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notes or silver. It was alleged some time
since that therehlad been a renewal of the
attempt ta introduce United States silver
into Canada, but this is highly improbable
The cause of the circulation Of Anmericans
silver several years ago was that its place
iwas supplied duriing the suspension of
specie payments wiith small fractional
notes, which have nearly disappeared. The
fractional silver currency is only coined in
suflicient quantity ta meet the public de.
mand of the*United States. The coinage
of silver dollars lias been much in excess
of the demand, but this is required by a
law o? Congress wshich was passed vith the
view of maintaining the double standard.
Unless the coinage of silverbe suspended
there ivill be serious difliculty before very
loig. The silver coins have been accuim-
ulating in the Treasury, and are 'eîre-p
senited by silver certificates, which are
taken iti no little reluctansce by tie
banks. It is a singular state of things,
and one for which it would be difficult ta
find a pr'ecdent, ta have legal tenders ii1
gold and silver circulating in the sanse
country on an equal footing, vhile the
actuail market vale o? the one is several
points higher, tisan tiat of the other. The
conference on the subject of the double
stansdárd seens ta have been postponed
sine die, and it must be obvious that the
United States will have either ta adopt a
single gold standard or, by adiering ta the
double standard, come practically ta
silver.

THE HIAMIL'TON SPECTPATOR AND
THE BOUNDARY.

Our Hamilton contemporary: will not,
after' reflection, impute ta us that I after
a ieek's silence" ire returned ta a con-
sideration of the boussdary question In
truth ie are inclined ta apologize ta our
readers foi' troubling them sa oftes vitih
remarks oni a question ivhichs, though of
immense public importance, lias been so
fully discussed that it May be lsoped tha't
it is at last very generall understood.
And yet we find the Specta'toi still in the
dak on more than aie point. il Our issue
of the 22nd ult. we had noticed at some
lensgth the proceedings at the Toronto
Convenat'on, and of course the speech of Sir
J hn A. Macdonasld wil reference ta the
boundary controversy. We hadi befos'e
seeing the Spectators article devoted
as mucl space ta thaI questioi as re
tlought it entitled ta, and we regret
iaving ta revert ta the subject.Still w'hen

w-e find the Spedato ieading further
instruction, we cannot refrain from at-
tempting ta give it. WVe have never dis-
puted the Spectator"s assertion tiat only
Parlianent can change the boundaries
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of a Province." In the case under con-
sideration it is not proposed. to change the
boundaries, but only to determine them.
It must, of course, be admitted that
Parliament has refused, not as the Specia-
tor states to change the boundaries, but ta
confirn the avard of arbitrators appoint-
ed by the Governmsents of the Dominion
and of Ontario to determine what the
boundaries are, As ta the reference
to the Judicial Committee, the Spectator
must surely be aware that such a reference
would be simply a fresh arbitration, as the
question is not ohe that could comebefore
that tribunal except by agreement, The
arbitration w'as agreed ta as a usual and
satisfactory mode, of adjusting differ-
ences. There are precedents without
number for referring suci disputes to
arbitration, and it has not been the prac-
tice for Governments to ask Parliament to
pledge themselves before the arbitration
is entered on, toconfirni the award. Arbi.
trations are resorted ta as a convenient
mode of settling disputed points, and the
parties are expected to act in good faith,
li the Mother Country the invariable
practice has been for one Government ta
consider itself bound to abide by the action
of its predecessor, and for an obvious
reason. The honor of the Crowns is at
stake, The Crown nay obtain new ad-
visers, but those advisers wili not recom-
mend a breach of faith with another party ,
In regard to the settlement of the dis-
puted question, the Province of Ontario is
ta ail intents and purposes in the sane
position as tise United States or France
would be ta Great Britain, The board of
arbitrators was not, we contend, improper-
ly constituted-quite the reverse. A
Government possessing the confidence of
the Parliament of the Dominion agreed
rith the Government of the Province of

Ontario ta refer a disputed point ta the
arbitration of three persans seiected in
the usual vay. Ail the proceedrigs were
open and straightforward, and yet the
Dominion Government, vhsich obtained
power on a question having no refer-
ence iviatever ta the boundary, ias
seen fit ta advise the representative of
the Crown to repudiate the action of his
predecessor. Ail that theSpectator urges
about "a court of competentjurisdictiozs
is mere verbiage. Tlere is no such court.
The contending parties may agree on a
neiw tribunal, but there vould be the risk
of another repudiation, and moreover
there would probably be great difliculty
is agr'eeitig on a case. Ve do not know
the exact state of the controversy, but,
froms ail that we have heard, the Ontario
Gornment vwould even nsow, iii-treated
as it lias been, agree ta any fair proposition
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for the prompt settlement of the dispute.
We must repeat that the Dominion

Government has been twice guilty of re-
pudiation. The Spectator alleges that
Messrs.McDougall and Taché îe"re ap.
pointed merely to mark upon the ground
" well defined boundaries which he (Sir
"John A. Macdonald) assumed ta be ac-
" cepted by ail parties." Now this raises
an issue that can be easily disposed o.
On 17th July, 1871, Lieutenant-Governor
Ilowland called the attention of the Gov.
ernmîssent of the Dominion ta the necessity
C which exists for the settlement of the
"truc boundary or division line separating
tthe Province of Ontario fron what is

" known as the North-West territory."
Ie pointed out that appropriations iad

been maade for defraying the expense of a
committee by the Dominion Parliament
and the Ontario Legislature, andsuggested
tiat joint instructions should Le issued.
Tie subject ias duly considered by the
Government, and an Order in Council was
passed appointing Mr. Taché a commis.
sioner l to act with the comnissioner o tise

Ontario Government ta determine the
" boundary line between Ontario and the
4 North-West Territories." This iwas on
the 28th July, 1871, aid i olyns os lt of
October of saie yea' that vithout any
consultation w'hatever with the Ontario
GovernnentColonel Deni is,under' inst'uc.
tions fron Sir John Macdlonald, wrote the
report whiclh onsly saw daylight in 1880, in
whic lihe declared the boundaries ta be
wholly different fron what Sir John Mac'
donald's Government had contended for
du'ing many years. This ias a virtual
repudiation óf the first agreement entered
into in good faith by the Ontario Gorern-
ment, and thse ISpeeaior, we observe, keeps
an ominous silence as ta the fabricated
clause in the Hudson's Bay Company's
charter, Ivhich Sir John Macdonald, we are
persuaded, would have ordered to be ex-
punged if he had taken the trouble to
read the report ihich he adopted. The
Specatdor proceeds ta assert thatl the
" arbitrators-were appointed ta report
"upon the meaning and intent of the
Imperial laws creatinIg the bousdaries of
l the Province," adding they failed ta do
so did something tlsey were not instruct-
ed or empow'ered ta do." The arbiLrators
were not appointed for the purpose stated
above. They vere ta deterniise the
baundaries of Ontaîio, and they did pire
cisely what they vere appointed ta do.

The Spectkdor gives Judge Arimour as an
autlority foi' the assertion that "tse
"treaty of Rysweik (a mistake foi' Utrecht)

undoubtedly adanced the .Fencs
possessions ta the shores of the fHudsoîs's
Bay, aisd 'estricted Fraice ta the lseiht


