180

Page 187—8mith: oo ‘

Q. You speak as a fisherman ; you want to qet the most you can. How much do you think you would get? A. ds
much as the duly. ) )

Q. 1don't know but you are right. Derhaps you woulﬂ liko.to }mve a lltt.lc'mor_e on. Supposmg a daty of 83 was
put on, T suppose it would still have the elfect of raising the price of fish?  A. I think it wounld kill us. No, let me see.
1 don’t know anytbing about thut. I think by keeping tie Lnglish fish out, our fish would bring a better price.

Page 201—DProcter: ) .

Q. Speaking as a fisherman, would you prefer to have t!m daty on? A, Personal.ly, [ would rather have the duty on.

Q. Why? A, Beewse the duty is better for us, for 1t would have a tendency in years of good catches to prevens
your people from increasing their business. It has that tendency. . i . .

Q. Has it any tendency to hetter you, as well as to injure your neighbowrs? A, That is what we we were looking
for—for better prices.

Q. Hasita tendency to increase prices to your fishermen?  A. It would. . ]

Q. So,ifit inereases the price of the fish, 1t strikes me the consumer must pay the increased price? A, I am not
clear that the duty has anything to do with it ; it is the catch.

Page 207—Procter : : .

Q. And did not the duty on Canadian eanght fish replace the bounty ? A, Yes, and the reduction ot the duty on
salt was granted as an offsett for the removal of the duty. ’

Page 2083—Piocter: :

Q. And that came later 2 A, Yes, two or three years after the ratification of the Treaty. ]

Q. When it was proposed to take the duty off you remonst rated, thinking thaf. this would reduce the price of fish, and
this was the general fecling among fishermen and of the inhabitants of the coast of New England ? A. Yes.

Page 312—Warren: ‘ . ) .

Q. Now with reaard to the right of carrying our fish fiee into the United States, I suppose you think that is of no
advantage to your fishermen, that provision of the Treaty ¥ A. I baveno idea it is any advantage to our side of the house.

Q. "It is a disndvantage, =0t it 2 A, Yes, it is against us.

Q. Bekinld enough to explain how 2 A, All these things scem to me to be regulated by supply and demand. If
there is 100,000 barrels of mackerel hove into our market on top of what we preduce the tendency is to depreciate prices.

Q. It this provision of the Treaty increases the supply of mackerel in the United States market it will bring down the
price of fish ? A, State that again. :

Question repeated. A. I think it would have that tendency. : .

(3. That is the reason you think itis no advantage to your fishermen to have the privilege of fishing inside ?  A. No,
putting both questions of the Treaty together, it is no advantage, because the supply is increased and the prices are depreciated.

Q. ' You will adimit this, that it 1s an advantage to the consumers by bringing down the price ? You admit that ¥ A, Yes.

Q. Thenin point of fact it gives you cheap fish ® A, The tendeney is to cheapen them.

Q. Tor the people of the United States. A, Yes.

Page 326—Lakeman :

Q. The American fishermen want the duty back on fish, I suppose? A. I donot know about that, I am suve; but
they natarally would wish to have it back again, I suppose, in order to exclude our fish from their market.

I sappose that the consumer got his fish cheaper, owing to the removal of the duty, and the admission of your fish
into the American market? A. The consumer would then get his fish cheaper—the more fish that are put on the market
the cheaper *he consumer gets them.

Q. Is not the result of the treaty, which admits your fish mto the American market, on equal terms with the American
fish, to make the price of tish lower in that market? A. It has that tendency evidently. . .

Q. Therefore the consumer gets his fish for less money? A. Ividently he does. When herring are abundant the
price is lower.

Q. It further follows that although a certain class of fishermen may lose something by this frec admission of British fish
into the American market the American public gain by it? A. By getting their fish at a lower price ? Of course it
makes the price of fish lower in that mavket. That is clear. ‘

Q. Then the consumer gets the tish cheaper? He evidently does,—the larger the quantity that is put upon the
market the less the price will be.

Page 389—Sylvanus Smith : .

Q. Supposing the mackerel caught in colonial waters were excluded, would it, or }vould it not, have any effect
upon the price you get for your fish 2 Supposing one-fourth of the quantity consumed in the States was excluded, would it
have any effect on the price of the other three-fourths?  A. I think some, not much. I think it would stimulate our home
production. : ‘

Q. In what way would it stimulate it 2 By raising the price isitnot 2 A. Well, toa small extent. :

Q. Well, then the effeet of the British maclkerel coming in is that the consumer is able to buy it cheaper than he
otherwise would. A, Well up to a certain point.  The effect would be very small.  There is not a large enough quantity.
It is our home cateh that affects it. :

Page 420—Myrick :

Q. What would be the effect upon the business of your firm of putting back the former duty of $2 a barrel upon
mackerel sent from P. E. Island to the States? 1 would like you to explain your views in this regard, particulaly ?  A.
Well, T suppose, since we have got our business established there, and our buildings and facilities for carrying on the fishery,
it would be difficult for us to abardon it altogether, but we would then turn our attention more particularly to-codfishing,
until at any rate, the mackerel season got well advanced and the mackerel became fat, and if any would bring a high price
it would be those taken in the latter part of the scason.  We might catch some of them, but we would not undertake to
catch poor mackerel to compete with those caught on the American shore.

Q. Explain why not? A, Well, No. 8 mackerel, which are poor mackerel, generally bring a good deal less price
than fat mackerel, and men do not catel 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 a better price.  We would carry on the codfishing
business irrespective of the Awmerican market; we would eatch, cure and ship.codtish to other markets—to the West India
markets, and we might make a fair business at that; but as to catching mackerel exclusively under such circumstances, it
would not do to depend on it at all.

Page 430—Myrick :

Q.” What is 1t that fixes the price of mackerel in the United States market? A. Ok, well, of course it is the supply
and demand, as is the case with everything else.  When tic:e is a large cateh of mackerel on the American shore, prices rale
Jow ; thisis a very sensitive market. If a tleet of 500, 66, vr 800 vessels are fishing for mackerel, and those interested get
reports of thefleet doing anything, the market falls at once—and this is the case, particularly when prices are any way inflated.

Page 488—Isaac 1all:

Q. You told Mr. Foster that if a duty was re-imposed you would consider very seriously whether you would cortinue
in the business? A. Yes.

Q. You made that statement on the assumption that you paid the duty ? A, Yes. -

Q. I think ithas been explained very clearly that the price of fish depends almost altogether on the catch,—this is the
case to a large extent? A, To a large extent—yes.  1f there is a large catch of mackerel prices rule low, and if there is a
small catch they rule high.

Q. Iftheevidence given here on the part of Britisii witnesses is correct, two-thirds of the fish taken by. American
vessels in the Gulf, I may say, are caught inshore ; and assuming that two-thirds of their whole cateh in the Gulfis taken:
inside of the three mile limit, could the Aumerican fleet, if they were exelnded from fishing within this limit, prosecute the
Gulf fishery for the other third—would this pay them? A, I think it would be a difficult business to do so, if that proportion
13 correct. ) . . . :

Q. If the price qoes up, who pays the enhanced price : is it not the consumer? A. Yes. , )

Q. And if the catch 1s large, the price goes down:—so it would depend in some measure on whether the catch on the’
American or on our own shore was large, as to who would pay this duty ? A. Yes; and on the quality of the mackerel.



