
COMMONS DEBATES.
ago. Yet we were told to..night that it was an entirely
new interpretation we were putting on the treaty, and an
entirely new and objectionable mode of enforcing it. We
have been told that our policy is shifting and changing, and
that we are unable to hold for two Sessions consecutivelv
the same policy. I wish to show how hon. gentlemen
opposite have changed and chopped in their criticisms
Why, let the House remember this: that, in 1886, all these
6s seizures to which the hon. member for Prince Ed
ward Island (Mr. Davies) has referred had been made,
that the D. J. Adam and the Doughty had been seized, that
every reason for making seizures had been adopted and en
forced during that long and troublesome period in our fish-
eries dispute. Let me remind the House, moreover, that
the reports made by the present Minister of Finance, then
Minister of Fisheries, and myself, and which had been ap-
poved by Oouncil, and whieh were denounced by the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) to-night, as "brag, and
blow, and bluster," were put upon the records of this
House early in 1887. Nay, more, they had been put befor e
the Parliawnt of Great Britain early in the autumn of
1886, and had been then published by our own news-
papers bere. Accordingly, every man who took any inter
est in this question knew their contents, and when this
Hcuse assembled in 1887, the hon. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies), and all his associates had read my report on
the D. J. Adams seizure, and V r. Foster's report on thut
whole question. They had read and digested all those re-
ports which they now declare were "brag, blow and blus-
ter "-and did they ask the House to condemu them then ?
Did the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) rise in bis
place and condemn them ? Did the leader of the Opposi-
tion rise and say : "lthis is brag, blow and bluster ?" Did
they say: "Ithis is a narrow, cruel and harsh interpretation of
the Treaty of 1818 ?" Did they say those 68 vessels shouli1
not have been seized, that we treated the Americans harshly,
that we had seized too many American vesaels? The
records will show. But I find on looking over the records
that, on the 17th June, 1887, the bon, member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies) did bring this subject before the House. He
brought it to the notice of the flouse on a report which he
says to-night is Ibrag, blow and bluster."

Mr. DAVIES(P.KI.) No, no.

Sir JOHN TROMPSON. I will not be able to accept
the hon. geutleman's denial of a statement which I beard
him make a lew moments ago.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman will, perhaps,
do me the justice to alow me to explain.

Sir JOHN THOM PSON. I will.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E 1.) The hon. gentleman has intimated

two or three limes ibat I spoke of his report as being a
report of brag, blow and bluster. The hon. gentleman is
mierepresenting me entirely. I never did make use of such
language to-night or on any occasion, but to-night and on
previous occasions I have said that as far as the law is in-
cerned, I agree with the hon, gentleman.

so certain whether it would be to their advantage or disad
vantage to attack us. In disclaiming any desire to embar-
rass the Government with respect to this question, the bon.
gentleman said, on 17th June, 1887 :

" My intention is simply to diseuse this question In the light of the
facts as they exist at present. The Government haviug, au I said,
neglected their duties, and being now through ihat neglect brought
face to face with the present condition of affairs, namely, the expiration
of the Washington Treaty, I think I expressed the opinion of both aides
that in taking steps to protect our fiaheries, the Goverument carried out
the wishes of the very large majority of the people."

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. .) Hear, hear. I say so now.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The policy which we had

carried ont was well understood. The hon. gentleman had
the reports in his hands, the Order in Council and the
recoids of the 68 cruel seizures whicbLe Las detailed to.
night-all the data on which was based the policy which
he now described as "brag, blow and bluster." The bon.
gentleman continued

"I am quite sure that under the then circumstances that was the only
proper course to be taken ; and so far as they have taken that sourse
they have my cordial support."

We had it, but only for one Session.-
" I am not going to open up those grave questions which have been

discussed "-

With "brag, blow and bluster ? " No.
"- with very great ability by the Minister of Justice and the Minis-

ter of Marine and risheries. I have given a good deal of time to the
reading of the papers on ithose questions "----

The hon. gentleman bad not been miled or takon by sur-
pris--

"- and I think that so far as the controversy is concerned between
Mr. Bayard and Mr. Phelps, the American Minister to Engiand, on the
one aide,"-

And to-night the hon. gentleman took the report of Mr.
Phelps and backed it up.-

" -- and the gentleman who acted for Oanada on our aide, our case
bas been very well presented."

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). I do not deny that to-night.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is one other point on

which I wish to reresh the hon. gentleman's memory,
even though it be as to very recent history. We heard
to-night about the dreadful category of 68 seizures,-we
heard it over and over again. The fact was that what the
hon. gentleman complained of on 17th June, 1887, with
that list before him, was that the seizuies were ail made in
the harbors and that the cruisers had not gone out and
searched the sbas for those vessels. Why, he said, the fish-
ery protection bas been a farce because our cruisers have
searched for American vessels only in the harbors of Canada
while they should have taken them on the seas:

" It would strike those who know something about the habits of the
American fishermen as very singular, that, if the poachers were watched,
only one was seized for fishing within the 3-mile limit. The charge
which I make-and I do that without msking any chrge of improper
conduct against those who are carrying on the service-is that their
time was devoted too much to the boarding and taking control ofAmer-
ican vessels ain harbors, while they did at give the proper prozection
they should have given to the sea-coast fisheries aoutaide."

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is not the point. The I shall give the hon. gentleman the full benefit of hie state.
hon. gentleman has stated to-night that ho was unable, and ment, and of course anything that is in his favor I will read
that any lawyer would be unable to differ f rom me so far as to him:
the interpretation of the document was concerned, but ho I "It was a matter of public notoriety, it was talked of at every fireside,
said that these reports and Orders in Council and the po i wasalked of a every dnner table, itwas talked of in every exchange
ofd ha Vhs Gov rept.sad o thos n ws oe ba g, ebpli i teMaritime tProvinces, that the cruisers were aimait al the lime in
of the Government based on the.n was mere "l brag, blow harbor. It may be that it was neces -ary fo. them Lotbe in ha. bor. It may
and bluister." But I do not care if the hon. gentleman did be that it was necessary for titiem to wîien these vesseis but my elperi-
not say so, it was in 1887 that h should have condemned ence a"d the information I have deived fom those who have the bet

Us f h thngh weshold o cndened I antVo on~knowiedge of the aubject, leadi m(-ta believe that it waa alt.ogether im-as if he thought we should be condemned. I want to con- proper for them to remain iu harbor for the time they did. I find, tak.
trast now the attitude which ho bas taken to-night with his ing up the copies of the differeti boarding books of these differentvessel,
attitude when h whole policy was fre befor heountry, a iLformation id,and the tacts which were generally knownattiudewhe th whle oliy ws fiebbbtfre he ountry intheMaritimne provinces, are en dorsed by th" offiiaiatatement which
when he had the reporté in his hands, when he knew the i obtainable ler. I find, in the firs place, that the schooner L. Bouit,
Whole history of the 68 seizaroe, but whon ho was not quite, under command of Captain Lorway, boarded 261 vessell; aud one would
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