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* TWENTY MONTHS IN
AN UNKNOWN LAND.

POOR DOCUMENT
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_ Remarkable Journey in Eastern Equatorial Africa--Six New

Tribes and Some Strange Animals Described--A Five-
horned Giraffe—A Race of Dwellers in Pre-historic

2 ~ Caves--Daring Explorer went Through

- Many Hardships.

e - The Londen Chronicle prints an inter-
view that ite meprementative had in lon-
E don, with Major Powell-Ootton, North-

umberland Fusiliers, who hae just com-
§ pleted » vemarkable journey in Easlern
B Equatorial Africa, lasting twenty moutha.
For fhe greater portiion of thas time he
was unaccompamfied by any white man,
and hed to endure great hardshive.
Thewadition,wﬁ&'auncof the most
noteworthy of recent years, has resulted
in some thousands of miles of hitherto en-
tirely unknown country being mappd and
i the discovery of six mew tribzs, wnclud-

£ -fag & race of so-called magicias. Coneid-
. _erable date have also been collected re
. ganding the cave dwellers of Moun® Elgon.
; [Fifity different species of animels hav2 been

secured. some of which will probably prove
o e mew to ecience. The explorer also
in bringing back some perfect

E

3
g |
i
g

4
E
[
4
g
£
3
g

%
1
]
%

* The Five-horned Giraffe. - »
““On peaching Take Baringo Mr. Cobb,
‘ Bs previously - returned to the
: cpmnn,wwelnmmdioﬁinwbﬂfof
4 giraffe, At first dhis prov-
‘I was vefused

C. . Onoe.more the caravan was recomstituted
! and we proceeded for a fortmight through
the Man Forest. On emerging from the
2 forest we proceeded in a northwesterly di-
/ pection across the Gwashengeshu plateau
i to Mountt Sirogi. - Here we came upon hun-

dreds of stome enclosures with vircular
houses, quite unlike anything I have seen
in Africa. The place was a howling wil-
derness, with no signs of a human being,
yet at ome ‘time it supported a teeming
population of Masal with their immense
flocks and herds. A remarkable contrast
was afforded us one afternoon as we ap-
proached Mount Sirgoi, for. the desolate
end lifeless landscape was suddenly Te-
plwedbybw\miﬁuﬂmmdowhnd,oovemd
as far as the eye could see with hundreds
of zebra, hatebeeste, and eland. /
“There was still, however, ‘no sigf of
human life, but later, while encamped on
the stories, the upper floor being approach-
ed by mumbers of matives running down
the moumtains, These proved to be the
Kemeasia, who have the worst possible
reputtation, and we were more than sur-
misedwkenﬁhaymwdhobeperfecﬂy
friendly, and to be the bearers of presents
of flour and honey.

The Cave Dwellers.

“Seven months after leaving the coast
I reached Mumias, a station to the south-
east of Mount Elgon, up the northeast
slopes of which we mamched, and found
many of the caves among the mountains
still inhabited. I spent some time in in-
vestigating the habits of these cave-dwell-
ers, a considerable number of whom still
exist in these prehistoric hewn caves. Un-
dmﬂwmdmoedamoldmlvﬂsited
several of the caves, end found them to
contain the houses in which these people
live., Both men and women were clothed
“in ekins, and, though exceedingly timid,
were quite friendly. After crossing a
country which is shown on the maps as a
lake, but ‘where there was mo evidence of
its existence, I struck a portion of the
route foliowed by the Macdonald expedi-
tiom, end presently reached e village where
‘large quantities of stores had been left by
that officer, in change of the local chiefs.
All had, however, been looted, but at an-
other village where supplies had also been
left by that expedition, the matives had
pmvedsotmemtheimtnst’ﬁhat-ﬁghﬁahg
was adbtually in progress, as I was told it
had been ever since the stores had been
left, and in the defence of two huts full
of flour and other stores, much of wiich
must long @mce have become decomposed

and useless, from marauding natives these
tribesmen | lost hundreds of lives.”

“Half way between Lake Rudolf and
Lake Albert I came upon a race of peo-
ple who are locally regarded as magicians,
and who in their appearance and their
customs are quite distinet from any other
tribe I had visited. Their villages were
remarkable. Built of wattle and grouped
together in dozens on the upper slopes of
the hill, these dwellings were constructed
with two storeys, the upper floor being
approached through & dormer window
 reached from the ground by means of a
rude ladder. At no other points have I
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Those who remember the B#Mohn of
1877, prior to the great fire, will'be especi-
ally interested in the picture herewith re-
produced from a photo taken by Notman
in that year, and kindly placed at The
Telegraph’s disposal by Chief Kerr. :
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John Before the Fire of 1877.

The photo was taken from the roof of
a building on Princess street, just ebove
Germain. The house to the left, in the
foreground stood on the eite of the pres-
ent Clifton, end those just across Princess
street from it were on the site of the pres-

) S e OB e

o = i iy

—Notman, Photo.

ent Union Club emd Orange Hall. The
main view is down Princess street toward
the harbor, and shows the roof of the city
hall. Old-timers will be able to pick out
familiar houses all along the stweet. At
the time Canterbury street did not extend
below Princess.

N

seen native houses consisting of two

floors.

Inaccurate Maps. -

“T “had long since discovered that the
existing of this region were quite
inaccurate, #hd although I was supposed
to be on the upper waters of the Tarash
River, a search party sent out by me
nearly perished from thirst, one man suc-
ocumbing. When. we did actually reach
the river, threé men and myself who were
ahead.of the caravan suddenly found our-
selves - in the’,midst of 300 fully armed
Turkana, who were guarding herds of
camels and cattle which were watering.
These were the most hostile tribe we ex-
pected to meet, being the same through
whose treachery the Austen and Bright
expedition suffered so heavily. The situ-
ation was critical, for I had no inter-
preter with me, and the least sign of fear
would have been the signal for our death.
As'soon as we were noticed, the fighting
men collected round, while the women
and children drove off the flocks. Then
the chief—a man. of great stature—came
forward and led me under a tree. I did
not know what it was proposed to do with
me, but we all expected to be wiped out.
By this time my interpreter had come in,
and so explained matters that the Turk-
ana showed every sign of friendship, and
performed various dances round us, while
1 contributed to the evening’s amusement
by giving them a selection on the phono-
graph. It was truly a remarkable spec-
tacle. I subsequently found out that the
reason why the people proved friendly
was that they were so dumfounded at
thy arrival in their rear—a direction in
which, so they said, no man, native or
otherwise, had ever entered their coun-
try. They were at the time in full war

panoply, awaiting an attack from the
Karamojo.

The Elephant Cemetery.

“After following the Tarash country
to a point near that crossed by Well
by, I came upon a series of brackish
springs, at the foot of a mountain range.
The country round was dotted over. with
several hundred skeletons of elephants.
My guides told me that this was known
as ‘the place where:the elephants’ came
to die, and that the matives regularly
came to cut the ivory from the dead
beasts. I had previously heard from the
Swahili traders stories of elephant ceme-
teries, but hitherto bad always refused
to believe them.

“We now struck out for the Dodinga
country, a range of hills unknown to Eu-
ropeans. While traveling through dense
forest we became aware that the adjacent
hills were alive with armed men, the only
sign of their presence being the glitter
of innumerable spearheads above the vege-
tation. 1 only had three men with me,
and as we came nearer I was prepared
for attack from the strange natives, who

I now saw were all quite naked, except |

for a curious headdress, shaped like a
helmet and covered ~with white beads,
which at a distance looked like tin. All
were over. six feet in height. Some of
the natives conducted me. to a camping
place, and afterward called a great pa-
laver. The people were, however, most
unfriendly, and refused to trade, so I took
every precaution and built a strong zare-
ba around my caravan, which had now
come up. That mghet .these natives came
down in force and sutrottnded’ tue camp.
During the whole night, as on two suc-
ceeding nights, they attacked us from sev-

eral sides with great persistency, but did
not ‘succeed in forcing the zareba. 1 lost
two of my men, who were speared to
death, while several others were wounded.

“I got out of the Dodinga country with
all speed, as 1 was in.no position to stand
a further siege at their hands. And after
a prolonged march among unknown tribes,
some of whom were hostile, I reached
the British post of Nimule, on the Upper
Nile, in June.”

THE SENSIBLE MOTHER.

When little ones are ill the sensible
mother no longer doses them with nau-
seous, griping purgativ r puts. them
to sleep with the “soothing”’
preparations which ntain harm-

ful opiates. Baby’s blets have
been used by tho thers who

gentle in
their Actigy nd make
little/gffes SRgep soundly an aturally,
becagffe they femove the trigable tha't

and walkef!

medicine dealers or se
cents a box by writin
Medicine Co., Brock

Lord R-berts lmprf;vlng

London, Nov. 15.—Lord Roberts, the British
commander-in-chief, who is suffering from
pneumonia, passed a good night and is mak-
ing eatisfactory progress toward recovery.

[THE EXPULSION
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OF THE ACADIANS.

Rev. Dr. Raymond Treats of a Tragic Chapter in Local His-
tory—A Conflict Near Hillsboro - Bolshebert Abandons
the Fort at St John and Moves Farther -
Up River.

W. O. RAYMOND, LL. D.

CHAPTER XII

(Continued 3.)

FROM THE TREATY OF AIX-LA-CHAPELLE TO THE
ACADIAN EXPULSION.

As time went on the Acadians became impatient at the delay in settling the

limits of Acadia.

In vain they were annually told the boundaries would soon be
determined, all negotiation proved fruitless.

Those who had crossed the isthmus

into what is now the County of Westmorland found themselves undecided as

to their future course.

Their inclination—a very natural one—seemed to have been

to return to the fields they had abandoned, but the Abbe Le Loutre urged them to
remain under French rule as the only way of enjoying unmolested the privileges

of their religion.
erected.

For their encouragement and protection Fort Beausejour was

In the month of January, 1754, Lieut.-Governor Lawrence informed the Lords of
Trade that the French were hard at work making settlements on the St. John

and were offering great inducements to

the Acadians of the peninsula to join them.

He could not prevent some families from going, but the greater part werr '~

much attached to their lands to leave them.
absolutely necessary, for the development and control

colony, that the forts of Beausejour and
destroyed, and the French driven from
north of the Bay of Fundy.

In the opinion of Lawrence i

of Acadia as an En;,
the mouth of the River 8t."John should b«
the sgettlements they were establishing”

Although the Indians had committed no hostilities .

for two years, he believed no dependence could be placed on their quietude so
long as the French were allowed to exercise their disturbing influence among them.

Lawrence now began to consult with the Governor of Massachusetts, Sir Wil-
liam Shirley, about the removel of the Acadians from Chignecto and the River St.

John.

He proposed that two thousand troops should be raised in New England,

which with the regular troops already in Nova Scotia would be sufficient for the
business, the command of the expedition to be given to Colonel Robert Monckton.
It was intended the expedition ‘should sail from Boston about the 20th of April,
but it was delayed more than a month awaiting the arrival of arms from England,’

"and it was not until early in June that it arrived at Chignecto.

To aid the

expedition Captain Rous* was sent with a small squadron to the Bay of Fundy.
The details of the seige of Fort Beausejour need not here be given, suffice it to

say that after four days’ bombardment

the Sieur de Vergor was obliged, on the

16th June, to surrender to Colonel Monckton. i1

The Driving Out of the Acidians.

_Captein Rous, with three twenty-gun ships and a sloop, immediately sailed for

St. John, where it was reported the French had two ships of thirty-six guns each.
He anchored outside the harbor and sent his boats to reconnoitre.

French ships and on their appearance Bos

fort, burst his cannon, blew up his magazine, burned everything he could jand
The next morning the Indians invited Captain Rous ashore and
gave him the strongest assurances of their desire to make peace with the English,
saying that they bad refused to assist the French.

A few weeks after Boishebert had been thus obliged to abandon Fort Mena-
gouche there occurred the tragic event known as the “Acadian Expulsion.”
sctive agents employed by Lawrence and Shirley in this transaction were Colonel
Monckton and his subordinates, of whom Lieut.-Colonel John Winslow and Capt.

rched off.

Murray were the most actively engaged.

They found no
shebert, the officer in command of , the

The

These officers evidently had little relish

for the task imposed on them. Winslow in his proclamation to the inhabitants

of Grand Pre, Minas, etc., says: ‘“The duty I am now upon, thosigh necessary, is
(Continued on page 6.)

*Capt. John Rous in his early career commanded a  Boston privateer. Having dis-
tinguished himself in several minor expeditions, he commanded the Massachusetts gal-
ley ‘‘Shirley,” of 24 gumns, at the first seige of Louisbourg, and bore the news of the

surrender to England, where as a reward
captain in the Royal Navy.
seige of Louisbourg, and was with Wolle
bis ship Wolfe issued his last order before
Halifax in 1760.

for his gallant services he was made a

He commanded the Sutherland of 50 guns, at the second

in 1759 at the seige of Quebec. It was from
storming the heights. Capt. Rous died at

———
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. WHY JUDGE ALVERSTONE

(Prem Lomdon Times.)
e following are the answers of Lord
H e to the crucial questions—the

ary commissioners had to decide:—
‘What Chamnel is the Portland Channel?
. The answer to this question, as indi-
cated by the learned counsel om both
sides, depends upon the simple question:
What did the contracting: parties mean by
| ‘the words “the chamnel called the Port-
land Channel” in Article IIT of the treaty
of 18257 This is a pure question of iden-
| tity. In order to answer it one must en-
§ deavor to put oneself in the position of
5 the comtracting parties, and ascertain as
accurately as possible what was known to
them of the geography of the district eo
3 far as relates to the ch 1 called the
i Portland Chanmel.

There are certain broad facts which, in
my opinion, establish beyond any reason-
mble question that the negotiators had be-
fore them Vancouver's maps, the Russian
g mgp (No. 5 in the British, No. 6 in the
I American * Atlas); < Arrowsmith’s . maps
B (probably whe map numbered 10 iff the

American Atlas), and Faden’s maps (Brit-
igh Appendix, pp. 10 and 11).
1 have, moreover, no doubt that the ne-
i were acquainted with the infor-
mation ocontained im Vancouver’s marra-
tive. I do mot think it necessary to state
in detail the evidence which has led me
i to this conclusion bevond stating that,
quite apart from the overwhelming proba-
bility that this was the case, there are
passages in the documents which, in my
judgment, establish it to demonstration,
bwh,forthppurpoadofmymsonsitis
g sufficient to say that I have come to that
¥ clear conclusion after the most careful
perusal of the documentts.

The Portland Channel. -

1 will now endeavor to summarize the
facts relating to the chanmel called Port-
Jand Chamnel, which .the information af-
forded by the maps and documents to
whi®h I have referred, establish. The first
end most important i that it was perfect-
Iywelllmowmbafome,amdwtt‘hedateof
the ttreaty, that there were two channels:
or inlets, the one called Portland Channel,
the other Observatory Inlet, both of them
coming out to the Pacific Ocean.
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tory Inlet was between Poimkt Maskelyne
g on the south, and Port Wales on the
That one entrance of Portland Channel
was between the island now known as

s Kannagunut and Tongas Island.
That the latitude -of the mouth or en-
grance to the chanmel called Portland
faomel, as described in the treaty and

)
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socond and fifth—which the Alaska bound-

Text of His Lordship's Finding in the Crucial Questions Which
Arose in the Dispute Over the Alaska
Boundary.

vnderstood by ithe megotintors, was 54 de-
grees 43 minutes.

The narrative of Vancouver refers to the
channel between Wales Island and Sitklan
Island, known as Tongas Passage, as 2
passage leading south-southeast towards
the - ocean—which he passed in hope of
finding & more morthern and westerly com-
mufication to the sea, and describes his
subsequently finding the passage between
Tongas Island on the morth end Sitklan
and Kanmagunut on the south. The nar-
rative and the maps leave some doubt on
the question whether he  intended the
name Portland Chammel to include Tongas
Pasage as well as the between
Tongas Island on the morth and Sitklan
and Kanmagunut Island on the south. In
view of th's doubt, I think, having regard
to the language, and Vamcouver may have
intended to include Tongas Passage in that
name, and looking to the relative size of
the two passages, I think that the nego-
tiators may well have thought that the
Portland Channel, after passing morth of
Pearse and Wales Island, dssued imto the
sea by the two passages above described.

For the purpose of identifying the cham-
nel, commonly known as Portland Chan-
nel, ithe maps which were before the ne-
gotiators may be useful. This is one of
the points upon which the evidence of
contempdrary maps as to gemeral reputa-
tion js undoubtedly admissible. It is suffi-
ciemt to say that mot one of the maps
which 1 have enumerated. above in any
way contradicts the precise and detailed
situation of Portland Channel and Obser-
vatory Inlet given by Vamcouver’s mar-
rative, and the other documents to which
T have referred. The Russian map of 1802
sliows the two chamnels distinetly; and
the same may be said of Faden’s maps, on
which eo much reliance” was placed on the
part of the United States.

A Point Not Relied On. :

I do not attach particular importance to
the way in which mames on the maps are
written or-printed, and therefore I do not
vely upon the fact that, in the case of
some of thes¢ contemporary maps, the
woords “Portland Channel” are written so
as ito include, within the mame, the lower
pant of the channel which ie in dispute.
From lomg experience I have found that it
is mot eafé to wely upon any such peculi-
arities. .

After the most careful consideration of
every document in this case, I have found
nothing to alter or throw any doubt on
the comelusion to which I have arrived,
and there are certain general comsidera-
tions which strongly support it.

Russia and Great Britain were negotiat-
ing as to the point on ithe coast to which
Russian dominion should be conceded. It

is unmecessary to refer to all the earlier

GAVE HIS DECISION

AGAINST

CANADA.

nggotiations, but it is distinetly establish-
ed that Russia urged that her dominion
ghould extend to 55 degrees of latitude,
and it was in furtherance of this object
that Portland Chanmel, which issues into
the sea at 54 degrees 45 minutes, was con-
ceded and ultimately agreed to by Great
Britain. No claim was ever made by Rus-
sia to any of the islands south of 54 de-
grees 45 minutes, except Prince of Wales
Island, and this is the more marked be-
cause she did claim the whol¢ of Prince
of Wales Island, a part of which extended
to about 54 degrees 40 minutes.

The islands between Observatory Inlet
and the channel, to which I have peferred
above as the Portland Chanmel, are never
mentioned in the whole course of the nego-
tiations.

It is suggested on behalf of the United
States that Portland Channel imcluded
both the chanmels—namely, the channe!
coming out between Point Maskelyne and
Point Wales, and that running to the
north of Pdamse and Wales Islands, and
that, upon the doctrine of the thalweg,
the larger chanmel must be taken as the
boundary. It is sufficient to say that, in
my opinion, there iz mo foundation for
this argument. The lengths and the poin‘s
of land at their entrances are given in the
case of each channel by Viamcouver im a
way which precludes the suggestion that
the intended to include both channels under
cme mame, and it must be remembered
that he was upon a voyage of discovery,
and named these chamnels when he had
discovered and explored them.

The Answer,

Inasmuch as the question submitited to
us -only involves the defermination of the
channel described in- the treaty By the
words already cited ‘“the chanmel called
Portland Chamnel,” subsequent history can
throw mo light upon this question; but I
think it right to say that the use in the
year 1853 of the mame Portland Inlet in
the British Admiralty Chart, upon which
much reliance was placed on behalf of ihe
United States, has, in my -opimion, no
beaping upon the question, and the refer-
enées to Tongas Island in 1835 as being
on tthe frontier of the Russian Straits, and
im 1863 as being on the morth side of the
Portland Canal, and in 1869 as to Tongas
being on the boundary between Alaska and
Britishi Columbia, are strongly confirma-
tory “of the view at which I have arrived
upom the consideration of the materials
which were in existence at the date of the
treaty.

1 therefore answer the second question
as follows:—

The channel which runs to the north
of Pearse and Wales Islands, and issues
into the Pacific between Wales Island and
Sitklan Island.

(Signed)

October 20, 1903.

Fifth Question.

ALVERSTONE.

In extending the line of demarcation
northward from said point on the par-
allel of ‘the 56th degree of north latitude,
following the crest of the mountains sit-
uated parallel to the coast until its inter-
section with the 141st degree of longitude

west of Greenwich, subject to the condi-
tion that if such line should anywhere
exceed the distance of 10 marine leagues
from the ocean, then the boundary be-
tween the British and the Russian terri-
tory should be formed by a line parallel
to the sinuosities of the coast, and dis-
tant therefrom not more than 10 marine
leaguesp was it the intention and mean-
ing of said convention of 1825 that there
should remain in the exclusive possession
of Russia a continuous fringe, or strip of
coast on the mainland not exceeding 10
marine leagues in width, separating the
British possessions froin the bays, ports,
inlets, havens, and waters of the ocean,
‘and extending from the said point on the
56th degree of latitude north to a point

where such ‘line of demarcation  should’

intersect” the 141st degree of longitude
west of the meriaian i Greenwich?

[ he Point of the Question.

Stated shortly, I understand this ques-
tion to ask whether the eastern boun-
dary, whether fixed by the crest of the
mountains or by distance of 10 mariue
leagues, was to run round the heads of
the bays, ports, inlets, havens, and waters
of the ocean, or not. I have come to the
conclusion in the affirmative—viz., that
the boundary, whether running along the
summits or crests of the mountains or--
in the absence of mountains—a distance
of 10 marine leagues, was to run round
the heads of the inlets, and not to cross
them. -

'The language of the treaty of 1825 does
not of itself enable this question to be
answered distinctly—on the contrary, it
contains the ambiguities which have given
rise to the discussion upon the ome side
and the other.

Paragraph 2 of Article ITI. states that
the line of demarcation shall follow the
summit of the mountains situated parallel
to the coast (“Parallelement a la cote”).
This is the clause upon which the question
really depends, because in the event of
mountains bemng found to exist, situated
parallel to the coast within a distance of
10 marine leagues, no recourse need be
had to Article 1IV. Article IV., however,
is of importance, as it may tend to turow
light upon what was the meaning of the
word “coast” in Article IIL., and -the
words in paragraph 2 of Article IV. are
“wherever the summits of the mountains
which extend in a direction parallel to
the coast from the 56th degree of north
latitude to the point of intersection gf
the 141st degree of west longitude shall
prove to be at a distance of more than
10 marine leagues from the ocean.” 1t
is in my opinion correctly pointed out,
on behalf of the United States, that ..e
word “coast” is an ambiguous term, and
may be used in two, possibly in more
than two, senses. I think, therefore, we
are not only entitled , but bound to as-
certain as far as we can from the facts

which were before the negotiators the’

sense in which they wused the word

“coast” in the Treaty.

What “Coast” Maant

Before considering this latter view »>f
the case, it is desirable to ascertain, as
far as possible from the treaty itself,

what it means, and what can be gathered
from the language of the treaty alome.
The parties were making an agreement,
as the opening words of the treaty show,
as to the limits of their respective pos-
sessions on the north-west coast of Amer-
ica, and there cannot be any question
that the word “coast” in Articles I. and
1I. refers to the mnorth-west coast of
America. In Article lII. the opening
words “upon the coast of the continent”
also refer to the mnorth-west coast of
America. The first ambiquity arises up-
on the word ‘“‘coast” in the phrase “pa-
allel to the coast” in the description of
the boundary in Article IIT., and as to
the word “coast” in the words *‘parallel
to the coast” in the second paragraph of
Article 1V., and the words “the line ut
coast” and “the windings of the coast”
in the same paragraph. Article V. does
not bear directly upon the question in
dispute, but the words “‘or upon the bor-
der of the continent” (“lisiere de terre
ferme”), which follow the words ‘“‘upon
the coast,” afford some slight guide to
the meaning of the word ‘“‘coast” in Ar-
ticle I1I. The word ‘‘coast” in Article
V1. evidently means the coast of the con-
tinent as it is in contrast with the words
ocean and the interior. 1 postpone the
consideration of the meaning of the
word “coast” in Article VIL., as it raises
a very important question, which is in
controversy. Considering these various
passages, and the use made of the word
“coast” therein, do they enable one, wivu-
out reference to the previous negotiations,
to answer the question as to whether the
strip of territory mentioned in Articie
LiI. was to run round the heads of the
bays and inlets, or to cross them? I am
of opinion that they do not. The broad,
undisputed facts are that - the parties
were engaged in making an agreement
respecting an archipelago of islands off
the coast, and some strip of land upon
the coast itself. The western limit of
these islands extends in some places
about 100 miles from the coast, and the
channels or passages between the islands
and between the islands and the coast
are narrow waters of widths varying from
a few hundred yards to 13 miles. In or-
dinary parlance no one would call the
waters of any of these channels or in-
lets between the islands, or between the
islands and the mginland, ‘‘ocean”” [
agree with the view presented on behalf
of Great Britain, that no ome coming
from the interior and reaching any. cf
these channels, and particularly the head
of the Lynn Canal or Taku Inlet, would
describe himself as being upon the ocean,
but, upon the other hand, it is quite clear
that the treaty does regard some of these
channels as ocean. For instance, to take
points as to which no question arises be-
tween Wrangell Island, Mitkoff Island,
and Kupreanoff Island, all of which are
north of latitude 56, it cannot, I think.
be disputed -that, for the purpose of the
Treaty, the waters between these islands
and the mainland were included in the
word “ocean,” and that the coast upon
which the eastern boundary of the lisiere
was to be drawn was the coast of the con-
tinent, and the mountains referred to in
Article III. were to be upon that coast,

and the line referred to in paragraph 2
of Article IV. was to be measured from
those waters. This consideration, how-
ever, is not sufficient to solve the ques-
tion; it still leaves open the interpreta-
tion of the word ‘“coast’” to which the
mountains were to be parallel.

Now, it is to be observed that prima
facie the eastern boundary is to be fixed
under Article 1lL.; as alreauy powted
out, it is not ‘necessary to have recourse
to Article IV. uniess the mountains
which correspond to those described in
Article III. prove to be a distance of more
than 10 marine leagues from the ocean.
Assuming that the boundary is being de-
termined in accordance with Article Ill.,
the mountains which are on the conti-
nent are to be parallel to the coast, and
a person fixing the boundary under Ar-
tiele 1II. would not leave the line which
follows the summits or crest of the moun-
tains unless that line was situated at more
than 10 marine leagues from the ocean.
As I have already pointed out, for a con-
siderable part of the distance referred to
in Article III., namely, from the southern
end of Wrangell Island up to the north-
ern end of Kupreanoff Island, the dis-
tance must be measured from the shore
of these inland waters, which, and which
alone, are the ocean referred to in Article
1V. 1 am unable to find any words in
the treaty which direct that the moun-
tain line contemplated by Article IIL
shall cross inlets or bays of the sea. In
so far as the language of Article ILL. or
itself is a guide, it does not seem to me
to contemplate such a state of things.
Of course, if the main contention of
Great Britain can be adopted, viz., that
the words, line of coast” and “windings
of the coast,” in paragraph 2 of Article
1V., should it be necessary to have re-
course to that paragraph, mean the gen-
eral line of coast or the windings of the
general coast, excluding inlets, the dif-
ficulty would disappear, but, in order to
establish that position, it seems to me
that Great Britain must show .aat Lbe
treaty uses the word “coast” in the sec-
ond paragraph of Article ITL, and in the
second paragraph of Article IV., in that
sense.

Some Objections,

1 see some broad objectilons to this view,
In the first place, it necessitates the word
“ooast” being used with 'two different
meanings in the same clause, and, second-
ly, it makes it mecessary to assume a view
of the geographical position as being
known to the megotiators, or to postulate
that they assumed some definition, or
common understanding, as to what the
general line of the coast was.

There is, as far as I know, no recog-
mized tule of international law which
would by implication give a recognized
meaning to the word ‘“coast’” as applied
o such sinuosities and such waters differ-
ent from the coast itself.

As I have said more than once, the
locus in quo to which the treatv was re-
ferring precludes the possibiiity of con-
structing. the. word ‘“‘coast” in any par-

continent. I think the words “upon ‘the
border of the contimemt (lisere de terre
ferme) comprised within the lmits of the
Russian jpiossessions’” in Article V rather
confirm the view that Russia was to get
a strip all along the contfinent, but I do
not think that muoh reliance can

placed upon this because of the provisions
as to rivers and streams in Article VL.

Before leaving the treaty. it is, in my
opinion, necessary to notice the wery lm-
portant argument put forward by Great
Britain, upon Article VII. 1t was
contended by Great Britain that the
words “gulfs. havens. and crecks on the
coast mientioned dn Arﬁ:demlfil.” “:smd
only to the , havens OreEys | Of
meydlisjme arglfi bounded as described
in that artidle. If Great Britain could
have made that contention it would, in
my opimion, have afforded the strongest

¢ that the treaty contemplefed
that the lisiere or strip might cross bays,
inlets, and arme of the sea, but in my
opinion the contention cannot be sucoess®
fully maintained.
The Coast Question.

The coast mentioned in Article ILI B,
in my opinion, the coast of the continent,
and the coast referred to in the s
paragraph of Articls IV is aiso the @08_*";
of the continent. The lisiere, asecertain-
ed by drawing the boundary in accordance
with the directions in Article IIL is &
strip upon the coast, and would not,
think, be maturally described by the
words “the coast mentioned in Article
[II.” My view is that the provisions
Artidle VII are perfectly general, and
cave mutual mights for a period of ten
years to Russia and Great Britain re-
spectively, in vespect of their possessions
upon the northwest voast of America.

Turning now from the consideration of
the language of the - treaty . alone, what
light is thrown upon this question by e
ference to the negotiatioms?

After most careful examination, I have
benn unable to find eny passage which
supports the view that Great Britain was
directly or indirectly putting forward 2
claim to the shores or ports at the head
of the inlets. This is not remarkable in-
asumch as mo one at the time had @ny
idea that they would become of any im-
pontance.

In March, 1824, among the objects de-
sired to be secured by Great PBritain are
atated to be the embouchures of such
rivers as might afford an outlet. the
proposals referred to in the Jobter
the lisiere is spoken of as a gifp of land
on the mainland, also ais a“strip of land
on the coast of the comtinent. Im the
same documents the boundary is spoken.
of as “the mountains which follow the
windings of the coast,” and in correspond-
ence of July, 1824, as “following the sinu-
ositics of the coast along the base of thei

mountains nearvest the wmea” and “the |
base of the mountains which fol-
low the -simuositeis of the coast.’™

and ‘‘moumtains  designated as they

ticular article in amy special -way, if it
does not refer to the coast line of the

boundary shall extend down to ¢ :
(Continued on page' 6, third qolumn.‘
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