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"of thp Rocky Moinitiiins, ii (|iicsti(iii wliidi tlir lioiitniiiililf incnilici' U<>- Slifllicld will liiivc a

"distinct ()|i|»(rtuiiity to iiiti'odui'c."

Tllis statrliiciit would iii)|iriir to iif decisive \N itii ri';.'iird t(i liie cuiiti'iitioM tliiit in estul)-

lisl\in<^ llritisli ('(iluiiil>iii tin- ( li>\eriiiiieiit liiid no intentinn in |sr)S to enei'iiiicli on the

Huilson's litiy (Nmipiiny's riulit in lvu|ieil's Land.

lUit, t'ui'llier, duiin^' the deliate .Mr. LuiKJueliere expressed liinisi It' ( Anne.Miri' 8, p. 1I07)

to tile elleet tlnit, as re;i;ard.s coloni/.in^, it was necessary on tlie present oijeusioii t<J considiT

JIudson's I'liiy Cnnipiiny rijilits, since outside ni Itujxrt's l,iind tlie ('ruwn in its licenses

rest'rved power to resume territory iit pleasure.

Mr. Uoel)Uck ( .^nne\ure ,s, p. I III) "alisiained from intnidueioi,' any lojiie connected with

"the Hudson's ISay Company into the discussion, and he had ilone .so on the understandin;.;
" that lie was to have a day on which that ipn'stion ' (thri-e resolutions, one l)ein^' to deterniiin-^

the chtirtcrcd rij,'lits of tlie conipniiy) "coidd he deliated iit the House.
"

.Mr. W'yid (.\nnexure S, p. 1112) "understood (he i;eneral feelin;; of the Housi' to he that

"the discussion should he confined to the oliject of tli<' |)resent liill, and that they should

"refrain from enterioi,' on the sidiject of the Hudson's |!ay territory. * *

" Not oidy would there he cini,!,'ration to these colonies" (New Caledonia and Vancouver's
Island) "from California, hut it would (low in from Canada, as these territories were only 17

" days oN'erland from Montreal.

"That emigration could not take that route without interferinu with the territory of tli(^

" Hud.son's l>ay Company.
Mr. Christy (Annexure S, p. 1 1 111) said: — " It appeared to l»e a matter of ai,'reement that

"the discussion on the main i|uestion (/'. k., Hudson's l.ay Company ri;,dits under charter, Ac.,)

"was t<i he taken on the motion of the honourahle and learned <;entlenieu (.Mr. Uoehuck)."
The liill passed through its third re.-tdiin,' and to the House of i^ords, without any expre.s-

sioii of o|)inion to modify the st.itements ipioted al>ovr ; Imt these statements madi- durin.i,' the

debate on the second readin;,' of the liill render it jierfectly clear that the House of Commons
dealt with the suliject as one which did not in any way atl'ect Kupert's Lanil.

(Anne.xure 12)—Similarly in the House of Lords whin Lord Carnarvon svns movinj^ the

secoiul readini,' of the liill to e.stahlish the ("olony of liritish Colundiia, on the L'tith duly, 185K,

lu^ remarki'il (Hansard, .'ird series, vol. cli., p. 'JOWS): —
"in the lirst jilace it must he horni' in mind that the whole of this territory'' (/. i:, the

country ali'ected hy the liill) "was at present in the main, lhoui,di not actually, suhject to an
"exclusive license to trade with th(^ Indians, which the Hmlson's Hay Company had for many
" years (Mijoyed. It was true that that liceiis(^ exi)ired in'xt year. It was also true that the

"(iovernment had no intention of renewing.; that lici'n.se " Thus sliowint; that, also in the

House of Lords, the liill was uiideistood not to refer to Hn|)ert"s Land.

A still more emphatic indication of tlie intention of I'aili.imeiit with ref<'renee to their

treatment of the rights claimed hy the Hudson's liay Company under their charter, is to lie

found in tln' circunistanciis of the dehate on the L'Oth July, lf<-')S (Annexure 1 1, p. 17i^!^), [irior

to the introduction of the liritish Columliia Itill into the House of Lords, and on the very day
of its third reading in th<> House of Commons, when Mr. Roehuck suhmitted the three follow-

ing resfilutions ;

" 1st- That the pri\ ileges of the Hudson's Bay Company, about to (expire, ought not to

" he renewed.

"2ml—That tin' legal validity of the exclusive rights claimed hy the Hudson's Bay Com-
" pany under the charter ought at once to he (letiMinini'd hy jirocess of law.

" ."ird - That so much of the teri-itory as had hitherto lieen held hy the Hud.son's Ray
"Company as may ln' ni'edetl for the purposi^ of colonization, ought without delay to he
" resumed hy the ( Jovernment of the country."

And, although Mr. Roebuck held the strongest views on the impolicy and invalidity of th(!

Company's territorial rights, lie nevertheless decided to withdraw his resolution on this suhject.

(Annexurt! II)— Mr. Roebuck, in suj)[)orting his resolutions ( Hansard, vol. cli., p. 17i)l),

said;— " He was told that the Hudson's liay Coni])any had certain rights which they derived
" under the charter granted by Charles I L He maintained that the Company had no such
" rights, and it was the duty of the (government to determine whether tln^y had or no.

" If the Company had no such right.s, Parliament would know how to deal with them; and
" if they had, Parliament would also know how to deal with them by purchasing them out
" immediately.
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