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sad fate f0. lose during the recess, and 1
thank 'him ail the more because bis kind-
ly rernarks have dispensed me froni dwell-
lîîg furtber on thiat subjeet.

I arn glad also to Joia witli my bon.
triend in the congratulations and the gener-
ous tribute wbich lie 'has pald to the inover
and seconder of thec address. My bou.
frlend frein Haldimand (Mr. Thonipson)
and my hon. friend from St. John and Iber-
ville (Mr. Deniers) are stili young members,
and altbougb their parliamentary care-ers
have been short they bave bof b taken bigbi
rank on the fluor of this Huse. We bave
heard tbem before; we knew what they
were and we knew wbat fbey could do.
To-day we have had furtber cause for ad-
miration, but we bad no cause for surprise
at what they sald and- bow tbey said It.

I bave, *bowever, to fake issue wltb my
bon. friend (MT. Bordea) on the subject,
matter of bis speech, altbougb as regards
Its tone and Its language 1 thlnk If was in
excellent parliameatary style. On one or
two points the bon. gentleman was byper-
crItical and perbaps even earplag. But
I iiiust dIo the lion. gentienian the credit
of sayiag that hie Is nof haîf so, bad as hie
makes hiniself out to be when lie Is speak-
ing froin bis place on fthe opposite side ot
the House. The hou. gentleman (Mr. Bor-
denî) bas been endowed by nature witb a
fair and judicial mind, and I readily be-
Ileve that if bie always spoke is own judg-
ment froni the seat wbich bie now adorns,
lie would sometmmes revise the opinions to
wbich lie gives utterance. But fthe bmon.
gentleman belongs to a party wbicb a long
possession of power 'bas confirmed In tie
blief that tbey were bora to mIle; and. so,
regarding power as their own attribute fbey
are ready to believe whcn they are de-
feated f lat they have bcena robbed of their
(Mi. Thus, wbenever tbey bave been de-
prived of power, they are more or less lii
a -bad humour, and like Rachel mouraing
ber lost cbildren they refuse to lie coin-
forted.

i!Sy lion. friend bhas asked Information
froin me on certain subjects, soi-e of
wlîicb are referred to in the speech and
some of wbicb are not. He bas made
an earnest appeal to me f0 give hulm a
frank statemeat of tbe position wbicb we
occupy in regard f0 fho Alaskan bonndary.
I shahl angwer thaf appeal In the spirit
In which if was made.

At long last a tr-eafy bas been made for
the settiement of that vexed question wbicx
bas for years been pcading. It la a question
of greaf importance iaasmuch as, If not set-
tled, if could lead to vcry serlous and even
perhaps to very dangerous consequences. A
.treaty bas been negotiafed by bis Ma-
jesty's ambassador at Washington and fthc
Secretary of State of the United States for
the settlemenf o! that question. As to tbe
treaty itself 1 amn bound to say tbat in
my opinion at ail cvenfts-wlfh tbe single

exception of a very sligbt blemisb to wblcb
I shall allude presently-the trenty is
eminently fair. The freaty provides for
a refereace o! the boundary f0 -a court to
bie composed of six InMpartial jurisf s of re-
pute, thaf- is, to say, the commission bas been
entrusted wif h the etaek. of kdeteriIning
what la the, boundary as created by tbe
treafy of 1825 between Russia and, Great
Brltaiii. It Is flot a compromise; it la l'lot
an arbitration; there is no givlng and no
taking; but If Is simply te have a judilial
interpretation o! wbaf la tbe truc bound-
amy ; ecd party agreeing la, advaace f0
accepf the beendary bas if may lic declared,
and wbafever base It may give to the
other. This la a great vlctory. 1 consider,
lu one way, that we bave obtaiacd over the
pretentions whlch have been hitherto, ad-
vanced liy tbe United States. Up f0 the
present fume the United States bave me-
fused, steadily refused any klnd of refer-
ence of thaf question If fhe consequences
were f0 enfail to Vhem any loss o! terri-
tory. This Is one of the questions wbich
was referred In 1898 f0 the Joint High
Commission. We ibad if before us on more
tlîan one occasion, and we bad discussions
or long duratlon with reference f0 It, but
It nlways camne f0 fhis at the end : that
the United States 'would flot agree f0 any
termis except on condition that the pos-
se$sIons fiat ithey havie ut ýthe pmiseaf
tume were made theirs lieyond. doubt. The
question bas lnvolved some serions con-
a-lderaflon from flic fact thaf It Is possible,
tbat the boundary, affer if bas lieen de-
limited by the. commission, may perliaps
show thaf some *ferritory wbich now la
occupied liy oneiparty really belongs to the
oflier. Take for example flic tow.î of
Skagway, wbicb la now in flic pùsas5ion
o! tbe United States. If is possibl-i that
the boundamy wbich is going to lie dle-
limited under flua commission mast ,hîow
thînt Skagway does nof !balon.g to fIe Unitcd
States but f0, Great Brifala. Up f0 the
imesent finie the United Stafes wvould not
agree f0, any freaty wbatever wbliî îa.bt
place their ow'nersblp of Skagwav, wi~d
simmlar ferrifories In jeopardy. Tbey
wanfed f0 make If sure, that lu aniv everit,
wbafever the resuif mught lie, tbeir pos-
sessions, lncluding Skagway, qbould rernain
lu fthc terifory of ftic United States. The
Joint Commission had proposed la 1898,
and la 1899 whea we sat af Washington,
that as it was a case somewbaf pamaflel
to tbe case of Veaezueala, the precedeat of
Venezucala sbould apply. The mule wbich
bad been laid down by the Venezuealan.
freaf y under somew'baf similar conditions
f0 is was as follows :-there wemc firce
priaciples laid down but if is sufficleat for
thc purpose of this discussion te cite oaly
fis one *

In determmniag the bouiidary, if terrltory of
one party shall be found by the tribunal to
have been at the date of thîs treaty la the,


