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Page 187—Smith :~

“Q. You speak as o fisherman; you want to get the most you can. How much do you think you
would get !—A, As much as the duty.

“Q. T dow't know but you are right. Perhaps you would like to have a little more on, Su pos~
ing & duty of 8 dollars was put on, I suppose it would still have the effect of rising the price of
Al th.mL it would kill us. No, let me see. I don’t know anythmg about that, I think byl.eepmg
the English fish out, our fish w. ould bring a better price.”

Page 20} —Procter :—

“ Q. Speaking as a fisherman, would you prefer to have the duty on 2—A. Personally, I would
rather have the duty on.

“Q. Why 7—A. Because the duty is better for us, for it would have a. tendency in years of good
catches to prevent your people from increasing their business. It has that tendency.

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

«Q. Has it a tendency to increase prices to your fishermen 2—A. It w ould.

“Q. So, if it increases the price of the fish, it strikes me the consumer must pay the incrensed
price 7—A. Am I 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 caught fish replace the bounty ?—A.-Yes; and the
reduction of the duty on salt was granted as an offset forthe removal of the duty.

Page 208—Procter :— s

“Q. And that came latter 2—A. Yes, two or three years after the Ratification of the Treaty.}

“Q. When it was proposed to take the duty off you remonstrated, thinking that this would reduce
the price of fish, and this was the general feeling among fishermen and of the inhabitants of the coast
of New Enalaud —A. Yes”

Page 312—Warren :—

“ Q. Now, with regard to the right of carrying our fish free into the United States, I suppose you
think that is of 1o ad\antaae to your ﬁshermen, that pI‘O\'lSlOll of the Treaty ?—A. T have no 1dea
it is any advantage to our side of the house.

“Q. Itissn dlsmlvantage, isn't it 2—A, Yes, it is agrinst us.

“ Q. Be kind.enough to explain how ?—A. All these things seem to me to regulated by supply
and demand. If there is 100,000 barrels of muckerel hove into our market on top of ‘what we produce,
the tendency is to depreciate prices.

P «Q. Tf this provision ‘of the Treaty increases the supply of mackerel in the United States market
it will bring down the price of fish 7—A. State that again. .

“ Questlon repented #—A. T think it would have that tendency. ‘

“Q. That is the reason you think it is no advantage to your fishermen to have the pnvxlegc, of
fishing inside 2—A. No, putting both questions of the Treaty together, it is no advuntage, because the
supply is increased and the prices are depreciated.

“Q. You will admit this, that it is an advantage to the consumers by brmgmg down the price ?
You admit that 2—A. Yes

“Q. Then in point of fact it gives you cheap fish 7—A. The tendency is to cheapen them.

“Q. For 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 do not know about
that, I am sure; but they naturally w ou]d ms]x to have it back again, I suppose, in order to.exclude
our fish from their markot.

“ Q. I suppose that the consumer got his flall cheaper, owing to the removal of the duty, and the
sdmission of your fish into the American Market 2~—A. The consumer would then get his fish. cheaper
~the more fish the: ire put on the market the cheaper the consumers gets them. -

“Q. Is not the sesult of the Treaty, which admits your fish into the American market, on equ'ﬂ
terg)s :leth the American fish, to make the price of ﬁsh lower in that market ~—A. It has that tendeucy
eviden

“Q Therefore the comumor gets his fish for less money —A. Fv1dently he does. When‘herrmg
are abundant the price is low.

“Q. It further follows that although a certain class of fishermen may lose eometh.nrr by this free
admission of British fish into the American market the American public gain by it l——A By getting
their fish at a lower price ?  OF course it makes the price of fish lower in that market., That is clear. -

“ Q. Then the consumer gets the fish cheapex ? He evulently does—the laraex the quanut) that
is put upon the market the less the price will be.” _ :

Page 389—-Sylvanus Smith :—

'« Q. Supposing the mackexel cuught in: colonisl wntexs were e\cluded would it, or would it not
Lave any eﬁ'ect upon the price you get for your fish ? Supposing one-fourth of - the quantxty consumed
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