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"Q. That was within three miles ? A. Yes.
"14. How near'? A. About a mile and a half.
I Q. I do not know whether the atinosphere there is of that peculiar character that a vessel within half a mile will

think she is three miles out ? A. They could not well think that.
"Q. You can generally tell when yo are within three miles ? A. Yes ; at ail events within a mile and a half.
"Q. Well, you say that in 1868 and 1869 the American schooners came there and fished out the halibut ? A. Yes,

they cleaned them out.
"Q. What kind of fisliing vas it ? A. Vith long lines or trawls.
"Q. There were a great many hooks upon them? A. . A great number; there were several miles of thein.
" Q. What was the effect of that, either to your own knowledge or from what you have heard ? A. The vhole of

our inshore fishermen fished codfish and halibut. We get none now, or next to none.
Q. No halibut, you imean ? A. No halibut.

"Q. Are they a fisi that keep pretty close to the bottom as a rule ? A. Yes.
"Q. Therefore they are the more liable to be taken up by the trawl ? A. That is the method adopted in this

countrv of eatching thenm altogether.
"Q. Before the Aiiericans caine with a trawl, how did your people take then? A. With hand lines.

Q. Were they reasonably plenty in those days ? A. Yes; a boat has got f rom eight to ten. Now they very sel-
dom get any.

Q. Well, had the hand-line fishing been continued and those trawls not introduced, is it or is it not your opinion
that the halibut would be now there just as it used to be? A. I think it would be as good as previously.

Q. In your opinion then this trawl fishing is simply destructive ? A. To halibut."

SÀttuAx', 17tl Novembe, 1877.
lhe CAnfel'ecieîi nietb

Or D)ou'rî:i conltinued his aIgunieut ini support of the case of I1 er Majesty's Governincxt.i as follows

&'fay it plce uour Excellew-y and Uur' 1,oniors.-

When we separated yesterdaly, I demanded and obtaiued an adjourninett until Moniday., as L considered requir-
ed that tinie to lay before the Commission the nmatter in issue, in its different aspects; ad I an still of opinion that I
would have fulfilled imy duty in a more compîjîlete mianner, if' the arrangemuent of yesterday had been adlhered to.
Ilowever' a very pressing deiand was made upon me to mncet this afternoon, in order to ulose my part of
the argument, and leave the way frce and clear for mny successor on Monday. Witlh a strong desire to comply with
the deiiand fiom geutlixîem vith whlom I have been acting so cordially so far, and with wlhon I hope to act cordially
up to the time of our separation, I mnade an effort to Ic able to present myself before the Commission at this hoir.
Jlowever, I sitall have to deal, t fear, iin a very ineffectual maniier, with the niatters that remnain to be conssidered.
. have taken particular care inii arranging the evideice and argument, not entirely for the rcason that your H1onors

required any inforinationi froin me to form yoir opinion ; I think after this loug investigation the minds of youI'
Ilonors mutist he pretty well inade up, and could not bc much altered and. influenced by any -emarks I could offer.
iBut we must niot forget that this Treaty is a temporary arrangenient, which will be the objþcetof fresh iegotiations
within a pretty sihcrt pmeriod; and I corsidered that those who will have to deal with the question five, six or eiglIt
years hence, will be unable readily to discever. in this mass of evideaco, what part bas a bearing upoi one braieh of'
tihe case, and what part upon anothier branch; and I thouglht it would bc iseful if not for the prescnt monent, for
the future, to make a complete investigation of the evidence, and to place it in such a shape that those who shall
succeed yourrIionors in dealing with iis questioni may b guided in somte way through these fiebls Of' estinoly.
WVhen we adjourrned yesterday. [ wasi slhowvinig at what distanee, from ithe shore, the cudfishery iu the est uary of the
St. Lawr'eneo is prosecuted. Before procecding to another part of the evidence, I desire to dlraw the attention Ot' your
Ilonors to whar lias fallen from the learnel counsel on behsalf of the inited States, Mr., "oster and Mr. Trescot.

3Ir. T'rescot admîits th-at ti lBritislî case can be suîpported by proof' of ''he habit of 'United Statesjis/ærmen."

"1I' fifty iiherinen ofa fisling Ieet swore ihat it ns thie habit of the ieet to fish inshiarennd fifty swore tfat it was the habit
never to lisi inîishore, you might not know wlhichî to believe: but supposing, wiiat in this case will not be disputed, ihat the witucase<

were of equal veracity, yoi would certtinly kniow that yo bal not proved the habit.
You will see. therefore, that the burden of proof'is on oui' friends. They must pr'ove their cat:ch rqual in value to the rward


