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Y were, had now fallen to Can- |

?Oar?ea h;;:i Imm:h of the wvast terri-|
= ¢h  theso claims covered |

nged to the Dominion, and how much ‘
to Ontario. Strong as were the claims of
C““?“;l“: fr_ﬂm the first, to the territories in
the direction of Hudson's Bay, through a

. long beriod of occupation and by virtue of

] trﬂﬂlwﬂ! they were still stronger as regarded

the regions of the North-west, The ela-

 borate reports hefore the House gave many
interesting details of the explorations of the
early voyageurs, showing how they had
first pencirated to Lake Superior; how they
had crossed over to the Mississippi, and
traced the windings of that great river from
its source to the Gulf of Mexico; and how
they had travelled to the colder regions of
the North-west, gradually extending their
trading posts to Lake Winnipeg and 'the
 farthest tributaries of the Saskatchewan,

. until at the date of the conquest they were
in possession of the country westward to
the Rocky Mountains, We had an account,’
too, of the explorations of Canadiansafter the
conquest, although, in this regard, the rc-
ports were not so full as he believed !
they might with advantage have Dbeen i
made. While fthe traders of the Com-'
pany of Merchant Adventurers of England
wera still on the confines of Hudson's Bay,

| these later discoverers bad reached the Arc-

. tic Sea and the shores of the Pacific Ocean,
1t was, in fact, on the rights arising from
the discoveries of Canadians who bhad |
crossed the Rocky Mountainsgsubsequent to

| the conquest that Great Britain was able to

' make good her claim to British Columbia;

' and he could not weil see why, if the claims
of Untario were good to the Rocky Moun.
tains, they wero not egually good to the re.
gions further to the west, 1f the claims of
Ontario were to be based on prior discovery
and occupation alone, they would cover by
far the greater portion of Dritish North

" America, They would reach to the Pacific
Occan and the Arctic Sea., DBut there were
many other considerations to be taken 1nto
account.,Open as the Hudson Day Company’s
charter might be to question, as to the ter-
ritories which it covered, wo could not ig-
nore the fact that their extremest claims
had been more or less recognized by the
Imperial Government from the end of the
past np to the midale of the present century,
The case of Ontario had been very strongly
and ably etated, und on the other hand

thera had been nothing concealed which

' conld make against her claims. On refe-

| rence to the reports it would be scen that

| there were Acts of Parliament and

Royval proclamations defining boundaries

| with more or less of precision, all of which

| had to be considered. Then we had the

- decision of judges as (o the western limits
of Upper Canada in the De Runhard case,
and we could not ignore the fact thata
colony bad been built up in Assiniboia
whicih was recognised by the Imperial
authorities, at least 10 a certain exient,
Most awkward of all, th.re was the question
of the Iudian territory to: be dealt with,
These Iudian territories were {reated by
the Imperial Government, and by an Act of
the Imperial Parliament, as being entirely
distinct and apart from Canada. Dut where
were those Indian territories? 1t was at
one time supposed that they covered, and it
was no doubt intended that they should
cover, the country about Red River and
Lake Winnipeg, and it would not be difficult
to show that it was meant that they should
come as far east as Luke Hu[u‘.:rinr. But the
: Hudson's Iiu',' i.fump.:m}' had tried to shove

< them off to the Arctic water-shed. Another
matter which had not been ‘.I.m‘t_l.:hﬂ'ii upon

in the reports was the rights of Quebec, u.!ul
that Province had certainly a claim
to the ¢ countries above,” as tl}u
North-west terricorics were tu‘..‘.ruu:.dlr in
the capitulation of Montreal. I'he
case of the Dominion Government
had been set forth ina report by Mr. Ramsay,
and this report was at least a fair Elll;}t!_{_it. |
of criticista, He (Mr. Dawson) was of opi-
nion that, it the D:J'tnunm! had nothing
tronger ta advance, its claims would not
. ¥ ﬂ.l interfere with those of Ontario,
R it as his opinion that the
Mr. Ramsay gave 1b ¢ - he boun-
' water-shed or height of land was the
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“dary béﬁ'cen Canada and the territories |
which he assumed to be covercd by the.
charter of the Hudson's Bay Company, b
he failed fo establish this position by do
ments or tenable argument. In section ¥
of his report, alluding to the negotiationf ="
which took place subsequent to the Treaty |
of Utrecht, he said that+ Commissaries were |
appointed to define the limits, who never | el
arrived at any decision; but that both}
countries seem to have acquiesced in the |
idea that 'the water-shed or height of land | =
was the real boundary.” In his note (R.)
in the appendix to his report, he gave his
authority for this assumption ; but the doc-
uments which he himself quoted proved the
very reverse of what he advanced, for they
showed that the extreme southern limit
claimed by the Hudson’s Bay Company up
to 1750 was a line running from the latitude
of 58.30 north, on the Atlantic coast, to Lake
Mistassini, thence south-westerly to the
| 49th parallel, and then along that parallel
westward ; and he had omitted to mention |
that in the document in which they made
this claim, the Hudson’s Bay Company had |
made no refcrence to any height of land |
whatever, On the contrary, in their memo-
rial to the Lords of '"I'rade and Plan-
tations, which was the - document Mr.
Ramsay quoted from, they claimed
that their territories to the north extended
from Hudson’s Bay northwardsto the utmost
limits of the lands towards the North Pole,
and westward to the Great South Sea or
Pacific Ocean. So that, far from proposing
any height of land, they were neither to be
bounded by the Arctic watershed on the
north, nor by the Ilocky Mountains on the
west. Perhaps the most interesting period |
- in the history of the occupation of Hudson's |
. Bay wasthat intervening between the Treaty |
. of Neutrality, 1686, and the Treaty of
Utrecht, 1711, During this period of twenty-
five years the rights of the IFrench had been
acknowledged by the Treaty of Ryswick,
and by the restoration ot their forts; and
within the same time the charter of the !
Hudson’s Bay Company had been seemingly |
cancelled by an Act of Parliament renewing
it for only scven years, Yet the whole of
this history was very summarily treated by
Mr, Ramsay, because it made against lis
position. In a memorandum annexed to
his report, in which he aflected to be very
kind and considerate to Ontario, but which
was really meant to support his height of
land line, Mr, Ramsay, in an inferential sort
of way, suggested another argument which
he evidently felt was too sillyto be advanced
otherwise, It seemed that in 1850 the
Government of Canada had sent an officer
¢to negotiate with the Indiaus for the ade-
justment of their claims to the lands in the |
vicinity of Lakes Huron and Superior,” This |
officer, in a paper drawn up by him in the |
wilderness, made the mistake ot referring to
the height of land as separating the tevritory |
covered by the charter of the Hudson’s Bay
' Company from the lands he was negotiating
- with the Indwans about—a picee of informa-
tion which ke, no doubt, obtained
from the Companv's traders, who were
then the only white people in the district,
And, on a blunder ¢f no more mportance
, than this, Mr, Ramsay cuadcavoured to
lound an argument in a maftter of such
gravity as the boundaries of Ontario, He'
concluded his report by giving it as his
opinion that Ontario was bounded to the
north by the height of land, and to the
west by the due north line prolonged from
the junction of the Ohlio and Mississippi, or,
in other words, by the meridian of 89 deg. |
9 min. 27 sec, Takenaltogether, it would be |
difficult to say whether thisreport was more |
remarkable tor the wildness of its assump-
tions or the feebleness of its argument. As-
sertion proved notking, and a mere opinion,
in a matter of such importance, without
sound arguments to sustain it, was of littie
value, Mr, Ramsay said, in the way of
argument, that “both countries scemed to
have acquiesced in the idea that the water.
 shed or height of land was the real boun- |
dary,” when he could only show that the
parallel of 49 deg.—not adopted, but only
suggested—was the nearest approach to it
ever contemplated, and that not by both
countries, but only by the Hudson's Bay |
Company or their supporters ; and that par-
 allel was far from coinciding with the water-




