
12

: i

in favor of the Trcaty.—(Hcar, hear.) They
arc anxiouR to get admission of their flsh into

the American market ; they would view with
Borrow any action of this House which would
exclude them from that market ; they look for-

ward with incrcasing confidence to a large de-

velopment of their trade and of that grcat in-

dustry, and I say that being the case, if it be
to the interest of the fishermen and for the

advantagc of that branchof the national indus-

try, sctting aside ail other considérations,

we ought not wilfully to injure that in-

terest. What is the fact of the esse as it

stands uow ? The only market for the Cana-
dian number one mackerel in the world is the

United States. That is their only market
and they ar« practically excluded from it by
the présent duty. The conséquence of that

diity is that they are at the mercy of the

American fishermen ; they are made the

hewers of wood and drawers of water for the

Am.ricans. They are obliged to sell their fish

at the American's own price. The American
fishermen purchaso their fish at a iiominal

yalue and control tho American market. The
great profits of the trade are handed over to

tJie American fishermen o. the American mer-
chants engaged in the trade, and they profit, to

the loss of our own people. Let any one go
down the St. Lawrence on a snmmer trip, as

many of us do, and call from the deck of a
steamer to a fisherman in his boat and see

for what a nominal price you can secure the

whole of his catch, and that is from the

absence of a market, and from the fact of the

Canadian fisherman being completely under
the control of the foreigner. With the duty off

Canadian fish, the Canadian fisherman may
sead his fish at the right time, when he can
obtain the best price, to the Auierican market,
and thus be the mcans of opening a profitable

trade w ith the Jnitcd States, in exchange. If,

thcrefore, it is for the advantage of the Mari-
time Provinces, including that portion of

Québec which is so largely interested in iiie

fislieries, that this Treaty should be ratified,

and that this gre.it market should be oponcd
to them, on what ground shouiJ wv deprive

ihcm of this right ? Is it not a selfish argument
thaithe fishcries can be used asalevei*in order

to gain rociprocity in flour, whcat and othor ce-

reals? Are you to shut them offfrom this great

market in order that you may coorce the United
States into givlng you an extension of the reci-

procal principle ? Why, Mr. Speaker, if it were
a valid argument, it would be a selfish one.

What would be said by the people of Ontario
if the United States had offercd, for their own
purposcK, to admit Canadian grains free, and
Nova Scotia had objected saying, " No, you
shall not bave that market; you must be de-

privcd of that market for ever, un'ess we can
take in our fish also

;
you mast lose ail that

great advantage until we can get a market for

otir fish ? " Apply the argument in this way
and you will see how selfish it is. But tha ar-

gument bas no foundation, nobasis of fii'-t, and
I will show this House how. In 1854, by a

strict and rigid observance of the principle of

exclusion, the American fishermen were driven

out of those waters. At that time the United
States were free from debt, and from taxation,

and they had large capital invested lu their

fishcries. Our fisheries were then in their

infancy. They were a "feeble" people just

beginning as fisherme^^ with little capital and
little skill, and their opérations were very re-

stricted. I do not speak disparagingly but in
comparison with the fishermen in the United
States there was an absence of capital and skill.

The United States were free from taxation, they
had this capital and skill, and ail they wanted
was our Canadian waters in which to invest
that capital and exercise that skill, but how is

it altered now ? Our fisheries are now no lever

by wtïich to obtain Reciprocity in grain. What
do the United States care for our fisheries ?

The American fishermen are opposed to the
Treaty. Those interested in the fisheries are
sending pétition after pétition to the United
States Government and Congress praying that
the Treaty may be rejected. They say they do
not want to come into our waters. The
United States Government hâve gone into
th'.G Treaty with every désire to settle ail

possible sources of difficulty. Their fisher-

men compiain that they will 6uff"er by it, but
the United States Government désire to meet
us face to face, hand to hand, heart to heart,

and to bave an amicable settlement of ail

disputes. They know that they are not
making political friends or gaining political

strength because nearly the whole of the in-

terest most affocted by the Fishery articles

ifi against the Treaty. But they désire that
the ill-feelings which arose during the civil

var, and from the Alabama case, should be
forgottcn. A feoling of friendship bas grown
up between the nations, and it can be no
other désire than to foster and encoTirage that
feeling which dictâtes the agreeing to those
particular articles. The United States Gov-
ernment will simply say—well, if you do not
likc thèse arrangements, reject thera—and the
conséquence will be on your own head if this
friendship so auspiciously commenced is at
any time broken by unhappy collisions in your
waters. I am afraid I must apologize to the
House for the uninteresting manner in which
I bave laid the subject before the House so far.

I was fehewing as well as I could my opinion
and my reasons foi that opinion, that under
the circumstances, the Treaty, although it is

not what I desirod, and although it is not
what I [)ressed for, ought to be accepted. I

shall not pursue that branch of the subject to
greater length, as during the d' .ussion of tho
measure I hâve uo doubt that I shall bave
again an opportunity to re-urgo i-htîse and
further vie%. s on the same subject as t ley may
occur to me, or as they may Iv: elicited.
I shall however call the itérions attention of the
House, and esj)ccially uf those mcmber" of
tlîo F use who hâve given attention to lùc
qu" .ion in dispute as regards the validity ot'

thv several Tioaties between the United States


