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nin'oed last mil mini willi a iiuiu1>er of the inliiil)iiaiitH to catcli lobster-

for thoni, and wore to I) 'gin operations on the 'J'jth Turn?.

2. On the lOtli of Jnne Mes.srs. Murphy & Andrews arrivi'd wlih

the iiecespary phuit and t-np[ilies Tor the isoason. On the I ith June n

largo muiiber of Frenchmen arrived there. Messrs. Murphy & Andrew.^

eirproceeded to erect the necessary boiling house for carrying o. th

business, and had their arrangements all l3ut completed wh ii tin

rencn warslu[) ii D I'ac .rrived at llaulin'j; Puint. The Commande
on Sinnhiy, .Time 24th, informed Messrs. Murphy & Andrews that h •

wouhl not allow them to take Lobsters in that locality, and furthei

.

that tlio French Government iiad conceded to the French Compan;
there represented, an exclusive right to li.^h foi* Lobsters in th.,:

locality for live veais.

3. In consequence of the interdict of the Commander of t!i

** Drac," the men who had agn>ed with Messrs. ^Murphy ^^ Ainlrews 1 >

supply them with Lobsters, refused to do so, and they have been

obliged to abiindon tlie venture, at consideraM e loss. for which thi

claim compensation, amounting to two thousand one huiulred ans

eighty dollars and sixtv-three cents.

are attached to the statejuent.

riie particulars of the claim-

'[. Having ejected the IJritish subjects from !lu' pi c,', the Fi-ench

Company have proceeded to erect i\u establishment of a [jernianent

chariM.'ter, over three hundred feet in length, in which, fi'om the repoit

of Mr. I>erteau, Subcolh-ctor of Customs, whi'.!h I euchjse for yo'i;

litji-dshi [)'.-; information, it appears that tliey inteUil tocai'ry on a Lob-
ster Factory and general trading establishm:.Mit, with accommodatiijii

for a large ninnber of men. This sav(jurs more of regidar annexation
of that portit)n of our coast, than the temporary occu[)ati(ju of a portion
of the shore for fishery purposes. As the cost t)f the erection of the
boiling house, by Messrs. ]\Iurphy & Andrews, was <Mie hundred and
fifty dollars, including the labor, it is evident that it was not a fixed

il)orarv erection to be removed at the end of
th<

establishment, ])ut a ten

le seasoD.

5. My ministers protest very strongly ag;iinst this assertion of
French claims. They submit that thi' terms of the Treiity of Utrecht
and the d(!claration of ITSo. do not include the concession to the rrench
of an industry then unknown. The Treaty of Utrecht gave to France
the right to '-catch Mi and dry them on land." Lobsters are not fish.

and the jjrocess of canning is not that of dryin- them. The takinsr of
ousters does not, therefore. appi';ir to come within the tei'ins of the

Treaty, and the assertion o!" I''re;i<'h claims, as det:aled in the enclosed
statement, involves the [jj-actical exclusion of British subj(>cts from an
industry within British Territory, unknown uhen the French Treaty


