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into a very perilous predicament; it is equally clear that glad to be c )rrected. That 1 understood the hon. gentle man
in 18'7 w. escaped from the peril by the skin of our teetti, to have repeated bofore and to have repeated to-night.
almost f rom a more accident, what the hon. Minister of Now, we are all propared to proteot our territorial limita
Justice says to the contrary notwithstanding; and I take to the beRt of our ability; we are ail preparei to protect
issue with him entirely as to the manner in which he spoke our inshore fisheries within those limite that properly
of the intervention of Kr. Erastus Wiman. I know perhaps belong to us. In ail other respects, looking at the
not all that the Minister knows, but I know a go-d deal of whole situation, bearing in mind the peril which bas been
what took place on that occasion, and I say that Kr. Eratus incurred by the policy which the hon. gentleman has per-
Wirnan rendered an important service to Canada, and that sisted in carrying out; looking at the enormous importance
the hon. gentleman has no right to attempt to underrate or of the interests which have sprung up between Canada and
belittie the services that gentleman rendered, or the language the United States, especially within the last twenty or thirty
ihat was used by Sirbharles Tupper in recognition of them; years; looking at the use we make of their soil and terri.
and 1 am very sure thit if Sir Charles Tupper were on the tories and the priviloge of transhipping-taking these into
floor of this House to-day, he would not endorse the state. consideration, wesay the time ha ocome for a broad and
ment just made by the hon. Minister ofJ ustice. I should liberal policy in every respect in dealing with the United
bke to know if the hon, gentleman will say, if they are at States. But if we choose to stand on our strict legal rights,
liberty to eay it, that they have no unofficial communication how are we or the British Gavernment either to blame the
with Mr. Erastus Wiman at this hour. United States if they etect to stani on their extreme legal

Mr. MITCHELL. They are not bound to criminaterights, with great irijury to both. Thore is not the slightest
thMr(Ies.Taddoubt, if the United States chose to put in force their Non.

Intercourse Bill, they wili injure as many Americans as
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perbaps not; and as Canadians, but that would not make our position anything

this matter is being discussed on strictly legal and technical botter but rather much the worse. Il hon. gentlemen do
grounds I will not press that question. Now I say, know- not do that, what we have to look forward to is this: we
ing these things, knowing the relations in which we stood, will have a repetition of the sorry farce wh-ch was played
knowing the narrow escape we had, seeing, as we do, that out in 1887 First, we will seo a plicy (or at loast there
the Government appear tob ave forgotten the lessons which was great danger o sceing a policy put sued) which wili
were taught them, seeing that they do not appear (although lead to much ill-blood between ourselvos and the United
I am willing to hope that they are coming to a better mood States. Thon things wou!d have grown serions, then there
under pressure) at any rate until very recently, to have would have been danger of cAllision, thon Engiland would
ut ail appreciated the danger they escaped, it woul I be have steppd in ai aho did before, and some English com-
an aet of criminal folly on our part if we were to allow missioner, or another Mr. Joseph Obamberlain, would have
this Session to pass without patting ourselves, at any rate. been sent to take the Canadian Minister by the ear and
right before the country, and pointing out the prop2r administer a double dose of humble pie. Canada would
policy which, in the interest of Canada, should be pursued. have been degraded and humiliated. We would have been
I desire to say for my own part that although I have not forced in the long run to make all the concessions which
pretend:d to any technical or minute acquaintance with we now propose to make freely and voluntarily, with
iino mutjjet of the fisheries, which I had very limited opp>r- this resait; that we would get no thanks at ail. Sncb in
tunity of mastering in detail, I say that I myself hold the the certain issue, and no one knows il botter than the right
wisdom of the former course taken by the Government to hon. gentleman, because it is a game that hon. gentleman
be most dubious. Probably enough they were legally and bas played before to his own profit, though not the profit
technically correct; I do not dispute that, but what I do of the people of Canada. Yet knowing that, theb hon.
aay is that, on the other hand, the Americans were por. gentlem'sn will persiLt in playing this dargerous game,
fcctly right in pointing out that the whole conditions w-re It seems to be ab3aurd for the hon, gentleman ai his
changed. You cannot ignore this. If we touched the friends to talk as if they really and sinucrely desired to aid
A tnericanfrontier only at the one point where our fisheries in cultivating friendly relations with the people of the
exist, if we had nothing to say to them in other matters, United States. They muet be judged by their acts. Was
we might thon consider this question wholly apart, we if to show their extreme friendliness te the people of the
migbt put entirely out of view all the communications United States that, a year ago, they attempted to repudiate
which the Americans have granted us across our frontier, Lheir own statutory offer to admit certain articles freo if
through their territory, in a great variety of ways. But I the United States did the same? Waâi i te give the United
say we cannot do that, and so the whole position has to be States a botter opinion of the gool faith and b enor of
dealt with. We muet face the question that we are con. Canada that, after Sir Charles Tupper bad practicaly taken
cerned with the Americans in five bundred different ways his colleagnes by the throat and compolied thom t undo
besides the mere question of the fisheries. I am not going thoir own work and eat their own words on the
to follow theb hon. gentleman into the question as te how flbor of this House-was it for the purpose of inspir.
far it may or may not be consistent with the p-eservation ing the Americans with a high idea of the honor
of our treaties to accord to Americans the right to tran. and faith of the Government of Canada, that the
shipment in bond or the right to purchase bait or allow Minister of Customs, backed by the Government, resorted
them certain privileges as to entrance to our harbora, if I to that most petty and contemptible eva>ion o the plain
understood the hon. gentleman's poeition it amounted to terme of the meaning of the statutory Act, wben he im-
this: that it was almost impossible to grant the Americans posed, not a duty on the fruit, but a duty on the packages
the privileges they desire without great peril to our inshore in which the fruit was conveyed. What am I to say of the
fisheries; but I find that, in the treaty of 1888, we have desire to promote good relations which lead to the insane
agreed to concede to the Americans for a comparatively >olly of hon. gentlemen opposite in the matter o the export
small sum of money those identical privileges, if they chose duty on logs? Bat the other day, as if of express
to take out a license under the modus vivendi, which in the parpose to challenge the ill-will of the United States,
des tches he alleges with considerable show of reason, they increased the duty on saw logs, running the risk of
perbapa, could not be granted without great peril to the disturbing a trade that is counted by tons of millions.
preservation of our fisheries. That I understood to be the They know they will have to abandon tbis absurd impost;
hon. gentlenan's position, that I understand to be the and I venture again to say that long before this House

slt of *e trety. If I ammakenn thit, I would be rises, we will ad that what they did thon they will be


