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) Sgr CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman is quite
right. : :
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Has the Government arrived at
any policy on that question ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, they have not.

Mr, JONES (Halifax). They have not come to any
- oconclusion in regard to giving them the advantage of the
modus vivendi even if the treaty is rejected by the United
States Senate.

8ir CHARLES TUPPER. That bas not been considered.
We simiply propose to take power to do it, -

_Mr. DAVIES (P.EI.) Under what possible combina-
tion of pircumstances would the hon. gentleman think it
desirable 1o continue the modus vivends, provided the treaty
were absolutely rejected by the United States Senate ? The
hon. gentleman evidently has considered the question,
because he retained to himself powers:to maintain the modus
vivend:, .

Sir CHARLES TUPPER  The hon. gentleman will see
that the spirit running through the whole of this treaty is
to avoid difficulty as far as possible, and it will be quite
possible even in the eveat of rejection of the treaty by the
Sepate to anticipate its adoption at a very early day; and
it under those circumstances there was reason to suspect
after the presidential election that the question would stand
in a different position, it would be very desirable to have
the means to avoid any friction in the matter,

Mr. WELDON (8t, John). If the treaty were rcjected
by the Senate it would be practically dead.

' 8ir CHARLES TUPPER. Technically perhaps not, 1
“am in hope, first, that that will not occur; and, second,
even if it did, the houn. gentleman will see that if the Gor-
ernments of Great Britain and the United States, having
praetically come to an agreement, found at an early day
that the position was favorable to having the subject dealt
with in a different way, that difficulty counld be got over
without much trouble.

Mr, MITCHELT.. I think the suggestion made by the
hon. gentleman to take these powers is a reasonable one,
and I do not think the hon. gentlemen on this side of the
House will objeet to it. If we were on the rejection of the
_treaty by the United States to drop the modus vivend:, it
would be sure to revive those troubles which the hon,
gentleman hopes are pretty well allayed, and I, therefore,
think this is & reasonable proposition,

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) If the treaty is rejected, it is at
an end and a dead letter, so far as it is & treaty between
the two eonntries, and if the hon. gentleman will reflect
for & moment he will see that if these rights are continued
for.a bertain. period they must be continued for all time,

* Mr. MITCHELL. No. We have reserved scarcely any-
thing by the treaty:

Bir CHA:RLES TUPPER. ©Oh,oh1

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the contention I have made
all through, and that is the conclusion I have arrived at.
As‘the American people must see that they have gained
everything by this treaty, it matters Lo us very little whether
they enjoyed those privileges for the full two years pro-
vided by the modus vivendi or.not. Qne thing is clear, that
weo would pever be able to enforoe our rights subsequently
without ,the British Government bebiud us, and then it
would arouse irritation and bad feeling, But I do not
agree with the hon, member for Queen’s, P.E.I (Mr. Davies),
‘who contends that if the Americans exercise these privi-

leges for two years, they will have them for all time; but !

if they enjoyed them during two years under this arrange-
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ment, the privilege might be continued under a new treaty
based upon the same lines,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This seotion immediately
becomes law.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope there will be no address from
this House containing congratulations to Mr. Chamberlain
atd his other colleague, Sir Sackville West, for tho great
success they have had in giving awsy the interests of
Canada.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say in reply to my
hon, friend that I shall feel that er Mujesty’s plenipoten-
tiaries have had everything that they could possibly expect
when this House by a unanimous vote hus ratiied their
proceedings.

Mr, DAVIES (P.EIL) I have one statement to make.
It does seem to me obvious that the last section of the Aot
which we have just passed by this House is rerlly going
further than the plenipotentiaries offered in their propo-
sition for a modus vivendi. That modus vivendi of the British
plenipotentiaries set out the following : —

#The treaty having been signed the British plenipotentiaries
desire tostate that they have been considering the position which
will be created by the immediite commencement of the fishing
geason before the treaty can possibly be ratified by the Senate of
the United States, by the Parliament of Canada and the Legis-
lature of Newfoundland. In the absence of such ratification the
old conditions which have given rise to so much friction and irri-
tation might be revived, and might interfere with the unpreju-
diced consideration of the treaty by the legislative bodies con-
cerned. Under these circumstances and with the farther object
of affording evidence of their anxious desire to promote good
feeling, and to remove all possible subjects of controversy, the
British plenipotentiaries are ready to make the following tempo-
rary arrangement for a period not exceeding two years in order
to afford a modus vivendi pending the ratification of the treaty.”
This was to provide for a state of affairs pending the
ratification of the treaty, but there was no proposition, as I
understand it, made by the British plenipotentiaries pro-
viding that the modus vivendi should remain in force in the
event of the Serale absolatcly rejacting the treaty. The
hon. gentleman now has taken power, and it it should be
rejocted, from what has fullen from him it is perfectly plain
that the Government intends to act upon this, that whether
the treaty is ratified or rejected the modus vivendi remains
in force for two years,

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I understand it was only in-
teuded in the event of the treaty being held over.

Mr, DAVIES (P.E.I) That was what was intended, but
we are going further now.

Committee rose and reported,

Sir. CHARLES TUPPER moved the third reading of the
Bill.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is not thata little too rapid? You
taunted us with the fact that we had unanimously adopted
this Bill.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Oh, no.

Mr. MITCHELL, You will not taunt us again if we lct
it go?

SBir CHARLES TUPPER. No.

Motionagreed to, and Bill read the third time ani passed.

INCREASE IN SALARY OF AUDITOR GENERAL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved secornd reading of Bill
(No. 87) to amend the * Consoliiated Rovenue and Audit
Act,” chapter 29 of the Revired Statutes of Uanada, - Hesaid :
Mr. Speaker, the first clanse of 1his Bill provides that the
salary of the Auditor General shall be increased to $4,000



