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ment as it in to us on this side of the House, namely, would bny them, the hon. gentleman Baye we gave away
that the policy pursued by the Canadian Government everything which we had contended for; and iLfl
in 1886 made its determination to enforce the fishery becanse of this that the statement of the Premier
rights of Canada known to every Amorican fisher- was well made, that while these privileges are not,
man. They knew, by the seizure of the David J. Adams in within reasonable limite, denied any longer to the fish-
1686, that we did not intend to permit American vessels ermen of the United States, they are no longer held by
to purchase bait in our porte. They knew, by the seizure them as a matter of right, as they claimed them to ho before
of the Dowghty in 1886, that we did not intend to permit the the Treaty of 1888. As regards the question of erforce.
shipping of men on American fishing vessels in our ports. ment of the Customs laws, as regards the question of how
They knew by ail these other se'zares-as they have been far it is safe b allow thom 1o uie car ports without com.
called, though they were really more arrests-that they must plying with the Customs laws, yen wiIl soe that we do not
report at our Oustoms when they entered our harbors. In give them the unlimited right of ceming imte our harbors
18b7 they did report at our Customs, they did not ship without comply ing with the Castoms laws; and even if my
their men in our harbors, and they did not attempt to buy report beas the strong construction which the hon. mem-
bait in our ports; and that was simply because the police ber for Queon's raid to-night it does, you wili find they
surveillance in 1886 bad been effectuai, and not because limit themmelves in the use of our ports, even for the
any instruction was withdrawn, or a lino or a dot of our purposes of the Treaty of 1818, and that oven wben they
policy was changed in 1887. We were told also that part cornein for any of the four purposes for which tbey have a
of the hiddon history of these negotiations was that, when right under the Treaty of 1818, they must report at the
Sir Charles Tupper went to Washington in 1-87, he made Customs if they stay longer than a certain time, and undor
the promise that there should be no more seizures in 1887. ail circumstances if they have any communication with the
I know something of bis mind in regard to that matter; shore. If the American fishermen or the American Gev.
and I say, unhesitatingly, that that is without the slightest ernment had conceded that in 1886 there would have boon
foundation. Even if ho had so far forgotten himself as no necossîty for îaking the se5zares whieh we made, but
te say so, ho had no authority whatever from the Govern. when the negtiators came together and found that these
ment of Canada to that effect. In any case he could not terme conld be made by them and eccepted by us,
have been so foolish as to make any euch promise at the there was an end of the contreversy. The rights of Ame-
very outset of the negotiations. Thon we were told that we rican fishermen receivel a fair limitation-and a limitation
backed down on account of the Retaliation Act being intro- which is net inconsistent wiih Utcefull enjoyment that was
duced, and tbat itwas that which made us take back ail the neoisay to them-oftho petvil-ges wbich were secured
policy of "brag and bluster." W hile everyone would have by the Treaty of 181. Another extraordinary state-
regretted the enforcement of the R -taliation Act, so far from ment was mado by the bon. momber for Queen's-and I
that having been a reason for our backing dowu, we went to have bis words this time ezactly before me-that Sir
Washington after a statement in writing by Grover Cleve- Charles Tupper stated that ho conld net held by any of the
land that it would be injurious to the great commercial inter- contentions which had been made by the junior ministers;
ests of the United States to put that Act in force, and that hoand ho fnrther said, ln the course of tho debate lut
would not do so, had been published. We were told again Session, in introducing the troaty te the House, that ho
that every contention was given up on the part of Canada would have been criminal if ho had tried te maintain their
and that the s' t ernent made by the First Minister as to the contentions. 1 need not tell the House that not one word
contentions of Canada having been maintained was so ex- of this sttemeut wi ever uttered by Sir Charles Tupper
traordinary that the hon. member for Prince Edward Island on the fi )or of this IIouie or elsewbcie. What Sir Charles
(Mr. Lavies) could not believe bis ears and waited until he Tupper did say on that ocsion was: that it was impossible
could read it. I venture to say that that statement will be for him to sustain the full contentions which hud bin made
bore eut by (v ryone who reads the controversy and who by bis colleugues; and, indeed, that wai a matter which
reads the treaty. Everyone krows what were the leading want without saying. le went to Wadiingtori, net for the
points of discussion between the two countries. Let him purpose of seuling or right as a regular tribunal would
look at the treaty, and ho will see how they were adjusted. seule it, but for the purpeseof making a bargain; and who-
They were settled in a way which was not dishonorable toever heard of two parties being able te make a brgain
the United States, but in a manner whi3b adopted the con. whcu both et cm stuck te the strongest contention as Io
tentions of Canada in regard to every one of them. The the iigbts which ho posseed? Sir Charles Topper did
United States had a'serted that their fishermen had thesay:
right to come into our ports for every onle of the four objects "I1need net lorni the House that, in diplomatie Intercouroe, it lu eue-
mentioned in the original treaty, withcut entering at the tomary, it is right, fur the representative of a goverrment to State ha
Customs. They contended that they had the right to tran-mtrongdst and most advanced ground8 that they paibly eauutairiathei cagees teboy ailand uppiesandte eterrelation te every question, and 1 would flot like, 1 confess, (o bho tried
ship their cargoe, to buy bait and supplies, and t enter for the House-
OUr porta for ail purposes that wer e not immediately con-
nected with fishing. By the Treaty of le58, did we admit the honeorrfortaens iut ted it as," r o;bfr
that their contention was correct, and that they should thsfoue n ofr reportbis teat te law wath No;o
have these privileges for aliltime te come? No; but, asas ,pain ing istrr ied berte fo.-
was weil expremsed by a Ieading enator in the United
States, when yon read the controversy which took placeI"-to biîried bafore tee ouse by the ground taken by my bon.
before the Treaty of 1888, you find ai these matters friends tee Minter of Juitice and the Minuter of Marine and 7iaheries."
referred to as matters of right, and when yon read the Thon the hon. mcmber, fading Ibst that wai as far as ho
treaty you find they are matters of' purchase. It is one
thing te say: "This is our property, and no one shall de- coadeyin bis qupatohearep tn the conte.
prive us of it;I" and it is another thing to say that, for thetorsakecf i; thug tat, id they ? if tbe bon. gentleman hait had the courage teake of good neighborhood, and to settle the question on read on ho would have tound that Sir Chas. Tupper said
terme not il jurious to our fishermen, and in order te give us
a fair market for our fish: "Those rights which we have said l'he grouid tbpy t)ok was quit. right; they were soîboried by the
beionag to us we will slIl for a reasonable 1 rice to you." st'ic' teri.t * t Lie treaty in takiuag the strong ground Lhey did; tbey

And ecase l we povied hatmb.Uuied LaLm wuldwould have 1î1 aa aii hir duty tu ibis E8out and mo rbis coonryo,And becaue it was provded that the United States would led upon tu leawth thqustios a matter f diplomatie inter-
not any more contend that these things weore theire, but course and discussion between the Uevernmento of the United ts and
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