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Since a,cknowledg{ng. in our columns,
ne receipt of a large, handsomeé
volumejentitled “A History of British
(‘olumbi
[ (ervals, to reconcile it’s title with the
contents, . It is published by the ".ﬁm
Bindin Conipany, and comp!led by
ine “Lewis Publishing Company.”

“compilation™ of “history” is an un-
usual fanction, the term ‘being  com~
monly plied to a ‘‘chronicle’: ofs

events_which may, or may not, ]
nistoric values New, also is
cxperientce, that a "company" in
corporate mame, hitherto unknown in
literature; should indite’ a chronicle..
syamining, further, the title page, the
\Ame of. M¥. R. E. Gosnell appears
Vith the :comprehensive = description;
‘Author of General History”—a publi-
ation weé have not found at the librar-;
ies. -~ It is not stated, on the title page,
that the present book is by him, and,
indeed, he takes ecare.to say, in a
modest, well worded introduction, that,
so far as he is concerned .the hook is
not a ‘‘History of British Ceolumbia’
e could not at present think of such’

n undertaking for want of time and
other reasons, The conclusion, thus:
forced upon the reader, is, that, prob-
ably, the heading of the. title page—"‘A
History ~of British Columbia”—is a
printer’s error.

This view ig substantiated by an ex-

nination .of the contents of the book.
Tt contains 783 pages. Of that total,
& pages are made up of short ac-
ounts of 399 persons—worthy indi-

idualities, not doubt, in their locali-

s and stations in life, but, for the

ost part, of small comparative inter-

t to the general public, or to any his-

rian of public affairs. Of the real

tables in this mass—men influential
history—neo. adequate characteriza- :
mn is attempted. It does not appear

10 is responsible for these accounts
f the careers of 399 individuals. The
personal Jaudation, in many of . these

‘counts, forbids any autobiographic
suggestion. Possibly the compiling

ompany,” .or its local agents, ob-
ained certain’ information from indi-
iduals, and set it in a more or less
pleasing picture, suitable to the rela-
tion between the seller and buyer. of a
buok. That is a harmless commercial
transaction, but, obviously, in the case
of the few whom a historian might
have to notice, he g¢ould not very well
iccept the accounts referred to, with-
out knowing,. the authority on which
they are made. Interspersed, among
these accounts of the 399 persons, are
many portraits of individuals, and,
also, photographs of natural scenes,
ind of two Oregon ruffed grouse, de-
ceased—all in a good style of art.

A useful part of the book—though
not quite correct—is the 19 page ap-
pendix, containing a list of governors,
officials and parliamentarians, in the
two colonies of Vancouver Island and,

British Ceolumbia.,

Thus, by a process of eliminatlon we
ome to Mr. R. E. Gosnell’s contribu-
ion of 298 pages to the book under re-

ew, called " A History of British Col-

nbia,” but which, as above stated,

e says is not a “History,” so far as he
s concerned.

Mr. Gosnell is a good writer, and a
man of candid mind, with a turn for

itient research, the results of which,
ften, are valuable. Whether he has
he historic gift, which is as rare as
the poetic—the discernment of govern-
ing causes—the power to make the
past live again in the common appre-
iation of mankind, cannot at present
be known. What he proposes here is
to give the reader a general impres-
sion of the past, and to help the future
1 tunfm by presenting a certain chain

facts in some connected form.- There i
was no particular call that we know of |
for this presentatlon as most of wus |
a ‘“general impression of the
Any conscientious historian
ing with events so recent, probably
f, would investigate the records,
en had he assurance of Mr. Gosnell’s
rrectness, but, in any event, the lat- |
condition must be paramount. The |
ter must stand or fall by the cor- |
tness and consistency of his state-
= \
tivery man, though his style of writ-
2, for literary purposes, may differ |

lewhat, during his career, has a

le more or less peculiar throughout
iself, idiosynacratic to him, as his
There seemm to be several coad-

The

beyond the one mentioned, in
Gosnell’s contribution to the ‘“big
! " Some of the errors may be, on
it part, not on the part of Mr. Gos-
II, but he is responsible for all of
their printed form. These |
S0 numerous that we can onl)*
ention ‘e a few of them—passing |
X U.:i»c_to indicate the gen-

laracter of the chronicle:
hackneyed accounts of the early |
sh exploring voyages in the North ]
may be accepted as they ap- |
. under the revision of two such |
Areful investigators+as Messrs. Schole-
@ and Walbran, -but not so-the state-
ent that the English (British) vessels
e atly superior to those of the
lish in the 18th century, or at any
*Vlous time. Naval architects know ’
tt such was not the case, down even
the days of Nelson. The Spanish,
Proving upon Adriatic exemplars,
later on the French, were the best

p builders in Europe.

1 one page it is stated that a “‘few
'3 later” than 1575, Drake took
session-of part of California, :call=
it New. Albion, and returned to
2land in 1580. In aneother . page
rake is said to have taken such pes-
sion in 1588. In fact he did so-n
7. There are men in Victoria who,
ting the Trans-Mississippi exposi-
! at Omaha in 1898, saw hanging on
all there a map dated 1750, and:re-
¢d in 1783, which showed ‘“New Al-
" almost as distinctly as it showed.
I Louisiana. Possible it is from this

m, in

-nell,

léng conti
Albion” th

}ntheO‘énm ith “the

. we have been trying, at in- [\United States, nmua mea her claim

“partly 6m Drake’'s discoveries, at any

/ina, pariamentary Blue Book, |

ween . tHe tﬁverm’iezit, St
is menua;ned.s S{ﬁétly. t hardy could
e W of | wording of

'D

“Cook,
’weit‘lh:m “strait’” attér i
“had pmsséd chrbim ‘50" years
‘fore,” namely, 17 Behring;
did- not discover the strait unt!
Noa‘wu»bé? va > any
8t Eﬂ%ﬂp i
m discovered.

‘ Lieut. Mures ‘we are wla, in 1788,
"rahed for the -first time,” on the
‘western cosst: of. Ameriea. the British
ﬂag”c This is-in
dhat Capt, onk ~had not done so dur-
fng the thonth he stayed at Nootka |
Sound in 17 the English flag had
‘been raised with great formality ¢« by
Drake, when he took possession of
“New Albion"-in 1579.

"Though not noticing here trnvialties.‘
the wrong spelling of thé names of
two well known Spanish viceroys in a
single page is rather remarkable; the
wrong spelling also of the famous
Hudson’s Bay Company’s factor, Dr.
John McLaughlin, and other misspel-
Iings. “Fort McLaughlin” is correctly
spelled.

It is a misréading of real history on
Mr. Gosnell’s part to affim that British
dominion on the North Pacific sea-
board is due to the Hudson’s Bay
Company. A generation before any
fur trader: (barring Mackenzie, the ex-
plorer), came to the west of the Rocky
Mountaing by land, the British govern-
ment, by reason of its own explora-
tions and discoveries, and the trade of
its 'subjects (anticipating Northwest
Company's or Hudson’s Bay Company’s
action).  on the northwest coast, had
refused to admit the = exclusive sov-
ereignty of any other power there,
From ' that position Britain never
flinched, but was reéady to go to war,
first with Spain and afterwards with
the United States, to maintain it
"though not averse from- an equitable
compromise of the territorial questions
involved, which comprise was ef-
fected, finally, in 1846. The principle
of.sterritorial continuity to the Pacific
appertained to becth the French and
British Atlantic Coast dominions. It
would be easy to show that Mr. Gos-
nell’s notion- as to the influence of the
fur companies upon the home govern-
ment h&s no valid historical support,
but. we lack spagce here for the exposi-
tion.

Scotchmen will be amused ‘to_learn
that Alexander Mackenzie, the explor-
er,was “ohe’of the Mackenzies®of Sea~
forth, in Stornawery Island of Lewis”"—
‘Seaforth’ being a great historic do=
main in the north of .Scotland, and
‘Stornoway’ (which, doubtless, is
meant) being a small town on an isl-
and about 40 miles from the mainland.

This: “lapse may be excused, as
‘Stornawery’ is so far away, but what
are we to think of Mr. Gosnell’s belief
that fhe Hudson’s Bay Company’s Fort
St, ‘James is ‘“‘near the headwaters of
the: F'raser?”

“‘Next, we are told that, in 1821, the
Canadian courts were empowered to
take cognizance of offences in the Hud-
son’s Bay territories or other “ports,”
etc.,, presumably owing to the mention
of “ports” in some district along that
bay, but this is inaccurate, and, indeed,
as’ printed, unintelligible. It was the
43rd, George III. (1803) that first ex-
tended the jurisdiction of the courts of
Lower and Upper Canada, to certain
adjoining parts, “within any of the In-
dian territories or parts of America,
not within the limist of these provinces
or of any civil government of the Unit-
ed States.” Doubts having arisen
whether this description included the
Hudson’s Bay Co.’s ‘‘chartered’” terri-
tories, the act of 1821 declared that the
act of 1803 was in force therein. It con-
tained also provisions to regulate the
fur trade. It defined more particularly
the *‘Indian Territories,” and author-
ised the appointment of judicial offi-
cers, and the issue of licences for ex-
clusive Indian trade, to any company,
person or persons, within the lands or
territories outside of those of the Hud-
son’s Bay Company, or of any North

| Amaovican province, or belonging to the

United States—and so on. Mr. Gos-
supposedly writing to help some
future historian, has not got hold of
this important jurisdictional matter,
either by the ears or tail.

Coming to, more modern times, Mr,
| Gosnell refers .to an “important pro-
vision” of the Britannic-Russian (now.
U. S.) treaty of 1825, to the effect that
the main eastern boundary.of Alaska
(which surveyors went from Victoria
the cther day to mark off), was to go
north ‘from Mount St Elias “in the
course of the 21st meridian from
Greenwich,” The writer quotes from
the treaty, but our impression is that
the meridian mentioned runs a little
way west of Ireland, which is some
7,000 miles from Alagka. In another
part of his chronicle Mr. Gosnell states
that the-eastern boundary of Alaska
is- the 141st ‘‘degree” of longitude,
which, substituting ‘‘meridian” for “de-
gree,”” most people have believed it to
be.

Painstaking and candld as Mr Gos-
nell is, he does not appear te have
mastered -the elements of the ‘“Oregon
question’’—the one great North Pacific
question dwarfing all others. ProbabBbly
he kas not had an opportunity of ex-
amining the American side of the
question. . He. says:: ‘“There was a
party ‘from’. the United States, who
claimed the Pacific seaboard from the
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assert.ad _they would _drive

Bfei%ln from the Pacific_slope. A party
. the United States!  What does

n? To an ordinary reader, these

¢ would suggest a party of set-

tlers, from Missouri .or Towa “talking
throtigh their -hats,” around a-camp-
fire in Oregons The fact is that, after
e aine  boundary - question” was
adjusted in 1842, a fever of territorial
expansion seized the majority of - the
ericans. | Citizens settled in Texas

“The senate, in 1844, rejected a propogal
‘£0. that effect, nevertheless, the ques-:
.Wﬁf became,-the keynote of the en-
suing presidenthlrelectmn. The Demo-.
crats declared for the immediate an-
nexation of Texas, and alsosthe Pacific
seaboard up to the Russian line, They
elected Polk by a greéat majority, car-
rying éven New York. ®The retiring’
president. (Tyler), on the last day of
ihis ‘term of office gave executive  ap-,
proval to an ' act. admitting Texas.
| There remained for Polk, and the ex-
pansionists backing him, the achieve=
ment for securing the northwest Paci-
fic seaboard. This thrilling national
emotion, actuating a government lately
successful at the polls, led to a war
with Mexico, and to the verge of a war
with Britain. It suffused the Oregon
question, and constituted the danger;
of the situation. Mr. Gosnell simply
says of it: ‘“There was a party ‘from’
the United States, who,” ete., ete.

A further misconceptilon is in the
statement that the Americans “rested
their claim’ in the Oregon dispute on
derivative right from France and
Spain. Not so—the Americans claimed
the seaboard and more particularly the
Columbia valley,. in their own right,
following exploration, discovery and
settlement. To that they added argu-
mentatively, the above derivative
rights. Mr. Goshe]ll cannot have had
the diplomatic.correspondence.

Had he done so, he would have at-
tached less importance to Mr. Green-
how’s speculation as to the western
boundary of Louisiana, when ceded by
France to the United States in 1803.
The British minister at Washington,
Mr. R. Pakenham,
cially to the American government
that there was strong reason to sup-
pose that the acknowledged western
boundary of Louisiana was the Rocky
mountains, and he quotes a letter of
President Jefferson (in whose term the
cession occurred) written in August,
1803, to that effect.

Again, Mr. Gosnell avers that the
strongest  argumeat of the British was
that, “for nearly 8 years British sub-
jects had been the chief occupants of
the whole region, and, for the greater
part -of that time, no United States
‘subject’ had lived west of the Rocky
mountains.” The fact is, that no
such.argument was ever used by Bri-
tain; and ‘could"not have been used;
without a rebuff, bécause from the
Treaty of Ghent, 1814, which restored
the ante bellum status, every conven-
tion respecting the disputed territory
stipulated that it should be free and
open to the citizens and subjects of the
two countries. Settlement or non-set-
tlement—no action or inaction—by
either of the parties could strengthen
or impair their respective titles to any
part of the territory in dispute. Fur
companies and settlers, whether Bri-
tish or American. were there at their
own risk; they took ‘their chances,
that, as the' result of some equitable
compromise, they would find them-
selves in a congenial zone.

What Mr. Gosnell possibly may have
been thinking of was the British argu-
ment, as to part of the territory, based
on exploration, discovery and partial
settlement by Mackenzie, Fraser,
Thompson and the Northwest Company
in the ante bellum period, that is be-
fore 1814—a conclusive argument, we
think, in the- premises on the part of
Britain, and permissible down to 1846,
as the ante bellum status had been
restored in 1814, Strictly as far as the
American government wa$ concerned,
the old Hudson’s Bay Company did
not come into the case, except as a
squatting applicant for certain com-
pensation, on moral grounds, which the
British government succeeded in ob-
taining for it in the treaty of 1846. That
company was not trading west of the
Rocky mountains at the date of the
convention of 1818. Its licence of ex-
clusive Indian trade between 1821 and
1846, only affected British subjects.
Except towards the Arctic, north of
54.40 latitude, the Hudson’s Bay Com-
pany up to 1846, had no better legal
status west of the Rocky mountains
than any American company that
might have come in. Putting this con-
eretely, for our readers’ appreciation;
when the Hudson’s Bay Company, in
1843, began to build the fort at Vie-
toria, any American company, with an
equal right or want of right, might
have built a simliar fort where it
pleased, in the neighborhood. That was
the situation up to 1846.

Mr. Gosnell has discovered a
general—'‘General Baynes’—who,
says exercised wise forbearantce
“while General Harney was placing
American troops on San Juan.” The
eommanding . officer on the mainland
at that time was Colonel 2. C. Moody,
R. E.,, whose services were at the dis-
posal of Governor Douglas of Van-
couver Island. Mr. Gosnell, apparent-
ly, has transformed “Admiral” Baynes
into a ‘“genperal,” but the admiral was
not here when General Harney was
busy as above. He arrived later, and
Governor Douglas and he arranged to
refer the San Juan question to the
home government,

The ‘“Russian-American Company”
was not formed, as Mr. Gosnell states,
in 1789, but in 1799, when the Sheliakoff
Fur Trading Company, of Irkutok got
a new charter, under the former name.
What the Briitsh ‘“monopolists” were
on the Alaskan coast, or _anywhere
near it, in the beginning of the 19th
century, requires explanation. Many
private traders there were—noachers if
yvou “like, in relation to the Russian
“monopoly”’—but we do not know of
any British “monopoly” in that quarter
then. =

No one qal} \\\'l‘!te intelligently about

new
he

,pm:porbéd to give ;
_can Company sway on the coast down

ﬂndgq)a.rsllel to w ‘and some of its

‘and asked -tor admission "to the Unlon..

in 1844, wrote offi-

t
o inter alia,
the Rnsian—Amarl»

to the 55 degree (the 54 degrees 40

important ot which was the transfer of
the govemment headquarters first
from

thence to
chief séttiement north of Qa.utomia,

well known‘as Fort Willlam and York
‘ Factory in the East. The -fort was
_strong, the chureh a fine structure and
the place a rendézvous for trading ves-
- géls. Irving describes the wvigit of
'Wilson G. Hunt to the .governor at
New. Archangel, in 1812, and Mr. Gos-
nellany day may rub sboulders in; the
street with men who have done buai-

he states that “the land ‘was untrodden
4.by the foot of civilized man.” In fact,
it was 'the best known. and most
traversed part of the whole coast, for
at least a generation before the Hud-
son’s Bay. Ce. got from Russia an In-
dian trading licence there—we- think—
in 1839,

" Turning to Mr. Gosnell’s aecount of
‘the ever ihteresting old - steamer
“*“Beaver,” built in 1835; hé quite unne-
cessarily says that she was the first to
“make the voyage westward across.the
Atlantic.” “This may be partly true
in a certain sense, for the Great West-
érn -and Sirius first crossed, respective-
ly, in*1837 and 1838, but,it conveys a
wrong impression, because the “Sav-
annah’” went from New York to Liver-
pool in 1818, .and the Beaver never at-
tempted to cross at all in that latitude.

There is a welcome slight flavor of
humor in some of Mr. Gosnell’s pages
—in the notion, for . instance, that
“England” (meaning, doubtless, Bri-
tain), after quarter of a century’s sus-
tained negotiations, and propesals em-
bodied in successive conventions sent
a ship “in 1845, to spy out the leanness
of the land.” The captain, he says, was
a brother of the Earl of Aberdeen
“England’s (query Britain's) prime
minister,” though the common belief is
that Sir Robert Peel occupied that
office from 1841 to 1846, and was suc-
ceeded by Lord John Russell. Aber-
deen, in 1845, was’/secretary of state for
foreign affairs. “Midshipman Peel
(afterwards the famous Sir William”')
was Sir Robert’s second son. The vis-
itors had no “mission’; they came in
a naval ship from the Pacific squadron
on its ordinary visit, and naturally
they wanted some hunting and fishing.
To reproduce their chatter is an offence
against common sense and good taste,
and to style them ‘“noble lords,” is
ridiculous. They were, of course, com-
Mmoners.

‘We should like to have Mr. Gosnell’s
authority for the existence of
“Mudie’s,” as a publishing house in
1833, or of the Illustratel London News,
then, for the matter of that—also for
the statement that the “imporant base”
of Fort Alexandria, only yielded, an-
nually, 20 or 30 packs of peltries. We
thought that the ‘“‘brigade” from there
often numbered a couple of hundred
horses, before the reinforcement at
Kamloops, en. -route. .far~ ¥Fort Van-
couver. 2k

Most men have curious recurring ex-
presgions in speech or writing—‘“ex-
quisite” for instance, was much used
by Lord Dufferin. “Untrod by ‘white
man,” allures Mr. Gosnell. He applies
the expression in 1848, to the country
between Langley and ' Alexandria,
though previously he had described
Simon Fraser’s party ‘“toiling over the
mountains,” along the Fraser in 1808,
and though, long previously to 1848, the
highway or pathway bétween WNew
Caledonia and Fort Vancouver (found-
ed in 1824) ran not far to the eastward.
The peculiarity in Mr. Gosnell’s case
is that the more traversed a region is
to him it is the least “trodden.” Im-
agination demands that the pharse,
somehow, shall be worked frequently
into the narrative.

Nomenclature is not Mr. Gosnell’s
strong point, but we have passed many
errors so as not to appear too ‘critical.
Surely, however, he might spell correctly
the name of the progenitor of our present
Governor-General. Within two pages he
thrice calls him Lord “Gray,” instead of
“Grey.” Had the blunder occurred only
once we should have passed it as a
printer’s .error, not noticed'in the revi-
sion.

Perhaps there has been no revision,
otherwise it could hardly be said on- one
page that in 1858 Mr. Needham succeeded
Chief Justice Cameron, and on another
page that Mr. Needham (as the fact was)
did not come to the country until 1865.

Mr. Labouchere is described in one
place as ‘“‘Secretary of State for Britain,”
an office absolutely unknown.

It is a little -cruel, though perhaps
strictly proper, on the part of Mr. Gos-
nell to reproduce Governor: Douglas’ first
speech to the Vancouver Island legisla-
tive assembly, 1856, in which, covering
from view with one hand the whole colo-
nial history of British North ‘America,
and with the other all the precedents of
British constitutional history; the Gov-
ernor said that the occasion was remark-
able as the “first instance of representa-
tive institutions being granted in the in-
fancy of a British colony,” and that,
“according to constitutional usage, the
assembly must ‘originate’ all money
bills.”” A great reader in other direc-
tions, Governor Douglas had not read
then muech political history. The inner
fact is that Mr. Labouchere, who was the
British secretary of state for the colonies,
smarting under criticism in the House of
Commeons, concluded, after-consulting the
aw oflicers 6f the crown, that the forma-
tion of the Vancouver Island colony,
without representative institutions, had
been illegal, on the principles established
by North American colonial history.
Hence his instructions in 1856 that - a
legislative assembly be elected forthwith.
It is singular that Mr. Gosnell should de-
scribe Mr. Douglas as an “Imperial Vice-
roy,”” wearing a ‘‘vice-regal” uniform.
He was simply “Governor’ of a sparsely
peopled colony.

With every desire to appreciate this
“‘chronicle,”” and though only half through
our review of it, we begin to long for a
page that is not disfigured by sonde mis-
statement or  unintelligible paragraph.
We must assume that Mr. Gosnell knows
the difference between a ‘‘crown colony,’”
a ‘‘colony with representative institu-
tions’ and a ‘‘colony with responsible
government.” He- tells us, and repeats,
that Vancouver Island was a J‘crown
colony,” “though he has described par-

.

mlnutes, afterwards so mueh heard of). |
Many elmnk'u followed this, the mest.

to Novoarchangelok and:
ka, 'which for long was thé | &
‘ emment-a thing they were actually liv+

ing under in Vancouver Island’-—u their |
fathers and grandfathers had done for |*
half & century in ‘the Bast. What' they

ness between’ Victoria gnd Sitka, Yet

ver Island ‘in 1856, &

plained, in order fo' rem ths ﬁlagality i

‘of the few preceding

less, the Gesnell chronlcl ‘affirms tha.t

“those men from the colonies,”” who sets

tled in and about Victoria, at ohce vegan
n. agitatfon for a “rep esentative” govs

wanted, of course, was “responsible gov-.
ernment”—the pﬁnciple
responsibility—which, in’ an - clementary .
fashion, had been estableshed in Canada
by the act of 1840. ‘This principle was ad-
mitted by the home government, but it

was doubted-if it were workable with so:

small a population as Vancouver Island

-had, and as various q’uestions ‘were un-
settled under the revoked grant ot the |

Islahd to the Hudsonq Bay Comp&ny

The' latter on .this revoeation claunedy

£225,699, and it. was not ‘until.
1862, that the crown paid it £57,
distharge. “Responsible government“’
would have paced slewly with that mm-
stone on-its neck, .or rather could not'

tober,

have got along under the burden at all.
Of this elementary fact. in our histm’y‘
the writer appears to have ne ap‘precla-' .

tion.~

As in greater, so in smaller ‘matters.
Why d¢scribe a ‘“‘patent’” .as frem the
crown ‘“‘and the*Fmperial government”?

Is there any meaning in this tautology? ¥

Again, “Lord Lytton” being colonial sec-
retary, is said to have ‘‘proclaimed the
colonies of Vancouver Island and British
Columbia.” Probably “Sir E. B. Lyt-
ton” is meant, who, later, became ‘“Lord”’
Lytton, but Vancouver Island was a
colony a decade before Lytton took of-
fice, and British Columbia was establish-
ed ‘by an act of the Imperial parliament.

Our chronicler next states that Viec-
toria from its earliest settlement, ‘“‘about
30 years before 1866,—say about 1836—had
been a free port. It is certain there was
nobody there but Indians till the Hud-
son’s Bay Company began to build in
1843, and of course until the Oregon treaty
of 1846, customs duties could not be levied.
Between 1846 and 1850, when the first Gov-
ernor (Blanshard) arrived, there was no
local authority empowered to impose
taxation. Blanshard did not impose
duties, and, strictly, neither he nor his
successor could have done so, constitu-
tionally, until the. .assembly was con-
vened in 1856." The Hudson’s Bay Com:=
pany at no time wanted customs duties
as their imports and exports would have
been subjected to them. It was in 1860
that, by direction of the home govern-
ment, the ‘free port” was established,
thus the chronicler’s above period of
‘‘about 80 years before 1866 must be
divided by five.

Need we:continue this really restrained
review of Mr. Gosnell’s extraordinary
chronicle? We are not half through it
yvet, and there are ahead the union of
the two colonies and the union with Can-
ada. The treatment-of these events. is
on a par with that of the Oregon ques-
tion and the starting of the Vancouver
Island colony—similar incomprehensions,
inaccuracies and contradictions. Of: the
pre-Confederation. . Governors, who. prac-,
tically had: great powers and were broad-
ly placed in the public view, we -are told
that *“Colonel” Xennedy: was Governor
of the Island. He was a retired army
captain in fact, and never had any high-
er military rank. Governor Seymour’s
doings in 1870 are referred to, though he
died, as Mr. Gosnell elsewhere says, in
1869. Governor Musgrave, who steered
the colony into the Dominion, is said to
have “arrived in the fall of 1870,”” when,
in faet, he became Governor in August,
1869. Gosnellian as these blunders are,
they are eclipsed by the remarkable in-
formation that the ‘‘Imperial government
proclaimed Victoria as the capital” in
1877~six years after the union with Can-
ada! Among the usual minor blunders
is the statement that Mr. J. W. Trutch
was knighted in 1871. He Ileft. office in
1876 without having been knighted. More
important is the misleading statement
that the British Columbian-Canadian
treaty embodying the terms of union
gave the British Columbia peeple *‘full
political power.” The terms did not do
so, but continued the constitution of the
executive and legislature of British Col-
umbia (subject to the B. N. A. Act), as
at the time of the union, until they should
be altered under that act. There was

simply an “understanding’’ that if there- |

after the British Columbia people de-
sired responsible government, Canada, as
far as she was concerned, would meet
that desire. Treaties, it would seem,
whether of old or modern dates, are not
Mr. Gosnell’s strong point.

There is not a hint in his many pages
of the main cause of the prolonged, bit-
ter conflict - between British Columbia
and the Dominion, which at one time
threatened to break up the whole con-
federation. - That was the absence from
the terms of any distinct provision that
Vancouver Island—the then most popu-
lous and richest part of the_ province—
should benefit directly by the construc-
tion of the proposad <‘hrough railway.
The fault was not on the part of Canada,
because the wording was Jdrafted, pro-
posed and repeated by-the British Colum-
bian authorities. The railway had .o.be
made “from the Pacific towards ‘he
Rocky Mountains = to coanect
the seaboard of British Columbia with
the railway system of Canada.’” . Could
that worgding include any part of .Van-
couver Island? The gquestion was an-
swered in the negative by both the Brit-
ish and Canadian governments on 2
strict interpretation of the treaty. But
the resultant hardship and danger of suqh
an interpretation made these govern-
ments cast about for some gracious re-
medial action. Hence the doings in the
matter by Sir John A. Macdonald and
Mr. A. Mackenzie—differentiated, mainly,
by the Jatter’s comparative straightfor-
wardness—and hence, through Mr.
Walkem’s diplomatic tact, the nurturing
of sympathy with the Island side of the
case on the part of the British eslonial
secretary, the Earl of Carnarvon,
the latter’'s proposals of a¢
known as the “Carnarvon Te

The account, in the chronicle, eof
Dufferin’s arrival, we must add, is mis-
leading. He was received at Jsguimalt

by Sir James Douglas and members of |
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ferin were very well received along the
whole route. On being told of the arch
at Fort street with the motto, ‘“Carnar-

von Terms or Separation,” Lord Dufferin

said, thsat,
expression of oOpinion, he- could not as
Governor-General, in an official proces-
sion, pass under an arch with a ‘‘separa-
| tion” motto on it, but he would come
down next day on foot and look at it,
which he did, and said it was a hanrl_-
some arch. Nobody attempted to ‘“‘turn
his horses’ heads up Fort street.” Such
a statement is a libel on an orderly, loyal
people, among whom none were more
orderly or loyal than the men who put
up the arch.

The least incorrect part of Mr. Gosnell's
chronicle, and, perhaps, the most inter-
esting, is chapter VIIIL, dealing with the
“organization of the Mainland,”. but
too, misstatements abound, sometimes |
arising from a certain habit of grandilo-
quence. What the ‘“‘sovereignty’’ of the |

n2re,

which Britain and America disputed the
sovereignty, could amount to, is not ap-
parent. The company, we have explain-
ed, was simply. a squatting-company with
an Indian trade license, exclusive only. as
to other British subjects. Sir E. B. Lyt-
ton’s long letter to Governor Douglas is
worthy of reproduction from its literary
excellence. The latter’'s announcement of
the forfeiture penalty of vessels on the
coast, not possessing a Hudson's Bay
Co.’s license, was much laughed at when
issued. - Mr. Gosnell’s characterization of
Sir James ‘is rather disappointing, but
he is right in calling him a great road-
builder. His portrait in the book is a
very fine one. The name of M¥. Charles
Good, who married his daughter, is not
“Goode.” Mr. Douglas, we may add, so
far as known, was not 3 scion of the
“Black,” but of the *“Red,”” Douglas
branch of the famous Scotch family. Mr.
O’Reilly was never ‘‘Indian commissioner”
of the province, but he was for a -time
18“Indian reserve commissioner,” under
the former.

~ In conclusion, it

is odd that Mr. Gos-
nell should describe Sir Alexander Mac-
kenzie as- “Governor of the Hudson’s
Bay Company” im 1793—a company he
did not belcng to and an office -he never
held. Nor did Mackenzie ever trace the :
Peace river ‘“to its source’”; he was only

tance. That Sir George Simpson, 1828,
was one of those ‘‘to whom we are in-
debted for our first knowledge of that
grand river” is another strange state-
ment, in view of the Northwest Com-
pany’s explorations and trading stations
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It is an unpleasant duty to have to
point out these defects in Mr. Gosnell's
work, but the true history of the eotia-
try ig of interest to its people. Our criti-
cisim easily might be extended, but pro-
bably enough has been said to show that
‘the chronicle cannol be of any service to
2 futurc historian.




