OST.
 street,

'O OFFER
of Clothing

The sale
will continue
‘his will be
arely . offers,
buyers.” .

[CIFIC—Mr John Day, Lad
Millar, lady and lil{u,*lﬁ
,. Mrs D B Finch and son
Calver, James Kemp, W ﬂ
P. J Gevard, Miss A Lindsay.
Bros, P A Antuly,; Henry
Hitler, W Clit, F P Lipsb;
dwards, James Moyle, Hm
L Morgan, A Bass, A C
er, J L Milford, I' Pearce, ¥
m, W Smith, Mr. Spring, J
Vells Fargo & Co’s Messengez)

ION, from Sandwich Islands

MPORTS.

ZA ANDERSON, from Pugst
ttle, 12 calves, 170 sheep, §
xen, 1 keg, 2 rolls feather, 18
50 bxs bread, 8 bxs eggs, but-
Falue, 85,095,

IFIC, from San Francisco—
hovels, 1 bale hops, 2 es hats,

drugs, 9 cs boots and shoes,
thing, 1 do private effects, 20
ntter, 1 do hams, 1 de cheese,
s paper, books, &c, 3 do per-
ry, 1 do'do, 1 'docutlery—

LFIC, from Portland—1396 sks
14 bxs butter, 7 es lard, 17
.chopped feed, 4 sks baeon, 7
les, 22 bxs cherries, 11 bxs
bples, 85 shéep, 1 bale-mdse.

‘lA, from Port Townsend—28
orts, 70 bales hay, 1 ton oats,
chickens, 200 1bs' butter, 2%
DNSTITUTION, from Sand-
pales pulu 25 hf bbls sugar 202
syrap to Stewart & Co 1icase
Green, & Rhodes.
EXANDRA from New West-
lumber to R. Broderiok.

XPORTS.

<A U
: es ma 2
;::i 200 “bls cement, 218 bbls:
, 10 es confectionery, 26 pa
nmber, 200 skl\bm;‘!&wigz
} 10 kits 4 bbls fish, (samples)

DNSTITUTION, to Hilo, S-1.
‘1 os 1 pel prints.—Value,

 INTELLIGENCE.

ENTERED.
[ Eliza Anderson, Finch, Port

on, Orcas Island
~Hone£, Orcas Island
nnie, Elwin, Saanich
rus, Astoria
McMillan, Port Angelos
ht, Port Angelos
ms, Port Angelos
dike. Thornton, San Juan
bve, San Juan
nstitution, Pomroy, Honolulu
n, Morgan, Sooke
' McCulloch, Nanairo
pgon, New Westminster
ing, Cowichan
Amelia, Kendall, Pritish Co-
Howard, Port Angelos
Pearsc, Nanaimo
n, Greenwood, Nanaimo
pars, Port Angelos
arcissa, Sears, Port Angelos
lies, Pamphlet, Nanaimo
, Moore, New Westminster
n, San Juan
. CLEARED.
Eliza Anderson, Finch, Port

son, Orcas Island b

bacer, Peterson, Port Angelos
toni, Clarke, Port Angelos:

[Annie, Elwin, Saanic

, MeMellin, Port ‘Angelos

grns, San Franeisco

bn, San Juan

Boyle, Sooke ;

ndike, Thornton, San: Juan

follacer, Port Angelos y

Broker, Alberni g
North Star, McCullock; Sam

n, Morgan, Sooke . .
inson, New Westminster
ams, Port. Angelos. .« 00 1wl
e, Lewis, N W of B C via Na-
,- Honey, Nanaimo, i
[Barrington, Port Angelos

prge, Nanaimo = : 5
mer,  Lamb, San Franciseo Vis:

£ General Harney, Oberg, Fort
’ Constitution, Pome;oy!-, P""‘

P — L

BIRTH. ‘
ne 18th, the wife of He. H. M
ghter.

iminster, onthe Mth inst., the
pper of adaughter,

D the 20th inst., the wife of the
) of a daughter. o

y the 20th inét., at the  8t. Nich-
ife of N. C. Matthiessen, of 8
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ENGLISH AFFAIRS. {

The arrival of Garibaidi in London seems
Jjave produced an clectrical effect that has
e felt over all Earope. This simple, brave,
gpatriotic man, who has borne more thau
pousual vicissitndes of Jife—who has been the
- working, industrious adventurer of Califor-
s, 8 well as the hero of the liberation of Italy
who has, in the face of that lofty pity that
Luis enthusiasm, dared and achieved what
o proaounced jmpossibilities—gave to his
oury freedom and conferred territery and
»sltiron’a hitherto insignificant kingdom—
e ‘monarchs his debtors, and, with'the
ale pride of Ciocinnatus or Washiogton,
fsed 10 receive himself the legitimate re-
ud.of bis-glorious deeds—this nnassuming
. jividaal carries, without the aid of a single
L jshirted follower, the British" metropolis
gotm. Halfa million people come out to
gelome him in. the streets, and a more
jensely. thronged - multitude, even than
{hst which crushed each other 4o death on
e srrival of the Princess Alexandra, assem~
tles 10 do bim bomor. No wonder that such
o ovation should bave been intensely dis-:
.greeablo to the more despotic erowned heads
Jcobtinental Europe. To see the determined
ud suceessful enemy of “ right Divine ” tyr-
yun, the cynosure offa million admiring eyes
inthe world’s metropolis—to hear him receive
the deafening plaudits - of a sympathising
ud powerfal people—to read of his being
ked by Princes, Dukes, and ministers—was
surely enough to terrify the brave Austro-
Prussian monarchs, who bave heen recently
congratulating themselves on:the bloody vic-
fory'ovet ' 80 women 'and  children at the
«onderberg . bombardment.” ' Even Louis
Napoleon, it is said, was not well pleased at
the overwhelming demonstration, and so we

1ad the machinery of diplomacs—the wires |

and puppets—set in motion, and the ltalian
Liberator “got a ‘courteous potice to quit,
wheti‘he was just on’'‘the threshold of his
English welcome.. Amongst the highly con-
wivative English aristocracy also, there were
wme misgivings as'10 tho advisability of al-
bwing the minds of the proviocial masses to
be operated upon, by this powerful magne~
tiser, who.was neither a  representative of
nyalty ‘mor @' scion of nobility, but rather
sniagonistic to both. . What was more, how«
ever, he was a. successful revolutionist—npot
like ‘Mazzini, whose .patriotic. = efforts. were,
tlvays under & cloud. There might have
been; therefore, something™ impolitic" in al<
lwing this potent isflaenze to come iog con~
et with men .who. have been - hereto-
fore, more accustomed to worskip rank
thay: sentiment-—shdw *  than - prineiple:
In Garibaldf theéy might have'meen the ideal
of Hugo's' “representative” of progress’’—
wmething . beyond mere outward glitter or.
superstitious ‘sham—the  .embodiment of . a
principle that seeks for’ “the elevation not the

subordination of mankind. The governing

classes of England, however mach in favor
of Italian independence, -are: mot remarka-
ble for extending' ‘the political privileges of

the” governed ‘of their own country, They .

admire foreign revolution, and will accord-
ingly afford -it: waluable sustenance, as they
will present the caged bear in the Zoological
Gardens with a loaf of bread, but they bave
10 love for.the animal and desire to deep it
sta respectful distance, Of course revolu~.
tion 18 a thing no one expects to see in Eng-
land, but there are ‘agitations and deep
grumblings ready at.any momentte force
theit way fo the sarface,—and a lucky and
sdmired gambler is not the best example to
et before those who are *‘scant o’ cash.”
Auother attempt has been made to enlarge
the area of  the Counties Franchise. Mr.

locke King introduced into the House of.

Commons a bill for extending the Franchise
o cunty voters to £10. occupants. . The
Qualification - is . at present '£50. Aftera
lengthy discussion on the second reading the
bill was thféwn otit-—the “previous question”
baving ' been moved  and  carried by
U vote of 254 against. 227, givig
Majority  of = 27: : The: ‘same ' eries
that have always met an atiempted extension
of the frapchise were mot wanting on this
Occasion,  Thete' was that. dreaded * de-
ocracy "—that  great unwashed "—ready
‘orend and devour the Biitish Constitution
% soon a8 it was admitied to a voice in
the country’s legislation. The" whole of the
OPposition, ‘however, ‘was not hackneyed.
Lord Montagu, a Conservative, with con-
tiderable originality, and a very small
Mmount of sense, went out' of the beaten
"atk and stated rome’startling” truths, from
whlc_h he made almost equally startlipg de-
Guctions, He said that Parliamentary re-
Présentation was at present a sham,fand that
iy attempt to improve it wounld make it a
§eater'sham. The county franchise, he said,

" nothing but & machinery for returning

Uybody the local peers chose fo nominate.
. bOI'O'Ugh franchise was only a mackinery
' thoosing any rieh’ man whom tho respec

e “ whips ”* of the patty, chancing to be

! Danish question.

predominant in the borough, chose 10 nomi-
pate. Therefore, this distinguished logician
argued that, as the whole thing was rotten, the
subject should not be approached.

An interesting debate took place ‘in the
House of Lords on Monday, June 11, on the
The speech of Lord Grey
was the best that has yet been delivered on
the subject: “He said, according to ' ibe
Spectator,  that had we openly warned the
Germans that if they attempted to cross
the Eider they would find the frontier de-
fended by English troops, peace as -well as
justice would have been promoted. Aus-
tria dare not venture needlessly on a war
with the distant North, which would have
brought a British fleet into the Aduiatic and
raised Venetia and Hungary; and Prussia
counld not ‘have fought alone. Farther, we
had .menaced without performance. . The
British Minister at Berlin  transmitted home
a paper drawn up by the Prussian Governs
ment, and in that document it was distinetly
asserled that England used threats to prevent
measures being adopted by; Prussia, and
that those threats had been in vain.” * Lord
Russell’s reply,” says the Spectator ¢ was
very wéak. He said we could pot have de-
fended the Eider, because the Baltic was not
open, till Lord Derby reminded him that the
mouth of the Eider was not in the Baltic but
in.the North Sea, He said England onght
not to: risk a war alone, or alope with Swed-
en and Denmark, and that France would not
join-her. But his oddest argumeat against
war was that Mr. Gladstone had shown so
great a prosperily and so large a surplus that
it 'would be a pity to diminish it. On what
| state of the National Exchequer would Lord
Russell then ground a special argument for
war 7 3

Another member of Lord Palmerston’s
Government has been obliged to resign—Mr.
Robert Lowe, Minister of Education ; a vote
of censure bazing passed the House of 101
to 93 against Mr. Lowe’s matilation of the
reports of the Inspectors of Schools. “ There
is considerable comment amongst the Lon-
don press on the difficulty of obtaining young
or at least middle-aged competent men to ac-
cept positions in the Cabinet. . Mr. Stanss
field’s appointment, junior Lord of the Ad-

for Montrose, who is a practical man of busi-
ness, with a Scotch accent -that makes the
House wincé every time he rises to speak.
Mr. Baxter valued his business' uceupation
more than official position, and refuses; ard
the post is then offered to and accepted by
Mr. Childers, formerly a member of. the
House of Assembly at Melbourne, and at pre-
sent- agent for ‘the Colony -of Victogia, and
member of Parliament for Pontefract.

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY.

Wednesday, January 15, 1864,
House met at balf-past 3 o’clock. . Mem.
bers present—Messrs. Trimble, Franklin,
Powell, Duncan, Dennes and DeCosmos.

THE, MINUTES.

The remarks of Dr. Trimble in reference
to the section of the Crown Lands report to
the effect that all gectionw after'sec. 20 were
struck ‘out in<eonsequence of their beiog uo~
eonnected with the evidence, appearing in
the minutes, were cauncelled by order of the
House, ‘

AMENDMENTS.

The amendments on the Half-of<one per
Cent. Tax, and the Harbor Improvements,
were finally passed.

CROWN LANDS REPORT.

Dr. Trimble presented the; report - of the
committee once more, and.moved for its
adoption, seconded by Dr. Powell.

Mr. DeCosmos moved that it be considered
in committes of the whole to-morrow
(Thursday). :

The Speaker said that the pecessary mo-
tivn was first to lay the report.an the table.

Drs. Trimble and Powell. then altered their
motion to this form.

Mr. Duncan gave nolice. that he would
move tu-morrow  (Thursday) -that His, Exs
cellency be respectfully réquested to.appoint
a commission with adequate powers. to in«

uire into all matters in connection with the
rown; Lands. “sd

The Speaker said thé motion. should come
on when the report was up for congideration
in the Committeeof the whole. &

After some discussion as to the competency
of the House to go ‘into;. Committee of the
Whole on the question, it-was uliimately. de-
cided that to~morrow (Thursday) the repart
would ecome up in the Committee of the
Houge. when Mr. Duuncan’s ‘motion would be
in_order, the Speaker statiog that the-usual
way was to propose & resolution to cause the
report to be taken into consideration,

The House then adjourned.

THURSDAY, June 16,1864,
House met at 3:15, p. m. Members pre-
sent—Messrs, DeCosmos, Pewell, Franklin,
Trimble, Tolmie, Duncan, Street, Carswell and
Dennes.

IMPERJAL DESPATCHES.,

'The Speaker read a communication from
His Excellency the Governor, enclosing
despatches from the Dake of Newcastle in
reference to lot “Z" in the James’ Bay Re-
serve, €0 long a subject of dispute between
the Crown and the Hudson Bay Company.
Lot Z was surrendered to the Crown by the

Company in terms of the compromisé be-

-

of ‘Newcastle, althon

miralty, was offered to Mr. Baxter, :member-

tween them; but the Company had previously
sold it to Lowenberg, who; writing from
Hamburg 1o the 'Hudson Bay Company in
London, makes claim td ‘the lot. * The Duke
radmitting that © Sir
James Dounglas had described Lowenberg as
merely the agent or instrument of the com-
pany in the sale and purchase of this land,
does not consider that'stich a statement with-
out farther évidence  wonld justify the Gov-
ernment ‘in’ resisting“his’ claim,” and therea
fore  authoriges ‘Governor Kennedy to give
Iowenberg'a validtitle.2 i
Tho despatches were 1aid on the table.
CROWN LANDS.

The. House went into: committee on the
Crown Lauds report; Dr. Powell in. the
chair, 3 Sy :

Mr. DeCozmuos said ke Biad only one object
in moving the-consideration of this report.
The report was divided into two heads—one,
whether the House woujd or would not ac
cept the proposition .of . the Duke of New-
castle as to the Qivil List, and take the
Crown Lands;; the.other iwas in regard lo the
Crown Lands and the Hadson Bay Company.
Oae section of the report before the tIouse
stated that an immepse sum, making with
lands over $1,000,000, belonging to the colony
was in the hands. of the Company, and they
should be forced to -make restitution.. This
was o matter-in which po half aud half meas-
ures should be taken. - He held in his handa
draft .of an address to his Excellency the
Governor in reference to the matter, which,
although rather longer thanibe would wish,
was perbaps called for, as swhen a former
petition had been seat to.the Home Govern-
ment under the Earl of Derby, they had asked
for facts and fizures. .The hon. gentleman
here read the following address :

Te His Excelleney Arthur Edward Kennedy,
Q. B., Governor of Vagevuver Island,
&eirgery ¢ L

May it Please Your Excelleocy,
We, Her Majesty’s datiful and loyal sub-

‘jects, the House of Assembly of Vancouver

I in.this present session convened, have
had ander sonsideration the Crown’Lands of
the Colony 'with the.object of determining

the advisability of accepting tha control of
them in_retara for voting a Civil List mens
tiooed - in jhe despatch of His Grace the
Duke of Newcastle of June, 1863.

During our investigations we have learned
the following, facts and have formed the fol-
lowing opinions : e !

1. "I'bat  the .Hudson’s Bay Company of
England became . possessed of the Crown
Lands of this Colony, without a'u(’{ exception,
by virtue of -aod under the coaditions con-
tained in, a. Royal Grant made on January
13th, 1849 ; and as Trustees ol the Crown,
they were bound by the Grant to sell the
Crown Lands for colonization purposes; and
that the gross proceeds of the sales, after de-
ductipg therefrom one-tenth fer the special
beuefit and use of the Company, were to be
devoted to the colonization and settlement of
the Island. .

9, That the Hudson Bay Company have
.gold a part of the Crown Lands to divers per
sons for the purpose of colonization and set-
tlement; that a part of the Crown Lands
‘has been set apart as reserves for public
rarposes ; and that the title to the remain-
ing portion of the Crown Lands is still vested
in the Company in conformity with the cou-
diticns of the grant of Jaauary 13th, 1849.

3. That the Hudson Bay Company are
willing to convey back the unso!d remainder
of the Crown Lands, including certain re-
serves_for_ public purposes to the Crowa in
accordance with %e conditions of an In~
denture made in London en February 3d,1862;
between Her Majesty and the Hudson ‘Bay
Company. : by

4. That during,, the investigations of this
House into the condition of the Crown Lands
it has learned that the Hudson Bay Corc-
pany. have sold portions of sections 18 &nd
32, and hold seetion 31 (all of Victoria Dis-
trict), with portions of said sections 18°and
32 as their private property; that-the ap
proximate 8um' of inoneyreceived for: sales
in sections 18 and 32 is—-$426,237, and that
the approximate value of the property still
he!d by the Company as their private property
in sections 18,31 and 82, 1§:$339,200, making
the total amount of the sales and the value
of the property in those sections still in pos-
session of the Company, $765,437 ; and it 4p-
pears that not one farthing has been paid bg
the Company for the said sections 18, 31 an
32 ; that the Company have not accouated 10
the Colonial Trust Fund for the said $426,237.
or for the said property valued ‘at’ $339,200;
and- that ‘by the conditions. of - the Royal
Grant of January 13, 11849, the Company
were bound 'to account to Her Majesty for the
property knowa -ds sections 18,31 and 32
aforesaid and the sale thereof, in the same
manner as for ‘other portions of the Crown
Lands.

5. That by virtue of the said Indenture of
February. 3rd, 1862, it is proposed to allow the
Hudson Bay Compaoy to remain in indis=
puted possession of the said $426,237 in sales,
and the said $339,200 in property ; and far-
ther, that it is propesed in the said Indenture
to convey away all the water-frontage in Vie-
toria Harborand Cadboro’ Bay, lronting on
land sold or held by the.Company, abutting
on the water of Victoria Harbor and Cadboro’
Bay ; and that the said water frontage may
be stated on an approximate estimate to be
worth $500,000.

6. That if the said Indenture of February
3rd, 1862, be not annulled the Crown will lose
the vast sam of $1,265,437 or thereabouts
in money and property, less one teoth of the
said $426,237.

7. That if the said Indenture of February
3rd. 1862 be annulled and a settlement made
between the Crown and the Hudson Bay
Company on the conditions of the Royal
Grant ot January 13, 1849, thatis to'say,
by crediting the Compavy with the valoe of
their establishments in the colony on the ex-

iry of the Royal Lic¢nse of Exclusive Trade
with the Indians on the’North West Ceast of

America which terminated on May 30, 1859,

and also by crediting the Company with the
advances made by them for coloniziog the
Island, there would in all probability bea
balance which the Company would be bound
to account for to the Crown of about $1,000,-
000 in ' money and property.

8. That in the opinion of this House there
is no good and sufficient reason to justifya
settlement between the Crown and the Hud-
son Bay Company on the conditions set
forth in said Indenture of February 3,1862.

9. That in the opinion’ of this House the
said Indenture of February 3,1863, ought to
be annulled, and ‘a séttlement made betwsen
the Orown and Hudson Bay Company in
conformity with the conditions of the Royal
Grantof January 13, 1849.

10, That in the opinion of This House, if
a final settlement be made between the Crown
and the Hudspn Bay Company on the condi-
tions set forth in the said Indenture of Feb-
ruary 3rd, 1862; not only will there be a seri«
ous injury done to the finances of this colony,
affecting materially the proposition of His
Grace the Duke of Newgcastle ; but that Her
Majesty's Government will sustain a serious
loss in the sums already paid out of the Impe-
rial treasury to the Company for the coloniza-
tion of this Island, which in the -opinion of
this ‘House would ' be restored if a settlement
were ‘made between the Crown and Company
on the conditions of the: Grant of January
13, 1849,

11. That, in the opinion of this House,
your Excellency ought to impress on Her
Majesty’s Government the necessity that ex~
ists for anulling. the said Indenture of
Feb. 3, 1862, in order to make a settlement
between the Crown and Company in confor-
mity with the conditions of the Royal Grant
of Jannary, 1849 ; and furthermore that your
Excellency oughtin bebalf of the Crown to
to appoint a Commission empowered to
administer oaths and send for persons and
papers, 1o ‘enquire into the sums of money
expended specially and essentially by the
Oompany for colonizing this Island in ac-
cordance with the Royal Grant of 1849 ; and
furthermore to ehquire whether any sales of
land in the said-sections 18,31 and 32, have
been- made. by the Company since January,
1862 ; and  furthermore to determine what
lands of this Colony, and the value. thereof,
bave been lawfully sold by the Company;
and to learn theamoun! of wosey deducted
from: the gross proceeds of such sales by the
Company as; the tenth allowed to them-in the
Royal Grant of 1849.

attempt shonld be made to: disturb third par~
ties in the possession of lands derived from
the. Hudsoen . Bay Company; except such
lands be part of existing Public: Reserves,
:lawfally made in accordance with the Royal
Grant of 1849 ; and, even in the latter oase,
no attempt should be  made to  distarb third
parties in the . possession of such lands ex-
cept great publie inconvenience would. pro-
bably arise therefrom’; and in case the Hud-
son Bay Company have sold illegally, or by
mistake, parts of Publio - Reserves, they
should be made to _restore such portions, or
indemnify the Crown to the value thereof.

13, That, in the opiniou of this House,
your Excellency ought to take all and every
such measures, either: by sending an agent.1o
England to lay the condition of .the-Crown
Lands before Her: Majesty’s. Government or
the Imperial Parliament, or both, or by em-~
ploying able counsel in England to take pro-
ceedings to -annul the® said Indenture:of
February. 3d, 1862, and bring about a speedy
seltlement between the’ Orown and Hudson
Bay Company on the conditions of the Royal
Grant: of 1849.

14, That, in the opinion of. this House,
your Excellency should take such measures
as may  forever prevent the. Church Reserve
in the City of Victoria from being let out. in
lots, or covered with private residences or
business places of auy kind ; in order that it
may be forever preserved as a public square.

Wae, the House of Assembly of Vancouver
Island, would therefore- humbly pray that
your Excellency may be pleased to take the
facts and opinions hereinbefore set forth ioto
your earnest consideration, and appoint such
a comniission, and for such purposes as are
bereinbefore stated; and that your Fxcels
lency may be pleased to take such other
measures as are hereinbefore meationed, and
‘any other’ means that may from time to time
‘appear .expedient to your Kxcellency, to
annul ihe said Indenture of February 3d,
1862, and bring about a final settlcment be
tween the Crown and Hudson Bay Company
on the basis of tLe conditions of the Royal
Grant of January 13th, 1849 ; and secure a
speedy re-conveyance of the Island by the

| Company to the Crown.

Aad, as in duty bound, we will ever pray,
&e., &c.

House of Assembly, §
June 16, 1864.

Dr. Helmcken would say a few words on
this question. He was not about to make any
apologies. for the Hudson Bay Company;
they bad right and justice on their side, They
were ceriainly quite as honest as any hon.
gentleman in-this House, and much more s0
than some-of tbem. ' He thought the ques-
tion raised by the Crown. Lands Committee
was useless, as the matter had been settled
long ago.  He took it that the report was
totally informal and. ought never to have
been sent-to the House. As it had come
down, bbwever, he would not place anything
in its way. He did.not complain of the

| committee,-bat if the House permitted com-

mittees to travel out of their province in this
manner, it. would lead to endless trouble
herealter., As to the question at issue the
report attempted what he took to be an im—
possibility—to upset the agreement cof 1849.
The first Legislative Assembly of this colony
stated that the House had no control over
funds ‘ot raised by themselves, and refused
to be responsible for any debts incurred by
the Hudson Bay Company or the Executive
for this.colony,  Up to.the dissolution of the
first. House this policy was kept in view. In
the agreement between the Hudson Bay Com:
patly and' the .Home Government it 1§ ex-
pressly stated that the Hudson Bay Com-.

12. That, in the opinion of this House, 0o/

: %
pany were to find funds to carry iom the:
government,’ and if the ‘Home Government
ever took the Island this should be paid back
to the Company. - 'The condnct of the Hause .
in refusing. to be responsible for any e¢xpen-
diture, was in order to throw the expenseson
the Home Government. At the next general
election the Hudson. Bay Company affairs were
the theme of every candidate,and many-of:the
candidates said that these matters’' were:en-
tirely between the Heme * Government and
the Company, with- which this Legislatare
had nothiog to do; and two of these:gentle=
men holding this view were elected in oppos
sition to the one gentleman holding opposite
views, who now introduced this address (Mr.
DeCosmas). -The second House had fully
confirmed the action ' of the former Hquse,
judging that if they interfered tkey - would
render the colony responsible for the.expen-
ses of Government. He (Dr.'. Helmeken)
was still of-opinion that the agreement was
between the Hudson Bay Company and the
Home Government, and should be settled
entirely by them. ~ And  he ' believed the
Home Government had finally settled the
matter. They never: imagined the colony
had anything to- do with the :matter,: as for.
six years previously ‘we:had refused to be-
-responsible. - The first step the:Home . Gov-
crnment took was to retuse to take the Hud-
son Bay Company’s .establishment-and pay
them therefor. - It was statedin the agrees
ment  of 1849 ‘that the: Home Government ;
was to take over the establishments, and in not
-doing:so, they gave overto the Company:the
town site, the-fort; the farms, the coal mines,
the Fort Rupert and all the Hudson Bay
Company property. Fae hon. gentleman
went back to the first settlement of the Is-
land ‘by the Hudson Bay Company; stating
the claim of the:Company: to the Island.
The report of the Committee said the right
of the Company: to the ‘1sland.-was conferred
through the license tq trade on the North-
west coast ; this' he denied: entirely ; the
Company simply took the land and held:it
like any other people... In' 1849 -the:Islund .
was granted to the Hudson -Bay Company
under certain conditions, one of which was
as he had already stated'that the Goyern=
ment should répay the Company for thir es-
tablishments. He would remark. herg'that
the Company had done the. country a great
deal of good in importing good stock, and in
retainiog the country from foreigners. IHe
did not take the question in a legal poiat of
view.; he. was. not competent, Dor was any
gentleman oo the Committee. No one -here ™
bad eitber the ability or the.right to take up
the question in this light. This should be
looked ‘on ‘as a auestion of right between '
man and man. He would tell'them what®"'
he .saw whepn he came to this" colony “in’
1850. He found the Hudson Bay Company’s
Fort with a few cabins of the Company's” -
servants, The hon. gentleman described the™
boundaries of the “Company’s fatnis at that

said what was now termed ‘the “town site,
was in 1850 the cultivated fields of the Hud:=: *
son Bay Company. - He would ask whaether: '3
the Company should bé ‘deprived of theit
enltivated possessions? ' He''would‘also “say-
that “where ' Mr. Cridge’s’ ‘house . was 'now, '+
there was a large piggery, and where Bighop: ¢
Demers’ hotise’ is was a‘large dairy, and ¥e'!
would ask whether the Hudson
pany Was not entitled 16 every-foot of these':
lands on which - they ‘had expended'so ‘much
money. Butnow because 'they had: ‘become
so valuable they were looked after, and thus
the Company’s  title' " had' been: ‘dis=
puted. It was only a’ question of $700,000,
not of right! (Dr. Tolmie—hear, hear) Tha ~
deeds of the plots' of Tand claimed” by the
Fur Trade branch of the Hudson Bay Coms
pany were senit home a3 ‘s0on as‘the: lands
were surveyed, -and the-elaims ' were recorded
in the Land Office by the Company;they could
have had the land by paying £1 an acre forit,
and although for” certain’ reasons’they “did
not, the land was legally and ' propetly theirs:
as between man and ‘man.” No ‘one ever
supposed that Victoria weuld become valua~
ble ; Esquimalt was-expected fo be'the city
of Vancouver Islanc, and ‘had ‘been reserved
for that purpose. He would ‘not go“into the
question of land, but he would® ask: if hon.
gentlemen would wishi “to take' ‘advantage of

a flaw in ‘the title if that "existed, to’‘take
‘possession’of land that was mnot their’own,
He did not take a legal view ‘of the. matter.
for his legal opinion’ on ‘ this ' question was
not worth any thing, and he'did not think the 2
legal opinion of any 'hon. member’ in /the
House was any better. (laughter) ~ Her
Majesty’s Government had:‘granted lands-
round every one of the Hudson Bay Compa«
oy’s forts in,_British; Columbia, and woulifil,l_
similar manner have granted the lands ronnd.
Fort Victoria. The. hon. mémber had al~
luded to San Juan, but he would say. .that
when the San Juan dispute; was . settled,
every man would get all the property he now.
holds, and the Hudson Bay Company would , .
also get every. bit of property they now .
held! (Dr. Tolmie—hear, hear.) The Honsa
of Assembly had refused to have anything.to
do with the settlement of the question, in that
they bad repudiated any responsibility, and
the Indenture, which according to the report,
was virtually a final settlement of the ques+
tionwas final. (Mr, DeCosmos, No, no.) .The
address moved by the hon. member for. Vic~
toria said no evideace had been obtained fo
show that-the Hudson Bay Company. had
been guilty of fraud, and because the:coma .
mittee could find out nofraud, they said that
the evidence was unsatisfactory. He would
again repeat that the company. was as honest,

as any member  of. this. House, and _much
more so than some. .Hon. members of the
committee had. expressed their.dissalisfac-
tien that the agreement had been referredto . -
arbitration, but he, (Dr.. Helmeken) was not.
80 fond of litigation as .10 have the matter 8o .
decided.  If  the matter; had gonpe to law .
the company would bave. held on to.the .
Island till they were paid for their establish-
ments, which they valued at a million and a
uarter of dollars, a sum which would swamp
the whole, $680,000, which the report claimeo,
His own opinion was tbat the Hudson Bay

time, and ' how “they were “cultivated, and= =
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