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ON THE HAGUE AWARD.
subjects of Great Britain, is subject 
to all leasouable regulations or laws 
made by Newfoundland for the pro
tection and preservation of the fisher
ies, provided always that such regu
lations or laws are equitable and fair 
as between our local fishermen and 
the inhabitants of the Vnited States.
The Hague Tribunal has upheld the 
Colony in this contention. It has de
clared that the right to make such ] or report at our Custom Houses.

SIR ROBERT BOND.—In dealing 
"'ith the Address delivered by His 
Excellency the Governor this after

noon; I shall not attempt, at this late 
hour, to trespass unnecessarily upon 
the patience, of the House, and as all 
matter* of importance referred to by 
1 lis Excellency will be presented for 
iiscussion in some other form during 
lie present Session, 1 shall continue my 

remarks to the highly interesting and 
most' important subject to which the 
second paragraph of His Excellency’s 
Speech directs our attention, namely, 
the recent Awards of The Hague Tri
bunal. I am glad to say that we who 
sit on the Opposition side of the 
House are able to unite with His Ex
cellency the Governor, and those who 
sit opposite us in this House, in an 
expression of satisfaction at the re
sult of the Colony’s reference to The 
Hague, but I regret that, our expres
sion of satisfaction cannot be as full 
and complete as we could desire. We 
have to regard the decision as a com
promise of course, but still such r. 
compromise as we think should es
tablish

Pence Witii Honour.
The distinguished gentleman. Hr Lam- 
masch, who presided over The Hague 
Tribunal, in his opening address to 
the Court said, that matters ot grear 
importance had been adjusted by the 
Tribunal within the past ten years, 
some of them involving the most deli
cate questions of sovereignty and na
tional pride, all implicating intricate 
problems of international “w. .But 
perhaps never till now had there been 
entrusted to an arbitral tribunal ;-s 
question of such gravity and of sc 
complex a nature; that, during more 
than ninety years the questions im
plicated in the case before them had 
Ireen the subject of almost uninter
rupted diplomatic correspondence 
and transaction, and more than one. 
had brought England and the Unitei 
States of America td the

Verge of War.
That was not an exaggerate 1 state
ment, it was literally true. In th 
year 1907 the tension in. respect to the 
issues that have been dealt with by 
The Hague was so severe that one of 
the leading "London papers. ’’The 
Standard,” alleged that “His Majesty's 
Government had believed it necessary 
to take into consideration the con
tingency of war with the Cnitec 
States of America in the event of nc 
settlement being reached.” 1 'vas ir- 
England carrying on negotiations with 
His Majesty’s Government relative tc 
the dispute when this statement ap- 

. pea red, and on being questioned by 
Reuter’s representative anent the 
same, I replied, ”War with the United 
States is. out of the question. It would 
be the

Calamity of the Ages.
Self-respect is the surest road tc 
peace," and no country appreciate! 
self-respect more than the United 
States of America or regards the peo
ples who sacrifice it with more, con
tempt” I fully appreciated the grav
ity of ; the situation.; but in. a Jette; 
addressed to Lord Elgin, Secretary o 
State for the Colonies, a few days 
previous to this, I had suggested a 
reference of all questions in dispute 
toi The" - Hague._.Tribunal, and I was 
hopeful"" that all parties concerned 
would agree to the proposal,and it w’as 
thus my high privilege to lay the first 
stone in this structure of peace, 
which, it ts to be sincerely hoped, has 
been firmly established by the decis
ion of The Hague Tribunal. I have no 
desire, Sir, I have no intention to 
unnecessarily revert to the past. But 
in order to furnish a reason

For Our Measure of Satisfaction
at the decision announced it The 
Hague, it is necessary to consider the 
issues that were involved in the re
ference to that Court; the attitude of 
this Colony in respect to the same, 
and in how far the Colony has been 
sustained in her attitude. It was not 
a mere- questîdn of the tekiSg or pur
chasing of a few herring that was in
volved, it was one of -jurisdiction and 
sovereignty—the jurisdiction of the 
Government’bf Slip Colonv jn the car
rying out of its muhiciual laws, and 
the sovereignty of Great Britain in 
and over the Colony and Its territor
ial waters. The position set up by the 
Government of the United States of 
America may be briefly stated us fol
low's, namely: j rising liberties under the Treaty of

. 1st.—That the fishery laws of this ISIS,” and to prevent them, from so 
Colony are not binding upon United j doing. In this position the Colony has 
States fishermen in the exercise o | also been upheld by Thè Hague Tri- 
their rights under the Treaty of ISI S. 1 bunal, for it has "derided that while

foundianders from the penalty at
taching to a breàch of our law when it 
says, ‘ Thou shall not engage in the 
exportation of bait fishes in Ameri
can bottoms."

This is Entirely Satisfactory.
3rd.—The Government of the United 

States contended that American fish
ing vessels were not bound to enter

Now in,respect to their position, the 
attltiide of the late Government, of 
which I had the honour to be Prime 
Minister, was that the liberty to take 
fish which the inhabitants of the 
United States have forever under the 
Treaty of 1818, in common with the

regulations

Without the Consent of the United 
States,

and to improve them, is inherent to 
the sovereignty of Great Britain, and 
that if the United States contests the 
reasonableness of any such regula
tions or laws, the question of reason
ableness must be decided by an im
partial commission of experts. If 
The Hague Tribunal itself had, as 
might reasonably have been expected 
it would have, passed upon the exist
ing regulations and laws, the reason
ableness of which have been contest- 
id by the United States, and had or- 
lered that a Commission of Experts 
nust deal with all future regulations 
before they can come in force, pro
vided the United States Government 
•ontests their, reasonableness, then I 
•ubmit there could be no room for 
■avil or complaint on either side. But 
that Rules and Regulations approved 
by the Legislature for the preserva
tion and continuance of the fisheries, 
laws under which both American and 
Xewfoundlajid fishermen have in com- 
non conducted their fishing business 
idvantageously, harmoniously, and 
without question or protest for a 
quarter of a century or more, should 
now at the instance of the United 
States be suspended, pending the re
port of an American and Diitch ex
pert, . is hardly that

Justice to Peace
that might reasonably have been ex
acted from such an august Tribunal.
'.ranting that from the Treaty of 1818 
'there results an obligatory relation 
■vhereby the right.of Great Britain to 
zeroise its rights of sovereignty by 

, making regulations is limited to such 
regulations as are made in good faith, 
and are nut in violation of the Treaty, 
and that the reasonableness of a re
gulation is a question to be decided 
by an impartial authority," it does 
aot seem contrary to common sense 
and reason that laws that have been 
n existence for years, operating foi 
he good of all parties concerned, ae 

experience has demonstrated, should 
now be subject to such a test-as pro
posed. This concession to the United 
States is all the more remarkable in 
view of the remarks of the President 

■'rf The Hague Tribunal during the 
bearing of the Colony’s case. He said 
that “If the concurrence of the United 
States is necessary to the enforcement 
if the fishing regulations of New
foundland the logical deduction and 
-onsequence would be that the United 
States shared in the sovereignty"—
"if course the complete sovereignty oi 
Treat Britain in and over/the island 
nd its territorial waters has been ad- 
nittefb by the Award, It is also re- 
narkable inasmuch as it seems to vio- 
ate- a doctrine of International Law' 

recognized and enforced by the Unit
ed States, namely, “That aliens while 
within the jurisdiction of the United 
States and enjoying the protection oi 
its laws must be, obedient to theni 
equally as citizens of the United 
States are.” This is laid down , in 
Moore’s Digest of international Laws, 
and the British International I.aw" as 
defined by Philimore concurs in the 
doctrine by stating that “Every indi
vidual on entering a foreign country 
hinds himself by a tacit contract to 
obey its law's.”

However, I Have Shown Where the 
Hague Tribunal Left Us, But That 
is Not Where We Stand To-day.

I will deal with the latter aspect pres
ently.

2nd.—The Government of the United 
States contended that the inhabitants 
of that country . had a right to em
ploy Newfoundland fishermen . jyhilg 
exercising the liberties conferred up
on them by the Treaty of 1818, in de
fiance of thè laws of this country.

The position taken bx the late Gov
ernment was that we had a perfect 
right under the law to say to our own 
"citizens. “You shall- not take service
upon American fishing vessels exer- ^Newfoundland had never done eo, but

on the contrary I knew that she had 
taken

The Very Opposite Position
before the Halifax ■ Commission in 
1878. But, Sir, I still believe that len
der a strict interpretation of the 
Treaty of 1818 American fishermen 
must be excluded from the inshore 
fishery between Cape Ray and Qulr- 
pon, for I was aw'are that very high 
authorities on International Law

non-inhabitants of the United States 
ay be engaged as members of a fish 

ing crew, such non-inhabitants de
rive no immunity from the Treaty of 
1818. " In other Words! the engagement 
of Newfoundlanders by American 
skippers does not protect those New-

The position taken by the late Gov
ernment, of this Colony was that Am
erican fishing vessels entering ports 
of this Colony must report to Customs 
House or become subject to the pen
alty provided for a breech of our 
Customs law. The Hague Tribunal 
has upheld the Colony in this conten
tion. for it has decided that the re
quirement that an American fishing 
vessel - should report, if proper con
veniences for doing so are at hand, is 
not unreasonable. This is entirely 
satisfactory.

4th_The Government of the United
States contended that American fish
ing vessels entering the harbours of 
the Treaty Coast were not liable for 
light dues.

The position taken by the late Gov
ernment was. that as the lighthouses 
were built and are maintained cut of 
i he taxes contributed by the fishermen 
of this Colony, it was not unreason- 
nble to demand light dues from Am
erican fishing vessels deriving bene
fit from these lighthouses. The de
cision of The Hague"" Tribunal was 
hat the exercise of the fishing liberty 
>y the inhabitants of the t nited States 
should not be subject to light duets 
not imposed upon Xcwfdundlaml fish- 
rmen. The annual cost of mainten
ue of our lighthouse system is for
ty-five thousand dollars, which «mourn 
s very largely contributed by the 
isherfnen of the Colony. The Am
iri,an fishermen have the benefit ot 
these light houses, and it therefore 
-an scarcely be regarded as satisfac
tory that the Award should have ex
empted them from contributing to the 
upkeep of that which is for the com
mon benefit of the fishermen of tftt 
Treaty Coast. It is of corns.- correct 
that ligtit ' clùéVüre not irtipbsed di- 
rectlv upon the Newfoundland fisher
men.' but they are taxed indirectU 
for this light service.

So That is is Only a Question of the 
, Expediency of Regulating the lax.

and under the Award of The Hague 
Tribunal American- fishermen may b, 
made liable for lighthouse dues.

yqh__The United States Govern
ment contended that American vessels 
resorting to the Treaty Coast for the 
purpose of exercising the liberty 
granted under the Treaty of 1SD 
were entitled to have the commercial 
privileges of buying bait from the 
fishermen of Newfoundland.

The position taken by the late Gov
ernment of this Colony was, that the 
Treaty of 1818 did not confer any 
commercial privileges on the citizens 
of the United States, and that they 
lave no. right to buy bait without the 
direct sanction of the Government oi 
this Colony. The Hague Tribunal has 
upheld the Colony in this contention, 
for it was decided that American ves
sels cannot at the same time and dur
ing the same voyage exercise theii 
Treaty rights and enjoy commercial 
privileges, even assuming that com
mercial privileges were accorded by 
gome other agreement. This is.

Entirely Satisfactory,
and-coupled wi^h the decision cf con
tention 2 leaves us complete masters 
of tbe situation so far as the sale and 
purchase of bait fishes is concerned.

6th_’The United States contended
that under the Treaty of 1818 Ameri
can fishermen were granted the privi
lege of fishing in the bays, harbours 
and creeks between Cape Ray and 
Quirpon Islands.

The position taken by the late Gov
ernment was. that, no such right or 
privilege had been granted, and that 
American citizens were by special 
phraseology confined to the edast fish
ery between these .points, it will be 
remembered that when I put forward 
this position in this House in 1906, : 
stated that I believed it was the first 
time thaf. the point had been raised.
I was not then unmindful of the fact 
that' Great Britain had^ never taken 
exception to the exercise of this priv
ilege by American fishermen, that

have held that mere, “custom" or 
‘practice” growing tip under a Treaty 
could not set aside what was clearly 
the intention of tt^e wording of the 
Treaty. The decision of The Hague 
Tribunal lias been against the Colony 
on this point, and ôl course we grace
fully bow to the decision and

Honourably Accept II.

It is-exceedingly gratifying to me, and 
to my late colleagues in the Govern
ment of the Colony, to find that Lord 
Robson, His Majesty's Attorney Gen
eral. used this language in dealing 
with this point, namely; “My dlffi- 
"culty about Question 6—and I might 
"just as well be frank—is the subsé
quent conduct of Great Britain, her 
"conduct at Halifax, her conduct in 
"various other ways. That is iiy dif- 
“ficutty about Question G; my difficulty 
"is not on the construction of the 
“Treaty. 1 think that on a strict con
struction of the Treaty the balance 

“of my argument is strongly in fav-
“our of my case on Question '1............
“From what is the argument to which 
"they have come? Coast of New
foundland, coasts anti bays of Labra- 
“dor for fishing; and for drying and 
'curing, bays of a particular part of 
“the coast of Newfoundland, namely, 
‘the southern part from Cape Ray to 
"the Ramea Islands. But not "a word 
‘said about fishing in bays on the 
‘the Southern or Western Coast of 
"Newfoundland. It .was not given, 
and it was not renounced. . . • Now 

‘this whole argument is an argument 
’which, I submit, would stand good 
and would be very difficult for the 

’United States to meet under ordi
nary rules of construction but for 

’the fact that we have not maintained 
the claim. I have to face that fact— 
we have not maintained the claim. 

■Why have we not maintained the 
“claim? We have not asserted it be
cause, really, it was a matter of so
■little interest...........All through these
•ynars the United States were not 
’catching herring in these bays 
■when they wanted herring tor bait
"they bought it........... They really had
‘not been fishing th'ere. ... I am fight
ing for them now to maintain the 

‘jurisdiction of Great Britain. The 
■United States are fighting ia order 

' to break, or to oust the jurisdiction 
of Great Britain. Sir Robert Bond, 
to whom the question was import
ant, undoubtedly Mused the poip; 
when the controversy became acute, 
and both times he bad to f&ce the 

"fact that in the meantime there had 
"been many admissions. ... 1 say 
■that there are those admissions, and 
■they do not realÿ- affect the sub
stance or merits of the argument 

“upon the question of construction. 
These Extracts "frW“ YJcrrtT Robson’s 
address indicate that this claim oii 
behalf of till! Colony was neither friv
olous nor vexations, and that :n his 
opinion under a strict interpretation 
of the Trealy of 1818 we should have 
been upheld. Sir,, I could wish that 
we had been upheld, for if we had 
been the whole of our fishery trou
bles would have been ended forever. 
But, seeing that we have not, 1 still 
repeat we must honourably accept 
the Award.

As I Have Shown, tlic Colony Has 
Practically Won Upon Every Point 
Save the Sixth.

There was a seventh question submit
ted to The Hague Tribunal, but. as it 
was Oil in which the Dominion of 
Canada was primarily interested, and 
it was put forward af her instance,
I have passed it over. It is question 
five: in the submission, “Where must 
be measured the ‘three marine miles 
of any of the coasts, mays,.creeks or 
harbours’ referred to in Article I. of 
the Treaty of 1818?” We claimed 
that the renunciation applies to all 
bays generally. The United States 
contended that it applies to bays of 
a certain class or condition. Suffice 
it to say that The Hague Tribunal 
upheld our contention. Through the 
courtesy of the Honourable Minister 
of Justice. I have been privileged to 
read the whole of the oral argument 
in this submission, and I would be 
remiss in my duty if J failed to ex
press my sense of the obligation that 
the Colony is under to His Majesty’s 
Government, His Majesty’s Attorney 
General, Lord Robson, and to Sir 
Robert Findlay, in the matter of the 
conduct of our case. No thoughtful 
person can peruse those volumes 
without recognizing

The Imiueus^ Research

that was necessary to sift documen
tary evidence that ran back as far as 
the seventeenth century. This could 
not have been forthcoming but for the 
interest taken in our case by His Ma
jesty's Government. No intelligent 
person can peruse the arguments of 
Ixird Robson and Sir Robert Findlay 
without being struck with their clear
ness of thought, accuracy'of discrim
ination. and strength of reasoning; or 
fail to admire the ardor and eloquence 
by which they gave these traits their 
highest effect. Probably no interna
tional question has called forth a 
greater display of intellectual ability 
than has this North American Fishery 
Question within the past ninety years, 
but I doubt. Sir, if in the whole his
tory of the case there will be found 
more beautiful specimens of

Dialectical Ability
than in the arguments of Lord Rob-

Fourth Off Sa
We keep things moving so lively 

that we always have fresh clean goods 
for our customers, and no one has 
ever denied the fact that our

©^-Nowhere on the map will you find j better plaee to deal than right here.

We effer iooo yards, in 
Grey and Fawn color,

12 ct. quality for 8 cts.
Thèse we are reserving ior 

retail only.

Men’s WINTER CAPS,
60C. quality for 40c.

Woven and fur bands ; our special.

mete-WINTER GLOVES,
for men, women and children.

REDUCED ONE QUARTER.

Sweeping Reductions in Men’s Overcoats.
Blue Beavers and Heavy Tweeds.

In some cases the reductions are more than a QUARTER.

Dress Goods ! Dress Goods !
Necessity knows no law and good merchandizing judgment makes it 

necessary for us to relieve our crowded shelves in our Dress Goods department.

WE HAVE CUT 1-4 OFF
ALL PRICES in Dress Goods in order to reduce our stock. _

BARGAINS in

WORKING SHIRTS,
for Men.

BARGAINS in

Ladies’ Golf JERSEYS.
'BARGAINS in

Infants' WOOL GOODS,
Mit?, Caps, Gaiters, etc.

Cut Prices are for Cash Only.

MARSHALL Bros.
son, Sir Robert Findlay, and Senator ’ but a flurry that is stirred up ia order ! 
Roof. I repeat. Sir, we lie under the j to hide the real grievance. These ! 
deepest obligations to His Majesty's j fishery Rules and Regulations have j 
Government, to Ltird Robson and Sir ; been in force for years on the Treaty j 
Robert Findlay for the victorv we \ Coast, but we never heard a com- j 
have won it The Hague. Let us hold ; plaint respecting them from the Un- ; 
what we have won as a lever, to be ! ited States until a few years ago, i 
used in the interest of the fishermen 1 when we said to the Government of j 
of this Colony ; let us not be cajoled | that country, “You promised New'- j 
on the one. hand or menaced en the j foundland a free market in the United j 
other tint* a relinquishment of the i States for its fishery products in ex- ]

You Shall Not Destroy Outs

if we can prevent you.” Under th 
Award of The .Hague Tribun V. this 
dispute as to the use of purse seines, 
and as to other prohibitions, vas tu 
be referred, as I have already stated, 
to a special Commission of Experts 
to consist of an American, a Dutch 
riian and a Britisher. In the even' 
of our representative not agreein
with the other two, there was left

been placed, beyond, question oy The ! are now enjoying; we havè waited lUS an appeal t0 The HaS“® tor
rights and the powers .tha}, have now j change for the trading privileges you j

Hague Award. I used tife. word men- j fifteen years for- the fulfilment of that finalization of the dispute. But now
ace just ’now"because in reading the j promise, henceforth we shall confine 
argument of one of the United States j you to your fishing privileges under 
counsel—a Mr. Elder—I noticed an in- \ the Treaty of 1818 until your pledge 
timation that, if TJie Hague Tribunal ! is redeemed." It was then, and not !

was made ) 
■y rules and re

of herring, and Newfoundland still j gulations. I would ask you to note,

decided against the contention of the j till then, that complaint. 
United States respecting the pu.chase respecting our fishery rul

if 1 understand aright, the Goven 
ment has deprived the Colony of this 
right of appeal by entering into i 

j special agreement with the authori
ties of Washington to substitute an- 

| other Tribunal in which the decision 
j of the American and Dutchman will 

refused to grant the privilege, the j Sir, that under the operation ot the I be final- rhl°' 1 think' was ,l mo"'
United States would take some J rules and regulations of which com- '■ unfort,mate blunder- No d<mbi it will
course, not explained, to compel New- | plaint is now made by the United 
foundland to accede to the demand.-] States, their fishing vessels obtained :
A most astounding statement before 1 all the fish they required on the | 
a Peace Commission truly, and Lord ] Treaty Coast 
Robson did .not permit it to pass 1 T, , , _.
without comment. Lord Robson in -,
addressing the Court said Mr. Elder I that have passed. If our fishermen 
intimated very clearly that “if not- ] could, and did, supply all the wants 
“withstanding such a finding as He j of the Gloucester fishing'fleet through 
“asked, Newfoundland still refuses to all these years and under these regu: j 
“give the privileges, then the United laQons, why cannot American flsher- 
“States would haye to consider what men supply themselves under - the 
“measures they would take, which new regulations? If these rules were |
“was language, of course, moderately I good for our fishermen, how can they

- ! hti Ko A fvx,. a ------- « ’ -"and cautiously expressed, but no- j be bad for America,, fishermen? If 
“bodv could fail to detect in it a tone j they did. not hamper our fishermen in

i lie said in extenuation that it was 
done to avoid the large -expense of 
another appeal to The Hague. My 
answer is that all the money so far 
expended will be so much thrown 
away if we lost this reference, and 
that our safety lies in appealing to .i 
Court constituted as was The Hague 
Tribunal. Was this return to The 
Hague, or to a special Commission, 
on the subject of regulations, the 
menace implied in the words of Am
erican Counsel to which I have refer
red? Psebahly, because he dwelt with 
more force than justice upon the pov
erty of our people. He may have rea-

which was not unlike menace to | the conduct of the business, how can I aone 1 118 k's m'ni*' A llu T|" 1 
“Newfoundland.” The only consider- j they hamper American fishermen? Of I ^'rence e Hague oi to a sit u
ation that should be given to this ' course the contention of the United 
threat or menace is this, that it indi- | States Government amounts to an ab- 
cates most unmistakably what im- j surdity, unless it is admitted by them 
mense value the Americans place up- ! n,o* <» —...that it will not pay their fishermen 
on the privilege ot purchasing sup- j to bring large crews and necessarily 
jrlies of herring in our waters: it in- iarge outfits of fishing gear from 
dicates the truth of that which J have Gloucester to prosecute the fishery as 
been contending for years, namely, j it has been conducted for 
that barred the right to employ our | of a century or more 
fishermen to catch for them, and the | milled

a uuarter 
If this is ad- 

and that their only possible
right to buy fish from our people, the i chance of making the voyage pay is 
New England herring fishery on our j by^using purse seines, thus reducing 
coasts • | labour and the cost of outfit, o-.ir an-

Must Be Abandoned.

Why? Because it will not pay to 
bring the necessary crews and equip
ment from Gloucester. Now as re
gards pur fishery Rules and Regula
tions. The contention of the United 
States that they are unreasonable is

i

swer should be clear and emphatic, 
namely, “You have destroyed y_our 
own inshore fishery by the use of 
purse seines, the Canadian fisheries 
in certain localities were well nigh 
depleted by the same means,

Mlnard's Liniment Carts Velds, gtc

Commission means nothing financially 
speaking to a great and wealthy na
tion such as the United States, but it 
will mean much to an insignificant 
poverty-stricken country. This 1 say 
may have been the thought that found 
expression

In tlie Menace
to which Lord Robson took exception. 

| It is to be greatly deplored that dur
ing the bitter party controversy over 
the late Government's policy ‘In tlu
ma tier of the herring fishery so much 
was skid and written as to the pov
erty. 6f the people on the West Coast, 
and of their dependence upon the 
American fishinfe fleet for a liveli
hood. To this must be attribuk-d the 
ideas of poverty, and of indifference 
on the part of our people to the great 

(See next page.)
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that

,d ar

Sir Robert Bond’s 
Speech on the 

Hague Award,
issues that were before Tile Hagu, 
Tribunal, ideas which undoubted], 
influenced the .arguments and alti
tude ofMlie United States Goveinmeii'; 
in relation to Newfoundland. | 
led to this conclusion. Sir, from . 
usai of documents laid Ijpfor Tim 
Hague Tribunal and of the ar. :,, 
of American Counsel. Articles 
appeared in the Daily News ; mi 
eni Star and copies of the p - 
that wefe gotten up by the op , 
of the late Government wer- ■ 
evidence before the Tribunal, 
guments extending over da vs wer 
based upon them, thus show :: t|m 
importance that was attached to those 
utterances. Mark. I do not <n tll:i- 
these party utterances influenced th 
Arbitrators in their decision i do 
not say so because I cannot o\, p 
Hut ) do say that
They Were Used liy American limn.

sel for (lie Purpose of Iiillm-ncfni:
the Arbitrators,

and I am not at all certain tin; the 
did not minimize in the eyes of th 
Arbitrators the importance or a de
cision.by them in respect to tip reas
onableness of existing fishing regu
lations. They might well ban r.-as 
oued the point in this wav "Well p 
it is true that the people on th, 
Treaty Coast are so poverty-su ick,-., 
that the dollars left by Americai, 
skippers is a veritable Godsend n 
them; if it is true tint the-, v. nt 
interference whatever with Am,-: 
cans on that coast; if it is true that 
the whole electorate of the Colony is 
opposed to any such inter, mence. 
and turned the late Governim m out 
of power when appealed to ,n tip. 
question; if this be true ami it has 
not been denied bv Newfound.and to
other British Counsel, why sh dd v . 
deal with the question ? X -, vest ior
as regards regulations may ....... after
arise, we will therefore eve,, th 
discretion given us under Arti ID 
of the terms of reference, ami niak 
provision tor a Special Commission 
in case it is required." It is vactl 
vvliat The Hague Tribunal did ■ i th 
Colotiy is now confronted whh an 
other reference or a capitulation ,, 
the Americans. I have /■ ,,] ni tin- . 
matchless book of truth and « is,lop 
that
“The Way of Transgressor- Hard."

Ill a

! (uw~»bundantly lias tins ,■ , 
in tfië case of m> politics 
The only Newfoundland Com 
addressed The Hague wa> 
teemed friend. Sir dailies W 
he was met by American 1 
this wqy, “Oil that mv >•: 
grant an interview." end In
to read to the Cour! a 
that Sir James had given 
tative of the London Mi 
three or four years age « 
strongly upheld the Ann 
lion and condemned tin • 
icy of the late Government 
he perceived then how s, 
dicapped was the Colour 
party political utterances I 
doubt the Government ct 
was handicapped in its . ■ ,
ations at Washington I'r 
cause. The United Stales m - 
said to them. “Why should " 
from our position as icm 
regulations? Y’ou are Un
denounced the late Govern;,.■ ; 
terfering with us. It was n 
organs that declared that tin 
of the West Coast would si a, 
it not for the gold left amor/ 
by American skippers. Did ip'
•nit through the lips of His • 
Attorney General. Lord Rol - 
the late Government were d. ,
I he polls upon this fishery que 
this was not true, then ' 
greatly deceived us^ and w, , 
nothing more to do wiili you 
ali that you have alleged is 11 

"e defy you to withhold tl, 
leges we deriVand. for your 
is not to interfere in any wu »ii 
American fishermen. ” This of emirs 
is a very awkward position Ver tir 
Government to find themselv -s in 
and it indicates how importa ni h is 
when dealing with great inten.ation 
at questions for the Colony ,o present

A Solid Front, Vubruken b> IV! h
Party Squabbling and Jealousy.

I trust, Sir. that there will be no dil- 
l’erence of opinion as to the course 
the Colony should adopt in the pres
ent instance. So far as 1 an, aware 
the only question at issue between 
the United States and Newioundlaiul 
to-day is as to the prohibition oi Sun
day flatting and purse seines. 1 He 
unreasonable attitude of the 1 nited 
States in rvsivect to that prohibition 
is made apparent by the acqui-sceiice 
01 the Government of the l nited 
Slates, within the past fortnight, in 
a precisely similiar prohibition in < n- 
nadian waters. On the 19th January 
tile Canadian Minister ol Justice in 
announcing the result of the recent 1 y 
concluded fishery negotiations at 
Washington said, ’'There has lie- » 1 it - 
Re difficulty in convincing Jin- repre
sentatives of the United Stilus Ilia* 
Here is nothing


