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report from Sir William Eyre, the Licut nant General commanding the forces
m North Britisch America.  Ile states that “ the Red River scttlement con-
sists of about 8,000, of whom 2.000 are frish.Linglish and Scoteb; the remain-
ing 6,000 all or mostly halt breeds.  They are generally goou shots, skilled in
the use of firearms, and good horsemen A Jocal force or militia of at least
1,000 men could be easily « organized and embodied.” T'he barracks are
perfectly habizable, and the post defensible, except againct heavy ord'nance.
which it would be difficuit to bring up against it.  Norway is the chief horse
depot of the company ; the position might be made inpregnable.  All com-
muuication between Lake Superior and the Red LRiver is now, according tn
Sie G, Simpson, impracticable for any body of troops.  “ A few individuals
might go, but not any fo:ce. "lhere 1s abundance of provisions in the coun-
try ; no want nced be apprehended 5 water is good, noml abundant.  The
climate is severe in winter, but healthy at all seasons.”  Theee few extracts
may suflice to show that a settlement once e.slablhlu-(l would be <afe from
danger from without.  As regards the fur tiade in this district, I need
scarcely say, that if you take the land from the Hudson's Bay Conipany, the
monopoly that goes with the land will exp're.  To attempt to maintain there
the mionopoly would be imposible, and only giverise to perpetual fewds,  In
faet, [ must be pardoned if T say that there is good reason to believe that
that monopely has practically in a great measwre ccased to exist in those
parts.  Major Seton reports from Fort Gany itself—¢ "I'e Hudson’s Bay
Company have long <ince abandonedin practice their presensions to exclusive
trade in this district and far beyond it Captain Dalliser writes word :

 "That monopoly there is unattaimable now and forever more ; thit the
peeple engaged in the illicit trade are inhabitants of the Indian fard, and
bern on its soil.  Most of than half-breeds, they are British subj. et1s, and
whatever the rights of the Thudson’s Bay Company under the charter, they
think it a very hard case that 1hey should Le debared from trading in the
land of their birth.  ‘There appears to bea shadow of justice in this complaint 5
but just or nat, the opposition exists '\nd nothing short of extirpatmg the
people engaged in it can ever stop it

Iu(lud this repo tis so far confirmed by Mr. Shepliord bimself on the
part of llxb [tudson’s BDay Company, that he states in a letter to the Colonial
oflice :—

“F hat the diversion of the fur trade is carried on by the inhabitants of the
Red Liver Settlement, who, regardless of the Hudson™s Bay Company, con-
Jduct an i.llcit trade in spirituous }quors and furs in varwous paits of the
country.”

I think, therefore, there con be no doubt that when the company yiclds
the Jand it must resign the monopoly It will be an wlter-consideration by
w hat regulations lhe trade should in that case be carried on, so as to majntain
order and peace, and respect that considerate humanity which is due to the
Indians.  But now comes the difficulty.  T'he land we would thus dispose 01.
for colonization is within the churter of the Hudson’s Bay Com;j any, and if
that charter be valid, the land belongs to the company, but not tln- monopol)
of the trade. exeep t asinclades the nght of ownership to keep others off the
land.  "The law olficers of the late ooxc:nmcnt, men of very high distinetion,
consider,—



