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•Msion ibould prejndice the libert;^ of navigation
which shall be common to all the inhabitants of
New France." This clause was to be found
in the grant of Montreal in 1610 (p. 305
piecM et ducuments); and similar provisions were to

be found in other grants, shewing dearly how
perfect was the properly intended to be given

,

when it was thought necessary to reserve such
rights as these. In several of these grants this

clause goes on to provide that the sois^niors

should charge no duty on ships passing their

lands on the St. Lawrence. Were not men,
in whose grants it was thought requisite to re-

•erve even the great rivers of the country,
intended to be proprietors of something 1

These grants were from 1640 to 1659, and
Were in all no le&s than nine, which in va-
rious ways reserved the navigation of th*? St.

Lawrence. Thny were the grants of Descham-
hault

; part of Montreal, k St. Sulpice ; }livi6re du
Sud; D'Autr6, augmentation; Portneul; Flepentig-

r.y, Lachenaie & L'Assomption ; Becancour, augu-
mentation of Dcjchamhault ; and the remainder of
Montreal. Besides these nine, otJier similar re-

markable reservations of which I cannot mention,
ercry detail, occur in others of these thirty-five

grants. Among these reservations, some forbid

the erection of forts ; ajid a number of the grants
imply the intention of the grantee to apply for

titles of hotiour. The Company of New France
could not grant this privilege to its cessionairos

without application to the crown, and the grants,

therefore provided for thegrantee ai>piying for that

favour.

There is of course no question but that all these
grants implied the duty of settlement and clearing
of the land—that when the crewn granted land,

the grantee was to take possession of, and make
use of it. Ifnot, the c«>ntract was not fulfilled ; and
either the crown, or the company—in case the
Company were the grantor—might take it back,
«8 if It had never been given. This I admit ; all

I contend for is, that the grantees were not botjnd
to settle the land in any particular manner—that

they were lords and masters, not obliged to

concede en arrilrtfief nor yet d cens. There were
physical difficulties m the slate of the new country
which rendered it impossible to carry otat in it

the manners of the old ; but these were circum-
stanced of geographical ptisition, not restrictions of
iaw. The law imposed no restraint whatever

;

ana ac to the grants, very fevr indeed made any
mention whatever of the amount or kind of settle-

Jnent to be effected by tlie grantees. In the

grant of Deschambauit, Pieces ct documens^. 375,
it was provided the grantee " shall send at least

four working men to commence the clearing, be-
" sides his wife and servant-rnaid, and this by the
" first shijw that shall sail from Dieppe or La-
" Rochelle, together with the goods and provisions
" for their support during three years, which
" shall be gratuitously brought and carried lor
" him to Quebf*c in New France, on coiidition
" that he send the whole on board of the
" ships of the said company at Dieppe or La-
** Rochelle." There was thug a consideration for

this grant—not however an obligation to take out
sssigrants by the huridrcu- "uot to coficcdc io ull

and sundry who might come and demand the
land. You could not in those days have induced
a man of substance to come out and settle, w.-th-

out giving him a large quantity of lai^, and m
man would hare thanked yoii for such a graat

unless ho were to be the master of it.

The grant of Montreal shows a similar kind of

expectation that the grantees would bring out set-

tlers ; but none imply obligation as to the termii

on whi.'h land should be given to these settlers,

Some of them positively limit the power of grant-

ing land in p very whimsical manner. Thus in

tlie grant of Beauport in 1634, the laiid is give*
'' without the said Sieur Giffard, his successors or
" assigns, having tne right to dispose of the whole
" or part of the lands hereinabove granted to hian.

" without the will and consent of ihi> said com-
" pan}', during the term and space of t(H) years.**

8o far then from its being the duty of the Seignior

to concede, his grant restrains his power to con-

cede. The grant of U*Autr6 provides that con-

cessions shall be made only to perhotw residing in

new France, or who shall go out there. That of

Montreal k St. Sulpicc on the contrary lia^.its tlicai

to persons not inhabitants of New France, but wk»
shall bind themaolves to emigrate there. This

shows how various were all tiicse grants, and how
adverse to the ideas that then prevailed, muet
have been the notion that the grantees were bound
to subgrant their lands, d cens, or otherwise.

Besides, i number of these grants er.fief, were
of tracts of land too small for sub-grantir^ to

have been possibly thought of. Lsle dea

Ruaux was a small inland granted for pur-

poses of pasturage to the Jesuit Fatliers. Another
grant was made to one Boucher of two hundred ar-

pi'nis, enj'.ef; and another on theCap Rouge Road,

called Becancour, was but ten arpents by one. It

appears also that one Bourdon had a house whick
he called St. Jean, and which was held en roture^

This the company erected, witi\ sixty arpents of

land adjoining it, into a /ic/; no doubt to gratify

the proprietor by makir^ his lenuro that of a m»a
of rank.

Under such circumstanc^fl, can it bo imaging
that the owner ot the/*/ was necessarily bound to

concede ? No, he was the proprietor, only with a

higher social rank a d superior privileges than

were possessed by tlie holder en roture. It was
impossible that 6*:ch a condition should bethougtit

of. The grantees ir.ust sometimes bring people o«t

from France ; but th? Company could not require

them, after they had doue so, to make any other

bargain than they axid the emigrants thought fit to

make. The Seignior could grant or uot, as ho
thought proper. The beginniug, middle aod end
of his obligation was, to takf> possession of his

land and settle on it ; wh?P he had done this, he

might <!o \'ihatever elie he pleased. Again,
several of those grants were made to religiou*

bodies for the purpose ofsecurii^g to thcxn a rev-

enue ; a notion alio^jether adverse to the idea that

tiiey were to concede at very low rates.

Ihave now coiisidercd the tiUes of three tenthii

of the land held fn/ir/in" Lower Canada. I p»e.i

r.ax*. to the period oetv.efn l(iC3, the date of the

dissolution of the Company of New F'-ance, aad
theyeni 17 1 2. when the Jrrds of Marly were
publsGhcd. Tho Company was dissolved because it

did Utile fort he 8ett!cm»nt of the country ; the ma-
jtifity Ol ll";;? i-f:!gn:0fi!-3 WcfS not SrtiirO, afiuu

the Fri'nch King revnked his grant of 1627, aa..

took the Colony again into his own hands,

Aboui the same time several arrets were issuect"


