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tVcedoiii to |inrsiif their iulvonturous caHiiiij witliodt 'nuur-

rint; i-onstaiit i-isks, itiid i-xposiui;- tlu-mst'lvcs and tlii'ir tMlow

(•(Mintryiiifii to tin- incvitalilc rt|iroarli (»t' uillully tri'spussitig'

on the I'iii'litt'ul domain of tVit'n<lly nciirldiors.""

lii'im-inlttT, \i' iii'iidont lioiisdiolders. wluit endless law-

suits witli otlier dealers you may l)eavoidin<r l»y patroni/inu'

tiiis excellent haki'i-—what doi-tor's hills iiii<j:ht ensue upon

less wholesome t'ocid I

"Paramount, however, to this eoiisidi>ration is tiie avoid-

ance of ii-ritatinu" disputes, calculated t() disipTu-t the pul»lie

mind <»l a -^itiritiMJ and eiiterprisinij peoj»le, and liahh' always

to heconie a <'ause of mutual anxi«'t_\ and eiid)arrassment.''

Surely our dear Tnele Sam will think no nrice too exor-

bitant whirh will seeure to ins enterprising,' nephews of

(Jloueester and I'rovincetown such serene re*;u!ts 'i For what

a direful thin«r it would he: what tremors would shake his

fojul avuncular heart, if, while he were complacently con-

ternpiatinjj; their piscatory enjoyment, the l>riti>h lion should

chance to roar I

TO J3E SEKIOLS.

But let us not for a moment be understcnxl as seekin-;- to

throw ridicule u))on tiie considerations themselves thus so

ably set forth in the British case, and last above cited. On

the contrary, tliey are most important, and such as we

should hope wonlt^ aninuite every sound American states-

man. Tliat they were thouLfht to be of jiriiuary in\portance

by the ,\meriean ne<;otiators ot' the treaty of 1871 cannot be

better shown than by rpiotiiiiT the very next sentence of the

British case :

—

"It was repeatedly stated by the American members of

the Joint Uii2:h Commission at Washington, in discussiiiir

jtroposals reuardinii; the Canadian fisheries, 'that the United

States desired to secure their enjoyment, not for their com-

mercial or intrinsic value, biit for the purpose of removing

a source of irritation.'
"'

liut the American neii:otiators did not exi>ect that tliey

should be asked to pay on each account separately—twice

over lOr the same thing. The aJjsurdity of tlie [U'esent claim


