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Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers,

CONTENTS OF VOLUME No. 9.

.M. Eighteenth Annual Report of the Department of Marine, for the fiscal year ended 30th June,
1885. Presented to the House of Commonsg, 1st March, 1886, by Hon. G. E. Foster—
Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

‘Xla. Report of the Chairman of the Board of Steamboat Inspection for the calendar year ended
31st December, 1885.............. veeeernens «everes Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.
(V)
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185. Annual Report of the Department of Fisheries, Dominion of Ganada, for the year 1883.
Presented to the Houge of Commons, 27th Nay, 1886, by Hon. G. B. Foster—
Printed for bath Distribution, gnd Sessiongl Papers.

Xk¢. Report of the second Hudson Bay Exploration, under the command of Lieut. A. R. Gordon,
R.N., 1885. Presented to the House of Commons, 10th May, 1886, by Hon. G. E. Foster—
Printed for Sessional Fapers only.

A1d. Charts showing the mean, monthly and annual temperatures of Hudson Bay region and
eastern Canada, September, 1884, to October, 1885, by Andrew R. Gordon. Presented to the
House of Commons, 10th May, 1886, by Hon. G. E. Foster.................. - veenens Not printed.

CONTENTS OF VOLUME No. 10.

=. fsxgsmal Report of the Minister of Public Works of Canada, for the fiscal year ended 30th June,
1 » On the works under his control. Presented to the House of Commons, 26th February,
886, by Sir Hector Langevin.....ceevveenern. Printed for both Distribution und Sessional Papers.

13, iﬂnmml Beport of the Minister of Railways and Canals for the past fiscal year, from 1st July,
8884’ to 30th Jung, 1885, on the works under his control. Presented to the House of Commons,
th March, 1886, by Hon. J. H. Pope......... Printed for both Distribytion and Sessional Papers.

p ¢ . . as . . :
3a. Rep?m and Railway Statistics of Canada, and capital, traffic and working expenditure of
b e TftﬂWays of the Domirion, 1884-85. Presented to the House of Commons, 7th May, 1886,
Y Sir Hector Langevin. ..ceeees werreenesenen Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

Abstract of Statements of Fire and Inland Marine Insurance Companies in Canada, for the

year 1885, Presented to the. House of Commons, 2nd April, 1886, by Hon. A. W. McLelan—
Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

‘ CONTENTS OF VOLUME No. 11.

5. Annua] Re : '
30th June,
Thompson..,

14,

Port of the Ministers of Justice as to Penitentiaries in Canada, for the year ended
1885. Presented to the House of Commons, 1st Marech, 1886, by Hon. J. 8. D.
et eemetteetenriratttoaesetas sesses prseennee Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

00"”1’0“‘1611%; Reports of the Minister of Justice, and Orders in Council upon the gubject

g Provincial legislation, 1867-84. Presented to the House of Commons, 1st April, 1886, by
ou. J. 8. D. TBOMPEON....c.cerreareervrrreerrrerne sreressen o reresnasensees .Printed for Distribution only.

16. Report of the Jo
Presented to the

int Librarians of Parliament on the state of the Library of Parliament,
House of Commons, 25th February, 1886, by Hon. Mr. Speaker—
Printed for Sessional Papers only.

7. :
lsshsareholders in the Chartered Banks of the Dominion of Canada, as on the 31st December,

5. Presented to the House of Commons, 17th March, 1886, by Hon. A. W. McLelan—
Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

18, L A
; :::n.nts of the late Province of Oanada and the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec with the

Co imion of Canada, from 1st July, 1867, to 30th June, 1885. Presented to the House of
ramons, 29th May, 1886, by Hon. A. W. McLelan—

Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

1. lt;?';r:tek;:g I?rder of the House of Commons, dated 30th March, 1885, for a Return showing
Grand Tronk I;’:; of erw?re from Tf)ronto and arrival at Brockville of all trains on tl.xe
the years 1881 lssway carrying Her Majesty’s mails, from 1st February to the 30th April, in
date and hon ! £ d2 , 1883, 1884, and in ﬁ_le present year up to the date of the Return ; also the
ville of aku‘1 T 0 departure from Brockville and Ottawa and of arrival at Ottawa and Brock-

similar trains on that portion of the Canadian Pacific Railway betwen the two

Points last named dyring the same periods of ‘ime. Presented to the House of Commons, 18t

March, 1886 Yr. Cameron (Middlesez).. - wevvsernss ssuessens sennenees V08 pri0IED
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194.;Supplementary Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 24th February, 1885, for
copies of the Returns as required to be made under the Consolidated Railway Act of 1879 and
the Acts in amendment thereof of 1881 and 1884, by the Grand Trunk Railway Company, for
the fiscal year 1883-84, in each case separately ; and 1st. The number of miles of main line of
Grand Trunk, with statement of actual total cost of construction and equipment thereof. The
separate cost per mile of construction thereof, without rolling stock. The total amount of
capital account now standing against the said railway, including its equipment. 2nd. A
statement in detail showing the several branches or side lines now owned by the said com-
pany, including the number of miles in each, with the amounts severally paid for each. How
such amounts were paid ; whether paid in cash or securities, and the statement and character
thereof in detail. The amount for which each of such securities was sold, and the net amounts
which were realized in each. 3rd. A statement in detail of any railway line or lines leased by
the Grand Trunk Company or agreed to be worked by them on a percentage of earnings or
other terms, with the length of each of such lines and the couditions in detail of the agree~
ments in relation thereto. 4th. A statement in detail of any interest the Grand Trunk Railway
may have in any other railway or railways, with the securities in detail that they may hold in
relation thereto. 5th. A statement in detail of the net earnings of each of the railways men-
tioned in the four preceding clauses after the payment of working expenses for the past
financial year of each of the said railways, with a statement in detail of the percentage that
working expenses bear in each case to the grossearnings. 6th. Whether any and what amounts
were paid by the Grand Trunk Company towards the construction of the Toronto and Ottawa
Railway; and the amount thereof, with the statement of the gross ag well as the net earnings
of the said railway for the past financial year of the said railway ; and a statement of where
these funds came from ; also a statement as to where they appear in the accounts of the Grand
Trunk Company’s accounts or returns. Presented to the House of Commons, 1st March,

1886.—Mr. Mitchell........ o cnesnessacnrens d . ereessscrsesonse soaserass sssrsnnns eereetrees cssnersarranres ..Not printed.

19). Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 24th February, 1885, for a list of the
names, in detail, with the residence or business address of each of the several stockholders of
the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada, on the first day of January, last. Presented
to the House of Commons, 2nd March, 1886.—Mr. Mitchell.........ccovvsiirrns vareesnesees- N0 privéed.

20. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 3rd March, 1884, for a statement showing the respective amounts of Dominion, Provin-
cial and Municipal money paid, or grants of land given, either by way of bonus or otherwise,
paid towards the construction or equipment of railways (other than the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way) since Confederation, with dates of such payments and names of the respective railways
so aided. Presented to the House of Commons, 1st March, 1886.—Mr. Mulock...... Not printed.

20a. Return t6 an Order of the House of Commons, dated 1st March, 1886, for a Return showing
) all grants of land made to Mr. Valin, M.P., in the North-West Territories, with the date of the
Letters Patent therefor, the quantity, location, price and payments; also all grants so made
either to Mr. Valin alone, or to others jointly with him. Presented to the House of Commons,
16th March, 1886.—Mr. Casgrain...cccues seresress serssussessussasnasssnscs Not printed.

CONTENTS OF VOLUME No. 12.

205. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for & Retura showing =
1. The total number of acres of grazing land placed under leage up to st March, 1886. 2. The
names of grazing land lessees who have cattle upon their leaseholds, the number of acres in
each leasehold, the date of the lease, the location of the land covered by the same, the number
of lease, the number of cattle reported on each leasehold, the date when the leasehold was first
stocked with cattle, and the aggregate area covered by such leases. 3. The names of grazing
ladds lessees who have not placed cattle upon their leaseholds, the number of acres in each
leasehold, the location of the land covered by the same, the number of the lease, and the,
aggregate ares covered by such leases. 4. The total revenue derived from pasture land
leases.—All Returns asked for to be brought down to 1st March, 1886. Presented to the House



49 Victoria. List of Sessional Papers. - A.1886

—_—

20c. A certified copy of a Report of a Committee of the Honorable the Privy Council, approved by
the Honorable the Deputy Governor in Council on the 19th day of May, 1885, respecting the
North-West Coal and Navigation Compary. Presented to the House of Commons, 28th April,
1886, by Hon. Thos. White..cccuresrereeeens wesseninenss ceenennns IV OF primted.

20d. A certified copy of a Report of a Committee of the Honorable the Privy Council, approved by
His Excellency the Governor General in Council on the 29th March, 1886, respecting the
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway and Steamship Company. Presented to the House of
Commons, 28th April, 1886, by Hon. Thos. White........ eevererrene sesnees ORI ceeeersanine Not printed.

20¢. Return to an Address of the Senate to His Excellency the Governor General, dated 4th May,
1886, for a list giving the names of all persons occupying, under annual leases, Government
Properties situated in the Seigniory of Sorel. Presented to the Senate, 19th May, 1886.—Hon.
. UEDTEIMONE . evereesuvseesssonssssssssosess saveessrssesssssinsrs sasssssss savessssssmnsens os svnness senees NOE PrERtEd.

20f. Copies of Orders in Council, correspondence, etc., relating to grants of Dominion Lands to
the following railway companies : Wood Mountain and Qu’Appelle Railway Company ; North-
West Central Railway Company; and Manitoba and North-Western Railway Company.
Presented to the House of Commons, 27th May, 1886, by Hon. Thos, White......... «XNot printed.

21. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated Tth May, 1883, for copies of all corres-
: pondence, reports, accounts and other papers relating to any claim made by D. B. Woodworth
and others, for compensation for gravel, said to have been taken from claimants’ land for use
on the Pembina Branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway ; together with a copy of the evidence
respecting such claim taken before the Board of Dominion Arbitrators, showing the amount
claimed and the award, if any, made by said Arbitrators, and what sums have been paid
thereunder. Presented to the House of Commons, 1st March, 1886.—Mr. Casey....Not printed.

Statement of all superannuations and retiring allowances in the Civil Service during the year
ended 31st December, 1885, giving the name .and rank of each person superannuated, or
retired ; his salary, age, length of service, allowance granted him on retirement, cause of his
Superannuation, and whether the vacancy has been subsequently filled, and, if so, whether by
- Promotion or by new appointment, and the salary of the new appointee, under the Act 46
Victoria., chapter 8, section 15. Presented to the House of Commons, 1st March, 1886, by Hon.
Al W. MCLEIADwveros crecrasiareen sasese sienesess sesvocsin sessonenannnees Orinted for Sessional Papers only.

22¢. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 2nd April, 1884, for copies of all corres-
pondence, papers and telegrams between the Government or any member thereof, and any
person or persons, relating to the superannuation of James Hearn, late Preventive Officer a
Arichat, N.S. ; and also all correspondence and telegrams relating to the appointment of his
Successor and the continuance of the latter in office. Presented to the House of Commons,
Ith March, 1886.—Mr. Kirk...cverescreresersssransss sevuscns sevussses serersess secesesss sessas seveeeses Not printede,

22b. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showings
1st. The name of each person on the superannuation list on the first of January, A.D. 1886.
2nd. The date at which each of such persons was superannnated. 3rd. The amount paid into
the superannuation fand by each person now on the list.. 4th. The total amount paid to each
Person now on the superannuation list up to the first of January, 1886. Presented to the
House of Commons, 20th April, 1886.—Mr. McMullen.............. veneas e aeeerenn sanenen .Not printed.

33. Statement of payments charged to Unforeseen Expenses under Orders in Council, from st
July, 1885, to date; in accordance with the Act 48 Victoria, chapter 41. Presented to the
House of Commaons, 1st March, 1886, by Hon. A. W. McLelan—

: Printed for Sessional Papers only.

. 24. Statement of Governor General’s Warrants issued since last Session of Parliament, on account
of ﬁ.sca.l years 1885-86; issued under the nuthority of 41 Victoria, chapter 7, section, 32, sub-
8ection 2. Presented to the House of Commons, 1st March, 1886, by Hon. A. W. McLelan—

Not printede

[ 28. Ih“tufn to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 16th February, 1885, for a Returm
Slowing the expenses, in détail, with dates, incurred by the several members of the Govern=

1

J
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ment and any other person or persons in the service of the Government, sent to England or
elsewhere, on behalf of the Government, from 28th January, 1884, to date. Presented to the
House of Commons, 3rd March, 1886.—Myr. Somervitle (Brant)...c...coes seversensveenence. N0 printed.

®26. Return to an Address of the House of Commeons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 12th March, 1885, for copies of all correspondence between the Government of Prince
Edward Island and the Government of the Dominion, since the last Session of Parliament,
relating to the claim made by the former Government for moneys expended by them in the
construction and maintenance of piers and wharves, from 1st July, 1873, to January, 1883;
also of all reports made to the Minister of Public Works, or any of his officials, since last
Session upon such claims, together with all Orders in Council made thereon. Presented to
the House of Commons, 3rd March, 1886.—Mr. Davies........ «eenes Printed for Distribution only.

pondence with the Department of Public Works, the Minister of Railways and Canals, and the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, relative to repairs of the public wharf at Port Hastings,
Inverness, N.S.  Presented to the House of Commons, 31st March, 1886.—My. Cameron
LIRVETNEIS) . cocerrriinrnnrinsesrane servesses sosanasen sevensans sosssesss sesnensta sorsrasss sessnsnes aresarese senses INOL PFENLED.

27. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for copies of corres-
poudence and petitions on the subject of the cases of criminal libel against Saunders and
Wood, tried in December, 1884, before a judicial functionary in the North-West Territories.
Presented to the House of Commons, 3rd March, 1886. —Mr. Blake.....cos cevverre.... N0t printed.

@8. Return (in part) to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor
General, dated 9th March, 1885, for a copy of the short-hand notes of the argument before the
Privy Council in the late dispute between Manitoba and the Province of Ontario, a8 to the
westerly boundary of the Province of Ontario; also copy of the claim as presented by the
Attorney-General of Ontario before the Privy Council ; also a statement of the' reasons given
by the Attorney-General of Ontario for abandoning his claim to that part of the territory
lying between the Lake of the Woods and the Rocky Mountains; also a copy of all corres-
poundence between the Government of the Dominion and the Government of Ontario in refer-
ence to the arbitration and award, and also in reference to the decision of the Privy Council
not already moved for or brought down. Presented to the House of Commons, 3rd March,
1886.—Mr. Rykert...c.oeveese P s eiesesaeriennnn veeserenasene Printed for Sessional Papers. only.

284. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 8th March, 1886, for copies of all correspondence between the Government of Canada
and the Government of Ontario in reference to proposed Imperial legislation to confirm the
decision of the Queen in Council upon the west and north-west boundaries of Ontario.
Presented to the House of Commons, 1st April, 1886.—Mr. Mills—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

®9. Draft of the Revised Statutes of Canada, laid before Parliament on the 3rd February, 1885,
with which have been incorporated the Acts passed in the Session held in the 48th and 49th
years of Her Majesty’s reign. Presented to the House of Commons, 3rd March, 1886, by Hon.
3. 8. D. ThOmPRON......coeresrerrresirersersansinnee sissrenas torseaniene sesnnane tecresesr veveesssnrenses IVOE printed.

294. Return in cdnformity with the Act 31 Victoria, chapter 1, section 14, Distribution of the
Statutes of Canada during the year 1885. Presented to the House of Commons, 8th March,
1886, by Hon. J. A. Chapleat.ccee..errscruerneserssrseesnenes reveesene ST sererne Not printed.

30. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 1t March, 1886, for a Return showing
the names of all persons who tendered for the contract for carrying the mail from Calgary to
Fort McLeod, the amcunt of each tender, to whom the contract was let, together with all

papers and correspondence relating to said contract. Presented to the House of Commons,
4th March, 1886.—Mr. Landerkifioeuen... vererrn sssessenssesssnsses seseetosnsssans o snveesnenenns Vot printeds

30a. Return to an Order of the Houge of Commons, dated 3rd March, 1886, for"a Return of the
number of post offices established in the Muskoka, Parry Sound and Nipissing districts, with
the cost and revenue of each office for each year respectively, since 1879. Presented to
House of Commons, 22nd MArch, 1886.—Mr. C00kewrseeere oo -ovrrarortssontotissgetisness sonee s NOE printed.¥,
10 '
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20%. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 5th March, 1886, for copies-of al} reports
made by Inspector Sweetnam concerning alleged irregularities in connection with the manage-
ment of Pickering post office, in the county of Ontario, and in particular of his report upon the
investigation held by him at the village of Pickering in December, 1883; and copies of all
correspondence between Inspector Sweetnam and the Post Office Department relating in any
way to charges made against the management of said post office, and a copy of instructions to
the inspector given upon such report. Presented to the House of Commons, 19th April, 1886,
—Mr. BdGar...eesenervnnecarnecsiannans taesseresonutenses sasesares senaninsenres ¢ ereessunssirernens sranenane Not printed.

81. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 1st March, 1886, for a Retarn- of the
receipt and expenditure, in detail, chargeable to the Consolidated Fund, from the 1st day of
July, 1884, to the 1st day of March, 1885, and from the 1st day of July, 1885, to the 1st day of
March, 1886. Presented to the House of Commons, 5th March, 1886.—Sir Rickard Cartwright.

Printed for Distribution only.

33. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 9th March, 1885, for copies of all papers, letters, correspondence and Minutes of Council
relative to making Port Mulgrave, in the county of Guysboro’, a sub-port of Port Hawkesbury,
in the county of Inverness. Presented to the House of Commons, 5th March, 1886.— Mr. Kirk.

Not printed.

38. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 23rd April, 1883, for a Return of the
number of children’s carriages imported into Canada each and every year from the 1st July,
1878, to the 1st July, 1882, with the amount of duty collected in each year. Presented to the
House of Commons, 5th March, 1886.—Mr. McCraney........ et reeere crerrenee serens ..¥ot printed.

34. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for copies of all papers,
orders, letters, vouchers, correspondence or any other memoranda whatever in the possession
or under the control of the Department of the Minister of Customs, or any of the members of
the Government, or of any of the officials of the Government, relating to, or in any way con-
nected with, the alleged violations of the Customs laws by swearing to false invoices, or in
any other mode, by one John Leander McKenzie, of Canning, King's county, Nova Scotia,
and of the firm of Sheffield & McKenzie, of the same place, with a copy of the decision of the
Customs Department in such cases. Presented to the House of Commons, 5th March, 1886.—
P, MOFat.cunsoreresencrssrssnessssscres sisesises ssss sesssssss cosens sesssosss sessss ovsoressussessessesseseas N0E printed.

Ma. Supplementary Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for
" Copies of all papers, orders, letters, vouchers, correspondence or any other memoranda what-
€ver in the possession or under the control of the Department of the Minister of Customs, or
&ny of the members of the Government, or of any of the officials of the Government relating

to, or in any way connected with, the alleged violations of the Customs laws by swearing to
lse invoices, or in any other mode, by one John Leander McKenzie, of Canning, King's
county, Nova Scotia, and of the firm of Sheffield & McKenzie of the same place, with a copy of

e decision of the Customs Department in such cases. Presented to the House of Commons,

27th ADLil, 1886.—M7. MOfGt.rnrr.vrersereserses sessssses sesmsssessassssmnssssssss sesssanes wrnesennn Vot printed.

Return (in part) under-Resolution of the House of Commons, passed on the 20th February,
1882, on all subjects affecting the Canadian Pacific Railway, respecting details as to: 1. The
selection of the route. 2. The progress of the work. 3. The selection or reservation of land.
4. The payment of moneys. 5. The laying out of branches. 6. The progress thereon. 7. The
1‘&'6_08 of tolls for passengers and freight. 8. The particulars required by the Consolidated
Railway Act and amendments thereto, up to the end of the previous fiscal year. 9. Like
Particulars up to the latest practicable date before the presentation of the Return. 10. Copies
of all Orders in Council and of all correspondence between the Government and the railway
Company, or any member or officer of either, relating to the affairs of the company. Presented
to the House of Commons, 8th March, 1886, by Hon. A. W. McLelan—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

g, Supplementary

Return under Resolution of the House of Commons, passed on the 20th:
Februa.ty, 1882

’ , on all subjects affecting the Canadian Pacific Railway, respecting details as:
%03 1. The selection of the route. 2. The iliogress of the work. 8. The selection or reserva~
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tion of land. 4. The payment of moneys. 5. The laying out of branches. 6. The progress
thereon. 7. The rates of tolls for passengers and freight. 8. The particulars required by the
Consolidated Railway Act and amendments thereto, up to the end of the previous fiscal year.
9. Like particulars up to tbe latest practicable date before the presentation of the Return.
10. Copies of all Orders in Council and of all correspondence between the Government and
the railway company, or any member or officer of either, relating to the affairs of the company,
Presented to the House of Commons, 11th March, 1886, by Hon. J. H. Pope—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

855. Return of correspondence. between the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Depart-
ment of the Interior, as required by Resolution of the House of Commons of the 20th February,
1882. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th March, 1886, by Hon. Thos. White—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

.86¢. Articles of agreement entered into between Andrew Onderdonk and Her Majesty Queen
Victoria, represented by the Minister of Railways and Canals of Canada, to erect and complete
a combined passenger and freight building at North Bend ; one at Chinaman’s Ranche, and one
at Pennie’s, on the Canadian Pacific Railway, in British Columbia. Also between Wilson
and McCrady and Her Majesty Queen Victoria, represented by the Minister of Railways
and Canals of Canads, to erect a ten-stall engine house on thestation ground of the Canadian
Pacific Railway at North Bend, British Columbia. Also between Messrs. Head, Wrightson
& Company and Her Majesty Queen Victoria, represented by the Minister of Railways and
Canals of Canada, to supply iron piles, caps and points for the Canadian Pacific Railway
‘Wharf at Port Moody, British Columbia. Presented to the House of Commons, 19th March,
1886, by Hon. J. H. Pope....ccceerecneens eseerenets sirreset e seares Printed for Sessional Papers only.

:85d. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 5th March, 1886, for copies of all correspondence between the Government, or any member
of the Government, with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the North Shore Rail-
way Company, and between the two companies concerning the prolongation of the line of the
Canadian Pacific Railway to the harbor of Quebec; of all contracts between the said two
railway companies in reference to the same ; of all Orders in Council passed in reference to the
same ; together with a statement of all moneys paid by the Government, and of the names of
the persons to whom such payments were made, also in reference to the same, and in con-
formity with the Acts 47 Victoria, chapter 8, and 48-49 Victoria, chapter 58. Presented to the
House of Commons, 15th April, 1886.—Mr. Laurier...eoerees Printed for Sessional Papers only.

85e. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for copies of any
agreements or contracts entered into between the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the
Northern Railway Company of Canada, and the Hamilton and North-Western Railway Com-
pany a8 lessees of the Northern and Pacific Junction line from Gravenhurst to Callander,
providing for through rates.and fares and proper traffic arrangements for freight and pas-
gengers over the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, as stipulated in the agreement of 12th
April, 1884, under which the Government granted the subsidy of $12,000 per mile for the
construction of the railway from Gravenhurst to Callander. Presented to the House of
Commons, 15th April, 1886.—Mr. Edgar........ e [T . Printed for Sessional Papers only.

35f. Copies of letters from James A, Dickey, Office of Government Inspecting Engineer, summit of
the Selkirks, enclosing extracts from diary, as to weather reports, snow-slides, etc. Presented
to the House of Commons, 3rd May, 1886, by Hon. J. H. Pope—

Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

36. Return nnder Act 48-49 chtoria., chapter 3, intituled : ‘“An Act to prowde»for the taking of
the Census in the Province of Mahitoba, the North-West Territories and the Disirict of Kee-
watin.”” Presented to the House of Commons, 9th March, 1886, by Hon. J. Carling—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

86a. Report of espenditure incurred on account of the Census of 1881, required by the ‘‘ Census
and Statistics Act, 1879.” Also a report of all things done and expenditure made under the
Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 3, intituled : ¢ An Act to provide for the taking of a Census in the
Province of Manitoba, the North-West Territories and the District of Keewatin.” Presented
to the House of Commons, 15th March, 1886, by Hon. J. CArHNgG «eerseressssmsrrens . Not printed.
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885. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 31st March, 1886, for a copy of the appointment of Angus McDonald, of Upper Washa-
buck, Victoria county, N.S., as census enumerator in 1881 ; also copies of all correspondence
between the Government, or any member thereof, and any other person relative to the cancel-
Iation thereof. Presented to the House of Commons, 29th April, 1886.— Mr. Kirk...Not printed.

37. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 30th March, 1885, for & Return showing
the number of persons who, on the 30th June, 1884, had deposits in the Post Office Savings
Bank of the following amounts :—Number having sums not exceeding $100; number having
sums between $100 and $300; number having sums between $300 and $500; number having
8ums between $500 and $1,000 ; and (if any) number having sums exceeding $1,000, and the
amount (if any) of the several sums exceeding $1,000, and in each class giving the number of
males ang females depositing, also the Province in which the deposit was made, and the same
information in all respects regarding depositors in the Government Savings Banks. Presented
to the Houge of Commons, 9th March, 1886.—Mr. Fairbank.......ee.... vvnaee e eeneen ..Not printed.

8%7a. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return showing
the amount held by the Government, through the several savings banks and Post Office
Savings Banks throughout the Dominion, on the 30th June last, giving the location of each
savings bank or Post Office Savings Bank, and the sum held by the Government through each
8eparately. Presented to the House of Commons, Tth May, 1886.—Mr. McMullen...Not printed.

38. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for a statement showing :
L The number of lots sold in the township of Viger, Témiscouata, belonging to the Indians,
the amount of the sale and the name of the purchaser. 2. The payments made to the Depart-
ment, to the agent, Mr. G. H. Deschéne, and to Mr. Antoine LeBel, showing in detail the date
of such payments, when made and the amount of each payment.- 8. A detailed statement of
the amounts transmitted to the Department by Messrs. Deschéne and LeBel, out of all moneys
Teceived by them up to date, and the date of such transmission. 4. Copies of the report of Mr.
Dingma,n, on the occasion of his visit to the Viger agency, in September, 1884. 5. Copies of
correspondence with the Department in relation to the claims of Edouard Morin, and others,
for lands purchaged by them in the said Indian Reserve. Presented to the House of Commons,
9th March, 1886.—Mr. De St. Georges......... ceranens rererereresanekbesessosaron revrcssare semeenees N0t printed.

38q. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for copies of minutes
of the councils held by the Six Nation Iandian chiefs during the month of December, '1885.
Presented to the House of Commons, 22nd March, 1886.— Mr. Paterson (Brant)....Not printed.

. 38%. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
: dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing the amounts of money paid to Chief Kah-ke-wa-
quo-na-by (otherwise known as Chief Jones) editor of “ The Indian Newspaper,” during the
Ppast four y ears, with a statement of the services rendered for such payments, and all corres-
Pondence and Orders in Council in connection therewith. Presented to the House of Commons,
23rd March, 1886.—Mr. Somerville (Brant).....cceesmecones e rereresesaes essneng soneassenees VO printed.

38c. Return (¢n part) to an Address of the Senate to His Excellency the Governor General, dated

' 16th April, 1885, for copies of all correspondence between the Government of the United States
and that of Canada, relative to the presence of American Indians on Canadian soil, all com-
munications from officers of the Mounted Police upon that subject, and all Orders in Council

or Departmental instructions relating thereto, which have not already been published in the
Am‘}“‘l Report of the Indian Branch of the Department of the Interior. Also an estimate of

the increase or decrease of the Indian population of the North-West, based upon the numbers

Who were paid at the various treaties made in 1871, and subsequent years, and the number now
P‘_id', such informatjon regarding the number of Indians who have adopted agricultural pur-
Suits not hitherto printed, and copies of complaints (if any) from the Aborigines Protection
Society, the bishops ard clergy of the various missionary bodies in the North-West, and from
°t}{e'9: regarding the treatment of the Indians of the North-West. Also an approximate
estimate of the cost of food supplies furnished to these Indians since Treaty No. 1,in 1871.
* Presented to the Senate, 23rd March, 1886.-1-3Hon. Mr. Schultzesun: Not printed.
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88d. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 8th March, 1886, for reports made by
persons not in the service of the Government to whom samples of flour for the Indians in the
North-West were submitted for inspection during the years 1883, 1884, and 1885. Presented
to the House of Commons, 12th April, 1886.—Mr. Paterson (Brant).....cee..cssscoses N0t printed.

38¢. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 31st March, 1886, for a copy of the Order in Council appointing certain persons as
inspectors or commissioners of Indian Affairs in the North-West in the year 1878, together with
the report, if any, of said inspectors or commissioners. Presented to the House of Commons,

14th April, 1886.—Mr. Landerkif...ccuuuereiriiiusesisnsnsiemssnneiiesssansissmssnssans sesennene V0L printeds

88f. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General, of
the 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing copies of all reports, communications, letters or
other papers from any Government agent or other person, to any member of the Government
or to any Department of the Government, since the first of April, 1882, referring to the insuffi-
ciency of the food, either as to quality or quantity, supplied by the Government to any Indians
in the North-West Territories, or referring to the case of any North-West Indians who may
have suffered or died from starvation. Presented to the House of Commons, 14th April, 1886.
—Mr. Mulock............ rreereeaereees sesenseaeereten saes cereveeneenerens eereras Cereers et seerneeenns ....NOt printed.

38g. Return to a#n Order of the House of Commons, dated 1st April, 1886, for copies of all corres-
pondence between the Superintendent-General of Indian Affairs, or any official of the Indian
Department, or the revising officer for West Elgin, and Mr. Beattie, Indian Agent for the
Indian Reserve in the township of Orford, in regard to his duties or action in connection with
the registration of Indian voters, or as to the qualification of any Indian. Presented to the
House of Commons, 218t April, 1886.—Mr. Casey.. .o cvere vvvemvessrssnenrene sesssassannanes N0U printed.

38%. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return showing :
1. A copy of all contracts with I. G. Baker & Co. for supplies agreed to be furnished by them
to the Indians for the years 1884 and 1885. 2. A copy of all accounts for such supplies for said
years by said I. G. Baker & Co. Presented to the House of Commons, 28th April, 1886.—Mr.
Cameron (HUTOm) ....c..ecsscerveesorsssanvens soronnnns e eeereennires e sessresnsressnsessassasees cesnenees N OF PTintEde

Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 8th March, 1886, for a Return of all
statements and estimates made by the Department of Indian Affairs, of moneys due to Indians
under the Robinson Treaty ; also of all correspondence and documents whatever in relation to
the same subject. Presented to the House of Commons, 4th May, 1886.—Mr. Dawson—

Not printed.

89. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 8th April, 1885, for a statement of all

sums entered in the Public Accounts of Canada as having been expended for railways, canals

and navigation in British Columbia, the North-West Territories, Keewatin, Manitoba, Ontario,

Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia proper, and Cape Breton Island,

up to the 15t January, 1885 ; also the superficies and population of each of the said divisions of
Canada respectively. Presented to the House of Commons, 9th March, 1886.—Mr. Vanasse—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

38:.

-~

!

40.3Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for’a. Return of all
moneys received by the Government as export duty levied on oak, pine and spruce logs since
Confederation, up to 1st January, 1885, showing the amounts received from each shipping
point where such duties were levied, giving in detail the amounts collected each year, and
"giving the names of each person from whom duties have been collected, and also the amounts

he or she has paid each year. Presented to the House of Commons, 9th March, 1886.— Mr.

cessicsssnanininnnen N0E printed.

. 41. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
‘dated 12th March, 1885, for copies of all reports, Orders in Council and correspondence, not
already ordered, on the subject of the effect of the decision of the Supreme Court as to the
License ‘Act of 1883, and of ‘the steps to be taken to review the same, and of the steps to be
taken under the Act meanwliile, with copies of all:letters or telegrams to the commissioners or
inspectors*giving them-ingtructions as to 'their conduct or action, or information as to the
intentions or.action. of the Government. Presented to the House of Commons, 9th March,
1886.—M7. Blake....coccvrvreesveeerecssanressessrasasses seoes srssnsessesenees Printed for Sessional Papers only.
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41a. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 2nd March, 1885, for the number and title of all causes entered for argument upon the
docket of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick iz danco, the date of each entry thereof, the
date of the argument of each cause, and the date when judgment was given in each cause, the
Return to include all causes from lst May, 1879, to 31st December, 1884, and to specify the
causes in which questions arising under the provisions of the Canada Temperance Act of 1878
or the Liquor License Act of 1883 were involved, and the cities or counties in which said
actions were brought or such questions were first raised. Presented to the House of Commons,
31st March, 1886.—Mr. Foster....... o nnenen o rereestaesine eeiettee shhaeatttaesass sebesnens seaserene Not printed.

-41b. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 19th April, 1886, for & statement of the names of all cases in which judgment has been
given by the Supreme Court of Canada, the reports of which have not yet been published,
together with the respective dates on which such judgments were delivered. Presented to the
House of Commons, 11th May, 1886.—Mr. Barker....ccoeecurrersens ienuverae sursvannvnneenns N0t printede

42. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 1st March, 1886, for a Return in the form
used in the statements usually published in the Gazette, of the exports and imports from the
1st day of July, 1884, to the 1st day of February, 1885, and from the 1st day of July, 1885, to
the 1st day of February, 1886, distinguishing the products of Canada and those of other
countries. Presented to the House of Commons, 9th March, 1886.—Sir Richard Cartwright—

Not printed.

43. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 1st March, 1886, for a copy of the report of the medical men appointed by the Govern-
ment to enquire into the mental condition of Louis Riel, after his conviction. Presented to the
House of Commons, 9th March, 1886.—Mr. Coursol—

Printed for both Distribution and Scssional Papers.

48a. Memorandum of Sir Alexapder Campbell in the case of Louis Riel, convicted of treason and
executed therefor. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th March, 1886, by Hon. J. A.
Chapleat...ee vvreveesenreses sersssessrsncersennenennes Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

235. Return to an Address of the House of Commeons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 5th March, 1886, for copies of all commissions, letters, telegrams or instructions what-
‘goever, given, furnished or sent by the Government, by any minister or ministers, or any
officer of the Department of Justice, to His Honor Mr. Justice Hugh Rickardson, in relation to
the trial of Louis Riel at Regina. Also copies-of any instructions given to any person whom-
soever on the staff of the court presided over by the said judge, and to the counsel representing
the Government at the said trial. Presented to the House of Commons, 12th March, 1886.—
M. AMYOL...covisavonvaevaririrnns weresssavssanness Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

48¢. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 3rd March, 1886, for copies of all documents forming the record in the cade of Her Majesty
‘against Louis Riel, tried at Regina, including the jury list, the names of the jurors challenged
‘and by whom they were challenged, the list of the jurors empannelled, the motions and affi-
davits filed, the evidence, the incidents of the trial, the addresses of counsel and of the
prisoner, the charge of the judge, the names of the judges or assistant judges who tried the
case, the names of the counsel for the prosecution and for the defence ; and, in short, of every
document whatsoever relating to the trial, and also of the verdict and of the recommendation
to the mercy of the court. Presented to the House of Commons, 15th March, 1886.—Mr.
AMYOl.eenveeeeiiiiiinrerreieessrieness e sessenennss Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

-48d. Return to an Address of the House of Oommons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 4th March, 1886, for : 1. A copy of the shorthand notes of the application to postpone
the trial of Louis Riel for one month from the 21st July, 1886 ; the arguments of prisoner's
counsel in favor of and the arguments of the Crown counsel against such postponement, and
the observations and ‘decisions or ralings of the judge thereon. 2. The shorthand notes of
that portion of Charlés Nolin’s eréss-examination ‘wherein Riel’s counsel endeavored to estab-
lish Riel’s ingamnity ; Riel’s protests against t{xgt line of defence and hig desire to dispense with
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the services of his counsel; and the arguments of counsel and the observations and decisions
or rulings of the judge thereon. Presented to the House of Commons, 15th March, 1886.— My.
Cameron (Huron).....e.ocevevvvvannene veoncesinenen Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

asge. Petitions addressed to His Excellency the Governor General :—Of A. B. Dunnet, and others,
of Regina, N.W.T., and of A. G. Hamilton, and others, of Moosomin, N.W.T., severally pray--
ing that the sentence passed upon Louis Riel be not disturbed in any way ; that the law be-
permitted to take its course, and that Executive clemency be refused. A communication
gigned by James Boddy, district secretary, on behalf of the Loyal Orange Association of West
Toronto, urging the carrying out of the sentence of death passed upon Louis Riel. Also a
letter addressed to the Honorable the Privy Council, signed by Charles O’Hara, of Cran-
bourne, in the province of Quebec, laborer, setting forth the necessity of the carrying out of”
the sentence of death passed upon Louis Riel. Presented to the House of Commons, 18th
March, 1886, by Hon. J. A. Chapleau........ Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

43f. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,.
dated 4th March, 1886, for copies of all petitions, communications and representations in favor
of the commutation of the sentence of Louis Riel. Presented to the House of Commoas, 23rd
March, 1886.—Mr. Laurier............. eernerenes Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

43g. The Queen versus Louis Riel, accused and convicted of the crime of high treason. Report of
the trial at Regina; Appeal to the Court of Queen’s Bench, Manitoba ; Appeal to the Privy
Council, England ; Petition for medical examination of the convict; List of petitions for com-
mutation of sentence. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th March, 1886, by Hon. J. A.
Chapleal.. ...t it eereevneeeeneesciess sane rrereeennes teesennee sesene Printed for Distribution only.

4sh. Return (in part) to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for copies of
all papers found in the council room of the insurgents, or elsewhere at Batoche, especially
including : 1. The diary of Louis Riel. 2. The minute book and Orders in Council of the
insurgent council. 3. The correspondence of Louis Riel. Presented to the House of Commons,
17th May, 1886.—Mr. Laurier.......... eerenerransessuneesernrnnsannes «Printed for Sessional Papers only.

48i. Supplementary Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for
copies of all papers found in the council room of the insurgents, or elsewhere at Batoche,
especially including : 1. The diary of Louis Riel. 2. The minute book and Orders in Council
of the insurgent council. 3. The correspondence of Louis Riel. Presented to the House of
COommons, 17th May, 1886.—Mr. LOUTIEr. ccvveveesurrsenseeronas Printed for Sessional Papers only.

44. Report of the Commissioner, Dominion Police, in compliance with the Act 31 Victoria, chapter
73. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th March, 1886, by Hon. J. 8. D. Thompson—

Not printed.

‘44a. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 19th April, 1886, for a Return showing
the names and number of those who acted as police scouts during the North-West insurrection ;
also the names of those who have since applied for a land grant bounty for said services, the
same &8 that given to the volunteers. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th May, 1886.—

My. :S’proule.................................... rieserrssenacsstssnsssanenne . ......Notprinted_

45. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 5th March, 1886, for copies of all Orders in Council in relation to the Half-breed prisoners
in the North-West, passed during the three months next preceding the 16th N ovember, 1885.
Presented to the House of Commons, 11th March, 1886. —Mr. Desaulniers (Maskinongé ym

Not printed.

43a. Return to an Order of the Honsge of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing
the number of Half-breeds of the North-West Territories who proved their claims before the
Commission at.Fort Qu’Appelle, Touchwood Hills, Qu’Appelle Valley, Regina, Maple Creek,
Calgary, Fort McLeod, Pincher Creek, Edmonton, St. Albert, Fort Saskatchewan, Victoria,
Fort Pitt, Battleford, Prince Albert, Batoche, Duck Lake, Forks of Saskatchewan, Fort & 1a
Corne, Cumberland House, Moose Jaw and Willow Branch, in the North-West Territories ;
also at Grand Rapids, in Keewatin, and Wilnnipeg and"Griswold, in Manitoba, giving in each
6
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case the number of heads of families and minors; also the number of males and females; also
copies of all the petitions filed in the Department of the Interior praying that grievances be
redressed, with the names of such petitioners, distinguishing those who had their claims
already settled in Manitoba and those who had not; also the number of Manitoba Half-breeds
who proved their claims prior to the 20th of April last on the supplementary list, and those
who have proved their claims since that date. Presented to the House of Commons, 24th
March, 1886 —M7. K08S.cecrevveririinrinnrniinas Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

456. Supplementary Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 7th March, 1883, for
copics of all correspondence and memorials relating to the claims of the inhabitants of Prince
Albert, and the neighboring districts in the North-West Territorices, in respect of the lands
they occupy, and to other matters affecting their condition. Presented to the House of
Commons, 5th April, 1886.—Mr. Blake...... Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

45¢. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated L4th April, 1886, for copies of all the depositions or other evidence submitted in favor of
Halt-breeds or Metis sentenced to imprisonment in the gaol at Kegina and in the Provincial
Penitentiary of Manitoba ; and also all depositions submitted on behalf of André Nault and
Abraham Monteur, Metis prisoners confined ut Regina and Battleford. Presented to the House
of Commons, 17th May, 1886. —Mr. Mills.........ceecveernns vorenns Printed for Sesstonal Papers only.

46. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing, in
detail, sums borrowed by way of temporary loan by the Government, on 1st March, 1886, from
banks or other parties, in Canada or elsewhere. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th
March, 1886.—8ir Richard Curtwright.....oci eccviiiivinniniiiniinnns TN e Not printed.

#7. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 9th March, 1885, for copies of all memorials and papers presented to the Government, or
any member thereof, reluting to the Canada Temperance Act by deputations, on Thursday,
the 19th February last. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th March, 1886.—Mr, Kranz—

Not printed.

474. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing
the amount paid . M. Barker, of Orangeville, returning officer under the Canada Temperance
Act for the county of Dulierin, Ontario, for the vote taken unger the provigions of said Act on
the 30th day of Uctober, 1884, giving a detailed statement of his account and the amount paid
him, giving each itew separately.  Presented to the House of Commons, 15th March, 1886.—
Mr. McMullen....o..coveenn e i e e e see s ae s e s s reeeaseaes PN i Vol printed.

476, Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a Return showing
the amount paid to P. R. Jarvis, Hsq., of the city of Stratford, county of Perth, returning
officer uuder the Temperance Act for the county of Perth, Ontario, for the vote taken under
the provisions of the Act on the 18th day of June, 1885 ; a detailed statement of all monies

paid to such returning officer, for what purpose, and to whom paid by him. Presented to
the House of Commons, 15th April, 1886, = My, Trow....ccevveeunne s e e «XNot printed.

47c, LReturn to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 28th April, 1886, for & Return showing
the number of establishments now in operation in Canada in which liquors of all kinds are
manufactured ; the number of hands employed ; the amount of capital invested, and wages

paid to employees during the year ending 31st December, 1885, Presented to the House of
Commons, 6th May, 1886.—Mr. Kobertson (Shelburne)u....v...ouevmnervesreesvenerees Not printed,

47d. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 28th April, 1886, for & statement showing
the amount of liguor of all Kinds manufactured in Canada during the year 1885; the amouat
of same exported, and the estimated value of same. Presented to the House of Commons,
6th May, 1886.— Mr. Rotertson (Shelburne) .................. e Ve VoL printed

47e. Return to an Qrder of the House of Commons, dated 28th April, 1886, for a statement showing
the amount of liquor of all kinds imported into Canada during the year 1885, and duties
collected for same. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th May, 1886.—Mr. Roberison
(Séelbur”e)iuunu-lun-innhﬂlIIIN'il""""“'““'1“""“'"’"'"'----'-»n\hnutlnulnn-nutnuNO‘pr‘“‘edq
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CONTENTS OF VOLUME No. 18.

48, The Civil Service List of Canada, on the 1st July; 1885, under the 59th section of the Civil
Service Act. Presented to the House of Commons, 3rd May, 1886, by Hon. J. A. Chapleau—

Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

48a. A Return of the names and salaries of all persons appointed to or promoted in the Civil
Service during the year ending 1885, specifying the office to which each has been appoiuted or
promoted. (Section 58, sub-section 2, ““Civil Serviee Act.”) Presented to the House of
Commons, 15th March, 1886, by Hon. J. A. Chapleau......... Printed for Sessional Papers only.

49. Detailed statement of all bonds and securities registered in the Department of the Secretary of
State of Canada, in conformity with the Act 31 Victoria, chapter 37, section 15. Presented to
the House of Commons, 13th March, 1886, by Hon. J. A. Chapleatt . coererevierenins Not printed.

$0. Return of expenditure under appropriation of $2,300,000 to defray expenses and losses arising
out of theltroubles in the North-West Territories, from 1st July, 1885, to 15th March, 1886 ; and
subsidiary statement, * Hudson Bay Company’s Supplies.”” Presented to the House of

Commons, 30th March, 1886, by Hon. A. W. McLelan—
Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

50d. Report of the Board of Examiners for the Civil Service in Canada, for the year ended 31st
December, 1885, Presented to the House of Commons, 19th April, 1886, by Hon. J. A.
Chapleat. .t sessnissises veenseensnens Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Fapers.

51. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for copies of all corres-
pondence, reports, recommendations and representations received at, and sent from, the
Department of Customs since the year A.D. 1880 to this day, on the subject of the Richibucto
harbor, the Customs business done thereat, and in any way relating to the Customs service
thereat, including all claims made for extra services by or on behalf of any preventive officer
of the ports of Richibucto and Kingston. Presented to the House of Commons, 15th March,
1886, —Mr. Landry (Kent).cooeeeeee oo erenee v reerenns s rreeeseturnees sarsesans sesas et veerareseaes ..ot printed.

51a. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 5th March, 1886, for copies of all corres-
pondence with the Departient of Public Works relative to protection required to the north of
Smith's Island to prevent the total destruction of Port Hood harbor, Inverness, N.S. ; also a
copy of the engineer’s report thereon. Presented to the House of Commons, 31st March, 1886.
—Mr. Cameron (Im;ernesa),...................................4......‘....................................Notpﬂ'nted.

515, Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for copies of all corres-
pondeénce between the Municipal Council of Bayfield or other persons and the Department of
Public Works, in reference to the repairs to the harbor of Bayfield. Presented to the House of
Commons, 6th April, 1886,~8ir Richard Cartwright......... e sessrssaeaseessesesnsenaes N OL printed,

52, Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated bth March, 1886, for copies of all documents forming the record in the cases of Her
Majesty against the different parties tried in connection with the late rebellion, including the
jury lists, the names of the jurors, the lists of the jurors empannelled, the motions and affi-
davits filed, the evidence, the incidents of the trial, the charges of the judge, the names of the
judges Who tried the different cases, the names of the counsel for the prosecution and for the
defence, the pleas entered, the verdicts and the sentences, and, in short, of every document
whatever relating to the said trials. Presented to the House of Commouns, 15th March, 1886.
e re LOUTTET cororanss sressarassssnsunsesassennnnes o PrREED fOT both Distribution and Sessional Papers,

s9a¢ & b A Supplementary Return and a final Supplementary Return to an Address of the House
of Commons to His Excellency the Goveror General, dated 5th March, 1886, for copies of all
documents forming the record in the cases of Her Majesty against the different parties tried in
connection With the late rebellion, including the jury lists, the names of the jurors, the lists of
the jurors empannelled, the motions and afidavits filed, the evidence, the incidents of the trial,
$ho charges of the judge, the names of the j:;lges whe tried the different cascs, the names of
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the counsel for the prosecution and for the defence, the pleas entered, the verdicts and the
gentences, and, in short, of every document whatever relating to the said trials, Presented to
the House of Commons, 19th March, 1886.—Mr. Laurier—

Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

52¢. Message from His Excellency the Governor General, transmitting copies of cértain letters of
a confidential character respecting the rebellion in the North-West Territories during the year

1885, Presentedjto the House of Commons, 29th March, 1886, by Hon. Mr. Speaker—
Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers,

52d. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a’Return showing
all sums of money paid to any member or members of this House or the Senate, on account of
gervices rendered in connection with the North-West rebellion, giving the names, the services
performed and the respective sums paid each, the date at which the services commenced and

" terminated ; also all sums paid on account of travelling expenses, outfit or otherwise, giving
each name, amount paid, what for, and date of payment, separately. Presented to the House

of Commons, 11th May, 1886.—Mr. McMullen. .....coccv vevescerverinssrense svrsessessnensonnnes NOE printed.

52¢. Return to an Address of the Senate to His Excellency the Governor General, dated 5th April,
1886, for a Return setting forth the total amount of the claims which have been already
acknowledged by the Government for losses sustained by the Hudson Bay Company and
private parties, arising out of the North-West rebellion, up to the 1st March, 1886, giving the

names and amounts. Presented to the Senate, 20th May, 1886.— Hon. Mr. Alezander—
Not printed.

527. Return to an Address of the Senate to His Excellency the Governor General, dated Tth April,
1886, for copies of the commission or commissions, and instructions issued to the commissioners
appointed to enquire into and report upon the losses sustained in the North-West Territories
during the recent rebellion. Presented to the Senate, 20th'May, 1886.—Hon. Mr. Power—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

53, The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, copies of despatches and other
papers with reference to the transfer of Cape Race lighthouse and steam fog-whistle from the
Imperial Government to the Government of the Dominion of Canada. Presented to the House
of Commons, 19th March, 1886, by Hon. G. E. Foster........ e reenns revrereeanne cererees Not printed,

53q. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 19th April, 1886, for copies of all correspondence and telegrams between the Government
of Canada, or any member thereof, and the late superintendent of Scatterie fog-whistle, and
any other person or persons, and any Order or Orders in Council relative to the dismissal or
resignation of the said superintendent and the appointment of his successor. Presented to the
House of Commons, 2nd June, 1886.—Mr. Kirk........coccvrseaemseensesssssesnssessissaessnanes V0L printeds

54. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 4th March, 1886, for copies of instructions or circulars issued to revising officers in
regard to the performance of their duties under the Electoral Franchise Act of 1885, Presented
to the House of Commons, 22nd March, 1886.—Mr. Casey.....ccvurirevrriseesmrnerers +eeee. VoL printed.

55. General statcments and returns of baptisms, marriages and burials in the districts of Iberville,
Montmagny and Quebec, for the year 1885. Presented: to the House of Commons, 22nd March,
'1886. General statements and returns of baptisms, marriages and burials in the districts of
Arthabaska, Gaspé, Kamouraska, Saguenay and Terrebonne, for the year 1885. Presented to
the House of Commons, 19th April, 1886, by Hon. Mr. Speaker. Returns for the district of St.
Francis ; presented 2nd June, 1886....cccceiriiniiiiiinniiiinsviinenns R NP «veenvenns VOt printed.

B56. Statement of the affairs of the British Canadian Loan and Investment Company, on 3lst
December, 1885. Presented to the House of Commons, 22nd March, 1886, by Hon. Mr. Speaker.
i Not printed.
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57. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 28th March, 1884, for a statement showing the amount of bonuses that have been granted
for railway purposes by the townships of Artemesia, Bentinck, Egremont, Glenelg, Normanby
and the town of Durham ; also for statement showing the amount expended by the Provincial
Government in aid of railways within said townships. Presefted to the House of Commons,
24th March, 1886.—Mr. Thompson (Haldimand).......cocvuveriverimerrivieeeiesvaranseesveesas Not printed.

58. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 8th March, 1886, for a Return of the
expenditure made by the St. John Bridge and Railway Extension Company on their railway
and bridge connecting the Intercolonial and New Brunswick Railway, together with a state-
ment of the amounts advanced by the Government to the said company, and the dates of such
advances. Presented to the House of Commons, 24th March, 1886.—Mr. Weldon...Not printed.

59. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 1st March, 1886, for copies of all petitions or memorials received by the Government,
gince the 1st January, 1882, from riparian owners on the Richelieu river, complaining that the
piers constructed in the said river near the towns of St. John and Iberville by the Stanstead,
Shefford and Chambly Railway Company raise the waters of the said river, and that their
lands are consequently flooded, and praying for relief. Presented to the House of Commons,
24th March, 1886.—Mr. BECRATA..cvvvveereivieriiait i i ciires sirenees fenet s e Not printed.

60. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 30th March, 1885, for a copy of the report of the commissioners appointed to enquire
into the claims of the merchants and fishermen of Prince Edward Island for a refund of duties
paid by them in the years 1871 and 1872, on fish exported to the United States. Also all
instructions furnished to said commissioner, and all correspondence between the commissioner
and the Government, or any of the Departments, relating to the said refund, or the evidence
or report of the said commissioner. Presented to the House of Commons, 24th March, 1886. —
Mr. Mills........... ereenreeseenns reneeeressss e et teetreeeeeeeeerat srbrerree sestees et aras b arrret sasees Not printed. -

61. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 2nd February, 1885, for a Return
. showing : 1st. The total number of timber licenses or permits to cut timber granted since 1st
February, 1883, and the total area covered by such licenses or permits. 2nd. The total
amount of bonuses or premiums paid on such licenses or permits. 3rd. The name and residence
of each grantee of a timber license or permit ; the number of the license or permit; the area
covered by each; the date of application for the same; the bonus or premium per square mile
paid upon each ; whether the survey of each berth or area covered by license or permit was
made by the Government previous to granting the same, for the purpose of obtaining informa-
tion as to its value; and the information, if any, in the possession of the Government as to the
quantity, quality and kind of timber upon each ; also the location of each berth or limit; also
the names of all assignees of such licenses, and the consideration expressed in the assignment.
4th. The Crown dues or stumpage charged or chargeable on each license or permit. 5th.
Whether in each case where a license or permit was granted the berth was first put up at
public auction after public notice inviting tenders was given, and was sold to the highest
bidder, or whether granted upon application from the grantee without public competition
being invited. 6th. Copies of all petitions, remonstrances, claims or communications sent or
made to the Government respecting such timber licenses or permits ; and copies of all corres-
pondence had with the Government respecting such lands, licenses or timber, and the action
of the Government thereon. Presented to the House of Commons, 24th March, 1886.— Afr.
Charlton........... [ TP P OO U Y T PR Not printed.

61a. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th Apxil, 1885, for copies of corres-
pondence between the Indians of the Fort William Reserve, or anyone on their behalf, and the
Indian Department, and between the Indian Department and Indian agent, whether by tele-
graph or otherwise, on the subject of the action taken under the existing timber licenses.
Presented to the House of Commons, 1st April, 1886.—Mr. Blake ,

......................... Not printed.
615. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 10th May, 1886, showing the names of
the persons who respectively owe the arrears of $43,860.95, on account of cullers’ fees, which
appear to be according to the Report of the Department of the Interior for the year 1885, at
page 23. Presented_to_the House of Commox(l)s, 10th May, 1886.—Mr. Casgrain.....Not printed.
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61¢c. Return to an Address of the Senate to His Excellency the Governor General, dated 16th
July, 1885, for copies of all memorials, letters or telegrams, addressed to the Department of
the Interior or any member of the Privy Council, respecting the land and timber regulations
affecting Dominion Lands in British Columbia. Presented to the Senate, 20th May, 1886.—
Hon, Mr. MCITNES ..covveesierisennniresiiieesiensisieits ceievcens sesaneasseersssrees sessven os veenvenns N0t printed.

62. Reports of the Chief Engineer and General Manager, Government Railways; the Dominion
Government Agent in British Columbia; and the Engineer who personally  svected the
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway. Presented to the House of Commons, 2nd April, 1gg6 by
Hon. J. H. Pope...coveernnns et e e ereee ieereeat b treeerera i eaereen Pried for Sessio  c. Papers only.

621. Copies of telegraphic communications respecting the Esquimalt and Nanaim: Failway. Pre-
sented to the House of Commons, 5th April, 1886, by Hon. J. H. Pope—
Pri-ted for Sessional Papers only.

63. Return to an Ovder of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a copy of the
report made F. N. Gisborne in February, 1885, on the application of the inhabitants of Bryer
and Long Islands, Dighy county, for telegraphic communication with the mainland. Pre-
sented to the House of Commons, 5th April, 1886.—Mr. Vail....cccecrverieisesieenesnenne. Not printed.

64. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a statement, in
detail, of the several assets forming the sum of $72,791,837, stated by the Minister of Finance
to be available in reduction of the gross debt of the Dominion. Presented to the House of
Commons, 5th April, 1886.—¥r. Charlton..Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

65. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 27th April, 1885, for copies of all memorials or papers relating to reciprocal trade
between the United States and Canada, and of all correspondence between the Government
of Canada and the British Government, the British Minister at Washington, or the Govern-
ment of the United States, upon the subject of reciprocal trade relations with the United
States ; also copies of all reports, if any, made by agents of the Canadian Government upon
the same subject. Presented to the House of Commons, 5th April, 1886.—Mr. Charlton—

: Not priuted.

66. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return of the
rolling stock repaired at the Government workshops at Moncton for the Intercolonial Railway
during the year ending 31st December, 1885; also of the rolling stock of the said railway
repaired at other workshops during the same period, the places where such repairs were made,
and the amounts paid. Presented to the House of Commons, 5th April, 1886.—Mr. Weldon--

- Not printed.

66¢. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return of the
number of private or official cars built or purchased for the Intercolonial Railway since the
year 1878, and the cost of each car. Presented to the House of Comrmons, 12th April, 1886.—
He. Weldon ovvrvvscrrrrrsrscrsree et e e rereserrt s seessssss s Not printed.

665. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing
the quantity of rolling stock purchased for the Intercolonial Railway during the last six
months of the year ending 3lst December, 1885, giving each kind of rolling stock, and whether
purchased under contract or otherwise, the parties from whom bought and the cost of each
kind. Also a statement showing what has been built in Government workshops of each kind.
Presented to the House of Commons, 14th April, 1886. - Mr. Weldon .veevervivrerinnes Not p.inted.

86c. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing
the cost and monies expended upon the railway station building in St. John, N.B., and of the
furniture and fittings therein, the amount of the several contracts, names of contractors, and
the place of manufactare of such furniture and fittings. Presented to the House of Commons,

15th April, 1886.—Mr. WA ...cccvvicusiesirins viriiree s orrrins sressses sraves senenss wveerenenens Vot printed.
21
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66d. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for copies of a report

made by Mr. Joseph Simard, Dominion Arbitrator, under date of 16th October, 1883, recom-
mending that a sum of money should be paid to George Lavoie, ot the parish of Ste. Cécile du
Bie, for damages caunsed to his property by the Intercolonial Railway, or fixing the amount of
such damages. Presented to the House of Commons, 3rd May, 1886.—Mr. Langelier—

Not printed.

~ 66¢. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 14th April, 1886, for copies of all docu-

ments addressed to the Honorable the Minister of Railways, praying, on the part of Jean
Baptiste Plante, of St. Charles, that his claim for two horses killed on the Inter‘golonial Rail-
way may be referred anew to the Dominion Arbitrators. Presented to the House of Commons,
6th May, 1886.— Mr. Amyot.......... C e eiheees eeere e sees rreeeis caiee seserereesraraeetireeesraene Not printed.

86/. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 28th April, 1886, for capies of the award

or report of the Dominion Arbitrators, with the evidence and papers connected therewith, in
the matter of claims in connection with section 16 of the Intercolonial Railway, on the part of
the estate of the late John Bannon, Esq. ; the late William Muirhead, Esq.; William Wilkin-
gon, Hsq., and the other claims investigated at the same time as those named above, and
connected with the said report or award. Presented to the House of Commons, 31st May,
1886.—Mr. Mitchell ....uveveevenaninnns etraressaein rereereiesenane Printed for Sessional Pape-sonly.

66g. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing

the quantity of stores purchased and taken into stock for the Intercolonial Railway during the
last six months of the year ending 31st December, 1885, specifying what stores and of what
kind purchased under contract, and the names of the geveral contractors, and the several
amounts paid under such contracts. Presented to the House of Commons, 31st May, 1886.—
MHr. Weldon........ Craresnss srevente et et e st reeanas e veoene Not printed.

864 Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a Return of the

661,

87.

earnings and working expenses of the Intercolonial Railway for each month from 1st J uly,
1885, to 1st February, 1886, specifying the different sources of earnings and the amount (if
any) in each month, credited from mechanical stores account to earnings. Presented to the -
House of Commons, 31st May, 1886.—Mr. Weldon .............. Printed for Sessional Papers only.

Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 4th March, 1886, for a Return showing
the number of men employed on the Intercolonial Railway between Campbellton and Halifax
and between St. John and Shediac, including the men employed at the different stations, speci-
fying the number at each station and the men employed on the machine shops at Moncton ; the
number and names of men dismissed or discharged from the employment of the railway since
1st Qctober last, and the several causes of such dismissal or discharges; also any reduction of
wages payable to the employees or any of them since the first day of October last. Presented
to the House of Commons, 31st May, 1886.—Hr. Wildon........covvevreivcvcennnnan . .. Not p:inted.

Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 8th March, 1886, for copies of all Orders in Council passed for the granting of the sub-
sidy authorized by the Acts 47 Victoria, chapter 8, and 48-49 Victoria, chapter 58, * for a liné
of railway connecting Montreal with the harbors of St. John and Halifax by the shortest and
best practicable route ;" of all reports of engineers upon which said Orders in Council may
be based, together with a staterment of all monies paid in connection with the same, and of all
persons to whom such payments may have been made. Presented to the House of Commons,

5th Aprily 1886.— Mr. LUTICT.ccucucivirse it seires crieiieseente e seses e eesanesee eanen o Aot pointed.

67a. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,

dated 1st April, 1886, for copies of all correspondence between the Government of the
Dominion of Canada and the Government of Nova Scotia, in reference to the Short Line Rail-
way in Nova Scotia, and legislation affecting the same. Presented to the House of Commons,
28th April, 1886.—M-. Tupper............ reveen eeeretasaean e et sete e ceesnaes shaee e Not pri ted.

875. Report of the Chief Engineer of Government Railways, submitting the reports of Messrs,

Donken and Hyndman on Cape Breton surveys, 1886. Presented to the House of Commons,
19th May, 1886, by Hon. J. 8. D. Thompson—

épzrintedfor both Distributior and Sessional Papers.
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’ McMullen

Copy of an agreement between the Chignecto Marine T ransport Railwg.y Company (Limited)
and Her Majesty Queen Victoria, represented by the Minister of Rallways_ and Canals of
Oanada, dated 4th March, 1886. Presented o the House of Commons, 5th April, 1886, by 'Hon.

- & Pope , rress e s aeaes sessbeenen s snnes s nsssnsansan sanen - sens NOE printed.

Return 1o gy Address of the Senate to His Excellency the Governor Ge’neral, dated 15th April,
DY of all correspondence between the Department of Justice and any n?ember of
r others in relation to the investigation which took place last surnmer 'm r.ega.rd
to the administration of the penitentiary of St. Vincent de Paul, and the difficulties in the
administratiop of the said institution. Presented to the Senate, 30th March, 1886.—~Ho,;‘. M-
Bellerose ..., e e ese e e b et b et b e Not p:inted.

Parliament o

an Address of the Senate to His Excellency the Governor General, qmeq 18t Ma‘rch,
1886, fora Copy of a protest of the deputy warden of St. Vincent de Paul Peyltenuary .Téles-
Bhore Ouimet) objecting to the evidence of Hector Demers, summoned as a Witness on the 14th
July, 1884, being taken before the commission of enquiry named to enquire into the mansage-
ment of the aforesaid penitentiary in 1884. Presented to the Senate, 30th March, 1886.———.Hon.
Mr. Belleroge............ov...ooooovooeeeoeeeeeee oo eesees e, reet verveneesesiesnssssnneranenne o NOE printed.

der of the House of Commons, dated 3rd March, 1886, for a Return showing
the nurper of convicts in the Dominion penitentiaries for the years 1884-85, who were
employed at work that competes with free labor; the kind of work employed at; the number
employed at each kind of work ; the number employed outside by contractors; and the amount
received per day by the Government for each convict so employed ; and where ‘the goods so
manufactureq were disposed of. Presented to the House of Commons, 22nd April, 1886.—Mr.
Wilaon...............................4..... ......................... Crevesens seesens tesrisrand sanrsnssa srnanare .Not printed.
Message from Hig Excellency the Governor General, transmitting copies of the several des-
patches from the Imperial Government in reference to the engineers’ certificates of competency
i the Britigh mercantile marine. Presented to the House of Commons, 9th April, 1886, by Sir
Hector L“’“Eeﬂn ...... ..ot prirted.

Retum to an
the amoung of
the amoupt of
and the amoun
and bank pgte,

Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return showing
Dbotes of the several banks of the Dominion in circulation on the 1st March last;
Dominion notes in circulation and in the hands of the banks on the same dajce H
t of gold held by the Government and the banks for the redemption of Dominien
8 &t the same date. Presented to the House of Commons, 14th April, 1886.— M.
------ T et e e s e e e steseses seseesees seenes N OF PPEZ e,
Return 10 g5 Order of the House of Commons, dated 27th April, 1885, for copies of all corres-
Pondence, minutes of evidence taken, reports, memoranda or telegrams whatsoever, relati{Jg
to or ausing the digmigga] of one Brenton H. Dodge, of Kentville, King's county, Nova Scotia,
from the office of collector of the port of Kentville, Nova Scotia. Presented to the House of
Commons, 151h ADIiL, 1886, M. MOfFat . vvsisccerees vermmssssessssssessssessne sssnssrssenens NOE printed,

R?tum to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a Return showing
Selzures mage g4 the port of Winnipeg, or any of its outports, by the Customs oﬁce;s or
5 between 14t January, 1885, and the 11th March, 1886, in which fines were imposed,
ﬁ:lz:sns fqrféitﬂd, or goods sold after seizure; giving the names of the persons upon whc;lm
a were mposed, who forfeited deposits, or whose goods were sold after seizure ; giving the
i nb\u‘]t of each fing imposed, of each forfeit deposited, and of the amount obtained in each case
2 which goodg were sold ; and stating in detail the name, official position and salary of each
Ofﬁ:;er '0 Whom any part o’f the money so realized was paid, and the amount in each case thug
Gy 11280 P s oo Gty 60l 15—, Dot

(I;:t“m 0 an Adgress of the House of Commons to Hia Excellency t.he.Govemor General,

mﬁed 2oth arch, 1886, for copies of all the evidence, together with the Judge?’s charge, and

other paper relating to the trial of Loison Mongrain for the murder of David L. Qowan, &
%3
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policen':la.n, late of the county of Carleton. Also all petitions, correspondence and Orders in
Council relating to the commutation of the dzath sentence of Loison Mongrain. Presented to
the House of Commons, 19th April, 1886.—Mr. T401....evsvs verreesrsrarissrssesses serserens Not printed.

75. Message from His Excellency the Governor General, transmitting copies of certain despatches
from the Right Honorable the Secretary of State for the Colonies, and of other papers, with
reference to the Agpy Bay affair. Presented to the House of Commons, 20th April, 1836, by
Sir Hector Langevin . .coccceiiiiinievieeniien e cnen e e e Printed for Sessional Pape 3 0 ly.

76. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 19th April, 1886, for copies of all despatches from or correspondence with the Imperial
Government, respecting the complaint of the Legislature or Government of Prince Edward
Island that the terms of Union between that Island and the Dominion have not been carried
out, or with respect to the mission of delegates to the Imperial Government from Prince
Edward Island on the subject of such complaint. Presented to the House of Commons, 19th
April, 1886.— Mr. McInty-e......... vieseernnnennn Printed for both Distributio. and Sessional Pape s.

76a. Supplementary Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the
Governor General, dated 19th April, 1886, for copies of all despatches from or correspondence
with the Imperial Government, respecting the complaint of the Legislature or Government of
Prince Edward Island that the terms of Union between that Island and the Dominion have not
been carried out, or with respect to the mission of delegates to the Imperial Government from
Prince Edward Island on the subject of such complaint. Presented to the House of Commons,
30th April, 1886.—Mr. McIntyre.........ou.... Printed for both Dist-ibution and Sessional Pape:s.

77. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a Return of names,
tonnage, number of nien and armament of steamers or sailing vessels forming the present
Marine Police Force of Canada, the extension of which is referred to in the Speech from the
Throne. Presented to the House of Commons, 22nd April, 1886.—M . Mitchell......Not printed.

#7a. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 29th March, 1886, for a Return of the
numbers and names of United States fishing vessels frequenting, the inshores of Canada for
fishing and kindred purposes, during each of the several years that the Treaty of Washington
has been in operation ; also the kinds and estimated quantities of fish taken yearly by each
American vessel, and the probable period of each fishing voyage or voyages. Presented to the
House of Commons, 22nd April, 1886.—Mr. Mitchell. ....ocvviriirisvemnvervncninrvansennees «Not printed.

77b. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General;
dated 29th March, 1888, for a copy of the Report of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to the
Privy Council under date of 15th December, 1869. Presented to the House of Commons, 22nd
April, 1886.—Mr. Mitchell.cunu . vvvcivreiars cinssrresen corenses onnes Printed for Sessional Papers only.

77¢. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 1st April, 1886, for copies of all fishery regulations or official notices, and of instructions
to fishery officers or other persons commanding the alleged Marine Police Force of Canada,
under the Fishery Act of 1868, relative to fishing practices by United States citizens exercising
privileges conceded by the Treaty of Washington in common with Canadian fishermen, the
said copies to be accompanied by a description of the various instances and of the manner and
effect of enforcing the said regulations or motices. Presented to the House of Commons,
28th April, 1886.—Mr. Mitchell.....corv. onureeermserinssesrinresiscassessssnessssenssaresns sneennns N0 printed.

%7d. Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,” .
dated 5th April, 1886, for copies of all correspondence between the Government of British
Columbia, or any person, and the Dominion Government, with regard to the deep-water
fisheries on the coast of British Columbia. Presented to the House of Commons, 29th April,
1886.«==Mr. Shakespeare......c..covviivreissevnssisisencanenies onnsnnns Printed for Sessional Papers only,

%7¢. Return to an Order of the House of Qommons, dated 19th April, 1886, for a Return giving the
number of whitefish fry at the various ﬁahzhatcheries of the Dominion for distribution next
4
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78b

9.

804,

List of Sessional Papers. A. 1886

spring; also the nu

1 mber of pickerel and black bass ; also the instructions that have been givén
for their distributig

n. Presented to the’House of Commons, 11th May, 1886.—M~. Go doa—
Not printed.

er of the House of Commons, dated 14th April, 1886, for copies of all claims
8 by Louis Pinault and Michel Pinault, of Ste. Cécile, Bic, fishermen ; of all
such claims by arations in support of the said claims; of all correspondence in relation to
and the saiq LWe_en t._he Department of Fisheries or any other Department of the Government

ouis Pinault and Michel Pinault or other persons; also of all reports of fishery

v i :
j’u erszers m.relatmn to the said claims. Presented to the House of Commons, 14th May, 1886.—
£ LORGELEr ..o et rteeeetreeanet et eanree ervensen sareraaeens Not printed.

for fishing bountje,
affidavits or deqy

ﬁ;‘;ﬂo:‘;h? Ord.er of tl'xe House of Commons, dated 2nd M&I‘Cl.l, 1885, for a Return of the
and Elhme}mdpresxdent, VIC?—pl‘eSi(.ient, directors‘ (or provisiong,l dlrectqu{, ag the case may be)
by the Parlis ers of the various railway companies for whose lines subsu?les.hfwe been granted
t0 the H men‘t of Canada, and the amount of the stock held by each individual. Presented

Ouse of Commons, 28th April, 1886.—~Mr Lister...cocccerrrerrevvnncrivoianes RN Not printed.

.thI; af:s:;rzf;espoﬂdencez etc., respecting subsidies to certain railway companies, and towards
line of raily, on of certain railways, as follows: Moncton and Buctouche Ra.'llwa.y Company ;
the Caraqy ta¥£ s ‘Ingersoll to Chatbam, Ontario; Northern and Western Railway Company ;
Bay Colo%xie ‘a.llwa.'y Company ; Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit Railway Company; Thl'mder
from New Gz?tmn Railway Company ; Parry Sound Colonization Railway Company; railway
88g0W to Montcalm, Quebec; railway from Hereford to Eaton, Quebec ; railway

railway fro to Lake St. Gabriel, Quebec; railway from Glenannan to Wingha.m, Ontario.;
phanie Q“nLMcGann Station to Joggins, Nova Scotia ; railway from L’ Assomption to L'Epi-
La.chut,,e Qe ;C; Montreal and Western Railway Company ; railway from St. Andrews to
Scotia - ,Quslf ec; Canada ‘Atlant,ic Railway Company ; railway from Truro to Newport, ‘N ova
Comp a’ny ! Lec and Lake St. John Railway Company ; Cap Rouge and St. La.wrel'lce Railway
Stewiack e, Volng Sault to Lake Témiscamingue ; Gananoque to Delta; line of railway aloag
Prince Will'a ley ; Perth Station to Plaister Rock Island, New Brunswick; Fredericton to
Canadian me‘g Nev:v Brunswick; Newecastle to Douglastown, New Brunswick; point on
Company :;d c Raxlwayf to Eganville, Ontario; Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Railway
1886, 1 ; Albert Railway Company. Presented to the House of Commons, 27th May,
» by 8ir Hector Langevin.......cccovucnee. et rereeter Lo ts e st bsntee snssan aabes sesnsanet srens .Not printed

. Return to an Addre

88 of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General
dated 1st April, 1586, : ¥y )

member ‘thereof for copies of all petitions from the Legislature of Nova Scotia or any
Council of el::’g » and the Dominion Government or any memben thereof; and all Orders in
paid, or to e;) er f}OVernment, respecting the re-adjustment or increase of the money s?bsxdy
a.lrea;.d b ¢ paid, by the Dominion Government to the Government of Nova Scotia, not

¥ brought down. Presented to the House of Commons, 31st May, 1886.—Mr. Kirk—
Printed for Sessional Papers only.

f:;‘g’{‘i:;’l XD Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
Py Pril, 1886, for a copy of the memorial of the North-West Council presented to the
?vemmem‘-, by Messrs. Wilson and Ross, members of said Conncil, and of any answer made to
said memorial ang of any correspondence between the Government and the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor of the North-Wegt Territories or other parties in reference thereto. Presented to the

House of Gommons, 29th April, 1886.—Mr. Watson—
Printed for both Distribution and Sessional Papers.

Return to an Order of the Houge of Commons, dated- 31st March, 1886, for Return of names,
ranI.i and corps of the officers composing the Military Claime Commission, while at Winnipeg ;
stating also any subsequent changes in the personnel of the “tommission, with reasons for

the same. Presenteq to the House of Commons, 3rd May, 1886.—Mr. Trow ........Not printed. »

- Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 7th April, 1886, for copies of all corres-
psondence between the Minister of Militia and Defence and any official of the Militia Depart-
25
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n}ent, and any officers of volunteer corps, whether on active service or not, all officials of
rifle 8880ciations, and other parties, in reference to the character of the ammunition made at
the Quebec Cartridge Factory and supplied for use in the field, for practice, or at rifle matches;

mclu(.liug Teports of all tests of such ammunition made by any such officers or officials of rifle
a8gociationg,

80%. Return to gn Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return of names
of the staff Paymasters appointed, showing whether non-combatants or not, with rank and
€orps of such as were in the active militia ; with rate of pay and length of services in all ‘cases.
Presented to the House of Commons, Tth May, 1886.—Mr. Trow....c..cccvncvvuruernnns Not printed.

8oc. Supplementary Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated Tth April, 1886, for

copieg of a]] correspondence between the Minister of Militia and Defence and any official of the
Militia Department, and any officers of volunteer corps, whéther on active service or not, all
) officials of rifie associations, and other parties, in reference to the character of the ammunition
" made at the Quebec Cartridge Factory and supplied for use in the field, for practice, or at rifle
matches; including reports of all tests of such ammunition made by any such officers or
officials of rifie associations. Presented to the House of Commons, 11th May, 1886.—Mr.
CIEY wevvtvncoetriis et eetarees ceeeans eesanss saares stte ssestses sbssebans st et eessanssantserees Not printed.

80d. Statement of militia pensions, awarded by Order in Council, consequent upon the rebellion
Ot 1885, North-West Territories. Presented to the House of Commons, 13th May, 1886, by Sir
Adolphe Caron......uvs ... U N cereneenne Printed for Sessional Papers only.

Boe. Copy of a Report of the Honorable the Privy Council, approved by His Excellency the
Overnor General in Council on the 8th July, 1885, respecting regulations as to peasions and
Eratuitieg, rebellion, North-West Territories. Presented to the House of Commons, 13th May,
1886, by Sir Adolphe CAION. .....vvv..vescevrersenserennerscesnes e Puinted for Sessional Papers only.
Sof. _Retum to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for copies of instruc-
“01{3 to Major Bell, Major-General Laurie, S. L. Bedson, and other non-combatants, employed
during tpe North-West campaign, from the Minister of Militia, Major-General Middleton, or

the Adjutant-General of Militia, and of correspondence between the last-named authorities
a0d such non-combatants. Presented to the House of Commons, 13th May, 1886.—Mr. T'row—
Printed for Sessional Papers only.

899. Return to gy Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return showing
names of all militia officers and non-combatants appointed as transport and supply officers,
8lving rank and corps of militia officers, with dates of appointment, rates of pay, by whom
&ppointed, and on whose recommendation, and total payments to each to date. Presented to

the Houge of Commons, 14th May, 1886.—Mr. Trow...... ........Printed for Sessional Papers only.

80%. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return of all
horges, Ponies, cattle, furs, waggons, carts and other property seized by the Mounted Police or
E§peditionary Foree, while on service in the North-West between 27th March and 1st August,
With the disposition made of the same, the names of persons from whom such seizures were
made, and the amounts (if any) paid, received, or now payable or receivable, on account of
Such property. Presented to the House of Commons, 14th May, 1886.—Mr. Trow—

Printed for Sessional Papers only.

80; .
9i. Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return stating
name,. rank and corps of all officers composing the staff of Major-General Middleton, and the
0;pac1ty in which each served. Presented to the House of Commons, 14th May, 1886.— Mr,

FOW..ueneens s et ettt teereeeessasses sereeesas vasree nassesaranasn crsnrnsen Printed for Sessional Papers only.

805, Returp to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for copies of all corres-
Pondence between one James Anderson and the Minister of Militia, Major-General Middleton,
and a0y member of ‘the Government, with respect to the purchasing of supplies, ‘cost of trans-
Port and other expenditure incurred during the North-West Rebellion. Presented to the House
of Commo,m} 14th May, 1886.—Mr. Trow.....cceurvercurasenn <. Printed for Sessional Papers only.
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80%. Return to a

of all pergon,
mend

n Order of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for a Return of names
N 8 employed as puchaging agents, showing when, by whom, and on whose recom-
o ation appointed, rate of pay, and length of employment. Presented to the House of

Tmons, 14th May, 1886. —Mr. Trow...ccc.cuvrrnrrenranne vooee Printed for Sessional Papers only.

80l Return to an Order
names of ]} contra
engaged from each
such contractorg, ,

of the House of Commons, dated 31st March, 1886, for & Return showing
ctors from whom teams were engaged for transport, number of teams
with rate of pay per day per team, and the total amount paid to each of
Presented to the House of Commons, 25th May, 1886.—Mr. Trow—

) . Printed for Sessional Papers only.

80m. Return ¢

an Ad i
dated 315t dress of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,

Kingdon March, 1886, for‘ copies of all correspondence between the Government of the United
respectin 8"’;1 the Canadian Government, or any members, oﬂi‘cers or empl.oyees thfare?f,
the No t.hg ¢ medals to be given to the volunteers who served in the recent insurrection in

. rth-West. Presented to the House of Commone, 25th May, 1886.—Mr. Amyot—
Printed for Sessional Papers only.

81, Return to a

n Add i
dated 19tp, ress of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,

Couneil ;Aipril, 1886., for copies of all petitions, despatches and corr.espondence, repm:ts to
chartes an Ort‘iers in Council touching upon and relating to the disallowance of railway
May, 19 0 Manitoba, not already brought down. Presented to the House of Commons, 3rd

T3 2886, M. Wat80m.rvrrnr oo eeeeeoreesreren erreeeee v Printed for Sessional Papers only.

82, Returp to an Aq

dated 19t 4 dress of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,

ander Gij; Pril, 1886, for a copy of the report of Mr. Justice Hensley upon the trial of Alex-
of the M; 18, for murder, at Charlottetown, in January last, together with a copy of the report
Gillis, o i;lster of Justice recommending a commutation of the sentence of death passed upon
 3rd M’ nd all telegrams and letters upon the subject. Presented to the House of Commouns,
T2 1886, Mr. Daies. c.vvvvencersesernesess wrmenees serevsesares sosenenssesesscenes sesnns Not printed.

83. Re
foe ;:;m to'an Order of the House of Commons, dated 5th March, 1886, for copies of all corres-

'positi?ce relative to the dismissal of Isaac McLeod, Esq., Strathbone, Inverness, from the
to the ;°f Postmaster at that place, including the Post Office Inspector’s report. Presented
ouse of Commonsg, 8rd May, 1886.—Mr. Cameron (Inverness)...c..ocruvuerrens Not printed.

84, COpy of an

3i1Wa,yS an
Prese

greement between Her Majesty Queen Victoria, represented by the Minister of
a Canals, and the Baie des Chaleurs Railway Company, dated 7th November,
nted to the House of Commons, 6th May, 1886, by Sir Hector Langevin—

Not printed.
B6.

Retur
hn to an Order of the House of Commons, dated "29th March, 1886, for a Return gividg :
* € number

USt, 1885, 14 of Chinese immigrants that have arrived in Canada from the 20th day of Aug-
arriveq, ! 20 he 31st day of January, 1886, specifying the ports at which such immigrants have
arriveq frox;l The number that have arrived direcf. from China. 3. The number that have
from 8uch jpy; Otfher countries, specifying the countries. 4. The total amount of_’ duty collected
nen of Wigrants. 5. The number of Chinese that have entered as tourists, merchants,
from the Ohice or students. 6. Whether in either case (if any) cértificates were presented
Other Tepres nese‘Govetnment,endorsed by the chargé d'affaires, consul or consular agent, or
o Plage of “Dtative of Her Majesty, at the place where the same was gr&nted, or at the port
8dminiggp, 4 eparture. 7. The cost to the Department of Customs, in consequence of ?be
i ang, dlon by that Department of the Act restricting and regulating Chmese.unmlgmtlon
80cietjeq co:' 8. Copies of all the correspondence (if any) between trades unions or other
Strict B“i)erv‘p Orate or incorporate, or persons and the Department (.)f Cm?toms, urging more
officer of Cumlon over Chinese immigration, together with complaints (if any) .agamat any
The total o 8toms in connection with the administration of said Chinese Restriction Act. 9.
to Uber of Ghinege persons that have left Canada during the same period. Presented
COmmons, 11th May, 1886.-—;![1'. Gordon.... Printed for Sessional Papers only.
1

8cien

the Houge of
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87.

Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,
dated 4th March, 1886, for copies of: 1. All Orders in Council or Departmental Orders respect~
ing the putting in operation ¢ The Act respecting the Electoral Franchise.” 2. Allcorrespon-
dence between the Government or any Department of it and said revising officers. Presented
“to the House of Commons, 25th May, 1886.—Mr. Cameron (Huron)....ccevorireanuns Not printed.

87a. Return (18 part) to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 1st April, 1886, for statements

88.

89.

20.

- 91,

from all revising officers in regard to the arrangements made by them for the printing of the
voters’ lists in their respective electoral divisions, showing whether tenders were called for,
for such printing, or written contracts entered into for its performance, with copies of such
contracts ; names of parties with whom agreements (written or verbal) were made for such
printing, and number of times lists are to be printed ; stating rates allowed, per name or other-
wise, number of names on first list, whether first list is printed by polling sub-divisions or not,
manner of making alterations and additions after first printing, and all other details of such
arrangements, agreements and contracts for printing said lists. Presented to the House of’
Commons, 29th May, 1886.—Mr. CBIEY.. e erireerurrerrreruersessunmssmnsesreraseesisnenssuenes Not printed.

Memorandum as to whether it has come to the notice of the Government that American tow
bo.a?s have been towing in British Columbia harbors and within the * three mile limit’’ in Do-
minion waters. Presented to the Senate, 19th May, 1886.—Hon. Mr. Macdonald... Not printed.

Return to an Order of the House of Commons, dated 19th April, 1886, for copies of correspon-
dence, not already brought down, between the Government and the captain or any of the crew
of the Life-Saving Service at Port Rowan, province of Ontario. Presented to the House of
Commons, 27th May, 1886.—Mr. Juckson. ...core.ervsnceroemeseecerens e e eniees Not printed.

Correspondence, etc., in connection with the suit of The Queen vs. the St. Catharines Milling-

and Lumbering Company. Presented to the House of Commons, 29th May, 1886, by Hon.
THOMAS WHILE. .....vev.ooeoseoceeeoeeeeeae s eesseeeeesnseeeesen socssnten sesness sossessesses aensenes Not printed.

Return to an Address of the House of Commons to His Excellency the Governor General,

dated 29th March, 1886, for a Return of particulars of any claim made by John Heney, of
Ottaws, for a refund of tolls paid by him upon vessels or wood passing through the Gtovern-
ment canals, together with copies of all Orders in Council passed by the Government in rela-
tion to such claim, and copies of all correspondence between the Government and the said John
Heuey, or any other person, respecting such claims for refund. Presented to the House of Com-
mORS, 318t May, 1886.—Mr. Tromw........oovnsreeerns e eveeeseeeesree serrreet eesas v rveereeens NOL printed.

48
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| RETURN
(20b)

© an ORpER of the Housk oF CoMmons, dated 29th March, 1886 ;—For a
Return showing :

1. The total number of acres of grazing land placed under lease up
to 1t March, 1886.

2. The names of grazing land lessees who have cattle upon their
leaseholds, the number of acres in each leasehold, the date of the lease,
the location of the land covered by the same, the number of lease, the
Rumber of cattle reported on each leasehold, the date when the lease-

hold was first stocked with cattle, and the aggregate area covered by
such leages,

3. The names of grazing land lessees who have not placed cattle
u'pon their leaseholds, the number of acres in each leasehold, the loca-
tlon of the land covered by the same, the number of the lease, and the
888regate area covered by such leases.

4. The total revenue derived from pasture land leases. All returns
d for to be brought down to 1st March, 1886.
By Command.

J. A. CHAPLEATU,

De T &nd
PAT8n}, of he Secretary of State, Secretary of State.
21st April, 1886,

aske
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STATEMENT
(28) :

Ot Payments ‘charged to Unforeseen Expenses, under Orders in Council
from 1st J uly, 1885, to date, in accordance with Act 48 Vic., cap. 41.

e—

Date
008 To whom Paid. Bervice. Amount,.
-
1885,
Jq $ cts.
¥ 13{Widow of Cornelius Ulric, Superintendent Chambly
d CANAL..cuee. cereireee crierinveanen eereens srevieens ssaens seneenee. | GTatUItY Of 2mos. salary. 225 00
Seo 1iWidow of R F. Roy, Letter Carrier, Ottawa Post Office do 81 66
Oerzt. 5Mother of J C. Dempsey, Clerk, Hamilton Post Office do 133 33
27| Widow of H. A. Murphy, Railway Mail Clerk, Quebec
1884 Postal DIVIBIoN..iieeseeeseeees sererscvessases sanees nnes senas do 160 00
Jan. 13 Mother of Geo. Mercier, Letter Oarrier, Quebec Post
do COfBiCe s e e e e e [P do . 100 00
26 Widow of J. H. Deacon, Railway Mail Clerk, Toronto
Fep L DIVIBIODR cetervea ettt e et e e e e do 133 33
" 25\Widow of Wm. Paisley, Clerk in P. O. Iuspector's
legs Office, St. John, N.B it viiinvees crvivinc b do 233 33
8 . -
0‘;}?‘ 3!Wijow of James McCarthy, Welland Canal do 90 00
T 6 Widow of W. 8. Williame, Oollector ¢f Cuatoms,
Goatico ke, Que ...oo.ue. do 233 32

(=7
(=]
e

Fidow of Jas. Kerr, Landing Waiter, Halifax Custon
do CHOUSE oot et et e ceberteet st e e do w| 16668
Widow of Edward Withers, Clerk, Halifax Custow

20

Nov S HOUSO Lt e i e e e e veeennes do 133 32
* BiWidow of F. W. Mandeville, Landing Waiter and
do  onl.,, Searcherin Her M-jesty’s Customs, Pieton, Ont... do . 41 €7
27| Widow of Joseph Radford, Preventive Officer in Her
do . Majosty’s Customs, Tadousac, Que. ... cvceenrenane do o 50 00
2N Widow of J. W. Cudlip, Inspector of Customs, New
Dee C BIunswick L..oceviees ceceeennienies s eoeveeen sesnveeen cenenns do 333 32
" 1| Widow of David Marshall, Outport Collector of Cus-
Oct, . toms, Portage la Prairie, Man . ...... o errenses senenee. do o 200 00
* 16{Widow of John Gray, Deputy Collector of Inland
do .. Revenue, Division of Stratford. ..... eveerer convrrnes do 200 00
1|Widow of R. A. Hartley, Deputy Collector of Inland
Dee, . Revenue, Toronto. co.coocves ceve veee vovereverersvsene do e 183 33
© 9| Widowof W. J French, 8quare Timber Culler, Quebec do 116 66
i 1838
a .
U 13| Widow of John Yuill, Assistant Inspector of Weights
Fey, 1w and Measures, Division of Pictou, N.8....c.cecereveeee do o 83 32
" 1iWidow of C. B. Crysler, Inspector of Weights and .
o 1w Measures, Kiogston Divicion. ..we.ese veeveeseesenenne do 166 66
Widow of 0. Gauvreau, Culler, QUEbEO..ui.s rrerer vrone. do - 116 68
01885.
N .
b 27\ Widow of J. A, Fraser, 3rd Clags Clerk, Department
do 31 of Agriculture ........... do . 150 00

Widow of Augustus Keefex:,' lstOlassclerk,Depart- )
ment of Justice. .... ... do T e 250 00

6| Widow of Augustus Keefer, Commiseioner of Dominion
July oo POHCO et e s do 66 66
Widow of Thos. B. McMahon, Judge, C
J 18gg, Norfolk, Ontario..ces ..ere ovves sescsress cenees do 400 00
an,
131Jas. B. Morrison and Hon. A. L. Hardy, Executors of
18g5 1ate Hou. J. G, MOTIISON . veerer vrerenmsreesresssesseevenn. do 833 34
.

Widow of Heury Moser, Keeper of Moser Island Light,
Lunenburgy NoS...ooucvvee vevrrers vevevnnre oeverss cmrmssnn. do 75 00



49 Victoria.

- Sessional Papers (No

.923.)

A. 1888

StaTeMENT of Paymenta charged to Unforereen Expenses, &c.— Concluded.

Date
of To whom Paid. Serviee, Amount.
0.0.
1885.
Dec. 21/ Widqw of John McKinnon Light Keeper, Cape North, $ cte.
‘N.B.. oo aeser et | Gratuity of 2 mos. salary. 66 67
do _23|Widow of Wm Bar out, Insp ctor of Lxghthounes
DOLOW QUEDOC. «.nc-vses cevrvsnss rersrs crssonsesnss mrses do 200 00
1884.
" Aug. 20{Daughter of late A. C. Anderson, Inspector of Fish-
eries, B.C ...ooi. crverseoriinies tnesseieiies ceseen senses rensvnens do 166 66
.1885.
Dec. 11}Widow of John Robins, 1st Class Glerk, Depattment of|
Finance.. ceetoeres Bese: eseser saerat sesser snn. b seese do 300 00
Bept. 10{Dr. F. X, Valsde, OBEBWE vvoeers cerrescorrrserere. sosone eeserew | FOr medical attendance
on Wm. King, of Dept.
Public Works, injured .
. in discharge of his duty 40 00
Oct.  3|Dr.H. J. Saunders, Kingston, Ont. ....ceee cessssres se sevens|For medical attendance
on Mr. Townsend, in-
jured while employed
on works at Kingston
Hubor 60 00
do  3{Dr. D. Phalen, Kingston, Ont.... do 40 00
do 27|Mrs. Oatherine Miller....ceeue ... . Stock certificate No.1716,
$300; interestatbp.c.,
$194.26, amouunt of her
stock certificate pail to
another Catherine Mil- )
ler erroneousl 494 26
A0 6]M. HouBtOD. .esveeemuerss srsesease smssee s sasssns sunscesennennn. |[FOT - investigating  into
‘ chargesagainst T. Har-
rison, nghthouse Keep-
er at Rondeau . 94 B9
do 6 Sundrg Newspapers.. wessssenees [iondon lers.ry ....... 93 85
do  6|Tiret Bourget ........ wesseseeasss |FOr 36 days’ services as
clerk to the Hon. the
Secretary of State dur-
: ing his visit to Paris.. 1056 00
Dec. b5|Bompasg, Bischoff, Dodgson & Coxe, London, Eng....... For professional services
in 1881 reincorporation
1884. . of Rmigrant AidSociety 23 00
Oct.  9|CQompagnie d'[mprimerie Générale. ....cee veverers vesuinees |[For 25 copies of the work
¢“Noces d'or de la St.
Jean Baptiste,’’ for
Library exchangee...... 25 00
do 9|Hon. F. G. Marchand... For 25 copies of his work
“Un honheur en attire
1886. un autre,” for Library{ :
. D {0 LT 12 50
Jan. 26{A. Lusignan v avvass wees. |For 26 copies of the work
] s Oou psd'wil et coups
) ume,” tor Library
exc anges ... e enereces 18 76
do 26{Mrs. B. Chamberlin —— 7 ) co ies of Mrs. C.
P. Traill's work ‘‘Stad-
fes of Plant Life in
Qanada . ..coooe vorecvans 60 60
0 26| Arthur Buies....ccevsceressese cesrees eorssersnrisrsss snren seneess | QT 25 copms of his work
. ‘Lo Saguenay eﬁe
St. Jean,”’ for lerary
eXChANZeS +u.vecenmsassuan. 25 00
Total.oerrens - 6,781 85

Finance DxpArTMENT, 28th February, 1885.

J. M. COURTNEY,

Deputy Minister of Finance.

J. L. McDOUGALL,

Audztor- Generals
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RETURN

(IN PART)

To Ax ADDRESS of the HOUSE OF CoMMONS, dated 9th March, 1885 ;—For a
0Py of the shorthand notes of the argument before the Privy Council
In the late dispute between Manitoba and the Province of Ontario as
to the Westerly Boundary of the Province of Ontario; also copy of the
claim as presented by the Attorney-General of Ontario before the Privy
Council ; also a statement of the reasons given by the Attorney-General
of Ontario for abandoning his claim to that part of the territory lying
between the Lake of the Woods and the Rocky Mountains ; also a copy
of a]} correspondence between the Government of the Dominion and
the Government of Ontario in reference to the arbitration and award,
a0d also in reference to the decision of the Privy Council not already
Moved for or brought down.

By Command.

(28)

Dy J. A. CHAPLEAT,
PArtment of the Secretary of State. Secretary of State.
Ist March, 1886.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, OTTAWA, 16th March, 188b.

Onta%g’;ln reference to the late dispute between Manitoba and the Province of
request ths 20 the westerly boundary of the latter Province, I have the homor to
of the claia your Government may be moved to furnish this Government with copy
unci] alm a8 presented by the Attorney-General of Ontario before the Privy
OF abang 80 a statement of the reasons given by the Attorney-General of Ontario
Woods 5 (anmg his claim to that part of the territory lying between the Lake of the
isnin;c})l: Rocky Mountains. 4
mation is requi co to an Addr
Commgpg dated the otr 1 l3_'1.111‘ed to complete a return to an Address of the House of
I have the honor to be, Sir, your obedient servant,
J. A. CHAPLEAU, Secretary of State,

His |,
Onor the Lieutenant-Governor of Ontario, Toronto,

GovernmENT Housg, ToronTo, 25th March, 1885.

of Q.SIfé:Wlfih reference to your despatch of the 16th instant (No. %26 on 208 H,

0 the wgstectmg the late dispute between Manitoba and the Province of Ontario, as

Clain g erly boundary of the latter Province and to your request for a copy of the

hong, 't P f'egented by my Attorney-General before the Privy Council, I have the

beforg 1}, po-@ YOu that the claim presented by the Attorney-General of Ontario
2

S.Q_I;nvy Council, is set forth in the special case between the Province of'
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Ontario on the one part and the Province of Manitoba on the other part, of which
the Federal Government is in possession of a copy. The claim is therein expressed
as follows:—

“The Province of Ontario claims that the westerly boundary of that Province is
either (1) the meridian of the most north-westerly angle of the Lake of the Woods,
as described in a certain award made on the 3rd August, 1878, by the Honorable
Chief Justice Harrison, Sir Edward Thornton and Sir Francis Hincks, or (2) is
line west of that point.”

With respect to your further request for a statement of the reasons given by
my Attorney-General for abandoning his claim to that part of the territory lying
between the Lake of the Woods and the Rocky Mountains, I may state that there is
no official document giving the reasons for any such abandonment. It was perceived
during the argument before the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council that their
Lordships’ strong opinion was against a more westerly line than the arbitrators had
found, and the Attorney-General, in consequence, after conferring with the learned
counsel associated with him, limited the claim of the Province to the most north-
westerly angle of the Lake of the Woods.

In answering your despatch, I venture to express the hope that your Govern-
ment will take such steps forthwith as may procure, without any further delay, the

assing of an Act by the Imperial Parliament to give effect to the decision of ’Her
ajesty in Counoil. Ih ho h
ave the honor to be, Sir, your obedient servant
JOHN BEVERLY ROBINSON, L}z{eutenant-Govemor of bntario.

Secretary of State, Ottawa.

In the Privy Council.
CounciL CHAMBER, WHITEHALL, Wednesday, 16th J ane, 1884.

Present—The Right Honorable Lord Chancellor,
The Right Honorable the Liord President,
The Right Honorable Lord Aberdare,
The Right Honorable Sir Barnes Peacock,
The Right Honorable Sir Montague E. Smith,
The Right Honorable Sir Robert P. Collier.

SPECIAL CASE BETWEEN THE PROVINCES OF ONTARIO AND MANITOBA WITH REFERENCE
70 THE WESTERN BOUNDARY OF ONTARIO.

(Transcript from the Shorthand Notes of Messrs, Marten and Meredith.)

Counsel for Ontario, Mr. Mowat, Q.C., (Attorney-General for Ontario); the
Honorable Mr. Mills, Mr. Haldane and Mr. Scoble, Q.C., counsel for Manitoba: J. A-
;‘bi[illeg Q.C., (Attorney-General for Manitoba), Mr. D. McCarthy, Q.C., of the Cans*

ian Bar.

Mr, Christopher Robinson, Q.C., and Mr. Hugh McMahon
case on behalf ofP the Canadian Government. g 0% @0, watched the

Mr. Mowat.—May it please your Lordships. The point which is now befor®
your Lordships in the second question in the special case which is expressed ther?
in these words: “In case the award is held not to settle the boundary in questiod
then what on the evidence is the true boundary between the said Provinoe(%” The
position which the Province of Oatario has taken with reference to the award will
show your Lordships that Ontario was satisfied on the whole with the boundarief
which the award provided for her. So far as regards the western boundary thé
award assigned as our western boundary, a line drawn from the north-west angie
the Lake of the Woods, northward to English River, 80 that that according to th?
award would have been the boundary between the two Provinces.
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The Lord Chancellor.—Anything farther north which is on a different color
o8 the map is outside the boundary which the award has given you.
ir Montague Smith.—The part shown by the diagonal lines.
The Lord President, —This red line is the award boundary. .
Lord Aberdare.—May I ask a question before you go further? Canada consists
ei’;n Provinces and I think of four districts ?

. Mowat, —Yes. ' .
Lord Aberdare.:-And then besides that there is a great country mnot provided
for calleq the Dominion territory ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. o

Lord Aberdare.—By what authority were those districts formed?

Mr. Mowat.—They ‘were formed by the authority of the Dominion itself. They
3ro little more than names. They are not Provinces. They have not the power or
Jarisdiction of Provinces, but it was found convenbient tofgive gertfam portions of the

ITitory tho na which your Lordships have been informed of.
Lmyd Ab;'d‘::ei——I seeythem there, Xssiniboine, Saskatchewan, Athabaska, and
80 forth, Were those constituted by an Order in Council or by an Act of Parliament?
r. Mowat.—By an Order in Council [ am informed. o
Lord Abordare. —Then all this additional part that was not within the award of
the arbitrator was carved as it were out of the Dominion ? Indeed the whole of it
A7 be supposed to be carved out of the Dominion and made part of the Provinoe
Ditoba, N as that done by an Order in Council ? .
T Mowat.—No, that was done by an Act of the Dominion.
Sir Montague Smith,—Under the British North America Act? .
ir Robert Collier.—In pursuance of a power given by the British North
Ameiiiea Act?
T. Mowat,—It required that power, )
of ++.5iF Barnes Peagoclg.——'l‘he bom}:dary of Manitoba was first laid down by an Act
of the Do;{lin ion ? b
T. Mowat.—At the ve inning,
ob; Sir Barnes Peacock.—'glengthe ﬁmister of Justice thought there was an
th')eet“’n to that Act and thought it was out of the powers and he recommended
mat 30 application should be made to Parliament to pass an Act of Parliament to
oke ‘;_h&l&Act valid ?
o A0wat.—That was so. .
I’ Barneg Pe;rcock.——'l‘hat was done by the British North America Act of 18712
4 . Mowat,—That is 80, There were discussions on the subject; I may men-
o that therg was a discussion in the House with reference to whether the
aelition Pgrliament had a right, to pass the first Act with reference to Manitoba ; it
r 33 nog erely a suggestion afterwards of the Minister of Justice but it was the
®8ult of disgnagions.
T IT Barnes Peacock.—Ho reported upon it that the Act had_ been ?.ssed and
°C0mmendeq that an application should be made to the Imperial Parliament to
Ape 20 Act to render that Act valid, and that was done by the British North
merica Act of 18717 ) o
mag, . Mowat,—Yeg ; and then that Act further provided that add1t19n_s might be
men:’ Oﬁ' changes rather might be made, in any Province by the Dominion Parlia-

it E!'eafter, with the consent of the particular Province,
r

‘of g

arnes Peacock,— And not otherwise ? . .
Prov: Ty Mowat-—-Yes. They have no power otherwise.thh reference to existing
stit Vioces, Then the same Act gave the Dominion Parliament also power to cou-
'ax-eute 18w provinces, and of the territory not yet formed into provinces. There
about 2,000,000 of square miles not yet formed into provinces.
rd Abordare.—So far they have only formed Manitoba?
" Mowat.—That is the only one.

;gflbil‘dare.—And carved out four districts which are awaiting adoption?
3
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Mr. Mowat.—Yes, and which may or may not be made provine
are made provinces their brundaries may or may not be thg same.es.’l‘hzvyhl?:vzhgg
Govesrnoi'a or separate organization as & province.
ir Montague Smith. — When you get northward to the Engli i
does the award boundary follow that river eastward? nlish River, then
Mr. Mowat.—Yes. What we say is, that that was always part of our province
1 was hoping there is no harm_perhaps in my saying that, that the whole queStim;
of the northern boundary might be presented now, but we could not arrange that
with the Dominion, so that it was arranged that merely this western boundar
should come before your %ﬁrdsh:p}s, bound y
Sir Robert Collier.—That is the boundary between the two i i
suppose, is only the western boundary ? provinces which, I
Mr. Mowat —Our western boundary.
Sir Robert Collier.—By the Act of 1881 by which Manitob
stituted, their eastern boundary is your western boundary ? ttoba was finally con-
Mr. Mowat.—-'l‘haa‘ i'ls it. N
Lord Aberdare.—There is nothing about this limitation to t
in the presence tous. «;IIn case theaward is held not too sftilziit:ﬁfﬂ:f ag
3?:22180;3; then what, on the evidence, is the true boundary between the said Pro-
g{r.ll%t[t'))wat.a-ili‘hat m]gans of course Ontario and Manitoba, '
ir Robert Collier.—Bat as they only come in conta ' . .
only involves the western boundary, v ot on the western side, it
Sir Montague Smith.—The Province of Ontario claims th
Lord Aberdare.—That 5 the western boundary.
arhitn tl:) o erdare at would extend beyond the limits of the award of the
Mr. Mowat.—The Dominion has given by its A : :
beyond the aw:;ded westerly boundary. g d ot & territory to Manitoba
Lord Aberdare.—It has given the piece colored — :
portion given by the award. P yellow—the portion north of the
The Lord President.— The portion north of the red 1i . . ‘
Mr, Mowat.—It is given to Manitoba condibionaﬁlye, a“(dﬁ,’? ﬁlégh;}; Rlver?l
expl?l}ﬁed Lto ghceilr Lorﬁshlps Ign the map.) Thed counse
e Lor ancellor.—If the Dominion has given t ich I
(pointing on _the map) to Manitoba, then the boundglry Ill)etsvztal? ?lfe vtvglcli)hes. here
supposing this belongs to Canada, must be traced here ? 0 Frovinces,
Mr. Mowat,—At some time,
The Lord Chancellor,.—But ou the face of this pr .
to show that that part of the boundary is not now tg gsedn:telﬁ?%‘}?’ what is there
Mr. Mowat.— If your Lordship takes that view of it. me
%‘dhe lI{aord Cha?cellor.——I do pot see what limitation there ig ?
r. Mowat.—I am not anxious that your Lordships sh .
that I am saying this for now is that your L"l‘dShigs :n:;h: e!:aOtw (li:\(;ctldtehthat. Ali
really is. It is not because I have any objection to the northern b e question
exan_nned aqd aq_]udlcated upon a8 well as the other. The first oundary being
specmchasei)ls this :— At paragraph of the
¢ The Province of Ontario claims that the westerl .
is_either (1) the meridian of the most north-westerfyyag(ggdz;y tgf tIh‘at Proyinc®
Woods as described in a certain award made on the 3rd August 18"e ake of th
orable Chief Justice Harrison, Sir Edward Thornton and Sirgpra’nc. ‘%[_b the Hon-
is a line next of that point.” That paragraph, therefore, refers mere]1 o t incks, or (2)
boundsi}'g. PThen the next paragraph is:— ¥y to the westerly
«“ The Province of Manitoba claims that the boundar )
and the Province of Ontario is (1) the meridian of the cgnggg:ggn fthﬁt Prqvmo;
Mllxs'm}is;lppl .Rttveg, gr (e if?. tha.fff port};)n of the height of, land divi(:lintg ilgh;;)a:enﬂ
which flow into Hudson's Bay from t i i
y ose 4wlnch empty into the valley of the Gres’
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Lakes and lying to the west of the said meridian line.” So that that was what was
Supposed your Lordshipssee to be the question, and the question hasreference to that.
Sir Montague Smith.~The question refers to those two claims ?
Mr. Mowat.— Yes,
. Lord Aberdare.—You are not prepared to limit your argument to the question
38 to whether the western boundary shall be the one taken from the Ohio or the
"v“:ogxgd by the arbitrators, that is through the north-west angle of the Lake of the
8

Mr. Mowat.—If your Lordships were to say that it was one or other of those
two hpeﬂ. then I think I should be prepared to put it upon that.
B Sir Montague Smith.—You claim the line from the Lake of the Woods up to the
nglish River ?
Mr, Mowat.—Yes, that is where we claim according to the award.
ir Montague Smith.—The other is to the eastward a great deal ?
lr, Mowat,—Greatly to the eastward.
Sir Montague Smith.—That is what seems to be really in dispute.
rd Aberdare.—It is for the counsel to decide. He does claim & great deal more,
Mr. Mowat.—1I thought I was driven to claim all the arguments would entitle
;"9 to claim, but if your Lordship put it that it is between those two lines that makes
great difference.
be Lord Chancellor.—We cannot limit you to that except by your own consent.
w ord Abepdare.—If your argument prevails the whole Province of Manitobs
ould be aholished.
Mr. Mowat,.—No, my Lord.
Sir R. Collier.—The principal part of it ?
Mr. Mowat.—The addition will be abolished.
Sir R. Collier.—The original part ?
and Mr, Mowat.—No, because the original has boen the subject of an Imperial Act
that would override any cluim if we had any.
Lorg Aberdare.—Up to the limits ?
Mr. Mowat.—The first limits of Manitoba.
rd Aberdare —Which is comprised within the orange line ?
r. Mowat —Yes.
ord Aberdare.—How would it be as to the remaining part colored yellow ?
ttom Mowat.—That was the part that was added so far as the Dominion could add
Manitoba by the subsequent Act of the Dominion.
ord Aberdare.—You do not question that, or do you question that ?
» Mowat,—There is one view of the matter in which it is questioned.
of Mj rd Aberdare.—Then I mean if your argument entirely prevailed the Province
With;, foba would be limited to that very small portion of it which is contained
"0 the yellow portion ?
Ty aq I. Mowat,—Yes. Would your Lordships¥allow me a minute to consult with
and :‘iclates on that point? It is putting a point to me that I have not considered
Whetp, ould like to consult with my associates if your Lordships would let me as to
Si?-r we should confine ourselves to that line,
do ty R. Collier.—Very well. You had better make up your mind whether you
" aat or not, .
T (The learned Counsel for Ontario consulted together for a short time.)
direq tecf Lord Chancellor.—Mr. Attorney-Gieneral what you have lately said has
vine, my attention to the Dominion Act of 1870 which did form the original
® of Manitoba and which was confirmed, as you say, by an Imperial Act ?
T, MOW&t.—Yes_
_expres;tgm‘d.Chancellor.—-On the face of that it appears, as distinctly as words can
of Rupe rt’e thing, that even the small province, the original Manitoba, is carved out
8 Land and was not part of Canada.
take ﬂw‘a OWat.—Yes; but what the Dominion chooses to say in its statutes cannot
Y the right of a Province or establish the right,
5
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The Lord Chancellor.—I donot follow you. Stronger evidence of the fact can
there be than two Acts, one of the Dominion and the other of the Imperial Parliament,
that this territory was Rupert’s Land and not Canada. Iam only speaking of the
small Manitoba.

Mr. Mowat.—1I see the point, quite. There are two Acts, one is a Dominion Avt
in which this is called Rupert’s Land.

The Lord Chancellor,—And plainly on the very face of it was called Rupert’s
Land as to show that in the view of the Legislature which passed that statute it was
not previously part of the Union or Dominion of Canada.

The Lord President.—* With respect to such portion of Rupert’s Land and the
North-Western Territory as is not included in the Province of Manitoba.”

The Lord Chancellor.—Surely to argue against that confirmed by an Imperial
Aet is a bold undertaking. .

Mr. Mowat.—I would submit one or two observations upon that to your Lord-
ships. Take the two Acts separately if your Lordships please. In the first place,
take the Dominior. Act, which describes this territory in the way your Lordship-
mentions. Now, I submit, that if the matter had stood alone there without having
the Imperial Act afterwards, that Act could not have affected the province,

The Lord Chancellor.—You may say it would have been ultra vires if the facts
were otherwise,

Mr. Mowat.—That is it.

The Lord Chancellor.—But being confirmed by an Imperial Act, you can no
longer say it is ultra vires.

Mr. Mowat.—Then, what I submit is this, that all the Imperial Act does is to-
confuse the effect of the Act.

The Lord Chancellor.—Surely that is special pleading.

Mr. Mowat.—I shall be sorry if your Lordship takes.that view of it. The
Province of Ontario at that time had not, and has not now, any objection to this
forming a separate province.

The Lord Chancellor,—But what stronger evidence can there be of such a thing
than these Acts of Parliament ?

Mr. Mowat.—That is the view that occurred to us.

The Lord Chancellor.—This is a question of evidence,

Sir Montague Smith.-—Have you come to any resolution with reference to the
question suggested to you ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord ; I may say we are content with the awarded boun-
daries, But I should say that, in order to show we are entitled to the awarded
boundaries, I may have to lay before the Committee an arganment which would show
we are entitled to more; but while the argnment would show we are entitled to more,
I claim no more,

Sir Montague Smith.—I quite undorstood that from the first, that your argu-
ment might lead to a larger claim than that, but you do not wish to be precluded
#rom the argument, as far as it is good, on this narrower claim ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes; that is exactly the position 1 want to take,

Sir Montagne Smith.—You do not want it to be objected to that it is bal alto-
gother because it is too large ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord.

Sir Montague Smith.—Now, about the westerly boundary. Was
intended to be referred to England ? Your two claims are mentioned in the special
s«case, which is the authority under which we are now acting, as far as consent goes t0r
it, and then you say it has been agreed to refer the matter to the Judicial Committee.
The only matter mentioned in the case is those two claims

Lord Aberdare.—We must go beyond that. Supposing it should turp out that we
#ook the same view that the arbitrators did, and considered this a portion of Upper
Canada and Ontario, and at the same time we were of opinion that what remained of
the Province of Manitoba to the north of this place should continue in the Provino®
of Manitoba, we should then be dealing with other than the westerly boundary.

6

anything more
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. 8Sir Montague Smith.—The settling the westerly boundary may indirectly
mvolve the northerly boundary. : . . .

Lord Aberdare.—Not the northerly boundary, but this portion of the Province
Of Manitoba to the north. .

Mr. Mowat.—I do not make the slightest objection to that view. .

The Lord President.—It would leave all this in the present legal condition,

atever it is,

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, ) )

Sir Montague Smith.—Of course, every word of this was very much studied and
Considared before it was settled ? ,

Mr, Mowat.—Yes, my Lord ; before, it was, no doubt, only that western boun-
dary, The other may be incident to that, and necessarily involved in it when yon
are considering the other point. As I have said, I have not thq least objection to
3t construction being put upon it. I want to get the matter decided. .

Sir Robert Collier.—If you look at the claims of both sides, they are claims to
20d on g line. Tpey assume the northern lines to be drawn, and. the question is
Whether the boundary is to go to the one or to the other. That is practically the

tern and western boundary. If you look at the first and second paragraphs yom

Manitoba claims that the boundary of that province is the meridian of the

Ulluence of the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. Thatis all it claims. 1t does no%
Y 8nything about the northern boundary. It claims that that is the boundary
that that is where the province is to be taken to end. .
rd Aberdare.—And Manitoba claims to go down to the international boundary.
s Sir Montague Smith.—They are two quite distinct claims, and they are both
wtelligible on the map. It looks as if it was intended we should decide between
08¢ two claima, .
w : Mowat.—Well, my Lord, I am quite content with that construction, bus
©Want to know what our boundaries are ? S
o Lord Aberdare.—If wo decide that this is the line, wejdo not hand this (pointing
" the map) over to Ontario. We leave that to Manitobs. )
I. Mowat.—Yes, that would be tbe effect of it ; that would go to Mfml't.oba.
Lo‘”l bearing upon that point, I would remind your Lordships of the commission to
we;d orchester, which desoribes our southerly line up to that point of the north-
of | ' 80glo of the Liake of the Woods. It goes through the district from the height
80ds and reaches the north-west angle of the Liake of the Woods.
™d Aberdare.—What is the page you are on ?
T Mowat.—1It is page 387, my Lord. )
Uniteq "gt i%berdare.—![‘his is the first commission after the settlement with the
ates,

“ - Mowat,—Yes, my Lord. It describes the province then as comprehending
anﬁl: Our territories, iélan}:is and countries in North America, bounded on the south,
"hicl? O0.  One need not read the beginning of that until you get to Lake Superior,
and ph’-a 8t line 10, « Thence through Lake Superior, northward of the Isles Royal
ang ¢ ‘“lpeaux, to the Long Lake; thence through the middle of said Long Liake,
Lake f? vater communication between it and the Lake of the Woods, to the said
thel‘eo?' the 00ds ; thence through the said lake to the most north-western poink
» 80d from thence on a due course to the River Mississippi.”
Aberdare.—The Long Lake is a series ot lakes. )
The hel:. Mowat.—-Yes, it is a series of lakes. They do not run into one anothers
wwslght of laqu has to be crossed in reaching Lake Superior from the Lake of the
OmMminginn height of lands run between them. Then, by the express terms of that
ig nomhsg}n’ We get to the most north-western part of the Lake of the Woods, which

heigh £ the height of lands. ‘here will be no dispute that that is north of the
The lands. “Wo have got that point ascertaired then in that way.
aboyy, “ oﬁ":‘sp resident.—Aecording to your present argument, you do not care
ue

Wwest course to the river Mississippi.”
7
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Mr, Mowat.—No, my Lord, it is not material. Excep}; that T may argue that
in order to show what territory I think, as a matter of strict 1aW, the province may
be said to be entitled to, though it qhows a largqr territory than is there.
I do not claim a larger territory than is there. It is no doubt a matter of
considerable difficulty to determine where the true boundaries aro, bhaving
reterence to the charter and to the various statutes and all that has taken
place. There are considerations no doubt of considerable weight in favor of very
different views. The charter itse}f is extl:emely vague. Qae can hardly imagine
anything more so. It is just possible that it may be thought to be a matter which
one cannot come to_any corclusion upon; one of those matters which must be the
subjoct of some arbitrary deterrpmatxon, either by a hlgher authority than the pro-
vinces themselves or by arbitration, but I assume that it can be made out what the
legal boundaries are, and 1 wish to present a few considerations to your Lordships
to show what the legal boondaries are. - The great difficulty in the case is as to what
is to be considered as _territory granted to the Hudson’s Bay Company. I think

our Lordships would not find much difficulty in coming to the conclusion that all
ritish Canada, south of the line which is described in the Act of 1774, was intended
1o be included if it were not for that reference to the territory granted 1o the
Hudson’s Bay Company, but we have that expression there—¢: thq torritory is only
to go northwards to the territory of the Hudson’s Bay: Company,” and therefore we
have to find out what that territory was. Now what is ?o be considered as included
in that expression “ the territory grant.et_i to the Hudson’s Bay Company ;" and for
my purpose I wish to limit the construction of those words as much ag possible, I
wish to make as limited as possible the territory which can be oonsidered to have
been granted to the Hudson’s Bay Company, in order that it may not be so con-
sidere. as 1o go down to the territory which I claim on behalf of the Province of
QOuntario. Now I urged yesterday thut the cox’z,strucuon of those words ¢ the terri-
tory granted to the Hudson's Bay Company” should be tho legal ¢
‘because we are now engaged in a question of law; and that it should be effectually
granted—not to refer to an instrument purporting to grant, merely, if there is &
ditference between purporting to grant and actually granting, What the Legislature
waus contemplating was the territory w:.ich had actually passed from His Majesty to
tho Hudson’s Bay Company, and I pointed out the reason why that must have been
the matter in view, Perhaps 1 use too strong an expression when I say “must have
been,” but what makes it almost certain, if not quite certain, to have been the object
in view? The Hudson’s Bay Company had powers of Government. It wag not
necessary, therefore, whatever territory was included in thejr charter, to provide
any Government for them, because that was done already by the charter itself,
Wﬁat Parliament was doing was to provide a Government for portions which had
no Government before—for the territory which formerly belonged to France, which
had been ceded in 1763, which }.md been governed tu_:@er French law and under s .
French Governor before and which now needed provision for Government under
English law and by an English Governor. Now I do not think the Committee would
hold that it was intended to leave out any part of North America from the Govern-
ment. If it was reasonable, as of course it was, that-whatever territory the Hudson’s
Bay Company had should be governed, namely, by itself, so also it Wwas reasonable,
right and necessary that the rest of the territory should be governed in that way, L
submit, therefore, that that single consideration, if there was reasonable doubt about
it, shows that the words ought to be constx:ued ag « eﬁ:ectually granted; ” that the v
ought to be construed as meaning the territory bPIonglng to the Hudson’s Bay Com-
pany ; the lands which they had the power of disposing of, and in which they had
the jurisdiction to govern and legislate and so on in accordance with the terms of
the charter. Then what territory of the Hudson's Bay Company stood in that
sition? The charter, I have said, is extremely vague and indefinite, ang what I
eubmit is that upon the reason of the thing'; apon the practice with regard to all
similar charters of that period and upon principles apphcablp also to other cages in
oonstruing this charter for the present pgrpose, in determining what ought to be

onstruction,
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considered as having been effectually granted to the Hudson’s Bay Company, we
are to look at what was done under it and at what land was appropriated uunder it by
the Hudson's Bay Company ; and that the charter cannot be eaid to have granted
any more than was so appropriated, There is a difficulty in s_aying exaclly what
was appropriaied. I meau a difficulty in point of law. There is no difficulty with
reogard to the facts, There is no ¢ fii-uity with regard to ascertaining how much
territory they actually occupied, or how much territory they exercised control over
88 proprietors; but then how much additional territory that wight give is a matter
of more or less difficulty. I may mention one or two things here in connection with
other charters of the same perivd and founded upon the same principle.

The Lord Chancellor. —Please do not. I do not see how it can have any bearing
on the question which we have to determine. I cannot conceive how other charters,
not relaling to this territory, can have any bearing on the question wh.ch we have to
determine.

Mr. Mowat.—Woell, I do not mean that the words of them would have any
bearing ; but then would not the view that was taken of those other charters, so far
88 they are analogous to this one, be material ?

. The Lord Chancellor.—If you show that in any bounding words of description
like those we have to deal with applicable to other charters, a particu.us construction
hag been put upon the bounding words of description, I do not say that may not be
in point,

Mr, Mowat,—That is rather what I meant to say, my Lord.

The Lord Chancellor.—Very well, if you prove that a particular territory, being
#aid to be bounded by lands granted to a certain company, has been held to be not
applicable to the lands de facto granted, so as#4o introduce an enquiry as to how far
it was a valid grant or not, perhaps it may have some bearing upon the case.

Mr, Mowat.—Well, it is something like that, my Lord,

The Lord Chancellor—I cannot anticipate what you wanted to say.

Mr, Mowat.—No, my Lord.

The Lord Chancellor.—If you merely want to show that in & question as to the
Validity of a charter something may have depended upon what was done under it,
I think that has nothing to do with the present question.

Mr, Mowat.—I am not arguing as to the validity of the charter., I am assumin,
1hat it was perfectly valid, and merely enquiring how far it extended, and how mue;
1t can be said to have included.

’chartTeh% Lord Chancellor.-~That is & question of parcels upon the construction of the
r

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, it is; but it seems, my Lord, to be material here to
&now what the parcels were that can be considered to have passed under the charter.

The Lord Chancellor.—But how you can show that by showing that the parcels
‘Were under another charter I do not know,

Mr. Mowat.—I will not press it against your Lordship’s impression about it.
No doubt your Lordship is right, but 1t seems to me important that if we find
(%h_arters as strongly expressed as this, and perhaps more strongly expressed than
this with regard to the territory to be embraced in them, for instance, naming the
Particular latitudes in the definite way that this charter does; and, perhaps, naming
the particular points between which the territory granted lay, if it was found that
Sharters expressing that, with regard to the uadiscovered parts of Ameriea, have

°en always treated as if they merely carried to the grantees, not the whole of the

Tritory unconditionally between those latitudes, but so much of that tecritory only
88 they acquired the sovereignty of from Eogland from whom the charters emanated,

think that might be material. It is only in that view that I wish to refer to these
<harters,

The Lord Chancellor.—For the present moment you may assume that the grant

the Hudson’s Bay Company was ab initio entirely void, and that they had nothing
Whatever effectually granted. De facto vaérious things were done on the footing of
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this being a grant alleged to be valid, and amongst other things done is this
deseription,

" Sir Montague Smith.—If I understand, yon want to show that the grant is only
(I do not say whether it is right or wrong) effectual so far as they carried it into-
8ome operation by occupying the cour_:try and so on?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord. This was not territory that was then English, It
did not then belong to England. [t was vacant territory —that is not a matter, I
suppose, that can be dispuied—which any nation might appropriate if they took the
proper steps for the purpose, on the principles of international law which govern
such matters, and territory of that sort, having been granted by this charter to the
Hudson’s Bay Company, i8, I submit, limited in the way I mentioned.

The Lord Chancelior.— It may well be so as to the effect of the charters. Thatisa
very important question, which, as we know, was for many years under discussion:
by various parties as to the Hudson’s Bay Company and their rights. What I cannot.
uunderstand is its bearing upon the bounding description which we have o deal with,
1t is not whether it was effectually granted or not, but whether it was ds facto grautexi
under a bounding description.

Mr. Mowat.—Of course, if your Lordships hold that, I cannot proceed with this
pert of the argument.

The Lord Chancellor.—What would be the use of bounding descriptions if the
are to let people into indefinite inquiries as to various facts and law which can be n;;-
assistance whatever in ascertaining the boundary.

Mr. Mowat. — But your Lordship sees that even taking the other vi
meaning of the charter, it then would be extremely diﬁiculgt to mak:rog'lcivla:uto the
we should differ about it—as to how far the charter would grant anythin osﬁ

nts all the lands and territories on the confines of the bay, and so y(’m. gWhat
dgzsls, 1?.hat. mean ? There would be great doubu then, and you cannot get free of the

The Lord Chancellor.—~You have got the Act of 1871 confir .
Parliament, which seems to me entirely to relieve that doubt if ther[g(::el;z :n Act of

Mr. Mowag. —',I.‘hf;l Act of 18717 ny.

The Lord Chancellor. —~Yes, showing that Rupert’s Laund included th "
Manitoba, and was recognized as doing 80, both by the Dominion © present-
Parliament. o 1il‘ Lg ’ v (: und by the Imperial

Mr. Mowat.—Of course, if your Lordships hold that, I must ;

ared to show, beyond any doubt I thinkpi unless your Lorc?;)lzp? ll:;(.)ldI i*:ut Prl;o;
immaterial, that a large territory there. All that Icare about, of course, yo ° a1
bear in mind, is the texl-;'it,or;:i L ls:m re(silly claiming, but 1 am pr eparec’i zous l:;lw
that a large territory beyord that, and necessarily includin
French territory. b Th b Y g that, therefore, was

Sir M. E. Smith.—That would be an assistance if you showe ,
exoluded from the grant, because that is another mattzr altogethirt.hat that would be

Mr, Mowat.— Very well, my Lord. I can show that I do not 8ay that it is clear
that the whole of this was French territory at the moment of the chartl lsbc ear
granted in 1670, but it was French territory at the time it was ceded to Enef ;mg

The Lord Chancellor.—If you prove it was French territory ceded t Ean land
3n 1760 that may be material. 0 Linglan

Mr. Mowat.—Very well, I will try to do so.

The Lord Chancellor.—At prerent there is not a trace of that ?

Mr. Mowat.—I will try to do that,

Sir M, E. Smith.—That is the limit the charter itself gives ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes.

Sir M. E. Smith,—It is not to include what belongs, say, t

Mr. Mowat.—No, my lord. 8% 827, to the French ?

8ir Barnes Peacock,— Would it not be important on that to sho .
#has exercised juriediction over it as representin% the French territory ;v tfl«f,f ion:tt:;::;

10
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there is a census to be taken every 10 years. Have you ever taken the census in
that part which you now claim as belonging to Ontario ?

Sir M. E. Smith.—Mr. Mowat is going back long before that.

‘ The Lord Chancellor.—To make it out to be French territory, ceded after the.

war, you would have to prove first of all that there was not merely some French

People within the territory who may have established forts, but that it was a part

of the French dominion of Canada, and thus, secondly, if that be not clearly estab

:ll;hed, the question whatever has been so treated afterwards would be exceedingly-
terial.

Mr. Mowat. —With regard to the matter of the census I may just as well say
that the census to which Sir Barnes Peacock referred is taken by the Dominion.

Sir R. P. Collier—That is at a later date,.

Sir Barnes Peacock.,—Has the census ever been taken for Ontario in this terri~
tory which you now claim ?

Mr. Mowat.—We have no jurisdiction about taking the census. Under the
British North America Act the provision is made that amongst the exclusive powers .
of the Executive is the power of taking the census,

Sir Barnes Peacock.—But have your judicial officials ever exercised jurisdiction
for this part of the territory before the surrender by the Hudson’s Bay Company ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, I can show that.

Sir M. E. Smith.—1 thought you were going to attempt to show that this wae.

rench territory ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, that is the first point.

Lord Aberdare.—There was a decision of a criminal case, I think, by them.

Sir R. P. Collier.—We shall come to that. We are now on whether it was.
French territory in 1763. That is the present question. :

Mr. Mowat.—There is a great deal of historical matter bearing upon that. X
Will not trouble your Lordships with more than a portion of it, but sufficient, I thinok,

or the present purpose.

Now, perhaps I had better first refer to what* Governor Carleton says on the-
8ubject in 1768, in one of his despatches. It is at page 609, my Lords, of the joint
&ppendix. I will read a little from that despatch, commencing at the beginning of it.

‘I have received your Lordship’s letter of the 14th November, and one since, wrote

om the office by your directions, dated the 8th of October last.” Your Lordships
Will observe this is a letter to the Earl of Shelburne. “The drawing hereto annexed:
8 taken from different maps and the best memoirs and relations I have hitherto been
able to procure. 'Tis intended chiefly to show the Western posts which the French:
i'Ol‘lnerly occupied and how far they extend beyond Michiilimakinac. This end, I

lieve, it answers tolerably well, though their exact positions on the globe must be
Srroneous, as I have not met with any of those gentlemen who understand the use of
30y mathewatical instrument, but they all agree that ¢ Pascoyat ’—that is one of the
Orts on the Saskatchewan—*is two and a half or three months’ journey beyond Michil~
lmakipac, and reckon the distance about nine hundred leagues.”

Lord Aberdare.—Where is Michilimakinac ?

Mr, Mowat.—Your Lordship will see it marked on the map between Lake Huron.
and Lake Michigan.

Lord Aberdare.—It is the fact at the northern portion of that territory which
Tuns hetween Lake Huron and Lake Michigan.

Mr Mowat.—Then itsays: * Theriveron which Pascoyat stands is said to be.
five hundred leagues long. A fort was erected one hundred leagues beyond Pascoyat,

Ut 1 have 1ot information enough to put either the fort or the full extent of the -
Tiver in the map.” He speaks, therefore, of two French posts there on the Saskatche-
Wan, «The annexed return of the French posts, of the troops for the protection of-
rade, with the number of canoes sent up in the year 1754, shows, in some measure,,
the.extent of their trade, and the system pursued by the French Government im:
A Mdian affairs.” Your Lordzhips will observe that it is the Government here who-
Managed all these matters, that they aria not matters of private enterprise uncon~
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neoted with the Government, but throughout the Government takes an active part
in them all, in the trading with the Indians, and in sanctioning the trades with the
Indians, and in erecting posts, and so on.” They did not depend on the number of
troops but on the discretion of the officers who learned the language of the natives,
acted as magistrates, compelled the traders to deal e,uitably, and distributed the
King's presents.” So there was Government; your Lordships see there were troops
t0 whatever extent was found necessary, and then the officers at each post wero
authorized to act and did act as magistrates, and 8o on. “ By this coudunct they
avoided giving jealousy and gained. the affections of au 1gnorant, credulous and brave
veople. whose ruling passions are independence, gratitude and revenge.” I do nof
know that 1 need read the remaider qf that paragraph. The next paragraph is:
“The country was divided into certain districts and the only restraints laid on
the traders wore, first, not to go beyond the bounds of that distriet they obtained
passes for ”-—passes, that is, from the Governor of Cunada—* and, secondly, not to carry
more spitituous liquor than was necessary fo;- their own use, nor sell any of that to
the Indians ; the King's posts, or rather the intendants were the only ones excepted
from this general rule.” There was a great advantage in dealing with the Indians
if they bronght liquor into use, and while private persons were not allowed that
advautage it seems that at the King’s posts the advantage was permitted. « Under
these regulations the canoes went first to the post of the district, from whence they"
had tall liborty to go among the Indians and accompany them to their hunting
grounds; they likewise called on their return. If any were ill-treated they com-
plained to the commandant, who assembled the chiefs and procured redress; the
savages also made their complaints and obta.med. immediate satisfaction, an exact
report of all which was sent to the Governor. This return may be depended on for
80 much as it contains,” The particulars are given afterwards, “ but as the King of
France was greatly concerned in all this trade, a corrupt administration did not think
it their interest that all these matters should appear in a full, clear and lasting man-
ner. Your Lordship will be pleased to observe that the great inlets to the north-
east from the Mississippi are by the Ohio, and from thence up the Onabach, which
leads towards the sources of the River Miamis, and Lake Erie by the Illinois that
leads to Fort St. Joseph, and Lake Michigan a'nd.the Onisconcing that leads to Fox
River and Bay des Puans; besides these the different streams that rur into the
Mississippi carry them towards Lake Superior and the western lakes.” Then what
follows in the next paragraph has reference to the places on the east bank of the
Mississippi which I suppose” your Lordships would think was clear, and perhaps it
is not worth while troubling your Lordships with that,

The Lord Chancellor.—The only observation which occurs to me on that passage
is that the French or Spaniards were there, but, I suppose nobody contends that the
Spaniards had any territorial dominion there, It' plainly sags that the settlements
or posts spoken of are not necessarily such as to imply the assumption of territorisl
dominion.

1;]Jt[r.d]t[ow&t.—l have not specially studied the position of the Spaniards there,
my Lord.

d The Lord Chancellor.—But as to the meaning of this description you wer®
reforring to this document apparently to show that the French ext’ended their
territorial acquisitions so as to inclade Pascoyat or the Saskatchewan,

Mr. Mowat.—Yes.

The Lord Chancellor.—Then all I point out is that the contents show that settle-
qents or posts of a kind not involving territorial dominion are g pparently in con~
templation,

The Lord President.—There is reference to the king’s territory at the bottom of
the page.

he Liord Chancellor.—That is of course important as distinguishing the king'8
territory, which probably would be Canada, from all these outlying places.

Lord Aberdare.—It seems to contemplate a connection between what is called

.generally Lonisiana and all this district, rather than a connection between Canad®
And this district. 12
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Mr. Mowat.—Louisiana being near the Mississippi, there of course is a question
With regard to that, but [ was not going to trouble your Lordships with a great deal
of evidence about the settlement of the French there and Canada extending to the

18sissippi.

Lorl()ipAberdare. —If you are not going to insist on this part of it, I suppose youn
Might pass very lightly indeed over it.

Mr. Mowat.—It was merely with the single purpose which I have spoken of
already to show that the territory which may be excepted ought at all events to be
tonsidered as mot extending so far as to exclude us from the points which the
arbitrators thought we were entitled to.

. The Lord Chancellor.—This certainly shows that in 1768, according to the
information which the Government had obtained, the French had posts extending as-
far north as Pascoyat. More than that it does not seem to me to show. Those were-

gosts apparently for the purposes of trade, where they had their factors and their
actories and & certain amount of jurisdiction and authority.

Lord Aberdare.—They were for the boats which appear to have come up the

i88issippi.

Mr.Pglowat.—Yes, my Lord. Ido not know of any other way of acquiring
8overeignty over such territory. That is the only way in which it was done.

' The Lord Chancellor.—That state of things is no proof whatever of the acquisi-
tion of territorial dominion,
Mr. Mowat.—The whole must be taken together.
The Lord Chancellor.—Yes, if you have other instances, that may he material.
Mr. Mowat.—I do not rely upon that solely, but it is one piece of evidence
showing that in this North-West Territory there were French traders and
rench posts, It appears from their evidence that licenses to trade were

Decessary and that licenses to trade were granted by the Governor of Canada.
he French King also sent troops to these various posts and appointed magistrates
ere. '

The Lord Chancellor.—It does not appear that the magistrates were placed over
anything but the factories and so on, 1 mean there is no reason at all to imagine
that he treated the Indians as his subjects ?

Mr. Mowat.—May I ask your Lordship to permit me to call your attention to-
the account given by another of the English Eovernors ?

Sir Montague Smith.—Yes, you are going on, as I understand, with your
@vidence.

Mr. Mowat.—This is only one piece of my evidence—there is a great mass of it.
I am merely picking out a few matters because it would take a great deal of time
to give your Lordship the whole of the evidence, and I think it is only necessary to
tonfirm what in substance I will read to your Lordships. I was going to read from
the Report of Governor Pownall, which you will find at page 601—you will see the
account he gives of this matter. He gives his account of what the French did in

is territory, and I beg your Lordships’ permission to observe that it was not a
Case of the English being there or of the Hudson’s Bay Company being there and
the French being there. The Hudson’s Bay Company never went into this region
2t all until long after the cession, when there was no doubt of the right of the

nglish to it. This is what Governor Pownall says : “ The French, in their first
::‘tempt to settle themselves in these parts, endeavored to penetrate by force of
My

Sir Montague Smith.—All this was before the cession ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, just shortly before the cession. There was no change in
favor of the Hudson’s Bay Company durjng the interval. The fact is, the French
Were increasing their occupation every year of the extent of the territory which

ey had taken possession of or acquired the sovereignty of for their monarch.

© says :‘“The French, in their first attempts to settle themselves in these parts,

Sudeavored to penetrate by force of arms to fix their possessions by military

©Xpeditions. Bat they fell afterwards into that only path in which the real spiris
13



49 Victoria. Sessional Papers (No. 28.) A A. 1886

and nature of the service led. The native inhabitants (the Indians) of this country
are all hunters; all the laws of nations they know or acknowledge are the laws of
sporting, and the chief idea which they have of landed possessions is that of a hunt.
‘The French settlers of Canada universally commenced as buntess and 8o insinuated
‘themselves into a connection with these natives. Whlle. the French thus kept
theniselves allied with the Indians as _hunters and communicated with them in and
strictly maintained all the laws and rights of sporting, the Indians did easily and
readily admit them to a local landed possession, a grant, which, rightly acquired
and applied, they are always ready to make, as none of the rights or interests of
their nation are hurt by it. While on the contrary the?y experience and receive
great use, benefits and profits from the commerce which the Europeans therein
‘establish with them.” et me remark there that here is another piece of evidence
to show the course of proceedings followed by the French_ 1n order to acquire and
whereby 1 submit they did acquire the. sovereignty of this country—no one else
being in possession of it. What they did was this—after corciliating the Indians
they obtained from them grants of a local landed possession. There is no other way
by which they roceeded to acquire sovereignty.

The Lord Chancellor.—The context rather shows the contrary, because it says
that the French possession interfered not with the rights of the Indians, And then he
had said just before that the I.ndmns were in the habit of .making grants of this sort,
¢ g grant which rightly acquired and applied they (that is the Indians) are always
ready to make, as none of the rights or interests of th‘eu' nation are hurt by it.”

Lord Aberdare.—As long as they were lessees with the full power of hunting
they did not care where the right to the territory rested,

Mr: Mowat.—That is quite so and they are willing to grant any rights beyond
that which the European nations desired from time to time. Itis the cumulative force
of the-e things which makes the point clear {hat this territory had become French
territory and was what was ceded to F.'}ngland in _1763: Now, my Lord, if you will
allow me, on page 603, I will read a little more on this point,

Sir Montague Smith —What is the meaning of this—¢ No Canadian is suffered to
trade with the Indians, but by license from the Government,”

Mr. Mowat.—* Bat by license "—that is the very point « No Canadian is suffored
to trade with the Indians but by license from the.Government and under such regu-
lations as that license ordains.” I think that is in my favor ag showing that all this
was done under Government action. I mean it Was not the volunteer action of thoge
who went in there to trade, but they were al_l acting under the Government and by
the authority of the Government.  *The main policy of which is this. The Govern-
ment divides the Indian countries into 50 many t}unts, according ag they are divided
by the [ndians themselves. To these sever.'a} limits there. are licenses respectively
adapted with regulations re_spectmg the spirit _of the nation whose limit it is; res-

ecting the commerce and interest of that nation respecting the nature of that limit.
g‘he Canadian having such license ought not to trade and limit within the limits of
such hunt but according to the above regulations; and he is hereby absolutely excluded
under severe penalties to trade or hunt beyond these limjt.s on any acecount whatever.
1t were needless to Eoint out the many good and beneficial effects arising from this
policy which gave thus a rlgh}, attention to the interest,of the Indiang which observed
the true spirit of the alliance in putting the trade upon a fair foundation and which
maintained all the rights and Iaws of the hunt that the Indiang most indispensably
exact.” Will your Lordships allow me to make here this observat.ion, in view of which
these diferent extracts should be read, that this governmental interference by the
French constantly during all this period was never abjected to by the Hudson’s Bay
Company a8 far as regards the territory in question, and. it was not objected to by
Hingland either, Both England and the Company recognized evidently the right of
France to occupy this territory, and acquire the sovereignty of it in that way. ¢ Buat
the cousequence of the most important services which arises out of this policy is 8
regular definite precise assured knowledge of the country. A man whoge interest
and commerce are eircumscribed within a certain department will pry into and

14



49 Victoria. Sessional Papers (No. 28.) A, 1886

b —

-

serutinize every hole and corner of that district. When such a is by these
‘Teans as full of these coureurs des bois as the commerce of it will bear, whoever
applies for a license must betake himself to some new trade or by
which again begins an opening to new discoverics and fresh acjuisitions. When
" the French have by these means established a a commerce alliance and
influence amongst the Indians of that tract, and have by these means acquired
a knowledge of all the waters, passes, portages and posts, ,that may hold the com-
Mand of that country—in short a military knowledge of the ground—then and not
before they ask and obtain leave of the Indians to strengthen their trading house, to
make it a fort, to put a garrison in it.” A garrison of course implies troops of the
king. *In this manner by becoming hunters and creating alliances with the Indians
as brother sportsmen, by founding that alliance upon and maintaining it (according
to the true spirit of the Indian law of nations) in a right communication and exercise
-of the true interest of the they have insinuated themselves into an influence over
the Indiane, have been admitted into & landed possession, and by locating and fixing
those possessions in alliance with, and by the friendly guidance of the waters (of the
Bt. Lawrence and Mississippi and of the Winnipeg system) whose influence extends
throughout the whole, they are become possessed of a real interest in and real com-
-mand over the country.”

The Lord Chancellor.—And you say that is annexation ?

Mr, Mowat.—I say it is the way in which desert country of this kind does
become possessed by one nation rather than another,

The Lord Chancellor.—It may be a great step towards it, no doubt,

Lord Aberdare.—That is a curious expression if it is annexation, and a very
roundabout way of saying that they had avnexed a country, or that they considered
1t a portion of French territory.

h The Lord Chancellor.—You might say we had annexed Borneo according to
‘that.

Mr, Mowat.—All America was acquired in this way, it belonged to the Indians.

The Lord Chancellor.—It is impossible to deny that such a mode of proceeding
nmight very easily terminate in annexation, but that it is annexation in itself is a
different thing.

Mr. Mowat.—These are just some of the steps that are needed for that purpose;
that is the view at least We submit to your Lordships. A report of this kind is free
from any doubt or suspicion as to its accuracy, because it is made by the English
Governor and its purpose is to inform his superiors of what another nation is doing
1o acquire the sovereignty of the country.

Sir Montague Smith.—Line thirty seems to be a summary of it all : *“ They have
thus throughout the country sixty or seventy forts.”

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, I was going to read that paragraph: “They have thus
throughout the country sixty or seventy forts, and almost as many settlements which
take ﬁxe lead in the command of the country, not even one of which forts without
the above true spirit of policy could they support with all the expense and force of
Canada” (It was from Canada that they were governed.) *Not all the power of
France could; it is the Indian interest alone, that does maintain these posts.”
It is in consequence of always respecting these Indian customs that the Eoglish
"Government has always been so successful with the Indians, and contrasts so favor-
ably in that respect with the United States where they are always at war with the
hdians, and terrible disasters and atrocities are always occurring between them.

. " Having thus got possession in any certain tract and having one principal fort,
they get leave to build other trading houses and entrepots, at length to strengthen
Such, and in fine to take possession of more advanced posts and to fortify and
&arrison them as little subordinate forts under the command of the principal one,”

Lord Aberdare.—Suppose the Hudson’s Bay Company had pushed forward and
Some into collision with these posts, and they had been fighting, they probably
Would have been, that would have been considered a case of war; do you say that

he French would have considered it a vi{)éation of their territory ?
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Mr. Scoble.—It was one ground of the war that led to .
that the settlements of HudS(ir’S Bay were attacked by the Fre?oeh peace of Ryswick
Lord Aberdare—That is quite another part of the territor W.
speaking of places hundreds and hundreds of mi’l)es from Hudson’s B§' © are now
%‘:{i; Robert Collier.-—TI?X{’ ls:pealg 0{1 Canada in the next line, v
. Mowat.—Yes. * Although these principal forts have :
dependent of each other, and only under the co£mand of the G?’Z(;;(})mge forts
there is & routine of duty settled for these, and the officers -and comm ;‘ deneral;
removed to better and better commands. What the particulars of this are n grs are
distribution of the troops, I have not yet learned as 10 Canada; but, in ge and of the
present establishment for this service is 3,000 men, of which the’re axg: oeral, the
2,300 or 2,400 effective.” Then he says, “1 have not heen able to get ga?l;l °§§Egt

list of the forts in Canada.”
Sir Robert Collier.—Then he gives a list of what he supposes to be the forts of

Canada.
The Lord Chancellor.—Certainly, as far as I can follow
seem to go beyond the undisputed limits of Canada. the names, they do not
Mr, Mowat.—Well, a good many of them are in the country along the Mississippi
%ere, the othexl'; arcl hm r_ed%ﬁrd fto theeterr;‘tm'y ot which we have been slsglaﬂlilippx
or instance, about the middle of page 603, Fort Abitibi i i . ng.
the height of Jand neall‘ J am%s’ Bay. ’ 118 montioned, thatis north of
The Lord Chancellor.—That, I suppose,is within the andi im}
Mr, Mowat.— Well, that is north o? the height of landii?&%tzdblig%‘.ts of Canada?
‘Lord Aberdare.—That ig within the territory which was comededl.
the Hudson’s Bay Company by the Treaty of Utrecht, and before tha gxpl‘essly to
which yoﬁ speak ? I . ocument of
Mr. Mowat.—It;was in fact recognized as belongin,
TUtrecht. o t 8 ginghto France by the Treaty of
Sir Robert Collier.—It appears to have been occupied b
had a fort at Abitibi. pied by the French. They had
Mr. Mowat.—Yes. It says, “ French postsifounded bef; ”
The Lord Chancellor.—In this list, at page 603, as fare:sr:hlggg' ort
Pownall is concerned, it might be important, because he says thesg of Governor
are within what he understood to be Canada ? particular forts
Mr. Mowat.—Yes.
The Lord Chancellor.—Now, I want to know wh
which are outside the undisputed limits of Canada. cther thero are any others
Mr. Mowat.—Will you mention what I am to consj .
of Canada ? Y o nsider as the undisputed limits
The Lord Chancellor.—I mean Canada as it is or as it} .
been ceded to the United States. 1t,was, because part of it has
Mr. Mowat,—Yes, sll n(’ﬁ’;h of the lakes remained to Canada
The Lord Chancellor.,~~These ten are mentioned. g,
any others ? ned.  Can you point out on the map
Mr. Mowat.~—There i8 BiorthAbitibi.
The Lord Chancellor.—Is the one you pointed out b
and Lake Ontario. Then Richard White gays 1% The F?‘?::hbielf:;%n Lake Huron
coming down with their trade, as the witness belioves, he havin reopt the Indians
guns and clothing of French marufacture, and that an Indian holdg lf_een them with
rench settlement up Moose River, something to the southward of tlhm there was a
distance, as the witness apprehends, of about 50 miles, © West, at the
Mr. Mowaéil——There is ;0 question about that,
The Lord Chancellor.—That clearly was within the limi -
ceded to the United States. 1mits of Canada until it was
Mr. Mowat.—Yes.
The Lord Chancellor.—Then Duquesne—where is that?
16
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Mr, Mowat.—At the junction of the Ohio and Alleghany Rivers. I may mention
fenerally that the only names in the territory which are north of the height of

and with which we have to do in this Abitibi—

Sir Robert Collier.—Are there any of them to the west ?

Lord Aberdare.—None of these are to the west.

Mr. Mowat.—With regard to the others while the post is in one particular place,
yet the territory which is supposed to be annexed to it extends much further. For
instance, Michillimakinac and its dependencies is the first mentioned there and it is
an historical fact, and there is evidence of it in this book, that the dependencies
there extended north of the height of land, although the fort itself was south.

The Lord Chancellor.—Is it by Lake St. Joseph ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, there is a fort at Lake St. Joseph.

The Lord Chancellor.—That seems to be exactly within the’limits of what was
given to Canada.

Sir Montague Smith.—North of the limits given by the award ?

The Lord Chancellor.—No, it is not, it is within those limits, It is by the south
bank of Lake St. Joseph.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord. I think it is within the limits that the award gave
to us. It is on a river which flows into Lake St. Joseph there and that river passes
through the territories that the arbitrator gave us. Then there is also Fort

aministiquia near Lake Superior.
. _The Lord Chancellor.—This list derives importance from this heading ¢ Forts
In Canada.” Anything you can bring into that is certainly described at that time as
ing what was understood to be Canada, and I think although he says just before
he has not been able to give an exact list of all theforts in Canada, yet ono may infer
that those are all that he had alist of,

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, I think be does not mention any others. I shall have to go
1o other testimony for the others.

Sir Robert Collier.—Fort St. Joseph—do 1 understand that to be west of the
line from the confluence of the Ohio and the Mississippi—I suppose it was. There-
fore I suppose that to be in your favor as excluding their boundary which is the
line from the Ohio to the Mississippi.

Sir Montague Smith.—That would carry you to west of their boundary.

Mr. Mowat.—There are quite a number of forts west of the Mississippi between
the Mississipi and the “due north line.”

Sir Robert Collier.—Take Fort St. Joseph ; that may be taken as carrying the
boundary west of the line they contend for, \

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord.

Sir Robert Collier. —Are there any others of that kind ?

. Mr. Mowat.—Fort Kaministiquia would be. It is also west of that “ due north.
line” You will see Fort William there, and then the Indian name under it. The
Present name is Fort William.

Sir Robert Collier.— Yes, that is not in this list.

Mr. Mowat.—No, there is no other in the list I believe.

Sir Robert Collier.—The value of this is that there are all forts in Canada.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord. There is another in this list which is on the
Upper Mississippi and west Fort Sioux.

Sir Robert Collier.—Where is that ?

Mr. Mowat.—They are not marked with that name, but that is the general
Bame which they received. Fort St. Croix, built before 1768, your Lordship will see-
that there (pointing). .

Sir Robert Colller.—Is that in this ']lﬂt ? A, It is included in the word Sioux.
That embraces a number of others of which that is one,

The Lord Chancellor.—No doubt that was, I suppose, in Canada until the cession.
% the United States ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord.

Sir Robert Collier,—To the west of L?'l;e Superior, no doubt ?
28 -2
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Sir Montague Smith.—There is a fort just to the north of the Pigeon River.
There are a number of those forts which you say came within the general descri ption
of thist Sioux, o .

r. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, and Canada at that time was congide
over the Missis-ippi to ch west bank of it, and some of the forts includzgdut:d::t:l?g
name were on the west side of the Mississippi, and they were all considered as part
(I)Bf Canada, but of course that portion west of the Mississippi was not ceded to the
nglish,
5 The Lord Chancellor.~—~Where is Miamis ?

Mr. Mowat.—You will see that south-west of Lake Erie—a little below the most
southerly part of it. .

The Lord Chancellor.—Then it seems clear that the whole of thoge forts are
within the district which it is not in conflict was Canadian or ouly in controversy in
the sense of those who draw the line up to Ohio, y

Mr. Mowat.— Your Lordship will find several named on the Mississippi For
instance, St. Antoine is mentioned; it is spoken of as being a fine one. That is in
the region of which we have been speaking. I shall give your Lordships more par
ticular informat;on about thve;ee gorts in the further evidence, P

The Lord President.—We do not seem to be profiting at all B

The Lord Chancellor, —It seems to be establipshed tfat therl;yv:;lx:t t}tlltgltaglon.
reputed to be in Canada which we have at page 603, and that in the territor i ho'rtﬁ
were treated as Indian territories for some purposes; at all events the I on v]i 1:0;1
other forts acquired in the manner which is described in the documentg ronch ha

Mr, Mowat.-——'ls;henhI m;y assth}f for the present ~—— ‘

Sir Montague Smith.—You had better go on with any furt i

Mr. Mowa%.—There was a Committee (ﬁ’ the House 05f" oonm;ﬁ;‘?: nl?;;,g b
which evidence was taken, and it is satisfactory because the Hudson’s Bay (o ofore
was of course represented, and therefore whatever took place may be ry i ?impany
It is at page 581. Joseph Robson is one of the witnesses there (some por : ied upon.
evidence of course is more striking than the others). He thinks thlz)zt tt‘long: the
which are brought down te the company are refused by the French from the ir boing
a heavy commodity for the natives who come to trade with the compan d,elr bemgf
their small valuable furs to the French and bring dowa their heay y;)o(;Spose v
company in summer when the rivers are open, which they sell and snpg]g ih 8 I;;o thﬁ
with Furopean goods purchased from the company. The French deal {n liehtr?'ne
and take all they can get, and the Indians bring the heavy to us, He nevg kurs»
any Indians who had met the French bring down any light furs, The Freq el: ”‘;w
ment on Moose River is on Abitibi Lake. The trade might be further ¢ tsetg;?l-
by sending up Buropeans to winter among the natives, whjch though the extende
have not lately atterapted, the French actually do.” "'We ha’ve howeve GOn'mdpany
that there was this French fort there. ! T, ovidence

The Lord Chancellor.—Is that the Abitibi settlement that
just now ?

%iordMAberdar%.’-Yis.h I ]:hink 80.

r. Mowat.—No. think it was another one, There j . '
is another river which flows into Hudson’s Bay, or rather i:t:)th :;egoﬁse River, that
. of Hudson’s Bay, and it was upon that that this fort was built, 27, at the foot
%hedLXll;ird reside}xt.-;Tﬁerﬁ is Moose Fort I see here,
or are.—I think there can be no question . ,
territory at the south of James’ Bay, because it w%s the sntfjlzazz ott!] gg td i claim the
sion in various treaties. ntinuous discus-
%Ir. Ibf[oxgtgi-l-—Qu{te 80, 'i‘ny Lord.
he Lor ancellor.,—That is the same fort which you i et
%{ir Bﬁrnes Peacock.—I suppose so. you describo as the Abitibi ?
r. Mowat.—Then the witnesses go on to describe the cou :
show that the French really possessed the interior of the cou,:::yo g‘?:]‘;‘;:egllzg, 0;1;‘:

pletely.
18
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The Lord Chancellor,.—Where do they show that ? I see a good deal of evidence
as to trading, but where is there anything about complete possession of the interior ?

Mr, Mowat.—It was in that way that they did it.

The Lord Chancellor.—That is your argument.

Mr. Mowat.—Of course that is my argument; but that was the only way in
which it was done.

The Lord Chancellor.—These witnesses are certainly speaking to trade,
evidently.

Mr, Mowat.—Yes. That is all they are speaking to. They are telling you how
the thing occurred and how the thing was managed, and showing that the whole of
the interior trade was in the hands of the French. Now, Robert Griffen says:—
“The French intercept the trade, to prevent which the company some time ago built
Henly House, which did in some measure answer the purpose,” That is the only
one that they did build before the cession away from the bay.

Lord Aberdare.—That is to say up on the river ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. Bat if they would build further in the country it would
have better effect. “The French went there first and are better beloved, but if we would

0 up into the country the French Indians would trade with us.” Alexander Brown:

he French intercepting the Southern Indians, and by that means obtaining the
valuable furs. Has been informed by the Indians that the French Canadian Indians
come within six score miles of the Hnglish factories. The French Indiaus come to
Albany to trade for their heavy goods. Has heard Mr. Norton (the Governor,)
say that the French ran away with our trade. If the trade was opened 'the French
would not intercept the Indians, since in that case the separate traders must have out
factories in the same manner the French have, which the company have not, and
being asked: “In case these out settlements were erected whether the same trade
could be carried on at the present settlements, he said: ‘That it was impossible but
the trade would be extended and by that means they would take it from the French.
That if these settlements were near the French they must have garrisons to secure
them against the French and the Indians who trade with and are in friendship with
them (whom he distinguished by the name of French Indians). He heard the
Indians tell Governor Norton in the year 1739 that .the French had & settlement at
about the distance of a hundred or six score miles from Churchill which had then
been built about & year and contained 60 men with small arms.” I think 80 was
the number that was usual at the forts according to the evidence.

The Lord Chancellor.—Where is Churchill ?

Mr. Mowat.—It is on the northern side of the map. Then there is a general
account of the proceedings. I now beg to refer your Lordships to some historical
tgidence of that distant period, which you will find at page 64 of the Appendix of

ntario, '

The Lord Chancellor.—That is a separate docament is it not?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, that is a separate document. It is the smaller documens,
1 will read a little from the beginning of that. It shows the course of proceeding
and confirms what I have said as to the French having occupied the territory in a
way which, according to the rules of International Law_gave them the sovereignty
until the treaty ceded the territory to England. “The Indians therefore te procure
the necessary supply were encouraged to penetrate into the country and were
generally accompanied by some of the Canadians (this is telling the proceedings of
the North-West Company—not of the Hudson’s Bay Crmpany) who found means to
Induce the remotest tribes to bring the skins which were most in demand to their
Settlements in the way of trade; at length military posts were established,” that means
by the French, “at the confluence of the different large lakes of Canada, which in
4 great measure check the evil consequences that followed from the improper con-
duct of these foresters and at the same protected the trade, Besides, a number of
able and respectable men retired from the army, prosecuted the trade in persom
Under their respective licenses with great order and regularity, and extended it to

8uch azgist;£ce as in those days was considered to be an astonishing effort of
- 19
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commercial enterprise.” Then, speaking of missionaries, “they were during their
mission of great service to the commanders who engaged in those distant
expeditions.”

Lord Aberdsre.—From that would it not seem that all those expeditions were
undertaken by the coureurs des bois from the basis of forts erected on the great lakes ?
All this shows that they are hunting and so on, from the basis of these forts and that
the forts were there to keep them in order with the natives ?

Mr. Mowat.—1Is your Lordship referring to the forts at the south of the lake ?

Lord Aberdare.—* At length military posts were established by the French at
the confluence of the different large lakes "—I suppose those are great lakes ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, they are,

Lord Aberdare.— Which in a great measure checked the evil consequences
that followed from the improper conduct of these foresters (coureurs des bois) and
at the same time protected the trade.”  Then it was a sort of basis from which thege
men traded.

Mr. Mowat.—But they did this under the authority of the Government

Lord Aberdare.—That is, only the forts that were erected ; they Were.hun 4
into this open country. I do not think it shows any more than that. 108

Mr, Mowat.—Of course I shall have to show where these posts are There j
quite a large number of forts sonth of the great lakes; then, there is g numbe 01 is
north of the great lakes and in this North-West Territory, which 1 allude to t';ratﬁz
purpose———

Sir Montague Smith.—Those on the great lakes are most import

Mr. Mowa%.—But it is not merely th(%:e, as will appear as yo%O:t:,;I&tafl%r us h’f‘re.
very next paragraph shows it: “ They (the missionaries) were, during theirng'. The
of great service tothe commanders who engaged in those distant expediti(‘)n 1ss:ond,
spread the fur trade as far west as the banks of Saskatchewan River in 5328’ anh
latitude and longitude 102° west.” He gives us the latitude there which sh mort
how far it went up. ¢ Notwithstanding all the restrictions with which s 18
was oppressed under the French Government, the fur trade was extengao‘in:nerce
immense distance which has been already stated, and surmounted man g tl_xe
couraging difficulties which will be hereafter noticed ; while, at the sam}; n;c')st die-
exertions were made from Hudson Bay to obtain even a share of the trad lm:, no
country, which, according to the charter of that company, belonged to it : ((; ﬁ:)he
its proximity is so much more accessible to the mercantile adventarer” "

The Lord Chancellor.—This is what the whole book seems to be—.the hist
the fur trade. - . . Istory of

Mr. Mowat.—Yes; and the fur trade was the only trad .
ritory at that time. ¥ trade prosecuted in the ter-

The Lord Chancellor.—There is nothing specially about the possessions of th
comp]?gr):i‘ Aberd That mes, ‘“according to the ch SO

erdare.—That assumes, 1ng to the charter ”»
this region, invaded by the French chasseurs orgcoureurs des boi(;fg;z ‘;‘:]“;.Pany, that
ing to the Hudson Bay Company ? » Was, 1n fact, belong-

Mr. Mowat —Perhaps I ought not to put it quite so strong as that,
ship sees the words “ which, according to the charter, belonged to th
certainly does assume that in a sense, but——

Lord Aberdare. —Of course, if you quote it as an authority
all together. ’

The Lord Chancellor.—It would seem beyond all reasonsble
French carried on trgge, agd erected, for the purpose of trad
seems no question about that, and apparently, that at the .
Bay Company were not competing pin the {s,ame terﬁmry.sa?: :L‘;‘:,i’;he Hudson
esmblis}h.tfagrito&alll sovereignty, you have done it. enough to

Sir ert ier.—They seem to have established forts, as
west as the Saskatchewan River, which is a long way to the ’wes:.honvguh:vri?i ” fa;
line 30, “One of these, Thomas Curry, Wi(t)h a spirit of enterprise superior to tfn:i gf

2
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you muet take it
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his contemporaries, determined to penetrate to the furthest limits of the French
discoveries in that country, or at least till the frost should stop him. TFor this pur-
pose he procured guides and interpreters who were acquainted with the country, and
with four canoes, arrived at Fort Bourbon, which was one of their posts, at the west
end of Cedar Lake, on the waters of the Saskatchewan.” That is a good way to the
west, I suppose ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes; a great deal to the west,

Sir Robert Collier.—The Cedar Lake is the boundary of this map.

Mr. Mowat.—There are quite & number of them, I have not mentioned them
all yet.

ySir Robert Collier.—I see several forts are marked,

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, all the important ones are marked.

Lord Aberdare.—Is your contention that all these existing places round Manitoba
formed a portion of the district of Upper Canada ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, at least I am not claiming them now, so they may
have formed a portion of it. They belonged to Upper Canada because they were
ceded by France to England.

The Lord Chancellor.—1t is quite clear that that is what Sir Alexander Mac-
kenzie speaks of because he says in the passage just referred to: “ For this purpose he

rocured guides and interpreters who were acquainted with the country, and with

our canoes arrived at Fort Bourbon which was one of their posts at the west end of
Cedar Lake on the waters of the Saskatchewan. His risk and toil were well
recompensed, for he came back the following spring with his canoes filled with fine
furs with which he proceeded to Canada and was satisfied never again to return to
the Indian country.”

Mr. Mowat,—Of course he referred there to the better settled and better known

arts of Canada. If your Lordship would permit me I should now like to call your
Lordship’s attention to a few more passages bearing on this question, as it is a very
important one, in ascertaining what is to establish our case. Sir Alexander
Mackenzie goes on at page 65 in this way : “ Hence it arose that it was so late as the

ear 1766, before which the trade I mean to consider commenced at'Michillimakinac.
he first who attempted it were satisfied to go the length of the River Kaministiquia.”

Sir Robert Collier.—We have read the whole of that passage alrecady.

Mr, Mowat.—I beg your Lordship’s pardon, Theun there is a report by Colonel
de Bongainville on the French post of Canada, 1757, which is at page 25 of the
Ontario Appendix. Hedeals with posts that are not material for our present pur-
pose, I think, but I propose to call your Liordships’ attention to what i3 said on page
27, commencing with line 30, where he does refer to posts that are material for our
g::sent purpose, “ post of the Western Sea (lu mer de l'ouest). The post of the Western

is the most advanced towards the north, it is situated amidst many, [ mean
tribes, with whom we trade, and who have intercourse also with the English towards
Hudson Bay. We have there seven forts built of stockades, trustcd generally to the
care of one or two officers, seven or eight soldiers and eighty engagé; Canadians.
'We can push further the discoveries we have made in that country and communicate
even with California,”” So he there states how many forts they then had in that
quarter,

Sir Robert Collier,—How do you say this report is given, for whom ?

Mr. Mowat.—I refer to this as a piece of historical evidence, it is the only way
We can get at the facts relating to this distant period.

Sir Robert Collier.—But it is a statement by Colonel de Bongainville, to whom ?
It is made on what occasion ?

. Mr. Mowat.—It is taken from a “ Memoir on the State of New France at the
tln;e of the Seven years’ War (1757).” It is from that printed book that I took this
oxtract.

Sir Robert Collier.—Was it addressed to his own Government, or what ?

Mr. Mowat,—It was a book printed for general circulation.

21
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The Lord Chancellor.—However,, the passage you have read speaks of the
g:rticular post which I suppose is to the south of the territory we are talking about,

cause he speaks of communication with California. ‘

Mr. Mowat.—« The post of the Western Sea *’ means all the North. West Territory.
‘What follows shows that. .

Lord Aberdare.—Why was this country called ¢ La mer de 'Ouest ? ”

Mr. Mowat.—The Pacific Ocean was at that time called the Western Ocean, and
it was supposed that this lay near there.

Lordp Aberdare.— Alhough it was in the centre?

Mr. Mowat.— Although it was in the centre.

The Lord Chancellor.—Is this particular post marked anywhere ?

Mr. Mowat —The post includes a numw ber of forts; a post did not mean
building, but it meant a series of forts, o

The Lord Chancellor.—It was a post consisting of several forts ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, you will see that by the garagraph beginning : «“ The

t of La Mer d’Ouest includes the forts og St. Pierre, St. Charles, Bourbon, de la
ine, Dauphin, Poskvia and Des Prairies.”

The Lord Chancellor.—I wanted, if possible, to see them on the map.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, they are all on the map.

T.ord Aberdare.—This country is called ¢ La Mer d’Ouest ?

Mr Mowat.—All these are considered to be new and they are so marked : * Posts
of the Western Sea.” It embraces the whole of the territory; the whole of the
North-West went under that name, in fact. It comes down right into Hudson Bay

Lord Aberdare.—~ On this map, the letters * Western Sea ” unfortunately g<;
through Manitoba. It was so called because it was supposed to be on the shores ot
the Pacific, where also California was to be found.

Mr. Mowat.—I may mertion here that one of my friends, who is with me here
from Canada, has given attention for thirteen or fourteen years 1o this subjeat, and
is an expert in all geograpbical matters connected with it. If Yoqr Lordships v’vould
allow him to address the court, besides myseif and my learned friend, Mr. Scobell. on
that part of the matter simply, it would shorten the whole discussion, :

The Lord Chancellor—Uh, no; as we said yesterday, we cannot hear three
counsel.

Mr. Mowat.—Then, my Lord, this goes on to describe all these post i
out where they are situated. Your Lordship has looked at them on tl?e m:pa:](qldploslsic)s-

ose 1 need not read them over, but at each of them there are officers, at each of them
there are soldiers, at each of them there are men employed in very large numbers
—eighty. In this respect, much more was done to acquire sovereignty for France
than the Hudson Bay Company did to acquire sovereignty to England over what-
ever territories they had to deal with, although the forts were comparatively fewer
and they were rot named anything like so exteneively. I think one of the things
appearing in the evidence here shows that they had only 120 men altogether in all
the other forts, instead of the very large number that the French had. Your Lord-
ghips were asking who he was, and | mentioned some things about bim. I shoald
have mentioned also that this number was submiited to General Montcalm. at the
timeo it was written, and that officer testified to the correctness of the info’rmaﬁon
which it contained. )

At page 28, speaking of this post, Colonel De Bongsinville says ;
Ia Mer d’Ouest merits special attention for two reasons; the first, t
pearest to the establishments of the English at Hudson Bay, y
movements can be watched; the second, that from the post,
Western Sea may be accomplished, but to make this discovery it wil| be pecessary
that the voyageurs give up all views of personal interest.” Then he goes on to sa
amongst other things, what steps were taken for the purpose of discovery T}{é
French always had that matter in view, and were constantly making discover.i os and
extending their possessions, Then, at page 39, we have got the post of Tahtibi.
« Tahtibi is & post dependent upon Temxsg;mmgue, situated at 120 leagnes from the

one single
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precedent fort. Towards Hudson Bay, each post may contain one hundred mean;
they subsist on game and fishing, they sow no grain and have no village. All this
Ogt;;xtry is mountainous and not at all fertile. g‘he post produces about 120 bundles
o rs." N

The Lord Chancellor.—Where does that lie? ‘

Mr, Mowat.—It is a little south of St. James’ Bay. We looked at that before.
Then he describes a little lower down the method of proceeding. At line 30 he says :
“We call congé the licenses or permits that are granted by the Governor General
for a canoe laden with six thousand pounds of merchandize intended to be sold in
one of the posts indicated, such a licente costs fifty pistoles. The Governor General,
who isat liberty to give more or less, applies these funds for the maintenance of poor
families of officers. Account is given to the King of only twenty-two licenses. The
Governor sometimes gives as many as forty, the half of the fifty pistoles goes to the
King and the other half is at the disposal of the Governor for gratuities,” Now, my
Lord, I bave collected the evidence here in regard to every one of these forts and
posts, Some of it I have read and some of it I have not read. I do not know
tv;l.:ether my learned friends on the other side are going to dispute any of these

ings.

gThe Lord Chancellor.—1 should doubt whether they would dispute the historic
account of these things given at the time, in 1777, by a well-known French writer,
and, as you say (ard I daresay correctly), aspproved by the Government of Quebec,
I should think theeffect of that probably would not be agreed upon between you, but
the facts, I should think, would be agreed. )

Lord Aberdare.—I suppose that all these various fortresses that are scattered
over these various places were put there by Frenchmen, would not be disputed. The
question ig, as the Lord Chancellor has said, the effect of that. ,

Mr. Mowat.—Well, I think for the present I will not trouble your Lordships
with putting together the vast amount of evidence that there is bearing apon all
these forts. Then, as your Lordships bave asked me what evidence there is as to
how far this territory was ever claimed by Upper Canada as belonging to it, I will
refer ycur Lordship to what appears upon that subject, First, they are necessarily
historical documents 10 a considerable extent. The first I would mention is at page
412, where there is a petition set forth; it commences at page 410. It is a petition
by the Earl of Selkiik in reference to an Act of Upper Canads, which is entitled :

“An Act for extending the jurisdiction of the Courts to the trial ard punisbment of
persons guilty of crimes and offences committed within certain parts of North
America adjoining the said Provinces,” and it was farther enacted  that all offences
committed within any of the Indian territories, or parts of America not within the
limits of either of the said Provinces of Lower or Upper Canada, or of any civil
government of the United States of America shall and be deemed to be offences
of the same nature and shall be tried in the same manner and subject to the same

unishment as if the same had been committed within the Provinces of Lower and

pper Canada.” The Act itself is at page 409; the petition is at page 410. The
Petition is a long one, and the passages that I am going to read to your Lordships
are the only ones probably that are material for our present purposes. ‘lhe Earl
of Selkirk complaired of this Act and he wisbed to have it disallowcd.

The Lord Chancellor.—I do not see that he complains of the Act. At page 410
there is a complaint against some legal proceedings in the Canadian «ourts.

Mr. Mowat.— Yes, but in connection with this Act, and I have s statement here
Which shows that Upper Canada was claiming jurisdiction. It is one piece of evidence
}ashow how that Upper Canada actively ciaimed jurisdiction beyond the due north

o.

Lord Aberdare.—Westward to an indefinite distance, he says.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my lord. At page 412, if you will allow me, I will read these
two or three sentences which will show what I mean. He complains of the chief
Judge of Upper Canads, in defiance of the Aot of Parliament which declares phe
Western boundary of Canada to be a line drawn northward from the point of junction
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of the rivers Ohio and Mississippi. Of course that was his point that that was our
limit, and he says that there was an Aot of Parliament saying 8o, and that the chief
judge acted in defiance of that * and in o position to the unanimous decision of the
court at Quebec, asserts that the western district of Upper Canada extends westward
to an indefinite distance.” That is the expression that your Lordship read just now.
So that there was the Earl of Selkirk pointing out what it was, which in his view, the
chief justice of Upper Canada asserted on that subject. “That in consequence of
this extraordinary doctrine your memona!lst is apprehpnswe that under the provi-
sions of this new provisional Act the chief justice will not hesitate to issue bench
warrants for the purpose of arresting several persons now resident at the Red River
Settlement,” and so on. I citethat as an historical statement of what ig said in
regard to that distant period. o L

The Lerd Chancellor.—You cite it as an historical statement, but {
favor ? . .

Mr. Mowat.—I cannot press it beyond what it says.

The Lord Chancellor.—Because it says: “That the chief justice of Upper
Canada in defiance of the Act of Parliament which declares the western boundary
of Canadato be a line drawn northward from the point of junction of the rivers Ohio
and Mississippi, and in opposition to the unanimous decision of the court of Quebeo
asserts that the western district of Upper Canada extends westward to apn inde.
finite distance.”

Mr. Mowat, —Yes, but your Lordship will not take this counstruction of the Aet
of Parliament.oh L It

The Lord Chancellor —If you use it a8 a statement for an r
use-it for all. How can it be ?1 staten(lient vﬁith re}f;ard to the righi’:? pose, you must

Mr. Mowat.—No, not with regard to the rights. I do not cite j

Sir Barnes Peacock.—You cite it as an histgrical statement onll;r t;())f? :ﬁ:ﬁgygg{
of the chiet justice ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes.

Lord Aberdare.—Were these acts commitéed :i:la Upper Canada ?

Mr. Mowat —It was said to be in Lower Can: notin U .3
Lower C-nada in the De Reinhard case. ’ Pper Canada; it was

Lord Aberdare.—As against the unanimous decision of ¢ :
defiance of the Act of Parlié;ment, he made tlhis ae%artion ? he whole court and in

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. There was a trial in Lower Canada in 18
charged of murder away up in the disputed territory, and in that c];.sel tl:g g(f)tﬁgzrlsx%!lls
that our westerly limit was a due north line from the Mississippi. It had never
been held before and never acted upon before whatever; and it appears from these
papers in print that the question was referred to England as to whether that eon.
struction of the Act of Parliament was the correct one, and after a good deal of cor-
respondence, no opinion of the law officers appears to have been obtained. At all
events after very diligent enquiry and search in these papers we haye not been able
to find thac there was, and ultimately the man was pardoned. That is a single cage
in which a decision of that kind was made, and there was a great mass of fvidence
which we have now, to show what the true construction of the statute was ; for
instance, there was a vast number of commissions there, and the judges had no’t the
advantage of those commissions, and the great argument, and the conclusive arga-
ment was, that the Act of 1774 recites that its object was to give a Governmentg to
those colunies and settlements, namely, the Government of the British Crowa. It
was not brought before the court at all, nor a great variety of other matters. If
reliance wax placed onthat I should show how very little material for jud .
this point this court had ; but, at all events, their judgment was never
it was never acted upon in that case, and it has not been acted upon by a

The Lord President.—Was it not acted upon in McLellan’s case ?

Mr. Mowat.—He was acquitted; and on the occasion I am mentioning, the
Quebec court charged the jury, and they came to a conclusion on whatevefg".mes
were brought before them. No doubt th;r is that judgment, but this court wonid

8 it in your

gment upon
acted upon;
ny court.
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not take their judgment as being correct unless it was right, and I argue it was
Wrong,

he Lord Chancellor.—I do not think you can make very much out of a state-
hent of that kind.
'~ Mr. Mowat.—I only put it as one pieze of evidence, I am asked whatis the
Pposition taken in Upper Canada with regard to this territory, and that is one of the
Pieces of evidence that I put forward, and it is only one. .

Sir Barnes Peacock,—The prayer of the memorial is, that their Lordships “ will
take the Provincial Actinto consideration as early as possible, and will advise the

rinco Regent in Council to disallow the same.”

The Lord Chancellor.—Which was done—it was disailowed ?

Mr, Mowat.—No; it was allowed.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—What was the Act ?

Mr. Mowat.—It is at page 409.

The Lord Chancellor.—However that seems to add very little light, because
that seems to provide for a jurisdiction in parts of the province *which are mnot
Within the limits of the county or counties,” but what the province is it does not say.

Mr. Mowat.—No ; it does not.

. Sir Montague Smith,—~What does it say, that under these Acts they might go
into these districts ?

Mr. Mowat.—That they claimed the right to go, and would go.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—Had they ever done so before the Hudson Bay Territory
was settled ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. I will tell your Lordship what evidence there is. At page
413 the same thing is said by the Hudson Bay Company, your Lordship observes.
They informed the Lords of the Committee of the Privy Council that by * the inter-
Pretation which has been put upon it by the chief justice and the law officers in
that province, it has had the effect of operating as an ex post facto law with respect
to several of your memorialists’ officers and servants, contrary to the established
Principles of justice and to the law of England. For, in consequence of such inter-
Pretation, criminal prosecutions were immediately scommenced and a bill of indiet-
Inent preferred against certain of their officers and servants for a conspiracy to
destroy the trade of the North-West Company in having committed certain acts
alleged to have taken place at Fort William (a trading post of that compauy) two
Years prior to the passing of the said colonial law. Your memorialists further sub-
mit that Fort William, where the said acts were alleged to have been comumitted, is
not Upper Canada” —that is carrying out his idea that it was a due north-west

undary—* being situated to the west of the boundary line of that province (as
established by Aet of Parliament, 14 George IlI, chap. 83) and, therefore, not within
the jurisdiction or subject to the Legislature of that province.” That was his
Construction.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—Fort William is within this part?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, it is within this part. It is a little west of the due north line
Rear the shore,

Sir Barnes Peacock.—This is what is incladed in Qutario by the award ?

Mr. M wat.—VYes, this is what is included in Oatavio by the award,

Sir Robert Collier.—The object of this Act was to enable the Governor by
sroolamaniou to declare that any part of the territories was within the Province of

anada for the purpose of eriminal jurisdietion. :

The Lord Chancellor.—No; it assumed that there were certain tracts not part
of any prescribed township or coanty, but which woere within the limits of the
Provinco. Lt did not define any tracts. Assuming that it was within the province
the Act oxtended there. R

Sir Robert Collier.—* Auny of the said tracts of country.” Itsays: ¢ All parts
of wh +h proviace.” [ should read * tracts nf country ” as'meaning tracts of country
Rot being paris of the province, not being within the limits of any prescribed town~
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ship or county for the purpose of trying prisoners. It is merely for the purpose of

trymvﬁhpl%aoners.
The Lord Chaucellor.—No, it is not o, It is ¢ An Act passed in t
of His Majesty's reign, intituled : '‘An Act* for the better P i the 38%;&?:

province, large tracts of country are comprehended in the several districts of this
province which are not within the limits of any township or county therein.”
Sir Robert Collier.—* Which are not within any township or county ? »
The Lord Chancellor.—Of course, with regard to that Act, we must see whether
there was any such Act, and what was the effect of it. '
Mr. Mowat.—It is rint&dhimmediatelyhpreceding.
Sir Montague Smith.—What you cite this for is to show thatund i
did exercise ju%isdietion within these districts, and that they were tr:;tggs ;ﬁctbte]ilgy
within the Act. 4
Mr. Mowat.—Treated as being within the Act.
Lord Aberdar%.v-—WlIJelxl'e is it? 4 :
Mr. Mowat.—What I have just read is at e 413, and befo i 3 i
1 want also to read something from Chief J usﬁﬁf Powell’s repol;.i P ::;tlfg. w‘tlll). ‘té
which is printed at page 41]()5. ) 18 subjec
Sir Barnes Peacock.—Do you show that under that Act ti :
the Ontario judicial officers in that part which is nowt?:éﬁxgveaés .evetrhany oy (ll
l)eforiiI th& Hudson Bay Company’s settlement ? m the awar
r. Mowat.—Yes, there is some evidence of that, I thi
show your Lordships, I do not know whether under that Act l(])f n})t. sll)mél beuable b
whether it was under this Act or not there were trials. » but at all ovents
Sir Barnes Peacock.— You say there were trials ?
Mr. Mowat.—Yes.
Sir Barnes Peacock.,—In the part included in th
Bay ﬁomﬁany’s settlement ? P ¢ award before the Hudson
r. Mowat.—Yes. I think I shall be able to show you : .
your Lordships allow me to read.what Chief Justice Pow):all 23;0 r?xfhg’, that. WI%}
commencing ** The outrages,” at page 416. This is the statement thate hparagxi:p
«The cutrages at Fort William were presented in the western district efn{? o8
Canada, that post ”—that means Fort William—* having been ever cons'do- d Pp‘:};
of that district by the proprietors of the Governments and the cm;rhe - tp”ia
supreme ccurts of Lower Canada had adjudged that it was without the Pr & yet & ‘;
Upper Canada.” He complains there of the adjudication in Lower Canadaovmge. 0
contrary to what it was always considered to be in Upper Canada, i
The Lord Chancellor.—The Supreme Court of Lower Canada had adiudged that
it was without the Province of Upper Capada. judged  tha
Mr. Mowat,—Yes.
@ Sir Rosbert Collier.— What became of all this? Chief Justic
at “the Supreme Court of Lower Canada bad adjudged t i :
Province of lgpper Capada.” What finally becamé] ofgthat ?hathg,s Xafsi V&thout thg
a8 b?&ng&vithin orIwithout the province ? nally treate
r. Mowat.—In that particular case in which the jud
and iv which the prisoner was found guilty, it was disponedg?;fenitx ‘zﬁi? :
Government sent to the Imperial Government here the papers, the notlis w;:a yh. T!ﬁ
and the peints, in order thut an opinion of the law officers migi}t be 0{:39 tde tri
whether the Iccality was or was not in Upper Canada, whether the jud ;;net ?s ]:o
eomrt on tbat point was correct. Well, it seems to have rested Jthegr efn o bt :
two yesrs. 'J"_here wae a correspondence about wanting the opinion bnte'f 1‘1): ‘a iy
any opinion given we have no record of it, at all events we cannot ﬁ’nd it;1 ere was
ﬁordMAbertdar%-—Ax{[(‘a you speaking of De Reinhard’s case. )
r. Mowat.—Yes. The question was, whether the spot was si i
Canada or in Lower Canada. My friend has pot cited a (?ase, or gg;?;’gd‘&agﬂp":
was ever a cate in which that view which the Lower Canada court held | in th ?Igo
Reinhard cace was ever acted upon by anvhody. It was acted upon by no Go(:'erﬂ'
26
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Went afterwards, it was acted upon by no court afterwards, either in Upper or
Lower Canada, and whatever law tEere was required to be acted upon or put in force
In thig territory was the law of Upper Canada. The Province of Manitobahss printed
B0 appendix setting forth a report of Judge Ramsay discussing this question of
boundaries; and the report so printed has this memorandum added to it, which I may
thorten the matter a little if Iread it, because it really shows what was done and
What was well known to have been done in this territory west of the due north line
I Upper Canada. This is at page 71. L.

- Mr. McCarthy.—If my friend would allow me, it might shorten the time if I
8dmit, as I ought to admit as a matter of fact, that up to the height of land, that is
l{%Ween Lake Superior and the height of land, Upper Canada did exercise jurisdic-
tion. I leave my friend to point out that which is beyond the height of land.

Lord Aberdare.—How far ?
on thMr. McCarthy.—1It is about 40 or 50 miles. Your Lordship will see that marked

e map.

Lord I;Lberdare.—That; land would not go so fur as the Lake of the Woods.

Mr. McCarthy.—No.

Lord Aberdare.—There is only one particular map which shows it.

Sir Robert Collier.—What do you call the particular height of land? Is it up

at way or down here? (Pointing on a map.) )

Mr. McCarthy.—Your Lordship will see it is marked on this printed map.
(Keferring to another map.)

[Mr. McCarthy pointed out on the map the position of the particular territory.]

Mr. Mowat.—The due north lines are here.

Mr. McCarthy.—Yes; I admit that they exercised jurisdiction between the due
Borth line which we now claim as the proper line, and the height of land.

Mr. Mowat.—And that you always did so, so far as the information goes.

Mr. McCarthy.—I cannot say at all,

The Lord Chancellor.—There is an Act in 1803 “ For extending the jurisdiction
of the Courts of Justice in the Provinces of Lower and Upper Canada to the trial and
Rnnishment of persons guilty of crimes and offences within certain parts of North

Merica adjoining to the said provinces.”

Mr, Mowat.—That is under commission.

The Lord Chancellor.—Therefore giving an extra territorial jurisdiction.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, but not necessarily. The Governor might at his discretion
Suthorize it.
that iir Robert Collier.—You do not say the right to the land was exercised under

ct.

Mr. Mowat.—No. The documents here show that with reference to that Act of
1803 that it was passed in consequence of murders committed in Athabaska. Iam
Dot quite sure how far my friend’s submission extends. If he admits that that part
‘West of the due porth line up to the height of land is a territory in which Upper
~8nada always exercised jurisdiction, of course I have nothing moie to say. That
18 all that is needful for me to make out.

. Lord Aberdare.—Oh mno, he does not, because that is a very small part indeed
Which was allotted to them.

Mr, Mowat.—Yes, I know that, but so far as regards that which is west of the

dugl}lo'rth line, and up to the height of land, I must ask my friend to give me some
ission, A

88 Lord Aberdare.—You made some case as to Fort William, and so forth. and he

Y8, “ Yes, as to Fort William ; that is all very well,” but beyond Fort Wiliiam, he

Dot admit anything.

Sir Montague Smith.—He admits that which is beyond the due north line.
th, Mr. Mowat.—Yes, that we exercised the jurisdiction. There is no doubt at all

8% we exercised jurisdiction beyond the due north line,
v Mr. McCarthy,—Obh, yes. I think they did continually. I think, so far as
Pper Canada is concerned, different townships have been laid out there under the
27,
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municipal jurisdiction of Upper Canada. It is between the due north I d the
helght. of land and Fort William, a8 your Lordship sees, is in that territorl;!yl? a
%r Robert Collier. —Yes. v th
r. Mowat.—The jurisdiction is not only the equity jurisdiction of th rts
but also a jurisdiction as to granting land. Grants of land were from timeet?)o:ime'
made weat of the due north line (there is evidence of that) by the Province of
Canada, and I believe by the Dominion.

Mr. McCarthy.—Oh, no. . '

Mr. Mowat. —Not by the Dominion, but by the Province of Canada before the
Confederation, of course when the only right of doing so was that this formed part of
Canada; and very extensive mining grants were also made.

Sir Robert Collier.—Mining grants ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes.

Sir Robert Collier.—You are able Lo prove all that I suppoge ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. I had better show it at once.

Lord Aberdare.—If it is accepted up to the watershed, there i i
it. I think the learned counsel on the other side admi";ted th;i nt(c))v;l::his h: v:;:;‘o
also formed there ? p

Mr. McCarthy.—Xe%. N .

Lord Aberdare.—And that would be exercising territorial jyriediat:

Mr. McCarthy,—Yes. g 1al jurigdiction also ?

Lord Aberdare.— But then the argument, as I understand is:
if you once show that this territory, beyond that articular t;gﬂzr;hla;slagagﬁe;?
New Canada, that that would apply to the whole of the district ii:c]uded];n the
award ; but this admission was limited to that portion of the district which is on the
east.

Mr. McCarthy.—That is so. I think my friend will not
exercise of any jurisdiption beyond the height of land that wz:so tt?: l?::iito show any
tand E'S;r Montague Smith.-~Then you say beyond that that there have been grants of

gd'.r.MMcCarthy.-Yes, in that same territory.

ir Montague Smith.—In that same territory, but that vo
the territory with respect to which the submission has been Zm?lg??rry grants boyond
Mr. McCarthy.—I do not carry the grants beyond the heights of land
i{w Mﬁn(t}ague Smith.—Perhaps that also will be admitteq, ’
r. McCarthy. —Yes. That theyexercised jurisdictj :
and 50 on. y y ion here as re gards timber

The Lord Chaucellor.—Up to the height of land ?

Mr. McCarthy.—Yes.

Lord Aberdare.—On the western side?

Mr. Mowat.—No, I do not admit th:é.

Mr. McCarthy. —My friend does not admil it, 80 I shall have t, i A

Mr. Mowat.—Do you say on the west of the height of landg prove it by and by

Mr. McCarthy.—Yes.

Mr. Mowat, —Oh, that is another thing.

Sir Robert Collier.—You say jurisdiction is exercised up tq ;

Is th]?l heiﬁht of land s%)xeu of as the boundary of the jurisdigtign h:nlae;%h;n%f land-
r. McCarthy.—Yes. I think in several places it is, for inst, i
which my friend will admit—— P » [0r Instance, in the treaty)

Sir Kobert Collier.—Is there any Act of Parliament in i :
¢ the hoight of land ”’ is mentioned ? Wwhich what is called

Mr. McCarthy.—Yes. There was a treaty with the Indiang ;
treaty took in all the land. y "8 in 1850, and that

Sir Montague Smith.—No, you are asked whether in any of ¢ ]
relating to the criminal jurisdict’ion there is any Act of Parli:ment lil; gv(}):i’gﬁlfcniﬂ
mentioned ?
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. Mr. McCarthy.—No, not in any of the documents relating to the criminal juris-
diction. I am speaking of an official document, and this was an official document.
Sir Montadue Smith.—That is another matter.
Mr. Mowat.—The jurisdiction is only exercised in all parts of Upper Canada
-3ocording as the population gets into it. There is a large part of the undisputed
erritory of Upper Canada which has not yet been surveyed, which is quite unocca-
Pled. There is no population there; and, therefore, there is no occasion for the
®xercige of jurisdiction. .

. Sir Robert Collier.—You get from this due north line, you have got the juris-
diction beyond it, and you have got to the grants of land beyond it. You do not
&dmit that the height of land is the boundary ?

Mr. Mowat.—Oh, no.
Sir Robert Collier.—Then how far back do you go ?
Mr. Mowat.—The commission to Lord Dorchester—the commission of 1786—
®pecially carries the boundary to & point which is beyond the height of land.
Sir Montague Smith.—And the Quebec Act ?
Mr. Mowat.—Yes. I rely on the Quebec Act and the purpose of the Quebec
Act, and T rely on the Order in Council in 1791, which declared that all Upper
anada was to be included in Quebec, and then all the correspondence which is
Printed here shows that to be a contention.
Sir Robert Collier.—We have heard all that.
., Mr. Mowat.—Yes, you have. Then there is an admission by the Dominion
Hself, which I think is of some value. At page 122 of the Supplemental Appendix
ere is printed the material parts of a Dominion statute to readjust the represen-
tation of the House of Commons and other purposes. It iz a supplemont to the
Appendix. The Appendix is in two parts,
Mr. M-Carthy.—We have not seen that.

Mr. Mowat.—I suppose that does not matter. The court will, I suppose, look
3t any papers that are material. That is so agreed even if the papers should not be
Printed. This is & statute under which the settlements in the awarded territory are
Tade part of the Ontario District of Algoma for the purpose of representation,

The Lord Chancellor.—This is an Act of 1882 ?

Mr, Mowat.—Yes.

The Lord Chancellor.—How does that bear on the question ?

Mr, Mowat. —Well, it is an admission by the Dominion.

The Lord Chancellor.—An admission of what?

Mr, Mowat.—It is an admission in effect that the territory in question is part of
ontario, because it is given as a part of Ontario.

The Lord Chancellor.—Where does that appear? Is it in the Act?

. Mr. Mowat.—Yes, it ie in the Act. The recital refers to the census which has
Just been taken and declare that the Province of Ontario requires to elect additional
Members in consequence of it, and 8o on. There is nothing more in the recital
Which is material for either of us, Then the first clause declares of how many mem-
ers the House of Commens should consist, and the second clause recites, “ that the
%aid Province ” &c., &o. (reading the clause down to the words) “ as it now is, except
80 far as it may be altered in the following provisions of this Act.” Then there are
T0e provisions which are not material, but the material oue is printed here, “in
tario the settlements,” &o., &c, (reading down to the word Algoma.)

Sir Robert Collier.—It is merely an adjustment of the territories ?
ontal@r.?Mowat.—Yes, but why should it be annexed to Ontario if it is not part of

Tio ‘

The Lord Chancellor.—What was the date of the award we had before ug?

a Mr. Mowat.—1878. We coutended that if the Dominion asserted that the
tl::atl‘% was ;vrong that this territory was no part of Ontario, why should they state
was :

. Sir Montague Smith.— Pending the dispute, they rather adopt the award in the
1terval for this purpose. 8 Pt By P
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Qir Barnes Peacock.—It says,  part of the Electoral Distri »
What is that ? ' istrict of Algoma.

Mr. Mowat.—That é; the Onta};-io Electoral District.

Lord Aberdare.—What is the name by which this district prinei 4
It is not down in the map. Something beginning with a I{l’(: principally went

Mr. Mowat.—Keewatin. Keewsatin was not a provinge,

. Lord Aberdare.—It was merely & name,

Mr. Mowat. ~Yes, it is & very narrow strip. Nothing turns . '
there is & very narrow strip called Keewatin in the t%rritor;POX lg:i“p et:;:el:l
Manitoba and Ozllltarto :?2 u:)olnded ué K?ievgatin and it was a very narrogv strip in-
doeed, assuming the award to be correct and the original boundari :
remain what they were. " ) g aries of Manitoba

Further, as bearing upon tais point of the English River not bei i
of the Hudson Bay Company and being within the bounds of Upper l()}‘e;:gd :niﬂgg
refor for a moment to the maps. .My learned friends rely upon the maps Woll. theY
are very varied. They are very inconsistent with one another, and Wh;lteVep % hfor-
mation existed about this territory was really obtainable only ’from the Hudson BaY
Company. Therefore the maps are such information as is understood to be conveyed
by those to whom inquiries were made by the map makers of the Hud v a)"‘
Company, who alon9 l}ad mfox:matlon on the subject. When the matte u bse%n y
arbitrators the Dominion applied to the Hudson Bay Company for ar was or;'ch
would throw light upon the question of boundaries, and the Hudsonlg maé)s w lny
furnished four maps. Oaly two of thoge, I believe, were of aay impo ftazg ox;lxplae
to throw any light in any way whatever on the question in dispute pand un?‘ ?‘1; nea &ly
one of those two seems to !)e missing, but here is the other Which’irs et doM'?. holl’s
map. It is the map stated in the evidence to have heen before the Ce ite pod
when the treaty of 1783 was made, and 1t is a map which is ver 01? mission nd
appears to have been very much used. It comes, as I have saij dy fﬁ,‘;" thwom';ar
of the Hudson Bay Company. Now, how does it lay down the bormde cu?.n o
Now. in this map the boundary line is laid down north of the Lake of th ary li

Sir Robert Coilr‘lrer.——Which line ? o of the Woods.

Mr, Mowat.~—The line which is spoken of .

Hudson Bay Compzim v poken of here as being the bounds of th®

Sir Robert Collier.~That is the northern bo

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. undary ?

Sir Robert Collier.—How about the western bound

: ?

Mr. Mowat. - I do not think there is anything in t aye o .
upon that. I ouly refer to it for the otherypnrgose‘ hri\sh::g ‘sh would throw hgh,:
in the same way, which give as the boundary a line north of th;aLa lt{xumber of ms i

Sir Robert Collier.—But not as far west as the Lake of the Wo?)de ‘%‘ the Wo

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, and as far west as the Lake of th Vs’

Sir Robert Collier.—Then that is in your favor. ¢ Woods.

Mr. Mowat.— Yes, in that respect it is in my favor

Sir Robert Collier.—~Then let us see it. )

(The map was shown and explained to their Lordshi

Sir Robert Collier.—If they give a line 3.) .
is in youxﬁfavor? T vE ine as far west as the Lake of the Woods ¥

Mr. Mowat.—There is the line and there is th
them outf%. bert Coll N o Lake of

Sir Rabert ier.~According to that, Canad
they say tlheir ovn}r ;erritory, the Hudson Ba’y, lies ?a would go on here. Where 47

*Mr, Mowat.~—That is the line which wmarks it. s
there is another height of land which rans away fa.rlfxc::tglﬂ;?"g‘{tly colored. Th:‘;
the heiglg gt; lant(i} it woulr%[‘ give us the Bnglish River. " 0 i yOU tako that

Sir Robert Collier.—This is the boundar,
the Woods. oundary of Canada, and there is the Lake of

30
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The Lord Chancellor.—It seems exactly so far to correspond with the boundary
?:hichl has been laid down unless the introduction of the smaller map there do-troys
118 value,

Sir Robert Collier.—At all events they treat Canada as going as far west as the

ake of the Woods—perhaps further. Then they claim to come down near to the
iIsm'l:e? of the Woods. That is not very far from the line drawn by the arbitrators,
i

The Lord Chancellor.—This surely shows it somewhat further south than the
award does,

Sir Robert Collier.—Somewhat further.

Mr. Mowat.—The English River is not marked upon that. .

% }?ord Aberdare.—The waters of the English River found their way into Hud-
0 Bay,

Mr. Mowat.—Ultimately, after travelling a thousand miles.

Sir Robert Collier.—This would seem to represent the Lake St. Joseph and the
Other lake called the Long Lake pretty much as it is here,

Mr, McCarthy.—But the Lake of the Woods is too far north of that map.

Sir Robert Collier.—As far as I can understand, that would represent the Lake
of 8t. Joseph. I suppose this would represent the English River ?

The Lord Chancellor.—Which do you say is the Lake of the Woods ?

(The lake was pointed out.)

. The Lord Chancellor.—Then it is very inaccurately laid down, But there is no
oubt this would correspond exactly with the awarded boundary.

Sir Robert Collier.—Therecabouts I think.

The Lord Chancellor.—Exactly this other part. The Lake of the Woods seems
% be shown too far north.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, and that would afford room for the English River and the
Borth of it in Canada.

Sir Robert Collier.—The Hudson Bay Company treat all this pink as theirs.

hen they treat the brown of Canada as theirs,

The Lord Chancellor.—That chain exactly corresponds with the northern boun-
dary they award.

Sir Robert Collier.—The brown they put as Canada.

The Lord Chancellor.—There can be no doubt of the extreme aceuracy of the
Proportions and distances.

Lord Aberdare.—Was that map before the arbitrators ?

Mr, Mowat.—Yes, my Lord.

The Lord Chancellor.—~Produced by which party ?

Mr, Mowat.—They were procured and put in by the Dominion, The idea was,
88 it is here now, to put in everything,

_ The Lord Chancellor.—The Dominion will not deny, I suppose, then, that some
Weight is to be given to it.
. Mr. Mowat,—Then there are other maps to the same effect. I have two of ihe
Original maps here—one i3 & new map of North America, from the latest
18coveries. The date is 1763. That is the very year of the cession and there it
81ves the bounds of Hudson Bay by the Treaty of Utrecht. I shall show that it is
8 mistake, but that shows what was supposed (o be the boundary.

Sir Montague Smith.—Where does this map come from ?

'The Lord Chancellor. —There is the Lake of the Wo1ds, bat the other lakes are
Rot laid down at all.

Mr, Mowat.—It only shows it north of the Lake of the Woods. That is all
Can argue for that.

Sir R. Collier.—They put themselves as above the Lake of the Woods in that

ction, but they do not appear to come down here, '
b The Lord C ancellor.—el‘hey do not appear to claim to come down there. Is
8 & Hudson Bay map ?

Mr, Mowat.—I do not know what it :;1

dire
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The Lord Chancellor.—It is by some geographer ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. .

Mr, McCarthy.— It was not a Hudson Bay map ?

Mr. Mowat~No, but it was forwarded by the Hudson Bay Company to the
Dominion for the purposes of the arbttrapmn. Then I have pinned to it another old
map, of about same period, and also showing the line north of the Lake of the Woods-

Sir R Collier.—That is the same thing.

Mr. Mowat.—That is a different map by a different author, but it is really the
same thing. There are agreat number of maps which show the line in that way-
1 refer particularly to Mitchell’s because it was the only map of any value which the
Hudson Bay Company fgrwarded when they were asked for maps for the purpose
of illustrating the question. There was another map furnished by the giugson
Bay Company, which has been mislaid since, but there is a statement here as to the
offoct of it. It was not disputed at the time, and, no doubt, will not be disputed
here. It was a map dated 1748. The statement your Lordship will find at page 66
of the Joint Appeudix. It bears the Royal Arms and the arms of the company an
seems to have been prepared by the company in view of the Parliamentary enquiry
of that period, and for the purpose of showing the limits which the Company then
claimed.

Sir Robert Collier.—You are now reading from the proceedings before the
arbitraton ! vat—Yes, th islaid £

r. Mowat—Yes, the map was mislaid for the moment. : ich
this map gives as the company’s southern boundary is consi derab;l;rhz(};gﬁ ‘:;‘h;h ;
height of land, even as shown on this map, for the line is therein made to cub
Frenchman’s River.”’

Sir Robert Collier.—Who says this ?

Mr. Mowat.—This is my statement, *“ And several other rivers the
map as flowing into Hudson Bay. The company does not, by the 111:;%w21:;n to
the height of land even so far as these comparatively small rivers ave concerned:
Their southerly line on the map runs {o the eastern shore of a lake called N imigon,
thence to and northerly along the eastern shore of Winnipeg, and thence northerly
to Sir Thomas Smith’s Sound in Baffin’s Bay.” Now there is & manuscript map
coming from the custody of the Hudson Bay Company and not claimin ar? part
of the territory which the arbitrators bave given to us, That is a map sfm g’ the
company. 1t is one of the only two. perhaps, of any moment sent by the comy;)any
10 the Dominion for the purpose of throwing light upon this question. We have
the one map (Mitcheli’s) upon which I bave been comm 3

: ep o s enting and h i ther
one perhaps still more valuable because it is in manuscript an% muste;: ;fr;ssm(;d o
have been prepared for the company itself. I have mentioned here that it has th®

ompany’s arms upon it and the date indicates that it is th ioh v
;re I:arég for use by the Parliamentary Committee in 174 8? map which was probably

The Lord Chancellor.—It is unfortunate that it is not produced. Can we dra¥W
gafe conclusions frg\t}x; a rgported gyéun}ent‘l?] .

Mr. Mowat.—There is some difficulty there. I cannot : th
sides ‘made search for these maps, and Mitchell’s map wazofgsgctlhl;ugt }n)lfit:e;;a T
not yet been discovered. Then there are a number of other waps 2 ehich show Eouﬂ‘
daries that would not include the territory in question,

Sir Montague gmitg.—-Bounfda;iesgfdwhat ?

Mr. Mowat.—Boundaries of the Hudson Bsa .
Albany, avd I have not been able to prodace then{ Company. Some of these are i

Sir Robert Co}lier.}rvg'lhere d(}J thrgyhcome from ?

Mr. Mowat.—I will tell your Lordship what the : o8-
on the maps which we had before the arbitrators, ang ;ll;?;:h ?gn?i%zi zhl;st v?iil ln%tn f
in the separate Appendix of Ontario. Page 116 is what I am going to refgr t0.

The Lord Chancellor.—There seems to have been an immensognumbet of maps r

Mr. Mowat.—~Yes, my Lord, animmense number of maps, The tarn the thivg
has taken has been a little different from what we expected or ilerhaps some of these’

]
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maps might have been procured. All I can do now is to refer to the notes in regard
them. This is a coufirmation of the inference one would draw from Mitchell’s.
map, namely, that the territory in the award was not cl.axmed by the Hudson Bay
mpany at that time. The note is that it “shows & line exactly the same as that
. of Mitchell's map of 1755, already mentioned. It is engraved and colored, but has
Do inscription. The map extends further to the westward and to the eurtward than
tehell’s, but the line stops, incomplete at either end, at the same points as on his.”

The Lord Chancellor.—Mitchell’s is the one we saw ?

Mr, Mowat.—Yes.

The Lord Chancellor.—Which seems to make the chain of lakes the boundary to.

@ north ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord. This map, 120, is also a map which is at Albany.
That is also following Mitchel), and, therefore, perhaps it is not worth my while to
Tefor to that particularly. Then 132 is another, on page 121.

Lord Aberdare.—Were all these maps before the arbitrators ?

Mr. Mowat.—These notes' were before the arbitrators, and a few maps. The
Rotes were before them.

Sir Robert Collier.—Here you state “The western limit of the mxp is a little
West of the Lake of the Woods.”

Mr. Mowat.—‘ A line engraved and colored and marked Bounds of Hudson
Bay by the Treaty of Utrecht” commences at the point in the western limit where
® line on Mitchell's map of 1755 (hereinbefore mentioned) produced westerly would
®nd, 8o that it confirms Mitchell’s only it carries the line further west and runs
®asterly in about the same position as Mitchell's map to the eastern limit of the
P.”  Then the following 133 confirms the same view. “ A new map of North
Anlotal'iea, showing the advantages obtained therein to England by the peace, has
line corresponding to that on Mitchell’s map of 1755 (ﬁereinbefore mentioned)
ar west as the terminal point of that line and running thence south-westerly to the
Western limit of the map in about longitude 103° and latitude 49° 12. The name
4nada on the face of the map applies westward to the same limit. The sources of
'l‘e Mississippi are in about their true position—Lake of the Woods has no feeders.”
ben No. 144, my Lord, contains a line marked, * Boundaries of Hudson Bay by
® Treaty of Utrecht,” It follows substantially the height of land from a point
®8t of Lake Mistassin to a point north of Lake Nepigon (crossing, however, a river)
ence it runs westerly, passing the Lake of the Woods at a distance of about half a
gree north of that lake,

Sir Montague Smith.—North of the lake ?

Mr. Mowat.—North of the Lake of the Woods,

Sir Robert Collier.—¢ Passing the Lake of the Woods at a distance of about
halfq degree north of that lake.”

Mr, Mowat.—-So it would give to Canada the whole Lake of the Woods and
%omething more. It was not actually measured.

Lord Aberdare.—That would take it up about to English River ?

Mr, Mowat.—That is what I contend.

The Lord Chancellor.—Where is Lake Mistassin ?

- Mr. Mowat.—It is east of St. James’ Bay, my Lord. Itisla lake of considerable
1Z8, east of St. James’ Bay.

Lord Aberdare.—Not Lake Nepigon ?

Mr. Mowat.—No.
the 1i:ord Aberdare.—That is just east of the Ohio line.  Just east of the eastern of

0?
Mr, Mowat.—The northern part of Lake Mistassin is in a line with the northern
m‘,t of St. James' Bay, and some distance to the east. There are also other maps
Ich T will call your Lordships’ attention to by-and-bye and which give as this line
1o the' bounds of Hudson Bay the height of land to the east and running away up
Split Lake which would be north of the Enpglish River,
Lo;g Aberdare.—Split Lake is on ty“e Nelson River ?
-3 :
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Mr. Mowat.—Yes. That line would be qaite north of any partof the awarded
territory. Split Lake is marked on the map on Nelson River? pYou(l2 Lf)l:'dgz?p wi
see the linz thsge. The 1i ari the Enlish ’

Lord Aberdare.--The line appearing on the English maps of th. entul

Mr. Mowat.—Yes. It will not be disputed that line is ayso thereea]xlsghofx?otm?of
these maps, It is north_ of tbe English River and is an authority therefore that i
would be in English territory. Io some of these maps, all that territory west of thab
line to Split Liake, is marked as French (_Janafla. Then another point, as to the limit
of Canada, is established by the negotiations in respect of the Treaty of Utrecht.
will just take me & minute or two to mention what 1 refer to. The negotiations will
be fouud at page 490. At page 00 the particular memorials on which I rely fof
this purpose will be found. Your Lordship will find at the foot of page 500 & memori
from Monsieur de Torey to Mr. Prior. He gives an account of what has been dop®
upon there negotiations. This was before the Treaty of Utrecht by which the

udson Bay and Straits were given up to the English and Commiésaries were 10
be appointed for the purpose of deciding how the territory was to be divided. BY
the previous Treaty of Ryswick the right of France was recognized to what wa8

actically all the forts of the bay, with one single exception. Then Engla?

aving recognizud the right of France to all those forts, whatever territory should P®
considered as accompanying the forts of course went to France likewise. Then i®
consequence of the success of Bmtu?h arms the Treaty of Utrecht was much more
favorable to England, and Bogland msmt.ed upon getting the whole bay and atraité
and insisted also upon France surrendering all the posts and forts that were on th®
bay, and as I have said the Commissariss were to be appointed for the pur
of determining exactly where the line should be, The English Government gives
to the Hudson Bay Company authority to receive possession from France of thes®

osts and forts on the bay. They were delivered accordingly, and there is a mem?
rial from the Hudson Bay Company declaring (my learned friends, [ presume will
not dispute) that the company were satisfied with regard to the foris which we’r° 0
be delivered. They were the forts which the treaty provided for. But there was 2¢
agreement a8 to how much terntprx should go. Itis clear, however, that the porti
tory was very near the bay, and it is very important to observe this, because, Wb¥
ever territory did not go to England under the Treaty of Utrecht, whate¥®
territory remained to France after the Treaty of Utrecht, would be ps’.rt. of thst
Canada which was ched to England in 1763, Whatever r;mained to France by
Treaty of Utrecht in 1713, went to England under the Treaty of 1763, and will pob
bo claimed by the Hudson Bay Company. It certainly cannot be claimed succe®,
fully. Now, we know there was only & limited amount of territory claimed previ®
that treaty and for the purpose of the treaty by England. These papers show it:
refor, I have eaid, to the memoir from Monsieur de Torcy to Mr. Prior. “ The
plenipotentiaries of Great Britain insist that it shall be expressed that France shal
restore not only what has been taken from the English, but also all that Engl‘“"l
has ever possessed in that quarter. This new clause differs from the plan, and
would be & source of perpetual difficulties; but to avoid them, the King has gent ¥

his plenipotentiaries the same ma of North Ameri 1 5o
p;elgpotep‘l;tiaries of Great Britain.g rica as had been furnisbed by
T

he Lord Chancellor.—Have you that map ?
Mr. Mowat.—We have not got the very map,
Lord Aberdare.——',%‘his is it,dI suppose?
Mr. Mowat.—The lines are drawn, however,
The Lord Chancellor.—We saw Mitchell’s ;n‘;l)?n the map that we have.
Mr. Mowat.—The map itself we have very d?ligent]y on both sides endeav"f”d
to get- .

g The Lord Chancelgg;.l-—%‘his lshof 1(110 value. It is 1763 o
Mr. Mowat.—Pro or & hundred years the m ’ I ghall
able to show to your Lordships that maps of that periogpoga\svk&?tﬁ; is & do-tted
line, which is copied upon the map whxch3 we bring here—~—

4
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S———

Sir Robert Collier.—Are you speaking of this map now ?

Mr, Mowat,—Yes.

The Lord Chancellor.—I see upon the map in my hands a line colored, which is
Jarked as the line alleged by the English, and that seems to go between Liake

epigon and Lake Superior. It is impns«ible to make an exact comparison between
:::. _ It certainly would pass through ths territory now given by the award to

Tio,

Mr. Mowat.—That is one of the Finglish maps. .

Lord Aberdare.—I see you have, on the map with which you have farnished us,
3 dotted line showing the boundaries of Hudson Bay by tho Treaty of Utrecht.

0 what is that founded ?

Mr. Mowat.—I put that in as showing that some of the maps have that state-
Ment upon them, There is no doubt the Treaty of Utrecht was never followed by
3ny agreement. I observe my learned friends have put in a memorandum declaring

t the question is disputed whether the bounds were ever settled under that treaty,
&nd 3 sentence is copied from Mr. Phillimore’s book on International Law, for the
Purpose of showing that. But I ean show, beyond any sort of doubt, the bounds
Were never settled under the Treaty of Utrecht. That is a mistake which has got
'oto & number of the maps. ’

[Adjourned for a short time.]
wp Sir Barnes Peacock.—[ think that old map you produce has not got any date

on it, '

Mr. McCarthy.—Yes, my Lord. It is dated the 13th of February, 1755.

. Mr. Mowat.—My Lords, in several of these maps which have been looked at, and
10 a number of other ma 8, the statement is made that the boundaries were settled
ter the treaty of Utrecht. It is rather curious, in connection with those statements,
at the lines laid down as the boundaries, being settled by the treaty of Utrecht, do
?(’t agree at all. On some of the maps, it is the line 49, In others it seems to
Ollow the height of land; and in another set of maps, the line so described runs
4Way north to Split Lake. That fact indicates that there must be some mistake in
Saying that the boundaries were settled by the Treaty of Utrecht. My learned
onds think it important to make out that they were 8o settled.
thi The Lord Chancellor.—What is the clause of the treaty which relates to this
8 matter? It is at page 504, is it not ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, clause 10.
ki The Lord Chancellor.—“The said Most Christian King shall restore to the
apagdom and Queen of Great Britain, to be possessed in full right power, the bay
sit.. Straits of Hudson, together with all lands, seas, seacoasts, rivers and places
Oltuate in the said bay and straits, and which belong thereunto, no tracts of land
Ar Of sea being excepted, which are at present possessed by the subjacts of France.
likl Which, as well as any buildings there made, in the condition they now are, and
e Wise all fortresses there erected, either before or since the Freuch seized the

8me, shall, within six months from the ratification of the present treaty, or sooner, if
S8ible, be well and truly delivered to the British subjects.” Is there anything
ut boundaries there ?
Mr. Scoble.—In the same article, a little further on,
8 Mr. Mowat.—It says that the commissaries should meet for the purpose of
%ﬂmg them, ‘
The Lord Chancellor.—I suppose they did.
eo Ml‘: Mowat.—No, my Lon£ they did not. They met, but they vame to no
Oclusion, and it is very curious that;we find on so many of these maps the statement
they 528 to the boundary. It is a statement that we cannot admit, and it is carious,
::} n the Oregon ma:{'er, it was assumed that the commissaries had met, and had
hin od on the line 49, It is perfecily certain that the fact is otherwise. If that

e had been settled, it would be an important element in deciding the present
06 but it is quite clear upon the documents that nothing of the kind has
' ~°“1'1‘e26. I have mentioned one thing that makes it clear, and that is that we find

ner ; 35 )
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the boundaries vary so much on the different maps. Another thing ig thi o .
not pretended youy ean find apy such agreemelrlt. It is nowhex% lsuthlgsttl;?lt ;ﬁ‘i
anyony has been able to find the agreement that the commissaries %ﬁtered 'nta
There is nothing but these maps on which this statement is to be found e
Sir Montague Smith.—Is the commisgion to the commissioners published ?
. Mr. Mowat.—Yes, the authority under which they were to act is published. and
is angong}gt the papers. (I&» ;f at page 5016.). . P » 80
ir Barnes Peacock.—The papers relating to the pr inos
Utreoht? Lhe pap f g proceedingsiunder the Treaty of
Mr. Mowat.—There are also some further papers that w
after the Joint Appendix was printed, and whichpare now p:ig?:dagns‘tll?ze%?]igtl.y
Appendix, at page 34. Ithink the first in date is there. The title of it is ivenm;
Bage 33, “ Memorial of the Hudson Bay Company to the Lords of Trgd ad
lantations, 3rd October, 1750.” ade an
The Lord Chal%cellori——A long tifme afﬁr?
Mr. Mowat.— Yes, a long time after. urpose is
time it had never been settled. 1 suppose itymgy l?e assumetg iglif?mth“ tup t(l) that
1750, inasmuch as the treaty was in 1713, it was 1ot likely to hay Sbno settled in
all, and it is only a few years after that the whole territory is ce?i getn slgttled y
Then at the top of page 34 it says:—* That in pursuance of the said t::r ?c ng;anltli.
especial Commission of qu late Majesty, Queen Anne, dated 20th J ?8‘ ylf aln the
said bay and lands were delivered up to, &c., and commissioners w. uly, 1713, the
settle the said limits and adjust the damages, &c., and commigsari ere appointed to
to setile the said limits and adjust the damages, &c., and proe 1;5; more appointed
the said commissaries towards settling the same, but ,the £ o eedings were had by
the settlement of the said limit to & final conclusion.” Y Were never able to bring
Nobody was so interested in this matter as th
gelves, and we have that statement of theirs in an oﬂi?cgildsgg Bay Company them-
Lord;‘ of Trade and Plantations. ument addressed to the
hen the next paragraph is:—‘The boundary i
Hudson Bay Company to be seitled on the limits 01}: :i]l;e ef)}:z?n PrtO[;)osed by the
and the places belonging to the French at the south end of the sa?ﬁ , etween them
from the several memorials and a map or a plan then resenteg i) as ?lppeayg
Hudson Bay Company to the Lords Commissioners of Trade%nd still y the sai
your Lordship’s office, was the same as the line now proposged b 1} remaining in
for the south-esst and south boundaries, and so on? §O th Yy your memorialists
ment, Lhat up to 17560 ngothinhg of the kind had taken place ere we have this state-
Then again in 17569 we have got another memorial fr
is at page 5%7 ofhthe J ﬁint A peti(li]ix. ‘ al from the company, and that
The Lord Chancellor.—But the inference to be d . .
?ﬁey gefer b’o: the map in the ;l‘re!}ty othtrecht they r:;;:rste:x:;n li' gllsistl:]altm ;;)h%l}
at date ause it i8 qui ar from t.
map? cause it 18 quite clear irom the passage, at page 500, that there was such 8
Mr, Mowat.—Yes, it is clear, but unfortunatel .
The Lord Chancellor.~—And inasmuch as thg;::v};: \;e n:ﬁbeeln al:ile to find l.:f
very large terms to restore what had been considered to hga eli;; undertaking I
French from this country in the absence of a settlement b V:’h en tak'en. by the
should suppose that the British map is that which must be yef ey de commissioners
Mr. Mowat.—Your Lordship will give it such weight ag i:r(ia to? ] We
have not got the map at all. We have some indications of what :h entitled to.
but v:{‘% ht}j: goéhgot eilther u%p.k © map containéd
e Lor ancellor.—We know there was a Briti
was this general undertaking to restore ““the same m.tf;ho?“ ’ ax;;i we know ther
been furnished by the plenipotentiaries of Great Britain,  His M‘;‘ft America as é‘ t0
be drawn upon this map & line which describes the bOundarie'Legltly haﬁ RSO eT
as he has reason to think they may easily agree upon this point on ﬁgfh a'dman it
however, there should be any obstacle v;léich the plenipotentiaries cann:tl ::;noﬂ
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the decision must be referred to commissaries to be named for the adjustment of
the boundaries of America.” That is the passage. Then there never were any
actual persons appointed commissaries to make the English maps referring to the
map connected with the Treaty of Utrecht. .

Mr. Mowat.—It would be hard to bind us by the maps of private parties on a
_point of that kind, )

The Lord Chancellor.—Not at all. Secondary evidence !is receivable in such a
case where you cannot get direct evidence ?

Mr. Mowat.—I think I may leave that to my learned friend.

The Lord Chancellor.—It is quite clear when Mitchell’s map was published—the
exact date appears. But the view of the Hudson Bay Company was that under the
Treaty of Utrecht it was within the boundary there marked: Then there was the
map of 1703, when I suppose the elements of dispute were already existing, showing
a straight line which runs between Lake Superior and Lake Alemipigon. No doubt
‘there are a great many things laid down with a certain amount of inaccaracy on
that map, and in a matter of detail it would be comparatively of little use, but it
‘shows that the then English pretensions were regarded by France as being to an
apparently straight line parallel and running beyond the end of Hudson Bay,
eastward,

Mr. Mowat.—Mr, Justice Draper’s paper, which is printed with Appendix, and
‘which was submitted on behalf of the province to the House of Commons’ Committee,
pointed out the variations in the position which the Hudson Bay Company took
from time to time, and then on the maps, while there are some mentioning the line
‘your Lordship referred, there are other maps which give another line.

The Lord Chancellor.—This is a French map which comes from the Government
‘Survey of France, and is stated to be identical with that which is found in the Library
of the Ministry of Marine of Paris. It is dated in 1703, 10 years before the Treaty
of Utrecht, and itisa map of Canada, or New France, and is one from the French
point of view, and it lays down this as the line of the English pretensions.

: Mr. Mowat.—The Treaty of Utrecht is 1713.

The Lord Chancellor.—1 say it is 10 years afterwards. Then this is before the
treaty which shows what the French 10 years before the treaty understood to be
English claim.

Mr. Mowut.—Bat, my Lord, it is quite impossible that can be the case, and you
will see that when you see that by the Treaty of Ryswick the French had all the

sts on the Bay, with the exception of one. That was in effect all but one—except
ort Nelson. In 1703 that was not the English claim.

The Lord Chancellor,—Is this your map? Unless the parties had put this yellow
line on it, which is bardly likely, because the words are in the French language and
are printed, it certainly represents what in 1703 the French understood to be the
English claim of the boundary between the two countries, and as 1 say that corres-
ponds with an irregular line now drawn no doubt, but it was a perfestly regular
and straight line drawn south of the lakes between Lake Alemipigon and Lake
Superior, to a point at the end of Hudson Bay, and then runnirg off through Lake
Mistassin to a place south of Davis’ Straits and Baffin’s Bay.

Mr. Mowat.—I think the fact is those lines were put on in 1719,

The Lord Chancellor.—It comes from your own clients. .

Mr. Mowat.—It was put on for the purpose of showing the forts that are there.

. The Lord Chancellor.—For whatever purpose it is put on, is oc is not La preten-
8lon des Anglais” partofit. Ifithasbeen pat on for the purpose of this case, we most
entirely disregard it, but if it belongs to that date it shows that the French Govern-
Tnent thought what ten years before the Treaty of Utrecht was the English claim.

. Mr. Mowat.—I will see what evidence there is upon that and my learned friend
Will mention it to your Lordships.

The Lord Chancellor.—This is a map of some imaporiance with reference to tl_xo
Treaty of Utrecht, because the French agreed to give up certain things described in
very general words under the name of restitution not cession.

31
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The Lord Chancellor.—And I think it was your observation that the success
of the English in the war that preceded the peace of Utrecht led rather to an enlarge-
ment of their claim. .

Mr, Mowat.—Yes. Ultimately the whole territory had to be ceded, England
was 80 successful, .y .

The Lord Chsncellor.—You mean after the great war in Lord €hatham’s time ?

Mr. Mowat.—1 will mention shortly the other evidence that there was no settle-
ment, The memorial that I have just ref.errqd to states yh.is, dated in 1759. “ Com-
missaries were appointed to Bettle the said limits and adjust the damages the com-

any had sustained, which, for the ships and goods of ‘the company taken by the

'rench appears by an account stated in the year 1713, and delivered to the then
‘Lords Commirsioners of Trade and Plantations, amounted to upwards of £100,000,
besides the damages the company sustained by the enemies burning three of their
forts and factories at Charlton Island, Moose River, and New Severn, and proceed-
ings were had by the said commissaries towards settling the same, but they were
never able to bring the settlement of the said 11m1t§ to a final conclusion, nor did the
said Hudson Bay Company ever receive any satisfaction for their said damages.”
This is what the company itself says:—

“That the papers which were laid before the said commissaries, and the Minutes
of their proceedings, as also a memorial relative to this matter, which in the year
1950, after the conclusion of the last war, was presented to your Lordships, remain-
ing, a8 your memorialists believe, in your Lordships’ office, it is conceived from
thence will appear the best state of the rights of both Crowns and of the territories
and claims of the said company, that ean be laid before your Lordships, whereto your
memorialists beg leave to refer. Your memorialists therefore humbly hope, in case
any treaty of peace shall be set on foot between this nation and France, that your
Lordships will intercede with His Majesty to take the premises into his royal con-
sideration, and that he will be graciously pleased to cause your memorialists t0
have full satisfaction made them pursuant to the said Treaty of Utrecht for theafore-
said depredations they are thereby acknowledged to bave sustained from the French
in time of peace, and for which ratisfaction is by the said treaty agreed to be made
to the company, and that the limits of the said compary’s territory muy be settled,
a8 by the said treaty as also agreed.”

Then the Dominion, for whom my learned friends are presumed to appear here,
in one of their despatches to the Secretary of State for the Colonies, dated the 8th of
February, 1869, which is to be found at page 287 of the Joint Appendix, make this
statement. The particular statement I am going to read is at page 294, and it is &
declaration of my learned friend’s clients, As no definite boundary was establiched
between the possessions of the French in the interior and the Englith at Hudson
Bay down to the Treaty of Paris, 1763, when the whole of Canada was ceded to Greut
‘Britain, the extent of the actual possession by the two nations for some period, say
from the Treaty of Utrecht to the Treaty of Paris, affords the only rational and true
basis for ascertaining that boundary.” That is the very thing I am contending
before your Lordships now.

Then letters are published in the Appendix, showing the searches that have been
actually made and the result of them, for any such division. For example, Mr.
McDermott was -employed by the Dominion Government for this purpose, and the
result of his examination appears at pages 717 and 718 of the Joint Appendix. He
says this: ¢ The boundaries of the Hudson Bay Company, as defined by the Treaty
of Utrecht, areshown on both editions of Mitchell’s map as following the height of
land which forms the watershed of rivers running scuthward to the lakes of
northward to the bay. I do not find, however, in the records and correspondenc®
of the Commissioners of Trade and Plantations (which consist of docnments i®
Fronch, Latin and English) any mention of a decision arrived at by the commis*
sioners appointed to fix this boundary matter and other disputed questions.”” That
is up to 1270,

The Lord Chancellor.—Those are re?:zgnt documents ?
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—
—

Mr, Mowat.—Yes, they are the recent investigations as to whether iliere was &
Settlement or not. We have carried them up to a very late date, indeed, ar.d we have
been all searchirg in every possible way so that there is no doubt whatevor that the

‘boundaries were never settled. Mr. Justice Draper, in his paper put in on behalf of
Canada before the Committee of the House of Commons, makes the same statement
on page 196 of the Joint Appendix.

The Lord Charcellor.—I thought you describcd a passage you read at page 294
28 emanating from the Hudson Bay Company. That seems to have been from
their opponents when the question was being agitated as to whether they had any
rights or none ?

Mr, Mowat—I did not read it as from the Hudson Bay Company. I read it
88 being from the Dominion Ministers.

The Lord Chancellor.—They were at that time endeavoring to persuade the
Eoglish Government to treat the Hudson Bay Company as having no rights.

Mr, Mowat.—They are my opponents here.

The Lord Chancellor.—You cannot deduce any argument from that ?

Mr. Mowat.—Your Lordships may very fairly make an inference from that.

The Lord Chancellor—What I infer is that they were very anxious to get rid
of the Hudson Bay Company altogether at that time ?

Mr. Mowat.—No doubt but they would pot say what was untrue. They have
not been able to show since that those statements were incorrect. Then there is
French evidence to the same effect from the Memoir of M. de la Galissonidre in the
Joivt Appendix, page 514. .

The Lord Chancellor.—I think it may be assumed that if the effect was that
the commissioners pever settled anything, England continued to claim to pass
under the restitution what they had claimed before at least, if not more.

Mr. Mowat.—But then would the Hudson Bay Company be entitled to it? It
is one thing for the Crown of England to leave it and another thing for the Hudson
Bay Company to have it.

Sir Robert Collier.—Still it does not seem to be a very accurate map so far as
I can make out.

Lord Aberdare.—They did not know much about it at that time,

. Sir Robert Collier.— I was only remarking that the map is clearly inaccurate.
The Lake of the Wouds does not seem to be marked on it.

Lord Aberdare.—I see that this very document which youn have just now quoted
assumes that the possessions of the Hudson Bay Company are very large, because
they say “ They are there, however, by at least a show of right. Being there, they
obstruct the progress of Imperial and colonial policy, and putin jeopardy the
sovereign rights of the Crown over one-third (and, as some think, even a larger
portion) of the North American continent.”

Mr. Mowat.—I do not know whether the reference there is to the Hudson
Bay Company’s territories or to the whole territories over which they had the
exclusive right of trading, because there was an enormous territory over which
they had the exclusive right of trading and wbich was not included in their charter

Sir Barnes Peacock.—It seems to apply to Rupert’s Land.

Mr, Mowat.—In 1750 there was an attempt to settle the questio: be' ween France
and England, and then M. de la Galissoninére was one of the commis: ioners appointed
for that purpose, and at page 514 he expressly states that nothing was done. At
the foot of that page the statement which I refer to is to be found. * The Treaty of

trecht had provided for the appointment of ccmm:ssioners to rrgalate the boun-

ies of Hudson Bay; but nothing has been done in that matter. The term

Teatitution which has been used in the treaty couveys the idea clearly that the
glish can claim only what they have possessed.”

The Lord Chancellor.——That is a French argument ?

Mr. Mowat.—But we have French testimony, in addition to English testimony,
that the matter had never been settled, and there can be no doubt about it at that
time because he was one of those authorized to endeavor to come to a settlement.

’ 39
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He was himself one of the commissioners. We have an official French document
a little later than that too, namely, the instructions to M. de Vaudreuil, dated
Versailles, 1st April, 1755, which is to be found at page 515 of the Joint Appendix.
That is five years later. ¢ By Article 10, of the|Treaty of Utrecht, it had been agreed
that commissioners should be named on both sides to settle the boandaries between
the French and British American colonies. On oceasion of an expedition that the
English fitted out in 1718, against the fishing ports which the French had in the
Islands of Canso, the two courts did in fact nominate commissioners to decide the
roperty of these islands. The commissioners met at Paris. At the very first con-
ference, those of the King of England, who claimed that the Islands of Canso were
dependent on Acadia, which was ceded to the English by the Treaty of Utrecht,
were convinced, on inspecting the map which they presented themselves, that those
islands were, on the contrary, included in the reserves expressed in the article of the
Treaty of Utrecht containing the cession of Acadia, and that, consequently, France
had retained the pioperty thereof. They withdrew saying they required new
instructions from their court and did not again make their appearance. Although
there had been guestions on d.lﬁerent occasions that since presented themselves of
paming other commissioners in execution of the treaty, the HEnglish had always
eluded it until the last war; and Sieur de Vaudreuil is better informed than any
rson how they abused the moderation,” Hoere he inveighs against the Eoglish a
mtle. “ Which had always governed His Majesty’s proceedings and views since he
has been a witness of their unceasing usurpations in the territory of Canada during
the long peace which followed the Treaty ot Utrecht.,” Then a little lower down there
is this siatement. * As yet the commissioners have not entered upon the limits of
Canada.”

The Lord Chancellor.—* They (the English) have not yet explained themselves
respecting the extent they propose giving their Hudson Bay boundaries. But it is
to be expected that they will wish to stretch them to the ceatre of the colony of
Canada in order to enclose it on all sides.” I do not know what value you ascribe
to this document. It does not seem to me to have much.

Sir Montague Smith.—Youn use that simply to show that no map had been made
or any boundaries settled ? '

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, . _

Sir Montague Smith.-—You have shown that in various other documents. [ do
not know whether the other side deny it.

Sir Robert Collier,~—You had better wait till the other side show there was s
gottlement,

Sir Montague Smith.—Because that is all you have been laboring.

Mr. Mowat,—That is all, but I found amongst their papers that they inteaded
to set that up, and, therefore, I thought it worth while to seleet the evidence to
show that there was nothing in it. Then there is just one matter more
which I will speak of, and I will give place to my learned friend who is with
me in the matter, to supply what I have omitted. I want to show your Lordships the

ition taken with regard to all the matters by the Province of Canada aud by the
ominion. Your Lordships will see it is no new claim that we are settiog up at all.
It is merely continning a claim that has been advanced for a considerable period:
The territory which the arbitrators gave us was really only a small part of what had
been insisted on as beionging to Canada in the strongest possible language. I do
not say that Canada had invariably asserted her right to it. I do not say bat that in
some despatches expressions are found which imply that those who happened to be
then members of the Government, or in charge of the particular departments, may not
have been alive to the interests of Canada, but then the general scope of the position
oceupied is very plain from what I will call your Lordships’ atteation to. For
instance, at page 289, your Lordships will fiad a despatch of the Canadian delegates
to the Uuder Secretary of the 8th Febraary, 1849,

The Lord Chancellor.—That is again I suppose part of the controversy as to the

Hudson Bay? 0 '
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Mr. Mowat.—Yes. I want to make out that the Hudson Bay Company arc aot
-entitlod to any part of the territory which the arbitrators have given us; at all
events not to that part which Manitoba and ourselves have a dispute about. That is
all that I am reading this for. This is about the middle of the page.

Sir R. P. Collier.—The date of this is 1869 ? .

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, it is so recent as that, It is the Dominion itself
setting these things up. * It will be observed that two things are assumed in these

roposals to the company which the Canadian Government have always disputed.

irst, that the charter of Charles II is still valid, and grants the right of soil or
freehold of Rupert’s Land to the company. Second. That Rupert's Laod includes
the so-called fertile belt, extending from the Lake of the Woods to the Rocky
Mountains. The law officers of the Crown in England have, on two or three occasions,
given their opinion in favor of the first assumption, but never so far as we are
aware in favor of the second. The reportof the law officers in 1857 admits that the
geographical extent of the territory granted must be determined by excluding the
country that would have been rightfully claimed by the French authorities as falling
within the boundaries of Canada (which the charter itself excludes by express words)
and states that the assertion of ownership on important public occasions, as at the
treaties of Ryswick and Utrecht should be considered, and also the effect of the Acta
of 1774 and 1791, The most recent opinion of the law officers of the Crown which
we have seen (6th January, 1868,) as to the rights of the Huadson Buy Company
does not even by implication support their present claim to thefee simple of nearly
one-third of the American coatinent. On the contrary, Sir John Harslake, and his
colleagues conclude their report with the emphatic statement that it is very neces-
sary, before any union of Rapert’s Land with Canada is effected, that the trae limits
of the territory and possessions held under'the charter should be accurately defined.
An assumption therefore which covers so much ground and is unsupported by any
competent legal authority, which ignores the repealed protests and claims of Canada
aod seeks to supply a basis upon which a surrender for valuable consideration may be
made is, to say the least, a most favorable assumption for the company. We notice
these points in Mr. Adderley's letter before remarking on Sir Stafford Northcote’s
roply to prevent the possible inference that we have acquiesced in them.” Them
they present this argument in the same paper at page 293, which I adopt and read
to your Lordship as being a correct view of the matter, and it is the statement of the
Dominion itself at the time. Take paragraphs 1, 2, 3 and 4. “The charter of
Charles I1 (and for the present we raise no question as to its validity) could not and
did not grant to the Hudson Bay Company any territory in America which was
not then (1670) subject to the Crown of Eogland. The charter expressly excluded
all lands, &o, then possessed by the subjects of any other Christian prince or state.
By tho Treaty of St. Germaine-en-Laye (1632) the King of Eogland resigned to the
Kiug of France the sovereignty of Acadia, New France and Canada gonorally, and
without limits Lia Nouvelle France was then un lerstood to include the wholo region
of Hudson Bay, as the maps and histories of the time, English and French, abund-
antly prove.

The Lord Chancellor, -- That is not an allegation that Canada had claimed it ?

Mr. Mowat.—That particular sentence is n.t, but this presents concisely the
argument against the company having any territory that could come down to where
‘We are now,

The Lord Chancellor.—No, it goes very much farther than that. It speaks of
the whole territory of the Hudson Bay Company. Lt seems to me to have very
little bearing indeed on the particular questiou before us.

Mr. Mowat.—In 1863, my Lord, all the maps really did show that, and in all the
Maps of that date the whole region of Hudson Bay is markedas if it belonged to New

rance or Canada, but of course when England got part of it that part ceased to
long to New France. Fifth. “ At the Trea y of Ryswick (1697), twenty-seven
ﬁears after the date of the charter, the right of the French to places situated in
udson Bay was distinctly admitted and although commissioners were appoin
41



49 Victoria Sessional Papers (No. 28.) A. 1886

—

(but never came to any agreement) to examine and determine the pretensions which
either of the said kings hath to the places sitaats in Hudson Bay and with authority
for scttling the limits and confines of the lards to be restored ou either side, the
places taken from the English (i. e. for the Hudson Bay Company) by the French

revious to the war, and re-taken by the Eoglish during the war, shall be left to the

rench by virtue of the foregoing (the 7th) article. In other words the forts and
factories of the Hudson Bay be established in the Hudson Bay under pretence of
their charter and taken possession of by the French in time of peace oun the ground
that they were an invasion of French territory, were restored by the Treaty of
Ryswick to the French and not to the company.”

The Lord Chancellor.—Does this add anything whatever to what you have
pointed out already ? )

Mr, Mowat.—Well, my Lord, I have been asked several times what position had
been taken with reference to this territory and I showed that the old Province of
‘Canada took this ground, and I show that the Dominion of Canada have taken it since.

The Lord Chancellor.—I cannot see in the passages here any suggestion that
4his was part of the Province of Canada ?

Mr. Mowat.—But that was the object of this statement.

The Lord Chancellor.—No, it was rather that the Hudson Bay had no right to it ?

Mr. Mowat.—I quite agree, but the inference to be drawn from that is that
Cansda had the right to it.

The Lord Chancellor.—I do not see that any such inference is to be drawn.

Mr. Mowat.—Well, I thought so, my Lord. Another view of the matter occurred
to me which may be stated in a word or two. These territories were in dispute, at
all events there was large territory in dispute from time to time between France and
England, and France at one time was recognized as the owner of all the territory
about Hudson Bay with the exception of one fort and whatever territory might be
considered as connected with that fort which England reserved and the company

sessed. Now, what is the effect upon legal ownership of a transaction .of that
ﬁzd when there is no meeting of commissaries, no agreement as to how much
territory is to go with those different forts? [t is important to notice that when we
oome to consider the effect of the Treaty of Utrecht very much more territory was to
go 1o England under that treaty than under the Treaty of Ryswick, because under
the Treaty of Ryswick nearly the whole of the territory went to France, under the
treaty of Utrecht the bay, straits, and whatever territory that would command was
iven to England. Commissaries were to be appointed under that trenty likewise,
t thoy never were appointed. Now, there was a_large territory around Hudson
Bay previous to that treaty belonging to France. How are we to determine now as
to the effect of the treaty of Utrecht upon that? Where is the line to be drawn and
upon what principle can it be drawn? It seems to me that you might regard it as
unpartitioned property. The legal ownership of the property had been in France
8t the time of the trealy or the agreement. It was to be divided in x.me fashion
between England and France, and I submit that the principles of partition would
apply. I refer to that for this reason: I understand that when a court is called
upon to partition property as to which there is a joint ownership, or when commis-
sioners are called upon to partition a property a~ to which there is a joint ownership
they consider all the circumstances and have a discretion in reterence t, what is fair
and just to determine and where to draw the line. I ask your Lordships here, if that
isa Erinciple which applies to draw the line o as to g@vo us such territory us under
all the circumstances not more but less than the Province of Ontario might fairly
olaim ? Upon these and other grounds, I hope your Lordships will see your way
%o come to that conoclusion.

Sir Barnes Peacock,—Can you tell me whethor Schedules A and B, which are
annexed to the Order in Council are printed ?

Mr. Mowat.—We have them printed but this, book contains the same materials
and therefore we did not file those 2

4
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. . Sir Barnes Peacock.—Is the schedule printed anywhere? The Order in C ouncil
is here but not the schedule,

Sir Montague Smith,—Everything in the schedule is printed ? )

Mr. Mowat.—Yes; your Lordships will find in this book, in a different form
and in a different order, but the materials are here.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—Are they here ?

Mr. McCarthy.—Yes. )

Sir Barnes Peacock.—What is the page? 1have the Order in Council here.

Mr. Mowat.—Does your Lordship mean the Addresses of the Houses?

Sir Barnes Peacock,—Yes ; the Addressesiof the two Houses of the Dominion to
the Queen as to the manner in which this land surrendered by the Hudson Bay
Company was to be decided.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes, my Lord, that is printed.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—I dare say it is, but I could not find it.

Sir Robert Collier.—Will you give us the reference and that will do now ?

1 Sir Barnes Peacock.—1t is not annexed to the Order in Council a8 it is printed
ere.

Mr. Mowat.—1I will give your Lordships the reference afterwards.

Sir Barnes Peacock.-——Do you contend that if the Hudson Bay Company was in
possessioh de facto, I will only say de facto, if this land which is included in the
award before it was surrendered that can be now given up as an addition to Ontario ?

Mr. Mowat.—Will your Lordships find it necessary to consider that, because
they were certainly not in possession ? It is perfectly certain that this territory——

Sir Buarnes Peacock,—1Is no part of what was surrendered.

Mr. Mowat.—1 think the Hudson Bay Company were not in possession at the
time of the surrender in 1763.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—I mean at the time of the surrender in 1869,

Lord Aberdare.—At the time of the surrender by the Hudson Bay Company
to Canada ?

Sir Barnes Peacock.—Yes, at the time of the deed of surrender of the 10th
November, 1869, on page 315.

Mr. Mowat.—I think they had a post there. They had some posts put in the
undisputed part of Ontario.

‘Sir Barnes Peacock.—If they were then in possession, defacto, was not it a
Pportion of the lands for which the £300,000 was paid by the Dominion ?

Mr. Mowat.—Not if it already belonged to Ontario.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—The Rupert’s Land Act is this: “ For the purposes of this
Act” (thatis, the Rupert’s Land Act, 1868) ‘ the term Rupert’s Land shall include
the whole of the lands and territories held or claimed to be held by the said
Governor and company,” and then it authorizes this to be surrendered,

The Lord Chancellor.—What is the page ?

Sir Barnes Peacock.—Page 445, and then there is a condition: “Provided,
however, that such surrender shall not be accepted by Her Majesty until the terms
and conditions upon which Rupert’s Land chall be admitted into the said Dominion
of Canada shall have becn approved of by Her Majesty, and embodied in an Address
to Her Majesty from both the Houses of Parliament of Canada.”

Mr. Mowat.—Woell, my Lord, the view that I take of that is this

Sir Barnes Peacock. — I want to see those Add:esses if I can.

. Mr. McCarthy.—The first joint Address of both Houses of Parliament is at page
266, my Lord. ,

The Lord Chancellor.—That was in 186%7. That also seems to me to be a

document very strong to show that the notion of Rupert’s Land and the North-
estern Territory being part of Canada, was absolutely rejected by the Senate and
ouse of Commons of Canada, in December, 1767,

. _ Sir Barnes Peacock.—The Act eays, at page 446, that Rupert’s Land shall

Include all lands held or claimed to be held Ey the Hudson Bay Company—the

lands which in fact they were selling for éhe £300,4.00,
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Mr. Mowat.—Yes.

Sir Barnes Peacock.—Then, if you find by the Order in Council that those lands
were t0 bs legislated for by the Dominion of Canada, and equally to be legislated for
by the Proviuce; if they were put into the Province, then they would come to be
legislated for by the Province. :

The Lord Chancellor.—These passages do not provide for the boundary of
Rupert’s Land and Canada, but they show most conclusively that Rupert’s Land
:}xtended into this region, and was in immediate proximity to this ioundary of

anada.

Lord Aberdare.—But the claim was that Canada extended indefinitely to the
west ?

Mr. Mowat.—Yes; absolutely indefinitely.

Sir Robert Collier,—That I understood to be given up? , _

Mr. Mowat.—I do not think that anything will be taken from that expression,
¢ the lands claimed by the comg&ny."

Sir Barnes Peacock.—If they were de facto in possession and Ontario was not
in de facto possession, then were they not the lands which were sold for £300.000 ?

Mr. Mowat,—The land that was sold was just the interest of the Hudson Bay
Company on the lands before they were surrendered. During the correspondence
there was a dispute as to how much belonged to the Hudson Bay Company, and the
Province on the whole, was willing to give £300,000 for s lease, It wa’s only &
fraction of the land. ) y

Sir Robert Col%eg‘.——lt wla:s wll]m(;evgr they had ?

Mr. Mowat.—Whatever they had; but it would nev '
of this Act was to take from any province what really bzll.oggefiotl;oilg g};:::;’ei:{eﬁ
been claimed at soime time or other by the Hudson Bay Com a,n’y Your Lord-
ships will further observe that they had made different claims at (g)iﬁ‘er;nt times

Sir Barnes Peacock.—Was not it intended that you were not to zo back to 1763
to see what was a portion of Quebec at that time, it the Hudson I?a Company at
recent dates had been in possession of these lands and Canada had not};xeroiged zny
dominiorﬁgggr t(h}gﬂn ? -

Sir r ier,—Their possession would not be pr

Sir Montague Smith.-—Youpdeny their de facto possgsziv:g ?by that Act.

Mr. Mowat.—Yes; I do not say they were not there at that recent date, I
dare say they were there at that recent date, , :

Sir Montague Smith.—1 daresay they may have had the forts there at that date.

Sir Barnes Peacook.—There is no pa‘;‘ol evidemlz]e to show what was in possession
of this compauy at the time of the surrender,or at the time of the i !
Land Act }1)868 ] passing of Rapert’s

Mr. Mowat.—They were in possession, but it was disputed.

Sir Robert Collier.—We sﬁall liear {,lhe c&t(:iher side upon this,

Mr. Mowat.,—Upon that Act I will add one word more i
nothing further, Tl?e 5th section, I think, shows that the inten’tia&d gfl'ea;g X:;ltl svaays
in that respect, namely, that it was not intended to take away from any provine®
anything that would belong to that province if this Act had not passed byecl;use the
bth section provides this: “It shall be competent to Her Majesty. by an such
Order or Orders in Council as aforesaid, on address from the ous{é ogthe {’arlia«
ment of Canada, to declare that Rupert's Land shall, from a date to be thereit
mentioned, be admitted into and become part of the Dominion of Canada, and, there-
upon, it ~hall be lawful for the Parliament of Canada, from the date aforesaid. 0
make, ordain and establish within the land and territory so admitted as saforesaid,
all Slﬁ"h laws};l," and 8o on. 1bv th ’

ow, whatever territory passed by this was territory in which i \3
of Canada was to have the power of making the laws absolutely—g:)?; Pma:;-l;?;l (}gr
proviocial but for all purposes. Now, I submit that we cannot read the Act#8
meaning to take away from a province land which belonged to that province, eveB
supposing the Hudson Bay Compaay haﬁ)ened to be thers. For instance, the
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Hudson Bay Company had posts in the settled parts of Ontario, with regard to
which there is no dispute at all, where they traded with such ludians as they could
get to trade there.

, Mr. Scoble.—May it please ‘your Lordships, in the observations which I ghall
address to your Lordships in following my learned friend, I shall endeavor to
confine myself as much as possible to simply supplementing those portions of his
argument, which, from the very voluminous character of the papers, he' has not
been, perhaps, able to state as completely as they may be stated, and to direct the
argument, which I shall offer mainly to the point of supporting the award of the
arbitrators, which of course may be supported by my showing that there is a
greater line which may have been given us, but which was not in fact given to us,
and as the learned Attorney-General 