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APPENDIX EK 

Judges' Chambers 

-,THE SUPREME COU;RT OF .~LBERTA 

The C<lurt House, 
Calgary, Albert a 
August 7, 1944. 

TIl<' Honourable T. A. CRERAR, 

)Iinistcr of Mines and- Resources, 
Ottawa, CanaWi. 

SIR,-I hav<' the honour to present my r('port following an enquiry directed 
1II•./er Section 18 of The Indian Act, Chapter 98, RC\'i~d Statutes of Ca'1ada, 
1927, and amendments thereto, and in accordance with the commissior !8SUed 
to me under order of the Governor in Council of the 19th of May, 1944. 

In the course of my investigation I held sittings at the following pln('('s: 
Wabaeca, from June 12 to June 17; Whitefish Lake on June 17; Lubicon Lake 
on June 18; Brownvale on June 19; Horse Lakes and Clear Hills on June:' 21; 
~turgeon Lake on June 22; Grouard and Sucker Creek on June 23; Driftpile 

.on .June 24; Kinuso on June 26 and Slave Lake on .June 26. Owing to tran~Jlorta­
lioll difficulties I was unable to \'i~it Hay Lake, Little Red Riy('r or Fort 
rmniJioh. 

I found it nCfC5S8ry to rids-penS(! with the services of a Court Reporter 
bt.·(·aut!e of limited accommodation in t.he plane. Ho\V('ver, immediately on nOr 
n-'"rn to Edmonton on the moming of ,June 27, I conferred with ('oun5('1 
rr'Jlr('~nting the Department. ami the individuals I'('mo\·ed from the band rolls, 
j'ompared lliy nott"l! "'it.h tht'ir notE'S of ('Vidence, and with their 8l!sisl:ance 
'!i/'I!lted th(' c\'iden('l' to a lttenographer who transcribed· it, nndl Ule ·book 
t0l11llining tht' tYll('writtl'n cvirlrnc(' is forwardrc:J, ",ith this report. COlm~el 
/It'~irtod an opportunity !o ('xamine the c\'idenee as well M Depart.mental 
dOftlmenu and COrrE'f ." 'ooene(', and the Inquiry was acijourned to be resumed 
31 Edmonton 00 July 17. I ~t in Ediinont.on on .July 17 ftJ1(f. 18 whrn the 
('\·itl<.'oce "Was reviewed Rnd <fu;cu~K'd, and the igsues invoh'ed werE' nrjl;ued 
h~' Cmlnse1. Mr. D. J. Allan. Supcriutl'1ldcnt of Reserves and TnI8t~. wn~ ah!o 
in attendance, and I wi",h to express my RPllrreiation. of his aMistance. 

It would appear t418t whene\'cr it. bCt'sme neceeeary or expedient to t'xtin~\1ish 
Indian right. in any ~pt"Cified territory, the f8<'t that H8Hbreeds. ahm haei rijl;llts 
by virtue of their Indtan blood "'M invariably rCt'ogn1l~L T~ ri~hts 
t'tH.'XiHed with thr rightlll of the Tndian~. It W8B ('oJUlidert»it aO\'ifll8hlr whrr('\'('r 
lk'''lflihlr tn extinguish the rightg 01' Halfbreoos and Indian~ by p:h'inJt thrlll 
tomJlf'Olation eoncurrenUy.

It. is well known ~ha.t amor.(l; the aboriginal inhabitanta there \\'l're many 
'",!i\'iduall 01 mixed blood who were not properlv "peaking Halfbrc~. P('~n" 
ri mixed blood who became identified wit.h the.- tndi&D8, Jived with thent. "poke
fl,("ir language and (oIlO'\\'('d the Indian way of liie. were I't'cognisec1 M lm·hRn~. 
TJIt' 'act that there wu wh\te blood in their veiD8 ""8S no bar to their ndmil!llion 
into the Indian bane» among whom they resided. 

In necoUating ttte varioUi Jndian treati~ from time ttl time the aboriginal 
inhabitant. of mixed ~100d were given the right to elect whether to take treattv 
Iff' ,.mI'. Thie 56 elearly "'own in the report or the Indian Commi.ioner. W. Tt • 
SmfWOOf who negotiated Treatiee numbered 1 and 2. He point. out that ,'('ry 
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few of thoee known to be halfbree<k took the land grant because they preferred 
to "receive such benefits as may ciCcrue to them· under the Indian Treaty than 
wait the realization of any value in their halfbreed grant". As late as 1921 
when Treaty No. 11 was conc1udP.d, the same course wu followed and the report 
of the Committee of the Privy Council ('P.C. 1172) with respect thereto contains 
the following:­

It is f~timated that, there are about fifteen families. of Half-breeds 
resident in that telritory who will have to be treated wi-tho The other 
Half-breeds in tbis country consisting approximately of seventy-five 
f8mili~ mostly li"iug the Indian mode of life, it is anticipated· will, in 
their own interests, be taken into treaty. . 

When Treaty No.8, with which we are more directly concerned in this 
inquiry, was concluded in 1899, a large proportion of those admitted into 
treaty at that time were of mixed blood. Apparently the policy of the 
Department which had charge of Indian Affairs at that date was to givc treaty 
rather than scrip to Half.breeds who lived u Indians on Reserves. In his letter 
of May 1, 1901, to The Honourable Clifford Sifton, Minister of the Interior, 
the Scrip Commissioner, J. A. J. McKenna, has this to say:- " 

You decided that Halfbreeds living on reserves. 88 Indians should be 
given treaty instead of scrip " . " It seems to me undesirable that thm 
should be upon reserves any but treaty Indians. The Department hll~ in 
the past taken back many Halflbreeds who received ecrip into trt>aty 
and has held their annuity until the amount of the scrip wu recouped. 

He proceeds to recommend that a certain individual who had been in t fl·nt~·. 
was discharged therefrom and given scrip, should, together with his wift'. be 
gPo'en the option of taking treaty. 

It is clear from the foregoing citations that mixed ·blood· did not neecN'arily 
e8tabli~h white status, nor did it bar an individual from 6dmi88ion into treaty. 
The welfare of the individual and his own desires in the ·matter were ,l!in'n 
due weight, 110 cast-iron rule wu adopted. 

In his report dated May 31, 1901, approved by Order P.C. Ll82, Commi$o 
~ioDer McKenna. says:- . 

I have taken it that everyone, irreepertive of the pOrtion of ImHsn 
blood which he may have, wYI0 ent.en into treaty, becomee an Indian in 
the eye of the law and should, therefore, be trea~ 1& an Indian both 
by the Department of the Interior and the Department of Indie.n Affair!. 

I am quite unable to reconcile this definite pronouncement with U\C "il'\\' 
that individuals of mixed blood who bave been in treaty for a peat mBDy 
)"eart can now be removed from the band ron. and lrom the reeervee on which 
their lives have been spent, on the ground that they are DOt now and newr hs\"e 
been IndiaDi. 

It. seems to me th6t the meaning of the wonl uIndian" is eometimee unduly
rettril'ted. The l'ontention WAf. made in the cue of The .Queen V. Ho,,·~n. 
J Tprr. L. R. page 492, tbat the words "01 Indian blood" in the deftnitilln of 
"Indian" under the Indian Aet, meant full Indian blood. Thit a!'IUmt'nt "" 
rejert<'d by the Court. The evidence e6tablbbed that the pel'lOD to whom tbf 
defendant had IUPl)lied liquor 11''' a H.lfbreed, the IOD 01 an Indian mother 
by a whit~ man. It WII argued that the blood of the father IbouJd govern and 
3hould determine the datu. of the lOll. Tbil contentiOD wu allo rej('('tfd.
Moreover .·hile it i. clear that an Indian woman who marri•• white man ('CUff 
to be an jndlan under the Act, the Court held that thia did DOt. alleot her blOC'd 
which the tran.mitted to ber lOb. I quote the loUowiaa mraat lrom tllf 
JudlmeDt 01 the Court:­

For research purposes only. See SCC notice.



15 

'd. 
In 
~l 

rt 

r 
e 
] 

INDIAN ACT 559 

It is notorious that there are pe~ons in these bands who are not 
full blood£d Indians, who are posses~cd of Caucasinn blood. in many of 
th€m the Caucasian blood vcry largely predominates, but whoEe u8Socia­
tions, habits, modes of life and rmrroundings generally are ~entially 
Indian, and the intention of the Legislature is to bring such persons within 
the provisions and objt'ct of the Act, and the definition is given to the 
word "Indian" as aforesaid with that object. 

The Oommissiollers who negotiated Treaty No. 8 observe that while the 
Indians of the North are further advanced in civilization than other Ind·ians 
were when treaties were negotiated with them. nevertheless they stand as much 
in need of protection afforded by the law to aborigines as do any other Indians 
(If the country, and are as fit subjects for the paternal care of the Government. 

It is a reasonable inference from the evidence that no striking change in the 
condition of these people has taken place in the years that have intervened 
~in('e the treaty was signed. They are still fit suhjects . for the paternal care 
of the Government. 

An Indian treaty, or for that matter any formal arrangement entered into 
with a primitive and unlettered people. should not be construed accord,ing to 
mirt. or technical rules of construrtion. So far as it is reasonably possible, it 
~h(luld 'be read in the sense in whic:h it is understood by the Indians themselves. 
When Treaty No.8 was signed the Indians were well aware that the Government 
took &. broad and liberal view witH respect to the class of persons eligible for 
trratr. Many of them taken into treaty at that time were themselves of mixed 
bluod. They knew that individuals of mixed blood who had adopted the Indian 
way of life were encouraged to take treaty. They cannot reconcile the removal 
from the band rolls of a large number of individuals who have been in treaty for 
many years, with their understanding of the situation as it existed when the 
treaty was signed. . 

The Indian Act is loosely drawn and is replete with inconsistencies. I 
\"<'nture to say that flexibility rather than rij?;id~ty and elasticity rather than a 
~trirt and narrow view should govern its interpretat.ion. 

I can find no jl,lstification for the view that delay in applying for treaty is 
IIf ""er was an effective bar to admission into treaty. The correspondence marked 
Exhibit 6, as well as numerous other letters on the files of the Department make 
it dear that up to and including September, 1932, the Department was· prepared 
to give favourable consideration to requests for admission into treaty by Indians 
Ih'jnj?; in different parts of the territory covered by Treaty No.8. 

Apart from particular classes or groups with which I will deal later on, I 
find the individuals listed in the document hereto annexed and marked 
"Document No.1" arc entitled to membership in their respective bands and to 
~harc in the properties and annuities thereof. 

Snip 
I have considered with care the position of persons who took scrip, There 

hayc been rumours down the years that Ha1f'breeds were frequently. victimized 
by unscrupulous speculators and that in some cases scrip was issued on forged 
applications, I mention this merely to say that I have no opportunity at all to 
f1rt1hc this phase of the question, and that so far as I know I am dealing with 
ta~l:8 where scrip was issued pursuant to a bona fide application therefor. 

Ordinarily the issue of scrip to an indiVIdual ,bars his right to treaty, . Thil'l 
appears to 'be the view by the ~partment for many years. When an Indian 
or Halfbreed takes 8<'rip his aboriginal rights are extinguished and, strictly 
~utking, that is the end !,f th~ matter. ~owever, the practice follow~ in the 
r<'Hr8 immemately fo)]owmg tlJ~ conclUSIOn of Treaty No, 8, makes It clear 
that. the Govemment did not take the position that the issue of scrip was an 
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insuperable bar to treaty. A good deal of latitude was allowed in sWitching from 
scrip to treaty and vice versa. Where a person who had taken scrip subsequentlY 
applied for and was admitted into treaty, it would appear his admission in ~ol1;e 
cases at least was made subject to terms. 

I haye had wme difficulty in determining who in fact took scrip. The yira 
yoce <'Yidence W11S not conclusive in some cases and it appears to be difficult. if 
not impoS'3ible, to obtain this information from Departmental files. 

Subject to observations later on in this report, with respect to particular 
cla~s{'s. I find that the individruals listed in the document hereto. annexed and 
ma.rked "Document No.2", ha"e taken scrip and by rea..~n of this fact arc not 
ordinarily elegible for treaty. 

lllegithnate Children of Male Treaty Indians 
I do not see any justification for the exclusion from band mcmbcr1'hip II! 

illegitimate children of male treaty Indians. Such a child is an Indian unol'i' 
Section 2, 58 (d) (II) of The Indian Act. "Any child of such person" ~ho\llrl 
not bl' restricted to a legitimate child. There may ,be difficulty in estah)ji'hin~ 
paternity but once it is ~hown that the fat-her is a treaty Indian his illegitimat<· 
child is l'ntitlcd to band member8hip. Section 12 of the Act assumes that an 
i1ll'gitimate child is entitled to membership in the band to which it." father 
h<>long8. If it were otherwise there would be no necessity to confer power on the 
:Minister to exclude it from membership under certain circumstances. 

If the illegitimate child has, with the consent of the band, shared in the 
u(lii'triblltion mon~ys" of the band for a period exceeding two years, therc is no 
authority to exclude it from membership. The term "distribution mon('y~" j, 
grneral in its scope and includes the annuitiee to which members of the bann are 
entitled and which is distributed amongst them annually. An illew.timatr /·hilr! 
who has been paid annuity for the period prescribed and has brought it~)f 
within the other requirements of the section cannot be disturbed. 

I find that the persons listed in the document hereto annexed and marked 
uDocllment No.3" (not printed herewith) are entitled to membership in their 
respective band's, and to share in its property and annuities. 

Adoptions 
The usual procedure leading to legal adoption in this Province has been 

complied with in only two cases. The rest of the cases are natural adoptions 
without resort to the formalities preseribed by Provincial law. There is no sug­
gestion that these adoptions are not bona fides. The usual case is simply that 
of some unfortunate child who was taken in its early infancy by some compas­
sionate neighbour or relative who supplied it with food, clothing, and shelter. and 
reared it according to the Indian way of life. 'The child is taken into treaty and 
paid year after year with the consent of the band. It is placed on the hand 
rolls by the Government's local agent, and he or some Government official makes 
the annual payments. Its life is thus designed and drcumscribed after the Indian 
fashion with the knowledge and assistance of officials of the Department. Then 
after many years, in some cases after the child nas grown to manhood, t:narried 
and has a family of his own, he is informed that he is not entit.led to be on the 
band rolls, that he must remove himself and his family from the reserve, that he 
must seek his .livelihood elsewhere and earn it presumably ·by arts he ha~ ne\'ef 

• had an opportunity to acquire. 
In many instances members of this class who have been removed from the 

rolls are male persons of Indian blood who have belonged to a band sincl' their 
infancy. They are Indians within the interpl'etation of the term which was 
accepted without reservation when Treaty No.8 wa9 negotiated. They are 
Indians also within the meaning of The Indian Act. They are Indians further­
more because, without any suggestion of misrepresentation, they have beeD 

For research purposes only. See SCC notice.



'--, 

,.. 

.;. 

",, 

,. ' ., 
,~ 

" 

" 

'~ 

':,.. 

i { 

"'.~ 

...~~ 

. :. 
, . 

561INDIAN ACT 

taken into treaty and, as Mr. McKenna's report of May 31, 1901, approved 
under P.C. 1182, says:­

Everyone, irrespective of the portion of Indian lblood which he may 
have, who enters treaty becomes an Indian in the- eye of the law and 
should therefore be treated as an Indian, both by the Department of 
the Interior and thc Department of Indian Affairs. 

Apart from all ,this, every instinct of natural justice proclaims that under 
all the circumstances, they should be treated as the childrcn of their adopting 
parents, restored to the band rolls, and allowed to share in the property and 
annuities of their respective bands. 

A list of members of this rlass is annexed I.ereto and marked /lDocumcnt 
Xu, 4" (not printed herewith). 

Mi,~cellaneollsC ases 
There are a number of rases to which special attention is directed. 
1. No.1, Driftpile-Joe Morin, a soldier overseas. His case should stand 

until his return. 
2. No. 49, Sawridge-Archie Sowan, a soldier overseas, and his ca8e should 

s!:tnd until his return. 
3. No. 100, Drif.tpile-Angus McGillis. This case is co\'cred on page 182 

(If the evidence. He appears to be a hopeless cripple and quite unablc t{l 
support himself. 

4. No. 64. Swan River-Edward AndeNon. His case is dealt with on 
page 198 of the evidence. He is also crippled and has to usc a crutch. In my 
rip\\, he is an Indian under the Act. 

5. No. 47, Sucker Creek-Julien Belcourt. It is clear that there was 
correspondence with the Department in 1924 with respect to this case. and 
a Humber of other cases. In view of the warning in the letters of the Depart­
ment. dated November 7, 1924, and December 17, 1924, it seems incredible 
that the local p.gent would on his own responsibility allow this person to remain 
in treaty. I am inclined to think there must be further correspondence on 
this ('a8~ and it should be ,allowed to stand pending a further search. 

Sucker Creek cases 'Nos. 49, 55, 104, 105, 75 and 97, and No. 64 Swan 
Ri"cr, are in the same position as No. 47 referred to above. These people 
ha"ebeen in treaty since 1924. 

6. No. 388, Wabasca, Ned Gambler, or GI'8du. His case is covered on 
page 62 of the 'evidence. On May 27. 1937, the ~ocal Indian Agent wrote 
the Department stating that Ned Gambler had applied for reinstatement. He 
forwarded with this letter an exhaustive history of the case. On December 2, 
1937. the Department replied advising that Gambler might be readmitted into 
the Sucker Creek band. On November 13, 1940, the Department approved 
the transfer of Gambler and his family f~om Sucker Creek to Wabasca Bigstone 

,bancl. Re-a.dmission into treaty after full investigation and. with the approval 
of the Department should <.-arry with it. a ~arger measure of security than this 
ease appears to afford. 

7. No. 94, Wabasca. Daniel Houle, and 5 children. These are illegitimate. 
children of Marie Papastes, or Cardinal, a treaty Indian, and should be restored 
to band rolls. ... 

8. No. 358, Waba~a, Jean Baptiste Houle, illegitimate Bon of Marie 
Pallastes, or Cardinal, a treaty Indian, and should be restored to band rolls. 

9. No. 225, WalbaBca. Mrs. Adelaide Savard, placed on roil'ls under 'author­
ity of letter February 22, 1941, and should be restored to rolls. 

It seems to me that in the orKanization which has been des-igned and 
ini:'t ituted t<l handle Indian affairs, 'any local ~ent who fandliarizes himself 
,,·itlt the local situation, who is in close t.ouch with local problems as they arise 
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from day tQ day, and who understands the character and mentality of the 
Indian, is still a very important official. Centrali~ed. supervision there must 
always be, of ('our~e, and centralized control to a degree as weB, but the reins 
shouid not be tightl:v drawn. The Indian is no more amenable than i" the 
white man to long-distance government. ' 

The authority of the Governm",nt to deal with aN aspects of Indian nff:lirs 
is ·as ample and complete today as it was in 1899 when Treaty No. 8 W~ 
8i~ed. When individuals of mixed blood are admitted to treaty from time 
to time by the local agent with the approval, either express or implied, of the 
Department, it seems to me that their status, especialrly after the lap~e of 
many years, should be held to be fixed and, <retermined'. This was 'the coum 
recommended and approved in the years immediately following the treaty. 
These individuals acquire rights under the treaty and under the Indian Art, 
and these rights should not be iightly disturbed. They should have til(' ~ame 
security of tenure and the same protection in the enjoyment of· property right~, 
no matter how circumscribed these rights may be, as- is acco~ any other 
citizen of the nation. 

I wis·h to express my appreciation of the great a86istance I received 
from J. F. Lymburn, K.C., Counsel for the Department, and Mr. H. G. John­
80n, Counsel for persons removed from the band roMs, as well as for the 
courteous consideration and assistance received from Mr. M. McCrimmon :lnd 
Constable Skead. 

I have the honour to be. Sir. 

Yout' obedient servant, 

(Sgd.) W. A. MACDONALD, 
Commissioncl'. 

BIGSTONE BAND 

Documellt SQ. 1 
Waba&ca 

No.	 No. 0/ PNSon& 
336. Ossimeemas, Wife, Johny, Mary Rose.............................. 4
 
337. Samtlel Noskiye, son of 336........................................... 1
 
338. Sophie Noski~'e, sister of 337.......................................... 1
 
353. Arch·ie Yessew, grandson of 336.. ...............••.................... 1
 
175. Widow M. Netowastanum, George, Harry, She is daughter of Okema.. 3 
223. Napasis Okemow, wife of Okema, children.......................... 10
 
230. Tuccatut Okemov, wife, 5 children.................................... 7
 
1M. Francois Bow-N06kiye, children •....................•............... -1
 
322. Andre Noskiye, wife, children........................................ 9
 
306. Ben Paul Noskiye, Mabel. . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
 
190. Wid. Andre N oskiye-8 illegitimate children of woman of Indian status 8 
341.	 Harry Letendre. S children·. Unle8s it is shown his father took scrip, 

he is entitled -to be on the band rolls . 4 
339.	 Roger Letendre, wife, 2 children. He is & brother of No. 341 and in 

the same position. See letter Const. Skead; July 4, 19M . 4 
37.	 Wiet. Joseph Carifer, and Hanrey. Harvey is son of Harry Letendre, 

No. 341, and legitimised by subsequent mamage of parents . 1 
221. Johny Laboucan, wife, 7 children	 . 9 
294. Adolph Laboucan, wife, 7 children	 . 9 
344. Pierre Laboucan, Therese, Norman	 . 3 
330.	 Marie Laboucan, 4 illegitimate chil~. The foregoing Nos. 221, 2M, 344 

are brothers and 330 is a si1ner. Tbi!y are children of Sam Laboucan 
who died in 1941. The evidanee establishes the father of ,these 
children did not take scrip. They are all entitled to be in. treaty, 
including the .. iller;iotimate children of Marie ....••.......••..... 5 
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Document No.1 :'\ 
.\ 
'I '{~No.	 No. 0/ PBT,cma .,'. f 

350. 
214. 
131. 
197. 
1:"8. 
153. 

282. 

364. 

212. 

271. 

274. 

313. 

115. 
237. 

Ahsolum Laboucan, son of 221........................................ 1
 
Joseph Loonskin and wife. Illegitimate and of Indian status........ ~
 
Paul Loonskin, wife, 4- children. Son of No. 214....................... 6
 
Louis Loonskin. Son of 214.......................................... 1
 
Alex Loonskin. Son of No. 214...................................... 1 
Jean M. Yellowknee, 5 children. He is a trl:.'tlty Indian· and ackLowledges 

the 5 illegitilll8lte children are his; children qualify through father 6 
Francois Crow Gambler, wif~, 2 children. Illegitimate son of Trea.ty 

Indian __ . . . .. . . . .. . . .. .. . . . . . ... 
Juli~n Gamble. Legi'imizoo: by subsequent marriage and father of 

Treaty Indiu.n ...................................•.............. 1 
George Augu, Junior. Illegitim8lte, father and mother both Treaty 

Indians 1 
Mrs. Mary Belhomme. 4 children. She is of ;Indian status and children 

illegitimate , .. . .. . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . .il 
Pierre St. Arnauld. 4- children. lUegitimate son of woman of Indian 

status 5, 
Miss Elsie Oar, 3 children. She is of Indian status, and her illegitimate 

children qualify through her or through father.................... 4: 
Oliver Cardinal, I}.nd children.......................................... 6 
John Cardinal, son. of No. 116. Oliver has been in treaty since 1912, 

!lnd John, who is about 33 ye:-rs old, has been in treaty about 30 
years. The evidence of scrip is not convincing, particularly a8 
Oliver's mother was named Desjarlais, and the mother of the Oliver 
who took scrip was Courterielle :... 1 

CREE BAND 

Little Red River 
72. Chilouis Noskiye. 3 children. Indian status.......•.•................
 

CREE BAND 

Whitefish	 Lake 
19.	 limmy Grey-Is of Indian status, illegitimate Bon of Amelia Grey, an 

Indian, prior ,to her marriage b Cunningham. The dispute here is 
with respect to Johnny Grey or Taswaw, son of Philip Taswaw. 
Johnny is entitled to membership, •............•................. 1 

63.	 Thomas J.aboucan-He is in membership. but Allice Sowan, who is on 
his ticket. is Clll. Her father t<lok scrip .. 1 

69. Philip Taswaw, and David ............................•............. 2
 
77. Colin Laboucan and family ...........•..•............•.•...••....... 11
 
111.	 Elzear Ominayak-Sa;mmy. This number conccl'IIB Sammy, illegitimate 

son of Indian iather and halfbreed mother. Qualifies for merr.ber­
ship through fa.ther. 

CREE BAND 

Luhicon Lake 
7. Alexis Laboucan,. Wife, Pierre, George-Indian Status . 

34. Albert Ward, wife, I) children	 . 
35. Delphia Ward. Son of No. 34	 . 
37. Cha.rlip·Ward, wife, 7 children	 .. 
11. Frank Auger, wife, 2 children	 . 
13. Joe Auger and 3 children. Son of No. 11	 . 
6. Edward Laboucan and children	 .. 

32.	 Stan Whitehead and I) children-No evidence his father took scrip for 
him. He was born before treaty . 

36. Pierre Na~ichitawaw, Angelique-Pierre is of .Indian status. Angelique 
is dead . 

Z1. Gabriel Surprenant, and 5 children-If father did not take scrip on behalf 
of Gabriel, then he is entitled to membership . 
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DUNCAN BAND 
Document No.1 

No. of peTSom 
No. 

BTOU'TH'nl~ 
53. Raymond Surprenant. His father is dead, was not in treaty, nor did he 

. takt> 9Crip so far as I c:m find out. I.etter April 13, 1933, authorizes 
tmrofer and approval of Council, February 17, 1937. Should be 
I't';<toroo to ml"mbership . 

61.	 Mrs. Cecilia Harris-,She is a. sister of No. 53 and ha:< married a. halfbreed 
who is in the army. She is entitled to annuity . 

BEAVER HAND 
II ors(~ Lah:s mill Clear Hills 

68.	 Felix La Glace-Woma.n. S children. Illegitimate children of male treaty
Indian, and qualify through fat.hf·r................. 9 

109.	 Mabl'l Walker-Hlegitimale child of Eva Gladu. an Indian. before her 
marriage. She is entitled to be on rolls and her iIIl"gitimate children 
as ,'·ell. . . 

CREE BAND 
Sf urYC'Oll	 Lake 

78.	 Chri8tina Standinp: Ribbon-~o evidence her fat.her took !'Crip. and he 
was born before 1899 and eligible for treaty , .. 

83.	 Magloire Standing Ribbon-6 children. He WIl8 born before 1899, 
and no evidence of scrip......................................... 7 

145.	 Alexis Standinl': Ribbon. and wife. Son of No. 83. also entitled to 
membership. . . . . . . .. . . . . . 2 

84.	 Elie Mitchell. Born before treaty and no evidence his father took scrip 
for him . 

105.	 Henry M008008. 5 children. Son of Vital Larocque who was in treaty
under Treaty No.6, and in treaty here for 24 years although no 
proper tranl'lfer obtained __ . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . 6 

87.	 \Villiam Mitchel:. 5 childrf'n. Hif: daughter. Elsie. is leJI;itimate, but 
his wife left him and has .. illegitimate children by a treaty Indian. 
ThesE' children will qualify for membership through the father..... 6 

103.	 Frank Mitchf'lI. wife and 7 children. This man is a brother of Eiie 
Mitehell. No. 84. No evidence his fathM' took scrip............. 9 

KINOOSAYO B 4:SD 
Sucker Creek 

30. Archie Cardinal-Marvin. Has been restored to membprship........... '1
 
35. Frederick Prince. "children, See letter May 2. 1934. File 62-131. Vol. 2 4 
70. Irene and Franci!.' Gambler. Illegit.imate children of treaty Indian father. 2 
73.	 Danie-l Willier's children. The child Theodore is iIIep;itimate. Son of a 

treaty Indian and entitled to membership. I understand Alvina 
Ro~ was not removed from the rolls . 

110.	 Alice- Andrews, Michael and Aline. Michael is i1Iell;itimate-. BOn of Joe 
Badger, a treaty Indian. Haleron. a treaty Indian, is father of the 
two younger children. All three entitled to membership through 
the father. 3 

KINOOSAYO BAND 
Driftpile 

83.	 Robert. Walker, wife. Son of treaty Indian, and legitimized by sub­
sequent marriage of his father to 'his mother . 2 

110. f Archie Courtoreillc, wife, .. children	 . 6 
137. 1George COlJrtoreilIe. These two are Fons of Alf"X Courtol'eille, who was 

in treaty under Treaty No. 6 and never properly transferred toO.. 
Treaty 8. He seems to be of Indian 8t~tU8 and entitled to transfer 
and his sons qualify for membersb~p through him. '" . __ . 1 

12. Emile and Jacque!.' Qampion. 
statu!.'. . 

Illegitimate children of woman of Indian 
. 2 

64. Mrs. Maria CoIJins and children. Nellie Jane and Henry are illegitimate 
children of Mrs. Colline by a treaty Indian and qua.lify for member­
ship through father . 2 
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Document No.1 
,\'0. No.o! Per80na 
1M. Harry No Hat and stepson, Chwrlie No Hat. This stepson is illegitimate

son of Vitalline Belcourt, now the wife of Harry 1'0 Hat. The father 
of Charlie was Gerry Mustus, a treaty Indian and the boy qualifies
through	 his father. 1 

96, William Ashley, Jr., and children. He is illegitimate ~on of a woman of 
Indian status.	 3 

88.	 WilHam Ashley Sr.'s children. See letter Indian AjI;t'nt, Fl'b. 16. 1932,
 
and lettl'r frf,m Department in reply Feb. 25, 1932. There should
 
be a reasonable degree of finality in matters of this kind.. . . . . . . .. . 3
 

51.	 George HamE'lin. Bertha Hamelin. In trE'aty herE' for 36 Yf'al's and under
 
Treaty No. 6 before then. If formal transfer lackinll;, should be
 
attended to but ~hould not be removed from rolls............... 2
 

KINOOSAYO BAND 
I Riller 
42.	 Wilfred Hamelin. The only difficulty il' to detel'mine if proper transfer
 

of his father, GE'orge Hame~in, No. 51, Driftpile, was effected . 1
 
.\3.	 Joseph and Lena Sowan. Illegitimate children of treaty Indian father;
 

and mother was also Indian but lost status by marriage to I\. white
 
man. from whom she separated, and went to live with Sowan. the
 
father of these two children . 2
 

50.	 Mrs. Mary Sowan. She is iIIegitimal(" daughter of Joseph Sowan, a.
 
treaty Indian, and Harriett Benton who was of Indian status but
 
lost it, by marriage to a white mnn. She is entitled to qualify for
 
membership in the band through her father. She has married a
 
halfbreed and has !tpplied for commutation , . 1
 

Document No. i. 
SCRIP	 CASES 

Cit 
~o. 

291. David Richards 
340. Arnold CardOnal 
232. Gabriel Merrier 
379. Jean Bap!iste CardOna) 
395. Delphia VillEneuve 
315. Joe Giroux. Not within territory of Treaty 8. . ,". 

tOt. Adam Grasshead or' Cardinal 
:114. Joe Houle and Francois and! GEorge 
293. Pierre Merrier 
321. Alfred Auger 
389. Narcisse Auger 
397. Bernard· Houle 
129. Thomas Francis Auger 
243. Joeeph Cardlinal
 
'J1l. Max D'Or
 
378. Jean Beaver 
409. Eva Houle and boy 
119. Paul ·Powder 
400. Julien Auger-Nikik
 
40<1. George Guilion
 
405. Edward Auger
 
«l6. Alexander Bo8kayous
 
toll. Clement Powder
 
407. Edwin Baskayou!! 

.' rji~h Lake 
Xo. 
10i. Oliver Greye~il 
66. Philip Lamouche . 
95. Sylve8ter Hamelin 
96. Tllom8IJ Bone and C]aren'Ce Carifer 
92. Mrs. E. Cunningham. Helen and Ray 

. 58. MnJ. Ambrose Cardine.l. Jeremy. May
 
&3. Alice Sowan, 00 ticket of Thomas Laboucan
 

153. JOtleph Sow-an.. .' 
75. Children of Wid. Eliza Courrorellle
 

fi256-31
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Lubicon Lake 
No. 
24. Fred Whitehead 
5. Leo	 ThuD<rer and Nel·lie Jane 

23. Da.vid Laboucan. 
38. Felix Laboucan 
39. Petit Paul Laboucan 

Hol'se. Lake8 and. Clear Hil18 
No. 
81. Adam Kenny, wife, child 
92. Felix Joachim. and childr~n 

Sturgeon	 Lake 
No. 
15. Moise N06kiye 
94. Alber1tBadger and children 
00. Dieudon.ne Noskiye 

100. Wid. George Thomas 
102. Geor~e Thomas	 .'
106. HenrIette Thomas
 
lOS. Joe AwasiaNeas
 
123. Pierre Mannitiers 
156. Philip Campbell 

Sucker Creek 
No. 
69. Frank Gladu 
99. Jimmy Gladu and Jean 

DriJt~ 
!'lo. 

S. DelphiI1l Morin 
7. Caroline Badger 

64. Mrs. Maria. Collins 
134. Richard CoUiI18 

Swan River 
No.
 

t.. 
{ Mabel Plante
 

58.	 Albert Plante 
Scrip. 8000 parents halfbreeds, but were adopted by grandmother. Noreserve since 1937.

10. Joseph Neil 
31. Sam Giroux: VHirondelle 
36. Clara Sinclair ' 

Sawridge 
No. 
35. Mrs. Margaret Sowan 
41. Philomene Lawye 
47. Johnny L'Hirondelle 
48. Gabriel Gladu 
53. Flora. Lawye 
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