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In the Btates was excluded, would it hava anpy any effeot on the price of the other three-fourths ?’-— :
A, I think some, notmuch, - I think it would stimulate our home produetlon

“tQ In what way wonld it stimulate it? By raising the price, is it not 7—-—A Wel] to a small‘
extent,

“Q, Well, then the effect of the British mackersl coming in is that the consumer is able to buy:it
cheaper than he otherwise would—A, Well up to a certain point. The effsct wonld be ver_v small ‘
There i3 not o large enouah quantity.. It is our home catch that affects it.” T

Page 43 9-Mynck —

- Q, What would be the effect upon the business of your firm of putting back the former dnty of
2 dollars a barrel upon mackerel sent from Prince Edward Island to the States? I would like you to.
explain your views in this regard, particulmly —A. Well, I suppose, since we have got our business
eatablished there, and our bmldlnrrs and facilities for carrying on the fishery, it would be difficult for us
to abandon it altogether; but we “would then turn our aftention moré particularly to codfishing, until,
-at any rate, the mackerel season got well advanced and the mackerel became fat, and if any ‘would
bring a ]u"h price it would be those taken in the latter part of the season. We might catch-
some of them but we would not undertake to cateh poor mackerel to compete ‘with tlnose caurrht on
the Americon shore. ‘
“ Q. Explain why not ?—A. Well, No. 3 mackerel, which are poor mackerel, generally bring a good
deal less price than fat mackerel, and men do not catch any more poor mackerel than they do fat ones ; ;
the cost of catching them, and of barreling and shipping them is the same, while the fat mackerel
bring & better price. 'We would carry on the codfishing business irrespective ‘of the American market ;
- we would cateh, cure, and ship codfish to other markets——to the West India markets, and we mmht
make a fair business at that ; but as to eatching mackerel exciusively under such cucumstances, it would
not do to depend on it alL.”

Page 430—Myrick :—

: * Q. What is it that fixes the price of mackerel in the United States market %A, Oh, well, of
- oourse ¢ 18 the supply and demand, as 43 the ease with elazytlnng else.  'When there is a large ‘catch of
mackerel on the American shove, prices rule low ; this is a very sensitive market, If a fleet of 500,
600, or 800 vessels aye fishing for mackerel, and those interested get reports of the fleet domg
ané’thl&l.,; the market falls at once; and thls is the case, pamcularly when' pnces are any way
inflated.’

Page 488—-Isnac Hall :—

“Q, You told Mr. Foster that if a duty was re-:mposed you - would consxder very senously
whether you would continue in the business >—A. Yes. _

“Q."You made that statement on the assumption that you paid the duty 2—A. Yes. . .

«Q. I think it has been explained very clearly that the price of fish depends almost altogether
on the catch-—this is- the case. to a large extent 2—A. To a large extent—yes. If there is'a large “eateh
of mackerel prices rule low, and if there is  small catch they rule high.

“Q. If the evidence given here on the part of British witnesses is correct, tw o-thirds of the fish taken
by American vessels in the gulf, T may say, are caught inshore; and assuming that two-thirds of their
whole catch in the gulf is taken inside of the three-mile hmrt ‘could the American fleet, if they were
excluded from ﬁshmn within this limit, prosecute the gulf ﬁshery for the other third—vould tlus pay
them ?—A. T think 3t would be a drﬁieult business to do 50, if that proportion is correct. .. -

“Q. If the price goes up, who pays the enhanced price? s it not the conswmer ?—A. Yes. . ...

“Q. And-if the catch is large, the price goes- down-—so it would depend in some measuré on
whether the catch on the American or on our own shore was larnre, as to who would pay thls duty ?—
A. Yes; and on the quality of the mackerel,” ‘

These are quotations that I make from the American evidence. I do not quote from
our own, as Mr. Dana admitted there was such a consensus of. ev1dence on that pomt '
that he almost insinuated that it was too uniform to be’ depended upon. - . ‘

I now propose to deal at ]euoth wnth two questlons of vntal 1mportance in thls mqmrv,‘ ‘

lst In favour of which countly is tho ba]ance oi advant‘wes mxsmo' from recxprocal ﬁeedom of ‘

tmde gained by-the Treaty of Washington ? and -
- 2nd. Upon whon is the. incidence of duties levxe(! upon ﬁqh e‘cpoxted by Cmmdu mto the

States; the producer or the consumer?

Umted : e

1 agam (if I may do so without giving offence to ‘my learned friends on the other sxde) Co
~express my obligations to Mr. Miall for the valuable assxs(ance he has aﬂ'orded in: preparmg P
my argument on these pomts. S e : ‘ ' AN

Artxcle XX1 of the Treaty ot Washmaton is s follo“s —_ AR
- «Tt is agreed thiat for the term of years mentioned in-Art. XXIIT of this Tleat), ﬂsh and ﬁsh 01.1 C

of all kinds’ (except: fish-of ‘the' inland lakes and -of the rivers falling into-them: and except fish pre- ..
- served in oil), being the products of the fisheries of ‘the United States or of ‘the Dominion of Cauada, .
» orof Pnnee Ed“ ard Island shall be adnutted mto eaeh country respectlvely, 1ree of. dut) ‘




