dustrics of any people or any other
person,

“Zo great has been the fujury to
fisheries from the irregular and des-
tructive slaughter of seals in the
open walers of Behring Sea by
Canadian vesscly, wherens the gov-
ernment had allowed a huudred
thcusand to be taken anuuslly for a
series of years, it i3 now compelled
to reduce the number to sixty thous-
and. If four years of this vielation
of natural law and neighbors? rights
has reduced the annual slaughter of
seals by forty per cent, it is easy to
see how short a perlod would be re-
quired to work a total destruction of
the fisheries. .

$'I'ie ground upon which ner
Majesty’s government justifies or.
at least, detends the course of the
Canudian vessels rests upon the fact
that they were committing their
acts of destruction on the ligh zeas.
Tt is doubtful whether her Majesty s
government would abide by the
rule if an attempt were mude to
interfere with the pearl fisheries of
Ceylon, which extend more ihan
twenty miles from the shore liue,
and have been enjoyed by England
withiout molestation ever since Ltheir
acquisition. Bo well recognized is
the Britisli ownership of those fish-
eris, regardless of the limit of the
three-mile line, that her Majesty’s
government feels authorized to sell
fhe pear! tisheries right from yearto
year to the highest bidder. Not fa it
probable that the modes of fishing
on the grand banks, altogether prac-
tienble  but highly destruetive,
would be justified or even permitted
by Great Britein on the plea that

the vicious acts committed were
more than three miles from shore.*’

He mentjous (ynamite as one of
these destrugtive methods.

Does her Muajesiy’s government
seriously maintain that the law of
natlons ig powerless to preveut such
violation of the common rights of
man? Arethe supporters of justice
in all nations to be declared incom-
petont to prevent wrongs so odious
and so destruetive? In the judg-
ment of this government the law of
th« gea is not lawlessness. One step
beyond that which her DMajesty’s
governmoent has taken in this direc-
tion, and piracy finds jts jurisdic-
tion.”’

«This government hasbeen ready
to concede much in order o adjust
all the differeuces of viewe, and
has, in the juigment of the Presi-
dent, already proposed a solution
not only equiatble but generous.
The president now awaits Avith in-
terest, not unmixed with solicitude,
any proposition for a reasonuble ad-
justozent which her Majesiy’s gov-
ernment may submil. ‘The foicible
resistance to which this goverminent
is corstrained in Behring sea is in
the president’s judgment demnind-
ed, not only by the necessity of de-
fending the traditional long estnl-
lished rights of the 1Tnited States,
but also the righis of goeil govera-
rment nod good morals the world
over.

‘In (his coutentirn the govern-
ment of the United Stafes has no
ngcasion and no desire to withdraw
or modify the position which it has
at any time maintalned ngainsk fhe
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Imperial Government of Russin.
The United States will not with-
hold from any npation privileges
whieh it demanded for itself when
Alaska wasa part of the Russian
Empire, vor is the government of
the United States disposed to exel-
eisein those possessions any less
powayr or authority than it was will-
ing to concede Lo the Imperial Gov-
erament ¢f Russia when its sover-
eignty extended there.”* i

On April 3)th Pauncefote wrole
to. Blaine in answer to higinvitation
for a counter proposal for u gettle.
nient, that, as the sole object ofI
the nmegotiations was the preserva-
tion of the fur seal species, regard-
less of advantage toany particular |
pation or private interest, it would
be strange if there should be a|
failure to devise meansofsolving the
difficulties which h-d arisen. In
view of the divergent views held,
no solution would satisfy opinion
in Cauada or Great Britaln with-
out a fuil inguiry by n mixed
commission of experls. Menn-
while, he wwas prepared lo re-
commend to his governmeut cer-
tain provisional and precautionary
measures to remove apprehension
of the depletion of the fur seal|
species, pending the report of the
commission. He then cites author- |
ities 1o show thai the nomber of
seals is on the jucrease, The minis-
ter says:

“Butinorder toquietall apprehen-
sion on that seore, by would propose
the fullowing pravisional regula-
tions. ‘That gealing should hbs pro-
hibited in Buhring sea, the SBea of
Othiotsk  and  acjoining  watera
during the months of May, June.
October, November and December,
which may Le termed the migration
period of the fur seal.

“Second--That all sealing vescels
he prohibiled from approaching the
breeding islands within u radius of
ten miles.”?

The minister then embodies the
deaft of an agreement for 2 mixed
commission to cover these and other
points and report.

The Marquis of Salisbury, under
date of May 22ud, ina letter to the
British minister, after saying that
the negotiations between Blaine nnd
the minister nffords a strong reason
to hiope that the juestion is in a fair
way towards a satistactory ndjust-
ment, undertakes to reply to Blaine’s
arguments relative to the statement
that the aeizures were justified by
the fact that thoy engaged in the
pursuit ““‘contrn mores,” the Marguis
EDACH '

It Is obvioua that two questions
nre involved. First, whether the
pursuit and killing of furseals in
certain parts of tho open sea is, from
the pointof view of international
morality, an offense confra bonos
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lsts, and was very distinetly lnid
down by President Tylerin a special
message to Congress, dated Febro-
ary 27, 1813, when, after acknowl-
edging the right to detain and
gearch a vessel ot susplelon of
piracy, lie goes on to say: “With
thig single exception, no hation has
in time of peace any authority to
detain the ships of another upon the
high seas upon any pretext what-
ever, outside of ils territorial juris-
dietion.??

“Now, the purauit of seala in the
open sea, under whatever circum-
stanees, has never hitherto been
considered piracy by a eivilized
State. - Nor even if the United
States had gone so far as to' make
the killing of fur eeals piracy by their
mumnicipal law, would this lhare
justified them in punisbing offenses
agninst such law committed by any
persons other than their own eiti-
zens outside the tevritorial jurisdic-
tion of the United States? In the
case of the slave trade, a practice
which the vivilized world agreed to
Jook upon with sbhorrence, the
right of arresting the vessels of ar-
other country was exercized only by
gpecial interpational agreement, nrul
no ene government has been allowed
that general control of morals in
this respect which Blaine claims it
behalf of the United States in regard
to seal hunting. But her Majesty’s
government nust question whether
this pursuit enn be regarded as eon-
tra bone mores, pnless and until,
for speeial reasype, it has been
agreed by the interpatiennl ar-
rangement to forbld it Fur seals
are indisputably animals  ferae
naturae and have naiversally been
regarded by jorists as res nulluns
until csught. No persons, there-
fore, eau have preperty in theni un-
til he bas nctually reduced them
into hiz posscssion by eapture. It
requires someihiug more than «
mere declaration that the govein:
ment or eitizens of tbe United
Btates, or even other countries in-
terested in the seal trado, are loscrs
by a certain course of protection to
reuder that course immoraj.

«“Her Majesty’s government would
deeply regret that the pursuit of fur
seals on the higl scas by British
vessels should 1uvolve even the
lichtest injury to the peopleof the
United States. If the ease be proved,
they will be ready to consider what
measures ean be properly taken for
a remedy of suel injury, but they
would be unable on that ground to
depart from the principles on which
free commerce on the high seas de-
pends.**

Respecting Blaine’s stntement of
the exclusive mounopely enjoyed
by Tusgia, the Marmuis quoter from
Jolin Quincy Adams, United States
minister in Rossia, which nation in

mores. Secondly, whether, If such
be tho case, this justifies seizvre on
the high sens and sutaequent con-
fiscation in time of peace of private
vessels of a friendly nation.’?

Ho says, further, that it is an
axiom of inoternational maritime
law that sieeh action is only ad-
missable In case cf piracy or in pur-
suance of n special international
agreement. This prineiple has
been uyniversaily admitted by jur-

1821 prohibited all fereign vessels
from approaching within  three
milea from the coast of Buhring
Lraits to thefifty-fivst degree north
Iatitude, to the ciffect tha® tho
United States eould admit no part
of these clalms. “He also cites the
cnge of the Unlted States brig
Lariat 1o show that the right of
fishing thus asserted included the
right of killlng fur-beariug Snimata.
The brig w:\;,’tgreed by an armel



