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Page 187-Smithb:
Q. Yo.speak as afisherman ;you want o get the most you can. Iow much do yo thiik you would gel? A. As

muclh as the duty.
Q. I don't know but vo are right. Perhaps you wouhl like to have a little more on. Supposing a duty ofS 3 was

put on, I suppose it woull siiill have tie eifect of raîising the price of fish ? A. I think it wouild kill us. No, let me sec.
I lor't know anything about that. I think by keeping the English fisht out, our fish would bring a botter price.

Page 201-Procter:
Q. Speaking as a fisberman, would you preter to have the idutv ou ? A. Personally, I would rather have the duty on.
Q. Whiy ? A. BeC:ucse the duty is botter for us, for it would have a tendency in years ofgood catches to prevent

your people from increasing their business. It bas that tendency.
Q. las it aiy tendency to better you, as well as to injure your neighbours ? A. That is what we we were looking

for-fbr botter prices.
Q. las it a teudencv to increase prices to your fisiermen ? A. It would.
Q. So, if it increases tbe price of the fish, it strikes me the consumer must pay the increased price ? A. I am not

clear that the duty lias anything to do with it ; it is the catch.
Page 207-Procter:
Q. And lidi not. the duty on Canadian cauglht fish replace the bounty ? A. Yes, and the reduction o the duty on

sait was grantedi as an ofisett for the reinoval of te duty.
Page 208-Pi octer:
Q. And that came liter ? A. Yes, two or three years after the ratification of the Treaty.
Q. ien it was pcroposedi to take tbe duty off you reinonstrated, thîinkiig that this would reduce the price of fislh, and

this was the general feeling amnong fisbhermen and of tli inihabitants of' the coast of New Engiand ? A. Yes.
Page 312-Warren:
Q. Now vith regard to the righît tof carrving our fish free into the United States, I suppose you thlink that.is of no

advantage to vour fishberien, that provision of the Treaty ? A. I have no idea it is any advantage to our side of the house.
Q. It is a disadvantgcre, sii't it ? A. Yes, itis against uis.
Q. Be kind enotiuhi to explain liov ? A. Ail these tbings secim to mue to be regulated by supply and demand. If

there is 100,000 barrels of inakerel iove into our market on top of what we produice the tendiency is to delpreciate prices.
Q. If this provision of the Trea ty increases the suplply of. mackerel in the United States market it will bring down the

price of fisi ? A. State thaIt aga In.
Question repeated. A. I thinik it would have tliat tendeniy.
Q. That is tthe reasn you think itbis no advantage to your fisiermuen to have the privilege of fishing inside ? A. No,

putting both questions ofthe Treaty togethier, it is lo advantage,because the supply is increased and bhe prices are de)reciated.
Q. ' You will admit tits, itcat it is an adIvantagc to the consumers by brinuging cdown the price ? You acdmit that ? A. Yes.
Q. Then in point o fact it gives yvou eiieap fishi ? A. The tendeny is to elicapen thei.
Q. For the pleople of the United States. A. Yes.
P>age 32G-Lakeian :
Q. i The Aimerican fisiermen vant the duty back on fish, i suppose ? A. I do not know about that, I an sure ; but

they naturally would wisli to have it back again, I siiiu)ose, in order to exclude our fish froin their market.
Q. I supose that the consumer got is fisi chea 1, wing to the reinoval of the duty. aind the admission of your fishi

into the American miIarket ? A. The consumer would then get his fislh cheaper-thle more tish tbat are put on the market
the cheaper tie consumer gets them.

Q. Is not thle result of the treaty, w-licli atihnits vour fisinuto the American market, on equalterns with the American
fi-i, to make the price of tishi lower il thiat market ? A. It lias thiat tendency evidently.

Q. Thcrefore the consuimer gets lis fisi fbr less money ? A. Evidently lie does. Wben herring are abundant tbe
price is lower.

Q. It further follows tlhat aeltougli a certain class of' fisbermen muay lose soiething by this free admission of British fish
into the American market thie America public gain by i? A. 13 getting tlheir fishx at a lower prie( ? Of course it
makes tlhe price of fish lower in that market. That is clear.

Q. Then tle consumer gets the tisi cheaper ? le evidently does,-the larger the quantity that is put upon the
market bhe less tie price wrill be.

Page 389-Sylvanus Smcith:
Q. Sipposiiig the niackerel c;iuit iin colonial waters were excluded, would it, or would it not, have any efleet

ipon the price yoci get for your fish ? Suipposiiig one-fourth of the quaiitity consuimied in tli States was exeludeid, would it
have ainy efteet on tie price ofl te otiier tliree-fourths ? A. I think some, not mucli. i tbin k it would stimulate our home
production.

Q. Iri wiat way would it stimulate it ? By raisiiig the price is it not ? A. Well, to a sinall extent.
Q. Weil, then tbe eflect of the Britisl imackerel coning in is thiat the consumer is able to buy it cheaper than lie

otierwise would. A. Well up to a certain polint. The effect would be very smcall. Thcere is not a large enough quantity.
It is our home catch that affects it.

Page 429-Myrick :
Q. Whcat would be bhe eflect upon the business of your fCirim of putting back the former duty of $2 a barrel upon

mackerel sent fromîc P. E. Island to h(e St;ates ? I would like vou to explain your views in this regard, particularly ? A.
Well, I suppose, siice we have got our businiess establishîed thcere, and ouir buiildinigs and facilities for carrying on the fishiery,
it would be difficult ufor ns to abaidon it altogether, but we wouild then turn our attention more particularly tocodfishing,
until at any rate, the ma kcrel season got well alvaiiced and the mackerel became fat, and if any wocudi bring a high price
it would be those taken in the latter part of the season. We miglit catch soine of them, but we would not undertake to
catch poor imackerel to compete with those caught on tlie Amierican shiore.

Q Explain wliy not ? A. Well, No. 3 inackerel, whuich are poor iackerel, generally bring a good deal less price
than fat imackerel, and men do not catch any more poor mciackerel than they lo fat on.es ; tbe cost of catching tieni, and of
harreling and sliippi ng tiei is tle samie, while bue fat iackerel bring a better price. We would carry on the codfishing
business irrespective of the American market ; we would catch, cure and ship.cotish to other markets-to the West India
markets, and we migit make a fair business at that; but as to catchiig imackerel exclusively under suci circumstances, it
would not do to depenl on it at ail.

Page 430-Myick:
Q. What is it that fixes the price of miackerel in tlbe United States market ? A. O/h, well, of course il is the sUpply

ai demand, as is the case wi/h everything else. When ti -; is a large catch of iackerel on thbc American shore, prices raie
low ; tbis is a very sensitive market. If a tleet of -500, 6 , er 800 vessels arc fishing for imackerel, and those interested get
reports of thelleet doinig anything, the market falls at once-and this is the case, particularly wlhen prices are any way inflated.

Pag e488-Jsaac Hall:
Q. You told Mr. Foster tlhat if a duty was re-imposed you would consider very seriously wiether you would continue

in the business ? A. Yes.
Q. You made that statement on the iassumption tbat yoîu paid the duty ? A. Yes.
Q. I thuink ithias been exulained very clearil that the price of fisli depends almost altogether on the catcl,-this is the

case to a lamge extenît? A. To a large extent-y/es. If there is a large catch oft iackerel prices rule low, and if there is a
smail catch litey c-le higli.

Q If tue evience givei lere on he part of Britis witmesses is correct, two-tlirds of the fish taken by. American
vessels in bhe Gulf, I mnay say, are caught inshore ; and assuiing that tiwo-thirds of their whole catch in the Gulf is taken
inside of the th-ee mile limit, could the iAmericai fleet, if they were exclucded froin fislhing withinc this limit, prosecute the
Guif fisheir fbr the other third-would this pay then? A. I think it would be a difflicult business to do so, if that proportion
is correct.

Q. If the price qoes up, who pays the enhaiced price : is il not the consumer? A. Yes.
Q. And if the catch is large, the price goes down:-so it vould depend in some mneasure on whetler the catch on the

American or on our own shore was large, as to iho would pay this duty ? A. Yes; and on the quality ôf the mackerel.


