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of Spain Formally
DI Peace on Me-
¥’s Terms.

pve Sagasta Time to
Best: of His: Des-
p situation.

firon All Ready to
Bpaniards im Case
Hiteh.

ug. 6.—Just a week ago
dor Cambon ‘‘réceived
Pnt the terms ‘of péace
pranted by ‘the United
e department closed ‘its
poon the Spanish gov-
signified 'whether' or
d to accept the condi-
ly during the past week
een expected, and that
expectancy prevailed at
week. It is significant
ble government officigls
reply will ‘be an. ac-
American terms’;when
About. 2.80 .Secretary.
French embassycalled
partment, . this .giving
pition that he was seels-
ppointment’ for the am-
t%the President to ‘de-
h answer. ' Ehis, how-
to : be -erroneous, M.
ss being ‘conneeted with
gcent | Seizures’ of ‘the
vessels by, the bloek-
relating in,no way .to
e negotiations.
ef of the officials «when
hat there is now liftle
receipts by .the Presi-
day. While ail. the:de-
L it is realized 'that Sa-
s making the struggle
Fing the Spanish party
point ~where 'they "will
1 him ‘in his’ acceptance
peace.
g statements to the ef-
pjected cruise” against
_by.the Eastern squad-
ndoned, Secretary Léng
oon, that no ¢hange has
e plans of ‘thé depart-
that squadron.
tment officials’ now: say
my will begin embark-
SMOTTOW.
hlapman 'Wrécking icom-
Bd the navy department
f§ have started ‘to float
iger Maria“Terésa and
nder hér own ‘steam; to
epartment has ‘nothing
.voyage, the wereckers
d to 'déeliver dt Norfolk
8 of Cervera’s fleet‘that

d_ 9
g, 6.--A"'Madrid - des-
bw York Journal says:
nt has approved the re-
ish ‘government 'to  the
ecepting  the” conditions
lhe * latter 'under whic
ncluded. ! :

~THe ' eabinet to-day
bis of the ‘reply:to the
Iproposed by’ thé United
Imodoevar deRio, the
gn dffairs, isvcharged

reply” whieh ! will. be
d at ‘the ‘eabineti.coun-
rning., It is stated.-on
Hat' ‘the Spanish reply
jsion’” for “a - farther. re-
uited States:?

g, 6—The following is

“sanitary report, . made

Potal’ sick ‘8,367, total

eases’ fever 434, -cases

' duty ©60%. - Deaths,
¥, 15! i

DIVIDENDS.
i Both Common  and
ock Declared for

dlf Year.!

i ‘8. —(Special)—At. -a
hrd of directors.of the
ay!dividends of 2 per
ence stock and 2 per
hon stoek for the half
h -June -last. were: de-
i Océtober. .
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3Manngement to Effect
'reight, Systems,

—_The Times té-morrow
owing: ‘‘Another fmpor-
peral scheme In' consoli-
erbilt. rallroad Interests
Lat a meeting recently
ts ‘and managers of the
he freight lines. 'Presi-
the New York Central,
at the = fastofreights
aflroads comgﬁsing the
will at once be consoli-
jons, with general head-
'~ This step, it is ex-
a’large saving of ex-
knce: the .working force
hese” freight lnes more

nes conpected with ‘the
s now under ‘thaosuper-
it manggers; as follows:
Vhite line and the Mid-
ged by T. L. Pomery,
at’ Buffdlo: the; Blue
Southern Iline by ‘0. O.
lster; * theé’ "West' Shore
Bon; from Buffalo;  the
h, by ‘W. J. Mann, from
fekel' Plate, ‘by ‘D F.
pago. | These linegs are
o that all operate over
fal. and ItS conneetions
ystem, and all operated
¢ railroad and its eon-
gtem.' 1t is likely that
ght lne.will retain, its
of. 1 convenience. The
ystem will include ‘the
e, Midland“line, Blue
hthern dine.  The West
plude the North Shore,
Bhore-and Nickel Plate
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such a wastefnl peo-

n_ on' the train ‘this
P réast ‘six wills and a
bh ‘no one 'had painted
*Chicago News.
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1 SEALERS MEMOREL

statement of the Case'to Ba pl’-e-
g-nted. to the . Gevernor
General,

The Quebee International Confer-
ence Is Asked ‘to Consider
the Claims, ° i

Compensation Desired Should the
Canadian Sealing Industry
“Be Further Restricted.

Now that the international conference
is soon to meet. at.Quebec to consider
matters affecting Canada and the Unit-
ed States, the settlers have prépared the
following memorial respecting their in-
terests which.they will; forward to the
(overnor-Geeneral, with' the request that
the facts as presented on ‘the sealing
industry should be brought to the atten-
tion of the conference. The document is

a verycompr - gne; out
tully:the 2vi @ﬁ‘ ﬁﬁ as ]
follows? ¥ ) XY @ Loat

To His Excellency the Governor-Gen-|:
erBTS T TN w38l 10

b |
The petition of the undersigned own-
ers and..agents of British sealing -ves-
sels, humby.sheweths . 3 ™ 7

5

1."Your petitiohers’.represehs. 5ome’ of { high

the vessels which have been and now are’
engaged in prosecuting the fur seal fish-
eries. : .

2. Appended . to this mémorial marked
“A” is a list' of .these sealing vessels,
with a-statement of their registered ton-
nage, showing a total of 3,636 gross tons
represented ' by ‘your ‘petitioners.

3. In: 1894, during the presence of, the
honorable minister of marine;and fisher-
ies for Canada; in Vietoria, B.C., he was
presented ‘with a memorial from Yepre-j
sentatives of . the - Victoria Sealers’ As-
sociation, as: follows: - ' :

“The! Vietoria sealing industry, com-
prises ‘65 'sehooners, srepreseiiting: 4,292
tons, with a value of $643,800,-employ-
ing 807 whites and 903 Indians, making
with their wives and families—of those

employed—about 8,500 directly depend-|:

ent on' this “industry. ' *ThHe® money: de-
rived from the season’s catcl, takingithe
average "eatches’ an@  the prices for cthe
past three years; dmount’to $750,000 dn-
nually. {1t Disd B

northeastern sea fisheries, of long stand-
g and’ very “difficult of adiustxient.

Netwithstanding 'the Presidént feels
that the subject-of the proper protec:
tion’ of the ‘sedls ‘should mot .be’ compli:
cated with  other questions of- intrieate
-Publi¢t policy and conflicting .interests,
in his earnest desire to promote & more
friendly state of Teldtions betweén' the
‘two néighboring' countries,“he has con-
Sented ‘ that all ‘those ' questionss should
be eémbracéd in" one series "of ‘negotia-
ticns -if' ‘mednwhile ' a {modus - vivendi
cctld 'be agreed upon ‘which ‘would save
the. séals’'from ‘destruction - while :the
negotml;uéns were. in progress.”

6. In ‘visw of further negotiations pro-
posed to’ be*carried’ on' at Quebec be-
tween ‘Great  Britain and ‘the' United
States, your petitioners-crave leave: to
‘equain‘ the | extraordinayy ‘position in
which ‘their interests have' already: been
Qlaced ‘owing’ ‘to ‘diplomatic eonsidera-
tions, and’ to 'respectfullysubmit their
claim for ‘special atfention at the hands
of those agting for -Her Majesty’s gov-
ernment ‘in - the'/approaching conference,
< 7. "'When' 'pelagic' sealing:'became an
industry on'‘the'Pacific coast of Canada,
British . subjects invested - their mears
ia it, without”a suggestion of any kind
having been made to or by the Imperial
government, that the rights of British
subjeets: would  be : interfered . with or
curtailed. 4 ¢

8. In the history of hunting seals the
xyorld over, -no regulations or- restric-
tions were ever applied to ‘vessels on
the high seas. To quote from a récent
de “6f the Colonial offiee 'to :'the
- HThe aation’ which is now so zealous
ifor prohibiting “the killing of seals on
the high 'seas was in 1832, with; equal
-zgalvasserting a claim: of - right for its
citizens ' not: ‘only to kill seals. on  the
seas; -but to:ldnd-and slaughter
them onithe shores of a friendly nation.”

Sosoon- as Her Majesty’s, govern-
nient' légrned of thé sction on the part
of the government of the United States
in 1886, when seizures of British vessels
were made' whilé sealing 'on the high
seas in the Behring sea, a formal pro-,
test against’ these seizurfes las contrary
to the Jdaw of nations was promptly en-
tered.

10. The ‘action’ and - attitude of the
Uuniteds -States . then  and .afterwards,
threatened the peaceful relations; of the
two,countries; and. from that day to the
present time, it; is snbmitted that, such
concessions as baye been made limiting
the right, of -a comparatively few Brit-
ish. subjects, were made. for_purposes” of
the foreign. relations of the Empire,

11. Diplomatic. corréspondence’ ~was
carried on from 1886 until the year 1891.
12. Pelagic sealing contiuued, indeed
your petitioners had. no alternative,  not-
withstanding the embarrassment, wholly
due'to the illégal seizures and threats of

4T 1893 ‘the restrictions imposed 'on|molestation made by the’ United States

pelagic'” sealing ' 'deprived ~us ‘of the
months ‘of ‘Mdy ‘and'June: for sealing ‘o’
the coast, being thé two best menths of
our 'spring sealing.’ "7 = ! f

“In the Behring sea we were restrict-
ed from  sealing during the month of
July. Restrictions were also mdde pro-

“hibiting our vessels using firearins’ and

from sealing within' a “sixty-mile zone
argund the Pribylov islands,’ thus de:
priving us of one of theé' two best months
nf sealing in the séa, ‘and°the’best: por-

xi'ﬁe Behlring 'sea.’' These restric-
tions have become permaneént and are
a hardship upon us, leaving us in such a
position that it is only by the ‘greatest

" economy that we are able to carry on our

business without loss, to' say ‘nothing of
the chances of ogf"veégels-beiﬂg‘se\ged
and_configcated for being within the lim-
A8, 08, & VeRY WIPR Mol TopeTer e

“From information we. have réddived
through American newspapers, as ‘well
as from “other sources; we;have-reason
1o believe.that the American government
is‘"no'v}:" ehd%mo%né’fe Minﬁhez ¢ohsent
of the British. government for further
restrictions, and it is against any further
restrictions we “would ‘ask’ yoa totassist

» jn protesting; :‘for sany - further. restric-

tions on .our, industry. would compel us
to abandon the business ‘altogether, as it
would ‘be’ impessible. for! us to comtinue
to(gti fmln: .-vvesse:;‘gn ».wi;heu,,t' incurring
certain Joss; gnd this industry, , of SO
much. yalue }A}, British ,(?tglnmbi_ﬁ,'_nntl,
Victoria in partictilaT, would be'lost to
us forever, iind ‘our fleét of sailing ves-

" gels would> be 'fendered! uséless: i

(Signed) /! < BROOX;
e b BoorIon hollss sefiBresident.
“RICHARD -HALL,
et rilpary ey I 26liio: »“sec:reﬂ}-ry'
#The Victoria, Sealers’ Association.”
ts_induce your petition-
‘more’ tully the ' facts’ which
ot thiém i this business,

Ca:ﬁ:i;g:gu;gmuaﬁa&ig&
1HD8A T80, JWFORE 40 WAL, S
States,n entative, Mr, John ‘W, Fos-
a9, 4 roMbws!
“Y ot ‘proposition  practically emibod-
ieq” thé Suggestionsomade by ‘myee:lr-) :dﬁjd
3

‘“”ﬁ.’i‘;’il n
ernment. _ Though'
L S

e Can-
" egit
ibungl

of | terially impair,
advantage -

.the year,. are

in 1887 and 1889 and afterwards,

13. ~In 1890 during the discusgion of a
proposed ‘sgbmission -of! the question: of
right t6 drbitration ‘and -the arrauge-
ment of a modus yivéndi, 4 memoran-
dmn was given to the secretary .of state
ofithe United States by the:British am-
basgador ‘wherein it was stated:. “It/is
entively ‘beyond the power of Her Maj-
esty's government to exclude British or
Canadian: ships from any portion of the
high seas‘even:for an hour, without leg-
islative sametion.”

14. 'The British - argument presented
to the Faris tribunal shortly states that
position maintained vy the government
of Great Britain, asg-follows: !

“1. Freedom of the sea for the benefit
of a{l the world: . A
5 That rights of property, and rights
in. relation’ to property, bg‘ponﬂqu ‘w_x_th-
in 'the' limits consecrated 'by  practice,
‘an.l founded on general expediency. 4
v o t, apart from  agreement, no
nation has the right to seize the vesgels
of another nation on the high seas in
time of peace for offénses against pro-
perty; exeept ;pPiracy, ' ;

4. That any regulations to be estab-
lished should have just and. equitable re-
gard for all interests affected.”

~15., Your; petitioners up to the day of
the . submission. of the question to_arbi-
tration in’ 1892 relied, as.they felt war-
ranted in /doing, upon ﬂ;e_prmclples em- |
‘bodied in; these -propositions and upon
the power of British Jmpire to maintain

enl. . add A :
16. To quote from the report of the
minister™ e - fisheries for
Canada )in, N mrATe A Frer AR
“If then it is.an industry which may
be Jlawimlly and peacefully pursued by
British_subjects, it is not clear by what
reasoning Her ﬁujesty’s gdvernment can
be expected to proscribe their participa-
tion, in it, .merely because by ‘their com-
petition "ﬁ:e‘xn‘l'ay interfere with, or'ma-
the interests of such na-
tions, or. their lessees’ as may have ' the
e .. 'of -owning. the land “fipon"
which the seals, for 2 certain’ period jof
! undeér their protection or
at, their mercy.” AR '

117: That tihe ,Impégml government. thor-

13 | pughly anderstood: the real-abject of the |

United. - States £rom. ;the  beginning of
these proceedings (in 1886 was, to securg
a monopely of the fur seal md_ustri', and

m"“m 9n Behring sed | " jostroy on make, possible rivalry of

oeéan have beenmade| o otition . at

the -hands-of. Canadian

revisaBle ‘only’ at: the end of, five years, | is abundantly, shown by, the, Brit-
we' ‘ire “qiiite Mlﬁ%ﬂ énter)at 6ncs!',',is:;‘§§ss'e,);:d %{iﬁ‘;ﬁyammé_ﬁgs at Paris

and without waiting for the end of the
ed, into an agreement to
ole question for the lob-

by Aregty stipulations, |

alomey) but all others|
p relations between

i18;The counter caseé; of Great Britain
‘before: the arbitration at Paris.in dealing

secting the seal fisheries gives |

es - authoerity  for ;saying ‘& |
rthis business was intended

slation r
United 'St

isfactory | AOLGPOLY OFf
asﬂfrag:tprételz : t6 be established by the congress of the
- PO United States shortly after; Russia. trans-

§ of rivers and

and ; 3 of reciprocal
immigration, commercial reciprocity, Or
any other unsettled question between
ﬂ_leh United States and Canada whi‘(‘!b
either-; government. ; ma 0]
bring tgrward.“'“' PAY qe T P‘e(”
“Immediately- en my return I request-
ed my colleague, Sir Louis Davies; to
“obtdin informvafion ‘#s #pothe inumber,
of Uséalers iwho are fitting out for |the

s ,coming year’s.operations, and  as)to the
., 8pproximate- compensation : itstwould be
b ?Qc;ed 10 be paid fo them" inlcase

agic; sealing was prohibitéd’“for-ra

#%Phe . information. furnished: me. is (0} >
il ‘offdct that- the ~ﬂ§§'}§ is prepavitig ns | seacing privileges  of ihe

-usual; ghat * the - prohibition ‘of ‘pelagie
sealing; for, & year Wwould pragctically deb
“gtroy the business forseveral years, be-
o masters, ‘the mates -and:'white
“thé"larger part belonging »40l
haida, :

edwe

e n, >
fwouldo be rpessible:
igment to vote) eveti
Yggm anvaiog

o

ng. we. are told fhat g
mﬁyﬂ fair
th edin-the: ind
. pé included
11, a0
afl, % abrit

ustry,

g jéets haying
st awaits therfate of all these mat+
ters] sote of Whichy as Gommertial reei|
procity and the tariff, are very complex
in their character, and others, as the

rs

fpets
t{' gt }8t4testof "America: -Referring: to the

4 P Russell “diseribed it as ®

is| adinn-Fisheries Blue Book for

‘feried ! the Seal:islands to ithe ,United|

roposed plaw of:the United: pu-
%h%%%ied"’gor preserving:seal--life; - sub-
soitted’ to. the! duthorities,  Sin. Charles
“meonapoly to
the United States.” . ot | Es
19. The following is from the re%qrt
of the minister of maring and fisheries
anada, 1895: {u
tgf‘i? ihould mot be ‘forgotten that the
‘whele ‘question Owes -its _origin to ithe
promulgation, and; adoption by the Unit-
ed States government, of an exceptional |
g 2 ied; to gemgé v(;?mp?m-.
_waters in Bebribg

i eS| A e »
e Tatreats b dhe g or

o That the.views of ou
» ROt | MRFEASPNADIC 3 A5
A thecxsstence. of Tisperta
ons.ip. th (Jweg&?gifpg"-ﬁs h s
G £ e rig i 19500 D
Tior ’mgupw;i‘;ng'e;tmct«:ﬁ?“?; !

. “That,the guestion of, sed
vbl.vins,»g it, did; the internationa
Jations,,, was, inciuded  for fhe,
&ﬂﬁﬁnv;% ‘the.tribunal, yas .who
ta : the . Linited  States gover e
C - Canadian .government €

a(t

5 " by, the action of e .
i a.&’a:{gsdé%nt i yespect of B
ships pn.the high 8€a8." o1 it |
o 21> Tt was:nét;until after the,'m#tdlup
vivendi of 1891 that any jintimption Was,
secei¥ed by your ipetitioners.that; their
rights on the high seas would be limit-
ed. 1In fact, So late as that year, the

{ing shall be permitted, in Behring sea.
5., No rifle or, nets shall ,b‘? nsed ind ¥pain i from  demanding of 'the United

. sedls in ‘Behring. sea within' the bounds
iclaimed. by .the United: States under its

with tHé history of the United States legs{:
is

/| asformab petition from theoWwners iof
eertaih
" éompenshfion .on::acconnt of

1 rying “ofu ithes -ocoupation 10f pelagic  seal~,
i- [ling 1in| Béhring: seaj(i guring the | years

St ilding of ‘i brancli df the question
. "hnﬂ'ﬁfzor"co‘nvénient,;retewnce,v aopeview
- | of the circumstances/eonmec

(o ol $hd pligose of Taveding irritat-

¢ thy! 1
vored., to keep .that dyestion | ouv
~mf§enihhm?‘pf,A#rbi‘)-'“:{"“{rﬁ“ éing “ar| (Ve
|/ decision. on that of,.right alone, ‘}’:{m [twe %é

B itrsh

e in eI P I PR
ﬁt;sh fgove‘rnineﬁs :cbqt‘lex{(dpd, AYrough
Her! Majesty’s’ répresentative! dt: Wash-
inton, that no regulations restricting the
operations of pelagie-sealers were neces-
sary at all. For state reasons, there-
fore, and in ‘thé interést of pedice be-
tween the inations, the: British. ambassa-
dox:.proposeq,n convention. which em-
‘l?omgd régulations wWhich he did not
hesitate to affirm were amply sufficient
to remove all risk of the depletion, or
g’er’xy appreciable”dimrimuation: of: the fish-
22, The regulations proposed:

1. “That’pelagic séalidg 'should bé pro-
hibited in the Behring sea, the Sea of
Ockotsk, and the adjoining waters, dur-
ing the months of May and June; and
the months: of October, November and
December.”

2. “That all' sealing vessels should be
prohibited- from -approaching -the: breed-
ingislands within a radius of ten miles.”

These regulations were not accepted by
the authorities of ‘the United States, but
contrasted” “with’ existing conditions
which have been imposed; it will be seen
how much the interests of your.petition-
ers have been sacrificed. : .

?}. In 1891 the British ambassador it
W ashington was>authorized by 'the Mar-
quis of Salisbury to submit a modus
vivendi (“for the purpose of avoiding dif-
ferences and with a view to promote
friendly settlementof the-questions pend-
inz between thé two governments;'’ ete,

24." -The modus wivendi  was, agreed
om ‘to the 15th of June, 1891, and it
Wwas provided: : TR
1. “Her' Majesty’s ‘government! *owill |
proliibit - tnitil'May -next.’ seal killing:in
~that, part-of Behring sea lying eastward
of ‘the line of demarkation described
in article'1:0f the treaty of 1867 between
the United States and Russia, and will
promptly use -its. best efforts to secure
the:- obiservince [of | this; prohibition by
British subjects and vessels.” Provis:

islands, by;commissioners.
. 25. On the.13th of August, 1892, deal-
ing with ‘internmational = arrangements;
which might become necessary for the
purpose of preserving the fur seal race®
froni extermination;’ the British experts
ireported in favor of ja season from. the
16th ef September till the 1st of May.
26, If the action of the United States
in 1886 had nét’ occurred, “will it “be
argued’ ' that - the ~Imperial parliament
would' have imposed- regulations even, of’
this  character? &b
27.. Certainly with this report no fur-
ther or other restrictions ‘would Have ‘ob-
tained.  The regulations which were pro-
posed by~ Great Britain' at’ Paris /show:
the éxtreme  concessions then /'deemed ex—~
pedient. “These! 'were:
1. ‘All' vessels engaged in-pelagic seal«
ing" shall ‘be required to' obtain licenses
dt one or other of the-following ports:i
"'Victoria,  ‘in the province ef British
Columbia, Bl ¢ y
Vancouver,'in' the ‘province jof | British
Célumbia.’ b
Port Townsend; in Washington ! Ter-
ritory,; in' the” United States.
San  Franciseo, 'in ‘the Stateof -Cali-
fornia, in'the! United States. 1
27 'Such- license shal only be granted
to  sailing ‘vessels. '
8. A'zone of twenty miles around:the
Pribylov: islands’ shall 'be established,
within which no (seal -hunting shall' be
permitted at any time. - BE:
4. A dlose season from the 15th of]
September to the 1st of ;July shall be es4
tablished, during which no pelagic seals:

pelagie sealing. :

6. All'vessels shall be required to car-
ry a distingushing flag. Cyiic
7.  “The masters in charge of sealing
veéssels ~shall” Keep “decurate’ logs. ‘asi to
the: time! and ;places of sealing, the num-
ber  and, sex. of the seals captured, .and
shall. enter an abstract thereof in their
official logs. P By P
8. Ticenses ' shall” be ' subject to for-
feiture for breach: of aboyve regulations.
The, majority of the arbitrators, howr
ever, imposed further restrictions. as for
instance: TInstead 'of “a zone%of twenty
miles '‘beinig ' established, ; the - Zone  was
made sixty; the close season, instead of |
perthitting 'vessels toi enter.the Behriq{.j
sea on’ the -first - of July, did,not:permit
thern to enter until /the1st. of ) August
in each year; instead: of prohibiting rifles
and nets merely, (theiuse: of firearms and |’
explosives was forbidden as well,.
Your memorialists; however, were as
will appear later on, made, to suffer fur-
ther and other -restrictions and embar-
rassments., L8 :
28. The ‘treaty of arbitration of Feb-|
ruary .29th, 1892, proyviding for the tri-
bunal at Paris, was accompanied 'by a
further -modus: vivendi.  Under °‘this
modus vivendi Her Majesty’s government
prohibited seal killing in Behring sea dur-
ing  the pendency of ‘“the arbitration;
Article 5 of the modus yivendi reads as
follows: : i B B0 T
lLifr the resilt of“the arbitration be to
affirm, the right of Brifish Sealers to take

purchase from Russia, then compensa-
tion shall’ be made by the Unitéd States
to Great. Britain, (for ;the -us¢ of _her
subjects) - for: abstaining .from the exer-
cige ‘of: that-right/ during the ;pendency
of the arbitration upon the basis of su

a regilated and limited catch or catches
as in: thegopinion, . of 'the  'arbitrators
might have been taken. withont' .an, uns
dué” Qiminution ‘of ~the:iseal herds; and
on the othef hand, if the result ‘of " the
arbitration should be to deny the right,
of British, sealers: to  take wseals within
thelsaid waters; then compensation shall |
be made by Great Britain to the United
States (for itself, its ¢itizens and lessees)
,for. this, agreement. .to. limit the island
catch to 7,500 a season, upon the basis
ofi‘the difference between: this; number
and such larger catehoas. dn’ the: opinion
of-the arbitrators might haye been taken
withodt ‘an uhdue diminution ‘of the seal
WO o i I
srphis amount awgrded, if any, in eith
er case, ashall bé'sgch as under all the
‘eircumstances ig'just' d?’?q equlta})le, and
shall be promptly paid™ ‘"~ ° 2
';béfetﬁ%g "to" this “subjéct  the Cand~
‘dian. Pisheries:Blue Book for 1895, says:

| THE MODUS | VIYENDL CLAIMS,
d-#Last spring the department, received
gealing:! schoeners; praying  for
lgsses  in-
heurted by wbeing »prevented , from. car~

“In 6RdIer! 4 #ferdlas proper nngers
ﬁedwﬁh‘?e
wodns yivendi in Behring seq in so| faw
Qs “it‘sdge’ét mﬁxé ‘elaﬁmﬂudva’hbed, Tnus

be of interest.

ion was @also made for eénquiry at the seal '

_sation i8°to be

down in the -treaty of session of 1867,
between Russia and the Unitel States;
and to use prompt efforts to easure the
prohibition.

“The United States, on the nther hand,
engaged 'to' prohibity Jurrag' the seme
period,. the killing of seals by it lessees
of I_’ribylov Islands, beyond the number
of 7,500, ; .

_“This arrangement involved the expul-

sion of all British sealing vessels found
in Behring sea.on the American side,
and their seizure if found "thére after
warning.

“Prior to the date of signature of the

modus vivendi; 15th® June, ‘the 'sealing
fleet had cleared for the North Pacific
ocean and Behring .seéa as usual, as nc
molestations had taken place in that sea
durmg' the previdus ‘year. A fleet of
forty-eight “vessels” had gleared from
chton'a prévious ‘to 15th May. TUnder
such circumstances, 8trong protests were
received from all parties interested  in
thé sealing industry, and representations
were made against the prohibition of a
hitherto 'legitimate ‘business,’  Svithout
any . notification ;whatever, of the  inten-
tion ‘of taking sueh a step.:
,“New. vessels had embarked 'in. the
enterprise: and others had been built and
:q}ltxpped in antieipation. of profitable re-
ults. y

“The Qanadian government. .contended
at the time: of . the arrangement;, that
compensation should be given.the sealers,
Who might be prévented Troni prosecut-
":5\ their . yocation, especially 'ds Can-
ada did not possess the means:at the late
ndate of giving, warning to the wealers’? '

The Imperial blue book (UiS::No. 11,
1893, pp. 47 'and 48) eontains 4 dedpatch
from the foreign_office to ithe 'colonial
office, dated 31st May, 1893, speaking of
the possible claim -of Her Majesty's gov-
“erhment for compensation ‘under' this ar-
ticle:

Iv says: ““As a matter of fact; how-
ever, it has been found that while the
United States’ under ‘the modus’ vivéendi
of last year,; were restricted to a ecatch
of 4,500, the pelagic catch, althongh the
gealing vessels kept  outside the ::pro-
hibited limits, was larger thdn in prev- |
ious years. -This fact has been strongly
brcught forward by the United  States
counsel before the tribunal.
.//#It! is "not 'probable’ that junder such
circumstances, the arbitrators would con-
sider: that, the British sealers. were, un-
der;. any circumstances, entitled to com-
pensation: for . a -loss -of catch dJduring,
1892, and it is, possible that the British
‘ense ' might . be prejudiced by’ the .claim
being  urged.” :
“It. . was. eventually decided .ju  this
line; and Sir,Charles Russell in spmming
up- his ‘argument,. stated . that . Great
Britain would not ask from the tribunal
any. finiding for damages under article
5.0f the-mednus vivendi of 1892, .and Mr.
Phelps  admitted -that the United States
had on their side abandoned any claims
under this: head.”

* * * 5
“'Phis resulted in the filing of a formal
petition accomparnied by modified claims
aggregating ' $974,608.31. -which - amount
was subsequently swelled by -$99,784.86,

'made “up-of. additional claims pince filed,
‘totalling $1,074,483.17.

“The contention of the petitioners was,
that it ‘'could not ‘have been  the-inten-
tion ‘of Her Majesty’s government te.al-
low 'theém to suffer loss, by-being prevent-
ed from carrying!on what has’ been, de:
clared to ‘be & lawful business; and if,
for State reasons, it was-deecided to' re-
States ‘fécompense ' therefor,  ;such a
understanding they would cause proper
compensation ‘to; be made for ;the losses
the sealers had.been ¢ompelied to sus-
tain, in order to further.the greater im-
terests, of the Empire, which were in-
voked in the dispute referred to arbitra-~
tien.’’ i i i i
29, So.the  diplomatic coneéssion of u,
closed. season in .Behring. sea, made at
the, expense of your petitioners,\was fol-
lcwed: by no indemnity of .any kind
whatseever. g i
580) The ambarrassment.to_the capital

juvested in ‘this industry. by British sub- |/

jeets, and the -loss. suffered. by indiyi-
duals on-aecount of the position taken by
the United States, eannot, it is.submit<
ted,  be gauged by any mere assessment’
of ‘damageés such as were effeeted by the
treasuryocommissioners. in 1892 or by the|
eémmissioners under-the treaty of 1894.
739, Tn*the ease of:the!concession to
thé United ‘States by the modus vivend
of' 1891, while the Imperial government

sation; “full ‘compensation” did-not - ob-
tain,  theré being ‘considered: only the
actual “out’'sf pockét’ expenses. o
891/ Neither was an average catch con:
sidered. bkt IR : 3
33. Mr. Gleadowe, of “Her ‘Majesty’s
treasury, i{l 1892, his réport on  the
snbject. sald:’ £ t af A
“There ¢can be no 'doubt’that the Can-
adian sealers have a8 g body reaped very.
large profits from the ‘fishery “in past,
S bl e Sk eniias o priee’ ot skins,
has,rike very rapidly, &iid there'éan be
no-doubt that éompensition:based upon

_the average take of formef years at the

ecnhaneed’ prices obtaifiing ‘last  year

would amonnt fo a very large sum. - The

“sealers haye gatheréd fréin ‘the ‘particu-

lars which they have beénasked to fur-
nish in support ‘of ‘their elaims ‘thie basis
upon which it is. inténded’ that compen:
givén, and they have not
urnaturally contrasted thé'amount which
is likely to be awarded on *thisjvbasniwxlth
that shich they might have expected
upon the basis of an average ‘cateh, ‘much
fo the disadvantage, from their ipoint .of
Views,, of, the former, ‘andtheir protests
may readily be imagine@.’ s*o® * In
conversation ; with the ‘sealers - 1. have
drawn, ‘ D

ility of the modus vivendi enhancing the
price of skins, biit T''cannot sy that I
think dny appreciable deduction should
on this ground be made from ‘the com-
pensation to be otherwise awarded. o
forms, howeyer, a weeful “set<0ff »when

cther inadmissable but cannot w 1 be
‘Eé;d{lxcp_& 1o figures. 7. Fhe profits made
‘by. the geglers in past‘years havé! been
ugul'oﬂbtedly yery large;except in the
féw, cages ~where their-schooners have
on. seized. ~In many cases, theyimust
have xﬁade froni 100 to© 200 per icent:
upon the capital investedi®{=*y 3T “9.
A 8- jody the seaters—have impresséd
s Yoty favorably. Some of them are
old: 'gagor's Svho have invested their save
ipgs in & schooner aid <sail with | her’
theniselves; but ‘the  niajority -are mett
engaged in’trade here, 'who! have fitted
Gut chodners as they woulds invest  their
" mon ‘}; ‘any othier: speculation .wl‘ncb«
P miduq  Tange” profite s so%o ¥ o Xq HI8.
o’ compensation claimed-gitiounts alto-
 zetliet Yo $703,000; or not fax:aHort of
£150,000, if a proportionater dllewance
be made in cases where ‘full compensa-
tion,” without the mention of any specifie

These figiires

O rhribos oid t promote a (eriehdly
e e pendri be
ring seh ‘seiztirés,” )
R gse’rnMeutj land
¥ tiféi ‘& miodus viv-

hite.

which . Her, Majesty's. govern
@xﬂ‘, ‘to pmﬁx,bft _uptil’ My, 1S

Killing of fursedls within that Port 11%;
Behring sea, lying to thé enst or Amert-
can side of the line of demarkation

ced to, befweeii thase tum Bbxpe
govérnmed%:‘rgﬂ the I5th" June, 'ﬂ%l,:,e ;

are sed upon an average
‘cateht and o1 ly yeduced
reli tiony cket
the

W g w L0
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with craft of a’sim

1aid | ingustries they are very expensively fitted| show that between the 8rd August and]

and_ would haye enjoyed extraordinary

sidered,- . That the. restrictions imposed

use: of fire-armsrin hunting is forbidden
.therein,  while; the, sealers are debarred

cotrse must | have! 'been-pursued on: thej

-consequent hren}dng up, of, their voyages
; : with isaster.
did’ recegnige *the principle «of ~compen- E@ Atisndant .oss‘gnd‘ gippster

.ada_have yielded a loyal obedience to

.to be of.a yexatious character,

"THE ' AGREEMENT:: FOR

ttention to the a prioki: probab- |

laward.

claims are advanced -which are netialto- |

ress« | dach ‘boarding and: the names of the
bt '

T rEry g T ATREEri g ‘

?gm .?,’gxd eie@mgg sbout therp appéugs
7 54" ‘Phat'somde consideration ig due for
exceptionai interference with a particular
business, the action of the Jmperial gov-
ernment: i, 1892 ‘admits; It was, how-

and héavy losses have, therefore, in this
respect fallen and rémain upon the few
whose capitdl was invested in a legiti-
mate interest.™

89, . The treaty gf 1894, under which
ceértain” damages ‘werce assessed, ‘was'ex-
pressly 7confihéd ‘ti' the actual ‘ldss sus-
tained in connection with the operations
of the particular vessels mentioned in
the treaty, whieh-had been directly inter-
fered with by the United States authori-
ties. ’ :

86.: It did! net ipretend to cover such
results, as, mentioned in this memorial,
as, for ipstance, those due to the con-
tinual hostile attitude of the United
States’ in’ its'‘operation” upon the ecredit
of such as were: interested in the seal-
ing business. : f

37. .Nor has any means heen afforded
to slidw how much they have lost. and
the extent of the sacrifice of their in-
terests which' has'béen made by the Im-
perial. government ; in the: interest of
peace ‘of the nation and for the benefit
of {heir fellow-subjects in this regard.
It is obyious, moreoyer, that while the
sealing business in Behring sea began
its’ deyelopment in 1886, there never has
beén a year when, by the uninterrupted
‘pursuit of this yenture, without threat,
et or hindrance, on the high'seas in Beh,
Tring sea, the frue value of the business
“could be estimated, and yet ‘from partic-
ular cases already in the public records,
some of which' are given in’schedule “B”
hereto appended, it is' apparent that but
for the action'of the United "Statés from
1856 ‘down to ‘this day, and the” conces-
sions “on the part of Her Majesty’s gov-
ernment,  those British subjects who in
good faith invested thefr ‘capital in pelag-
ic senling; would have been' entitled to

profit, !

88... Moreover,. extraordinary = exten-
sions of /the restrictions under the Paris
award were proposed to and adopted by
.the Imperial parliament, where the seal-
ers ;had  no .direct representation, and|
where. : their. particular intérests and
rights were - neither discusseéd nor con-

under the award were materially extend-
ed by the Imperial authorities is evident
from, the following references in the an-
nual report of the minister of marine
and; fisheries, 1895;

“The actual restrictions npon the seal-
ers,: dictated by the FParis regulations
may be summed up thus:

“The sealing season .is, restricted .to
about six:weeks in Behring sea, and the

from-approgehing nearer to the Pribylov
islands 'than : 60! miles.

A’ protection area is established in the
open ‘sen,” emibracing a huge water-area
of sdy 2,000 mileg north to south, and a
like distance from' east to -west, or in
other words, the whole of the ‘waters of
the North Pacific océan which wash the
shore ‘of North' ‘America, wherein it is
possible for a seal to bé'found, and from
that shore aeross the ocean to the 18Jth
meridian. s
*Within this vast expanse, pelagic seal-
ers are absolutely prohibited from tak-
ing senls ‘duriig three of ‘the best seal-
ing months of the year; while-during the
rest ‘of the time stheir ‘opetations are re:
stricterl 'td) ‘eertain: methods. )
‘“Hyery sealing "vessel ‘'must’ carry a
formal license, anthorizing lier to engage
in" the business, ‘which she ean’ obtain
ohly ‘upon the master satisfying 'the col-}
the hpntérs engaged for'the voyage.

. “The' vesseél must likewise provide her-
self 'with ‘and fly a’ 'flag ‘distinctive: of.
her character as a sealer. s
““These are the specific restrictions, ab-
solute mnder .the terms' of  the award,
from: the observance of which it is'neith-
er expected nor sought by the sealers to-
be exempt.. But they are in constant
:danger of much further interference ‘and
disaster, .in_ no way waranted 'by’ ‘the
award regulations, . ; g
“The  extraordinary area over which
the award. applies, has. induced legisla-
tion; of an_exceptional chardeter, sauc;
tionizing interruption and search at 'sea;
which has already resulted in the seaz+
ure of - vesgels, entirely innocent of.even
attempted  infraetions .of the law, and

“The snbjects of Her Majesty in' ‘€an-

the . regulations, and the interférences.
which have taken place since the award,
have. been considered by those'interested
0t : prompted |
by, strict and unwarranted interpretation
of .ihe, scope of .the legislation and in-
structions thereundef.

THE |

,SEALING UP OF IMPLEMENTS.

«This agreement, which had been en-
tered into between the two governments,
for1894,; but: to; which.Canada had been
unable tof ageede, was intended to_afford
a fopportunity- to the anasters of sepling
vessels ‘to establish, their; bona fides by
veluntarily: having  their  sealing -imple-
ments gecured under, seal ;when travers-|
ing, )during. the close season, on their,
homeward voyages.or otl;er,wise, the wa
erd ‘affected by -the Paris award.
.“The contention., being. that by thus
rendering - - it -impessible “to. use imple-
ments,- the ‘sealers wonld be free from
molestation ion the suspicion. of having
contravened -the award, regulations - by
hunting seals at & time: when such opera-
tions; ' were prohibi i
“The -arrangement. .was opposed by
‘Canada, on. the ground .that it formed
& 'very substantial extension of the mea-~

at sea, warranted by the terms ‘of thel

&y * * @ L

“[he experience.of 1894 showed con-!
clusively: that while the agreement ‘did
not operate to secure the sealers. from
unnecessary. interference and_-seizure, it
was ‘interpreted:,as: -providing a new
ground, wholly~eutside the ‘award, |for
seizing British séaling vessels; as demon-
etxat.e% by ‘the ‘seizure by United States
anthorities of .the sehooners’ Wanderer
'and Favorite, -charged:. fith having’ eaeh
‘oné uinsealed gun on board, notwithstand:
Jing that’in the case of the-former ¥ sel
the muster. had taken' the ‘precaution. of
voluntarily having his ‘fishing Fmpler
ménts ‘sealed;: the one.dl ered by the
‘hoayding officer; after min e search, be-
Ming the private property of the mate who

had stored it awdy:” W 7i0ads o
r * * *

BOARDING OF BRITISH VESSELS
BY UNITED' STATES PATROL
SHIPS. i
wlhe' following -statement. will. show
the several boardings of the ' vessels
forming the Canadian sealing fleet, dur-
ing the sealing ‘season in Behring sea;
giving the  date: and position at sea of

bourding vessel and officer:: - ;
® 0wy albont

“ihis 1ist reorésénts 4’ tofal, of thirty-
five veesels virited. . An.examination will.

ever, .in_ the case, wholly inadequate, |-

lector, of the fitness’ ‘and ‘expertness’ of |’

,States officer. " ¢

‘about’ 8" ¢’clock a.m.” - i

‘date;  and even: legalizes entries to be.

'hindrance to the operations of the sealing

[ sels during: 1895 and 1896 may

ot one and a half -per vessel, while~in

| eity-six: United: States vessels were sub-

20th’ Séptember, the” aggregate number
of boardings was 196, anaverage of three

the fleet as follows:
Boarded once
¥ G e P AR s

three times ..., 4

four times ...... 6

five times
P Bix times 3
: TUpon seareh of the vessel and exam-
ination of the skins, -.the boarding offic-
ers ‘certified in the official log book, the
time of :boarding, the position of the ves-
sel at sea, and the number of seal skins
at the time on board.
1 *Considerable dissatisfaction has been
éxpressed’ by the masters of the sealing
flcet, over the trouble and inconveni-
ences. to vyl_mich they are subjected by
these inguisitorial visits and searches.,

“A statement by one of the masters
descri‘bes the methods adopted by the
bosrding “officers. The ' 'vessel 'was
searched; against his ‘will, ‘the skins
_which had been carefully salted and put
in ‘the hold, were pulled out of the salt
and ‘left scattered around, necessitating
their being re-salted and re-packed.
; ““This represents one boarding ‘only, but
it gerved to show the irritating and vex-
ations 'espionage which the sealers have
undergone, ‘when: ' boarded five, or six
times in about six weeks,

* * *

T vessels
O o

“

“
"

' “It ‘has been represented that the ex-
fent of “interfererce by boarding officers
seems to be practically unlimited, and no
matter, what. may be'the result of the
searches, the inconvenience and 'disaster
accruing must  invariably. be borne by
the sealers.” /
» % *
THE SHELBY.

‘““I'his vessel was :seized .in the, North
Pacific ocean” by ~the United States
steamship Corwin on the 11th day of
May,: 1895, in latitudeé 52:52:10 north,’
longitude 134:10:58 west. . The position
of the vessel “would thus be about 70
miles off Queen Charlotte 'island, on 'the
British “Colambia’ eoast; approximately,
500 or 600 .miles from her home pert,
and between 1,200 and 1,500 miles from

to Beliring sea! It was contended that
the vessel was on her way home with her
spring -eatch, she being ‘oné’ of those
which eleared for operations on the Am-
erican side of the North- Pacific ocean.
“'he vessel was charged with being
employed in pursuing ‘seils’ within the,
prohibited 'waters during theé period pro-
hibited by law, the close season being|
from' 1st ‘of May to 31st.July.
“The action against the wessel resulted
in - her condemnation, the court: holding
that the presence of the ship within the
award area required ,the cledrest evi-
dence to remove the presumption against
her ,which in the preseant instance was
lacking. . i

“As no actnal taking of seals had been
shown; however, it was considered that
justice could' be‘satisfied by the imposi-
tion of ‘a fine in lieu of forfeiture. . She
was eonsequently adjtdged to pay & fine
of £100 and all‘cost‘s," é st Ly

THE BEATRICE

i “YVag seized by the United States ship
Rush, in' latitude 55:0%1 north, longitude
168:55 ;west, about 29 miles west outside
the 'GO-mile zone in Behring sea.

“'T'he reason given for the seizure of
the vessel, ns ‘endorsed on the certificate
of registry yvas: *The-schooner Beatrice
has been seized by the' United States
revenue. cutter; Rush for violation ef ar-{
ticles'5 of the Paris, award, 'viz.,, mnot
accnrately: entering: the, catch of seals in
her official log.’* =i 7ong & G 1

ngainst the vessel was not so much that
log—

found to. be quite accurate—as that he
had allowed some, days to elapse between

boarding “6f  his 'vessel -by . the: United

“The captain explained that although
the official log  was: not. entered up to
date, yet his diary log, ‘or memeorandum,
was. all. right, and the 'Tog would have
been ‘written up. from the slate by noon |
of'thé day upon which he was boarded at

The -article of the award relied upon
for this/seizure reads as follows: “ °
‘Artiele'5. The masters-of the vessels
engaged in fur seal  fishing shall .entér
accurately in . their ‘official ‘log beok the
date and: place of each fur ‘seal fishing
pperation, ‘and also the number and’ sex
of 'the seals captured upon each day.
Mhese entries shall be”communicated by

at the end-of each fishing séason.”
“Read in-connection with the Merch-
anli' Shipping- act, “which- applies to all
log entries on sealing vessels; it is diffi-
cult to-.conceive - how, grounds for:'the
seizure of ithe vessel could be assamed.
“Instead'iof demanding  that all log
entries shall be made on the day.of the
eccurrence,. the act specifieally contem-
plates their insertion ‘at'a ,sgbaeqneht‘
miade ‘twetty-four hours after arrival at
the, final port of disehargel: ™
“It.is. ,therefore, obvious ‘that the sedl-
ers: might, with as ‘much feason' and’
justification; contend for the one extreme
application” of * the law: as:the United
States - authorities' ‘do for the other ex-
treme,- interpretation.. U 7 T
“Another point raised by this'seizure
4 'as 'to"the liability of the vessel at
all, in respect of log entries, offences of
the nature béing' punisable by the im-
position of a: fine upon the master.” {
39, Witness also the despatch before
reférred to from the Colonial office to the |
Foreign 'office, ‘where it is said: s
**The constant patrolling of the Jimited
area of the fishery by steam vessels must

almost entirely from sleeping seals, even:
if  the ‘constanly repeated ‘boarding ‘to
which: the British, vessels' have been sub-
jected: had’ not  constituted a material

fiéét.” The estent to which British seal-
ing vessels have béen unnecessarily har<

ed “from “the  fact that in . when
the British sealing fleet numbered- : only
twenty-two, vessels, thirty-six boarding
operations: were performed, apg average

1805, when ‘a fleet offorty British ves-
sejs were engdged, the number of board-
ings roseto. 183, an’ average of four
and 'a -half- per vessel, and jp 1896 the
‘British - fleet7of fifty-seven vegsels was
subjected” in' Béhring- sea alone -to 7L
boardings 'by "the United States patrol,
an dverage of thrée times'per vessek
1t is-interesting to-mote that in 1895 seév<

jected 'to“only 156 bordering ‘operations.
It it is barne in’'mind that each boarding
operation: by, United States vessels the/
-whole cateh -is pulled out:of.-the salt
whieh it is ' packed; :and-each- skin care
fully ‘examined; ‘and' then left to be:re-
salted and re-packed by the crew of the
sealing. vessel, some idea may be formed
of .t

“obstriiction, in addition"to the Toss caus-

--“It.appears, however, that the charget:
the master had pot.accurately entered |-

‘tlie ‘catch’'of ‘seals in the official
“the entries whi¢h had been’made were:

the date of the last entry and. that of the{already ' cunmbersome

each of the two governents tothe other |which has obtsined,«youl:s petitioners find

i Wi %ri iah vessels | tend te: disturb. the. seals and diminish
sure:-of interference. with tish B e Mich i (ki Be. is made ki

m e - - s 3k
rassed by, the United States patrol. ves- | memorialists, and those whoge

hwhich' -haye -been imposed pg%
" judg- | are ‘identical, on account of, x,liei“é

of .the extent, to which the opérations of |su
the seuli’ng“{fée “are subjected to activel:

inovenienth iof the steani partol-vessel
scaring | » seﬁ»;lt ‘add on,:rqoif £

to each sealing vessel, distributed among ['the 'vessels -were bodrded one ‘or mb

times by Her Majesty’s ships.”
L - -

“The so-called, serious defect in the
British, act for the enfér¢ement og the
regulations i¢ the next point’in Mr. Sher-
man's’.indictment. » He tefers to the
omission of the clause, contained in the
act passed to wcarry out the modus vi-
vendi of 1891, which provides that the
presumption ‘of guilt would lie dgainst
the “vessel*Having on >board fishing or
shooting implements, or. -seal skins at
forbidden times or in forbidden waters,
and declares that-‘the-practical effect is
to make it impossible to convict British
sealing vessels although there may be the
strongest presumptive evidence. of guilt,
evidence which, under the act of ,com-
gress, would in most cases procure che
conviction of an Américan sealing ves-
sel. : & ;
“It would haye been of much asgjs!:-
ance to Her Majesty’s government if
Mr. Sherman had mentioned ene or; two
of these cases, as only ten British ve
sels have been seizéd during.the te

in one case being & musket with th

rel cut down used for &ignalling he
vessel’s boats. There was absolutély no
evidence in either case that the arms had
been used, sand the admiiral decided not
to bring vessels so improperly seized o
trial. One vessel was Beized last'year
by the United States on the pretext that
there was a shot hole in one of the skifis
though the most .exhaustive search fail-
ed to reveil any arms on ‘board, apd
after a few days’ detention the ﬁﬁ
States officer in charge of the patrol’
lefsed her, Mhere remuin--only - sé¥én
vessels, therefore brought to’ trial in
three years, and of these four have been
convicted and heavy fines or forfeitire
inflicted. 'The cases referred to by Mr.
Sherman are therefore reduced to'thrde.
One of these vessels was seized ‘on ‘the
ground that the master had not entered
up in his log for twa days the number

the passes 'through the Aleutian islands}of geals taken, and the court prom Ely

dismissed the case with costs against
the prosecutor. ‘The other vessel”Te-
Jeaséd had been seized on a charge of
using’ fire arms in killing seals, in" Behr-
ing sea. Having been previously sealing
on the Japan coast, where the usé af’
arms  is allowed, on ‘entering “Behting
sed the master had his ammunition ahd
arms counted by ‘the United States’ ofii-
cers at Attu before beginning sealitig.
When searched subsequently ‘theére:'#p-
peared to ‘be some discrepancy, in‘the dm-
munition, and ene skin“hdd a Hole in‘it
presenting an appearance, like that of a
shot hole, The discrépaney in ‘the am-
munition was fully accounted for," but
the vessel was sent for trial, ‘and' ‘of
course acquitted. The third'cade of ac-
quittal was somewhat  similar . to “the
last, exc¢ept that the evidénce Wwas even
less strong, and the commander - of ‘the
British patrol fleet only sent her <o
trial because his instructions gave

no discretion where a distinet’ offence’ is
charged against a vessel by a United
States officer.” ; b

of the minister of M. and F, for ‘Chn-
ada; 1896, (p. 382) is to the sdme effect:
“The main object of the Canadian
government has been to' protest against
the persistent. attempt to stamp

dustry of pelagic sealing as bei

tra. bonos mores, and to

as a class of bqachln;;)

-above pj

sidered, would’ very mate
if not entirely remove the
guments for' an -admission of.
siay ‘to-:resort to any .extens
ictions .
the legitimate business of y
The ‘manner jn which British .y
B P e

nit tates vessels at sea, bec:
use of firearms to - kill, _with
waters of Behring set is forbidde
fully explained in the report. f )
page 143, under. the ‘headin| i
of British vessels by United g
trol ships.” < It was hoped that the
runggtx:eﬂlt]sutn:)gve ! in wpul%
isfy the United .States governmen
mo fire-arms would be used, :

use ’ was: illegal,. : . in
of the-vessels Wi E were: provids

certificatés-that no such implements were
on board.” et 2 b P :
41, Under the' condition of _ affairs
themselves and 'their i to-day so
limited, - tfammnielled -and: circumsel
by international regulations, and by;the ° -
continned unwarrantableiinterferenee on -
the part oOf cruisers or: revenue .
pretending”to act under-internatior
rangements; ‘unable ‘to exhibit .the
Hess as o steady sourceiof reyenue,and
DEeRE - o Smag Ml adeonidy Sady
" 42, Your memorialists do not desive to
conceal ‘the fact that a’decline-has re-
cently, occirred in” the valueéf seal
skins’ whether due to ‘a 'change rtempor-
arily or permanent in the publie fash-
ions -and fancy, or to the exclusive:legis-
lation on the part of the United States,
or to both of these'causes: ' Neve ;
had ‘it not ‘been for ‘the ‘exceptional in-
terference with' their “business: in: past
years, it’is’ clainred ‘that’ your memor-
jalists @would have reaped such:advan-
tages from ‘the ‘condition:of the market
in, those years®that such. contingencies
as the present could have been: proyided
Ajdinge T 3RRES we adibso )
43, Your memorialists, in ‘view of the
foregoing facts, earnestly craye’! ithat
spegial consideration be given to‘their
peculiar position, and that 0o adjust-
nt. Or 4 ment be agreed’ upon
which ignores .the causes and redsons for
.wme;.vlmfés thei eﬂ.ﬂqege"ﬂ;gi‘"“‘:i”
for. the, present unfortunate and undatis-
ctory condition of those ‘engaged in
the fur seal industry.. *= ° 9%

" )

44, It is submitted that the Siicrifices

‘ ';,aour
policy of the Empire, should not Be. '
looked, and:-if further congcessi
to-bé made. to . the United 8

the principle. of £

Obmn- Rt se R SO foi o b e o
" Your memerialists also su pg(:
«derthe, foregoing .circumstances
terests’ of yeur memorialists
be'm y. the present rate of
in the:sealing ventures. .. . ..

- 45: -Your; memorialists  wotild W—

'fully urge:that no.indemnity for the past.

or !or«,rtnrttihe; ,res@t}i'ingﬁons u!t)ﬁq dus-
ARy
it

S [

ty, will-bevmatistactory, or ‘?}; .

does mnot:-previde for .paym 4t the
‘capital actnally invested as ‘vi o
-a ‘sum Sufficient to cover the los

{gross d of each xeswel,
be deemed the amount to coyer the

ed through the efféét” of -thd” constant [*

(Conticucd on age. T} «f




