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the Government of Canarla bas always
held the nost liberal views as to te
consider'ations thait ig±ht be incl uded
in a tr'eatv with the United States.
The negotiation of 1870 was soon foi-
loved by the ligh Joint Commission,
nonnally fo. the Iadjustment of our,
fishery disputes ', but in reality for the
settlenert of' the Aiabanma cmbroglio.
We ail know what was the cost to
Canada of that negotiation. Tihe fisth-
eries of the St. Iwence went from us
for twelve veans. The navigation of'
the St. Lawr»ence was presented to the
Uited States in pierpetuity. The use
Of our eanals was celed to theni for
twelve years. And to show exactly
the pos.i'tioni to whlich1 the rltOn f
the two countrs were thon reduced, it
vill not be deemeud untittig tiat I
shoulai read a few shotexta·tnts ftrom
the otficial pr'otocols of th Hjigh Joint
(ommissioners. Anîd ;iri't as to our
imIvaluable s-coa-t fisheries

The question of the fisieries wa3 disenssel
at the Conference of lthe 6th March, 1871,when the British Commoissioners stated that

they Considered that the Reciprocity Treatyof the 5tth June, 1854, should be restored in
principle. The Amuerican Commissioners de-clined to ass-nt to a renewal ot' the former
Rtecprocity Trea:y." They said

"That trat Treaty had proved unsatisfactory
to the people of the Uniited States, and conse-
quently had been terminated by notice tromu
the Government of the Uniîted States, in pur-suance of its provisions. Its rentewal was notin their interest, aud,would not be in accor-dance with the sentiments cf their people "

At conferences held on the 7th, 20th, 22nd
and 25th of March, tie Ameriein CommYission
ers stated :

" That il 't *L vae of the insiiore tisheries
could be ascectained, the United States muiglt
p.refer to purchase. ' for a sim of mone', the
right to enjoy lin per;xtaity tie use of theseinshore fishcries iu comon wih Britisa btier-men, and mentionied lu00,0 o0 as tlhe sum>
they were prepared to offer. The Br.tish Cou-miissiners replicd tiat titis offer was tievthought, who1ll- inadequate, and that nu a-
rangement wouild be acceptable of which theamission into the ntlited States, f'ee of Iluty,o fiLh the produce of theu British fisheries datlot form a part ; adding that any arrange-
.Ient for le acquisition by purchase oi theinshore fisheries in perpetuity was open to
grave objction." + s

.During thPse diseussions thle British Con-
nssioners coLtended that these inshoretisheries were ot' great value, and that themost Satisfactory arrangement for their usewould be a r'ectprocal tariff' arrangement and

reciprocity in the coastiu trade The Ameri-can Commissioner's repifed that their valuewas over-estimated : that the United Statesdesired to secure tu';r enjoyment not for theircommercial or intrinsic value, but for the
purpose of removing a source of irritation,
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and that they could hold out no hope that the
Cugress ot' thc United States wold give its
c nsent to such a tariff arraigement as was
proposed, Or to any extended plan of recipro-
cal tree admission of the products of the two
c outries. but that inasmuch ai one branch
of Congress lad recently more than once ex-
pressed itself in tavor of the abolition of
duties on coal and salit, they would propose
that e -al, sait, and fiih be reciprocally ad-
mitted free. and that e *
they wuold furlther propose that lumber be
admitted free fronm duty, from and after the
lst of July, 1874.?' The British Commission-
ers, on the 17th of Aprdl, stated that this
off r was ' regarded as inadequate ; that ler
Majesty7s Government coisidered that free
lumber sho'uld be grantel at once, and that
the' proposcd tariff concessioUs should be sup-
pleene'ted by a money payment.' TheAmeri-
can Commissioners t ei stted that they
withdrew' ih p)rop"sal which th"y hat
previously made tf tie reciprocal fiee admis-
sion of coal, sat, and fishr, and of lumber,
after Jily t, 1874 * *

Th'ey' epres d their willingaîess to " concede
free fish aud ish oit as an equivalent for the
use of the inshore fisheries, and to make the
arrange'ment for a tern of years : that they
were of opinion that free fih anl lish oil
would be more thaa an equivaent for those
fisheries; but that they were also willinig to
agree to a reterence to determine that (ulesLton
and lite amount of any mon'ey payimes. that
miglt be fouand neessar to complIete aa
equivalent Tn British Comminssioners on
18lh April, accepted this proposal, and articles
X Vi I[ to XXV the're aient were agreed to.

Shlie Britisl CoImissioners proposed to
take into consiieration th qiestion of op ' og
the coasting trade of tue lakes reciproc.tily
to each party, whiclh was decined"

" The Britisht Commissioners pr posed to
tak' jinto consideration tite reciprocl registra-
tion of vessels a bLetween tI Domnîion of
Canad t anid tte United St , wiict was d1 e-
clined."

"4 At theonernce on the 23rvl Marchi, the
-Amîerican Coijis>jionuers statedi that :-
' i aless the Welbin I (' al should be en-
larged se as to accoinmoda!e the presncit
cours, of trade, tley should lot bu disposed
to make anv concessions, &C.- * *
At the Co ulfrence oni the 27th March the
9" proposed enlargetnemet of the Canadian
caials was further discussed. it was stat:d
on the part of the British t'tnisioners ttiut
the Canadian Government were now consid-
ering the expediency ot eulargig tihe catpacity
of tie canals on the River SL. Lawreuc', aud
had already provided for the calargemetnt of
tho We]lln'd Canal, which watld vs unader-
taketi w'ithout delay.'

lion. gentlemen would see by these
extracts fron the oilicial records of
the Iigh Joint Comumissione.'s how
vez'y humble a poSition in the eyes of
the Commi'ssioneris Canwa held as a
negrotiator with the Unitedi States foi'
rouipruoal c'omInerciaI advantages, and
to show tho ereet of the concession-s
imadle by tiiait Commission, i will now
read friom a speech matda by Sir A. T.
Galt, in' the Canadian Hlouse of Coin-


