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valour, *by the ancestor of the late Gover-
uer General, Lord Minto. This W5 a>
humiliation which the English p1enipo-ý
tentiaries could not brook. To lose the1

bright -jewel cf America from the Cro'wn
of Great Britain might be tolerated,
but te lose Gibraltar and suifer a
Enropean humiliation could net be
borne. Therefore they came vith the
plenipotentiaries cf the United States,
Adams, Jay aud Franklin and concluded
the original propositions of that treaty.
France intrigued with the United States
to allow themn te treat only as fo¶o'w-
ing the lead cf Franc e. The United
States goverument acceded to that, but
contrary te the instructions of his own
goverumeut, John Adamns made the pro-
posai te Great Britain that the United
States and Eng-land should treat togetber,
aud ignore France and Spain, and that
treaty was made. John Adams was a
man cf independent, forceful and coura-
geous. chaxacter. RHe twas -a Mafflachu.4
setts man, aud well acquainted -with the
fishing intereats on the coaat. The British
Commissioner, Mr. Hartley, a member of
parliamient, had very littqe knowledge ef
the concerns and interesta cennected with
fishing, or other iuterests, cf what were
supposed te be insignificant possessions
of the British Crown in North America,
and they made concessiones which ought
net to have been yielded. John Adams as-
serted that as they had fished in commen
on those coasts 'when they were British
colonies, they should have that right still
and hie wished te insert in that treaty the
word 'forever', a proposition which the
British Commissioners had the courage- to
resist. They thought at the same time
that Nova Scotia and other fishermen
shouki participate in the fisheries ona
the New Engiand coast, which John
,Adams refused. However, concessionis
were made which were tee great, but
owing to the condition of England, and ini
order te secure greater interests, what
might be termed a sacrifice te the Unitecl
States was made. They did net deema that
it would be o! great importance.

When the treaty o! Ghent was concluded,
England then stood in a fex better posi-
tien. When the couference was held in

London, in 1818, the European, war had been
concluded, Napeleon had been overcome by
combined Europe. England stood in a much
higher position than 'when the first treaty
was concluded, and, therefore, the treaty
and convention of 1818 limited the right of
the United States in the use of our fish-
eries. At the convention of 1818 this was
passed as the first article:

Whereas conditions have arisen respecting
liberty claimed by the United Statea or the in-
habitants thereof to take, dry and cure fish on
certain coasts of Ris Britannic .Majesty's Do-
minions in America. It is agreed between the
high contracting parties that the inhabitants
of the said United States shall have, where-
ever and in common with the subjects of bis
Britannic iMajesty liberty to take fish of every
kind on that part of the southern coast of
Newfoundland which extends f rom Cape Ray
and the United Statcs hereby renounce for ever
any liberty heretofore enjoyed or claimed by
the habitants thereof to take, dry or cure
fish within three miles cof any coasts, creeks
or harbours of His Britannic Maiesty flot in-
cluded within the above xnentioned limita pro-
vided, however. that the American fishermen
shs.ll be permitted to enter such baya or har-
bours for the purpose of ehelter or obtaining
water and for any other purpose whatever,
&c.

This led to several divisions, and also
to some confliet between the fishermen of
the United States and the fishermen of
Nova Scotia and between the authorities on
the subject of the privileges converyed under
this treaty. It 'was thought necessary and
in the interest of peace that this treaty
should be submitted to the Hague Tribunal
for a settiernent of the suibject in 'contre-
versy, aud to the Hague Tribunal were sub-
mitted seven questions.

Question No. 1 was as to the right of the
United States to concur in the regulations.
That is, that Great Britain or the Dominion
as the severeign power should make regu-
lations governing the fisheries., the wsy ini
which they were to be conducted, the people
to be employed, time and other regulatiens
necessary for the conservation of the fisher-
ies in the interest of both treaty parties hav-
ing liberty thereto. The United States con-
tended that they had a concurrent right,
tilat no regulatiens should be made by
Great Britain without the concurrence and
approval cf the Ilnited States. If the
United States withheld their approval be-
cause of this regulation either there 'would
be a confiiet, or the United States fishermen
would be able to take fish unrestricted, ac-
cording to their ewn metbods. That was


