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lireectiln. We have now actually a volume of
Ordterhs in Council liaving the force of law, as large
as the volume of the statutes. I think this tenl-
dlency is to) be depreccated in many respects. Tiese
Oders in (ouncil that are issued always have
refereice itomatters of domestic concern. to regu-
littiois concerning the mlanagenient of the depart-
nîieils. andil matters of that character. iut this
inîatter is >Of great imuportance. it is of international

ncern, aind1 I tlink it. is important tlat the senise
of P'a rliamenît shouiîld b l'e obltained upol it y'ar after
Vear. aouIl tierefore the Or1der. in Coulicil shllculd
înot be passed secretly without mur knowing
tnytliiu abi"out it. The Nlii-iter of .1ustice in the
'eiarslie las made to the Hliuse lias givei good
rias<ls wl v te < veIlther ini Uunîcil slhould lve
power to' issue tiese lieses in this particiial , case,
l iase te decisin to issue thîei sho 'juIl be
ani' me Ivaed evarly in the veart b 'efore Parliiliilit
assemb'les, atd som tuies, from arious eaises,
the sessimis o'f lParliiteiiet l'einî late in the ear
aid, therefore, the overr in Coiu-nil" or s.Ilne
othber atuti' rty. shouiillia hve the riglit to issue
t lese licenses. I tli k tlat reaso lias iuneh fo'rce
ii it : and the obijeetionu of the lion. gentlemuîein
oposite to give the îiovernr in CounIcilthiis powCi.,
wtoldbe overCome if we putl in this' Bill a cliuse
reqî jui riig thtat tis decision (of tlle overnr in
(Cob'unucil shulîl be forthwith cImîiumiunicated t il otl
Houses of Parliainient if dieu in session : if not iin
s-ession. tien witliii ten days fromî. the conunence-
ment oft the next Sessin. That will call the atten-
tion of P >arliaieuit to thlis im portanît iterlationtal
matter. and will enable Parliament to pass an
opinlion1 uponm it fromi vear te year as it nay think
desirable. At tlhe proper stage of tlis iBill I
inutenli to i<ove a clause to that, effect.

NIr. MILLS (Bothwell). 1 think this is a very
liportait mease :ild ought te reecive the very
careful con.sideration of the HFouse. I have listened
to the observations a<lresset to the House on the
subect by thie Minister of Just.ice, and I have been
iunale to see that the issue of tlie licenises s in
anv sense a recognit.ioi by the Auerican Goveri-
ment of our exclusive right in the fisheries. or indaeed
a recogntion cof our sovereignity in the lisputed por-
tion Of the fisheries. Sir. I would like to know if ani
Ameriean fishing vessel were to coume into the
waters of Canada, or wlIat we regardI LS such, and
iito bays more than six miles wide,and were to keep
more than thlree miles from the coast, wiether the
(overiinment would feel thenselves at liberty
to enforce the Canadian view as to Canadian
sover'eigiit.y against that ship. If not, theu itî
appears to) amotnt to this, tlhat permission has
been granted to the Auerican tishernei to comle
within three miles of the coast uider this license,
which they would lot have, iu thelir estimation, if
nO such license were issued. Now, in what way
does the obtaining of a license better our position?
Il what way is it a recognition of any disputed
claim existing between the Governuient of the
United States and the Government of Canada ? It
seens to ne there is a great deal of misapprehen-
sion on this subject, and that misapprehension is
in no little degree created and per'petuated by the
(Observations which are annually addressed to this
House upon the subject, hy the hon. gentlemen
upon the Tr'easury benches. I repeat again that
the issue of licenses to American fishing vessels is in
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no way . a recognition on the pact of the party
who receives that license of our pretensions in the
waters which the Ami*erican (overnment hold do
not belong to us, and if they are not a recognition
in those waters. then those licenses do not in any
degree acc.miplish the object which the lion. gen-
tiemuan has in view. There are many grounds on
which the Atiericans have set up clains to joint
interest in the tisheries on the Atlantic coast of
Canata. One claim they put for'ward is, tliat they
wer*e colonIies at the tile tiat Nova Scotia was
acqtirld froi France and at the time the Treaty of
Utrecht and the Treaty of Versailles were igreed
to anld 1atifiel: and that, laving assistedl in the ae-
juisitiont of the territories upon our Atlanîtie coast.

and iin obtaining conutrl of the fisheries, they have a
joint iiterest and propeity in thenm, and that this
joint initer-est and joint pr'operty were i nsome
degree recognized ly the T'eaty of 1783. I do
lot adhmit that that is a soundu eContention. I
bol pe ie c)Caunadian oit eitlieu side of the House
wil be rea.y to adiit that that is a sound
contenltion. Wl, the British armiy assistedt ii
the coiiquest of the valley of the (lhio. the
lritish aryiv assisteI amd tle British treasury
assisted, in obtainiig possessiof that valley front
the Crown of Franîce aid wlhei the Treaty of 1783'
wias umiade aditt Ioundaries were establislied, those
territor'ies wliicli liai lbeen acquired lby the mother
cotulitry and by the colonies went to the colonies,
aid tliose territories whicli now forinpart of CaniadaL
aid the riglhts incident thtereto reuimain a part of the
Bitish possessions. The United Stiates, up>on the
ground of jointlyassisting in the acquisition cf those
islheries, cUIn ot more set Iup a claii to joint
sove(egity than we cai to the vailley of the Ohio.
There is nio distinction between the two acquisitions
ii this resptectead te Treaty of 1783, whiicl seules
the bOtuiidaries betweei what remained to Great
Britain ani what was acquiredt hytle United States,
aise settled the limits of the respective rights of the
two countries. Biut whien we look at the histori-
cal events that happened prior te the American
revolution we will see how the etroneous view re-
specting this question, which has alw-ays had pos-
session Of the minds of American statesmnei, came
to be establislhed. Under the 'reaty of 1713, and
airain unxîder thé- lreaty of 1763, the Frencli fisher-
men weue excluded ffromt tishing within 30 leagues
of the coast, îand it was assumed by the (.ovetrn-
ment of the colonies that this rule was laid down
in these treaties in consequence of the doctrine
tliat the fisheries were appurtenaiit to the n.eigh-
bouriigteiritory, andiî even the fisheries oni the G rand
iBanks and elsewhere umust be regarded as belong-
ing to the country whicl vas in possession of the
land in) the nîeighbourhlood. the bays and harbours
from which these tishing operations ver'e carriel
ou. This has been the doctrine of Deumark. It
was a doctrine disputed by England with Denimark
for two o' three centuiries before these events hap-
peiied. The Englisi Governument lias naintained
the view unifor-mly from the days of Elizabeth, that
fisheries iii the open sea could not be made
dependent or appurtenant to adjoining territories,
and the state papers of the timne show that in 1713
and again in 1763 the French were excluded from
fishing within 30 leagues of the coast, because it
was held to be in the interest of the English Gov-
ernmnent to protect the shores by a special provision
of this sort against surprise and conquest. That
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