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Whnt I^rd Snlishiiry did nctiinlly say was that " the Hiiinll catch nnd low pricei

ohtninrd for tho skinH last yuar l)rought many of tiiu owners of the lii-aling-veHSclit to the

vcr|;c of hniikrnptcy."

It Ih ))crhii|)s nnncccssnry to dwell fnrthcr on this purt of Mr. Slierniiin's deH|)iitch, ai

it has lieeii answered by anticipation iti Lord Saiishury's desp.-kteh of tli<' 7tli May, to

which no reply has hecn received, liiit in view of the fact that Mr. Sliennaii H|)eak8

tiironuhoiit as if pelagic sealing were tiie solo cause of the alleged depletion of the herd, it

may l)e well to again call attention to the conclusion there drawn from Dr. .lor<lairH

estimates of the herd ut diirereiit periods, vi/.., that the decline of the herd was much more
extensive licfore pelaiKic sealini; became general than it has been since.

Mr. ('hamherlain cannot pass without notice the attack upon Her Majesty's (iovern-

nient for dcelininK to consider an innnediate revision of the Fishery liegidations

established by the Arbitration Tribunal at Paris in I8W3, as this attack forms so considei-

ahle u portion of the despatch, that silence !ni;;ht be conKtrue<l by the United States'

(jovernment as an admission that Mr. Sherman's ol;<( : vations cannot be answend.
Tiie expressed object of the arbitration was "the preservation of the fur-seals," and

the Regulations adopted were framed with a view to " the proper protection and prcservulion

of the fur-seal .... resorting to Hehring Sea."

From a |ierusal of this despatch ot the Kith Mav it mi;;ht be inferred that the

"proper protection and preservation of the fur*seal " is identical with the su|ipiession of

pelagic sealing, and this view is consistent with the attitude inuintaincd by the United
States' (iovernment from the outset.

In support of their views the United States' Government Imvo departed Ironi the

noblest traditions of their country which had earned aniversal honour by their utt'orts to

vindicate the freedom of the hi<j;h seas.

The tuition which is now so zealous for prohibiting tho killing of seals on the

high sl'i' was, in IH32, with e(|ual zeal asserting a claim of right for its citizens not only

to kill .seals on the high seas, but to land and slaughter them on the shores of u friendly

nation. The Power which now reproaches llcr Majesty's Government with " unneigh-

bourly " conduct because they decline to abolish an industry the lawfulness of which has

never been <|uestioned except by the United States, and has, only four years since, been

vindicated by the highest international Tribunal, did not shrink in IH.'VJ, when the

United States' sealing-vessel "Harriet" had been seized for violating tlie territory of

the Hcpublie of ])u(;nos Ayres in the pursuit of fur-seals, Ironi landing an artr.cd party

at Soletlad and carrying off the crew and cargo of the vessel, and from declaring thai

the seal fishery on tliose coasts was in future to be free to all .\meiicaMs, and that the

capture o*' :iny vessel of the United States would be regarded as an act of piracy.

The s!iorcs of the Fribyloff Islands are to-day just as much uninhabited as were tne

shores Ji ii.< Falkland Islands and Tierra del Fuego lifty years ago, but no British subject

has ever claimed the right to land and kill seals there us the United States' citizens did on

the South Atlantic under the jirotcction of tlie guns of a United States' man-of-war.

Hritish subjects, and Her Majesty's Government lor them, have only claimed the

right of every subject of a free State to exercise their undoubted right of fishery on tin?

high seas
;

yet, while exercising that right, British subjects have been seized, lined, and

imprisoned, in the face of the jnotests of Her Majesty's Government. And now, alter

Her Majesty's Government, in tlicir desire for an amicable arrangement with the United

States, had agrcetl to submit to arbitration their claim to exercise a right never before

disputed, and to leave to the Tribunal to determine when thut right had been vindicated,

under what restrictions it should, in the interests of both countries, continue to be

exercised, and after they have ever since scrupulously adhered to those restrictions, they

And themselves, notwithstanding these coucessions and sacrifices, accused of unneighbourly

conduct.

When the Award was made it was welcomed in the United States because it was
believed that the restrictions were sufficient to render pelagic scaling unprofitable, and

hat the interests of the lessees of the Pribyloff Islands ./ould not under the new condition

ot affairs be materially or injuriously all'cctcd.

When it was discovered from the results of the first year's fishery that the

Regulations, severely as they pressed on the British industry, were not suilicient to

destroy it, the United States' Government began to press Her JVIajesty's Government to

agree to revise the Hegulutions. The same arguments as had just before been urged in

vain upon the Tribunal were repeated. Pelagic sealing it was declared was suicidal, and

the extermination of the fur-seal was imminent. Her Majesty's Government refused to

agree to set aside an Award arrived at after the most careful deiiberution by the liibunal,


