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hage the same objection to the composition of
it thproposed Tribunal, and before assenting to
thad €Y would hope that another effort should be
UDO; to hgve the. questions to be adjudicated
oy submltted‘elther to a Board of Arbitra-
not s°°’.nposed in part of independent jurists,
4 ltleects of either state, as proposed in my
1901Da Ch to Mr. Chamberlain of November,
> or to the Hague Tribunal.

On the 23rd of J anuary, 1903, this govern-

ent sent g despatch to the colonial office
as follows :

DO\‘nezi T%u}‘i‘sters, whilst still regretting that pro--
i’ﬂ‘g‘ure m-bupal will not be constituted so as to
o certainty of a final decision being reached
of th et reference, being satisfied with the terms
00n>taa" reference, will agree to accept Treaty as

Wiatlged In the draft submitted to them.
Minjst regard to composition of Tribunal, my
o aq ers are of the opinion that it is premature
Bion tODt any_ final arrangement, it is sufficient
of th»o have it clearly understood that members
Shaug court to be appointed by His Majesty
€ Jurists of repute, and British subjects.

bi-oNI;)W at page 44 of the correspondence

last ght down you have the treaty, and the
article of that treaty is as follows :

Hils‘,he DPresent

fis gl‘itannic

convention shall be ratified by

Majesty and by the President of

Conse Dited States, by and with the advice and

shaly Itl)t .0f the Senate, and=the ratifications

85 s € exchanged in London or in Washington
On as the same may be effected.

frig;)gv’ I again suggest to my right hon.
thig that after he had told the people of
fro Country that he would in no wise recede
Negot; ¢ Dosition which he had taken in the
When £itlons of the Joint High Commission
OVer g had come to the House over and
iy wog-am With that assurance—and I have
that hlds under my hand—it is remarkable
Whlche did not take the same precaution
d0nald was adopted by Sir John A. Mac-
treaty . 1or% and that he did not have this
Darlig, made subject to ratification by the

8 1,{12%1{f of Canada as it was subject to
Statog cation by the Senate of the United
Strons . MY right hon. friend had made

He ;fi (ﬂedges to parliament in that regard.

In

attitugy ghly to say this, however, that the
ation of at we have taken has the appro-
iy the people of Canada generally, and

.8 an : . ;
taineq toattt]i“‘;gd\?/hlch must and will be main-

thzvgﬁggas that attitude ? The attitude of
Submit (s et Was that they would not
an e S question to a tribunal composed

e, u%ual Number of arbitrators on each
Shoul 1, L2at they would insist that there
decigjon € an umpire for the purpose of final
of the tp ith regard to the composition
Canagiq ibunal 1 “dig propose that three
Osed thlls should be appointed, and I pro-
; :tpﬁofi the x;eason that we had be-

Muapy on PArliament the despatch of Feb-
;¥ 26, 1903, from the Gollonial office to

| fortunate.

thi
. govel'nment in which the Colonial office
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as distinctly and plainly as words could
express, it left to this government the whole
question of the appointment of commission-
ers on that tribunal. I ghall read that por-
tion of that despatch which is pertinent.

His Majesty’s government are, therefore,
virtually in the position of having to choose
between breaking off the negotiations alto-
gether or of accepti.n‘g the American nomin-
ations and appointing as their colleagues
representatives appropriate to the altered
circumstances of the case. The first alter-
native they would regard as a grave
misfortune to the interests of Canada, and
they would prefer that the inquiry should
proceed in the confident hope that it would
not prejudice Canadian or British interests,
since, in the event of failure, much important
information on the controverted points would
be collected and placed before the publie,
thus facilitating a reasonable settlement of the
question at some future date.

I am not now discussing the results of
the commission which have been regarded
throughout the country as somewhat un-
Let me say, so far as my right
hon. friend’s demands for greater treaty-
making powers are concerned, that I cannot
conceive how greater treaty-making power
could be given to this Dominion of ours
than was conferred upon it when my right
hon. friend and three of his colleagues were
appointed on that commission and given
tull power to deal with this question. My
right hon. friend is concerned at the action
ol the foreign office, but when he considers
the * powers granted to him in this
case surely he is precluded from raising
this bugbear that Canada in respect to the
Alaskan affair has been in any way
coerced by the action of the British govern-
ment. Now Canada must have the right to
be consulted, fully and absolutely ' con-
sulted, in all treaties that concern her inter-
ests. I stand as strongly for that as my
right hon. friend or any hon. gentleman in
this House. But when we speak of mak-
ing indepemndent treaties let us remember
that it is the king who makes treaties and
that he makes them upon the advice of re-
sponsible ministers. Let us remember that
when a treaty is violated and a war has to
be declared on account of that violation it
is the king who declares war and on the
advice of responsible ministers. And let as
remember that when peace happily comes
it is the king who makes it and again upon
the advice of his responsible ministers.
The interests of Canada, it seems to me,
can be served without in any way breaking
through this constitutional usage. The inter-
ests of Canada it seems to me have been
served by the very rights given to the gov-
ernment in the appointment of four com-
missioners at Washington. While I am pre-
pared to stand with my right hon. friend for
any further treaty powers necessary for the
purpose of the full development of our
national life, I am not prepared to coincide
in something I do not understand and which

EDITION



