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report fromn Sir William Eyre, the Lieuti nant General commanding the force-
i North British A merica. Ile states that ' the lied River setlement con-
si-ts of about 8,000, of vhom 2.000 are Irish,English and coich; the remain-
ing (;,0(00 ail or mostly hall breeds. They are gencially gooti shot, skilled il]
the use of firearns, and good horsemen A local force or mrvitia of at least
1,00 men could be easiily " organized and emiibodied." 'T'lie barracks are
perfectly iiabeiîit, and lthe post dfensi"ble, except against heavy ord-nance.
whici it would be difficuýt to briig up against it. Norway is the chief horse
depot of the company ; the jiositioii inigit be made inpregnable. Ail coin-
iunication between Lake Stperior and the Red River is now, according to

Sir G, Simiîpson, impracticable for any body of troops',. " A few iiilividuals
night go, but not any fo;ce. There is abundance of provisioiis in lthe couin-
try ; no want nced bu appreliended ; water is good, vood abund1ant. The
climate is Set eie in winter, but lieallliy at ail seasons." Th'ese fIew extracts
mav seifliee to shov that a settlemient once estabbihed would be sae fri in
danger from w\ithott. As regards tlie fur tihde iii this distriet, I need
*carcely say, that if yoi ake t e lad frm the Ill lddon's 'ay Company, Ihe
monopoly tliat goes oth lthe land wdil txp¯ire. T attempt to maintlain thei'
tIte npoloIy would b impos-ible, and only give rise Io 1 cipetual fiuil. In
fatt, I must he pardoned if I say that there ik good reason Io b lie% e that
that mniopoly has practically in a great measm c ccased to exist in tiose
parts. lajor beton reports froim Fort Gainy iltlf-" Tie lludsoi's iay
Company have long ince abandined in practice their preensions to e\clusive
trade in this district and far beyontd it Captain 'aillisir writEs otid :

I That imonopoly there is unattiainable now ;nid forever more ; tl t the
peeple entaged in the illicit trade are inhabitant' of the Indian lui.d, aid
bern on its soil. Most of tli haif-breed', they are lBritili subj. cts, and
wlaitever the rigits of the liJud-on's Bay Coipany tinder Ile charter, they
thiintk it a very iard case tiiat iiey >hould b e dubaried fromî trading in the
land of Itheir birith. 'I here aippcars to be a shadow ofju'tice' in itis coiplaint ;
but jiust or not, lthe oppoilion exists and notIiný siort of xtirpaîtntg the
people engaged in it cati evr stop i.'

Indeed, thii, repo t i> so far conilired by%- -.Ir. Sitelplird iisclf on lthe
part of the ilud"onî's Bay 'ompni, that ite states in a letter to the (Colonial
olice:-

I liat lthe diversion of the fur trade ik carried on by lite itiiabitaits of lthe
Red hiver Seittment, wo, regardless of the ludui's lay Company, con-
duct nu ieit trate in spirituous i qîors and furs in various paits of the

outitry."
I thmlik, therefore, tiere can be no doubt iltat. when lie company yilds

lthe land it imist esign the inoîopoly It vill be an lter-coisiet'ralion by
w htat regulations the trade should in that ca-e lie carried on, si as to maintaint
order and pvace, and re-pect that coisideiriaie huimanity which is due to the
1ndians. But nov comes the difiiculty. 'l'le land we wou!d tihus dispose o.
l'or colonization is wvitiin the charter of the Iludson's liay Comi; any, and il
that chat ter be valid, Ite land bclongs to the comtpany, blut ntot th' iîonopoly
of the trade. cxce;l t as inclîdes tlie i ight of ownership to k'ep olthers otf the
land. The law oil'cers of lthe late gmovenment, men of very iigh diltinction,
conidr,-


