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THE ONTARIJO BOUNDARY QUES-
TION.

A few additional reinarks on the boun-
dary question seei called for by articles
in the contemporary press. 'T'he jfonetar
lIhnics, although lie finds no fault with the
award, whicl in his opinion (and we are
inclined to think that the writer is very
competent ta give a soin-id one) "cannot
be impeached as inequitable," is never.
theless rather severe on the arbitrators,
and yet we are not without hope tlat i'e
nay convince hin that lie lias donc tham
less than justice. The evidence, he cor-
rectly states, was printed ; it was "mis-
cellaneous, coiplicated and voluminous,
ns much historicail as lea. 1' "No less
than five books lad been published on
behalfof Ontario, besicles shorter rporîts."
" The case ivas a sort of Sleswig- Holstein
dispute in its int.icacy, and yet the thirce
arbitrators undertook to dispose of it in a

couple of days.' They I rushed precipi-
tately ta a decision," and (accidea(ully, of
course 1). " shtmbled " upon one which the
learned writer frankly admits I cannot be
inipeached as inequiteble,"

But the writer lias himuself, jt vould
appear, reflected that "Iperhaps each of

" them had been studying the evidence a
4 ionth before lie w'ent ta Ottawae." It
seins ta us that it would have been
ratier stiange if all the i five volumes
and other reports "l lad been withheld
froin fhe arbitrators, and if they iad been
called on ta heai' argments ou this very
intricate case witliout any previous pro-
paration. 1lad thy been subjected to
such an ordeal il is not improbable that
they iniglit lvc I stiumîîbled "l on a decision

that miglt lave been "iimpeachied as
iiequitable." As it ivas, they had aiple
Cime ta study all the volumes enibracing
the evidence, " miscellaneous, complicated
ai voluinons, as iuch h'istorical as
legal," and there was, therefore, no ground
whatever for the assertion that " it was a
solenmi farce ta pretend to lave iiiastei-ed
il in a couple of days." We can assure
the writer in the 4Ironieity Times that
the dilliculty cannot be renoved by his
supposition that ltie principals secretly
agreed upon a cominon line in advance."
Ž eithier is " the line adopted conven tional
Or more ai' less of a coipr'omise." Not
only was there not the slightest communi-
cation betw'een the principals and the
arbitrators, but thiere w'as no coniinuiiica.
tion betiven the arbitrators themselves
until they met at Ottaiva. Each exercising
his own judgment on the papers placed
before him, arrived ait his oiv iidepen-
dent conclusion, and, strange as it mnay
appear to the w'riter in the 2onetary 'imes,
all " s.timbled" On a decision that
he adnits " cannot be impeached
as inequitable." -\\e hope that the
l'ortunate rcsult will not lead to the
pi-ctice ofi "stumnbling." Before disiîss-
ing the article in the 1onetarey Times we
mnay observe that he lias wholly oniitted
to notice Mr. MoMlahon, Q.C., Nho vas
leading counsel for the Dominion, and w-e
are surethat his junior, Mr. Malk, wouhlai
join us in disclaimuing any praise however
ineritedt given ta imaîself in dispaiage..
ment of lis leader.

A writer in Moiday's Gazet/e, avar the
signature " Britannicus," lias made more
pretension as a critic than the writer in
the Mlaonetary Iimes, and in our opinion
with less grouînd. This writer looks on
the report as 41 a foregone conclusion, lonig
conccived, cunningly laid, and non' just
before the geieral election sprmng upon
the people." There are other insilnua.
tiens which we shall pass over without
notice, confining ourselves ta ivliat the
writer deems tangible grounds of'criticism.
It would hava beau better under the cii-
cunistances hac the writer signed his
name, as ha lias stated circunmstances that

render his identification easy, and there0
is no conceivable object in w'ritiig oi
siclh a subject uni-lei a iîo1M de p/uîme.
Britannicus is of opinion that ti a awrdi-
is open to very grave objections." Hils
fir'st reaasonî is that "l Ilie regiolI is wortii
millions." 'l'o this objection thre is a
very simple ansTe. The arbitriitors were
aippointed to decide on bonclary lines on
principles of law and justice, and ouglhi
net to liae bean influenced by the extent
Or the value of the territory in dispute.

Britannicus,"wlio has followed the
arguments 'itl specialI iiterost ns re-
ported in the press,' States that " the
w'ork lias been ithfully loie," and that
lie lias lno exception ta tale to w-hîat a lias
bean very ably advanced by Mr. Hlodginîs,
the leading caunsel for t-e Doiiinioi."
NoN most untfortuiiately for Bri'itannicuiîs
Mr. JloaIgiis, Q.C., as junior couisel for
Ontario, w'lile Mr. McMaon, Q.C., was
senior coiisel fbr tio Dominion, haviig
Mr. Monk of Montreal as his juiiior.
"Britannicus is furtlher unfortunate in
lis assertionl about tle Iiperial Act of
1791 4 defining the very bouidary in qtues-
tion."'The Act referred (o does not
define the bounairv at a1ll. But Britan.
iliculs (ui-thir ilnforilis us tliat the oIlii.
J. S. latcdonIald " askccd mIe in 1867 to
take part in sucli a commission." Non
in 1807, the territory of the ffudson'sBay
Conpany liad ioi becn surrendered, and
coisequeitly " such a coninission ' could
net have been contemi-plated. It was
never, so fli as wa linov, proposed to
leave ta arbitîation the question at issue
betw'een Canada and the ludson Bay
Companiy, BritItainnicus must have been
dceamiing when he wrote his communica-
tion. lIe says tlat le considered it to b
I only si'veyors' woil," but lie does not
tell us what lie considered lhie bouidary
whliich was ta be surveyed.

re docs tell is, lowevei, t.lat lha
called attention ta LoId b-ouighliam'ms " very
able opinion, givei in IsIe, whiclh n'as
muost uiifiaorable to the Iludson's Bay
Conipany's claims. Be tliat as it may,
says "Br'itaînicus" "II contended anid
Il contend that the Imperial dictuni on the
"point, as expressed in the Act of 179be
"anti e sc<crul sfafufes îper'ial)

rbefor'ceandsince recognizinîg thîe ltuudson's
" Bay Territories as claimed by the Con.

" pany, certainly restricted practically, if
" not in very vords, the nortlirn and
" western boundariecs of Ontario to the
Slieigit of land betwecn the St. Law' -

reince and THuîdson's Bay watersheds."
"Bri tannicus" is bold in his assertions. Wo
have already pointed out that the Act o
1791 is silent as to boindarios, No
statute before 1791 could have diefined a


