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but, as «Mr. McD. Davson correctly stated,
(& o ne ear'tliy atthority but thenselves."
Ii order to discover on what authority the
clear laniguage of Il proclamation ison s'ted in
accordance with at Act of' thel Imperial
Parliansent cou i be iin1 isgniîed, ve na-
turally referred to the report in the Caia-
dian, HlanI:ard, of' the discussion during the
last 'ession on Ir. Dawson's motion foi
the :nvard of the arbitrators. We foind
little in Irt. Daw'son's own speech to aid
is in our researcih. le comienced by

referring to the i ',ortance of' tile 'ques-

tion. le proceeded to state that Onta.
rio wiuldi get hi-ge C.etit territory
which she cotld not conveiniently deal
with, and that he (Mr. Dawson haid "l al-
wnys beeti of' opinion " tiat a septa'nt te
Province shoniid be Creited. Mr. Dawsoin
conîfinted his criticisms of the avard chiefly
to the WVestet ili oimnhy. In rgardI te
the ÎNottlern, lie commiitted a greait erro
wheit hie mlleged Itat waiat he tei mii the

tidsoi'is B1y eonys " ighits' wl Vere
conifiried by treaties aint ackinowl'Idgerd

ai ter the tre,,ty of' I tre'icht ly Fraice as
weil as Egs' i.' Suci t>sertionts oily

prove that 'Mr. Dawson iis iot studied the
suijett. ir. Dtwson wvas follored by the
loit. Wtn. Do i, wIo Coiiimt'ieed by
assuing the House, that he ha t foir 'omIe
yvears given attention Io the sul't, anud
lie vIi s,îtiufied tusti, the bounilary. :is

ettledi by tue nrhittors, lwas imide by

thtemîselves. le sd thait tie a btiitators
Il alssun) dl "l that the Enistern hi. ir
ranl Io HudsnBy. bult Il,-, A AIcDouj-
gali, ' dlii iot thiik hete was aniiy author-
ity li, that.'' ile tihîen proceeed to le-
chire that the arb'itiaitor., ''ad li foili iii

"see cn mnic 1 os btween(li the Im-

s"tis ertii Gvermta their Oflicers in
1' titis (oitri ly the vords, to the liountairit'y
tofr 1litîi4on's B 1 .'" le furîither stIted
inuit I" ie ia tit ken oetnsion ta look iito

that point, atid became saVtisfied litat it

w'as a mere cierit' i rror i) tihe copies
"of the original relort of the Attorney-

G Geeral,'nd lie added that l' no onie
I votiti use that word boundtary in des-
1- cribing the shtores of a )Dy." Now, it
miglit be insferred fron stcht lanîguage that
ir. lclDotgall w'as uînaw'ar'e thiat ithe ex-

pressioi to w'hti'h he caled attention, wits
used in the piocimnation inider the Sta-
tute of' 1791, whici certaily coIld not lie

properly describei as ''somse commnica-
tions between the Imperitl Goveîîtneit
and their oficers." Again, hien he becaime
satisfied that this n'as a clerical erro,
couIId ie have been aware tha, in the
commissions to the Earl of Durhan in
1838, to Sir Join Colborine in the sane
year, to Mr. Thomson in 1839, to Lord
Sydeihamn in 1840, to Sir Charles Metcalfe

in 1843, to Lords Cathcart and EIgin in
1s46, the w o the shore of Hidson's

Bay ' aie intvariably used. Were all these
commisssioins ' clerical errt'o's," or' is this

a slight cirumstance " ? It is, however,
of no practicai iimportance under existing
circumtstantces, what Mr. ilcDoiigall or Mr.
Daison may think of' the awird. The ai-
bitrators were unanimously of opinion tiat
the vorIs in the proclamation of' Novein.
ber, 179l, which ve have quoted already,
justilied thei in ceclaring the North
Eastern botundary as they did declare it.
With ref'rence to Mr. McDouigal's criti-
cisms of the term botidarty,"' it iay lie
remarked that ivien the IHuIsont's Bay ter-
ritories wîere meant, the invariable expres-
sion uised w'as 't bottundary of' tie territory
grantet to the Merchant Adventurers,
etc." The langiage of' the ear'lier comn-
mtt issions nwas in strict accordance viit thitt

of' the pi ochimatio ol' 1791, but in Lord
Diritamitt's, in 1838, the nords are, "l by a
line drawn due North from the heatd of
the said ilaie, tii it strikes the shsore of'
Hdsont's Bay." It Lord Sydenhiais's the
expression is '' tustil it reaches the shore
of' udson's Bay." No less than seven
commissions to successive Governors coi-

taiii the wvo'ri '' shore '' iisstead of' boun-

diy. Oie more reiîark and w'e close this
bianch of' the subjeet. As regards the
Sottit Western and Norith Eastern b[oun-
daries, the arlitratoris fotind termini
whici they conîsid ered sttisi-ceto'ily es.
tablisied as the true onies. Frons the
SothItI Westein boundary, o, the North
Westeri angile of' the Laike of the Woods,
tihey had to ind a line to that ferra incog
nita. the Iltisotn's Bay te-iitor'y, viiicht
was never defined in) any instrument what-
ever. AgtaiIn, they Iad to find Ia finle f'omî,
the Nortf Eaistern boutndtry, whici wottit
include all the ter'ritory to the southward
anod vestward as lar woest as ithe Lake of the
Woods, and which did not belong Vo tthe
H udson's Bay Company. h'lie termini to
lthe Norths East and South West being es-
tablisied, ve shoudi like Mir. McDi)ouîgatili
eo' Mr. Dawson to definle a, more correct
boundary line than the oie awarded, but
in truti, all the objections are founded on
a difflerence of opinion as to the disputeti
points -whichi the arbitrators vere ap-
pointed to detertinse, and whici they did
determine according to strict justice.

OoNCLUDING REMARKS.

The more the subject is discuîssed, the
clearer will it be made to appear that the
extrente pretensions of the lludson's Bay
Coîmpanty, as was well said by Mir. McD.
Dawson, never iad any " earthly au thority
except itemselves,'' and this w'as the
unaniious opinion of' anadian statestnen
andjurists in late yeatrts, unîtil the Hudsont's

Bay territory was acquired by the Domin-
ion, wien jealouisy of Ontario w'as all0w(l
to influence the opinions of our- states-
men. When the negotiations betweein the
Governments of the Dominion and Ontario
commeniced in 1872, the former at oiea
adopted the very boindary which onily
three years before the saine Government,
represented by Sir George Cartier and Mr.
Maedougai, hid declared to be ina tiinissi-
ble, and, after a protracted. norrespotndl-
ec e, it vas founid necessary to resort to a
coniventtiomd fine. It was at one Lime pir-
posed to reer the mllatter to the Judicil
Commsînittee of' the Privy Council, and te
opin iio, Of' Sir Iicfhatrd .Bethell and Sir
ilenry Keatiitg was taken as te wiiether
teCîrown I' coutid lawfully and constittî-

tionally raise l'o, legal decision "l cet'ain
questions inicluding the extent Of' the
territorial claiit. ''he opinion given 'as
Vhat the decision of' the CommitLee of the
Privy Council wîould Iot have any effect
as a iinding judicial dleterinations,
althougi the questions at issue mnigit be
madle te sulbject of' a quasi-judicial in-
quir'y. It is ioped that the foregoing
stiatentt may at least aid those wlho take
an iiterest in a qutestion,, witicih is deemtiei
very peirilexinl g iln arriving at a satistc-
tory Conclusion.

THE LATiE HN. Il. H HULTON,eMLP.

No languiage tiat wîie coIl emlnploy
w'oild coivey the fiaiitest idea of the
gioo viichi pervaied the inhabitaits of
Montreail when they wvere startled wit.h
the announcemlient of the suddtn death
of theitr muc1eh.'esteemlled f'ellov-citizens,
Luther tmilto Iilton. ILaving become
a resident of Monltrealat an ealiy age, and
having been thoroughly identilied with it
frotm loing residience, fron iaving been its
represenitative in Parliaiment, and froms
iaving f'orned here te strongestdomesVic
and social tics, ou, citizens cannot but
feel the loss of Mr. iIltoin i a special
maniner, but it cannot, be detied that ithe
blow is cite that has been inflicted on the
viole Dominion. ''ie tribute paid ta the
virtues of the deceased statesnan by
members of the Ilouse of Commnons of ail
political parties affords conclusive proof
of the higi estimation in yhich lie wvas
held. To himi, indeed, the well known
description of the Roman poet is most
applicable :-

Integer vitn scelcrisquie puris.
A reference to Mtr.Iolton's public career

vol be a history of Canada fron the
period of its eimancipation fron the thral-
dom of irresponsible Goveinnttsent., up . to
the presenit day. Born in 1817 lie had
barely completed his'tw'entieth year whein

''t'


