
ITS TEEMS DISCUSSED.
The treaty recently concluded at Wasluugton between GreatBritain and the United States and which is now receiving the con-

Hideration of the Senate, and the ratification of which has been asked
lor by the President, is a document which needs the careful consid-
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;
and particularly is it entitled to receive the great-

est attention and consideration from those gentlemen who are in-trusted with the important functions of legislating upon it. Before
officml action 18 taken by the Senate upon this treaty, it seems emi!nently desirable that an expression of opinion should be givenTy
twi°i''^•'^!^^\'¥^^'*''"'«' ^""^ *hat it should be viewed fromthe standpoint of the fishermen, so that the public may know whether,
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'^'^^ ^'^ °^««t effected, this docui
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^^'''^ ''''^'' '^"^ ^"^^"« ^^''' '•equire^ents, or isstated in such a manner as to definitely and absolutelv settle all

SZrri"^ t"^V ^^f/"^*
*^**' ^^^-^g^ *he treaty has been pu"hshed only a few days, it has provoked an endless diversity of opinionand interpretation, seems to make it necessary to prepare this

criticism and to state wherein its provisions may or may n^ot be un!

tXTl'nfi"'^'-'''' I* I'
^'^''''^ '^^' they are inimical to the best

interests of American fishermen

,.t wT'-f"-i1 t^%^';^^y J"l* concluded, which has been quotedat length It will be first seen that it purports to be a treaty for the
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^•^' ^^l^^\V^^Vose8 " of removing all causes ofmisunderstanding in relation thereto, and of promoting friendly inter-

^
course and good neighborhood between the United States aud the
possessions of her Majesty in North America "

It IS doubtless a fact that the gentlemen who acted for the United
States earnestly desired to conclude an arrangement which might

thlTrLT^'^'Ts'''^-'''^'''^ ^^ °^^' ^"^"'•^ fi«^^^y '•elations with
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"" \ American provinces. It is, however, unfortunate.
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tnZl T^^ ^^"'^"^ \ ^^' *^"^*y' '^^^ i*« provisions are statedin such ambiguous terms that its proper interpretation is apparently

o tt'^lr^T •'^^^':, ^'' °"^^ '' '^' fisherman, who is^unused
to the technicalities and construction of diplomatic phraseology, ren-
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*h^*^«*ty i'^ a practical manner, so thathe may avoid complica ions, but we find that men learned in lawand experienced in diplomacy, men of rare scholarship and execu-
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It is somewhat noteworthy that this present treaty, which is sup-
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?ftis i' .' f «o»^ention, fails to specify, as does the treaty of
1818, the particular coasts upon which our fishermen still retain theright to fish in the littoral waters inside the limit. The failure tomake this designation in plain and unequivocal language leaves itopen to a doubt whether, if the present treaty is ratified, our fisher-
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