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occupation of a subject or citizen of the other other, in which case there will be no deci-
party ; such effect shall be given to such occu- sien. But even if we have ne decision, we
pation as reason, justice, the principles of In- shah have obtained what my hen. friond
ternational law and the equities of the case, attaches seme importance to-the best edu-
shall in the opinion of the tribunal require. cation possible for the American people, the
It seemed to us that was a very fair rule, Britisb people and the Canadian people, as
We proposed it to the American commis- te the monts cf tbis question. But I may
sioners, but they would not accept it unless say for my part that I do net apprehend
it wore couplei with this rider :any sncb resuit. t seems te me that six

That aIl towns and settiemeats on tide impartial men eugbt te bo able te corne te
water, settled under the autherity cf the a conclusion on a question cf this ind.
United States, and under the jurisdietie cf I agr with rny bon. friend on one sug-
the Unitedi States at the date of this treaty gestion oe made-that if we are te appoint
shahl remain undaýr the autherity and junisuic- commi ssioners on this tribunal, they must
tien cf the United States. . net bo partisans, but tbey nust b the lest
We veuld net agroe te such a condition. men and men of the bigbest character tbat
This condition has been maintained by the tbe Britisb empire eau supply. \e hadd nt
United Statos from 1899 up te tbe yar ono time reason te believe that on tbe
1903; but in the treaty weîb bas been Axuerican side as woll as on the Bitish
negtited and signed by Sir Michael e- side the jurists cf reput would h taken
beit ed SMr John Hay, this rider bas been from the bench. We would bave been glad
renived; and now the Uniteod States go indeed if the President had seen fit t take
te the arbitatien with Canada without any tbe commissioners from the bencb cf the
condition cf that kin, but agreeing that Suprene Court cf the United States.
beth parties shage suboit te the award But now I cene te tbe crucial peint cf
whisco shiato be given by those six jrists tbis question, th only ne on wbic at this
cf relute. moment I feel sme delicacy about speak-

N1 w, it seems te me that we could net ing. t lins been rumored in the press that
have more than bas been given by this the Presidnt bad selected mon wbe were
treety. As my hon. friend fr t Haldimand nt judgs, and men avto, from their pre-
(Mr. Thbompson) bas said, we do nt want viens record, could nt be called impartial
any territory wbich is nt ours; neither do jurists. I an net aware that Ma. toot, tbe
w-e want te part with any torritery wbicbi Secretary for WVar, bas expressed ani-
is ours. W are willing te take the cense- opinion at ail ; but e is a in-
queîîces cf this commission. We mnay lese , l)er cf the administration cf Pi-K.,-
or we inay gain. If we leso we sha pay dent juereistt, asd it seems to s-- rne
tbe ensquences; if tee gain, our ppon- cf us anllons that a m f
ents iust py tbe consequences. This is a party Wb is befe tbe court as a suiter
the position in wbicbh ve now go befere should s t on the bech as a judge la the
tbe court te bave this question detoriniied. case. nitb regard to Mr. Turner I under-
Se far as tge treaty itself is concerned, or stand that ho bas expressed bimself soine-
tat l)art et it at ail events, iliere is w-bat against the Canadian contention.
ne point tbat bas been gaîned by anybody. llowevor, I bave net seen any Word the lis
Lt lias been said by the press tbat Canada ispoen except soetbing la the foi-m cf a
bias iade a surronder. I ar glad te say, short report an the pross. As te Mr. Lodge,

side thes jurist ofe reut oud etae

and thbme, that he bas certainly given uttlrance te gxpres-
tbcre is net a particle cf surrender in tbis siens cf stch a earacter as te cause sotae
treaty. Lt is fair aad bneurable te bothi reflection ipon the advisability of p theing
parties, and I arn more than plensed tbat hlm iipon tliat court. SNe 'bave made -j-
our Amierican neigbbours shouli bave corne sentartiens to rot Britaed upen ail thSese
te tîat conclusion. Witb regard te the matters. The correspndece ia wici we
composition cf the tribunal, the article cf have beeni ongaged w-as concluded only yes-
tbe treaty referring te it provides for a terday, and it is net yet possible for nie te
tribunal cf six impartial jurists cf reputi, place it on the Table f tbe thouse. P -
thre tore appeinthd by thi United States theip it is prsferable c tat I sbduld net pro-
and ty.ree by Great Britin; and tHerefor ceed any further on this question. until tre
we have a fair hibunal. If impartial jurists wiou cf tbe correspenden caned be plared
are appeinted on eithe side, we sbll bave ou the Table cf tbe ouse. se that M others
as fair a tribunal ns it is possible to have. on both sides sha liai-e any opprtunit te
I bave said there is a bleinsh the campos- iiogen f tbe action we bave takn. Them-
tion cf tba tribunal. The only blemishl I fore I sha net say any mere at present,
can s e in it is tbat it is net so compo-d but lu a few days I wihl aring te the flouse
as te ensure fnality cof decision. If shere tbe wvolc cf tbe cerrespondence. Lu fisct,
were soi-en juvi4s, or fwe, instead of six. 1 tbink I sball bave autbority te lay hfore
there would be of a cortainty a majority in parliainnt tbe wb.le cf tbe correspendence
any faent. and the matter would ho finally w-hic bas taken place botweea the Cana-
dispsed of i but as the tribunal is dian goverumont and the imperial geN--
ccnstitnted, it is possible there ay ho ment frem He time he Joit fli C.in-
three on eue side and tree on the mission adjourned in Wasbington l19.
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