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are calnl.Y told by Mr. Foster you must not look at these advantages at all, but like business men, you Must,
pencil in hlanîd, put diown the f , an ke :. c:lalenhtti:n'of the values as tlhough it were a petty matter of
bargain and sale between mant and main. li the nîaime of u'Ir co(mmon î111humanity, in the nîamîe of the common
honor of England am Amnerica, ani of' ime Dominioîn for wimîch I arm counisel tis day, I repudiate such a
construction being plaeda upon tlus treaty.

There are soine other passages in this book to whîic f 1may call your attention. At page 210 this language
is used

"lThese fisheries, as mnost advanitageously secnreil to thi Jnitefl States by thie Treaty of 1783, and made at the timue,
I have always understood, a sine qua non of that Treaty, ofFnr an invl;uable furi< of vealth and power to our country; one
wich bas never been duly attended to, nor justly appreciateu1, but whieb, if continued ani improvel, was destined to grow
vith our growtb and strengthen with ouir strengilh.

Tbe prosecntion of tbcse coast and bav fisherie, alitugh it hal already becone extrenely advantageous, iad
undoubtedly reaceied, in a very snaluldegrece, te extension ai<l importan t was capable of attaining. iiîThe unsettled state
oftiie commercial world for tbe past twenty ycars, aid the nir allii'ng obiccts of mercantile enterprise which such a state
of tbimgs evolved, seeie1, in point of inmediate consideration and attention, to throv these fisheries into the back ground
but stili until first checked by the systenm of embargoes and restrictiomis, and finally stop>ped by a declaration of war, they
were silenty, but rapiudly, progressing:, and reaching an inpotaice wich, tiough genrally unkno*n to our couutry and
its statesmien, had becomne iigbly alariming to the guveniiments and more wcealtiy merclants of the Provinces, and was
beginning to attract hie attentiono an. jalosy of the cabinelt of Great Bitain towards themin.

"Te shores, the cieeks. flic inlets of the Bay i Fuly, the. Bay of Cli;ilenirs, amui te Gulf of St. Lawrence, the Straits
of Bellisle, an<l the Coast of Labrador. appear to bave Leeil esigied by the God of Nature as the great ovarium of fish ;-
the inexhaustible repositor'y of tii siipecies of food, iot onily for tlhe sipplyU of the Aincrican, but also of the Europîean conti-
nent. At the proper season, to catch them in endless abuwlance, little more effort is needed than to bait the hook and pull
the line, andi occasioially even this is'not nnecessary. u clear eatier, near tlie shores, nyriads are visible, and the strand
is at timnes amost literally paved with teim.

All tbis vas gmadually mnaking itself known to the enterpi ise and] vigilance of the New England fishernen, and for a
few seasons prior to lel year 1808, the resort to thi emplonimi had become an object of attention, fron the Thaimnes at New
Lonlon, to the Scloodi mi; and boats and vesseIs of a silal as well ais a inger size, were flocking to it fron ail the internediate
parts of he United S aies. inthe fishinug eason , at t bilest places for catciing the cod, the Nev England fishiernien, I ai
told, on a Snnday, swarmielicike flies upon tflic shores, and tbat in some of tiese years, it probably would not minake an over
estiniate to rate the number of vessels emifployed in thlis fishery, belonging touthe United States at froin 1500 to 2000 sail,
reckoning a vessel for eci trip or voyage, and incliiiflg the -'ger boat fislery ; and tlie nunber, if the fisheries were con-
tinued, would siortly bu still finiler ani very greatly extenideild.

Tlhe nursery for seamen, the consequent incease of power, the mine of wealth, tie accumulation of capital, (for it has
beenujustly observedI, that lie who <lIaws a co< fih f'roi t sea, gives a piece of silver to his country) the effect uponthie
trade and cistoii of Great B itain, an<l th coirresponing avantages o tie United States, of wvich the enlargement of
such an incintercourse was susceptible, (foi the stock of lishx appears iniexliaustible,) you are much better able to conceive
them tian I am to describe; but I witi pleasure point thiemu niew for your consideration, as on Inany accounts presenting
one of the most interesting public objects to which it can bu directed.

At page 10 the following language is used-ti

"4Be the opinion of Mr. Russell mvliat it imay-thlie portionm of the fislieries to wliich ve are entitled even witiin ithe
Bi itish Territorial jurisdiction, is of great imnportanice to tlis union. To New England it is among the most valuable of
eartily possessions."

Now, in the course of his arguinenît M r. oter put tlic question as if it turnied distinctly upon who paid
the duty, the prodiucer or the conusurîmier. Wietlier tiat lbe absolitely necessary for th purpose of duetermining
this case in favor of Great .Britain or nlot, is not for- memc to smay. That is a question of political ecoiomy with
which I an nicither desirous, îlot- probably : abe of dealing. But I an iot afraid to lut our case turn upoi
that question. I tlink I shall show you by evidence of' witnsses and by figures, that in every instance in this
case the duty is paid by tle consumer. I ami speaking moriioe îpar'ticularly of the u cerel; I ,hall conclusively
show that in the year when the Reciprocity Treaty was ii force, the price of nackerel fell off, that immuediately
after the lReciprocity Trieaty terminated, the pric of nmakerel mose in the market. I shall show that imnediately
after that state of aflfirs was terminated by the Treaty of Washlmington the price of nackerel again fell off, andi we
say tliat these facts establisi at once tiat thme consmuer mumist have paid the duty. Our witnesses have one and
all, or nearly all testilied thmat in their judgiiment time coisumer paid the duty. In answer to.the question put
by the learned counsel associated witih me aimid myself, " would you rather have the Anmericans excluded fron
your fisheries aind pay the duty l" thy have said " yes." Wlhile I ami upon this subject I will renark, althougli
I will iot have time to turin attention to tlie ]udoeliumect itseli, fthat Mr. Eoster, or at all events, one of the learned
couisel for the liUnited States, read ii lus speech a cmunication fron fthe on. Peter Mitchell, then Minister
of Marine and islheries, for tlic purpose of showing hat the repeal oft Riceciprocity Treaty would be ruinous
to our fishermen. Now' upoi refeence to tit conummi emiu:ationm you will find that what le did put forward was
this: that if the AimeGricais w'uld coe in witmout 'ilthe paying a licenmse feu or givimg anîy other compensation
at all for our fisheries, and if they fished ii our teritorial waters wiere the fish were to bu taken, side by side
witi our own fishmernmen, and tienî car'ried tieir catch into the Aierican market free of duty, while our fishernen
fishing on the saune terms and with no better applianimces w'ere met there with a duty of $2.00 a barrel on mackerel
and $1.00 on herring, it would niecessarily be 'ruimius. Aild thfiat proposition mno doubt lias a vast' deal of truth
in it. It is impossible, I assumon, for two persons t1o iish uponi equal ternis in the saune waters, and thien when
they go infto the Amei-icami imarket for one to b e met by a dity wh'ile teli other lias no such duty to pay, without
it operating to the disadvantage of the former. But that is a totally different case from uthe one we have to deal
with.

Now I shall show yoi, as I have said, tlhat during the per'iod of the Reciprocity Treaty the prices were low,
and that the moment that treaty was repealed o; abrogatel by notice from the Amenrican govermmnent the prices
rose. Thuat the moment that state of affairs was termminatedi by the Washington Treaty the prices fell again, and
we say that is conclusive proof tChat the Amuericais have to pay tlie duty. There lias been a consensus of
testimony, American and British, Iupon that point.

Let us sec what tle American witnesses say, for F affimmu, that on both sides, the *witnesses agree in the
statement that the consumers pay the duty. It is tume tmtf Anicican witnesses who are themselves fishernien,
or those who speak te cOpinion of fîshlermiei, say that they w'oild prefer the old state of things. Why ? Because
under tlat state of things, they could steal into our lharbors, and carry off our fisi for nothing, anid thenl-tcir
British competitor was met in the iarket with a dity of $2 a barIel, while they were free. But I apprelhend
the consumer did iiot uait that state of aileirs. Tiese witnesses admitted that if mad fthefish dearer, whenever
the question was put to theim. 1 have cut out the evidence reerring to uthis point, and I will just read it:--


