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PREFACE.

r

II

In the following pages will be found the Report of the Special Com-
missioner sent by the ^ . Y. Herald to Canada, for the purpose of obtain-

ing reliable information relative to the much vexed Fishery question.

The allusion made to this matter in President Grant's Message to the

United States Congress has naturally awakened fresh interest in reference

thereto both in Canada and the United States, and it is of the utmost im-

portance! that the people of both countries should be enabled to form an
intelligent opinion as to the position assumed by the Dominion Govern-
ment, which President Grant characterizes as " unfriendly." It has,

therefore, been thought expedient to publish this letter in pamphlet
form, so that persons may be able conveniently to compare the statements

made by the statesmen of Canada with the information given by the

Americans.

First, it will be noticed that, whereas the representative of Canada
in the course of his dialogue with the Herald's Commissioner, bases our
position upon the rights which we legally enjoy under treaty, the case of

the Americans stripped of all unnecessary verbiage, narrows itself to

this : that the enforcement of our rights, after they nave so long been
permitted to rest in abeyance, has been attended with great loss and
inconvenience to them, nor is it likely, under the circumstances, that any
mode of performing their duty which might be devised by the Dominion
otficials would be acceptable to or approved of by these fishermen.

"We will now very briefly discuss in seriatim the various cases of

seizure of which the Americans complain. In the first place it maybe
stated that no oI2cial complaints have been made to the Dominion
Government concerning the conduct of their officers, which undoubtedly
there would have been had any high handed " outrage" really been
perpetrated upon American citizens.

THE SEIZURE OF ^HE <WHITB FAWN."

The seizure of this vessel is alluded to as " one of the most un-

.
warranted committed upon the Gloucester fishermen by the Do-
minion officers." She was seized for purchasing bait, the Treaty
expressly stipulating that American fishing vessels can only frequent

Canadians harbours for shelter, or for obtaining supplies of wood and
toaier.



THE CASE OP THE <'WIL0FIIlE" AND "SARGENT ij. DAY;" i ,

The particulars of this "outrage" are ab follows : The vessels in
question were boarded in Pirate Cove on the 19th of July and allowed 24
hours to depart. Two hours after the determination of the allotted

period when asked whv they had not sailed, the crews replied that they
were aground, but they forgot to add that they had been afloat a great
{>art of the night and morning when they could have weighed anchor and
eft the place.

VESSELS DBIVEN FROM HALIFAX IN- A GALE.

The American schdoners "Kuth Groves" and "Mary E. Daniels" were
shipping ice in Halifax, which Commander Torey had orders not to allow.

They were therefore compelled to leave the port, though not in a gale or

even in rough weather, although it is possible they may afterwards have
been caught in one, a misfortune for which the Dominion authorities

cannot well be blamed.

>

AN AMERICAN FLEET HURTLED OUT OF PORT MULGRAVE.

In reference to this story it may be stated that each and all of the

vessels in question were given twenty-four hours notice to leave the port

;

and permission was accorded to the men belonging to Port Mulgrave to

send provisions &c., to their families. The individual who is responsible

for the account given of this affair is evidently not a reliable personage

but rp.ther a man of the Butler type. "Witness his amiably aspirations

to ''start a nitro-glycerine factory in every city and town in the Do-
minion and blow it to kingdom come."

/ 'the CASE OF THE "CLARA F. FRIEND."

This vessel was not taken bv a Dominion cruiser, but by H. M. S.

"Plover," on the North side of P. E. Island. The Commander did not
wish to seize her but as she had been warned over and over again he had
no excuse for noc doing so. It was a clear violation of the Fishery Act

;

the vessel was condemned and ordered for sale. The "Plover" sailed

from Charlottetown before the sale could take place ; it was tl\.m that the

gmllant sixteen men took the vessel from the custody of the Custom House
ship-keeper.

THE CASE OF THE "A. I. FRANKLIN."

The story told by one Ned Gorman is altogether false as proved by
Commander Torey's aflB davit, which shows that the "Franklin" was fishing

among a crowd of Canadian fishing vessels.

THE GLOUCESTER FLEET AND THE ROYAL MARINES.

It is evident that in thi«« case Captain Hardinge, the Commander of

H; S. "Valorous," only did his duty. He ordered vessels to sea that were
about to procure cargoes at Charlottetown, P. E. I.,, or procure bait

there contrary to the Provisions of the Treaty. An experienced officer

like Captain Hardinge would not be likely to break the law which per-

mits American vessel to remain in port for shelter from rough weather.

As to the opinions expressed by Mr. Babson, the OoUeclor of the Port of

Gloucester, it is evident that that official has been hoaxed and imposed



upon by these law-breftlcere. The argumezitB he usob are plainly falla*

ciouB. For instance, what have we to do with the fact of tne mackerel
fishery not being known in the Gulf in the year 1818 when the Treaty
was made ? Tho waters in which the mackerel are found, according to

his own showing, belong exclusively to Great Britain, and no foreigners

can have any right in them. As to the License system it was tried and
failed. The Americans wished to be allowed to enjoy all the rights of

the British, but would not pay one cent for them. After the abrogation

of the Reciprocity Treatv tney were offered licenses, but in innumerable
cafecs positively refused tliem. They would run ell risks of capture rather

than pay $2 per ton. It was then that the Dominion authorities refused

to give any warning, but of necessity fell back upon the Treaty to pro-

tect their rights.

^

To assert that the British Government have " abrogated any privi-

leges common to all nations" is a manifest untruth. The Dommion
authorities have only acted up to the arrangements made at the Conven-
tion of 1818, which were agreed to by both nations. All they ask is that

the Americans should do the same, that they should cease to intrude in

waters which do not belong to them, or take fish which they have no right.

i
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The Fisheries Question.
Report of the N. Y. Heraldh Special Commissioner.

Ottawa, Deo. 30, 1870.

It is with great pleasure that I am able

to oommunioate my report ot the results

of the very interesting mission confided to

me of repniring to the seat of government
of the Dominion at Ottawa and conferring

with the statesmen of that government
upon the subject of the complaints made
against them of unfriendly and injurious

treatment of American interests in the

matter of the fisheries and the navigation

of the St. Lawrence. I have to acknow-
ledge on behalf of the Herald and myself
a reception most courteous and friendly

on the part of the gentlemen of ihe ad-

ministration. Thoy expressed the great-

est satisfaction that the leadmg journal of

America should have specially commis-
sioned a gentleman to near tneir state-

ments and views upon the veiy important
subjects in question, and thus offered them
such a medium «f reaching the American
public with a full statement ot all the facts

of their case as could not be obtained in

any other way. 1 have been favored with

long and protracted interviews in these

matters by the very distinguished and
cultivated Dominion Premier, Sir,^John

Macdonald, as well as by iSir Francis

Hincks, the Finance Minister ; the Hon.
S. L. Tiljey, the Minister of Customs ; the

Bon. J. Howe, Secretary of State for the

Provinces, and especially the Hon. Peter
Mitchell, the Minister of Marine and
Fbheries, whose department is more par-

ticularly concerned with these matters. I

have had the privilege of full and ample
discussion with all these gentlemen—and
especially with the last —on the difficulty

that has arisen, and I think it impos-
sible to speak too highly of the

energy and lucidity and fullness with
which the whole subject was stated by them
on behalf of their government. Your space

would not aJlow that I should particularize

tlM oonTMnatioiu I held with eaobof these

statesmen upon the fisheries and St. Law-
rence questions. Much of the ground,
moreover, was naturally gone over again
with all of them. It will, therefore, be con-
venient that I should throw my report
into the form of a dialogue between your
commissioner and the abstract individual

whom I will call *'the Dominion states-

man." And your readers may be sure

that what it u here attributed to that indi-

vidual is the accurate representation of
collective views and statements of the gen-
tlemen whom I have specified, whose
studies of these questions seemed to be
equally comprehensive. The Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, although in depart-
mental charge of them, did n3t excel his

colleagues in the fullness of his know-
ledge and studies of these important
topics. And whatever view the American
public may take of the matters which I

have the honor to report, I can at least tes-

tify that the actioi: of the Dominion Gov-
ernment has been taken by a group of
official gentlemen whom, after long per-
sonal experience ot statesmen and govern-
ments, I can pronounce equal to any in

the thoroughness and care with which
they do their business of governing a great
community. Indeed, I have never con-
versed with any statesmen who seemed so

thoroughly masters and authoritiesm their
work.

Your reporter opened his conference
with an intimation that the Herald, true
to its system of tracking subjects to their

very source, had despatched me to hear
what Canadian statesmen had to say upon
the subject of Fisheries and the St. Law-
rence, and especially of the charges of un-
friendliness against Americaii fishermen.
To this question I had the following reply
from my Canadian statesman:
DomNioy Statesman—Sir, we are glad,

indeed, that you have come. We are dis-

posed to go into the whole subject with
you comprehensively and exhaustively.

And at tbo outset we desire to say that
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we are Bimply ovorwhelmerl with astonish-

ment at the language used by the I'resi-,

dent of the United States concerning us,

and the charges made against us. We are
absolutely free from all ofl'ence against
the United States in every particular. We
have been assailed absolutely without
cause, fact, cir reason. >^We have neither
done nor said anything which amounts to

more than the defence of our property in

just, kindly, and legal ways. We have
stretched no point in our favor or against

the people of the States. < )n the contrary,

we have stretched points against ourselves.

If you hear our case fully you will be able,

with your experience as a lawyer and poli-

tician, to test it. Scrutinize it to the ut-

most, sir, and with as adverse an e,ye as

you please, but pray study it fully.

Herald Commissioner— Sir, I have come
here for the very purpose, and shall listen

with the closest attention, and, I assure you,

in the most judicial temper, to all you have
to sny.

Dominion Statesman Well, I think it

would be convenient to say, in the first in-

stance that it is not the c ise, as the Presi-

dent intimates in his Message, that we are

applying any new measures of severity to

American fishermen in our waters. "'On the
contrary, we have praotically surrendered,
though we theoretically maintain, a very
important point, the headland point, upon
which we consider our rights indubitable,

and we now maintain and enforce only our
exclusive fishery property—that is to say,

three miles from shore, which is, of course,

as much an exclusive property as a gold
mine on the land itself. Perhaps it would
be well to go a little more into detail.

The whole question now rests upon the
arrangements made by the treaty of 1818.

Previous to that date, and to the war of

1812, indeed at the moment of the conces-

sion of independence to the United States,

that Government had advanced a claim not
tenable, and not eventually adhered to, of
this kind. They said that the fishing

grounds of the British were conquered
from the French
military operations

the colonists, and,

a sort of natural

even after severance
connection. Such a

by the common
of the English and
therefore, they have
right to use theih,

from the Brit'sn

contention was
hardly seriohs. It amounted to a claim to

keep the privileges of British subjects,

after fighting to get rid of the liabilities of

British subjects. An arrangement was
made in 1783, by treaty, by which a certain

limited right was given in British waters to
American fishermen. It is not necessary to

go further into that, because the war cf 1812
destroyed that arrangement, according to
the usual le^l result of war, which annuls
treaties. Tmti qnJBBtion df the flaheriegyna

not settled at the time of the peace which

followed that war, but it lingered on into the

year 1818, when, as I have said, the treaty

was made on which the whole question now
stands. The brief effect of that treaty was

this : The American fishermen were placed,

as to the right of taking fish, upon pre-

cisely he same footing as British subjects

upon a portion of the Newfoundland coast,

on the shores of the Magdalen islands,

and along pretty nearly the whole of the

Labrador coast. They were given, also, the

right to dry and cure fish on all the un-

settled parts of the Newfoundland and
Labrador coasts as to which they were

given the fishing rights. When and where
these coasts should be settled they were
to use them only after agreement with the

settlers. Such were the rights given to

inshore fishing and shore curing to Ameri-

cans by that treaty, rights to certain

specified parts of British coasts. *^nd by
that treaty, to quote its words, the ''Uni-

ted Statep hereby renounce forever any
liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by
the inhabitants thereof to take, dry or cure

fish in or within three marine miles of any
of the coasts, bays, creeks or harbors of his

Britannic Majesty's dominions in America
,not within the above mentioned limits."

kTIus renunciation was followed by a proviso

that "the American fishermen shall be
admitted to enter such bays or harbors for

the purpose of shelter and of repairing

damages therein and of obtaining water,

and for no other purpose whatever. _*^ou
will see, sir, that the object of this last

prohibition was to prevent fishing vessels

acting as trading vessels, which was quite
inadmissible, for two reasons—that such
confusion of character would prevent the
due enforcement alike of the British coastal

revenue system, and of the proper exclu-

sion of American fishermen from the use of
British waters to which they had no right

;

or, to put it more clearly, would enable
American vessels, under colour ot fishing,

to fish where they had no right and to

smuggle besides. Well, sir, to enfbrce

the provisions of this treaty, various acts

were passed by the Imperial aiid Local

Legislatures, the terms of which aife itii-

material. And during the whole period

from 1817 to 1854 it was the practice to

seize and condemn American vessels for

trespassing beyond their proper legal

limits, or doing acts beyond the le^l right

of fishing vessels. All this legislation and
all this action under it were directed to

the single end of maintaining our fishery

property and keeping up the rule of the
treaty of 1818, that American fishmg ves-

sels should be fishing vessels, so to speak,

pure and simple, without any general tra-

dmg character whatever, and I have
poittted out to JroU, sir, how abtolutely
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necessary it wan to our fishing and rovenuo
property and right*, that this point should
bo adherred to with the utmost strictnesti.

This praotioe and mode of enforcing the
treaty was carried on without any com-
plaint o** right all the time from 1818 to

1854, the date of tho Reciprocity treaty.

I say complaint of right, Hir, beoiiuse it

would happen now and then that the
American Government would nvise as to

particular vessols seized, tlie question
whether they were as a fact doing wrong

;

and our rights were never disputed by the
United States. ''And I wish, bir, to state

with peculiar emphasiii that through all

this peried as the Reci^)rocity treaty oi"

1854 our seizures were mvariably made
without any notice whatever to ott'ending

vessels, and I say this, sir, beciiuse the
President in his meauage insinuates that
we seize now without notice, contrary to

ancient practice. This is not the case,

sir.

Ubpald CoMMissioNKR. — Touching the
question oi the headlands, sir, in this stage
of the affair, before the Reciprocity treaty.

Dominion Statesman,—That question was
only raised a short time before the Reci-

procity treaty by the United States. You
will observe, sir, that by the language of
the treaty of 1818 the United States re-

nounced all rights ot fishing access, not
merely within three marine miles of the
British coast alone, but also of the British

bays, creeks or harbours. We conceived
and still conceive that under that renun-
ciation our exclusive line was determined
by a line drawn from headland to headland
ofall bays ofBritish coasts, and that Ameri-
can fishermen were not at liberty to np-

{>roach for fish within three miles of such a
ine. We have the decisive authority of
Daniel Webster himself that this con-

struction is the right one. Under date of

6tb July, 1852, the great American states-

man complains that this large concession
was made in 1818 to England of drawing
line irom headland to headland ; but he
does not venture to question that it was
made—complams, on the contrary, that it

was made. However, shortly before the
Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 the American
Government began to complain of this

large measure of exclusion as regards such
bodies of water aa the Bays of Fundy and
Chaleurs, and other large mdentationa of
the British America coasts. Now, sir, I

wish at this stage of our statements to

draw your especial attention to this point,

because it bears with such force on the
question of our friendliness, '^ince the
abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty in

1866, although as to this point ofthe head-
lands we conceive our rights to be indis-

putable, we have renounced their enforce-

m«nt in practice. We now in practice

limit the oxoKision of Amoricnn linhormen
to three miles from tho aituiil vnnHi lino

only, allowing them free fishing within all

bays and harbors up io the tliioo mile
limit. Here is a point of grout importanco
to American fi8hermeii whifh wo have
quietly, for the snko of good neighbor
hood and kind feeling, pmctically given
up our rights under the Treaty of 1 8 18.

IIkrai.d CoMMissioxKu — (,M)liga mo by
continuing the history of tho ((uoation.

DoMi!fioN Statiwmav — Well, sir, tho
next stago in this eventful history was
the period of tho Reciprocity treaty. Dur-
ing the twelve years that the American
Government allowed that treaty to bo in
force all those questions wore in abeyance,
for by its provisions American tishennen
were placed on precisely the same footing
as British fishermen : thoy could " fish

wherever they liked, ail ever tho shores
of British North America. We are at a
loss to conceive, on grounds of statosman-
ship, why that treaty was ever denounced
and repenled by the American Govern-
ment. Canada got notliing unflor it

at all equivalent to the unlimited fishing
right of the citizens of the United States.
Indeed that may he said to havo been the
very plum of the pudding in the Reciprocity
Treaty, and if the Americans had kept it

in their own hands all the questions now
raised would have slept for ever.
Hkiuld v'ommissionkr—Then the stage of

the affair after the repeal of the Recipro-
city Treaty is a new one altogether ?

Dominion Statesman—Yes, sir : and wo
contend that our conduct as regards the
the fisheries since that date, so far from
being chargeable with unfriendliness, has
been conspicuously indulgent, neighborly
and friendly to the United States.'^ndeed
we go the length of saying that we have
done everything except give up the prop-
erty in our coast line fisheries altogether
to American people. Nay, sir, we have
even gone within an acre of even doing
that altogether :*Tor we have been willing
and have attempted to give them the
right of the inshore fishing on the pay-
ment of an almost nominal license fee.

•^he American fishermen paid it at first,

but afterwards declmed, and left us no re-

course but the enforcement of our rights.
Hkrald Commissioner—Oblige me and

state the course of these transactions since
the repeal ofthe Reciprocity Treaty.
Dominion Statesman—With pleasure.

You will observe that from the moment
when that treatywas knocked in the heal
we were remitted to the exact position
we held under the Treaty of 1818. Tho
British Government desired than we should
treat the matter, however, in a spirit of
conciliation,and we have more that respond-
ed to that desire ; we have, indeed, acted in
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the spirit of iielfiAcriHce. In the flrat

place, iw 1 have already Intimated, wo have
proctioally given up the hoadluml i)Oint

altotfethor, m Hpite of i< onHe whioli wo
oonmder unti»rtailiil)le ni point of law, nnd
which wo iiHfd belbro I8M to eni'orce the
repeated seizureM and condemnations of
American voHsels. We now allow them to

fish anywhere up to the three mile limit

of the actual shore linu. But even as to

these limits wo were anxious on every
{;round to avoid complications and have
the best relations with the Americans,
and to this end we were willing virtuallv

to share the tisheries with them. All

that we aaked was that American llshing

vessels should pay a nominal tonnage
licelne for the privilege of fishing any-

where, and we fixed this at so low a rate

that it really amounted to no more than a
sort of peppercorn rental acknowledg-
ment of right. '^lere ia the statement of

the operations of the system :—In 1866
there weie 354 licenses : in 1867 there

281 licenses ; in 1868 there were fifty-six

licenses ; in 1869 there were twenty-five

licenses. Now, sir, you will readily see

on a simple view of this table how num-
erous were the ciises of trespass without
license dur<ng this period, "^ut during
the whole of these four seasons not a single

American vessel was detained. During
this period also we indulged American
fishermen with repeated warnings, and it

was probably this which spoiled our license

system ; for it practically rendered tres-

passing upon our fishing grounds a thing

without danger^/' But it completely shows
the spirit in which we acted throughout
this time. But you can see at a glance that

it was impossible for us to allow such a
state of things to go on. We might just

as well have surrendered the fisheries

altogether. They are our property, and
property which we are willing to share

witn Americans on just terms, which we
have very nearly sacrificed altogether.

We are now fully purposed
not to do this without a just equivalent.

While we carried on this licensing system
We virtually put up with boundless trespas-

sing, while at the same time pray observe

that British caught fish are all the time
subject to a virtually prohibitory duty
in American ports. It is too much. They
seem to want the right to take our fish

and exclude our fishermen from their

markets. But we are satisfied the just

and generous American public do not

understand this question. -^And that is

why we rejoice at his opportunity of lay-

ing it before them. Well, sir, we were
obliged to reconsider our position,

not only on the grounds mentioned,

but because during the period since

1866 the AmericaB fishermen com-

i I:

mitted other infVaotion> of the
Treaty of] 81 8, such as fi-equenting our
harbours to transfer cargoes and take sup-
plies, creating riots and disturbances and
defying the laws, in i860 our shores
Bwarme<l with American* fishing vessels

which would not pay the license fee, and
wo had the undoubted evidence before us
that^ owing to the prohibitory duties of
firitiHh caught fl«h, and our practical sur-

render of our rights to American fishing

vessels, the Dominion fishermen were be-

ginning to man the American vessels, and
our wholj fishing trade and property were
threatened with extinction. It became
absolutely nectissary for us to retrace our
steps. And therefore we have praotically

this season resumed our position under
the Treaty of IS 18, except only that we
have, as I have before pointed out. put in

abeyance the headland question. /Wonow
only maintain the two points—one, exclu-
sive inshore fishing line, and the absolute
necessary distinction of character between
a fishing and a trading vessel—a distinc-

tion absolutely necessary to the fishing

property and the revenue system. We
maintain, therefore, sir, that our conduct
has been in the liighest degree friendly
and generous, and we have great right to
complain of i^<8 being represented ur ler
a different light by so high an official as
the cu.ef of the Republic himself. If he
proposes to bind together all sections of
American people in one common American
sentiment by such a course, it seems to us,

to say the least of it, that he will not
succeed.
Herald Coumissionbr—^The President in

his Messsge intimates that your legisla-

tion of late has been both unfriendly and
novel in enforcement of your fishing
rights.

Dominion Statesman—The President i*

misinformed, and it is greatly to be wished
that he would study these points for him-
self, or be sure of those whose studies he
depends upon. ^Our legislation has been
no more than a transcript of that older
legislation on the subject, which, as I have
said, was never complained of on the
ground of right durmg the whole period
bet-yeen 1818 and 1854. Nor harewe ever
attempted to enforce our municiptd legis-

lation, except in the undoubted three-
mile limit from the shore. But allow me
to state what has happened. At the be-
ginning of the year 1870, we notified to
the American government ib&t we felt

ourselves obliged now strictly to enforce
the rule of exclusion from the shore line
of three miles ; not, be it observed, from
headlands. /During the year 1870 we have
enforced that conclusion. There have been
a few seizures within the three mile limit,

pray observe, for illegal fishing, v/ There
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hi\H not tis yet heon ono scizuio lor

tri'lin^;. Now, hir, priy iinticn tlii<

fmrt of tlio trans.u'lioii. Attor our no-

t-io« to Iho Amori'.in ^.'ovim uiiifii!, lint

w« now niri.mt to ( iko «fiis li'm it

1i"fiiiuiM till' iliity <>l llio Atiit ruMii lOxiu'ii-

tivo to wini ilii'ti |ir>('|>l(<. Aiiil till'.'.'

iliil tlu'ir u!ity. I'l'i-ieiiiiy I'.uiitwoil ii-iuol

<ivo circulHrH, ilil*"! .Miiy 1(1, ],*.7i), nuil

.Iiiue ',1. ISTO. In t!ii''-o f.'irdul us lio n<iti

/io.i to tlin jiiDiior AniericMM «iilii'i.:lrt tlmt

the ( /iiM iili.in * iovotfunonl in-' imw iiliotit

t^'* fnCorc' tlicii' ii;»litH inrli i- ili' iinuiic*.

N'o «!oiii|ili:iiil w.H nnilo l<» ih. ln<lff I no
• •oMipl lint could Ijo ; lor wo ncio iilioiit to

st(in<l on onr ii;;lifi iil'tci' ii lon^ ciiursy ul'

I in(lnii.rtMKV', jinilfvon tlion not oiHiMblrii'l

rights Mi'cordinj; to old tioaty i onstrn, tinn,

UM 1 li!iv(( nion- (Inn onco wiid. •'rn'-idi'Oi

lirant <'";niil;ilnM in liis Mr>.«'ii>!«> tlriL now
we give no notio". In Scoretoy J'uutwcU'M

oircr.hr it wna notilicil to tin* vNrncricins

that no notii'o Will) !ioreall<M' to l».' givi'ii.

r'Why should wo j»ivo notir.o? Aineiil;.m

firthoinKMi know tho law well onou; ii, anil

wht'ii tlioy liivak it they lin'ik it

with thoir eyes very wide t)i)on indeed,

'Our notice and oin* warnin.i^i woro nil

|»ai'tof a Hy.stem of indul;,'CMK'o iuid of

tieir-jiacrifUe, which wo lind will not, do
at all. We persevered in it hcoiu-io wo
thou^rht that our generonity would lend

tho American (ioverninont to meet ns in

the like Bpirit. I'ractically Hdniiltiii.i,'

4.heni to a share in our j>nceless li'heries

wo hoped that tho bpirit we showcil would
lead them to reconsider our ex ''u.^ion

from their coasting tir.do and from tlio

bonefitB of the Ameriam register of ship-

ping. "Itoally, sir, wo gave ni> oveivthini:

ior the Reason in tlie hope of our getting

something in return. We got nolliing, ;uiti

now we are abused by the President for

pimply re-entering into jjO-ssession of our
own.
Hkuam) CoMMissioNKU—Bo I understand

you that there i3 positively no foundation

for tho suggestion that your late legsla-

tion is novel ?

Dominion Statesman—Distinctly. We
have done nothing but adopt the provis-

ions of the imperial act of 1819 and the old
law of Nova Scotia. There is nothing new
at all. Our late Act, like the Imperial Act
of 1819, has no clause giving twenty four
hours' notice to the trespassing fishermen.

It was found that such a clause defeated
the purpose of the law, so we have adopted
the old Act of 1813. "^ut always remember
that our legislation applies and our seiz-

ures are exclusively ellected within the
three mile limit which belongs to us. What
the President raeims liy suggesting that
ourle/Aislationis novel we cannot at all

understand.
Herai.d Coiaii3Sio>£R—-The President

v

idsr» Muggpwis \(»u are enlon-ing new pro.

hibitioiis with ie;,':iid to the ti;i ling of
li^iling ve.sselH.

l)<iMIMON .'^l-ATlviMAN—Tliori! Is ilhsolutely

no fixindation for tlii'i insuiu'ilion. I h;tv«

oleiirly c^pl lined lo you ihiit tim tre.ities

liiuit, most ciferully Ainei iivin li-liing v<«><-

^(ls to li-iliin,'; |mrji;)hes, and al^o the re i-

.-Oils 'or .lUi^li liiuii/Uion. We o.miiDt have
v^•^^els linliirii? umJiM" tlio jireteniHi of trad-

ing, for that would l)<- to givo up the
iisii''ri"s : v\o o;uinot have them trading
under pri'leiu'o of lisliiiiu'. for that ni«> om
siMi:;/.'fliii^. I'iiliiii;,' vu.-im'N nny conin iu

for ^llolt'•r. for rep.iirs, for wood .mtl I'oi-

Wider. Why. sir, in tho vtholo jji^tory of

iho dir'oussi'iii of the-'O ijuosiions 1 etw«>en
t!io two I'oiintrii'.-i no Aiiieiica.i statesman
Ills I'vur vonlu.'cd Iielon- Tivsiilent <iranL

I') ''laim uny right for li^iiing vessels to

oilier our [lorts ior tiado piiiposes, or any
except t!u)hO niinied in tho tie.ity. So
ju.'t ai(> the grounds (»n uhich wo niiintam
the '!i-itini'tii)ii lietw( en tin* lishin;^ un I tho
tiiiditij; vess"!"!. so <;loar tin- provi> iu.is oC
tho triMty ly tho help of wliicU w,' ni lin-

tain it. President (Jrant t^kes (|uite now
gmimd on this subji-ct, and ono which no
lawyer, no btat-'smai in a lOspoiisiblo

position has evKr dicamcit f)f taliing. Jt

i-i <iiiito untenable. '*'Hut whit wo want to

Jinovv is, why wo have had no (•oinj)lain(8

fiddiesscd dlj)lomiitically to us. Wo should
bo loath io rej;ai'd the Messngo ol the Pre
sident aj a mere elootioncoring maniiysto
to catch votes. It is quite certain, how-
over, tliJit an electioneering .address can
contain matter ad capUindiim cnli/n^ winch
c.iniind no place in diplomacy. You hav6
an eminent American person named Dun-
combe with great influence among you."
None of his family have .settled at j)resent

within British Dominions. But lo speak
seriously, wo are deeply shocked and
pained at these imputations, which a little

pains and good faith would h.ivo .spared us.

Nor can \ve understand their policy. What
can be the use of making statements, for

example about +'"'9 pomt of trading by
fishing vessels, liich will not bear n
moment's conside; tion or reflection ? •^l-'or

fifty years, omitting the period of the Re-
ciprocity Treaty, the cleiir right of pievont-
ing fishing vessels from tradmg h ts been
enforced without a complaint from Ameri-
can authorities. Yet now the P>esidenfc
says that, so far as the claim is founded on
an alleged construction of the Treaty of
1812 it cannot be accfuiosced in by the
United States, and " it is hoped it will not
be insisted on by Her Mnjesty's Govern-
ment." i^But, sir, so long as we are com-
pelled by this exclusive policy of the
American Government to stand upon our
rights—and you have already been shown
in what a mitigated form we now do this

—
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in this, sir, i<£atever. We are absolutely

at a loss to conccivo on what facts this

complaint of President Grant is based
;

and we would rather not say much more
about it, because we desire to treat the

statements of the Executive of the United
Ktutea with all possible respect. As to friend-

liness, the less said by American states-

men on that subject the better, ilust look

nt the contrast. American canal boats, in

•competition with our own, navigate our

Ottawa and St. Lawrence canals and rivers,

jind can go without oreaking bulk to

Whitehall or New York ;"t)ut so eoon ns a

British canal boat reaches the Ameiictin

1 rentier she is stopped, and is not permit-

ted by the restrictive policy ot American
navigation laws to go imy further. We
cannot imagine what the President

means by tfilking about the Rhine and the

Danube. The St. Lawrence laavigation is

.•i! navigation by canals supplementing the

iiver, and our canals are freely used.

Really, sir, there is no more to be said on
tJtuB head.
Hrrald CoMMissiomiR—How do you think

all these things-bear upon the great ques-

tion of the unification of the Canticent

—

upon the consummation of the " America
for Americans" doctrine, which we
have so much at heart in the States ?

.Dominion &rATS3MAX.-S^Why, we do not

believe that there is in the Dominion at

present any party whatever that desires

3ny organic or levolutionary change in

that direotion. •And we are quite certain

that the growth of suchia paity is imped-
ed Of indefinitely postponed by a policy

towards us which we can only regard as

one of punishing us or starving us into an-

nexation. But really this is the most mis
taken policy in the world, both morally
and fiscally. We are not badly offas it is

j

on the contrary, Canada and the Dominion
aever before were so flourishing. Our ton-

nage increases enormously, though the
United States preclude us from American
registry ; our revenue is abimdont, our
taxation moderate. ^We know nothing on
this side the border ofErie rings or unchaste
courts of justice. *^merican greatness

attracts us, but the practical working of

Americfan Institutions repels. "And we do
not like being threatened, and are very
sure that neither Great Britain nor our-

selves can be dragooned into separation or

independence or annexation. This is a very

gi-eat matter, but it docs not seem to us lo
be handled by the President in :i. great
spirit. •When the President tliivatans "to
suspend the bonding syetem aivi exclude
the vessels of the Dominion from United
States waterp," he ought to know llmt, so
far as; the fh'st of these measvtres is con-
cerned, he would do mucli more
harm to the commerce of tLo United
Slates than to ours, uur merchants now buy
about $10, 0(iO,0(X) worth of foreign goods in

bond from the rrerchants of New York,
Boston, Portland and other Atlantic citio:;.

American merchants buy from us and
carry annually over our canals $15,(JtJ0,00O

worth of lumber alone, which they largely
re-ship out of bond to tne West Indiot,
Brazil and other southorn markets, l

assure you, sir, that American policy is

putting all that trade in peril. We did
not ship a single cargo to South Ann. rica

;

your merchants shipped our lumber to
that market and took the profit. This
veai- our own people, as the result of your
high tariff policy, have f>hipped direct on
their own account $3,000,<X)0 worth of it. )
Before long, if things go on as at pre«er.t,

all the trade we do at present through you
*»ill be entirely diverted to the St. L.»w-

rence route and ourselves. It seems to us

that it would be well for the whol« posi-

tion to be reconsidered. 'The experience
of the last four years show us that we can do
without the States ifthey can do without us.

They seem to wish for us though. But
they are taking strange means to get us.

''

We do not know how the pQlic/ of exclud-
ing British vessels from American ports

could be carried out. We are awiiie that
a leading political person oix^yoiir aide lias

lately advocated complete severance frrai

the British empire unless »tho United
States have their own way in the questions
under discussion between the Crown and
the Republic. And President Grant would
appear to have been taking lessoa;! in that

school lately. It is quite sullioient for us
when we think of such threats to remem-
ber that the United States is peopled by
forty mJlions of just a^d generous men,
who know as well as any- people on which
side theur bread is buttered. But we are

not a little astonished to find your Chief
Magistrate uting such language for all tha^.

How could you turn the great Republic of

the West into a great Japan?




