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downwa-d tendency
iterday as supply is
mand. It is uiwa,
the fishermen mak
"whan the marke

&,aa they are now due,

atoda.y or during the week.
The shore bos.ts as usual have been| ;
] §Sh which are notj ¢

the case to thg United States clrcu:t
- co ammmumts and was award-
uf the verdict. Notwithstanding this

the treasury d&gartmmt insisted upon
| its orit}mt mstructmn of the law.
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Amvﬂs :nd Receipts.
aH. Rﬁ West@m Bank,

per hundred s
V‘ﬂ‘he rema&ndex' f the week.is |

‘tending the ma
fm tOmMorrow.

The steamer Spray which has 'beeh
‘making such quick trips is again h

The mmny maimained that it
‘should net be compelled to pay ‘the
| full - duty "f heérring for the entire
| weight et a’ barrel. It was claimed
that of a total weight of 228. pounds
[ toa bax;rel 98 pounds was salt, and the

urts uphejd the contention. The
customs (ﬂ"iswn of the treasury de-
partment has announced that it
would refund to‘the'company in acecord- |
sx}ee with the court’s decision: The
é:n onnéemenx was accompanied by
‘statement that any similar case |
will e - _carriedto the courts in the fu-

quton.
via Boston.

Sch. A, C. NE'ﬁhaJI. 59, svgor‘
‘Sch. Je upe By Gubext, 31 svfor&-

\fish. i
v Smfth 60 swor '
BE. Totman (

: ha g - : : _ ture.
: ;dock 6000 potiock. " |  Atlosd Siithrie, haddocking. The decision is contained in the fol- |

Sch. Morning Star, 6000 : o B Gt : : lowing letter to the collector of cus-
Sch. Gladys and Nem%. 6 : ; ; 2 B T : § toms ga.t Bo;tor{x)' e

' Wme d@partment is in receipt

T of a letter from the agsistant attor-

R meme:&g;& large $3.75 per ney general relative to the decision of

4 : the United States court for the dis-

Sch Joseph P Johnsot { H,mduue Georges
~ dock, 16,000 cod, : L

ock, $1.25 per ewt.

andline cod, large, $3.75. per
$3.37 1-2,

ces for. fresh fish: >
'.ls,rge, MS per cwt...

nggk’ %’;ﬁag{m Lme@fqm, .; cod, l;me $3.35 _ per trict of Maaaachusetts in suit No. 1995, |
'haddo;zk 3000 co . 3. Lincoln Willey & Co,, et al. vs. United
Sch. Good ~Lu k, cod, 1&;;, $3.75 per States, involving the question of the
'cod 3 g 3 3.3715. Aoy allowance of salt in importations of

s S o Rl Saule, e dares, S50 por v mo- © M L ontention o e
. * e , court. jmaintain e contention of the
COdtefJ::rhfi?erfzy, g haddnck 2090 Saitt haddock, $1.25 pel' ewt. - ; impoﬁzs in this suit, thati an a.rbi-

g&w Sa,},: ake, $1.25 per cwt. . trary allowance of 28 pounds out
s, sziata, e s 11‘ 5 228 pounds should be made on aceou\b

cod, 13,000 hal

, Sch, Williar A Morse, 50Q¢ cod
16,000 pollock.

' Sch  Frandis P. Mesmﬁtw‘ 1zooa
‘haddoek, 3,000 cod, 6000 nake,

. Bch.” Annie Peérry, 12, 000 naddocliz,
24,000 cod, 4000 pollock.
&ch. Harmony, 3000 ha dock, QWO\

cod, 9000 pollock. ¢ 4
Sch. Ma ﬁna., 33000ha, Qck,a 1
cod, 4000
Sch. ,Uﬁs and BEsther, 25, M*aod
Sch. Yankee, 95 swordfish. ; 1
Sch. Mary E. Silveria, 8@% haﬂ-‘
dock, 7000 eod, 11,000 hake. -

“salt scale and dirt. .
j‘u;sslsttmt attorney general ﬁoes
m it advisable to ask for a re-

von are therefore dsrecmu to mﬁm
date the entry in ha the |
cq&?t's decision and to
“statement for the refund of the
aﬁﬂﬁa colléétea in excess. You are,
instructed, however, not to follow this
decision in arriving at the weight 1§
t;ﬁ_ rimipp,‘ ons. of salte :
i&ébf, in b

! as the depgrt.menwac
ot the opinion‘that the salt necessarily

i gct;oogig;ester 5900 xuddmslg, 'ftgﬂ absorbed by adhering to the dish |
€0 ock =) .g;ed.
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welght of the fish”
»The ‘communieation bears the miét—t

Sch. Tha. lia, 7000 haqaoqk Yy
Sch. saie Costa, fi.ogq maamx,f ‘ant secretary’s signature. .
30,000 cof |

: Haddoc’k, $1. 26 to $1 50‘ Larse mﬂ.;
1$3 to $3.50; market cod, sz to $2.50;

hake, $1 to $1.50; pollock, $1.50° 1o
- 181,755 awordﬁsh 10 to 10 4-5 atl. Dﬂ!“
b,

er thepman Bound to

G
with Cargo of H M 12

‘lﬁw Boston sch. Sarah €. Wha © HAD SUCCESSFUL TRI

0“!"3’* coveiit i T‘;’i‘;m. g Soh. Katie L. Palmer Imer of Portland m

: 10 :wreak. She was on her way f.rom - 1
Angs . ‘ uem ers of th ;
l to”be faﬂng be,nm'

{
i

Je S consul and sent

T;us vessel was forme owned by

firm of Clark, Some§ & Co,, of this
eity, and commandeﬁ by the late Capt.
iphalet Whatf, and was  engaged
eral years. ,
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Counsel Shows That Dzrectton; Receg-

mzed Thrce

e

Mﬂe I.l’

All Seizures Made Were in Terri-
tomal Waters.

(From Our Speclal
f‘ In the olmmg part of his argument,
;Hon. James Warren, counsel for the
{United States before The Hague Trib-
lunal, took up the question of the ves-
ypels of the' United States, fishing
'withm the Bntuh bays from 1845 to
1852, which was ‘denied by the counsel
for Great Britain, and referred to the
,m.morul from the Gloucester fisher-
mcn preuntod to Congress in 1852,
' Paul ‘Crowell's report to the assembly
' of Nova Scetia in the same year, and
Lormo Sabine’s report to Congrou
ahcut tho um.‘

s

He n!”bmitted therefore, that coun=:
sel for Great Britain conveyed a very
erroneous impression as to the state
of affairs in the seven years from 18{;
to 1852. The quiet which existed w
dué not to the fact that Americans did |
not enter the large bays, bul to the
fact that the British and colonial gov-
ernments, hopeful of reciprocity, made’
no attempt to interrupt them in so Jo-
ing.  That they were fishing ian_thg
beys is shown by the evidence, and by,
the alarm caused = among. American
 fishermen by the report that Great
Britain intended to exclude them fmm
those waters.

~It appears that Mr. Wnbste;; the_n
secretary of state, was informed that |
the British colonies complained that
the treaty was not strictly enforced,
and the secretary of state, evidently
fearful of a complete interruption of {
(the extensive fishing industry cf the
United States, published n public let-
ter, of July 19, 1852, in a Bozion news-
paper, which econtained a warning to
American fishermen about tue change
of attitude, and the supposea changad
pqacy on.the part of the government
! reat Britain.

smu Never Agreed in Brﬂush
Ccm:tﬂtotion of Tr&aty.. !

- He said it was perhaps unnecessary
for him. to correct the statement in
tba, British ‘case that Mr. Webster, the

| - States secretary  of state,
.the British construction of |
because Mr. Webster dis-
ited ‘that” he di@ not agree
‘the construction thus put upon

H mr we“have before thig ’rrlbqnt.l
! usive proof of the position ot Mr,
on this question, and I re-
unal to the letter pre-
Webster shortly before

hs ‘was mtendlng :o

that the :overnms'nt’ ét

leved that the pg;it n |

th the céni

wh&ck as the in-
at the

Correspondent..) ‘

It further 4ppears.—-aﬂd ‘this is wha
kes ‘that letter important—that this
\er' ietter from. ‘President. Fillmore to
D el Webster was forwarded by
h minister to the British gove
meht' and that anymrs, df the t
nal pleases, from a note of Mr. Cram
ton, the British minister in Washing=
ton, to the Barl of Malmesbury, then

|state for foreign affairs..
Now, how can the position of Dankt
Webster in 1852 ‘have made the govern:
‘ment of Great irlta&n,, ghlnk that the
government of the United t
agreed in -its IMWmtatlon, when the
British minister in the United States
forwarded to the foreign office of
Great Britain a copy of a letter writ-
tén by the President of the United
States to tl;e secretary of state, ex-
pressing expncitly the position.. now
oceupied. by the United Sthtes ben
fore this tribunal? "
" It is also disclosed by another note
from Mr. Crampton to the Barl of
‘Malmesbury, that the British govern-
ment was. fully advised that the pres-
ident “did not seem to concur in the
construction of the eonvention of

laid down in the opinion of the At-

torney General - of ‘the 30th of ‘Au-
gust, 1841." 3
There, is ‘the British Minister in the

Unlte«fl States ﬁdvislng the Foreign
| Office of the government of Great
| Britain that the President of thé Uni-
| ted States “did not seem to..eoncur
in the opinion of the law officers 0
fhe Crown;” and when one examing
i the opinien of the law ‘officers of the
rmen one is inclined to think thaf
the President of the Unlted Statsas
fwas quite right.. = “igh

W Britain Contemplat

Farco .NQ New

fatule apibe g i

"mi

,.Leen created by a threat of war ves-

’treatyz waa conformable to tlie in- |

of Lord Malmesbury when minister of
foreign affairs and showed ‘that even
in 1862, in spite of the scare ‘that had

sels eoming over here, the govern-
ment of Great Britain had no inten-
tion of putting into force any new
prlnciple

The' rec‘lprocity trelty of 1854 be-
came effective on the 11th “day eof
September, 1854, and, according to its
terms, extended for a period of ten
years, and for another period of 12
‘months, after eitheér of the high con-
| tracting parties should ive notice
to the other of its ,vnsh terminate
the treaty.
The treaty was, t%{-mmated by Con-
‘ ress, -January 18, 1865. The termi-
ation of this treaty of coumﬁ revived
¢ provision of article one of | tka

h biod ooy Ml gove
ritain after 'sthe
é«pmtion of the eciprocity tresm
‘1865 or ms‘
April 12,
“the col6ma ce of ‘the Lgoverns
em of Great Brltain, in a note ad-
sed to the ‘provincial authorities.
the al nut,horities

essels  of the

Etmes which confine territor
and he sum in that letter
d rious doubt
tish bay. was—to put

tion between
- {the termination of
1d unti] January,

{the United' States had the- right, un- |

uicep;es and.

~Jof jurisdiction to bodi
|more than ten miles in width® were

motice to the United States that this

[ Oﬁmll. Instructed Not to Seize

labolished and it became necessary for

. " ize * ﬁ'mc
| Her . Majesty’s principal secretary @l, }

Tfhaf‘-ihﬁe orders must not be re-|

1818 as ‘regards the definition of baysj

sders as to the 16-mile buys were with-

‘fernment Great

came . necessary . for. .th !

of Great Britain to actually put into
effect orders against the fishing ves-
sels of the United States, because
prior to 1870 the fishing wvessels of

der a system of licenses, ‘to fish in
all these waters, and they ‘took.:eut
id so fish, so that these
jorders whieh confined ;the assertion
of watgr not

W"

Amr this treaty
18835, Lord Lansdm\ne
eral “of Canada, notified
ville, who was at the
forgign office of Great
time, ‘under date of May
instructions had been
‘department of marine
of Canada to the officers
of the vessels employed
tection of the inshore fish
dominion, and ‘added th
tions.

These instructions are
the same as those which
under similar circumstan:
80 that it is found that
ty of Washington was

ever put in force; but, neverthelesa;
they were {gsued thhout any reser-
vation whatever, and without any

was not the view of the _governmeat
of Great Britain and of Provinces |
ag to the extent of terntorla.l waters. |

es-
‘ ul. Beyond Three m!g Limit.
‘In 1870 the system of lcenses was

he foreign office to pass upon sthis |
juestion, and Secretarys Cardwell in-
/structed Sir John Young, then Gov.-
eneral of the new Dominion of Can=
&a& in no event should any or-
Jput in force other ‘tham to
rican vessels whén- fishing
e miles of land, or within
.water not greater in extent
iles across.
I agt orders were transmitted
the; .government of the " United
tates gﬁd a statement was made

garded 4s an m-rangement between
ithe * two governments,. but neverthe-
it. 8tands as an-undisputed fact.
hat when the government of Great
Britain, which had decided in 1896
that only bodies of water ten marine
miles in extent were ‘territorial wa- j--
ters, within the meaning of the treaty
of 1818, that when the government
was actually called upon to 2nforce
its  orders agginst the fishing vessels
% the United States,
were, ‘that they shoyld only be seized
n fishing within three miles  of
land, or within a body of water six
miles or less in width.
When a copy of those orders were,
at the request of Secretary Fish,
transmitted to the state department
of the United States, they were ac-
companied by a s{aiecment or at least
& later statement was made by theg
minister for Great Britain in the'!
United States, that they were not to
e construed as an arrangement be=
tween the two powers. But, the or-

lout veservation, without any notice to
the United™ States, and that when the
tirme came that the system of grant-
ing licenses was abolished, the actual
orders put into operation by the gov- |
Britain and by the
dominion: of Canada which complied |
with the instructions of the govern-
ment of Great Britain confined the ex-
ecution to bodies of water six miles or
less in extent.

Three Mile Limit Enforcement Fol-
lowed Treaty of Washington.

I come now to the treaty of Wash-
ington of 1871 ,and it will ba reca]led'
that this treaty took effect July 1,1
1873, gp& was made applicable to|
Newtoundland May 29, 1874, and that
the treaty remained in force for a per- |
iod .of 12 years' by virtue of its own:
terms, and that the congress of the
United States in the year 1883 took
idvantage of its rights under the terms

'of the treaty to abrogate the treaty,
and. gave thé

WO e ‘notice re-
dquired by ‘its terms;

anﬂ in 1885 the
treaty was abrogated in accordance
with this act of congress.

* A modus vivendi was.concluded be-
tween the two governments upon the
abrogation of this treaty, because the
treaty ceased to hava et!ect in  ‘the
midst “of a fishing season; therefore,

_{the modus extended the rig‘bt of Am-

erican fishing vessels to fish in all of
the waters; that Is, all the waters ex-
tending to the ocean, because under
the treaty of Washington of 1871 the
citizens of the United States enjoyed
in common with the subJectQ of Great
Britain the right to fish
bays, creeks and ha.rgggrs
tion of the North ‘.}l’.tlan_
wherever British subje ‘
It will be recalled govern- |
ment of the United ﬁmes paid some |
Sﬁg\’éﬂﬂ,@ﬂo for the priV%e of enjoymr;
right !

were not included in the re

tntain and the United States of i
{He cited statements by Lord Kimber-
{k—.\y and Lord Aberdeen in w!ﬁch

recognized the ‘correctness of ﬂi
those, orders | structmn ‘

1885; the nature of the 8
by the dominion of Canada
colony of Newfoundiand,
lar in all re spects to the o
the dominion of Canada hai
compliance with the reques
foreign’ office of Great Bri
That is, the orders confine
clusion” of American vessels
not. over six ‘marine miles in
and of course to the three £
mileg following the smuul#tieﬂ of
shore, ;

WHAT IS A BAY?

Root Argues on an Important Quutson :
Before Fisheries Arbitration ﬂftv :

Senator Elihu Root, who is mn&
the American case before the Arbitra-
tion Tribunal, which will decide the
Newfoundland fisheries dispute, ﬁuvr,
ing ‘occupied five days with quention‘
one, yesterday opened question two.
This ha® to do with the signification
to he aftached to the word “bays.“?'ﬁ
The senator contended that the :
must be taken in its legal sense, ;
that “bays” the entrances of whic
were more than six miles wi

clause of the treaty betw

B




W with only seven
eight ww&mts at T wharf, pric

out some days, ‘will deubtless uﬁxke
their appearance. next week, which
will be in line of previous conditions
The number of vessels attending m-
ton market, from now é: will 33e ‘
er, as the fleet have ]
by a number vessels “that

changed from r

Seh. Mettacoinei, 71 swordfish
Sch. Gracie, 200 haddq@k,‘ 3000% cod,
2000 pollock.

s of fresh fish are light|

Sch. Margayet Dillon,
39 000 cod.

Rwelph of fish this . mor}hmf art\
Lonﬁmd to a few small famg,whmh
were brbuyht down from Boston as|
surplus pmduct that wuld"nof h! told‘
up there. '

Sch. Francis ?. Mesquita has 25 000 |
pounds of fresh mixed fish. sch, Flora |
J. Sears, 45, 000.‘ pounds, Sch.
and Sabra, ¢
Galatea, 20,000 pounds all
was sold to the splitters. -
A ' number of the shacki
now due should be in tog}ay or tomor-
row which will strengthen the }narket
lshould thev bring in good fares.
The arriva]s and rec in detail
‘are; {

Todgyé" Arrivals and

Sch.Francis P. Mesq'h
ton, 20,000 1bs. fresh.
| Sch. Flora J. Sears,
45,000 1bs. fresh fish.

30,000 1

Sch. Gﬁies(g
h.

& fresh mixed

Steam;er Bessie M.
seining, =

Sch. Emily Sears,

Sch. Belbi,na 5 Dom

W‘Whlch sold at @

ntm $3.75 per
ﬁmedjum, $3.37 1-2.
sx ewt.;
, $1.756

ern GOli. ﬁrge, SL@ ewt.; |

;{1.65; snappers, 60 cts.

estern Bank cod, Gl?tge 33,12 1-2
T . 1 *

, $1.05 ‘perE
per cwt.

is a new yessel
Hﬁn(ﬁining,« and Capt
the Qha,nces were f
‘orbes to secure

Shelburne, Tuesday tﬁt, and cleared
fo fishing.
: n and . Yakl-
Tuesda,y last

_from Boston today, Althow:
(the market was surprised the
rEvnl of sm"zer‘ Bessie qan

-
i
i)

~opening market Ilrst of the week.
'i‘he Iares and prices are folllows:

4000 jarge |

( céﬁ.
Mooween, 50,000 halibut.
Arbitrator; 3000/ haddock; 18,-

;wustdgmhh “development in .bmtb

Tm salt fish market has shown

ﬂu M wuk, dw ,hrgdy to th-

. smaller

ers 1 g to the
,pmtexaional Tare  at|
'times veu : they have

‘thin g ‘Wn way .and are |
some ’hat W _over the turn of

'iaitairs i vident -that local

pmduction Jof mu cod . will not
be, sufficient ‘o m réﬁuiremﬁnts
‘which will be tn the very near |
‘future. - A‘ire&;}y,mderp .of consid-
erable magnitude are coming for- |
'ward, ‘that have created much activ- :
ity in the .cutting establishments.
Reports from the vessels now .out
with limited catehes of fish have serv- |
ed as a mami o the bear  ele~ |
ment that prod’mm could not be in-
duced .to sell so easily. A market |
'bare of fish or even half stocked at
this. time is not a comfortable situn;
ation for am uncovered shortage to
be in, and gnore partieularly when a |
demafid un@)oked for is coming for-
ward so eurly in the season. So the
advance in' price of .cargo lots was|
largely due to this cause. i
The dealers:. ’a are largely pro-
fessional, ' for ‘it they that princi-
|pally . supply the consuming masses
with salt. water foad fish, The ship-x
!ments by these .coneerns during fall |
and early winter is enormous, and.
it domestic vproduction is not suffi- |
cient to upyly the demand, then a
resort to ;lmportatmn must be made |
if they are to continue in this great
industry. .. - i
Tt i new noticeable that every one
in the shipping of whole and cut fish |
realizes the conditions that confront
them, and will use every legitimate |
means to secure sufficient stock with |
|E hich to supply the trade. But
western houses must not think of
getting. cheap cod and other grounds
fish for the great shortage at this
place, with_a small catch at other
sections, does not warrant this expec-
tation, .so do not be deceived. !

o

Caught Monster Halibut.

Jonas ‘Whynot one of the crew of
sch. Lillian, whieh anchored on St.
Pierre Bank; caught on a -handline
from the ‘deek a monster halibut,
weighing 375 pounds, which is one of
the largest ever taken by any fish-
erman from this port. The two
flitchers 'of this mammath" halibut
were: sold tor ﬂ% ; ] :

thbut, O.t Pﬁ nd. .

Two more fares of halibut S v
Iported at Pcrti;:ixd today, sch. Cath-
lerine C. Burke, Capt. Ausustus G.
;Haﬂ% arriving there th
‘a good mp? of 30,000




