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THE PRAIRIE PROVINCES IN THE
DOMINION: GENERAL OUTLINES

in quest of a way to the Far East, sailed his last,

fateful voyage, and by an incidental act of barter
became the ‘ forerunner of the greatest trading company the
world has ever seen.” Half a century later those adventurous
knights of the fur trade, Radisson and Groseilliers, made the
first voyage to Hudson Bay that had for its sole aim the
profits of trade. Hard upon this pioneer commercial venture
the stroke of a royal pen made ‘ The Governor and Company
of Adventurers of England trading into Hudson’s Bay ’ lords
of half a continent. Not many years did this lordship go
unchallenged. In 1731 La Vérendrye set out on his journey
in search of an overland route to the Western Sea, a journey
which, though it halted far short of its goal, yet blazed a trail
from the Great Lakes deep into the fur country. The trader
followed in the track of the explorer, and soon the ‘ Adven-
turers ’ found themselves confronted with the serious rivalry,
at first of private traders, later of a fully organized and
aggressive company. The fur trade and exploration went
hand in hand, and here and there above the lower level of
commercial strife rose the heroic figures of men who set noble
achievement before sordid profit—Hearne, Henry, Mackenzie,
Fraser, and Thompson.

The logical arrangement for a work so comprehensive in
sweep as Canada and its Provinces has withdrawn from the
scope of this section the romantic story of exploration and
the fur trade, leaving as the field to be covered by the mono-
graphs contained in this section the more prosaic record of

colonization and provincial organization. The fortunes of
3

4 I “HREE centuries have passed since Henry Hudson,
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the Red River Colony, traced through the privations of early
settlement, the dangers of a bitter commercial rivalry, the
prosperity of a paternal régime, and the suppressive rule of
a fur company, challenge the interest of the reader throughout
the pre-Confederation period. Within the Confederation
era the history of the prairie provinces presents a striking
record of development embracing the building of great rail-
way systems, the promotion of immigration from world-wide
sources, the attainment of full provincial status, and the
organization of those agencies which save communities from
the menace of mere materialism.

In 1670 Charles 11 issued the charter of the Hudson’s Bay
Company ; in 1783 the rival interests of Montreal merchants
were reconciled in the founding of the North-West Company ;
in 1811 the directors of the Hudson’s Bay Company granted
to Lord Selkirk for colonization purposes an area of 116,000
square miles. Widely separated as they were in time, and
widely unrelated as they appeared in import, these three
events released forces that shaped the destiny of Mani-
toba’s first settlers. In the rivalry of the Hudson’s Bay and
North-West Companies or in the divergence of trading and
colonizing interests are to be found the causes of most of the
misfortunes that befell the pioneers of western civilization.

The reader’s wonder at the survival of the Red River
Settlement gives place only to a feeling of admiration for
the qualities of mind and heart that made survival possible.
Man and nature seemed to conspire to work the destruction
of the colony. The undisguised hostility of the North-West
Company, begun in London and continued at Montreal and
Fort William, concentrated the efforts of partners and traders
upon the overthrow of a scheme ‘ dictated,’ as they thought,
‘by a wild and frantic spirit of projection.” The animosity
of the Nor'westers did not stop short of an alliance, at once
natural and unnatural, with the lawless Métis. Only less
vexatious than the frank opposition of the North-West
Company was the unsympathetic attitude of the Hudson’s
Bay officials, which exposed the first arrivals to starvation
and forced upon them the hazardous fortunes of the buffalo
hunt. The conflict precipitated by the Macdonell pro-
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clamation of January 8, 1814, and reaching a climax in the
wasteful tragedy of Seven Oaks, exposed the settlers to per-
sonal danger, destruction of crops and buildings, and finally
exile in the inhospitable North. The death of Lord Selkirk
and the union of the rival fur companies freed the colony
from the menace of armed foes ; but no sooner did the enmity
of man cease than other ills descended upon the unfortunate
colonists. For three successive seasons locusts appeared in
clouds that obscured the sun, and, swarming upon the fields,
turned them into a ‘desolate wilderness ’ ; and after a few
years’ respite the river overflowed its banks, carried off
houses and bamns, and drove back the settlers to the neigh-
bouring heights. The closing decade of the Selkirk régime
was marked by a series of experiments—in agriculture, road-
making, wool and tallow industries, and the importation of
cattle—which, while ending in heavy financial loss, gave
evidence of an invincible faith in the final triumph of civiliza-
tion in a land which the pessimists of the age regarded fit only
to be the heritage of hunters and traders.

The character and aims of Lord Selkirk have been a
fruitful source of controversy. For many years after his
death the public both of Great Britain and of Canada, in-
fluenced by a consideration of his obvious errors, which were
not few, failed to do justice in their estimation of his life’s
aim. In Canada the influence of the North-West Company
was an all-powerful factor in moulding public opinion. In
recent years a reaction has set in, and in some quarters there
has been a tendency to make light of Selkirk’s blunders in
the endeavour to reverse the unfavourable verdict of earlier
days. The whole case has been dealt with in this work in a
spirit of impartiality, and the narrative leads the reader to
share the conviction ‘that the abuse of that day was too
long left to stain a generous career.” After all, the justifica-
tion of Selkirk’s work lies in the fact that the colony which
he founded stood as a bulwark against American aggression
and made possible a transcontinental railway and a British
dominion stretching from the Atlantic to the Pacific. His
prophecy that Western Canada ‘ might afford ample means
of subsistence to more than thirty millions of British sub-
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jects,” which when uttered no doubt seemed but the idle
words of a dreamer, takes on a new meaning to-day as
we review the recent progress of the prairie provinces and
back of that the phenomenal growth of the Western United
States.

In the period intervening between -the Selkirk régime
and Confederation special interest attaches to the growth
of an agitation against the trade monopoly of the Hudson'’s
Bay Company, which gradually widened into a general
opposition to a patriarchal form of government which alone
made the continuance of monopoly possible. The fur trade
was the life-blood of the company, and no effort was spared
to protect the monopoly from the insidious inroads of
illicit’ traffic. From the north the company, controlling
transportation, had little to fear; but in the south contact
with the ‘free traders’ of the American States carried
the private merchants beyond control. For several years
the subservience of the Council of Assiniboia, the question-
able use of a volunteer corps, and the presence for a time
of a detachment of regulars, upheld the waning influence of
the company. The ‘free trade’ agitation, however, was no
more than incidental to a movement that can only be described
as a political awakening. The change came with a realiza-
tion on the part of the settlers that they were being governed
by an organization that was concerned with the creation of
profits and not with the development of citizenship, and
that recognized responsibility to its shareholders and not
to the community it governed. A petition to the legisla-
tive assembly of Canada bearing no less than six hundred
signatures measured the spreading discontent. The arrival
of a few aggressive Canadian citizens and the establishment
of a printing-press strengthened the cause of freedom.
Eastern Canada at last came to realize the value of the
West : the press and many public men became insistent in
their demand that there should be no western boundary
other than the Pacific Ocean. With a new political conscious-
ness stirring in the West and a broader national sentiment
growing in the East, it was clear that the Hudson's Bay
Company, popular though it was as a commercial organiza-
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tion, could no longer exercise the functions of government
either directly or indirectly.

That the Red River and Saskatchewan rebellions have
attracted so much attention is due probably to the fact
that they were the most dramatic incidents in the history
of the prairie provinces. The distance of the scenes of the
insurrections from the centre of authority explains, if it does
not justify, the federal government’s ignorance of local con-
ditions and tardiness in dealing with them. Comparatively
insignificant as the two risings were—costing no more in
human lives than many a modern railway accident—they
were not without national import. Nothing could have
been more effective in fixing the attention of Eastern Canada
upon the West or in arousing the federal authorities to an
appreciation of western needs. Moreover, the ready response
of the East to the call for volunteers disclosed and strengthened
a spirit of national unity.

The establishment of railway communication was at
once the condition of British Columbia’s entry into Con-
federation and the sine gua non of development in the prairie
provinces. The first railway constructed in the West was
the old Pembina branch; and over this the first train
reached St Boniface on December g, 1878, To-day, thirty-
five years later, the aggregate mileage of the various railway
systems operating in the prairie provinces is approximately
eleven thousand. The transformation that has taken place
between the day of primitive river craft and ‘ prairie schooner’
and the era of modern transportation facilities involves an
achievement calculated to stir the imagination of the dullest
student of western progress. To-day the prairie country is
connected with Lake Superior by three lines of railway ; and,
while only one of these systems is now in operation east of
Port Arthur, it is certain that in the space of two or three
years the West will be joined to the East by three transcon-
tinental roads. These, with their network of branch lines
running north and south, gridiron that vast area which but
yesterday was unmarked save by primitive prairie trails.
Nor is this all of the romance of railway building. The
completion of the Hudson Bay Railway, an enterprise which
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has now passed the stage of mere political speculation, will
bring the grain-fields of Western Canada fifteen hundred
miles nearer the British markets. The barriers that Nature
set up have been broken down, and in the ease of inter-
communication East and West are held in a closer bond
of unity. :

The rapid spread of railways invited immigration on a
scale commensurate with the area of the western prairies.
In each of the first three decades following the admission of
Manitoba to Confederation the population of the prairie
provinces doubled ; in the fourth decennial period, the first of
the twentieth century, the increase exceeded two hundred
per cent, giving a total at the last census of a million and a
quarter. It is not so much the present population as the
rapidity of recent advances that arrests one’s attention and
provokes speculation on the vital problem of the assimila-
tion of the many nationalities represented in the steadily
widening stream of immigration. Disturbing as the problem
is, two facts give assurance that there is no basis for the
apprehension that the non-English-speaking elements will
predominate in Western Canada. In the first place, an exam-
ination of the immigration statistics reveals an overwhelming
predominance of immigrants from English-speaking countries.
In the second place, expert investigation has established the
fact that the present rate of demand will in a very few years
exhaust the supply of available homesteads. With the dis-
appearance of the homestead, farms in Western Canada will
rise in value, as they did south of the international line, a
change which will tend to increase still further the predomin-
ance of British and American immigration.

The ‘school question’ is peculiarly the heritage—from
Eastern Canada—of the Province of Manitoba. The legis-
lation of 1890 brought both Protestant and Roman Catholic
schools under the provisions of the Public Schools Act, and
enacted that the public schools should be non-sectarian and
free. The vigorous protest of the Roman Catholics carried
the controversy out of provincial into federal politics. The
slight modifications which the exigencies of Dominion politics
forced upon the school law of Manitoba made no change
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from the fundamental requirement that there should be no
segregation of pupils according to religious denominations.
The course of events in the territories was more to the liking
of the Roman Catholics. The act of 1875 provided that a
minority, either Protestant or Roman Catholic, should enjoy
the privilege of establishing separate schools and should be
liable to assessment of such rates only as were imposed for
the support of the same. The federal legislation of 1905,
founding the Provinces of Saskatchewan and Alberta, pre-
served these minority rights inviolate. Whatever be the
merits of the question in dispute between Naticnalists and
Separatists, the fact remains that in Saskatchewan and
Alberta the ‘school question’ has been settled, while in
Manitoba, the opinion of embarrassed politicians to the
contrary, it is still a live issue. Meanwhile the oldest of
the three prairie provinces suffers from the apparently in-
separable condition of this unsettled problem ; namely, the
absence of a compulsory school attendance law.

While the problems confronting the governments of the
prairie provinces during the Confederation period have been
mainly of local interest, there have been not a few points at
which federal and provincial interests have touched, with
results of great moment to both. Notable among these, in
the case of Manitoba, were the federal railway policy, with
its objectionable features of ‘ disallowance ’ and ‘ land-lock,’
and the ‘school question.” In the territories the essential
condition of progress was the stimulation of immigration,
and in this problem, fortunately, federal and local interests
harmonized. Triumph in the struggle for responsible govern-
ment, which called into play the best endeavour of liberal
and conservative alike, was the achievement of one short
decade. In a shorter period still the territories attained
provincial status, which alone could give them the resources
adequate to the responsibilities that a rapidly increasing
population thrust upon them. The one question of para-
mount importance remaining unsettled between the Dominion
and the prairie provinces is the control of public domain.

For one who reads the history of the prairie provinces as
written in this work there is a deeper meaning in the words
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uttered by Lord Dufferin on the occasion of his visit to
Winnipeg in 1877.

From its geographical position, and its peculiar
characteristics, Manitoba may be regarded as the key-
stone of that mighty arch of sister provinces which spans
the entire continent from the Atlantic to the Pacific. It
was here that Canada, emerging from her woods and
forests, first gazed upon her rolling prairies and unex-
plored North-West, and learnt as by an unexpected
revelation that her historical territories of the Canadas,
her eastern seaboards of New Brunswick, Labrador, Nova
Scotia, her Laurentian lakes and valleys, cornlands and
pastures, though themselves more extensive than half
a dozen European kingdoms, were but the vestibules and
antechambers to that, till then, undreamt of Dominion,
whose illimitable dimensions alike confound the arith-
metic of the surveyor and the verification of the explorer.
It was hence that, counting her past achievements as
but the preface and prelude to her future exertions and
expanding destinies, she took a fresh departure, received
the afflatus of a more Imperial inspiration, and felt her-
self no longer a mere settler along the banks of a single
river, but the owner of half a continent, and, in the
amplitude of her possessions, in the wealth of her re-
sources, in the sinews of her material might, the peer of

any power on the earth,

.
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THE RED RIVER SETTLEMENT

INTRODUCTION
# I \HE history of Manitoba is less stirring than that of

several provinces of the Canadian Confederation,

but it is perhaps not less peculiar than that of any
province in the British dominions. Settlement on the Red
River was founded by an individual proprietor under the
2gis of a disputed charter. It was twice destroyed by men
of kindred race, overwhelmed during its early years by almost
unparalleled disasters, and developed for two decades under
the protection of a private family. It relapsed into the owner-
ship of a monopolistic trading company, which was accused
of having ‘ locked the door upon the settlement and put the
key in its pocket’; and finally, after a generation of obscurity,
culminating in an inglorious insurrection, it took its place
as one of the most promising provinces of the Dominion. It
was nearly half a century after the death of its founder that
the British government began to see promise in the West,
and the Canadian government realized the necessity of ex-
tending its boundaries to the Pacific.

It would be less than just, however, to assume that the
early history of the province is trivial because the Red River
Settlement was small and primitive and far removed from
the chief political forces of the age ; or that the events sur-
rounding the transfer to Canada were unimportant because
much of the controversy was perhaps unwarranted, and is not
pleasant to look back upon. The significance of Selkirk’s

- work, it may safely be said, was, out of all proportion, beyond
the range of immediate success and largely unaffected by
its apparent material failure. The circumstances also under

which Manitoba came into Confederation have had a rela-
13



14 THE RED RIVER SETTLEMENT

tionship to vital problems of Canadian politics that is in a
measure obvious, but if more accurately estimated can scarcely
be said to have been at all adequately realized at that time.
It may thus be said that the conflicts which opened both the
period of settlement and the era of provincial development
derive their importance much less from events to be chronicled
than from movements to be traced and estimated. The
difficulties of the first period are complicated by the extreme
bitterness of the conflict between rival companies in the fur
trade ; those of the second by the survival of the animosities
of the insurrection. To the latter period one is almost too
near even yet for perspective. Like the story of the Irish
Union, ‘it has never passed into history because it has never
passed out of politics.’

I
SETTLEMENT

HE Red River Settlement was the third project of
Thomas, fifth Earl of Selkirk, for the colonization of
British territory in North America by British emigra-

tion. Thomas Douglas was born in 1771, the youngest of
seven sons of the fourth Earl of Selkirk. The period of his
boyhood, youth, and early manhood was filled with stirring
events—the War of Independence in America, the volunteer
movement, Grattan’s parliament in Ireland, the revolution
and the rise of Napoleon in France. The fourth Earl of
Selkirk was not without sympathy for the cause of reform
in Great Britain. Young Douglas, with law as his prospec-
tive career, joined the circle at Edinburgh led by Jeffrey,
Ferguson, Abercromby, Dugald Stewart, and Walter Scott,
the most promising young blood of the university.

Douglas succeeded to the earldom after the death of all
his brothers and finally of his father in 1799. It was in 1802,
after ten years of travel abroad and unobtrusive interest in
social problems in Great Britain, that Selkirk first proposed
a national design as the remedy of social unrest. The re-
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bellion had been put down in Ireland. The Union of 1800
left four-fifths of the population Roman Catholic and the
cause of reform suspended for more than a generation. Emi-
gration would afford a ‘ radical cure such as military coercion
cannot effect.” Selkirk supported his proposals with the
offer ‘ to devote his personal exertions and the best years of
his life to the service of his Country in carrying them into
execution.”! Pelham, the secretary of state, however, was
not sympathetic towards °colonization at all en masse’ ;
Hobart suggested that ‘settlement should be begun with
people more tractable than the Irish.” ‘I entirely acquiesce,’
wrote Selkirk, ‘ in the wisdom of your Lordship’s suggestion.’
Beyond the significant mention of Lake Winnipeg and of
the possibility that a ‘ concurrence of circumstances should
lead to the acquisition of territory on the Upper Mississippi,’
the correspondence of 1802 has little interest. Pelham con-
signed the Hudson Bay trade to ‘ Salutary neglect, which in
such cases beats all the care in the world.’? Selkirk turned
to Scotland for settlers and to Canada as a field for settle-
ment. The period from 1802 to 1811 was filled with an
attempt to deflect Scottish emigration from the Carolinas
to Eastern Canada. The rest of his life was given to a
struggle for the establishment of settlement on the Red River,
at the centre of the North American continent.

The first period is important here chiefly in demonstra-
tion of Selkirk’s methods. The account of the settlement of
eight hundred Scottish crofters from Argylishire, Ross, and
the Isle of Skye, in Prince Edward Island in 1803 is notice-
able for the absence of any ‘frantic spirit of projection.’
The causes of emigration from the Highlands are stated
with quiet reasonableness; the difficulties before the pioneer
settler are outlined with studied candour. The Highland
clansman, driven from agriculture by sheep-farming, was
fitted neither for the shop nor for the factory. Emigration
to the United States was already prevalent. It was more
fatal, wrote Selkirk, ‘ that a hundred persons should emigrate
to the United States, than that a hundred and one should go

1 Colonial Office Records, Canadian Archives, Q 293, p. 176.
* 1bid., Q 293, Pp. 167, 179, 219, 221, 203.
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to our own colonies.”? Selkirk accompanied the expedition
to Prince Edward Island in person. An opponent, in Remarks
on the Earl of Selkirk’s Observations, admits ‘ a kind of fascina-
tion ' in the account of the novel difficulties of distance, of
‘ savage solitude,” of ‘ boundless forests,” of unforeseen dis-
couragements. ‘It is rare,” wrote Selkirk, ‘that any one
does not at some time in the course of the first two or three
years, feel disheartened and repent of his conduct.” The
narrative closes with a note of modest courage. ‘I will not
assert that the people I took there have totally escaped all
difficulties and discouragement ; but the arrangements for
their accommodation have had so much success, that few
perhaps in their situation have suffered less or have seen

their difficulties so soon at an end.” ‘If the arrangements
that have been detailed have any merit, it may all be com-
prised in this,—that by their means . . . the industry of

the individual settlers was allowed full scope to exert itself.’ 2

The expedition to Prince Edward Island was followed
by months of travel in Canada and the United States.
Selkirk returned to Canada convinced that the loss of the
thriftiest crofters of the Scottish Highlands to the United
States was to be met by no negative policy with regard to
emigration. There seems to have been an attempt to utilize
the loyalist sentiment of the upper province. A small settle-
ment was made at Baldoon between Lake Huron and Lake
Erie as ‘ an exclusive National Settlement for people speaking
the Gaelic language.”® Baldoon, however, never flourished.
It scarcely survived the War of 1812, and was eventually
swallowed up by immigration from other sources. In com-
parison with Prince Edward Island it proved unsuccessful
as a settlement and costly as an experiment.

At Montreal, the headquarters of the Canadian fur trade,
the interest in the West was intensified by the rivalry between
the old North-West Company and the X Y Company led by
Sir Alexander Mackenzie, whose Voyages, published in 1801,

1 Qbservations on the Present State of the Highlands of Scotland, with a View of
the Causes and Probable Consequences of Emigration, p. 207.

2 Ibid., p. 207.

3 Land G. Upper Canada, pp. 8, 66, etc.
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had probably been responsible for Selkirk’s early preference
for the district of Lake Winnipeg. Selkirk was lavishly
entertained by the Beaver Club, the social headquarters of
the Nor'westers. The mystery and adventure of a trade
which penetrated, by river, lake, and portage, three thousand
miles into the interior of the continent, were perpetuated in
elaborate ceremonial. The iron rule of the partners was
concealed beneath an esprit de corps that pervaded the whole
company. It happened ten years afterwards that a coalition
formed in 1805 between the North-West and the X Y Com-
panies proved to be an implacable opponent of the ruling
design of Selkirk's life. The five years after the visit to
Montreal, however, were filled with the enterprise already
undertaken and with a restless interest in social reform. It
was not till 1807 that the idea of colonizing the West began
to predominate. Selkirk’s marriage in that year to Miss
Jean Colvile had a significance beyond the range of personal
interest. The influence of the Colviles in the Hudson’s Bay
Company and the practical instincts of Lady Selkirk herself
left their mark upon the affairs of the Red River Settlement.

The Hudson’s Bay Company had existed for nearly one
hundred and forty years in obscurity and ‘salutary neglect ’
by the government. The territorial rights of the company,
granted in the original charter of 1670, had passed through
every stage of attack and defence. They were denied by
the French, were reduced to a few posts on Hudson Bay
by the Treaty of Ryswick, made one of the causes of war by
William 111, upheld by the Treaty of Utrecht, and recog-
nized, directly or indirectly, by act of parliament during
every reign but three from Charles 11 to Edward vii. Scarcely
a clause of the charter, however, had escaped criticism in
theory or disregard in practice. British merchants attacked
the trade monopoly as early as 1697 ;! Canadian traders
disregarded the claims systematically from the first. Trade
took place leisurely at the coast; the Indians ‘sent or
carried their furs regularly to Fort Churchill.’? When the
Nor’westers began to cut off the Hudson’s Bay posts from

1 Hudson’s Bay Company’s Petitions, 1687-1778, Canadian Archives, M 718.
2 Mackenzie’s Voyages, p. xci.
VOL. XIX B
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the beaver areas of Athabaska and compelled the company
to penetrate into the interior, the competition revealed fatal
disadvantages in the older company. The directors in
London had other ‘avocations of higher interest ’ than the
fur trade ; the officials at Hudson Bay received written in-
structions and received a fixed salary. The North-West
partners, on the other hand, embarked their whole fortunes
in the enterprise ; the trade was carried on under the direct
supervision of winter partners; promotion, the trader’s
goal, depended upon tangible results, with no discriminating
inquiry into methods. The Hudson’s Bay Company trader
was ‘ hired to trade and not to fight’; he was systematically
bullied and browbeaten by the well-trained Canadians, who
made use of rum and spirits without scruple, and in 1811
took out by canoe to Fort William from the Hudson Bay
territories alone more furs than that company shipped from
Hudson Bay. ‘The Canadians in the interior,” wrote Sel-
kirk, ‘ were in the common habit of ridiculing the officers
of the Hudson’s Bay Company as old women who had not
courage even to defend the furs which they had obtained.”?

In methods and in personnel the North-West Company
presented a complete contrast. For fifty years the fur trade
had attracted many of the shrewdest men of the two Canadas,
at first in the form of individual enterprise, but after 1783 in
the form of a company which till 1810 succeeded in crush-
ing or coercing all opposition. Sir Alexander Mackenzie
referred to the trade as ‘surpassing . . . anything known in
America.’? In 1803 ‘every person of eminence and pro-
minence,’ said Edward Ellice, ‘was then engaged in the fur
trade.”® The trade in the interior was supervised by the
‘ winter partners,” who brought the winter's furs by canoe
to the ‘ summer conference ’ at Fort William at the head of
Lake Superior. Here the various ‘brigades’ were met by
several of the Montreal partners who were entrusted with the
supervision of the season’s ‘campaign.’” The compliments
of the Montreal partners were interpreted as ‘indications
of early promotion ; failure in the winter’s trade, occa-

1 Sketch of the Fur Trade. 2 Voyages, p. xxiii.
3 Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, 1857, p. 322.
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sioned by negligence or lack of courage, received a censure
that could be neutralized only by signal daring and success.
For secrecy of action, hard, shrewd efficiency, and ‘ complete
unity of purpose’ the North-West Company was perhaps
the most effective commercial organization that had ever
arisen in the New World.

Such were the forces that overshadowed the early years
of the Red River Settlement. Selkirk began in 1808 to
purchase Hudson’s Bay stock with the aim of securing suffi-
cient control to carry the company with him in his project
of colonization. The superintendent at York Factory, how-
ever, ‘entirely neglected the instructions which had been
given him respecting the formation of a Colony at Red River.’
Selkirk volunteered ‘to take upon himself the charge of
forming the intended settlement on condition of the company
granting him a sufficient extent of land to afford an indem-
nification for the expense.”’! In May 1811, at a general
court of the Hudson’s Bay Company, the directors granted
him an area estimated at 116,000 square miles, comprising,
in what is now Manitoba, North Dakota and Minnesota,
one of the most fertile districts in North America.

The Nor'westers were at first either too self-confident or
too incredulous to offer more than a perfunctory opposition,
or to heed Sir Alexander Mackenzie's advice to kill com-
petition in London rather than fight it in Assiniboia. ¢ Had
the Company sacrificed £20,000,” wrote Mackenzie, ‘ which
might have  secured a preponderance in the stock of the
Hudson’s Bay Company, it would have been money well
spent.’? When the Nor'westers awoke to the gravity of the
situation, it was too late to thwart the project at head-
quarters. Protesting in vain that Selkirk’s whole scheme
was ‘ dictated by a wild and frantic spirit of projection,’ ® the
Nor'westers took measures to defeat both settlement and the
company in America. Sir Alexander Mackenzie ‘pledged
himself in the most unequivocal and decisive manner to

! Correspondence, in possession of Captain Hope, St Mary’s Isle, vol. i. p. 14.

# Masson, Les Bourgeois de la Compagnie du Nord-Ouest, * Reminiscences of
Roderick McKenzie,” vol. ii. p. 53.

¥ Narrative of Occurvences, London, 1817, Appendix 1.



20 THE RED RIVER SETTLEMENT

oppose the establishment of this colony by all means in his
power.’! On the day after the grant to Selkirk there was
a conference of Nor'westers in London. They hastened to
convey their ‘ unanimous opinion’ with regard to ‘ opposi-
tion’ and ‘a year of trial’ to the Montreal partners, and
through them to every North-West winter partner and trader
from Fort William to the remotest trading-posts of Atha-
baska.? Colonization in the West thus became involved in
a commercial quarrel which determined for more than half
a century the future of settlement in Assiniboia.

Unexpected obstacles were encountered in the organiza-
tion of the first party for Red River. Discord between the
interests of settlement and fur trade in the Hudson's Bay
Company was only less mischievous than the insidious oppo-
sition of the Nor'westers. The Inverness Journal, inspired
by Simon M¢Gillivray, brother of the most influential partner
in the North-West Company, denounced the expedition as a
‘ Utopian project.” A prospectus in which Selkirk sought to
enlist financial support in the form of a joint stock company
was stigmatized as ‘ one of the grossest impositions that ever
was attempted on the British Public,” ® though it was * neither
advertised, nor published, nor, in any shape, publicly circu-
lated.”* Captain Miles Macdonell, a Glengarry Highlander,
once sheriff of the Home District of Upper Canada, was
chosen to supervise the settlement. ‘I have reason to ex-
pect,’ he wrote, ‘ that every means the North-West Company
can attempt to thwart it will be resorted to.”® The expedi-
tion of 1811 was composed only of servants hired to prepare
the way for permanent settlement; but protracted delays
in reaching the rendezvous at Stornoway left the expedition
belated and disorganized. An officious collector of customs,
a relative of Sir Alexander Mackenzie, exacted compliance
with every vexatious formality; his son-in-law, ‘a certain
Captain Mackenzie,' left several of the king’s shillings with

1 Selkivk Papers, 104.

2 Simon Mc¢Gillivray to Mc¢Tavish, Mc¢Gillivray, and Co., June 1, 1811, Corre-
spondence, St Mary'’s Isle, vol. i. p. 27.

3 Dr Strachan, A Letter to the Right Honourable Ear! of Selkivk.

& Statement vespecting the Eayl of Selkivk’s Settlement in Novth America, p. 118.
5 Selkivk Papers, 104.
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the wavering passengers. On July 26 the Hudson's Bay
captain, ¢ with hurry and impatience,” put to sea with scarcely
more than one hundred men, leaving twenty behind at
Stornoway. ‘ This, my Lord,” wrote Macdonell, * has been a
most unfortunate business. . . . All the men we shall have
are now embarked, blit it has been a Herculean labour.’ !

The party seems to have been recruited indiscriminately
for the settlement and the fur trade. It comprised men from
Glasgow, a number from Ireland, a few clerks, ‘ turbulent
and dissatisfied,’ and many from the Orkneys, where the
Hudson’s Bay service was already a tradition. Edwards
was the surgeon; the Rev. Charles Burke, a somewhat
erratic priest, had left Killala without the consent of his
bishop. After ‘an uncommon share of boisterous, stormy
and cold weather,’ the first ship was signalled at York Factory
on September 24. The passage had taken sixty-one days,
‘ the longest and latest ever known to Hudson Bay.” Too
late to push on to Red River, Macdonell was compelled to
face the uncertainties of a Hudson Bay winter at the mouth
of the Nelson.

From the company’s officials the men for the settlement
received a ‘ cold and haughty reception.”® Auld, the super-
intendent, lost no opportunity of girding at the Irish. The
men from Sligo, he wrote, were ‘ constantly quarrelling and
fighting’; Macdonell was ‘all ardor and contempt of
obstacles ’ ; he ventured to suggest to Selkirk himself that
he ‘ had been imposed on.” The encampment for the winter
on the north bank of the Nelson, twenty-three miles from
York Factory, suffered from the veiled hostility of the traders
to the plans for settlement. Macdonell’s party consisted at
this stage of ten or eleven Glasgow men, a few Highlanders,
Orcadians, and Irishmen, thirty-five in all. Those sent to
York Factory for provisions ¢ always returned,” wrote Mac-
donell, ‘with some discouraging story.” A retiring trader
whom Macdonell had recruited from the company organized
an open insurrection and contrived, in defiance of the governor,
to secure supplies of arms and ammunition from sympathizers

' Macdonell Papers, Canadian Archives, M 155, p. 257.
2 Journal of John McLeod, Canadian Archives, M zor1.
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at the factory. It was not till June that the ‘insurgents,’
as Macdonell was careful to call them, made their submis-
sion. The band of ‘effectives,” however, had by this time
been reduced to twenty-two. When the ice ran out in the
river, Macdonell assembled his party at York Factory and
began to ascend the Hill River, as he wrote to Selkirk, towards
* the land of Promise.’

The expedition reached  the Forks’ of the Red and the
Assiniboine Rivers on August 30, 1812. A North-West
trading-post, called Fort Gibraltar, stood on the north-
" western angle of the junction; the settlers pitched their
camp on the opposite side of the river, in what is now
the city of St Boniface. It was found that the Hudson’s
Bay traders in the interior had ‘not one bag of Pemican,’
Macdonell wrote bitterly, ‘or any other article of provision
reserved for us.” Macdonell took formal seisin from Hillier,
a representative of the Hudson’s Bay Company, of the grant
for settlement, a district of remarkable fertility, traversed
from south to north by the Red River and from west to east
by the Assiniboine. The patent was read by the governor,
surrounded by a guard under arms with colours flying, in the
presence of a few Canadian ‘freemen’ and Indians, and of
three of the Nor'westers, who ‘did not allow their people to
cross.” A salute was fired ; ‘the gentlemen,” writes Mac-
donell, ‘ met at my tent.’ The main party then ascended
the Red River in search of winter quarters near the pasture-
grounds of the buffalo. Macdonell himself, after examining
the stream below the Forks for a suitable site for permanent
settlement, left a few men at work on a broad point of land
which had been denuded of trees by prairie fires a few
seasons before, and rode to Pembina to make preparations
for a party of permanent settlers that had sailed from Storno-
way and Sligo during the summer. An encampment was
made on a point of land to the south at the junction of the
Pembina with the Red River. Thus began the first formal
settlement in Assiniboia.

The second party of servants, with a few permanent
settlers, was recruited chiefly in the west of Ireland and the
Hebrides. Even there the insistent opposition of the Nor'-



SETTLEMENT 23

westers was felt. ‘In the Highlands,” wrote Selkirk, ‘we
have met with so much obstruction that I doubt whether it
will be effectively overcome unless I go out myself.”? The in-
cidents at Stornoway in 1811 were magnified in the Inverness
Journal, and were skilfully cited where emigration could be
most easily thwarted. It is possible to trace this campaign
of exaggeration throughout the North-West Company’s
sphere of operations. Before the first settlers had left the
shores of Hudson Bay, a Nor'wester at Lesser Slave Lake
had been apprised of the desertions at Stornoway and of the
view which the London representatives of the North-West
Company chose to take of Selkirk’s motives? Owen Keveny,
the leader of the expedition of 1812, was a harsh disciplin-
arian but an officer of ‘steadiness, activity and integrity.’
Despite an early departure, the voyage proved to be as long
as the passage of 1811. M-¢Keevor, the surgeon, afterwards
published a modest account of the voyage—the drifting ice-
floes, the casual traffic with the Eskimos, the ‘rawboned
athletic Highlander ’ pacing the deck with the bagpipes, his
plaid ‘ streaming in the air,” the ‘lofty unbending pride’ of
the Scottish settlers at the sound of the pibroch:® Storms
and icebergs delayed the arrival at York Factory till August
26. It was not till October 27 that the party reached the
Forks, where Macdonell had made preparations to meet
them. Little of vital interest survives from this prosaic
work of pioneer settlement; and even Selkirk’s practical
wisdom is easily lost to sight in the stress of larger issues.
It was a wise precaution to send the band of 1811, in his
own personal employment, to prepare the way for permanent
settlers. There was a laudable respect for the obvious and
the commonplace. Plans in laborious detail for the pro-
sperity of the settlement, however, were soon overshadowed
in Selkirk’s correspondence by measures of a different tenor,
necessary to ensure existence.

The winter of 1812 at Fort Daer, as Macdonell called

1 ¢ Which I have serious thought of doing next year.’—Selkirk to Macdonell,
March 24, 1812, Selkivk Papeys, 292.

2 John Macdonell to Miles Macdonell, June 27, 1812, Macdonell Papers, 149.

3 A Voyage to Hudson’s Bay during the Summey of 1812, London, 1819.
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his encampment on the Pembina, was an inauspicious augury.
‘I have been interfered with,” wrote Macdonell, ¢ and opposed
on all sides.” A North-West post at Pembina was in charge
of Alexander Macdonell, a cousin and brother-in-law of the
governor. The kinsmen began the winter on good terms,
but before the spring there were charges against the Nor’-
wester of ‘insidious and treacherous conduct during the
winter in endeavouring to swerve my people from their duty.’
A deserter to the North-West Company was sent back from
Fort William ‘ on the principle that the colony ought to be
disorganized on a more general scale.”* The winter partners
acknowledged the services of the Nor'westers in London
against Selkirk’s enterprise : ‘ we are perfectly aware of the
trouble you have taken . .. to frustrate his attempt.” ‘The
N. W. Co.,” wrote Macdonell bitterly to Selkirk, ‘ tampered
with my people. . . . My situation all last winter was un-
comfortable in the extreme.” Even a few traders at the
Hudson’s Bay post in the neighbourhood of Fort Daer ‘ acted
with more hostility than friendship.” There can be no doubt,
indeed, that the settlement was being systematically opposed
by many of the company's own officials. A rough draft of
one of Macdonell's unreserved letters to Selkirk had fallen
into the hands of Superintendent Auld. Auld’s letters to
Selkirk took the form of diatribes against Macdonell’s im-
prudence and his ‘hurry in showing his authority,” with
enough of truth in the charges to give effectiveness to the
malice. Letters from Selkirk to the governor were opened
at the coast; a confidential letter, with directions for its
return in case of Macdonell’s death, was sent back to Selkirk
‘in consideration of the worse than mortal incapacity of
that person.’2 In the spring there was more hopefulness in
the settlement. *The country,” wrote Macdonell, ‘ exceeds
any idea I had formed of its goodness. . . . The land is most
fertile and the climate most extraordinarily healthy.”® The
experiences of the winter, however, had been far from
pleasant. ‘It is not in my power,’ he continued, ¢ to describe
to your Lordship all that I suffered last winter from the

2 Papeys velating to the Red River Settlement, 1819, p. 160.
2 Selkivk Papers, 836. 3 Ibid., 789, 790.
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mean artifices and machinations of those by whom I was
surrounded.’

Meanwhile Selkirk’s policy of emigration gave promise
for the first time of serving a national purpose. Widespread
eviction of the Sutherlandshire tenantry during 1812 and
the spring of 1813 occasioned general distress that culminated
in a few riots and fears of a serious rising. A deputation,
sent to seek relief from the government, was about to return
empty-handed when Selkirk took up their case with enthu-
siasm. They determined to emigrate in a body. Selkirk
wrote enthusiastically of their thrift and sturdy self-reliance ;
of measures for taking one thousand sheep and two hundred
head of cattle from Canada to the settlement ; of plans for
utilizing the buffalo and for establishing schools in the Gaelic
to guard against American influence. ‘ They are a fine race
of men. . . . I care not how little the children are taught
of the language of the Yankees.'! Applications came in
from more than seven hundred. Officials at Hudson Bay,
however, were pursuing their furtive policy of obstruction.
Less than ten boats could be built for river navigation ; less
than one hundred Highlanders could be taken. Continued
hostility by the Nor'westers was prolonged by several
‘ waspish, captious’ officials on the Transport Board, who
delighted, wrote Selkirk, ‘ in doing an ill-natured thing.” On
June 28, 1813, the Prince of Wales put to sea from Stromness.

The voyage to the Straits was one of the shortest on
record ; but it was found that fever had broken out for the
first time in the history of the Hudson Bay trade. More
fatal still was the stubborn mismanagement of the skipper.
Captain Turner steered for the nearest port and threw the
colonists ashore at Fort Churchill to the mercies of disease
and a Hudson Bay winter. The surgeon, Laserre, a relative
of Sir Isaac Brock, had been one of the first to succumb.
Macdonell waited in impotent rage at York Factory and
hoped that Captain Turner would ‘be made to smart for
his brutal stubbornness.’” Auld was scarcely less hostile ;
the Highlanders, wrote the superintendent, were °civilized
Caffres’ ; Archibald Macdonald, their young leader, was a

1 Selkirk to Macdonell, June 5, 1813, Selkirk Papers, 629,
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‘stupid fellow,” of ‘pride and folly’; Captain Macdonell
could not be ‘accused of having done even by mistake a
single thing right.’! The settlers at Fort Churchill, how-
ever, fared by no means ill during the winter. Partridges
appeared in myriads ; fresh provisions were never wanting.
The settlers ‘ were all willing,” wrote Macdonald, though
possessed of an indomitable Presbyterian ‘aversion . . . to
work on Sundays.” Early in April a party of forty-one left
their winter encampment at ‘ Colony Creek ’ and made their
way by sledge and snow-shoe to York Factory. Macdonald
* describes the line of march, the strongest of the party with
sledges beating a trail for the women, while in the middle
of the long procession marched the Highland piper. The
journey to the settlement was uneventful. When Mac-
donald with his advance-guard, now of fifty-one,? reached the
Forks, ‘the N. W. Co. proprietors,” he wrote, ‘ were just
taking their departure.” During the preceding winter the
settlement had come into open conflict with the North-West
Company.

IT

CONFLICT

ELKIRK'S policy against the Nor'westers, with regard
both to the Hudson’s Bay Company and the settle-
ment, was a corollary of his title to the land in Assini-

boia. The validity of the charter, it was pointed out, de-
pended upon the success of the ‘company in exercising the
rights conferred by the charter. To apply for the support
of an act of parliament would have implied an admission
that the company was powerless to use the rights already
claimed. No stronger evidence could be sought by opponents
who assailed the charter on grounds of non wuser. ‘It is
altogether visionary,” Selkirk wrote bluntly to Auld, ‘to
look for the aid of the Legislature to support the Company’s
1 Selksyh Papers, 511, 851, 856, etc.

2 Those who had remained at Colony Creek in April found their way to York
Factory by sea, and to the settlement in August.
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property, and I am surprised that after all the explanation
which was given, you can still harp on that idea.”? A legal
decision, moreover, by process of law in Great Britain was
in practice actually impossible. Any infringement by Nor’-
westers on ‘ rights of property ’ was a civil trespass of which
the Privy Council could take no cognizance in the first in-
stance ; while an appeal by the Hudson’s Bay Company would
necessitate the exercise first of their own jurisdiction and then
the precarious course of appealing from that contested juris-
diction to a higher tribunal. The Nor'westers, already in
possession of the field, ‘ determined to redress all grievances
they may suffer, themselves.”? They declined to risk ‘a
substance in pursuit of a shadow.”® And, finally, the courts
of common law at Westminster had no jurisdiction over
civil trespass in colonial territory, though criminal cases could
be tried by statute of Henry vii.® There was no choice for
the company, therefore, but to proceed, as best they could,
to enforce their own jurisdiction, leaving to opponents the
opportunity of appealing to the Privy Council. ‘ We have
a sufficient basis of unquestionable legal rights,” wrote Selkirk,
‘if we had physical strength to enforce them for ourselves.’
The Hudson’s Bay officials realized with dismay that they
were expected to cope effectively with the Nor'westers in
defence of the colony. It is not difficult to trace their in-
genious design of sparing themselves by leaving the conflict
to the more enthusiastic governor of the settlement.

It would be less than just to Macdonell to forget that at
least two of the considerations upon which the conflict was
precipitated were well founded. Throughout Selkirk’s corre-
spondence there is no indication of doubt of the ‘ unimpeach-
able validity of these rights of property,’ the privileges ‘ that
are essential to property in land,’ ‘ the intrusive possession
[of the Nor'westers] upon my lands.” ‘ With respect to our
rights of landed property,” he wrote, ¢ these are universally
considered as clear and indisputable.” It may be borne in
mind that the possession of Assiniboia in fee-simple remained

1 Selhirk Papers, 401.
2 Papers relating to Red River Seftiement, p. 163.
3 Selkirk Papers, 255. 4 33 and 35 Henry vii, cap. 50.
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in Selkirk’s family till 1834 and in the Hudson’s Bay Company
till the transfer to Canada in 1870. The second considera-
tion was a well-founded conviction that the Nor'westers were
intent upon a policy of breaking up the settlement, and that
only by stringent regulations could support be found for the
numbers already at the settlement, for the party of Suther-
land Highlanders expected from Fort Churchill in the spring
of 1814, and for the large expedition expected to arrive with
Selkirk in the autumn. North-West brigades from Atha-
baska to Fort William were provisioned with pemmican from
Selkirk’s grant. As early as the summer of 1813 Macdonell
had proposed confidentially an embargo on supplies obtained
in Assiniboia by both companies ‘in consideration of the
number of people for whom I have to provide subsistence.’
‘ The North-West Company,” he wrote, ¢ supply their distant
posts with the provisions procured in this district, whilst we
to whom the soil belongs are obliged to go to the expense and
trouble of importing from Britain part of the subsistence of
our people.” On January 8, 1814, Macdonell issued a pro-
clamation prohibiting ‘ for one twelvemonth ’ the export of
provisions except by licence, and announcing that supplies
‘taken for the use of the colony would be paid for by British
bills at the accustomary rates.’*

The Nor'westers naturally viewed the situation with little
sympathy. The enforcement of the embargo in the spring
began after the American victory on Lake Erie threatened
to cut off the Athabaska canoces from all other sources of
supplies. Even the Hudson’s Bay Company rebelled against
the embargo upon their own pemmican, though there can be
no doubt that they had expressed themselves strongly in
favour of it’ for other obvious reasons. ‘It was the decided
opinion,” wrote Macdonell, ¢ of every person at York F actory.’
The Nor’'westers, wrote Auld, ‘will bluster and strut a bit,
and that will be all.” To the North-West Company, there-
fore, the measure bore all the marks of partisanship. They
could scarcely be expected to distinguish between the interests
of the settlement and those of the Hudson’s Bay Company
when Macdonell himself consented to act as the protagonist

! Papers relating to Red River Settlement, pp. 1o-11.
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for the charter. The proclamation was interpreted as an
unscrupulous attempt to inflict a mortal blow upon the
North-West Company.

For a time the local North-West officials were abashed
and disconcerted ; though the winter partners, not so easily
daunted, received news of the proclamation with incredulity
and astonishment. Trading for pemmican from the half-
breeds on the plains went on in ominous silence. The Nor'-
westers found ready means of turning their kinsmen and
customers into allies, with fatal results, it will be seen, to the
colony. Sledges were sent to bring out the pemmican from
the hunting camps. It became evident that there would be a
general resistance. In the spring the embargo developed into
a system of general seizure. There would be no pemmican
for the settlement unless it were taken by force. Nearly one
hundred bales were ‘cached’ by the Nor'westers and were
found by ‘ Sheriff ’ Spencer only after days of humiliating
search. At La Souris the Nor'westers lodged four hundred
bales for safe keeping within the fort. The ‘sheriff’ pre-
sented a warrant, and upon being denied entrance, broke
through the stockade and drew the staples on the hangar
doors. The pemmican was carried to the Hudson’s Bay
post or taken to the Forks by the governor in force. Re-
prisals followed when the Athabaska traders came down the
Saskatchewan. Duncan Cameron seized a Hudson’s Bay
trader ‘ on a charge of burglary.” The governor, refusing to
‘yield a peg,’ seized a chest of arms from North-West canoes
‘ until the aspect of hostilities subside.”? The forces of the
settlement, however—eighty-eight men—were soon opposed
by one hundred and twenty Nor'westers under John M¢Donald
of Garth, a veteran of the conflict with the X Y Company.
Macdonell agreed to a compromise. ‘ Rather than come to
extremities’ the Nor'westers gave up two hundred bags of
pemmican and promised seventy-five others, if necessary,
during the ensuing winter. The North-West brigades went
up the Winnipeg for the summer conference at Fort William.

Alexander Macdonell, ‘ close-minded and designing,” had
taken the news from the Forks by °‘light’ canoce. The

1 Selkirk Papers, 940.
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Montreal partners discussed the situation in secret conclave.
William M¢Gillivray, justice of the peace, lieutenant-colonel,
legislative councillor of Lower Canada, a veteran of thirty
years’ experience in the fur trade, declared it was ° the first
time the North-West Company has ever been insulted.’
Me¢Donald of Garth, a partner and brother-in-law of William
MceGillivray, was censured for compromising instead of fight-
ing! The trader at Fort la Souris was told he had acted like
a coward.? Alexander Macdonell, resenting the browbeating,
thought it necessary to call out his man. ‘Tearing people
to pieces,” he wrote, ‘ seems to be the order of the day.”? ‘I
assure you, my friend,” wrote Archibald Norman M¢Leod,
the partner second in importance to M¢Gillivray, to Duncan
Cameron, ‘it will take years of active and persevering in-
dustry to do away with the impression made by the unfor-
tunate compromise of our honour at Red River. ¢

The ‘campaign’ was organized with characteristic re-
sourcefulness. The task of expunging the ‘compromise of
honour ' at Red River was assigned to Alexander Macdonell
and Duncan Cameron, still suffering under the displeasure
of the Montreal partners. Of the design there can be no
manner of doubt. ‘All the black sheep,’” wrote Macdonell
at the summer conference, ‘were to be turned out . ..
matters were to be carried with a high hand, and the concern
to retrieve their honour.”® To Cameron was entrusted the
task of luring away the settlers, passage free, to Upper Canada,
by North-West canoes.® Convenient warrants were supplied
by Mc¢Leod as justice of the peace. The governor himself
was to be taken prisoner. Despite the usual absence of
written instructions, a letter from Alexander Macdonell fell
into the hands of opponents. ‘ You see myself,” he wrote,
* and our mutual friend Cameron, so far on our way to com-
mence open hostilities against the enemy in Red River;
much is expected from us. . . . Something serious will un-
doubtedly take place. Nothing but the complete downfall

1 Selkirk Papers, 9oo8.

2 Papers velating to Red Rivey Settlement, p. 159.

3 Selkirk Papers, 9006. 4 Ibid., 8604. 5 Ibid., 9007.
8 Papers relating to Red Rivey Settlement, pp. 159, 160, etc.
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of the colony will satisfy some by fair or foul means. A most
desirable object if it can be accomplished, so here is at them
with all my heart and energy.’

Meanwhile the governor found the result of the proclama-
tion altogether illusory. Auld, after the failure to ‘drive
the Northwesters out of the river,” now threw off the mask.
Macdonell, worn out by illness, wrote bitterly of Auld’s
¢ policy and intrigue,’ and begged Selkirk not to be ‘ prevented
from any delicacy ’ from sending out another governor for
the colony. Returning health and Selkirk’s generous letters
of prudent advice and considerate reproof re-established his
courage ; but when he arrived at the Forks with a party of
fourteen new settlers by the ships of 1814, it was found
that Cameron had already served the ‘sheriff’ with one of
MeLeod’s warrants and had carried him off by river to Fort
Gibraltar, in defiance of the settlers on the river-bank.
¢ Captain Macdonell, on learning the fate of his sheriff,” wrote
Cameron, nearly lost ‘ the use of his senses.”*

The North-West campaign, however, involved a pre-
liminary attempt to win over the ‘ freemen ’ and half-breeds.
This task Alexander Macdonell accomplished with adroit-
ness and dispatch. The ‘freemen’ were voyageurs, already
disciplined in North-West canoes and allowed to settle in the
interior among the Indians. Of the Métis or half-breeds,
the most promising were North-West clerks or interpreters,
many of them trained in Montreal counting-houses. All were
inspired with the ‘ North-West spirit.” On the Turtle River
plains the mounted Métis ‘ran’ the buffalo in defiance of
the governor’s injunction, and for six days imprisoned the
governor’s messenger. Macdonell himself ‘could only get
two or three of the camp men to come near.’2 A truce was
at last arranged, but the Métis had taken sides unmistakably
against the settlement.

At the Forks, Cameron appeared in the uniform of Major
M¢Leod, as ‘ Commanding Officer R.R." in the Voyageur
Corps, which had been disbanded in March 1813 by a general
order of General Prevost. The Highlanders, ‘ready to fire’

1 Selkivk Papers, 8745.
* Papers velating to Red River Settlement, p. 31I.



32 THE RED RIVER SETTLEMENT

when their sheriff was taken, had been restrained by the
timidity, ‘not to say cowardice,’ of their officers ; they
began to think ‘that they had not law on their side.’?
Cameron followed up his advantage by dispensing indis-
criminate hospitality at Fort Gibraltar. The Highlanders
were enticed by the fluency in Gaelic, the assurance and
genial bonhomie of ‘ Captain’ Cameron; by the dancing,
the bagpipes, the prolonged festivities of the winter. In
January the governor was called away by the ominous hos-
tility of the half-breeds. Cameron approached two of the
settlers with an offer of a free passage, provisions, and with
a promise of land in Upper Canada. ‘I have no interest
whatever,” he wrote, ‘ in making you this promise—but what
humanity points out to me.'® The governor, apprised of
the ‘ turbulent state below,” hurriedly returned to the settle-
ment, only to find that Cameron had induced a few of the
settlers to break open the storehouses and to draw on sledges
to Fort Gibraltar the field pieces upon which Macdonell
depended for the defence of the colony. Cameron shook
hands with the ringleaders of the defection and ‘gave them
a dram all round in his big room.’* Promises of reward
were tempered by predictions of destitution in that ‘accursed
country.”® The main object was now no longer concealed.
* This spring,” wrote a Nor'wester from Portage la Prairie,
‘must decide the entire ruin of the colony.”® ‘Now or
never, Cameron,’ urged Alexander Macdonell.? Half-breeds
passed the settlement ‘night and day singing Indian War
songs.” Settlers were disarmed, a few houses were plundered,
women and children were terrified. The Métis began for
the first time to dispute the possession of the soil—a claim
of which Canadians in retribution were to pay the price in
the insurrection of 1869. The Nor'westers insisted upon the
governor’s surrender. ‘ No terms,” wrote Macdonell, ‘ would
be made with me.” On June 16 another winter partner
arrived with reinforcements. Macdonell was forced to

1 Selkirk Papers, 2004. 2 Ibid., 2030.
3 Cameron to Donald Livingston and Hector McEachern, Ibid., 8854.
4 Ibid., 2029. 5 Ibid., 8700.

¢ Ibid., 1687. 7 Ibid., 9o28.
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capitulate ‘for the safety of the colony.” The Not'westers,
however, were not content with half-measures. Crops were
trampled down ; the storehouses, the colony mill, stables
and barns were burnt to the ground. Cameron took his
prisoner to Fort William. The settlers who remained loyal
to Selkirk were driven from the settlement and found their
way to Jack River by way of Lake Winnipeg. The rest,
134 men, women, and children, went towards Canada in
North-West canoes. One of the party was recommended by
Duncan Cameron for £100 as ‘a great partisan who often
exposed his life for the N. W. Co.” The ringleaders never
found their way again to the Red River Settlement. At
Fort William Cameron was the man of the hour. Mc¢Leod
commended ‘energy and ability.’! ‘I am happy to inform
you,” wrote Simon M¢Gillivray, ‘ that the colony has been
all knocked in the head by the N. W. Co.”2 At the Forks,
four of the settlers, contriving to evade the general expulsion,
cared for the crops as best they could and awaited reinforce-
ments from Hudson Bay.2

Selkirk had never abandoned his purpose of establishing
the colony in person. He reached New York in the autumn
of 1815 only to hear of the destruction of the settlement.
Reinforcements already on the way to Red River retrieved
the disaster ; but Selkirk had exhausted in vain every ex-
pedient to afford adequate protection. As early as June
1815 judicial regulations had been submitted for the approval
of the Colonial Office; they were consigned to the law-
officers of the crown, and all the repeated requests of the
company proved powerless to procure a decision.* Bathurst,
the colonial secretary, pronounced the whole scheme ¢ wild and
unpromising.” A request for military protection at the ex-
pense of the company by way of Hudson Bay was refused ;°
and though Bathurst yielded to Selkirk’s importunity for
some measure ‘ of precaution and police’ for the settlement,

1 Selkivk Papers, 8608. % Ibid., 1868.
3 John McLeod, Archibald Currie, Hugh Mc¢Lean, and James McIntosh.—
Journal of John M<Leod, Canadian Archives, M 2o1.
4 Selkirk’s Letter to the Earl of Liverpool, p. 16.
5 Selkirk Papers, 4506.
VOL. XIX C
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the instructions to Governor Drummond in Canada?! were
such as to invite frustration by the vigilant Nor'westers.
Drummond consulted his North-West councillor. On the
very day that the Métis were completing the devastation of
the settlement, M¢Gillivray, with * feelings of indignation,’
denied ‘in the most solemn manner, the allegations whereon
this shameful accusation is founded.”? Drummond informed
Bathurst that any protection for the settlement was ‘ decidedly
impracticable.”® The company and settlement, left to their
own resources, were powerless to prevent the outcome.

The reinforcements were directed through two channels.
With the expedition of 1815, Robert Semple, cultured and
humane but over-confident and uneven in judgment, came
out as the new governor of the colony. The voyage was the
shortest, the most orderly, and the most promising of the
Red River migrations. ‘ Perhaps the same number of people
under the same circumstances never landed on a foreign
shore in higher health and spirits.’* The new settlers,
chiefly from Sutherlandshire, were of the race that had
attracted Selkirk by their thrift and astonished Keveny
by their Presbyterian observance of Sunday. At York
Factory the governor was apprised of the expulsion of the
settlers. A little daunted by the ‘lawless ferocity ’ of the
Nor'westers, Semple pressed on to re-establish the settlement.

Meanwhile reinforcements for the fur trade had been
dispatched from Montreal, whence Colin Robertson had been
urging upon the directorate, since 1813, the necessity of
fighting fire with fire—of contending with the Nor'westers
from North-West headquarters by means of Canadian traders
and balailleurs. Robertson, with an advance-guard of
twenty men, found desolation at Red River except where
John M¢Leod and his little garrison had begun the new Fort
Douglas a few hundred yards below the Forks. Pressing on

1 “ That you may make the necessary inquiries as to the grounds of the fears
expressed . . . and in the event of your considering them to be founded, furnish
such protection and assistance as can be afforded without detriment to his
Majesty’s service.’—Bathurst to Drummond, March 8, 1815.

2 William M¢Gillivray to Harvey, June 24, 1815.

3 Papers relating to Red River Settlement, p. 4.

4 Selkirk Papers, 1664.
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¢ with usual impetuosity of mind ’ to Jack River, he led the
loyal settlers back to Red River, to begin again from the
ashes of their ruined houses. Fort Douglas was nearly com-
pleted ; a prolific harvest of wheat, despite the ‘ expulsion,’
dispelled all fears of privation for the coming winter ; buffaloes
were never so numerous. November 3, the day on which
Semple and his party arrived, was given up to unwonted re-
joicing. ‘The colours were hoisted,” wrote Semple, ‘ the guns
were fired, at night we laughed and drank and danced.
Semple led one party to Pembina for the winter; Colin
Robertson took up his position at the Forks.

It became apparent to the Nor'westers that the dispersion
of the colony in the spring was not to be the end. The
* campaign ’ for the following winter began with a methodical
attempt to organize the Métis. Cuthbert Grant, a daring
and resourceful young half-breed, was ‘appointed Captain
General of all the Half Breeds in the Country.” The plan
succeeded only through the energy of the North-West recruit-
ing agents. ‘The Freemen are all rascals,” wrote Alexander
Macdonell, ‘and a few of the Half-breeds little better.” At
Qu'Appelle they were directed to ‘ prepare for the field’;
at Moose Lake they were urged to ‘ join in extirpating those
miscreants out of the Country.” ‘You will see some sport
in Red River before the month of June is over,” wrote
Alexander Macdonell. ‘It mustend,’ said Laughlin M¢Lean,
‘in some sickly work in the long run.” Cuthbert Grant
hoped to ‘ come off with flying colours and never see any of
them again in the colonizing way in Red River. ‘I am
happy to inform you,” he wrote, ¢ that they are all united
and staunch and ready to obey our commands.’ During
the winter the Nor'westers, responding to Mc¢Gillivray's
hope that ‘the Ancient North West spirit will rouse with
indignation,” swept all before them in the fur trade. Early
in May Cuthbert Grant seized a brigade of six boats descend-
ing the Assiniboine and used the captured provisions for the
expedition against the settlement. Brandon House was
plundered ‘in great triumph.” At Portage la Prairie rein-
forcements arrived, and the war-party followed the river
towards the settlement.
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At the Forks, Semple, on his return from winter quarters
at Pembina, was apprised of the hostile preparations through
the aggressiveness of Colin Robertson. On March 19
Robertson had marched to Fort Gibraltar and carried off
Duncan Cameron for trial in England. Finding a letter by
Cameron urging a ‘hostile visit’ by the half-breeds and
suggesting ‘ good booty if they went cunningly to work,’
Robertson intercepted the express canoe of the North-West
Company and without ceremony opened all the dispatches.
* A more complete disclosure of plans of deliberate villainy,’
wrote Semple afterwards, ‘has never yet met my eye.'?!
Semple caused Fort Gibraltar to be demolished and the stock-
ades ‘rafted’ to Fort Douglas. Robertson, with Cameron
under arrest, left for York Factory in protest against ‘ those
incautious measures which had a great tendency to produce
the destruction of the Colony.”? ‘Governor Semple,” he
wrote, ‘ was told that his name and his presence would do
everything.’®

From the mass of evidence bearing upon the affray of
* Seven Oaks,’ the object of the expedition is to be traced with
little uncertainty. There are specific instructions from North-
West partners at Fort William to agents in the interior to
‘ assemble as many of the Indians as you can by any means
induce to go to the Red River to meet us there. . . . We
shall be there about the 17th of June.’* Letters from Robert
Henry after the event are even more conclusive. ‘I thank
Providence,” he wrote to his uncle, ‘ that the Battle was over
before we got there, as it was our intention to storm the Fort.’ ®
Cuthbert Grant, it would seem, sought to pass Fort Douglas
without a conflict, and to place his forces under the command
of M¢Leod and the Fort William expedition ascending the
river for an attack upon the settlement. On the evening of
June 19 the Métis, leaving the Assiniboine four miles above

1 Selkivk Papers, 2180,

2 Ibid., 4339. Semple and Robertson ‘ were not upon terms of intimacy.'—
Ibid., 2737.

3 Robertson to Selkirk, Ibid., 3033.

4 ¢ They shall be well and fully recompensed for their trouble.”—A. N. McLeod,
Robert Henry, and John McLoughlin to Grant and Morrison, Ibid., 8612.

5 Ibid., 8729.
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Fort Douglas, took a line of march over the prairie in order
to reach Red River about two miles below the Forks. When
they were sighted from the watch-tower of Fort Douglas,
Governor Semple with about thirty men issued from the fort,
and, advancing along the Colony Road, now Main Street of
the city of Winnipeg, threatened to intercept the Métis on
their way to the river-bank. A few settlers, terrified by the
half-breeds, were met in flight to Fort Douglas. When the
governor came into view, Grant extended his line beyond
the settlers on the left, while the right wing outflanked the
colonists and began to drive them back upon the river. The
governor was soon surrounded ‘in the shape of a half-moon
or half-circle.’” A Frenchman, Boucher by name, ‘waving
his hand and calling out in broken English,’ rode out from
the ranks and engaged in an angry discussion with the
governor. Semple with almost incredible rashness seized his
opponent’s rifle. There was a shot and then a general
fusillade. Lieutenant Holte of the settlement was the first
to fall. ‘In a few minutes,’” says Pritchard, ‘ almost all our
people were either killed or wounded.” What followed was
massacre and mutilation. Semple was wounded in the
thigh. An Indian, seeing the governor upon the ground,
‘ shot him in the breast and killed him on the spot.” Twenty-
one of the settlers were killed ; the rest were taken prisoners
or escaped in the darkness. Only one of Grant’s men fell
in the engagement. The settlers still within the fort thought
of their defenceless families. Inventories were drawn up
and terms arranged for surrender. ‘The Fort,’ says Pritchard,
‘was delivered over to Cuthbert Grant, who gave receipts on
each sheet of the inventory signed ‘ Cuthbert Grant acting
for the North-West Company.”’ On the evening of June 22
‘all proceeded down the river—the settlers a second time
on their journey into exile,’ in bereavement and despair.
Many of the Métis were ¢ well and fully recompensed,” in
fulfilment of M¢Leod’s promise.! A list of the others, with
the intended rewards in readiness, was found by Selkirk at
Fort William. The expedition under M¢Leod took posses-
sion of Fort Douglas. The governor's quarters were given
1 Selkivk Papers, 8612.
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over to a celebration of the victory. The tale of ‘Seven
Oaks’ appeared in rude verse that is still sung by the French
Métis nearly a century after the rivalry between the two
companies was quenched by coalition.

IT1

THE SELKIRK REGIME

HEN the affray of Seven Oaks took place, Selkirk had
already devised protection and reinforcements for
the settlement and was on the way to Red River.

Two regiments, composed chiefly of Swiss mercenaries, had
been disbanded after the War of 1812, Selkirk induced a
few of the ablest officers and about a hundred of the men—
called de Meurons after their commanding officer—to settle
at Red River. Early in May Miles Macdonell, now liberated
from custody, was sent in advance with instructions to evade
the Nor'westers. By June 17 Selkirk himself was ready to
embark. Sherbrooke, the new governor, was so far from
hostile that Selkirk was made a justice of the peace and was
even granted a personal escort of seven regulars from
Drummond’s Island. Still ignorant of the disaster of June 19
and anticipating ‘every obstruction’ from the Nor'westers
by the regular route, he chose the route by Fond du Lac,
River St Louis, and Red Lake. The future of the settlement
seemed assured.

At Sault Ste Marie the news of Seven Oaks shattered the
‘ pleasing visions’ of a future province. Miles Macdonell
received the intelligence at Lake Winnipeg and returned
with all haste to apprise Selkirk that speed and secrecy were
now unavailing. Of Selkirk’s original aims there can be no
doubt! After Seven Oaks, however, there could be no sup-
plies to meet him at Red Lake and no resources for his support
even could he reach Red River without them. Hudson’s
Bay men were kept prisoners at Fort William by those who

1 Selkirk to Miller, February 22, 1817 (marked ‘ Not Sent '), Selkirk Papers,
3178, etc.
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were implicated, in Selkirk’s conviction, in a system of in-
human outrage upon their countrymen at Red River. Efforts
were made to induce two justices of the peace for Upper
Canada to effect the arrest of the North-West partners at
the summer conference. When they declined the office,
Selkirk dispensed with caution and sailed straight for Fort
William, determined to act himself in his capacity of magis-
trate. Twelve bateaux put ashore a mile above Fort
William on August 12.

It will not be possible to discuss here the ethics of
Selkirk’s seizure of Fort William—the liberation of Hudson's
Bay prisoners, the arrest and dignified submission of
MecGillivray and the North-West partners, the discovery
of conclusive evidence that North-West partners and agents
were responsible for the campaign against the settlement.
The transactions with Daniel M¢Kenzie for the purchase
of supplies were seized upon by North-West partisans to
deluge Selkirk’s name with obloquy. Selkirk’s own counsel
were the first to deplore the specious and invalid agree-
ment for submitting the controversy to arbitrators to be
appointed by the lords chief justices of King's Bench and
of Common Pleas at Westminster. Selkirk himself wrote of
‘ wretchedly ill-judged conduct.” ‘I have been guilty of
great imprudence.” Self-reproach, however, was no atone-
ment for ‘ the great mistake.” One fatal result involved the
settlement in the ultimate defeat of its founder. The Nor’-
westers lost no time in procuring a warrant for Selkirk’s
arrest from a magistrate at Drummond’s Island. The signa-
ture was written irregularly ; the warrant itself ‘in a fair
Clerk-like hand.” It was accompanied by no letters or cre-
dentials. It was served by a stranger whose journey of five
hundred miles over fresh water in winter did not harmonize
with Selkirk’s experience of Upper Canadian officials. Infor-
mation, moreover, was received that Keveny, who had
submitted to a North-West warrant, had been most brutally
murdered by Charles Reinhart, who confessed the crime and
was afterwards formally convicted at Quebec. Selkirk treated
‘ the Warrant as a trick and the pretended constable as an im-
postor.” The Colonial Office was informed with all speed that
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Selkirk had resisted arrest. It is necessary to bear in mind,
in interpreting the results of the inquiry by commission and
of the litigation that virtually brought Selkirk’s life to an
end, how far colonial courts, crown officers, commissioners,
and minor officials could disregard instructions from Bathurst
which bore all the weight of indictment, verdict, and sen-

tence combined. ‘You will . . . without delay,” wrote the
colonial secretary on February 11, 1817, ‘ take care that an
Indictment be preferred against his Lordship. . . . By re-

sisting the execution of the Warrant issued against him, Lord
. Selkirk has rendered himself doubly amenable to the Laws.
. . . Surrounded as Lord Selkirk appears to be with a Military
Force which has once already been employed to defeat the
execution of legal process, it is almost impossible to hope that
he will quietly submit to the execution of any warrant against
him so long as an opening is left for effectual resistance.” In
case Selkirk refused to submit, Bathurst proposed to apply
to parliament for ‘some special measure of severity with
respect to his Lordship.”! It was after more than a year
of inquiry and litigation that Selkirk accidentally ascer-
tained the existence of these official instructions from
Downing Street. In the meantime he had been charged at
Sandwich, Upper Canada, in compliance with these explicit
instructions from the Colonial Office, with resistance to
legal process. For the offence that occasioned Bathurst’s
dispatch Selkirk was bound in recognizance of £50, and
when the case came up the indictment was thrown out
by the Grand Jury.?

The winter of 1816 began with Selkirk in full possession
of Fort William and the Nor'westers in possession of Fort
Douglas. In December a party of twenty-seven men, with
two small guns on sledges, marched on snow-shoes from Rainy
Lake against the Nor'westers at Red River. Miles Macdonell
describes, in characteristic martial language, the arrival at
Silver Heights, the night attack, the early ‘ morning fine with
moonlight,” Fort Douglas was ‘invested and carried by
escalade. . . . All was quiet in our possession before day-

1 Bathurst to Sherbrooke, Lower Canada, G 19, p. 62, Canadian Archives.
2 Attorney-General’s Report, Upper Canada, Q 325, p. 43, Canadian Archives.
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light, when the Company’s flag was hoisted on the staff.’!
Sixteen Nor'westers were taken prisoners. Macdonell pro-
ceeded, with no excess of scruple, to re-establish control over
the Red River district. In the spring the settlers returned
a second time from exile. A commission had meanwhile
been appointed to report upon the whole conflict. Selkirk’s
arrival with the de Meurons settlers gave promise of peace
if not of plenty. A voluminous correspondence, ranging
from descriptions of Italian gardening to almost the last
letter he ever wrote, discloses an assiduous interest in the
practical problems of agriculture ‘as practised with singular
success on a scale of uncommon extent ’ # upon his own estates.
There are instructions for the growth and storage of wheat
at Red River, for an attempt to domesticate and utilize the
buffalo, for the care of Spanish sheep, for the introduction
of cattle from the United States, for an experimental farm on
the Assiniboine, for prizes for the best results among the
settlers. For a few months only—in Prince Edward Island
in 1803 and 4t Red River in 1817—Selkirk appeared in the
role that seems to have inspired his plans for settlement.
His supervision for four months at Red River passed into a
tradition that still survives. Sites for church and school,
¢ public roads, by-roads, bridges, mill-seats and other im-
portant points were settled.” ‘So correct and unerring was
his judgment,” writes Sheriff Ross, ‘ that nothing planned at
this early date could in after years be altered to advantage.’
Despite ruinous losses—amounting in eight years to £114,000
—all payment for land by settlers was relinquished. The
Indians made treaties with the ‘Silver Chief.’” There is a
sense in which these obscure months must be considered the
practical consummation of a lifetime. Seldom has immediate
reward been so paltry, the outlay so enormous, and ultimate
vindication of practical foresight in the resources of the
Canadian West at once so complete and so tardy.

The failure to effect from the commissioner at Red River
an unqualified recognition of Selkirk’s ‘ rights of property’
was an augury of the struggle that filled the following three

1 Selkirk Papers, 3233.
2 Selkirk to Pelham, Q 293, p. 170, Canadian Archives.
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years. Selkirk wrote bitterly of the government’s inflexible
policy of indecision ; while Selkirk’s counsel with remarkable
astuteness surmised ‘that orders have been received from
England.’! Selkirk’s departure from Red River on September
9 had an ominous significance for the settlement. The litiga-
tion in Canadian courts and the struggle for vindication in
Great Britain left the colony stranded for half a century
above the current upon which Selkirk had hoped to launch
it. Selkirk’s death in 1820 seemed in itself a disaster. It
will scarcely be necessary here to trace the forces that led
_ to the coalition of the two companies in 1821. Against that
coalition Selkirk had directed all the energy of his remaining
strength. ‘I would reckon it immoral as well as disgraceful,’
he wrote, * if it were done from any views of pecuniary advan-
tage. . . . With respect to giving up the settlement or sell-
ing it to the North-West, that is entirely out of the question.
I know of no consideration that would induce me to abandon
it. I ground this resolution not only on the principle of sup-
porting the settlers whom I have already sent to the place,
but also because I consider my character at stake upon the
success of the undertaking and upon proving that it was
neither a wild and visionary scheme nor a trick to cover
sordid plans of aggression.’ 2 It was inevitable that Selkirk’s
name should be left, while the memory of the conflict sur-
vived, without a vindication, in the interests of a not very
creditable political expediency. Even in 1857 the most pro-
minent of the old Nor'westers confessed only half-apologeti-
cally to the early ‘ libel upon the Hudson’s Bay Company.’3
It is borne in upon one that the abuse of that day was too long
left to stain a generous career, and that it has not yet, perhaps,
been removed from the general estimation of Selkirk’s work.
The significance of that work, though apparent to Selkirk’s
vision, was not grasped for half a century either by Canada
or by Great Britain. It was forced upon them only when
American expansion northward and westward threatened to
engulf the one vested interest which during fifty years of

1 Gale to Lady Selkirk, Selkirk Papers, 3667.
2 Selkirk to Colvile, Correspondence, St Mary’s Isle, vol. vi. p. g66 a.
3 Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, 1857, p. 346.

|



THE SELKIRK REGIME 43

obscurity safeguarded the possibility of a British and trans-
continental dominion. Selkirk’s mistakes were not a few,
but they were obvious and self-confessed ; and though the
ruling plan of his life was for eight years obscured by an
ignoble quarrel in which it may be said both his enemies and
many of his allies fell below his own standard, that plan
emerges unshaken and untarnished in almost the last letter
he ever wrote. A passage in the Skeich of the Fur Trade
forms perhaps one of the most remarkable prophecies of that
century. ‘If these regions were occupied by an industrious
population, they might afford ample means of subsistence to
more than thirty millions of British subjects.”*

Within a week after Selkirk’s departure from the settle-
ment, as though to presage the future, a heavy frost followed
by a violent hurricane destroyed almost all the available
supplies for the winter. The settlers were forced again to
rely upon the buffalo? The next decade was filled with
disasters that might have shaken the faith of Selkirk himself
in the future of settlement in the Red River valley. In 1818
locusts appeared in clouds that obscured the sun, and swarmed
upon the fields to the depth of several inches. Wheat,
stripped of all verdure, a few potatoes and ‘ ears of barley,
half-ripe, gleaned in the women’s aprons’ were all that re-
mained of a promising harvest. The settlers, driven once
more to Pembina for the winter, suffered again the ‘endless
misery of providing for themselves and their families among
savages.” For three years the pestilence became a ‘sicken-
ing and destructive plague.” The locusts devoured the blades
of wheat, the very leaves from the trees. ‘The water was
poisoned with them.” Only by an overland journey on snow-
shoes to the Mississippi and an early return by flat-boat to
the settlement could two hundred and fifty bushels of grain be
obtained for seed, at a cost of more than £1000 to the Selkirk
estate. The de Meurons about Fort Douglas and across the
river on the Seine seem to have abandoned themselves to a
life of indolence and disorder. Even the young Scottish
settlers, despairing of the soil, turned to the buffalo, the snow-

1 Second edition, London, 1816, pp. 123-4.
2 Selkirk Papers, 4156.
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shoe, and the dog-train. A few French-Canadian families
with two Roman Catholic missionaries arrived in 1818 to
share the disasters of the colony and to swell the numbers at
Pembina. Scarcely had the locusts disappeared when a party
of Swiss, recruited by an officer, de May, who had ‘ certainly
not done his duty conscientiously,’! arrived by way of
Hudson Bay. ‘As to character,” says Ross, ‘they must
have proved an acquisition to any community, being a quiet,
orderly, and moral people.” Red River, however, was
scarcely a retreat for ‘clock-makers, pastry cooks and musi-
cians.” The Swiss, fraternizing as best they could with the
burly de Meurons of * German Creek,’ for five years eked out
a precarious existence in poverty and privation. The settle-
ment seemed doomed to perennial disaster. The company’s
officials were unfriendly ; the directorate was not enthusi-
astic. Governor Simpson, the wary and capable young
governor of Rupert’s Land after the coalition, wrote that
the settlement was becoming injurious to the company
and without better regulations would ‘ultimately ruin the
trade.’

Finally in 1826 adversity culminated in a disaster which
left ‘all former reverses . . . scarcely worthy of notice.’
The heavy snowfall during the winter drove the buffalo from
the neighbourhood ; no less than thirty-three of the plain-
hunters, struggling back to Pembina or to the settlement,
perished of starvation or exposure. When the ice ran out in the
spring, the river rose nine feet in twenty-four hours. Two days
later the flood swept over the banks and the settlement was
buried beneath an inland sea. Houses, cattle, and farming
implements were swept away ; ‘ the de Meurons,’ says Ross,
‘fed us with our own beef at 3d. per pound.” ‘This,’ wrote
Governor Simpson, ‘I consider an extinguisher to the hope
of Red River ever retaining the name of Settlement.” When
the water subsided, many of the French returned to Canada ;
a migration of the Swiss and de Meurons took place to the
United States. The company, nothing loath, sped their de-
parture with provisions for the journey. The older settlers

1 Simpson to Colvile, Selkirk Papers, 7380.
2 Ross, Red River Settlement, p. 77.
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resolved, for the fourth time within fifteen years, to begin
anew at Red River.

Selkirk’s executors meanwhile can scarcely be charged
with parsimony in the management of the settlement. The
experiments that filled the years after Selkirk’s death seem
to have exhausted the range of the country’s resources.
‘ Hayfield ’ experimental farm was one of Selkirk’s favourite
projects for the introduction of scientific agriculture at Red
River. Barns and stables, choice stock, costly quarters for
skilled overseer and farm labourers swelled the enormous
expenditure. ¢ Mismanagement, disappointment and ruin
were the only result.” Some of the buildings were burnt to
the ground, and the undertaking was abandoned in 1822.
The loss to the Selkirk estate was estimated at more than
£2000. Attempts to establish relay stations for a winter
road to Hudson Bay resulted in incompetency and failure.
Perhaps the most noteworthy of all the fatuous schemes of
fortune was the Buffalo Wool Company, which was organized
with the support of Governor Simpson, and was under the
energetic patronage of Lady Selkirk herself. Prolonged
experiments with the hair of the buffalo were made by British
weavers; the buffalo shawl, through Lady Selkirk’s influence,
promised to become an article of fashion. Almost the whole
settlement embarked in the enterprise, ¢ with as much confid-
ence,’ says Ross, ‘ as if the mines of Potosi had been at their
doors.” The farmer ‘ threw aside the hoe and spade to join
the plain-rangers,’ in anticipation of fabulous profits. There
were skilled artisans from Great Britain, ‘ curriers, skinners,
sorters, wool-dressers and bark-manufacturers.” ‘If the
business were properly managed,” wrote Governor Simpson,
‘I have not a doubt of its turning out well.”! Increased
prices, however, were paid for hides and recklessly high wages
to the operators at a time when the farm labourers received
two shillings a day. What with reckless expenditure, much
tippling, and natural obstacles, by no means few, to economic
thrift in so remote an enterprise, the company collapsed in
1825. The capital was all consumed; the Hudson’s Bay
Company, as bankers, lost as heavily as the shareholders.

1 Selkirk Papers, 7392.
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The cost of producing cloth which sold in London for 4s. 6d.
was estimated at two guineas.

The one virtue of the Buffalo Wool Company, says Gunn,
was that it ‘ enabled the settlers to obtain a little money at
the right time.! Cattle, brought on speculation from the
United States, found a ready market. The experiment was
repeated with such success that the cattle at pasture at Red
River, wrote the governor, came to ‘ resemble herds of Buffalo.’
The Buffalo Wool Company, however, was followed by other
plans of less splendid but scarcely more trustworthy promise.
Cultivation of flax and hemp was encouraged by generous
distribution of seed and by prizes for the best results. A
tallow company, having contended for two years against the
wolves and inclement winters, finally sold their herds by
auction. An attempt was made to bring sheep from Missouri
and Kentucky. More than one thousand perished on the
way from over-driving or the mismanagement of the overseers.
The Selkirk régime closes with another attempt to establish
an experimental farm. ‘After six years’ trial,’ says Ross,
‘ when the whole was sold off, the dead loss to the Company
amounted to 43500 sterling.” It seemed that no enterprise
could thrive in an atmosphere of pampered inefficiency.
Governor Simpson wrote of the ‘strange fatality attending
this unfortunate Colony.’

After Selkirk’s death the attitude of the company’s officials
was far from encouraging. ‘ Every Gentleman in the Service
both Hudson’s Bay and North-West,” wrote Governor Simp-
son, was ‘ unfriendly to the Colony.” Even Colvile, Selkirk’s
chief executor, wished that Red River affairs ‘ had been in the
Red Sea 20 years ago.” Lack of enthusiasm is not unintelli-
gible. Alexander Macdonell, the governor of the colony,
known among the settlers as the Grasshopper Governor—
more baneful than the pestilence—was ‘ extremely unpopular,
despised and held in contempt by every person connected
with the place.”? Accounts were falsified, goods misappropri-
ated, and a few favourites indulged in carousals at the Colony
Fort. Captain Bulger, who became governor of Assiniboia

1 Gunn and Tuttle, History of Manitoba, p. 232.
2 Simpson to Colvile, Selkirk Papers, 7380.
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under the Hudson’s Bay directorate in 1822, seems to have
brought something of ‘system and regularity’ into the
management of the settlement. An Indian swashbuckler
was lashed to a gun and flogged in public by a burly de
Meuron soldier. A rough survey was completed ; a ‘ council
for the District of Assiniboia,’ consisting of six of the settlers,
met at Fort Douglas; the right of the settlers to trade with
the Indians for provisions, leather, and horses was vindicated
against the officials of the company. Despite the ridicule
among the Hudson’s Bay officers, of the ‘ grumbling senators’
and their governor at the settlement, there was a suggestive
proposal as early as 1823 for the addition of the chief factor
and the Roman Catholic bishop to the list of ‘ sage councillors ’
at the Colony Fort.

Under the energetic and capable governorship of Donald
Mackenzie,! a veteran of the Astor Company, the colony
began at last to go ‘ most thrivingly forward.” What with
the migration of the thriftless de Meurons and the prolific
harvests after the flood of 1826, even Governor Simpson
changed his views. ‘ This settlement,” he wrote, ‘is in the
most perfect state of tranquillity, * peace and plenty ’’ may be
said to be its motto.” Governor Mackenzie describes with
enthusiasm — and not perhaps without calculation — the
harvests ‘ rich and flourishing,’ the health and contentment,
the ‘ stacks and laden carts.” ‘I beg to congratulate you and
all my employers on the prosperous state of the Colony.’ 2
Prosperity paved the way for the transfer of the settlement to
the company. In 1834 the sixth Earl of Selkirk acceded to
the ‘ desire expressed by the Committee to have re-conveyed’
the grant of Assiniboia for £15,000 of Hudson’s Bay stock.?
The Council of Assiniboia, now controlled directly by the
company and under the presidency of the governor of Rupert’s

1 Robert Pelly, who succeeded Bulger in 1823, retired two years later.

2 Selkivk Papers, 8480.

3 ¢ With the dividends which may accrue and be paid thereon after that date.”
—DMinutes of committee held June 6, 1834, Correspondence, St Mary’s Isle, vol. viii.
p. 1226.

‘ The money actually paid to Lord Selkirk with interest added to it ’ amounted
in 1836 to £84,111.—Report from the Select Commitice on the Hudson’s Bay Com~

pany, 1857, P. 345.
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Land, was convened in February 1835. Four justices of the
peace were appointed, a volunteer corps was enrolled, and the
council proceeded to enact laws for the settlement. With
singular appropriateness the signatures of Governor Simpson,
John Pritchard, Cuthbert Grant, and many other friends and
enemies of the Selkirk régime appear together on the minute-
books. The settlement entered upon a period of obscure and
prosaic development under the company. So obscure indeed
were the sources of government that for many years the
settlers ‘ were under the persuasion that the colony still
belonged to the executors of Lord Selkirk.” Even Hudson’s
Bay men began to think of the rights of the settlers and
to resent the ‘political finesse’ by which the company ‘ pre-
served themselves clear of all responsibility.’ !

v

THE RULE OF THE COMPANY

HE return to the settlement in 1823 of the French
Canadians and half-breeds from Pembina concen-
trated at the Forks all the miscellaneous population

of the Red River district—* the Scotch, the de Meurons, the
simple Swiss and the Canadians, and a number of retired
Hudson’s Bay servants, making in all about 1500 souls.’?
Even the wandering plain-ranger and the fisherman made
the settlement their headquarters. The Scottish settlers and
the retiring servants of the company were gathered at Kil-
donan on the west bank of the Red River ; the French, the
de Meurons, the Swiss, and many of the Métis across the river
at St Boniface; the main settlement of the Métis for a time
under Cuthbert Grant at White Horse Plains up the Assini-
boine. For nearly a generation after the flood of 1826 and
the migration of the Swiss and de Meurons, the personnel
of the settlement underwent little change except from the
increasing numbers of the retiring Hudson’s Bay servants,
though the years of prosperity after 1827 served to differ-

1 Ross, Red River Settlement, p. 174. 2 Ibid., p. 78.
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entiate, without disuniting, the various elements that com-
posed the settlement under the direct rule of the company.

The Scottish settlers, joined by the retiring Hudson's Bay
officials—chiefly Orcadians, ‘ quiet, honest and plodding '—
formed by far the most stable section of the community.
The farms, with small frontage on the river, ran back to the
hay-lands on the open prairie. The Highlanders were never
without a grievance ; for the want of a ‘ minister of their own
persuasion’ was an affliction that the staid Presbyterians
never forgot and never forgave the company. In material
welfare the Scottish settlement showed evidence of frugality
and thrift. Struggling through adversity with patient forti-
tude, they had emerged at last into prosperity and much
primitive comfort. In the controversies of the next genera-
tion the plodding farmer naturally played no very stirring
part. While others, however, fought for free trade and a
broader political horizon, it may be said that the unobtrusive
prosperity of the farmer created the conditions that alone
could inspire the struggle.

The ‘ whims and changes’ of life among the Métis pre-
sented a striking contrast. The precarious existence of the
plain-ranger, the cart-driver, the fisherman, and the voyageur
developed a restlessness under restraint and a pampered
improvidence which taxed and eventually defied the com-
pany’s management. At the coalition in 1821 the birch
canoe and paddle of the Nor'wester were displaced by the boat
brigades to Hudson Bay. The voyageurs were recruited
from the most destitute of the Métis, when advances of
pay by the company seemed the only means of subsistence.
Their reckless improvidence usually resulted in dissipation
or mutiny ; their families were frequently left in destitution
at the settlement. The ownership of nets, or sufficient credit
to hire them for the autumn fisheries of the titameg or white-
fish, was a stage nearer self-support and independence; but
when skill or good fortune or adequate credit could procure a
good horse or a Red River cart, the adventure and wild free-
dom of the buffalo chase exercised an irresistible attraction
for the French Métis. The ‘ summer hunt ’ usually began in
June, the ‘autumn hunt’ in August. The number of carts

VOL. XIX D
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which left the settlement for the plains in 1820 was 540. In
1840 no less than 1210 carts and 1600 huntsmen, women, and
children, representing £20,000 of capital supplied chiefly by
the company or by private traders at the settlement, were
employed in the summer hunt. More than 1300 buffaloes
were slaughtered in a single day; not less than 2500 alto-
gether before the expedition returned to the settlement.
Sheriff Ross has left a description of the long train of creaking
Red River carts, built altogether without iron, wending their
way out of the settlement, of the rendezvous at Pembina, and
of the muster on the plains. Here ten °captains’ were
chosen to regulate the camp; ten men were assigned to each
of the captains ; ten guides were appointed to direct the chase.
Rules for the camp were drawn up and enforced with rigour
and dispatch. When the herd of buffaloes was sighted, four
hundred mounted horsemen at a given signal began the
stampede, loading and firing in full career. The dangers of
the chase and the discipline of the camp supplied unique
training for horsemanship, for the skilful use of firearms, and
for united action under their chosen leaders. The vicissitudes
of abundance and destitution, however, left the Métis thrift-
less and improvident. ‘ Enjoying a sort of licentious freedom,’
says Ross, ‘ they are generous, warm-hearted and brave, and
left to themselves, quiet and orderly.” Many settlers indeed
of Indian blood, particularly among the Scottish and English
Métis, were reckoned among the most prosperous in the
settlement. The plain-rangers, the fishermen, and the
voyageurs as a class, however, were ‘unsteady . . . in all
their habits, fickle in their dispositions, credulous in their
faith, and clannish in their affections.” The huntsman soon
began to trade at the American outposts, while the small
traders at the settlement, the allies of the plain-rangers, began
to challenge the authority of the Hudson’s Bay officials upon
the company’s most cherished privileges.

The colony stores established by Selkirk conducted the
meagre trade of the settlement on principles of benevolence
rather than of mutual benefit. In the absence of currency
till 1823, the system of credit proved unsatisfactory to all
but the officials who conducted it—often with ‘ much fraud
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and plunder.”* Articles were charged to the settlers which
they never received ; articles were received, it must be said,
by settlers for which they were never likely to pay ; the loss
fell ultimately upon the Douglas family. The system of
credit came to an end in 1823, only, however, after the estab-
lishment of a strong police system at the settlement and the
appearance of private traders on the American border? With
primitive enterprise a few of the settlers imported goods by
the company’s ships at the rate of £8 per ton, and began to
drive a thriving trade. No opposition at first was encoun-
tered from the company. The colony stores for many
years were ill-supplied and were open only at stated periods.
The thrifty settler fared best ; the improvident bought from
the trader on credit, or, when the colony stores were exhausted,
for ready money at exorbitant prices. The colonial sup-
plies were at length increased to meet the demand and the
stores were kept open to accommodate the settlers. The
small trader, deprived of his profits, ‘raised a hue and cry
against the Company and accused them of a wish to monopo-
lize all the trade in goods as they did in furs.’”® There was
little direct competition, however, till intercourse with the
United States and the private trade in furs touched the
jealously guarded monopoly of the company.

It would be less than just to charge the directorate with
inveterate hostility to the colony in the interests of trade.
* They will not suffer the fur trade,” wrote Colvile to Simpson,
‘ to oppose or oppress the settlement.”* Almost all the re-
sources of the colony had been covered by a series of futile
experiments—the organization of wool and tallow companies,
the use of produce for the fur brigades, and the establish-
ment of experimental farms at ruinous losses. The trade
in furs, however, was the life-blood of the company. The
monopoly was safeguarded with increasing rigour. Letters
of private traders were to be left open for inspection in
default of an explicit declaration against the traffic in furs ;

! Colvile to Simpson, March 1o, 1824, Selkirk Papers, 8143.

2 Ibid., 7623, 8075.

3 Ross, Red River Settlement, p. 157.

4 ¢If it be attempted the expence of redressing the evil must and will fall on
the fur trade as in Justice it ought.’—Selkivk Papers, 8149.
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titles to land were made to depend upon abstinence from
the fur trade. With the advent of the American cattleman
and trader, however, the monopoly could no longer be main-
tained by unsparing supervision at Hudson Bay. A duty
of seven and one-half per cent was placed on goods by way
of St Paul; but as early as 1829 there was a demonstration
of the Métis at Fort Garry, demanding facilities for a trade
in tallow and hides, and the abolition of duty on goods from
the United States. The malcontents were quieted by moral
suasion. For coping with the illicit traffic in furs, the astute
governor of Rupert’s Land looked to the police force which
he had urged ingeniously upon the settlers for self-protec-
tion and good government. The company controlled the
north ; but even the summary seizure of furs and the right
of search, enforced with no excessive delicacy in the settle-
ment and on the prairie, could not stop the stealthy proces-
sion of Red River carts to the American outposts.

For several years the Council of Assiniboia, the quarter
sessions, and the volunteer corps under Sheriff Ross—estab-
lished ‘ to guard against dangers from abroad or difficulties
at home ' *—seem to have ‘ worked tolerably well,” from the
standpoint of the company. There is evidence, however,
that among the hunters and the less influential settlers there
was much sullen dissatisfaction. The laws were made by
a council of which the magistrates who were to enforce the
laws were themselves members. In 1836 a French half-
breed, Louis St Denis, was flogged for theft. The spectators
jeered the executioner, pelted him with mud, and were re-
strained from further violence only by a strong force of police.
Even in 1834 one of the French Métis, Larocque, resenting
a blow from one of the company’s officials in punishment for
an insult, had collected a band of Métis and demanded that
the officer 2 be given up to them for retribution. When the

1 Governor Simpson’s Address, February 12, 1835.

2 Thomas Simpson, the distinguished Arctic explorer. Sheriff Ross states that
Simpson ‘ placed himself in the situation of an aggressor by chastising, on the
spot, a half-breed named Larocque who had provoked him by his insolent and over-
bearing conduct. . . . We got the knotty point settled by making a few trifling
concessions.’—Red River Seitlement, p. 166.

Alexander Simpson, who reached the settlement two days after the incident
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demand was refused, the Métis began their war-dance like
‘a troop of furies.” They were pacified only by a deputa-
tion including Governor Christie, the chief factor of the
company, and the sheriff, and subsequently by presents
together with a ‘ ten-gallon keg of rum and tobacco.” The
company began tentatively to build against the rising flood.
A new Fort Garry was built ; the walls were of stone with
bastions pierced with loopholes for cannon and musketry.
Cuthbert Grant, now a man of means and ‘ Warden of the
Plains’ in the Council of Assiniboia, supervised the search
for furs among the petty traders. Search parties in the
settlement carried stout poles to explore the recesses of the
cottage chimneys. Seizures became more frequent; suc-
cessful evasion became an exploit of daring and eventually
almost of distinction. Peter Garrioch describes in a journal
of rare interest® the midnight departure of the fur-smugglers
and the stealthy journey over the prairie to ‘ Commodore’
Kittson’s at Pembina. Meanwhile the French Métis heard
the echo of the Papineau rebellion in Lower Canada ; news
reached the settlement of the Reform Bill in Great Britain.
When the company sent out a recorder of Rupert’s Land
with the plausible object of supplementing the primitive
jurisdiction of the magistrates, it was found that the forces
at the settlement were beyond control.

Adam Thom, the new recorder, was an Aberdonian, whose
reputation scarcely commended him to the French half-
breed and the ‘ free-trader.” He had practised in Montreal
during the stormy days of the Papineau movement ; he was
known as a vigorous writer, a foe of the French Canadian,
a determined champion of ‘law and order.’ Beneath the
usual ingenious plausibility of the appointment—the obvious
need of professional training in the proceedings of the courts

occurred, has left a more explicit account in the Life and Travels of Thomas
Simpson, published shortly after his brother’s mysterious death. Larocque, it
seems, having been ¢ refused any further advances . . . grew insolent; he was
ordered out ; refused to obey, and my brother proceeded to eject him ; he resisted,
and got the worst of the scuffle, coming off with a black eye and a bloody nose.’

The governor ‘ succumbed so much to their menaces as to give them a barrel
of rum, and a sum of money as an expiation.’

1 Gunn, The Fight for Free Trade in Rupert’s Land, Mississippi Valley
Historical Association, 1910-11.
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—there was felt to lurk, moreover, a possibility of grave
abuses. The recorder was in reality the judge; his position
made him at the same time almost the attorney for the com-
pany. For his salary of £700 he was dependent upon the
goodwill of the directorate. He could not speak French and
he was known to have opposed the French party in Lower
Canada ; the French half-breeds took it for granted that his
aim would be to curb their wild freedom at the settlement.
Even Sheriff Ross voices the doubt ‘ whether he could at all
times be proof against the sin of partiality.” The hostile pre-
judice became so intense that the recorder was looked upon
as the personification of a malignant and repressive despotism.
One of the hunters, Larant, fell under the suspicion of illicit
trading ; his house was broken into, the furs found in his
possession were confiscated. None but the trapper was
immune. The French Métis found themselves fighting for
the rights of the Indian. Even the English half-breeds took
offence at a social affront offered to one of their number at
Fort Garry. Many of them yielded to self-interest if not to
sentiment, and threw in their lot with the breakers of mono-
poly. *There is not a man high or low,” wrote M¢Dermot,
one of the private traders, to Governor Christie in 1845, ‘ but
says that Mr Thom is the cause of all the present evil.’?
The leadership of the ‘ free trade’ movement in furs fell
to James Sinclair. The Sinclairs had been identified with
the Hudson’s Bay Company since 1760. Fortified by this
continuous family influence and by a Scottish education,
James Sinclair began by trading British goods with the Métis
for the products of the buffalo chase. Tallow was exported
by the Hudson’s Bay ships ; furs, no doubt, found their way
across the American border. There is evidence that both
Sinclair and his fellow-trader, Andrew M¢Dermot, had
drifted into the fur trade with the connivance of Governor
Simpson and of the indulgent Governor Finlayson at the
settlement. M¢Dermot was encouraged to prevent American
interference with the company in Rupert’s Land by com-
peting for the fur trade at Pembina: the governor, wrote

1 Red River Correspondence, Confidential, 1845-6~7, in possession of Mr C. N.
Bell, Winnipeg.
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Me¢Dermot, ‘would not see me lose anything by it.”* ‘I
began to trade furs,’ wrote Sinclair, ‘ with the sanction of the
Honorable Hudson’s Bay Company and continued to do
so until June 1845."% After a visit of American traders in
the autumn of 1844, however, ‘ every one in the Settlement
that had any means began to trade furs.” The company re-
solved to proceed indiscriminately against the ‘illicit traffic’
with all the influence at its command. Sinclair and M¢Dermot
were singled out for an example. In addition to the usual
declaration, they were asked to pledge themselves not to
import goods from the United States and to give a bond of
£1000 each ¢ for the due fulfilment of the above conditions.’ 3
Men of property, Governor Christie remarked to Governor
Simpson, were ‘ assailable by a variety of indirect but power-
ful means.” Their goods could be detained ; freight rates
could be raised ; goods for export could be refused. ‘ The
detention of their goods,” wrote Governor Christie, ‘ has
given them a heavy blow’ ; but by the beginning of 1846 it
was admitted that no ‘measure whatever of an indirect
nature will now answer our purpose.’ The agitation had
assumed a deeper complexion. A band of Métis proposed
to break open the gaol. Pére Belcourt, himself an advocate
of free trade, diverted the movement from direct violence.
Petitions were circulated. The governor sent off a special
express to warn the company. Mc¢Dermot, reproached for
complicity in the rising, resigned from the Council of Assini-
boia : ‘It is never again my wish to desire to sit in that
Council.” Sinclair’s goods were refused by the Hudson's
Bay ships. The question arose how far the company was
entitled to withhold the privileges of British government in
the interests of a trade monopoly. The police force drifted
into ‘notorious and undeniable inefficiency’; even the
magistrates showed ‘a degree of reluctance amounting . . .
to a fixed determination not to adjudicate in cases arising out
of illicit fur trafficking.” The governor at the settlement,
alarmed at the ‘ seductive doctrine about equality and Free

Y Red River Corvespondence, Confidential, 1845-6-7, p. 27.
% Sinclair to Christie, August 25, 1845.
3 Red River Correspondence, Confidential, 1845-6-7, p. 23.
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Trade,” suggested a chain of outposts about the settlement,
the ‘ direct seizure of all furs,” and finally ‘a body of dis-
ciplined troops for the purpose of giving still greater effect
to our authority.’ !

The suggestion for a garrison, however, had already been
anticipated from headquarters. A crisis in the Oregon dis-
pute with the United States was a happy coincidence for
the company. A detachment of 347 men under Major
Crofton was sent to Red River by way of Hudson Bay,
‘ under instructions for the defence of the British Settlements.’
The governor welcomed the regulars in 1846 as  a force that
promises to give efficiency to all our laws.” * The tone of the
inhabitants,” Major Crofton notes in his diary, ‘is dis-
affected ' ;2 but the presence of the garrison, together with
the effects of a fatal epidemic which ravaged the settlement
in the preceding spring, put a stop, for a time at least, to the
traffic in furs. When peace was assured with the United
States,® Major Crofton left the settlement, and the regulars
were withdrawn in 1848. As early as 1847, however, the
governor and council drew up a memorial in view of the * con-
templated removal of the Garrison.” Major Caldwell with
a body of fifty-six pensioners arrived in the autumn of 1848 ;
but the withdrawal of the regulars was the signal for an
agitation intensified by the years of forcible repression.

In the spring of 1849 a French half-breed, Guillaume
Sayer, and three fellow-traders were arrested for illicit traffic
in furs. The trial was fixed for Ascension Day, May 17, and
took place under circumstances that courted disaster to the
claims of the company. The Métis assembled in force for
mass at St Boniface, stacking their arms in the churchyard.
At the close of the service, Louis Riel, a half-breed miller on
the Seine, father of the insurgent leader of 1869, harangued the
Métis and led them in ‘ veritable triumph ’ across the river
to the court-house outside the walls of Fort Garry. No
attempt was made to arm the pensioners. Sinclair was

1 Christie to Simpson, December 31, 1845.

2 September 15, 1846.

3 * Since there is peace with the United States, I can gain nothing by wasting
time here.’—Crofton’s Diary.
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allowed to represent the prisoner ; but without submitting
the case to a jury Sayer admitted his guilt, and the recorder
was informed by Riel in open court that if the prisoner were
not released the Métis would take the law into their own
hands. It was found that Sayer had received verbal per-
mission to trade from one of the minor officials of the company.
The pretext was seized upon by the bench ; Sayer was dis-
missed ; the case against his three companions was dropped.
The Métis, interpreting the decision as the abandonment of
the monopoly in furs, returned to St Boniface cheering,
firing guns, and shouting ‘Le commerce est libre—vive la
liberté !’ The Sayer trial was almost the last appearance
of the recorder upon the bench. He returned to England in
1854. The company’s claims were left in abeyance. The
judiciary was left almost at the mercy of popular opinion.

It was not without significance that in the year of the
Sayer trial an address of the British House of Commons
prayed for an inquiry into the rights of the Hudson’s Bay
Company. The ‘ fight for free trade’ had served a purpose
more far-reaching than a ‘ way to prosperity ' by traffic in
furs. It became a kind of political awakening to the defi-
ciencies of patriarchal government and to the conflicting
interests of settlement and fur trade. The licences granted
by the British government to the company in 1821 and in 1838
imply that the moral debasement of the savage was feared
from the economic freedom of the settler. The company
was designed for the welfare of the Indian and the profit of
the shareholder ; it afforded little scope for British citizen-
ship. It was the commercial rival of the subjects whom it
governed in the name of the crown. It was responsible to
British sharcholders primarily for profits from a trade that
covered a quarter of a continent ; it was absolutely free from
political responsibility to the settlement ; its responsibility
even to the crown was defined by the charter of 1670. The
members of the Council of Assiniboia were appointed by the
company, not infrequently with a purpose. Like other men
of property they were ‘ assailable,” as Governor Christie had
written, ‘ by a variety of indirect but powerful means.” To
the end of the company’s rule the settlement was without the

IVEGE 1!RRAE
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ballot, and was cut off by trading interests from kinship with
self-governing colonies under the crown. Repression rather
than oppression was the sin of the company. Paternal
government could not flourish indefinitely beside the pheno-
menal growth and enterprise of Minnesota. To the American
frontiersman, the Red River trader and cartman, ‘ with the
marks of a European extraction, emerge from the depths of
the wilderness with the characteristics of the savage.’

At the settlement, however, the awakening was neither
general nor spontaneous. The adroit influence of Governor
. Simpson was felt, conciliating the malcontents, ‘ smoothing,’
to use the expressive word of that period, the leading spirits
in the settlement, fortifying and reinforcing the company.
Sinclair with thirty settlers was sent out of the way, across
the Rockies ; Governor Simpson presented him with a £100
note on his departure and bade him ‘ be a good boy.” For
six uneventful years after the Sayer trial the prevailing tone
was one of contentment, of simplicity, of primitive but
‘ undifferentiated ' comfort. The doors went unlocked ; the
ponderous correspondence and sedate deportment of the
Hudson’s Bay officials formed the standard of manners ;
hospitality, ingenuous courtesy to strangers, and primitive
honesty passed into a code of conduct. Litigation was little
more than arbitration. The governor, said Lieutenant-
Colonel Caldwell, was ‘ Jack in office, and did everything.
... I tried to do justly between man and man.'! The
untravelled settler was content to be without ambition as he
was without care. The stimulus came only with knowledge
of other conditions, and knowledge came from without. In
1856 five hundred Red River carts with produce and furs
crossed the American borders; nearly six hundred names
were signed to a petition to the legislative assembly of Canada,
in the cause of union; ‘we have no other choice than the
Canadian plough and printing press, or the American rifle
and Fugitive Slave law.”* The licence of 1838 was to expire
in 1859. The prospect opened the whole status of the com-
pany for discussion. When the news of Canadian activity

1 Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s Bay Company, 1857, p. 301.
* Ibid., 1857, P. 439. ¢



THE RULE OF THE COMPANY 59

and the report of the select committee of the British House
of Commons in 1857 became generally known at the settle-
ment, there was a perceptible loss of Hudson's Bay prestige.
The coming of the Royal Canadian Rifles in 1857 quieted the
uneasiness for five years ; but the arrival of a few aggressively
Canadian settlers, and above all of a printing-press in 1859,
marked the beginning of an insistent agitation against the
moribund rule of the company.

The Nor'-Wester, under the management of two Canadian
journalists, Buckingham and Caldwell, was not altogether
successful in ‘ infecting the lotus-eaters with western fever.’
The first number emphasized the interest of the Canadian
government in the ‘ colonization of the vast country watered
by the Red River, the Assiniboine and the Saskatchewan.’*
Vancouver Island passed from the company to the crown in
1859 ; in 1861 the Nor'-Wester assailed the ‘wavering do-
nothing policy of the Imperial Government’ with regard to
the Red River Settlement. Opposition to the company
became so violent that there was a reaction among the older
settlers. The Nor'-Wester wrote of the ‘ miserable state of
political serfdom,’ the imminence of American influence, the
‘ settled conviction, right or wrong, in people’s minds, that
the Council of Assiniboia is a mere puppet of the Hudson’s
Bay Company, and that all its legislation is moulded by the
material interests of the Company.” When the Canadian
Rifles were withdrawn, Governor Dallas favoured a petition
for more troops; the company’s suggestion was met by a
counter-petition for troops and a change of government.
The moving spirit was James Ross, a native of the settlement,
who had taken a brilliant course at Toronto University, and
had returned to Red River to throw himself into the move-
ment for reform. Ross held the offices of postmaster, sheriff,
and governor of the gaol; after the counter-petition, the
Council of Assiniboia ‘ resolved that he should be deprived
of all these posts.”?2 The governor gave a ball at Fort Garry ;
from the list of invitations the names of those who signed the
counter-petition were carefully excluded. In 1863 the Rev.
G. O. Corbett, who had given evidence against the company

1 December 28, 1859. 2 Hargrave, Red River, p. 256.
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before the committee of 1857, was arrested for a serious crime
and released from gaol by a band of partisans. The ring-
leader of the party was arrested and was liberated in the same
summary manner. The governor was advised that where
public issues were at stake the administration of justice was
thenceforth out of the question. When Sheriff M¢Kenny
won an action by default against his half-brother, Dr Schultz,
the leader of the Canadian party, and attempted in person to
serve a warrant against him, the sheriff’s assistant was kept
a prisoner for several hours, while Dr Schultz, who was
finally arrested, was liberated from gaol by his friends. This
was thought to be ‘ the final blow to the authority of the
Hudson’s Bay Company.’

The source of much of this inspiration is not far to seek.
Canada seems to have awakened to the value of the Red
River Settlement in 1856! When Vankoughnet, president
of the executive council, declared in September of that year
that the western boundary of Canada should be the Pacific,
the suggestion was ‘ echoed throughout the province by the
press and by public men of all degrees.”2 * Do the Hudson’s
Bay Company,’ asked the Toronto Globe, ¢ think they can shut
out people from the direct road to the Great West forever ?’
There was a petition from the Toronto Board of Trade and
an address to the throne from the legislative council and
assembly of Canada. Chief Justice Draper was sent to watch
the sittings of the select committee of the British House of
Commons in 1857. It was found that their Report recom-
mended that  the districts on the Red River and the Saskat-
chewan’ should be ‘ ceded to Canada on equitable principles.’
Expeditions were sent out under S. J. Dawson to survey
a road from Fort William to the settlement and under Pro-
fessor Hind to report upon the suitability of the West for
settlement. In 1858 there was an attempt to establish a
Canadian mail service. The North-West Transit Company
was incorporated in Canada. The London representative
became a director of the International Financial Company,

* ‘1 think it was during the very last summer that the discussion first com-
menced uponthesubject.’—JohnRoss before theselect committee, 1857, Report, p. 3.

? Evidence of A. R. Roche, Report from the Select Committee on the Hudson’s
Bay Company, 1857, p. 249.
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which actually purchased the Hudson’s Bay Company in
1863. After 1867, especially, the Canadian Confederation
appeared to be the manifest destiny of the Red River Settle-
ment ; though a few supporters of the new Hudson's Bay
Company opposed the abandonment of the settlement to
become ‘ a mere sub-colony of a colony ’ that was ‘ its inferior
in future capabilities.”? Till 1859 Canada had sought pos-
session by disputing the boundary and by attacking the
validity of the charter. In that year, however, the executive
council had declined to ‘ advise steps to be taken for testing
the validity of the Charter by scire facias. The possession
of the West became a matter not of law but of political nego-
tiation. In 1868 the question was transferred to London.
Sir Georges E. Cartier and William M¢Dougall were sent to
England to negotiate with the Hudson’s Bay Company under
the auspices of the imperial government.

The steps which led to the transfer of Rupert’s Land and
the North-West Territories to Canada were not without effect
upon the company and the Red River Settlement. The
Canadian ministry, without relinquishing their legal claims,
made it clear that the sum of £300,000 eventually agreed
upon as the price of transfer represented merely the ‘cost of
legal proceedings necessary . . . to recover possession.’? The
Colonial Office suggested pointedly to the company that ‘ the
very foundations of the Company’s title are not undisputed,’
and that the lack of a ‘recognized Government capable of
enforcing the law and responsible to neighbouring countries
for the performance of international obligations’ was ‘ not
creditable to this country,” and was ‘ unjust to the inhabi-
tants of that territory.”® The fact that the International
Financial Company had bought the stock of the Hudson's
Bay Company in 1863 with full knowledge of the conditions,
weakened any claims the old company might have advanced
for special consideration.* Even at the settlement, the

1 James Dodds, The Hudson’s Bay Company and its Position and Prospects.

* Cartier and MDougall to Sir F. Rogers, February 9, 1869, Papers relating
to Rupert’s Land, p. 50.

3 Rogers to Northcote, March 9, 1869, Id., p. 40.

* Sir Edmund Head, lately governor-general of Canada, was the governor of
the new Hudson’s Bay Company.
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Prospectus of the new company in 1863, announcing a policy
of ‘colonization under a liberal and systematic scheme of
land settlement '—" in accord with the industrial spirit of the
age'—won little confidence. The Nor’-Wester assailed the
new régime as no better than the old, while the ‘ old Hudson’s
Bay men,” writes Hargrave,! ‘regarded this new gentleman
[Governor Dallas] as being with all his ability not much better
than a * greenhorn.”’ The old familiar touch was lost
between the officials and the directorate. No troops were
sent to restore the waning prestige of the company or to
* ensure peace during the transfer to Canada. In 1869 the
illness of Governor M¢Tavish, who had replaced Governor
Dallas in 1864, left the settlement without an anchor and
without a pilot.

The terms of transfer agreed to by the Hudson’s Bay
Company stipulated the surrender of Rupert’s Land and the
North-West Territory to the imperial government, the trans-
fer within a month to Canada, the payment by Canada to
the company of £300,000, the confirmation of titles to land
conferred by the company, the reservation of land for the
company in the vicinity of their trading-posts and ‘ not exceed-
ing one-twentieth part’ of each township settled ‘ within the
Fertile Belt.” The Rupert’s Land Act of July 1868 had
already enacted that in case of transfer, ‘until otherwise
enacted by the said Parliament of Canada, all the Powers,
Authorities, and Jurisdiction of the several Courts of Justice
now established in Rupert’s Land, and of the several Officers
thereof, and of all Magistrates and Justices . . . shall con-
tinue in full Force and Effect therein.” 2 ‘It has been agreed,’
stated the Treasury minutes® of November 22, 1869, ‘ that
the surrender of Rupert’s Land . . . shall be made on 1st
December next.’

1 Red River, p. 259.
2 Papers relating to Rupert’s Land, p. 66.
3 Statement of Proceedings, Treasury Chambers, June 28, 1870, p. I.



INSURRECTION 63

\%

INSURRECTION

F the twelve thousand inhabitants of the Red River
district in 1869, by far the largest homogeneous
section was the French and French half-breed ele-

ment on the east of the Red River and south of the Assini-
boine. Roman Catholic in religion, primitive in habits of
life, they exhibited under trusted leaders the same tenacity
of race and religion that Durham had observed in the Province
of Lower Canada. The establishment of a smaller Quebec
on the banks of the Red River had been almost accomplished.
The priesthood exerted the same intimate influence over the
home and the training of the young. The unity which the
French alone possessed was the result of wisdom and far-
sighted policy. Dependent largely for livelihood upon carting
and the buffalo chase, the Métis were almost necessarily
improvident and illiterate, though they were trained to the
use of arms and accustomed on the prairie to united action
in obedience to their chosen ‘captains.’” They valued the
indulgences of the Indian perhaps more than the privileges
and responsibilities of the white man. Their tenure of land,
their credulous good-nature, their very improvidence, left
them not unattached to paternal government at Fort Garry.
They understood no other, and it may be said no other
community understood them. Their leaders, moreover,
were quick to see that the Hudson’s Bay officials, who had
viewed even the sale of 1863 with stupefaction and deep
indignation, were not enthusiastic over the transfer to
Canada, in which they had been completely ignored ; while
even the English-speaking population had many secular
interests in common with the Métis. A united and effective
party, obedient to daring leaders of their own race, the French
Métis proved capable of dominating for ten months a com-
munity in which, in moral and social influence, they were
perhaps the least considerable element.
1 Hargrave, Red River, p. 298.
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The English-speaking population, on the other hand, was
distractingly diversified. Anglican, Presbyterian, and, in
small numbers, Methodist in religion; Scottish, English,
Irish, American, Canadian in nationality ; British, Canadian,
American, and ‘ Company’s men’ in tradition—they were
without unity in any issue that dominated the insurrection.
The interests of the clergy were identified with no political
party ; while neither race nor religion was a deciding factor
with the laity. In the Red River Settlement as in Quebec,
the genius of French colonization made for centralization
into a single, a unified, an effective political party. In the
Red River Settlement as in the New England colonies, the
genius of British tradition made for sturdy progress through
independence, thrift, and enterprise. In both cases the
French were responsive to central control ; the British paid
the price of unrestrained independence by a fatal lack of
unity.

Among the four active political interests to be distin-
guished, the company naturally enjoyed pre-eminence. By
patronage or by social influence, by marriage or by policy,
the officials commanded the support of nearly all the older
settlers and not a few of the new. ‘We are bound to say,’
reads the Nor'-Wester in 1860, ‘ that the feeling in this Settle-
ment is favorable to the Company—regarded merely as a
commercial body.” ‘As a government,” however, the com-
pany was regarded with ‘ dissatisfaction.” The courts were
dilatory and unrespected ; ‘justice could no longer be ad-
ministered.” ‘The influence of the government and of the
magistrates,” said Governor M¢Tavish, ‘ must be personal
and as persuasive as the atmosphere.’?! ‘The conduct of
court business,” says Begg, ‘ came as near being a farce as
it well could be.”? When the Rev. G. O. Corbett and Mr
Stewart were liberated from gaol in 1863, the company refused
to ‘support the law to the last extremity,” through fear of
bloodshed and ‘internal quarrels.” The old settlers were
accustomed to a placid régime based upon ‘the good-will
and law-abiding character’ of the people; the newcomers

1 New York Sun, June 25, 1870.
2 History of the North-West, i. 355.
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from Canada wrote of the stagnation of paternal government
in a settlement afflicted with ‘chronic melancholy and dis-
appointment.” The Nor’-Wester wrote of ‘the pretence of
law—the shadow without the substance,” and proclaimed
with truthful, if partisan, bluntness that the company was
¢ utterly unsuited to the times, absurd in form and impotent
for the purposes of good government.’

It may be said that the three remaining parties
corresponded to the remedies proposed. Annexation to
the United States was thought to be a natural tendency;
a crown colony was the hope of those who wished for
conservative development and British connection; union
with Canada was advocated by Canadians, and after
Confederation in 1867 was openly favoured by the home
government.

The American element, though small, was aggressive. It
was pointed out that the population of Minnesota had in-
creased in a decade from less than ten thousand to two
hundred thousand ; that of Iowa by more than a quarter of
a million ; Wisconsin by over three hundred thousand. No
less than fifteen hundred Red River carts plied between the
settlement and St Paul, Minnesota. Navigation by steam
was established in 1861. A memorial of the legislature of
Minnesota praying for the annexation of the Red River Settle-
ment was considered by this party the ‘ highest tribute yet
paid to this country.” ‘One thing is very apparent,” wrote
the American consul to the secretary of the treasury; ‘unless
the English government shall very promptly respond to the
manifest destiny of the great interior of British America . . .
the speedy Americanization of the fertile district is inevit-
able. ‘I doubt not,” wrote Governor M¢Tavish himself,
‘ this will be its ultimate destiny. . . . Indeed it is for the
interest of settlers here that annexation should take place
at once.” !

The agitation for a crown colony was of long standing.
British Columbia passed from the company to the crown in
1859. A petition during the winter of 1858-59 had advocated
the same course at Red River. As change became inevitable,

1 McTavish to Smith, December 25, 1869, Recent Disturbances, p. 201.
VOL. XIX 7



66 THE RED RIVER SETTLEMENT

an influential party favoured a crown colony in the interests
of conservatism ; while the aggressive Canadian party chafed
under the covert discouragement of immigration and assailed
the policy as one of ‘ mosquitoes, grasshoppers, frosts and
Crown Colonies.” A section of the Hudson’s Bay stock-
holders, resenting the ‘silence and mystery and platitude
and red-tapeism’ of the directorate, advocated a crown
colony as late as 1866 There can scarcely be a doubt that
a crown colony even at that date would have given general
satisfaction by retaining the autonomy of the settlement
and would have made possible a union with Canada by peace-
able negotiation. It became apparent in the British North
America Act, however, that Canada had the sympathy of
the imperial government in the dream of early expansion to
the Pacific. The guardians of French unity and the circle
of conservative Hudson's Bay Company influence, already
antagonized by an aggressive and over-confident Canadian
party in the settlement, found themselves ignored in the
transfer, and their influence threatened by rapid immigra-
tion. By the officials of the company loss of prestige was
to be expected ; but Bishop Taché wrote of the ‘ new system ’
as likely to affect the ‘ ruin of that which has cost us so dear.’
‘T have always feared,” he wrote to Cartier in October 1869,
‘ the entrance of the North-West into Confederation, because
I bave always believed that the French Catholic element
would be sacrificed.’

The number of Canadians at Red River in 1869 formed
an aggressive minority—restive under an antiquated system
of government and in many cases intent upon forcing a union
with Canada by exposing, if not by exploiting, the impotence
of the Hudson’s Bay Company to govern a progressive com-
munity. In this movement the value of the printing-press
was almost incalculable, not because it convinced the settlers
what Canada was, but because it sought to persuade Canada
what the settlement was not. The first issue of the Nor'-
Wester * contained the remark that ‘such a country cannot

1 James Dodds, The Hudson’s Bay Company and its Position and Prospects,
January 24, 1866.
2 December 28, 1859.
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now remain unpeopled.” ‘The printing press,’ it frankly
continued, ‘will hasten the change.” It was this self-con-
fidence, the advocacy of change, the veiled impatience of
‘ primitive existence,” which offended the guardians of a
primitive and complacent people. Resentment took the form
not of aggressive opposition but of a retiring aloofness that
rendered the possibility of an understanding more and more
remote. The Métis alone numbered eight hundred families
when the Nor'-Wester began to predict imminent changes.
‘ The wise and prudent will be prepared to receive and to
benefit by them ; whilst the indolent and the careless, like
the native tribes of the country, will fall back before the
march of a superior intelligence.’! During the ten years
which intervened before the insurrection, the prophecy
assumed enough of truth to produce a deep and settled un-
rest. Under the editorship of James Ross, ‘a vigorous writer
and logical thinker,’ the Nor'-Wester launched into such open
opposition to the company that the governor cancelled all
subscriptions but two ; while the Bishop of St Boniface char-
acterized the ‘attitude taken . . . towards the authorities
of this country’ as shameful and unjust. The number of
June 2 contained ‘information for Canadians’ calculated to
induce a general immigration. Dr Schultz, then twenty-four
years of age, became editor in 1864, and annexation to Canada
became a settled design. It must be said that the Nor'-Wester,
‘racy of the soil,” aroused and sustained the sluggish interest
of Canada in the future of the West. Such prejudice was
aroused, however, to the Canadian cause in the settlement
by the estrangement of the Hudson’s Bay officials, of many
of the old settlers, and of the leaders of the French half-breeds,
that by 1869 these interests no longer looked upon union with
Canada with an open mind. British rule in Quebec after
1763 suffered through the aggressiveness of a small British
minority ; Canadian rule at Red River suffered through the
over-confidence of an aggressive Canadian minority. The
avidity with which the leaders of the insurgents seized upon
the mistakes accompanying the transfer, is to be explained in
no small measure by their fear of submersion by those whose

! The Nor’-Wester, January 14, 1860.
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representatives at Red River no longer possessed their
confidence.

In 1868 a plague of locusts destroyed the harvests at
Red River and brought the settlers to the verge of famine.
Appeals for assistance met with a generous response. The
Council of Assiniboia voted £1600; the Hudson’s Bay Company
gave £2000; Minnesota sent $5000; several American cities
contributed $400. The Ontario government voted $5000.}
Canadian cities and private individuals contributed more
than $12,000. The Bishop of Rupert’s Land visited Ottawa
- in person and ‘ urged assistance.” The Public Works depart-
ment procured a vote for $20,000 ‘ not as alms,’ it was pointed
out by Canadian apologists, ‘ but in exchange for their labour
on a public work in their own vicinity, and of the highest
utility to their settlement.” Relief was to be supplied ‘in a
way most acceptable to a high-spirited people: viz. in ex-
change for their labour.”? In September 1868 John A. Snow
was instructed to survey a road from the settlement to the
Lake of the Woods and to pay for labour in provisions.

This was by no means the first attempt on the part of
Canadians to establish communications and to explore the
country. In July 1857, twelve years before the transfer was
arranged, S. J. Dawson had begun a survey for a road from
Fort William. Professor Hind’s explorations in 1857-58 had
gone as far west as the valleys of the Assiniboine and the
Saskatchewan. In 1858 there was an attempt to establish
a mail service. Snow began his work in the autumn of 1868
on good terms with the settlers. ‘Generally people here,’
wrote the governor, ¢ regard Mr Snow’s arrival as opportune.’
A series of petty mistakes and oversights, however, destroyed
altogether the usefulness of the undertaking. Wages, far
from generous, created general dissatisfaction. A few
Canadians in the party, Thomas Scott among the number,
secured better terms only by seizing Snow and threatening
to ‘duck’ him in the river. The Métis were paid in provi-

1 Marked in Minute Book of the Executive Relief Commitiee, 1868, as ‘ never

received.’
2 Cartier and Macdonald to Sir F. Rogers, January 16, 1869, Report of Delegates,

Ottawa, 1869.
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sions and at a rate that suggested parsimony rather than
bounty. Letters deriding the primitive simplicity of the
settlement were sent to Canada, and found their way into
the newspapers. These newspapers found their way in turn
to Red River, where they were read with resentment and in-
dignation, though many of the letters were not written for
publication, and though Snow himself ‘ had no hand in their
production.” An attempt was made to secure land from the
Indians at Oak Point. - Large tracts were provisionally
‘staked off’ not only for members of the surveying parties
but for friends in Canada. Spirits were sold to the Indians.
The half-breeds, whose tenure of land was seldom fortified
by titles, were suspicious, unenlightened, and hostile. The
surveying party included a few rough miners and deserters
from the American army. Accustomed to ‘the Hudson’s
Bay manner,” the Métis resented the ridicule of strangers.
A grave mistake was the mission of Colonel Dennis during
the summer of 1869 to begin an official survey of the settle-
ment. Formal permission had been sought by the Canadian
government and granted by the Hudson’s Bay directors, who
had ‘ no objection to offer to the immediate commencement
of the survey of lands for settlements’ ;! but a party had
not been employed a week when ‘ some eighteen French half-
breeds,” wrote Dennis, ‘ headed by a man named Louis Riel,’
stopped the survey ‘by standing on the chain and using
threats of violence.”? The party was withdrawn, but the
irritation to the ‘temper and feelings of the half-breeds’
became so intense that even Dennis deprecated ‘harsh
measures towards the offenders in this case.” These incidents
were interpreted as an ‘intention to ride roughshod over
everything and everybody.” It must be admitted, moreover,
that those who should have been more enlightened, ministered
to, rather than assuaged, this distrust among the credulous
Métis, and the crude apprehension that the Canadians were
about to seize their lands. Father Ritchot was a recent
arrival from Canada when he took charge of St Norbert in
1862. He had represented the diocese of St Boniface at a

1 Papers relating to Rupert’s Land, p. 15.
* Recent Disturbances, p. 5.
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council at Quebec as late as 1868 He stated that ‘ nobody
in the country knew what these surveyors had come for,” but
admitted that he ‘never asked Governor M¢Tavish about
the surveyors and their powers.”? Where enlightenment was
neither sought nor supplied, grievances were not far to seek.
Meanwhile preparations for the assumption of government
by Canada were far from adequate. ‘Those gentlemen,’
said Governor M¢Tavish after a visit to Ottawa, ‘are of
opinion that they know a great deal more about the country
than we do.” Bishop Taché passed through Ottawa on his
* way to Rome as early as June 1869, urging in vain the cause
of the French party—some official recognition of the language
and of French Roman Catholic influence in the government.
‘It had never occurred to me,” he wrote unreservedly to
Cartier, ‘ that our rights would be so quickly and so completely
ignored.” Even his presence at Red River, Bishop Taché
stated, would be useless without some ‘reply which could
satisfy the people.” Joseph Howe, Canadian secretary of
state and the champion of minorities in the Canadian Con-
federation, went to Red River in October. He ‘ conversed
freely,” he wrote, ‘ with all classes and orders of the people
from Governor M¢Tavish downwards.” ‘The same Con-
stitution as the other Province possessed,” he assured them,
‘ would ultimately be conferred upon the Country.” ‘Lead-
ing men enjoying their confidence would be at once taken into
the Government.” ‘The young men without distinction of
blood would be drawn into the public service’® Howe’s
opposition tp Confederation in Nova Scotia, however, was not
unknown at Red River. Whatever the apparent ignorance
of Canadian policy, there seems to have been an understand-
ing of Canadian politics. It was generally believed ‘ that the
difficulties might have been obviated by the appointment of
Governor M¢Tavish as his own successor’ * but ‘the feeling
of uneasiness began to take a very marked form’ when the
choice for lieutenant-governor fell upon William M¢Dougall,

3 Benoit, Vie de Mgr Taché, vol. i. pp. 478, 573.

2 Trial of Lépine, p. 78. 3 Recent Disturbances, p. 5I.

4 A. McArthur, Causes of the Rising, Manitoba Historical and Scientific
Society.
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who had opposed the claims of the company at Ottawa and in
London, and was held responsible, as minister of Public Works,
for the conduct of the Canadian surveyors. Mc¢Dougall was
instructed in September to ‘proceed with all convenient
speed to Fort Garry ’ for the purpose of making ‘ preliminary
arrangements’ for the ‘actual transfer to Canada’ in December.
Howe's policy, it is now seen, was neither narrow nor partisan
nor ungenerous, but M¢Dougall was never to receive an
opportunity of carrying it out.

It was known at the settlement during the summer of
1869 that more than passive resistance was being advocated
among the Métis. It would be a superficial view to attribute
this resistance to a few irresponsible surveyors or even to
higher officials who had not yet reached the settlement, and
to overlook the deeply rooted desire of the Métis for land
reserves, or the fear of the guardians of French interests that
‘ unless they can raise some breakwater ’ their influence would
be submerged by Canadian immigration. The Métis, de-
clared Riel before the Council of Assiniboia on October 25,
‘ were uneducated, and only half civilized, and felt, if a large
immigration were to take place, they would probably be
crowded out.” At a time when even Quebec was fearful for
their privileges of race and religion in the new Canadian
Confederation, neither the Roman Catholic clergy nor the
Métis beneath their guidance could be expected to welcome
Canadian domination at Red River. The inhabitants of
the country, it was said, had been ‘sold like so many sheep.’?
By the time M°Dougail had reached Pembina, the leaders of
the Métis had not only organized a general resistance in their
own behalf, but had ‘ in a quiet way ascertained public feeling
in the matter.”? The old settlers were not indifferent, though
they ‘ never had any doubt that the matter would soon right
itself” The Hudson’s Bay officials, ignored both by the
company in Great Britain and by the Canadian government,
could not be expected to be enthusiastic. Governor M¢Tavish
indeed was too ill to cope with an emergency. Howe had
imagined the settlement ‘ well-disposed,” but M¢Dougall a

1 Recent Disturbances, p. 27.
2 The Manitoban, March 4, 1871.
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few days later found that a barricade had been erected at
Riviere Sale, a few miles from Fort Garry, to prevent his
arrival. The barricade was defended by forty Métis led by
Louis Riel.

There is no evidence that this resistance was occasioned
by events after Howe's departure. The advantage was
followed up with skill too discerning to be spontaneous. A
¢ National Committee ' was formed with John Bruce as pre-
sident and Louis Riel as secretary! The council-chamber
was the house of Pére Ritchot at Riviére Sale. An order was
.dispatched on October 21 to M¢Dougall ‘not to enter the
Territory of the North-West without special permission of
this Committee.” On November 3 a party of armed Métis
compelled M¢Dougall to leave the Hudson’s Bay post at
Pembina and to retire to American territory. J. A. N. Pro-
vencher, a nephew of the first Roman Catholic bishop at Red
River, had been sent by M¢Dougall to assure the Métis ‘ of
the determination of the Government . . . to respect exist-
ing rights without reference to race or religion.’? ‘They
uniformly answered,” reported Provencher, ‘that it was too
late and that the insurrectionary movement had taken such
precautions as to prevent any peaceful settlement at present.
I was told in the meantime that a new Government was
already organized.” The president in person announced
that ‘ they were ready to open negotiations . . . in view of
settling the terms of their coming into the Dominion of
Canada.” Provencher was sent back to the boundary and
the scheme outlined at the barrier became the programme of
the insurrection. ‘The insurgent leaders,’ remarked the
Manitoban in 1871, ‘had played their cards so well that their
movement seemed unworthy of serious notice until it was
found to be too formidable to put down except at great loss
of life.’

Governor M¢Tavish, acting under the belief that ¢ these
feelings had no very deep root,” endeavoured to bring ‘ these

1 ‘ The idea of their organization seems to have been taken from the plan used
to distribute the relief supplies last winter.'—M¢Tavish to Smith, November 9,
1869, Recent Disturbances, p. 188.

# McDougall to Howe, October 31, 1869.
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misguided people to reason.” A three hours’ interview with
Pére Ritchot, however, came to nothing ; a delegation to
St Norbert spent ‘the whole day there to no purpose.’?!
Mc¢Tavish advised M¢Dougall to remain at Pembina.
Me¢Dougall remarked pointedly in reply that the governor as
the ¢ Legal Ruler of the country ’ was still ‘ responsible for the
preservation of the public peace,’ and that not even a ‘ Pro-
clamation or warning’ had been issued from Fort Garry.
On November 16 the governor’'s proclamation was issued,
but during the interval events had been moving rapidly.
‘ Large bodies of armed men,’ reads the proclamation, had
‘ unlawfully seized . . . goods and merchandise ’; they had
‘interfered with the Public Mails’ ; they had taken forcible
possession of Fort Garry ‘in the face of repeated remon-
strances ' ; they had ‘placed armed guards at the gates’;
they had ‘avowed it as their intention . . . to resist the
transfer . . . made under the sanction of the Imperial Parlia-
ment,’ thus ‘ virtually setting at defiance the Royal authority.’
The Métis were directed to ¢ disperse under pains and penalties
of the law.” The seizure of Fort Garry had taken place on
November 2, ‘ under the plea of protecting it.” On November
6 Riel issued a ‘ Public Notice ’ calling upon the ‘ Inhabitants
of Rupert’s Land ’ to send twelve representatives to a meeting
at Fort Garry on November 16.

The daring and subtlety of the movement became evident
in the ‘ precautions . . . to prevent any peaceful settlement
at present,” and to keep the insurrection orderly and respon-
sive to control. ‘The discipline hitherto maintained,” reads
a private letter of November 6, ‘ has been quite wonderful.’
‘ They understand perfectly,” wrote M¢Dougall on November
15, ‘that I have no legal authority to act or to command

obedience till the Queen’s Proclamation is issued.” *Par-
ticular pains are taken,’” reads a letter of November 12, ‘ to
see that no communication reaches the Governor.” ‘Mr

Howe's remarks,” wrote M¢Dougall, ‘are repeated from
mouth to mouth and construed into an approval of their
present attitude of “ resistance to tyranny” and ‘“ defence of
their rights.””’ Pére Ritchot assured the Métis that the

1 Recent Disturbances, pp. 17, I9.
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Canadian ‘ Ministry would fall,” and that ‘ the demands of
the Red River people would be granted.”! When the gather-
ing summoned by Riel met on November 16, a determined
effort was made by the French leaders to suppress the reading
of the governor's proclamation, ‘ while the English members
insisted upon hearing it.” A copy, however, had found its
way to the Nor'-Wester, when it was printed off under the
caption ‘ Loyalty Triumphant.” Unable to save themselves
from being forced legally into open insurrection, the leaders of
the Métis determined to persevere at all hazards. Riel fur-
.nished his quarters at Fort Garry with M¢Dougall’s furni-
ture, seized on the way from Pembina. ‘Mr M¢Dougall,
declared the Métis, ‘ could only be brought into the settle-
ment over their dead bodies.”? Riel seized the books of the
company and forced the officials ‘to give up the public
accounts.” The company's government had been com-
pletely destroyed when the leaders of the Métis, despite the
refusal of the English settlers to co-operate, ‘ on the . . . 24th
of November, 1869, . . . established a provisional govern-
ment and held it to be the only and lawful authority.”® So
untenable was the position, indeed, that the declaration was
published only on December 8, after the whole issue had
been obscured by M¢Dougall’s unwarranted proclamation of
December 1.

The relations between M¢Dougall and M¢Tavish were
far from friendly. The governor was in no enviable posi-
tion. Stricken with a fatal illness, he was accused by the
Canadians on the one side and by the Métis on the other.
The Canadians professed ‘ no faith in the sincerity ’ of the
governor's proclamation, while Pére Lestanc spoke of the
‘ idea which possessed the half-breeds that the Company was
in collusion with the Canadian Government.” M¢Dougall’s
information from the settlement was uniformly hostile to the
Hudson’s Bay officials. Snow reported that ‘ the Company
beyond all question are deeply concerned.” ‘It is evident
between you and me,” wrote a young English settler, ‘ that

1 Governor M¢Tavish to Smith, December 11, 1869.
2 McTavish to Smith, November 23, 1869.
3 Declaration, issued December 8, 1869.
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they at first were well pleased at the way things were
working.” M¢Dougall wrote to Howe of °treason within
the Council’ of Assiniboia; of ‘positive assurance’ that the
intentions of the Métis were known to the officials on the day
before Fort Garry was taken; of the ‘confirmed belief of
every person I have ever seen or whose testimony has reached
me . . . that the Hudson’s Bay employees with scarcely an
exception are either actively or tacitly encouraging the in-
surrection.” The governor's sympathies with Canadians
could scarcely be expected to predominate over his sympathies
for his own people. Unmindful of the necessities of a paternal
system of government, M¢Dougall drew his conclusions from
the fact that not a single active measure had been taken by
the company to prevent the barricade at Riviére Sale, the
seizure of Fort Garry, the appropriatio<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>