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Hlouse. Does not every imenber of the gentleman says was at once brushed away.
House who has considered the subject knw And when we came to the deliberations of
that, without one word of assertioi of any the arbitrators on that subject, one of them
right to proto-et the seals, or any right of stands on record to-day as having affirmed,
property in them, and without an hour's down to the last moment, all these rights
notice or warning, our vessels were seized. his country claims to have received from
cur lishermen sent to prisons and their ves- Russia and to have exercised since Russia
sels left stranded upon thee oists of Alaska, ceded thei to the United States. And with
under a statute of the United States regard to the right of property and the right
which forbade then to enter Behring., to proteet the industry by preventing the
Sea. That vas the condition of affairs. killing of seals, even when swimming in the
Sir, and when Great Britain remonstrated open waters of the Paciltie Ocean-cven as
upon our part, it was not set up that there regards those contentions, the two arbitra-
should be a regula tion about this subject. but tors of tie United States sTand together in
the bald assertion was made that the United dissenting fron the terms of the award,
States lad acquired these waters by treaty of and have published most elaborate opinions
cession from the Emnperor of Russia. that to the contrary. And these arc the coniten-
Great Britain had recognized the right oftions which the hon. gentlei:an supposes to
Russia to exelude from these pursuits in the have been at once brushed away by the
Behring Sea, and that the United States had tribunal and hardly left in the domain of
an equal right to that which Russia had argument. The hon. gentleman was-unin-
assumed and whlch Russia had exercised. tentionally. I believe-unfair in criticising
And, Sir, developed fron that wa.s the the regulations themselves. althoughi he was
contention that the United States Lad an right in saying that I was dissatisfied with
absolute property in every one of these seals themn. When the hon. gentleman states that
because they were born on the shores of lier the contentions of Canada-what le believes
territory, and further that she had the right to have been and what lie supposes I be-
to protect them by force from capture. be- lieved to have been the rights of Canada-
cause they were connected witlh an industry were distinctly controverted and overruled by
which was carried on upon her territory. that tribunal, le is somewhat mistaken again.
The lion. gentleman says* that the doctrine The hon. gentleman was right in stating, as
of mare clausun iwas .tiven up very early was put in the Britishi case, that no effective
In the controversy. As called by that name provisions could be made to preserve the
it was ; but down to the last hour of the' seal race until there was a restriction ais to
arbitration, not only was the assertion the killing "on land or on the islands owned
made, but nost vigorously was it contended Iy the United States. But had le looked
for by the ablest counsel the inited States carefully into the terms af the reference.
could send to the bar of that tribunal, tha t he would have found that the power of the
whlle the doctrine of mare clausumi night not tribunal to nake regulations vas limited by
apply to Behring Sea. the equivalent doctrine the terms of the treaty, and that the regu-
did prevail. namely. that the Czar of Russia lations could only apply outside of the
had for many years, more than a century ago. territorial jurisdiction of either country. I
asserted and exercised absolute dominion was under the impression that regulations
over that sea to prevent the killing of seals might have been so made ags to apply
and other fur-bearing animais : that le had only in case proper regulations were
eieresed that authority with the consent made by the United States with regard
and acquiescence of Great Britain, and that to the islands theniselves. but we were met
wlien Russia transferred lier rights to the, with the view of the other arbitrators that
-United States. she transferred aIl the SOr- tlat would have been a practical evasion
ereigpty which sie had thus acquired. go of the principle whiclh contined our jurislic-
that w-hile. under t:e name of mare chunsumi. tion only to waters outside of the territorial
our fishermen were not excluded froni that jurisdiction of either country, and likewise
Sea, yet they dare ntot fire a gun or larpoon y the strong evidence that downi to the
a seal or take any fur-bearing animal because present time no special abuse had teen
these lad been protected. as the property shown with regard tc. the regulations whlch
o! the Emperor of tIe Russias, from time lad been made by th United Statçs as
immemorial, and his authority had been applicable to those islands. If the hon.
transferred to the United States. These gentleman had been under the impression-
were the questions o! right which were in- as I an sure lie was when he said it-that
volved. Brushed asile, said the hon. member the present regulations were an absolute
(Mr. Laurier), at once by the court. W h en
Sir. they have not been brished asie. bu sdtnial of anl ta pleadngs ade explain tht: erstsofCanada. hîow can lie explainth
put downi by the solemn and authoritative fact that they were so profoundly unsatis-
decision only of the majority of the tiU' faetory to the United States that neithernal ; aud that ouly after listening for up- o! the American arbitrators would agree
warus of three months to arguments pre- to them or sign the award, for their naines
sented by the ablest men that the bar o! are put to it merely as testifying that this isfc two countries could produce. m support icthe award which the tribunal made. The hon.
and in denial of the doctrine which the hon. gentleminanîî said. as to this. that tley did not
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