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whether the ACt shall be continued or not, whether
the proclamation shall be renewed for another
year or not. We are simply taking power in the
mueantime to say, at the only time wlen it is of the
least value, whetlier or not these licenses shall be
conitinuei for the comin« season. I should be verv
sorr1V for one to adopt aîy imeasure on this subject i
which should appear, much less be, a permanent
surrender of our cotentions withi regard to the
treaty, and I do not recognize this Bill as havinig
that efflect at ail. The hon. menber for Qieen's
Mr. Davie is correct in saving that ny col-

leages anl iiiself took very stronggrounds on
this suiject. aud I have not to vithdraw one single
word I sai or wrote on that sulject on forier oc-
asions. What i saii withl regard to the inter-

p)retation of the Treaty of 1818 I stand bv. andc I
sav now. as tl hon. geo . ntlemîanî savs I saidi then,
that to a<ihnit that what is given by this Bill is a
imatter of righît to the tishnerien of the Unîited
States. iotwithstanding the Treaty of 1818. would
Le to give away the whole protection of that
treatv. But there is the greatest ditference in the
wo1rld1 )etwveenî selling, even for a small anil inade-

uilate pie-. a riglt t) a Ueighb r. and coniceing
that thaut riglit bîelongs to> hîi ivby virtue of the in-
strument that lie formîîerly clained under. On the
colit'ary. I eontend. as has bîeeni fully expressed iii
tlus Hse on former occasions, that our rights
undler thie Treaty of 1818 are strenîgthenmîed
from year to yea r by the fact of the tis-

1emenof the UnitedSttes taking out these
licenîses, andpurchasing tlat which, dowi to
1888. thîey claimîed thev had a right to îluier
tie Treaty of 1818. I t may Ibe, as the leader of
tlhe Opposition says, that it miglt be well to
revise the Treaty of 1818. We have always ex-
pressed our willigness tg. revise it. We have
always taken the positioi tat whenever a new
hargain is desired, we are prepared to discuss the
terims, but not to surtender the interpretation whilch
has been lisi on the part of the British Govern-
ment ani lle Governments of the proincces ami.î
of Caiada. ever since tlhe treaty was miade. It is
true,. as thie leader of the Opposition l:s said. that
iii 1888. when a somnewhat uiusual state of things
existed. an uinsuccessful attemuipt was inade to settle
al the q4iuestions relating to our AtIantic tisheries.
But both siies recognized the fact that ouîr failure
to settle matters in 1888 w1îas not a perimaiient fail-
uire, andi there is no disposition on the part of
eithier couitry to abandon faith in our yet reaching
a frieidly adjustmnent. There is no disposition on
the part of either ( Goverineit to refuse to
sit down and revise the arrangemeni of 1818,
and eî ents since 1888 inîdicate thiat questions
evenî more important than thîs inay be
settled from time to time, by friendly conference
betwveein the two countries, aind that, therefore. a
settlement of these questions relating to the1
Atlantic lishîeries may be reached without un-
friendly feeling and without any very considerable
delay. I think that the state of facts iow existing
with regard to the seal tisheries iin the Pacific
indicate that that result nay be had, and I am sure
anybody who has considered the question fully will
realize that it is best for all of us, in the ineantinie,
to provide a ineans of admiinisteriiig our rights in the
fishery grounds in a way that nay not give offence,
b1 k the peace, or create undue disturbance, and
th-. is better we should subnit even to parting

4o1

temporarily vith( otr rights f rom year to year for
an inadequate comsideration. as I adnit this is.
provided we keep intact our assertion of the
interpretation whiclh we have stood by so long, and
which I hold iow is just as uportant for the
uiterests of the umnîtry as iii 1885, 1886 or 1887
when these questiois were all more burniîn anîd
of more pressing importance thant they are to-day.

Mr. CASEY. The hoin. Miinister pointei to the
necessity of peserving gooi relations vitlh the
inited States. andi iii thmat respect the Houise is
enitirelv with limî 'elie oily ques.-tioni is whether
this Bihl does n]ot invove stuch a sturremlder of ouir
ightsas muay inmjurîiusly afect (1ur future nîegotia-

tis with that u wih regard to the tsher
Thle lion. Minister thiunks thtis imetasure is savei
frotm heing a suirremier bv the fact that we charge
somIethiniug for the use If our ports lby Amîuerianî
fislhermmein, and tlhat the selling- of these privileges
saves the priiciple to whibcl w still adhîere. Now,
I thiiik with iy leadler, wolis already poinied
out the liflerenîce. thuat if you alloîw Amlîerican
tisliermen to obtain thtese privileges ever tear.

withouît regard to any î te împriî'arv state of circuml-
stances suchi as thlose whicl existed while nego-
tiation s were pemung, they will acquire the habit
Sof cominîg to o m-i pr'ts for the privileges, and be-
lieve they have a right ti thieiî nit, the paymeit of
a very sialil fee : ani we kow low pr'omnpt Amieri-
can statesmiet are iii taking adi-vantage of anything
that lias becme cistmarv. evI althoigli it
ia liot. have beel admitted iii nuiple. I say
that the cumstanît lise .f our fisheries fromu vear t.)

year. not uider.l a mo/u- ri i, but uiet' a pet'-
maneint Act if Parliaicit. will impress on their
miids the idea that they have the right to use
these privileges if not for nothiig. at least on
paymlent of a simalli fe. Tiis impression iwill rearl'
Waslinîgton and atfect ou. relatiois. In the second
place. I inderstoi the Minister forimerlv, iii his
correspoudence on this subject. iot only ti coiiteidl
for' the prinmciple thai Amlieri'ian tishermnix should
lot use our ports iii thiose waters, but further,
that if they were allowe1 to use thei or any termis
t he. diamnage to our tishiee wouldl be tremnendouîtsly
igreat. Now. the dainage to our t'ishermen causei
by the coilpetitioi of thxese Aimericat tfishiermeu
will be just as great. wliether they pay a icense
of SI.51. (i to iii free. Whateveir may he the
for-ce off the Ministe's emtîitentioîn thiat %e are not
surrenidering a principlethe fact repiainsthat
we atre sredrn the interests of our ihr
men, byalo competition on the payment of
a trifling fee. How lie wvill make that cousistenti
witli his former utterances, I dIo not know. As
to the question of priiciple, it seens to me that
althouigh, perhaps, the fee charged nay save
the absolute principle and may save our righit to
inaintain that we have never adniitted the
contention of the Unlited States on this subject,
it. is a surreider of the principle to this extent :
that it is admittixng that this House is willing,
foi' an indefinite time whether negotiations 'are
pending or iiot to allow the entrance of these
fishernien on certain termis. It is as complete a
surrender of the righît to fish after paying a snall
fee as could possibly be imade except hy a formal
treaty. There is a very rreat distinction between
annually eipowering the 'overnment to make such
an arrangement and putting it into a permanent
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