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" that those ri^lits luiving benn cnjoypd for ii .i,'i'c(it miiiilpcr of years, and, tliouj^h frcqui'ntly
" challoii^cd, iif\('r disproved, must l)e regarded, so far as authoritative decisions went, as con-

"tiritied to the Coiiii)an3'.''

Mr. Roeliuck foll(jwe(i Mr. Labouchere, and remarked ([>. 2:.'6) * * "the proper
" course for the ( iovernmcnt to i)ursue would lie to take away the powers of the Com])any.

"The l{i;,dit Honourable gentleman ( .M i-. Laliouchere) liad hcjwevi- pursued a diU'ereat course,

"ami om^ that would perhaps lie more siitistactory to the Mouse."

Mr. Addei'ley spoke next, and said (j>.
'2'2~) " It mattei'ed little whether the Charter

"of the (Company was valid or not; it could not he maintained in opposition to the rights and
"necessities of mankind. The Charter if valid could only he matter for compensation."

Mr. KUice remai-ked (p. li.'iO) " With regard to the ('harter of the I'ompuny, he should
"observe that \u\ did not think it woidd be fair to attemjit to set aside its validity on tht;

"gi'ound of any original informality in the maimer or terms in whi(^h it had been gi'anted, after
" it had been allowed to pass unchallenged for nearly two centuries. At the same time Ins

"believed that, if tried, its validity would be established as regarded the [irineipal rights

"claimed by the Company."
Mr. (iladstone, believing that the Cluii'ter was inxalid, said (p. -'•i7) "The ipiestion of the

"legality of the (Jharter will i trust be sifted, and sifted to the bottom, by the Connnittee, but
"

I also trust that it will Im^ sifted by means into which pai'tiality cannot enter. * * * *

" I appri^hend that tiie propi^r course to pursue on such a ipn'stion is that wiiich used to be
" taki^n *20U years ago. * * Means were taken to raise the issue fairly beforn
" the judicial tribunals of the Kingdom, am) if these tribunals found that the (Jrown had ex-

" ceed(>d its powers the Charter was (plashed, and the subject was relieved from the damage
"which the (yrown would have intlicted on him.''

Mr. Henley next spoke, and said (p. i-'iS) " It is (piitc clear with regard to two portions

"of tlu! Territory, that they were open to lie dealt with in any way that Parliament

"may say tit, but as to that portion held under the Charter, I agi that the (Miarttn*, which
" hithiM'to has received no judicial contirmalioii whatevei-, ought to be submitted to a triliunal •

" properly invest('d with th(^ power to decide the (piestion of \alidity."

Sir. Laiiig, who ntjxt addi'essed the House, did not allude to the points Jiere under discus-

sion.

.Mr. Iiiiillie (p. '240) suggested "that, in order to ascertain th<^ validity or illegality of the
" Hudson's Day Company's Charter, of which a preconceived iflea apjieared to exist, a Coni-
" mittee of the I louse is not the best tribunal that can be selected. I think it would have
" been lietter had the (Jovernment asi'crtaiiied the opinion of the highest legal iluthoi'ities upon
" the point, and there can be no doubt of the competence of a Coniniittee to deal with the other
" branches of the subject."

Mr. IJutt then said (p. 240) " In cumnion with many other members I am anxious that
" the ([ueslion of the legality of the Hudson's I.ay Com[)any should be brought uiidf^r the cou-
" sideiation of the ("ommittee. I mean the validity of tlie original grant ; and also whether
" tliat grant, even if originally valid, had been forfeited by an entin; disi'egard to the consider-
" ation ujion wliich it was made. The terms of tli<^ motion seem to assume th(^ \alidity of the
" Charter, and I wish to point out that circumstance to the Right Honourable gentleman, in

"order that h(^ may vary tin; terms of the reference to the Committee, if lie sliould tliink it

" necessary, so that the wliole (piestion of the validity of the Charter may be ascertained."

Mr. Labouchere, replying (p. 241), said- "
I do not think the terms of my motion are

"open to the I'onstruction which the Honourable and learned gentleman lias plactul upon them.
" I do not beli(!ve them to imply any opinion as to the legality or illegality of the Hudson's
" Hay Company's Charter, and certainly I did not intend to convey any such impression. 1

" (piite agre(> with the Right Honourable member for tlie lTniv(!rsity (jf Oxford (Mr. ( iladstone)
" that the Committee itself would be a very improper tribunal to decide a legal (piestion, but

"if tln^ t'Ommittee re(|uires a decision upon that point, it will jios.sess the power of sending it

" to the Judicial ('onimittee of the Privy Council. * *
| ,„j|y ,|,,sji.,; that this

" important and conijilicated ipiestion shall b(! fairly brought befort^ the Committee, and I am
'' glatl to lind that the course which the Oovernnu'nt have adopted is one which has received
" the general aj)proval of the House."

.Motion agreed to. Select Committee appointed.

Thus, of the niiK! membeis who addressed the House on the motion, i>ight direi'tly referred

t<j the claims of tlic Hudson's Bay Company, with respect to Rupert's Land, in terms which
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