Subjecty 90 Share) . (in
n the cond, dateq ¢}, 16th of Apri], 1765, in eal
’
with Complaints On the pary of t urt of Fra
Ing the Fy nch €ry on the Coast |
n the Gyjr

.
ewfoung an

of St. Lawrence, their Obseryas:

Complajintg are baged Upon information f

modore Palliser who hag ce
intendency of the Newfoundl
ment of the island. ] , this Senten
e sixth and of Omplaint consa; in the Frene), Amb.....
dor'y letter 18, that & captain of & certaj Frenc}, Vesse

your Majesty'n Governor from having

’ vined
’ ¥ iy .‘.u‘u(‘;"'"“
> S M dor
‘ \).\1 “‘. ‘I (l 'u‘b'“

« 1
‘)\l“( ;

: a
mn
m
ahuldha
manner Shu

»

d
xtended, an

ity Ofmcasufes(l:o' settleme
K
to0

an ’ uir.‘ng o act
r disw'b;nccjlama“"" re? Tabee
0 r
a
ued

these
bly to
d agrees

»”
es
: vag
ords * sa

an\lary
rds s;?\‘ngo being
E;u Esq\lima“x

i lndians

. the
on ases,
ther Proclm‘m:l‘\e same phr
A fur mploye
1781, e
30th,

o8 » wd as
4 sa\'ag

‘" ESQulmaux

descr

"
Indians.




112

1639

PN —

On

AS TO
WHETIHER
INDIANS ™
INS. 91l (M)
B 1\)0' T™HE
NA. Acr " *
INCLUDES ( ’)l('
Esximo
INHARITANTS
'?" TR
ROYINCE 3 .
or Quesec towards
—— and hun

Governor

nation “]J
A report

the Assistant

L’OUDlAimr m

R"D“rts

Rermexce and Commande
identics

by Captain Crofton.

in-Chief of Quebee. No

a letter of 1824 fro

prosecution in which “R

.\’ﬂ." ‘.’)'}]' l..-..

1anely.”
are other official

and C‘omnmndor-in

phrase “Esquimauy '
" Es X India
the Eskimo are pl %

ndians.”

to Lord Dorchostcr, Gove
va Scotia, N

Civil Secret

. r-n-Chief
U with that of 17
On the 3rd of Dece
by Governor Hamilton
f of .\'mvfoundlmui (“
coast) relating to
missionaries requiriy

lllb(»r. 1

: (un-t'rn”r C
 18Sued 4

S,

documems_ I
a('(,mssc(‘ to i

~Chief (;f

”»

ainly treated

m the Advocate G

half-breeds of the Esquimaux ang

g Cs;:m to Admi
r-In- ief Of Ne“-
isit b of 1

In this the Eak{mil.M.s. Clink

‘Esq are mention
‘ »
Uimaux Tribesn ed

fourth se

_ 12 all Hj
the missionaries » :

gain ine :

eneral of Ca

er to their settle-
as “Esqui'DBUx

foundland ang

» na
4ry on some matter of < .dz.g to

and in g report of 1869 by x Indians” 1 o

Labrador to the Governor
sentence occurs:

about 300 Indians and
ces are included.
from missionaries

o P A,

113

apEME wy
- ‘ ““ “‘ \'..\\'{(l\‘l\‘l\:n“‘ WNhA l:.d'
o ! ] i ”l" “‘-\‘”‘, aariely {'of ‘\H' HeremeEney
r ‘p“” o ) (pllt‘nll for e OSSN ! AN TO
1849, 8 T lished in LOUE  Bishop of London WHA  wuwries
In nd PU Gospel by the 1t into cir- * Inviax
ted * the have been pu T e s 91 ()
llll“ ““.ﬂl O “"d anInNs o n ‘ p k\‘,“‘.ru “,K- oF TS
AR . o 4 X yO : -

25 P.{'\h"’." : “; ]{Wih&(‘“”" and ‘.;ﬂu » visit Lo | abrador, “H‘ "\”':':
s Al : : os N o ' ’
l.)on'“ ghr“”_‘? eport, which deserib | as these PASSAZES EaxiuMo
‘.“h' | om this ¥ \ (zuq-\w(' case, ANt a 1 dian INMARITANTS
ol IS 4 ‘ in ‘hg‘ 2 ‘ . 1180 ”{ ‘\". ‘.-r"\ NOIAL, or TNe
. produc® ,markable W&y b7 Labrador as well PROVINCE
5 phf\' in & Tt ‘ Jkimo inhabitanis of “ ! “ think. to or QUEs
. L o . L S . . 1o ‘t. MK, s s
e io-xul"‘“' g U § Indians there, 1t 18 TR DI CJ
A S Jasses ( —

~ 5
Utl“ f\“\ ce cc-\r\»'?\""‘
. i imn ! - wit stom o, W
the where we nex ¢ the Chur % from

Srancis Harbour,
an there were
the neig

M V.‘;,\llnd"f‘\ :

y (f\hA n:;:}, .("h“rrh‘ and married.
: Randwich Bay. . .

the Church ship al St. Francws
led in a boal twenty-five miles
shore, before the

\ly entertained

members ¢ :
and the agent sl his lady

Faquimaux Indiana
One of them after-

scver \‘

h\mnrhmul;
Several

nd proceed
ned three days on
very ki

wind blowing in), &

T (the - 1 remad
ll:‘{{r( u a ]0‘:\0‘!'- “‘)(‘f" .\‘r “(’),"." was

. Venso k.
o the ‘.l oin s, !\(H‘ \\lt‘.\ ' ‘l"fr‘ :‘“ the ‘C'ln\“‘ are c;(hl’f
Hank oousE. .3 A casrs Siade's agent } With the
\‘f l‘()“"‘. cN “ l!“‘\.ln‘ ()f .‘pq‘f‘n1‘l‘1‘ {t‘)m ‘ wim g
by ° or mountainect ! aglishwoman on the coasi,

wre | an E
' NMrs Saunders, there is not ‘
e ] Sandwich Bay; all,

o © _
it “M‘mmuinmr), or half Indians, an

or nearly all, are ‘nf\iann
B { of course the children
{from
(Esquimat
re ‘h(- same
p. 40 _Wednesday,
v rain, that our C&j
e I had intended to ]
sea. and partly because
delay my departu
as ‘wmmdrd to ! : i ‘
pi \1 i:.- after breakfast; and while 1 rcma.:gcd“d at =k
(‘hx.\l* nh merchant of Newfoundland, they visited an K .
s r:icd or united, to a poor Indian woman, an Esquimaux,
A ’ ’ B
ey ':ulrrﬂood. had children to be baptized. S e of the
s 9‘ Mr. Bendle also informed us of the ¢ sm!“ ¢ b e
2 : \—\_\0 dwcl\ in or resort to his neighbourhood. ‘s:-!n .Tho =
e ‘bes—the Micmacs, Mountaineers and Esquimaux. “wotkren
dlsewe mcncnlly Roman Catholics, but the F..quu'naux T(});':- ot
i g 4 conversion to the Moravian Missonanes. ese e
S brador coast) have four stations and establishments,
g rth of Battle Harbour, and the most

800 from this place. There are three
{ their stations, who live to&e.thor in
ling concerns in fish, &ec., with the

¢ Oor moun

i —The wind blew s0 strong last night,

shore, could not return
woceed this momming, but, partly on
there was yet work to be done
ro. 1 went on shore with my
he house of Mr.
n. who
ad who

. August 2.

tain, who was on
!\'iﬂ\

» ship.
to the ® .
account of the high

nearest abou
distant pearly
families of the
a stone house,

Jsquimaux.,
b‘lp. 63 —Tuesday, August 15~The

400 miles farther, or
Moravians at each o
and have large tra

wind came round agan to the

y at ten

: s very light. We got under way al .

westward this moming, b:lm":'s“"’hm Gll five. Mr. Howe kindly
o'clock, and did mot reach U barbour, are several veasels

e‘l . m vmo O s .
:umi’hNew?osw Bk also keep & small “crew” here;
rom !

78683



that is, a fo
N — . w m -
Ht,:u”“ ;::u;rrt and kill ;:l-‘:n tl :
A% TO Ax '
wHETHER Year th .wm'"’ who h'llpdw  ater. Fiv Prosecy,
“ INDraNs ™ ¢ €y are in 500 seq ® Englig, (
pIANS " crew, t) e woods le. ] the U3y
N 8. 91 (24) Ly v the only residents to n the
ive together, crowded are Indians (E Fand g, o0 tog,
““Yuima owony Ofth, tthe,
1

or THe "

BN A. one of th din tw
x.\_'a.xvamn Mr, "um: 2::{ Indian "Om‘:n,”"" with ap ;” and ). “ﬂd.:' the
Esximo twenty-three) Te Visited Uw: his wife ‘n‘“.’"ﬂ N iy “5
") crowded 'o‘c‘hrr 'nd‘. Uided 'Jy '}‘o ,“:l, ‘LQ

I‘m\lym
or Que we
Quesec. were brought into nai the am nge
painfull Alley = Ry Wo
Y close Proxim t I)O-,b,v oup, or ":id‘
it o

Py p. 68.—A ,
Duff C A fow y _
‘.1“( J. cloak, or cope o!)run %0 the E r o o
down behind f scal-akin with :]"‘mutu wo v by y
Eum,m‘n d ’ 'nd tho ﬂ]pwn o o air out "lcn “n

resscs, sh B their army. 5 0% the ly w

of Indian d ‘ ’
ress is the scalskin of m{";;v colo'::: n;;: llll“:'h‘“dh:
boo . * 1he .

to be christ

e wc;ns ened and added to the C
¢ able to answ hurch, ) § -

er for themsely admitted .i:u;ho S

made the prope: 5
poor Indians, T answers correctly and ,:" three were Ulty p,
Haoins niously, ang no,&quim.u, Yaelf,
g regard to the well Sdtad the least Q &n
ablis

llat “‘ . '
O a

it i A
. rugpioyed in this correspondenc
wundred years in official ” acsi
an

designate the I
! Jabre i
after the date of t;dor Esqmmaux. e

an Act of the Legi
: gisla
.\ewfoundland, inclutdu're o
La.brador Eskimo

f : " .
i;;;:di,l,gd'{;"" was employed by
1ese gs well as e othe bo
ra riginu.
; and I

"‘ ‘)v:‘
\\'l‘

.ll()“‘- :
X Jinst this

Roysl
fruc
“scti“|\ <

the
: e
th re UTM

n

(l\l("'d
the Es

:

.‘.‘.m.-\n-; COURT OF CANADA 15
“ . ah
e tish Nurth Amenca Act, In 80 (('\r as it deals ){g,
e i of Indians, must, in my opinion, be taken Havessos
) 13 X v or AN 1O
the Indians of British North America 88 8 o e
* Iaotawn “
. 3 % .9 (24)
Dominion appeals to the  orrus
furnishing the clue to the “!;«1..\!:0):;1

term Indians " in EsxiMo
1IN MARITANTS

to are said to be or THE

lamation as FProvincs
nected oy Quesxc,

Dufl CJ.

h the subject

)
-untomp\nlt
evidence, the

4 e
AS "‘;,r‘wlallm"‘““ of 'lch.'i as o
T g sud spplication O
mes The Indians the vin referred
: ,: aborigines &S are «!nfn\g.‘«l in that 'l'n,r
ions Of tribes of Indian with whom We are con

for Our protection -
the terms nation” and “ tribe ”

lation to the Eskimo. That is a

t in the documents pro-
mo: and, as regards
ng the Hudson's Bay Company's terri-
ady pointed out. are (in the tables n
{ the Hudson’s Bay Company’s aboriginal
in the statement of “Indian tribes” in
d they are in the list of “Indian
lling east of the Mississippi.

“ connected ” with the

ype ¢

-;\ﬂi"
| natl

gov et

nd who hy
g said that

- a - ‘

First, it .
e not cmploycd in re
hich finds no suppor

dealing with the Labrador Eski

kimo inhabiti
()ri()‘q’ tl](')’. 4 5
the margii 0

erritories Aal
n once dwe

Then it 18 said they were never
cown or “under the protection” of the Crown.

difficulty in affirming that the Eskimo and
¢ Indians ruled by the Hudson’s Bay Company, under
licence from the Crown, were never under
ve Crown, and In understanding how,
{ the Proclamations cited, that can be

nations

British C
[ find some
othe
either charter OF
the protection of ti

especially in view 0
affirmed of the Esquimaux of northeastern Labrador. 1
e my adherence to the principle of interpretation

cannot giv
ica Act which, in face of the

of the British North Amen
ample evidence of the broad denotation of the term

“ Indian " as employed to designate the aborigines of
Labrador and the Hudson’s Bay territories as evidenced
by the documents referred to, would impose upon that
term in the British North America Act a narrower inter-
pretation by reference to the recitals of and the events
leading up to the Proclamation of 1763. For analogous
reasons I am unable to accept the list of Indian tribes
attached to the instructions to Sir Guy Carleton as con-
trolling the scope of the term “Indians” in the British
North America Act. Here it may be observed parenthetic-
ally that if this list of tribes does not include Eskimo, as

Te888-3)

-

?‘.’,‘



116
SUPREME Cor:

16039 '
S apparently it does not

heither (o,
'S

Rerengxce the Montae

LI r"d&.nms Indians inh b (
‘METIER 5 : i . (.'l(‘" » & b4 ," 3

“Inntans * Cree or tl (J'.\l of the Sag ing th n P ar ¢, %

N 8. 91 (24) r the Indians of the ]‘:l“ cay or ) th shor "Clug
or THE y x * "ac) e B ’ '

S i Another argument SV ‘f:« Coast la kfeey T the

O ))- . th
(.“l“"‘"l :

5 l *, l (ll( c‘l 8

Esximo :

used in Arti

IN ¢ . les

HARITANTS rticles 31 and 32 “f'“‘*}t b"'t‘\'c(.
— t.(.

or Guy Carle
Yo wwy Carleton and that ysed ; Ing
sed in relagin. Uetiong "Buag,

Provines :
or Quesec in Article 37. It has alr
a2 ca(

“‘F . ttl}:: ::.”"‘;M cf'”‘"“"vms mln“_:;\" been po;
510 words CsripmC s § to the ]
M(-m'mgqu n:n} General Murmy,sans
of as “Sa“'f“;!(‘sl'(". “llru{ls and the Eski
Instructions, the '( a"d:n Article 31 of 210 ffr
of Illinois ,thc f”f’ savages " is ap ‘i," Guy ‘arl
Gaspe; 3";1. in ‘\srtr'm]ts of Detroit, M';cllcf:'to tis ¥
to the Indians a;i’oc:cf 32, the term “ Sav" ‘Macking,
and within the ed by the Royal Pmc]ngos 't is 4ppli
nothing in th ISCOp(- of the plan of l,_“'"anon in 17"“"
tates against C;'““Sunge of these ins ok can 663
seems to m(: to ;ii;”;ﬁrcn(‘(; which, ich mi?id
S from the docum ""’ﬂin.,d'

havi '
ing relation to the Labrador Eqkicmms mentioned aboye
8 0. e

Report

Nor do I thi
. ink that tl
relat : e fact ke
4 :11,-02 t(f the Indians, as e"idenc::ja! British
ruy Carleton and the Royal Pr(;:] e, 1n
amatio

policy in
structiom

did not cont
L ":SLP’MC thc. Eskimo (along with n of 1763
ns of British North Amer; many othey
= can aborigi
nes)

as within the sco
: * scope of that policy is e
very usef : Loy policy 18 e
that purpl(‘.lqp mfdctermlmng the questic:x:hf)r fconcmsive or
British NUI’}); A‘),;ec?ns“;l‘i"g the term Inf“:': ,l,’s' For
rica ' 2 s l
of the s Aet 1n order to . n the
I):grli:nnlz:,(;\ IZ}OI](‘; Ofd"lat Act defining I:?f:r::)ln the scope
: anada, the R wers of t
mittee of the e Report of th he
* House of Commons in 1857 OanSde]rﬁt Com.-
' e doey-

ments relat;

ng to the L

fs e Labrad : .

r more trustworthy guides or Eskimo are, in my opinion

Nor can I
_ agree that th
effect e 40 e conte .
of restricting the term 5y ;n((;;;:e?d no. 24) has the
8. g If ¢ Indian »
8

standing alone in i
€ In 1ts application to British North
orth Amerieca

denotes th

o aborigines, th

aborigines for whom la'ndsel,)l dt o act that there
d ' were

—— ———— -

5 COURT OF CANADA 117
¢ limiting the scope of the Ve
Herymenos

;:H”“ "
rl'ft'rll-l‘ Lo us AR 7O
W HETILEN

o I3 ) < 2 ‘
« [ndian . 1 think the question
“Ixmiamn "

LI BARYL)

: oF THUR
The question re- BN A Aoy
INCLUDEN

rsuant Lo Faximo
I HARTTANTS

y C Act 18
me Courl Acl 18 s
vl 24 of seclion o1 of the PaoviNoe

Ay no inhabitanis of the or QuUuEs
7 | it CJ
. affirmative. L

Sir George Sunpson before

celect C o Hudson Bay Company, it
| hat in 1857, the Eskimos were included amongst
{ Indian races classified in the census prepared

e Committee must

y and the report of th
the legislature al Westminster in

concurring).

(('ruckc't Js .
and consideration pu

s for hearing

used in Iw

7. include Eakis

iven by
, of th

‘ ,u-c:\llc(

en Sir John Macdonald and

orrespondence betwe
e relief to be

th reference 1o th
d Eskimo Indians of the Lower

that these two Fathers of the
tood that the English word
trued and translated as

The € - .
qir Hector Langevin Wi

given 10 the Montagnais an
gt, Lawrence would show
Confcdemtion always unders

« [ndians ' Was to be cons
« gquvages which admittedly did include all the aborig-

ines living within the territories in North America under
British authority, whether Imperial, Colonial, or subject
to the administrative powers of the Hudson Bay Company.

1 do not insist on these two points which have been
well treated by my brother Kerwin with whom 1 agree.
1 would like to add the following considerations.

As to the exact meaning of the word “Indians” at
the time of Confederation, I believe that we have in the
official documents “ respecting the Proposed Union of the
British North American Provinces " presented to both

Houses of Parliament of the United Kingdom, on the 8th
of February, 1867, all we need to form an opinion of
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adopted at a Conference of Delegates from the provinces
of Canada, Nova Seotia and New Brunswick, and the
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£ terpretation and it is certa:
ommittee adopted P

After considering the re
agents, cartographers and
;?Sgu s;):bmilttcd on beh

ebee, I d : -

fully added 1?)) :Ot- l?olxe\'c anything fu:tl;:n g fovine
tion which I hay weight of opinion fay . o be y :
s ave indicated is the Vours the copgy e
: section 91 of the British N P Per ons of 24
0}01.(111);: fﬂ(‘tﬂl‘, in my \'i(‘“ orel
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q'; (:lj:‘t(‘th\\as considered in Ca

the date of the passing of the A "gland at
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N APPEAL - Th
O s amessment Income War Tazx Act (REL,

g2 0 Income accumi-

Lalnlily !”
Lot - l'(.’),i"). 0o,

0 amis lu‘(‘" 's
PETRONA

e 'f pl’u:'\t Or

'.,~..mf r
")' s gi. ' 6' ’ 3 Hll"'l""h
. u  (ruast for the DeENE] 0 i | .
peplus tingent m'”rafl"-—"("m"f'lmf inatitution " —Liability for
nlny '
'”'I' (;' ;»rﬁ:f fo datle u’ asacaami nl-L oals,
.”f"'(‘
lon Ontano, on May 27, 1918, made & deed of settlement of
108, L
b of o3 ‘1 ;wnmnl ;»m;-rrhrs to a trust company in Ontario, for
o L - : '
rob l‘ruu-n! administration, ete. At the end of 21 years after B'a
ey : teo was to pay the whole fund with accumulations

the trus - A
Municipal Council of the Town of Colne in Lanca-

"o be used by the said Council for the benefit of
deserving poor of the mid Town of Colne in such
without restriction of any kind, as shall be deemed
he said Council.” B. died on April 19, 1927. The trust
le yearly income returns for each of the years 1919 to
y to the Dominion Government on the form to be
No sssessment was made until February 21,

thereon to the
sghire, England,
the ngt‘(‘ and
manner and

sudent to 5

:
y ma

compan :
1004 "wpc(‘h\'('l

filed bY trustecs. .
1036, when assessments for income tax were made for all those years,
added. Liability to pay the tax was disputed. Sec

n“‘vgcﬁt ‘wmg
11 (2) of the Income War Taz Acl (RSC., 1927, c. 97, as amended)
“ income accumulating n trust for the benefit of

‘.n)\'idcs that .
ined persons, or of persons with contingent interests shall
» » on

n the hands of the trustee
of Maclean J., [1938] Ex. CR. 95) (Kerwin J.

tion was not within said = 11 (2) and

be taxable 1

Held (reversing judgment of
dissenting) : The income in ques

was not taxable.

The Chief Justice, Crocke
for a purpose—{o be used
ing poor,” & class, in the town ©
to be satisfied by building and

t and Davis JJ.: The fund was created
“for the benefit of the aged and deserv-
f Colne (a purpose not improbably
maintaining some institution)—mnot,
either as to capital or income, for any particular person Or persons.
What the settlor established was an arrangement or undertaking for
promoting & defined public or social object without reference to the
property appropriated for the purpose becoming vested at any time
in any particular person Or pPersons. No particular person will ever
acquire A right to demand and receive the beneficial interest in the
income from the fund or in any part thereof. Therefore 5. 11(2)
(the only section suggested as under which the accumulating income
is taxable) does not apply. (Holden v. Minister of National Revenue,

(1933) AC. 526, distinguished).
Per Hudson J.: The persons intended under s 11(2) are persons who

might become entitled to specific portions of the fund, and not a

* Present:—Duff CJ. and Crocket, Davis, Kerwin and Hudson JJ.

Per




