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conc!usion that, instead of resting upon any intelligible principle
the choice of this line has been compromised betiveen the opposing
and entirely irreconcilable views as to the true meaning of the
original treaty. The result of this compioinise has, we think-, been
a distinct sacrifize of the interests of Canada. 'When it was shown
that there were mounitains parallel with the coast Nvithin the mean-
ing of the treaty, the only logical course, in our judgment, %vas to
adupt as the boundary the mou jîtains ini the immediate vicinity of
th-- coast

,Third, as te the general question of inlets. The tribunal finds
again-st the contention of Canada. We both are strongly o.f the
opinion that this conclusion is wvrong. and -xve have put on record
at leng-th the reason for our view~ in this respect

Fialif the six members of the tribunal had each given an
indi% idual judicial decision on each of the questions submitted, we
should hd.ve conceived it our duty under the ticatY Of 1903, how-
ever rnuch %v'e mnight have différed frorn our colleagues. to have
joinecl in sîgning the document which constituted the officiai
recordl of answers. W\e do tiot consider the findîng of the tribunal
a.ý to the islands at the entrance of P>ortland Channel or as to the
mountain line a judicial one, and we bave, therefore, decliniedto
be parties to the award. Our position during; the conference of the
tribunal xvas anl unfortunlate one. 'Ne have been ini entire accord
betw'eeii ourselves, and hav'e severally and jointly urgcd our views
as str(>ngiy as we wvere able, but %vc have beenl compelled to wit-
ness thc sacrifice of the interests of Canada, powerless to prevent
it, though satisfied that the course the majoritv determined to,
pursue in respect to the mnatters above speciallv referred to ignoreci
the just rîgbits of Canada."

L. A. JETTE.
A. 1B.Av % ;NVORTIL.

Tlhe reasons given by Lord Alverstone for bis findin- ini4
reference to the Portland Channel are as follovs

The answer to tlhis question ' \Vbat channel is the Poi tland
Channel ?' depends upon the simple question, Whllat did the con.
tractingr parties mean by the wvords 'the channel called the IPort-
land Channel ' in Article IlII. of the treat v of 1825 ? Tbis is a I~
pare question or identity. Iii order to ansver it one inust en-


