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olitiiln a sliiiro in ihomi luMK^Iits iniiilit liavo juvjiIvciumI siispicinii.

Was not tin* Kiiirlisli Minister aware that "the Ministers of Kraneo
(•(tnsidei'ed tin; value of those fisheries, not s(» niueh in a eonuner-

eial view, hut as essential in providinu; their navy with that pliy-

sieal strenL!;th wliieh would enahle tlieni to cope with olhei- nations;

that it was a maxim with the I'Vench (iovernnient that thi'ir Ame-
rican fisheries were of more national value in re^^ai'd to navi;;ation

and power than the ji;(»ld mint's of M(v\ieo would hitve heen."

Could he he ij^noraiitof the faet that the l^'rench (iovei-nment eu-

courati;»!d thin trallie hy lilxual hounties, and that of lat(! years

these honnties had heen consideriihly imreiised.''

By tin; i-eport snlunitted in 1S5I hy M. Dumas, Minister (»f

Ai;rieultin"e and Counuerce, and M. liomain Desfosses. Minister

of MiiriiU' and Coliuiies, we tind that the honnties paiil hy Franco
from 1841 to 18'>(), for the cod fisliery alone, amounted to an an-

nual averai;e of .T, !)()(). ()()(( francs, which, the avei*a<j;e nnnd)er of

men en)plnyed lu'lnj^ 1 l,r>()(), was t3.'?8 fi'ancs per annum for each

man. >Vas tluM'o no I'eason hen* why the British Minist(;r should

have ])aused hefoi'e he inciiMscd the pi'ivile;;'"' onjoyed hy the!

French, even if this c(»iild hiive heen done without injury to our

fellow-sui>jectsi' Is the maintenance anil increase of the navy of

Franco nothing; to a British MinisttM-/ If wo could suppose liim

unahle to appreciate these considerations, he had hefore him the

report of a committee of the National Assenihly upon a projected

law to refj;ulate the liounties. reeomnien linuf an incrciise for the

j>ur]»ose of " sfiuudatini:; the di-oopiuii' enerities of the fisli(>rmen,

and cii.'oirlntf a voinjxtciit siij>/'fi/ <if' able .scdiiiiii Jor French ships

qt' war." We copy the following exti-act from that report:

—

' Ydui' Commission has not tlioiij^ht that the onconrairomont fj^rantcd to

the tisln'rios can lie re^^ardod us an oxclnsive favour or protection to ono I'orni

of in(Ui:<trv. Unciuestionalily tho in(his(ry iwcrtcd in tlie tisheries, iind the

commercial activity nri>in;;' from it, becomes a very eonsiderahle element of

cmjiloymeDt to ii numerous eiass; hut (his eonsideraiion appears to us entirely

secondary, and insudieieut to Justify the favour of special legislation. We
conceive that s\ieli imhistrial employments as can ]irosper only at the expense

of the public treasiu-y should not exist; and thai the inlerveiition of the .state,

in the torm of aids and bounties, can be justilied only by coiiyilerations of a

{;-cneral and public interest. It is not, therelure. a eommercial law we pro-

pose, but rather a maritime law, a law conceived for I lie advaiico'.iieiit of the

naval i)inver of this country; for it is in this jxiint of vie^v only that, in our

opini(m, the encoura;;enient {^-ranted to the fisheries on^ilit to be maintained.

// is on oar Ji-ihcrkis lltut our mo:^l. serious ho/tcs of inari/ime ciillstinent re-

pose. Thefslwrics ijicr. eiiiploi/nicuf to a (jrait iiuntlicr of men, trfiotn a la-

borious naciijdtinii, under iliiudks of c.vlrcnte riijoiir, spec'lil;/ forms to the

profession of the sea. No other school can conipiirr. iritii this in pnporiny
Ihein so well, and in numbers so important,for the fcroiec of the navy."

The law thus vecommendiul came into operation Jan. 1. 1852,

iiud hy its provisions each man employed in the cod tishery re-

ceives 50 francs yearly, hesidcs alargc'hounty on the exportation


