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Mn. TiîomsoN :-Yours.
Mit. FoSTi: :-Certainly.
Mit. K ELLOGG ascled to what rie the British Counsel referred.
Ia. 'os-ri:it said the Britis1h Coiniel put in their statistics, a mass of them, on theL ast day of their evidence

AI r. TrioMsox read the il th rile.
lion. Mr. KIELLouU said that; a n dification of the rule in regard to aidavits had been assented to. Aside

from that, no questioncould arise exe jlt tlhat of relevanev. If the agents or coutinsel on either side assured the
Board that. in their view, that evidence vas relevant to the hearing. lie would be very slow himself to refuse its
adnission. It happened tlat it was late in the ;iearing, but all evidence had to coie iin sonie time or other.

\Lr. 'rHoMtsoN re-ad the afti lavit of Mr. Blatclfortl, mai said it wai to the effect that lie went and asked the
gentlemen to give hin tiose statcimeits, and lie swore th it tley were copies of the statenents which they were
pleaseil to turnish limnî.

Mr. FOSTER saLid the Briti,h counîsel pur in a statement from Georg- Murray, lie being.lie Collector of Port
Mulg- ave, of Uiited State na -kerel tis'ing vess,-ls for 1873 and 1874. Mr. Miirray statel the number of United
States vessels, the nuimber of barre's, and in regard to where they were cauglit, stated :-" The most of those
mackeiel wene cauglit about Prince Ediward Island, sinall size narkerel; tihe best and largest were cauglht at
Magdailei Islaid. This may not lie a true..number of barrels ; oiiv gathered this from the vessel men ; thev
call lthew thait qantity : it isnot uehli out of thé- way eitier wa'y." When lie found those statemer.ts lie called for
similar stateieits fir the two following years, 1 i75 and 1876, amid lie hai kept remiidiig the counsel about
them. Oie of the Eilis1h coinsel i irss-examning one of the United Sttes vitnesses, lid so from a pap2r
which they said was Mr. uirav's -tatcmieiit, of wlhat Ainerican vessels haid cauglit tJiis year, wlhereupou lie (Mr.
Foster) called for it, and got it in as part of the cross-exmnimation.

M r. W E. .:- t241: ase uif the p:er was nlot an uoflicial report made by Mr. Murray to ihe Dcpartment.
Mr. Fosrm:ît: No.
Mr. Wm1:aTl11RIIE said if tie paler was of ite cliar: ctr of one prepared since the Treaty wenît intoî operation,

and to be pi esenited before the Comiimuis-ioi, ilie rules .-houlul be confornt i to, and it should be presÀnted under
oaili.

31lr. FosTn: said the palier vas extracted from the en ss-examnination. It was called, " Accouit of American
iackei el catches in Northl iay, 187."

Sir AL1-. GA Lt said lie did not reiiiember ithat the stateient was put in as evideice.
Mr. For said it .vas inot pt. in as idependent evidence, but after asicertaining what it vas on which the

witness was criss-examined, he had statei thlat lie was entitled to have the paper put in.
Sir ALEx. GA.:r said the question was as to which side pot in the, paper.

n1r. ForSTE said tiiat by the 241tb Article of the Treaty of Washiigtunî the Cornnissioners "shîall be bouînd to
receive such oral or writen te tiion v as either G-overnment ma preet." l He had called ipon an olticial of the
G-overinmerit ofthe Unitoed ta1e s to ulbtai n statisties with regard to this matter, and in porsuiance of that call lie
liad done >o. The statistis came certified from tîhe office, and, on behalf of the Governnenîtof the United States,
lie (Al r. osier) prceted them as eviden'ce quaoruntm valuit.

Mr. THOMSoN said that hcarsay evidence-thotigli it was not usually admitted by judicial tribun*als-was admitted
of this description : evidence of information parties hbad obtained in the course of conversation, in regard to the parti-
eular matter in hand, at a time in nine instances out of te,) when they had no reason to know of this particular tribunal
or inquiry ; and the persons, therefore, had no object to overreach. That was niot the character of the evidence now
offered. This consisted of hearsay evidence obtained from different firns in Gloucester, for the especial purpose of
afiecting this tribunal, and made by no person under oath. If the officiai lhad visited the different stores and asked
the different peisons to show liiii their books, and if he bad sworn on examining those books the statements submitted
were true copies, then it wouild be evideuce. But here were people under no oath, but kunwing well that an inquiry
was goig on in which itheir country was interested, who gave to the official just what they thought proper. True,
lie might state that lhe believed the statements true copies from the books, but unfortunately the Commission had no
knowledge of the fact. That was the difference between the testimiony which had been, admitted and that now offered.

Mr. FOSTER said lie uinderstootl fron the Secretary that the Port Muilgrave statenent bad been printed as part
cf e evidence. It appeared in the cross-exanination, which was as follows

.. Do yoin knw anything about other ve.-sels ? Soie have got as niauy as 270 barrels froni that down ? 1 will renad
fron' ' e returns: -

(Reading the names of Ve-selN and catches.)
i e.e are gatherel tromii the rcturns reported by tliemt.
Mt. Formt-Do iyo submait that te our inspection.
Ma. D.A vis-- ertainly. I woull not have read it otlherwise. (Etplain in answer to Mr. Fister that tliese are returns of

vessels tihat lhave been in the B.ty and gone home, as tilicy reported thenselves at Canso.
Q. sow have you leard of any of these vessels that made any of tliese returas ? A. I have heard of sone of these ves-

sels writing home.
Q. lave the returus you' have lheard accorded with thoqe I have read? A. i should thinkc not.
Q. You dn't know whietLher tiiese returas are correct or n it ? A. I don'tkinow that they are.
Q. Iî they were vould you be iiclined to m>ndify your statemneit as to the catches in the Gulf ? A. No, I would not.
Q. You stilI persist in the stateuent you made ? A. 1 doi't anythiîng about it.
Q. But supposrg it correct, if it turs out to he c 'rrect, fron comparison with published returns in Gloucester papers ?

A. Well, they iniglit perhaps have the sane information upon which that is based.
Q. Yoit wiould consi(der the repirts in Gloucester papers to be incorrect.? A. I didn't say any such thing.
Q. Wuuld you place reliance upon theni? A. Ai a general thing I would.
Q. What, did you muean by saying thiat the Gloucester papers miight have the same information asthat I have read? A.

The crews sometiimes report more than they actually catch.
Q. Thien we cannot believe the reports we see in those papers? A. Well, tliere is a difference between s a barrels and

packed barrels. Perlhaps the mackerel would fall short.
Q. Thîat is by the difference hetween sea barrels and packed barrels ? A. Yes.
Q. But cuild not any persou easily allow for that P
.lon. Mr. KELLoOG asks i the returns just read are oificial.
.Mr. Davæi.s explains that the returns are those which the vessels makze as they pass throu-h the Out cf Canio-that they

are not official, but that the information is gathered by persons engaged by the Inspector to ascertain the catch from the
captai us."

If this liad not gone in with the evidence, he proposed te put it in as a paper ou which the witness was cross-
examined.

Mr. DAVIEs said that when cross-examining a witness, with respect to the number of American vessels in the Bay,
and the number of barrels they caught, he held up a paper in bis hand and asked whether the vessel caught such
a quantity. Mr. Foster asked hin if it was a return, and he, (Mr. Davies), said it was a return, and explained


