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II.KVELANTi.

siilt.i«'ct ill tlio Siiiiui s(Mi.s« that Coiij^ress lias troatcMl it, as a que.stioii of

national concern, and not as a means of |>roinotin<j^ tho pecuniary inter-

ists of those who control and derive the chief Wenelit of otir lisheries,

siu'li as tlie owners and outfitters of lishinjj (U'ets, and warehousemen

and those en;ja fifed in saltin^r, «lrvin;;, and cannin;; fish for the interior

iiiarkefs.

Tlu' hardy fishermen of tin* ITnited .States will, we believe, also he

protected in the administration (»f our retaliatory laws, and other similar

statutes, uf^ainst the common practice that spe<!ulators in tho fishing

iiiihistry now ri'sort to of placing; their vessels in charge of captains

and crews imported from Canada, because they can underbid our tisb-

criiuMi in the matter of wages.

Tliis i)ractice is a far more serious injury to our fishermen and to the

IH'ople of tho United States than would come from yielding twice tho

area of fishing waters that are yielded by tho delimitations of this

nraty, even if they were goo«l lishiug waters. It has already compelled

many of our best fishermen to witlulraw from th s, and to .,v.'ek a living

in oilier pursuits. .. , , .

XTV.

Tin: QUKSTIOX Ol-^ TffK HinTISH HEADLAND TIIKOIJV, AS TO SMALLER
ItAVS AND IIAKI50RS ALONCJ THE COASTS, AND THE LLNffTS OF OUU
KFATNCIATIOX OF THE KKiHTS OF FISHING, AND THE NATURE OF
THE RESTRICTIONS FI'ON THE RKJHTS OF OCR FISHERMEN TO
1:NTER THE HAYS AND HARI5ORS0F 15R1TISH NC RTH AMERICA, ARE
MATTERS OF DISPUTED RIGHT. ADMISSIONS MADE HERETOFORE BY
AMERICAN DIPLOMA riSTS, AS TO THE DIFFICULTY OF CONSTRUING,

lilJAMMATICALLV, THE TEXT OF THE TREATY OF 18lf<, GIVE C(^LOR TO
THE IJRITKSH CONSTRUCTION, AND PROVE, AT LEAST, ITS SINCERITY.

It is boldly asserted, in opposition to this treaty, that there is no sort

iiftMpuvalent for the l,ll!7 square miles of fishing waters that we con-

"odebythi^ fixed lines of delimitation in this treaty. This assertion

niipcaches ootli the right of the IJritish (fovernment and the sincerity

«»f its claim of the headland theory, as it applies to bays more than G

miles wide at the entrance. Nevertheless that assertion is much weak-

tacd by tho otlicial opinions of eminent American publicists, commuiii-

• ated to the British (lovernment.

If the territorial claims of both (iovernments were sincerely asserted,

as we believe they were, in reference to tho fishing waters, the modifl-

eatiou of them by mutual consent has always been held in the conduct
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