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the top of its limit and yet failed to keep its subjects on these
barren islands. Therefore, it is absurd to a degree that either the
French or the British should wish to maintamn a status quc at once
financially burdensome to the one and an embargo upôn the full
territorial dominancy of the other. With the present cordialI relations existing between the two nations, crystallized as they
were last year by an arbitration treaty, it seems to us that the
Governments of Canada and Newfoundiand have a rnost favour-
able opportunity to press the home Government for the opening of

ne-aotiations, looking to a surrender by France of hier " treaty
shore " ri,,-lts, and the sale of hier titie to the islands of St. Pierre
and Miquelon. By such a consummn-ation Canada and Neufounidland
would be greatly benefited even under existing political conditions;
but with confederation fai accompli the adivantages of it could not
be ~ai neasured.

There is t'uis further ar gumnent in favour of the acquisition of
these several portions of contiguous territory by Carad a, namrely,
that by no reasoniab!e ex-ýtension of the Monroe doctrine cati the4 Governrnent of the United States object to anv part of the pro-
ce<ling. It is truc that President Polk-s gloss upon the noiv farnous

docrin enncitedbv i.; predecessor Monroe, at the sugestion
oftlh P ngllish -statesmnan Canning, 1-as been interpreted to

Mean that any European power would have to obtain the conisent
of the United States to anv aic(lui.sition of dlominion ili t1he
.\rnericas wvhether by volunitar-% cession. or tranisfer, or by-
coI (JICst .Sce Ddrîa's Notes to \Vhciatoli's Ellemenits, P. 102;
Tavlor'., International Law, p. 146). But Canada does not corne
within the letter or spirit of this inhibition, and the bmrrden thiat
mnright rest upon Great liritain, wvere she purchasin, s ua causa, of
establishin- that this inhibition is no part of the cod of inter-
national Iaw' or that Great Britain is herself an Amnericani power
and so not wvithin, the inhibition even if it w"ere valid, would not be

raiscd in the inatter of territorial eanonliere advocated.

If ori view is a correct one, the expediency of prompt actionin tle premises by those in authority' needs nio deinonsi.tration.,


