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stpeaiking inhabitants of the Province of
Qieibec is one of intense nortiti atio-'
tat the sanction of' the Gaveriint ttft
shtouli be given to stneh a schemne. IL
)1 ist ha horne in maind that thi s the
iltering veige of an attemlipt to utiazs
the gamnbling propeni Lies, vhlich tro

n iy of oui' people are unfortunately but
to, prone ta indulge in. The .scheme is
ane fror raising mnoney, and it so happens
that the Provincial Treasurer, the Han.
NMr. Robertsoa, is about the lasit person,
wi i woul i have been sulîposal to avora
the schene of a Governmnett hattery. It
woitid have beeri suppase, but lotie
declaration of the Premier, that, if such a
schemehad been proposed to him, the
Treasurer would have put his foot down
atd declared that so long as be held a
por'tfolio in the Cabinet no such outrage
nn ite British poimlation shool i be per-
petratedl. IL is siinly imp tssible tht
Mi'. Robertson can approve of tihis lottery
semlote, and it is there:ore obvions that
he bas hai ta submit to the litation of
the n -jority of bis colleagues. Time ivili
tell whevher Mr. Chaple'tu has acted wrise-
ly in outraginlg the feelings ol the greatt
mijority of the peaple or British origin.
We presune that the Reverend gentie-
men who hiive pressedl this scheme on the
Government hild the doctrine tat "I the
end justilies the ineans," as wre aie not
unaware that private lotteries have been
frequently resorted to under the auspices
of the Roiman Catholic cle'gy for bener o
lent objects. Trbese h'tve beet tolerated,
perhaps uniwisely, and the result is before
us.

THE ONTARIO BOUNDARY QUES-
TON.

IL appears from an article in theToronto
Globe, that Mr. Daltoni McCarhiy, M.P.
has been discussing beiore his cotistitu-
ents the disp uted bounlary of the Pra.
vince of' Ontar-io. The viewr taken by Mr.
McCarthy is, that it is on the whole bet-
ter that this vexed question should be
settled, as. it w'as last session, because
&.Lit l expedient in the interests of the
"tharnony betwreen Ontario and their
" brethren dowyn by the sea, that this
O vexei question shotil be disposel of as
"Sir John ias- tione." The foregoing is
certainly an incomprehensible utterance,
in view' of the facts of the case. The iost
complicatedi part of the " vexed questioti"
is still in controversy between the people
of Ontario and " Itheir brethren doi by
the sea." Surely Mr. McCarthy cinnot
be unawatre that the Act of last Session

ias left the North Pasterfn boundary as
muach open ta dispute as ever. It has
simply extended the boundary of Xani'

toba on the east ta the western bounlary
of Oitmario, wherever tliat. maîy be, leatvinlg
the norithely bounirty stîli ini dispute
hetween Outqiio and Ithe Dominion. On
the assutiiion ther,efore that it Vas ex-
pé,dient, ii Ihe initerest of peace adit
harmtony between the Doiniiiion and
Ontario, ta get rid of this vexed question,
the Act af last session wholly failed ta
accomplish the object.

The Mail, in commenting on the Award,
states that tie Goverinent " have the
"aithority ai' Sir Franeti. ilooks, Who
"imitself coife-ses fhat Ile awvaid dlid
''flot indicate t lit true iotundar'y." This
is, under existing circutmstaices, an un-
fortunate statement. The specialrefer-
ence of Mr. McCarthy mtust have been ta
the western botndary, as that is tite dis-
pute wvhih lias been tratsferred by Par.
liaineu t to luai toba. Non' we cialleinge
the Ailil to quote a single expression
writtein ai uttered by Sir Fratitns Hmencks
whici wili beair out tte assertton that the
ar'bitators had a doubt as ta the western
bouidary. Or course there are a variety
ao' opinions an the details of tie atwat.1.
Fev initviuals have studied tite question
iore closely than the lioit. Wtliiatin
McDonigall, and he hiolds bbe Opinion that,
wihile the vemteri b darit lit'y (that il dis-
pute wiith Maitoba) wasi correctly de-
scribed by the arbitrators, they iere in
errai as ta rite nîorthern oundary. h'lie
reference in the Mllail, whinatever îuay be
its valie, iras solely to the boundary flne
betveen the Nurth eastern boundary on
James Bity, and the Noih-western an-
gle of the Lake of the Woods. Regard-
ing the latter bounidary, ivilich is the only
question in dispute betweeit Oitario and
Matitoba, the arbitvatorisnever' had. the
least doubt. It is important thtt this
view of the question shouli be cleaily
uniersi ooi,.as the sole pretence for ob-
jecting ta the Avard lias been that it dlid
not tind a true boundary. It is likewise
desitrable ta point out that althiough it
was 'ound practicable ta establisit a tiue
boundary both on the south-west and
north-east, tiere wrere no data oit wYhicht
aconnectinig line between the twa points
could be traced. It has always been
admitted, and that is what the Malil reie's
ta, that the arbitrators connected those
two points by natural boundaries, but if
there is any force in the objection ta the
award on this ground, it certaiinly catnot
apply ta the westerly boundary, iviicl is
the one of the greatest urgency at the
present time. The Mail is wholly mis-
taken in supposing thatainy lega question
was disposed of by splitting lite differ-
ence. We'fail ta conpt'eiend the nean-
ing of the staternent that ithe claim ta an

"'extended wsvytern bonndary was baset
io groumiis that ha beei abandoned in

'offieiai practice for half ail'tury." The
bonidary onh Ilie wst as dielin-il bv tie
award, wras very far to rite eastîvard of
ihat n'as claimnd hy the Governient of

Sit Johnt Macalttald, and advosateti by
Messrs. Cartier & Macdougail with the
assistance of the Brothers )awson.
Under the circumstances the true course
ta follow should be ta appeal ta the
Judiciail Coiimitttee ta set aside the
awvari, and in that case ta deterimine hlie
truc boundaries on its own respoisiîilîty.

ON'ARIO INiURANCE MANIUAL.
We have the pleasure of' receiving from

J. Howard Hitnter, Esq, M.A., titspector
of Insurance for Oitaio a " Manual of
Insuin'ce Lawr, caintaining the Publie
General Acts of the Ontario Legislature
relating ta insurance, wivh notes of
aiiiendmtents and ait anal) tiail index and
a list O special acts of incorporation?.
Tihis littie wto'k is fuil of' interest, as in
its list of' speciti acts of incorporation it
reminds us of m»any changes and of
seveîrtl satisiactoiy experiences. It is
not genaitlly retembered that the Royal
Canadi , Insurance Company, now' wo'rk-
inîg under a Doninion Ciarter was
incorpaated by the Onîtario L-gislature
in 1867, as was aieo tie Ontario Mutual
Lie Assurance CUmaiany, the Toronto
Lite Asur'ance anvl 'Tontine Company and
the Canada Fire and Maiine. About half
lite companties specially inarîorptted did
not advance as fat' as organtiz ttion, and a
considerable number are extinct, very
few havirg gone oun ta prosperity. The
index ta Publi Ganera lîtsurance Acts
of Ontario is a vtluable guide ta the
itens and clauses of the various statutes,
and will ba of' great service ta those hiio
wouild otherwise have ta wvade through
the wyhole ta lind the information re-
quired.

IL wvould be toa long a labor to write or
ta read a general digest of the various
acts. but one cannot htelp being strck
wnith sortie of their clauses, especially
those whi ch give almost unlimited facili-
ties for the formation of mutual con-
panlies which cannot possibly insure
without great risk ta every individual
menber of them, vhich accounts for the
fact that but very feuw of the many
mutuais-scarcely any organized under
these acts-liave continued in the
ield more than a year or two; sa that it
is not surprising that it became necessary
ta enact a statute for the purpose oE
givintg " increased stabiliiy ta Mutual Fire
Insurance Comnpanies," from wiich il
appears that the members 'are not neces-


