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had -the promise of the lmperial Govern-
ment that they would be oconsidered.
When we found that the letters which had
ssed between Lord Kimberley and Sir
ward Thornton were not sufhciently
comprehensive to include these claims, the
people of Canada were exceedingly dissatis-
fied. They were dissatisfied also because
they believed the consideration which was
iven for the fisheries was inadequate.
ey had besn desirous of obtaining Re-
ciprocity, but that was not given in its en-
tirety by the Treaty; and I think when
the first Minutes of Council were writtea
they represented the feelings of the peo-
ple very correctly. Time passed on and
opportunity was given for that sober sec-
ond thought which often leads to the
safest conclusions on questions. In the
first place, we supposed that those en-
gaged in the fishing trade were against
the Treaty, but we found in the course of
time that the Maritime Provinces were de-
cidedly in favor of the measure ; and that
has now been conclusively proved by the
vote given in the other branch by the re-
Presentatives of those provinces. When
we found that the feeling of dissatistaction
was disappearing, that those most affected
by the Treaty were ready to accept it, a
new view of the case was submitted to
the Government, and justification attorded
for the language used in the second of
these despatches to which reference has
been made with the view of showing the
inconsistency of the Government. 'There
remained, however, the Fenian claims and
wo submitted a proposition with respect to
those claims which we hoped would en-
able us to satisfy Parliament. It hasbeen
said by some English newspapers that the
British Government should either have en-
forced those claims or refrained from giv-
ing use any consideration for them. I am
not prepared to say thatI concur in that
view. It is, of course, the boldand mag
nanimous view; but at the same time
there is a great deal of consideration due

ta  those  great topics which
affect the  peace  of nations.
¥ it was believed that these

Fenian claims could not be enforced with-
out endangering the peace of the two
countries, it was a wise although 1t may
not bave been a bold thing, not to have
pressed them. I do notthink the people
of this country are open to any accusa-
jons or imputations because they accept
this guarantee. We had a fair claim for
compensation for the damage we suffered
from the Fenian invasion. We had dis.
charged our obligations towards the
United States—we were living quiet,
peacéable lives—showing no disposition
i
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whatever to be aggressive, when frem time
to time these Fenian raids took place and
the country was put to a large loss of life
and property. When Great Britain, for
Imperial reasons, refused to press the
c'aims of Canada, there was no reason
either in morals or good sense why the
people of the country should not ask the
Imperial Government to give such com-
pensation as would satisfy us in some
measure for the losses we had sustained.
In the next place, as to the merits of the
Treaty, I apprehend when we look at the
vote elsewhere, we h:ve a strong indica-
tion as to the feelings of the country at
large. The merits of the measure were
there discussed at lengzth, but I think this
is remarkable that th.se members of Par-
liament who come from the Maritime Pro-
vinces and who are best able to form
opinions upon that part of the Treaty which
affects the Fisheries, are for the most
part—particularly those representing fish~
ing counties—favorable to it. Amongst
others I was particularly struck with vhe
speech of one of the members for Halifax,
who spoke with a great knowledge of the
subject—engaged as he has been for
many years 1 the fisheries—knowing
all the circumstance. o che trade before
1854 down to the present time; and his
arguments were particularly strong in
favour of the adoption of the Treaty. I
may say here at once that there is no
giving away of Sovereign rights—we have
admitted the United Statesto a common
fishery for a certain period and eertamn
conditions, but when that period expires
we can if we wish have our rights restored.
Under the old Reciprocity Treaty, and the
licensing system the American fishermen
were givihg away our Sovcreign rights. It
must be borne in mind that there is in
the Treaty an acknowledgment of the right
of fishing within the three miles limit to be
exclusively our own. And this right will
reveri to us exclusively at the expiration
of the period of twelve years allotted for
the duration of the Treaty. A good deal
has been said with respect to the naviga-
tion of the St. Lawrence. By the comity
of nations the St. Lawrence is open to the
world as far as Montreal, and the United
States in consequence of owning the con:-
try alongside of us have the right of navi-
gating the great lakes as far as St. Regis.
What has been done under the Treaty is
to give them the right of navigating the
river between St. Reg:s and Montreal ;
they cannot well use it unless they pass
through our canals, and we do wish to see
their ships pass through the St. Lawrence
and our and the wealth and pros-
perity of Canada in that way enhanced,
t



