











equality with the rest of the population, to
the end that he wight participate fully
in the collective life of the nation. Neither
country has entirely succeeded. It is prob-
ably fair to say that Canada has bhad fewer
obstacles to contend with. Settlement was
slower, and the typical settler was less
savagely anti-Indian in sentiment. Those
Indians with a basis for comparison have
noticed the difference. In 1914 Frederick H.
Abbott, secretary of the Board of Indian
Commissioners, visited the Standing Buf-
falo reserve and asked the chief if his peo-
ple would like to return to the United
States. “No,” was the reply, “we have
visited our friends in the United States
many times—we would not trade places
with them. We are getting along all right.
Our government treats us right.”*® This was
a bleak period in the history of American
Indian policy, and perhayps the chief would
have answered differently had he been
asked the same question in the 1930s and
early 1940s. And one must not discount the
natura] feeling of loyalty to the country and
Jocality of one’s birth. Yet Canadiap Indian
policy has been on the whole more en-
lightened than United States policy.
Canadian administration has been less sub-
ject to the spoils system and to the vagaries
of economy-minded legislatures.4t

Despite these seeming advantages, Ca-

Encampment on Qu'Appelle Lakes during August powwow at Standing Buffalo reserve

nadian Indian policy has yielded, for the
Sioux, much the same results as American
Indian policy: an economically depressed
class, half assimilated, yet not fully ac-
cepted. Their aboriginal culture modified
beyond recognition, the Sioux have not
wholly embraced the white man’s culture.
The recipients of a dwindling number of
services not afforded the general popula-
tion, they seem in both countries as yet un-
prepared to undertake their own support
unaided. The thought inevitably suggests
itself that, in the white man’s campaign to
eliminate the features of the Indian heri-
tage that he deemed undesirable, he may
have vitiated in the Indian the qualities of
character necessary to success as an inde-
pendent citizen in a changing society.

“ Frederick H. Abbott, The Administration of
Indian Affairs in Canada, 22 (Washington, 1915).

“The tenure of agents was generally longer
than in the United States. Markle, who succeeded
Herchmer at the Birtle Agency in 1888, remained
until 1901, and his successor, G. H. Wheatley,
stayed at least fiftcen years. See 6 Parliament, 1 ses-
sion, Sessional Papers, no. 6, p. 121; 9 Parliament, 2
session, Sessional Papers, no. 27, p. 126; Department
of Indian Affairs, Annual Reports, 1916, p. 48.

THE MODERN PHOTOGRAPHS used in this
article were taken by the author in August, 1966.
The picture of Standing Buffala on page 16 js from
the Minnesota Historical Society picture collection;
that on page 24 is from the Cunn Collection, Mani-
toba Archives.
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