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Act of Parlizanent.  The Minister of Marine says
you can come down next year and repeal it.
that isa very different thing from heing in a posi-
tion to start v woro and say whether you will re-
new it or not. Tt is a different thing to repeal an

Act placed on the statutes as the embodiment of
the policy endorsed by this House, and to refuse to

renew an arrangenient only made for one year. The

hon, gentleman must see the ditference himself and .
know that his argument was utterly wanting in;

thit respect. There is no comparison between the
power to renew an annual arrangement and the
power to repeal an Act deliberately placed on the
Statute-book without limitation as to time.
Minister of Justice has made a very just distinction
hetween the question of terms and  the question of
policy. He has pointed out that itis for Parliament
to sy whether they approve of the policy of admit-
ting Americaus on such terms, and then jv pro.

perly lies with the Governor in Council to fix the
exact method of granting w license and the way

in which it should be put in force.  That ix a very
proper distinction.  But by the Act we are asked
to pass we will pledge Parliniment for an indetinite
period, and T object to pledging Pavliament forthe
future, without regard to circumstances, to a
policy. [ object to giving the Governor General in
Council power to decide on the guestion of the
policy as to whether these terms should be granted
every vear or not.  The Honse is asked to divest
itself of the power to change the policy and is
~putting it into the hands of the Governorin Coun-
cil, and that T think is guite sutlicient to justify
the remarks of the hon. member for Muskoka.
The Minister of Marine and  Fisheries let the cat
ont of the bag in his reply to the hon, member for
Muskokia. He said it was advisable, in consequence
of negotiations now going on or which might he
going on, that the Government should have the
power without explaining their reasous to Par-
liament, to adopt this policy and continue it from
year to year or stop it when they pleased. He
sadd it might not be advisable to explain all the
reasons to Parliament. 1 .do not think that is «
contention that is very flattering to the House.
I think the House still feels that, whatever the
details of the measure may be, it should be con-
sulted as to a certain line of policy, and  that
it isa very unwholesome precedent to allow the
Governor in Council to decide on the line of policy
to be followed from year to year.  As to the nego-
tintions, I was quite interested in the remarks
miule by the Minister. First we were told that
we were on the eve of negotiations, and then he
told us that we were in the midst of negotiations.
We have been led to hope that the trade nego-

tiations and the fishery negotiations wonld he;

carried on at the same time. It would be very in-
teresting to the House to kuow whether any nego-
tintions are going on as to these two questions, or
as to the fisheries question separately. Since the
hon. Minister says we are in the midst of negoti-
ations, I think he should go further and say when
the negotiations commenced, whether there is any
hope of arriving at a satisfactory conclusion, and
S0 on.

Mr. WHITE (Shelburne).  In considering this
Bill, we ought not to lose sight of the fact that a
very large number of our fishermen are employed
in American vessels and form an important part of

Mr. Casky,
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. the crews of United States fishing vessels. Tt
an every-day practice for a captain with some of
his crew to go over to Gloucester or some other
fishing port in the United States and then to sail
with their vessel to the Maritime Provinces and
get the balance of their crew.  Every year, much
earlicr than this, these vessels come down to the
Peoast and ship their erews. Hitherto there has
been a great deal of uncertainty wnong the tisher-
fmen as to whether they would he able to get on
hoard these vessels or not, and to avoid the
ditticulty. they go to the United States. pay-

1s

ing  their passage there. and ship on  board
these  vessels, whereas, if  more certainty were

introducerd into the made in which these licenses
are issued, these people could remain in their own
homes until the American vessels came there and
shipped them. This Bill, I think, contains no re-
lease of our rights, but enables the Governent wo
meet the ditticulties to which 1 have referred. The
Minister- of Justice hax stated that very frequently
fapplications have been mivle to the Government,
and that they have often issucd licenses, even he-
fore the Act was passed authorizing it. an:d these
applications often proceed from our own people.

Mr. DAVIES (P EL) T have heardthe prineiple
of this Bill defended on many grounds, but the one
suggested by my hon. friend from Shelburne (Mr.
White) has atleast the merit of novelty.  If Iunder-
stood him correctly, he contended that it wis desir-
able to embody the principle we huve heen assenting
to year after year, while still keeping control of it,
inan Act vesting it in the Governor in Couneil in
a permanent form, because the fishermen of the
Maritime Provinees have been in the habit of going
to Gloucester wnd hecanse there would be more
seertainty about it then, So this is a Bill to facili-
i tute the exodus from the Maritime Provinees to the
fishing centres of the United States. [ donot think
that the suggestion will be accepted by the Govern-
ment who are promoting the Bill.  There is no use
denying the fauct that this is a grave and serious
departure from the practice which we have adopted
for years past, and whether Parliiment assents to
it or dissents from it itis well to thoroughly under-
stand it.  When, in 1887, the Chamberliin- Bayand
Treaty was wlopted, it contained no provision con-
ceding these privileges to the Uaited States tisher-
men at all, but a protocol was added to that treaty
and it was suggested that, pending the ratitication
of that trcnty?»y the United Ntates Nenate and in
order to remove all possibility of ill-feeling and mis-
understanding hetween the two nations while the
Nenate was considering the treaty, we should con-
cede to the United States fishermen certain privi-
s leges we had theretofore denied them.  That was
the origin of these concessions, and that protocol
went on to say :

** Under these circumstances. and with the further ob-
ject of affording evidence of their anxious desire 1o pro-
: mote good feeling and tv remove all possible subjeets of
| controversy, the British plenipotentiaries are ready to
i make the following temporary arrangement for a period
| not exceeding two years, in order to afford a modus vivend:
pending the ratification of the treaty.”

That was the origin of the proposition, It was in
the first placerecommended to Parliament because it
was temporary, in the second place because the
period was arbitrarily fixed at two years, and in
the third place hecause it gave breathing time for
the ratification of the treaty by the Senate and
would prevent any misunderstanding or friction




