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interests of our fishermen as recognized by Great Britain in

the Treaty of Peace, would be preferable to any measure

that mi_L;ht: bear the character of opposition or retali.iliou.

l^ut without an admitted basis of nrinciple ami riL;lit ilis-

tinctl)- formulated, as were the three rules laid tlown fur the

Geneva .Arbitration, and to wliich Great Britain wisely t;'ave

her adhesion, it would seem idle to expect a satisfact(u\-

measure of justice either from nej^otiation or arbitration.

Our recent nes^'otiations have only served to make more

clear the fact that the two _g(nernments limk at the ri<^hts of

our t'lshermen from different stand-points ; and without an

ai^reement in advance upon the rules by whicii the arbitra-

tors are to i)e i;iiided, an award would probably dissatisfy

the defeated party, and ser\'e as little to commend arbitra-

tion to thouL;htful l^ni;iish or i\mericans as the American

claim for indirect dama<;es at (icneva, or the awarti cif

the J?el^ian umpire at Halifax.

There should be no difficulty in af^reeing on a l)asis

for either nes^otiation or arbitration, in the shape of rules

declarin<]^ the right of our llshermen in iant^uat^e that even

our Canadian tViends can understand, when it is remembered

that their violation of the Treaty of iSiS has given us a

right to abrogate that treat)' ; and that its abrogation would

restore to force Article 111. of the Treat}' of Peace in 17S3,

the operation of which was suspended by the Treat}- of

1818, but which UDuld re\ ive in its i)rigin.d force were the

Treat}' of iSiSalirdgatetl ; precisel}', the latter treat}', as after

being suspended b}' the adoption of the Re-ciprocit}' Treaty

of 1854, was re\-i\'ed b}' its termination in 1S66; and after

being again suspended b}- the 'I'reat}' of 1S71, was again re-

stored b}' its termination in 1SS5. If our British friends

should have a doubt upon this point, antl be inclined to

tliink that our rcgartl for the sanctil}' of treaties will iiuluce

us to pardon their \-iolation, or that the explculed sugges-

tion that our ancient t'lsher}' rights recognized and defined

at the peace, were lost by the war of i8i3, a glance at the

law and the facts, at the testimony of history and the ojjin-


