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or portions of the high seas. But in my opinion the Tribunal
need not concern itself with such general question, the wording
of the treaty being clear enough to decide the point at issue.
Article 1 begins with the statement that differences have
arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the United States for
the inhabitants thereof to take, dry and cure fish on * certain
coasts, bays, harbours and creeks of His Britannic Majesty’s
dominions in America,” and then proceeds to locate the specific
portions of the coast with its corresponding indentations, in
which the liberty of taking, drying and curing fish should be
exercised. -The renunciatory clause, which the Tribunal is
called upon to construe, runs thus:—“ And the United States
hereby renounce, forever, any liberty heretofore enjoyed or
claimed by the inhabitants thereof, to take, dry or cure fish on
or within three marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks
or harbours of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions in America
not included within the above mentioned limits.” This langunage
does not lend itself to different constructions. If the bays in
which the liberty has been renounced are those *of His
Britannic Majesty’s -dominions in America,” they must neces-
sarily be territorial bays, because, in so far as they are not so
ccnsidered, they should belong to the high seas, and consequently
form no part of His Britannic Majesty’s dominions, which,
by definition, do not extend to the high seas. It cannot be
said, as has been suggested, that the use of the word
“dominijons,” in the plural, implies a different meaing than
would be conveyed by the same term as used in the singular,
so that, in the present case, “the British dominions in
America’ ought to be considered as a mere geographical
expression, without reference to any right of sovereignty or
“dominion.” It seems to me, on the contrary, that * domin-
ions,” or ‘ possessions,” or ¢ estates,” or such other equivalent
terms, simply designate the places over which the ‘ dominion ”
or property rights are exercised. Where there is no possibility’
of appropriation or dominion, as on the high seas, we cannot
speak of dominions. The “dominions” extend exactly to the
point which the ‘dominion” reaches; they are simply the
actual or physical thing over which the abstract power or
authority, the right, as given to the proprietor or the ruler,
applies. The interpretation as to the territoriality of the bays
as mentioned in the renunciatory clause of the treaty appears
stronger when considering that the United States specifically
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