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was the grounîd t4keni, anud not because the fisieries
iii tie neighbourhood were appurtenant to the
lands. That the latter view was the neu
whicl tok possession cf the colonists is shown
by the Treaty of 1778 between France aml the
new repulic. There it was expressly provided
that. the rights to fishing, not. merely in the bays
on the coast andi in the viciinitv of the land. Ibut on
the Grand Banks, and in the open sea, shoull be
divileil between France and the United States, if
they couil acqpuire possession of Nova Scotia and
Newfumlland. It. was also agreed thiat. the terri-
tory of Newfounidland. in case of coupest. was to
he adivided Ibetweei the two countries, i arder that
the French might lbe possessed f part of the islaiil
alld acquire a righît of sovereignty over the tishing
ii the open sea, mi the iraidl Baiks, adil in the
vicinitv of the territorv which tliey hîad acquired.
Iult I say this wias îlot the English view, and it
will be <biservedl that. whein the treatv caile to be
ie!g>otiateal, the English (overnment leniedi the
nie' ipuibal anvriiht to those tishieries ii cois-
quenre of having been participators ii the conq uest
(If Nova Scotia. of Cape Breton amd of Prince Ed-
ward Islandl. Thîey adinitted a liberty te tishi.
they deniel altogether a right : aid the words of
the treaty are : They shall have a right to tishi ii
the G ulif of St. Lawrece, a riiit to tishi on the
G;rand anks, anld they shall have liberty t o ti.sh
ii the vicinity of the liays and harbours oi the
coast cf the Britishi posse.ssionîs. These liber-
ties came toa an end with the war of 1812-15.

hIe lil)ttiest acuired ndiler the treaty ter-
iiiiiite(. anld the privileges of the Americaus on
the caLsts of the Maritime Provinces rest to-
dai i the Treaty of 1818. Whiat i thinîk
it is always important to bear in ii nd is that there
is i detinitioi given of "bay ..or " ha'bour in
that t reaty. It is assumiei, and the Americai re-
presentatives and1American couisel before the Hal.
ifax Connisýsinm a<hnitted the point, thiat " baoiy "
adi " harbour iand " coast meant tihere what
they lîmean according to the gengeral rudes and prin-
ciples of international law. There is no declara-
tion that a hay, to become an exclusively British
water uider the provisions of thiat convenitioi,
shouli bie a hay not. more than six mu iles wide.
There is no statement of that sort. We are obliged
te look at. the ries of iiternational law to see what
waters adjoiniig the coast are part of the posses-
sion of the sovereigi who holds the land, and the
extent cf tle hay or harbour ou the Atlantic coast
of C(anada caniinot be any less thian it wouhl be if
siilar waters were îuponu the coast of any otier
sovereign state. Whenî iwe look at the United
States we find they elaini jurisdiction andi sove--
eignty over Chesapeake Bay, which is over 12 miles
in width. They claiii jurisdiction and sovereignty
over' Delaware Bay, which. at its entrance, is 18
miles in width. They clain jurisdiction and sov-
ereignty over Cape Cod Bay, which is more than 30
miles in width. They claim jurisdiction and sov-
ereignty over Paiflico' Somnd and Albermarle
Sound, which are large bodies of water very
much more than six miles wvide at their entrances.
Now that being so, it does seei to nie to be of the
tirst consequence that we shîould (do nothing that
wold in any way leave the impression upon the
minds of the Anericanî public that we abandon any
portion of our rights which under the ries of inter-
national law might fairly be claimed by us. A land-

locked bay very mucih vwider tlhan six miles iiiay
fairly be claimed. It mîay he nleccssarv in the
puiblic initerest to Climiti i. It nmly hbe lannled
becatuse it could be cmaddfrom~)the soeby
moderI artillery to a miuîcl greater extent than
formerly. It may le claimed ails because it may

'be a matter of necessity to the maintenaînce of the
sovereignty of the state that the ships oif any other
state shîould lbe exclulel from these waters. The
rle which applies t an ordinary coast -line dos lot,
in tiis respect appy to vaters that are ladt-locked.
You have to-day the Govermnent of the Ulnited
States undertaking to uphold the doctrine tiat we
cannot claii the sovereignîty of bîays more than six
miles wide ; and you have that saie (.oviiieiit
undertaking t(o obtain coltrol of a prtion f the
open sen tihat is more thani 2,(Nm) utiles in extenit.
Ili onot say tha t tlhat claiin is defensile
climi :, it seems to mne that it is a peotru
mne : but the fact retiains that. there are large
bodies of waters upon iur coasts over which
we have clainmed a sovereignî jurisdic1tion. amid
which c-laim yvout are prevented fromtraisin,

is i easurei c at all events, ly the colnstant
reewl f thIis modit rienldi. 1I have said

before, Sir, and I say it nowtt1I mn reato
contsider the provisions of the 'r eaty of 1818 as
they would be practically moditied iv the modera
puolic y of navigation. TheiII.i) lnavigatt.ion laws
hiave disajpeared. and siice 1849 a differetnt policy
hias prevailed throughuait the Empire. anml tai somie
extent it may le tliat these provisions ef the
Treaty of -1818 are not any longer capable of-being
aljistel to the mlodernî requirements of ciiilierce.
The telegraph and the raihvay have cone inito ex-
istence since that time anl the relations of tiese
ishing operations to conmnerce have underge

changes. Youî impose certauli obligations uider
the provisions of the Trety of 1818, as a matter of

1 effective police. You can oily justify thieir con-
tinuance to-day upon the grounîd thaî:î t thîey aire
necessary to an effective police now. I do not
think that is so. Certainly the restrictions thiat were
recently imposed vith regard to connerc tters
seein to be extremnelv vexatious: but whether thiat
be so or not, it is a question atltogethler separate
andu4 distinct froiî the questionO f the sovereign
irights of this country, andl while I am pre-
pared to agree to a broad andliberal policy
with regard to matters of comierce, I am
nîot willing iii the smîallest degree to con-
cede aiy sovereign right or to coulprolniise ally
sovereign righut of this countîry in dealing wvtih the
ineiglhbouring republic. Now, sir, that is what i
complain was done under the Treaty of 1888 when
there wetre concessions made that ought not to have
been made. I would like to know whethîer the
Bay of Fundy is niot as much within the exclusive
jurisdiction of Canada as the (Csapeake Hay is
within the jurisdiction of the United States. Do
nîot we owu the territories on both sides of the Bay
Of Fundy ? It is true there was a question raised
years ago ald decided by the arbitration of Mr.
Bates, lut the decision of tlhat question did not take
away froin us any rights which we possessedl. The
hon. gentleman is estalîishing by this Bill a modeut>
rirenvli which will be pernanent in its character. It
takes away from this House that yearly supervision
which it hias exercised heretofore over the subject,
and it permits rights to grow up by acquiescence.
The lhon. gentleîmn says : Why, we are protecting
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