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gation for sonie tinie. The information
which lie acquirej, at his elevation to the

bench was comiîunicated to Mr. McMahon
of London, and to Mr. Monck, a
gentleman of Montreal, vho w ere

appointed agents and counsel of the Gov-
ernient of Canada, to inforni themselves
upon this question, and to argue the ease,
on beh.alf of Canada, before the Arbitra-
tors. Mr. McMahon collected ail the in-
formation lie could get, and the inforna-
tion so obtained is embraced in the case
that \vas subnitted to the Arbitrators on
belalf of the Government of Canada. I
was mvself appointed bv the Government
of Ontario to report uîpon the subject in
1s2, and again in 1875 to prepare the
case. Mv instructions were to iake an
exhaustive enquiry into this subject, to
collect all the information bearing upon
the case, whbether it favoured the conten-
tion of Ontario or the contention of
Canadi. That report and case vere sub-
nitted to the Government of Ontario,
and I believe have been put in the pos-
session of the m oebers, at all events, a
large number ofthe nenmbers of this House.
The archives of Paris were searched at
the instance of both Governments for in-
formation, the public records anùd. state
papers at London and other places vere
exained for information, both on behalf
of the Governnient of Canada, and of the
Government of Ontario, and all the know-
ledge it was possible to glean, vas obtain-
ed at tbat tinie. There were a few doeu-
ments referred to in various communica-
tions, as, for instance, the map i-eferred to
in a communication to Lord Bol ingbroke, ot
Mr. Prior, who was ActingBritish Minister
at Paris. This mnap wvas searched for both at
Paris and London, but could not be found.
Now, Sir, I do iot believe that a Coin-
mittee sucb as the one asked for would
be a proper instrument for obtaining
additional information. I do not
believe there is any additional in-
formation to be obtained. If you take
tUe cases of the Government of Ontario
and the Government of Canada, they will
give vou all the information vou want on
the subject. If the gentlemen on the
Treasury Benches believe that further in-
formation can be obtained, and that it is
necessary to get it, they should appoint
competent gentlemen who must be sent to
Lonidon and to Paris to get what further
information, if any, can be obtained.
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But there is one thing certain that, there
is no information which the Cominiittee
can get that is not already in the posses-
sion of the House, or whiclh the House
cannot have if the case for the Goverunient
of Ontario and the case for the (overn-
ment of Canada are brought down to the
Honse. I do not wislh to discuss this
question on its nerits. I urpose doing
so when the Bill which I intend to sub-
mit is brought before the House for
the second reading. That will le a more
convenient time. The hon. member for
Algoia has alluded to soie Acts of Par-

liment and certain other niatters which
he savs have been overlooked v the Arbi-
trators. Amlong these Arbitrators, there
was Sir Francis Hincks, a gentlenan of
rank, onie well versed in public affatirs
there was Chief Justice Harrison, a dis-
tinguislied jurist, and Sir E'dward Thorn-
ton. These gentlemen were ouite able to
appreciate the facts to wlicih the hon.
gentleman las referred. The Acts of
1803 and 1821 have n1o bearing on this
question. The hon. gentleman bas also
referred to the King's Proclamation of
1763, and lie says that certain territories
are there spoken of as Indian territories.
These words aie perfectly intelligible; no
difference of opinion could exist in refer-
ence to them. The King, in the exercise
of his prerogative, agreed witb France in
the Treaty of 1763 that the Mississippi
river shiould be the boundary on the west,
and the King, in further exercise of his

prerogative, parcelled out of the ceded
territory a Province called tle Province
of Quebec. which correspon ded very much
to the present Province of Quebee. All
the territory iying west of that Pravince
was nd ian territory-ineluding Michigan,
WX'isconsin, Ohio, Illinois, an Indiana,-
and the Indians in it vere placed under
the supervision of Sir William Johnston.
The ion. gentleman has stid that the
western boundary of the Province of On-
tario or tUpper Canada was the neridian
line froi the junction of the Ohiio
and Mississippi rivers. I do nlot believe
it is possible, after looking into the facts
of this question, to cone to that conclusion
-either from the gramnati cil construc-
tion of the preamble of the Act of 1774, or
from the circunstances iwhich led to that
Act. If the hon. gentleman will refer
to the Act of 1î74, he will find that it
refers to the portion of New Franco


