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side, all why are prapared to rosist the aggressions of
superstition un the one wido, and of neology on the
other—of Romo and Germany—swho are Hrrcpnrcd to
maintain in theic intearity the principles of the
Euglish Refurmation, and to uphold, with toleration,
but at the rame time with fiemness, the distinguish<
ing tenets of' the church of our futhors.

v

Nelug Department.

(I~'rmﬁ the St Join's, N.F. Tcléyraph. March 4.)

CConresrovpuNce nrrwien Tng Hox. AtronNey
GrexeraL axp T Bisnor oy NEWFouNDLAND,
RELATIVE To Tuf RuCENT CONVENTION UE-
TWERS FRANCE AND GRUEAT BRITAIN, ON THE
SUNIECT oF Tuv FIsugnies.

March 2, 1853,

Sit,—Having obtained the consent of tho Iion.
Attorney Geaeral, 1shauld be glad to give publicity
to the subjoincd Correspondence Letween that gens
tleman and mysell. It relates to a subject which
affucts (indirectly perhaps, but not 1emotely) the sta-
bility and prosperity of atl our institutions, civil and
religious, and the moral and social welfaro of all our
people, of every denomination aud degree.  Knowing
that tho one-sided stipulations and ruinous results of
the Convention would be exposed and condemned, by
precsons whoso judgment i such matters is entitled to
far more consideration than nune, 1 feltit unnecessary
to record my feelings and views. Iaving however
been cfficially called upon to give my opinion, and
given it accordingly, J amn desirous that wy friends
in the Colony ehould know, that 1 calirely ageee in
the gencral condemnation of the Counvention and the
accompacying Despatch.  With respect to the latter
indeed, or rather with respeet to botb, I must bo per-
untted to ascribe tho sentiments and proceedings of
Hor Majesty's Ministers 10 ignorance of the interests
involved in, and the manner and degree i which
thoso interosts would be uffected Ly the proposed
Treaty :—an ignorance partly 1 lhinkL to be account-
ed fer by conflicting reporis and recomiuendations
from tns country. Itis too evident Lowever, that 1he

continued importunities of the French (which ouzlt
in reasss ta have nradisesd golin — v~ e———.

vesult,) have procured for them such unlnm?cd and
unrequied concessions. 1 may bo permitted to
chew onc instance of tho adroitncss of the French
and the ignorance of the British Commissionem,rt\s
exbibited in the Despatch. Havirg reported, with
great naivele, that ¢ the French attach a valuo to Ebe
five resorved points on the Western Shore” (being
the only Harbors with profitoable fishing grounds)

« on account of existing establishments and right.s,"
the Despatch proceeds to ela:te as a .Conc«.suon Groais and South Baile
« which it is hoped will bo of increa:...3 importance
as popuiation and industry advauce,” that * the Wa- | purposes, at the reserv
ters of the entirc Western Coast, with these excep- | coast, fram Rock Potnt
\ions, arc lett open to the free concurrence of British

Sr. Jonn's, Fel'y 281h, 1857,

Stn,—In roply to ths cnquiries contained in Eour
letter of the 23ed fust,y 1 bep to inform you that I bave
beens connected with this colony, as Bishop of the
Diocess of Newloundland, thirteon years, 1 cama
mto residence on the 4ib July, 1844, and sinco that
datoe have not boun ubsunt fram tho colony six months
in all, excop® when visiting Bermuida, which is within
wy Eprcopal jurisdiction), and I bave never been
nbs nt from the coluny durng the summor, or fishing
season. 1 have viitod repeateddly all tho harbore, (as
well of what is callod tho Fronch Shote as elsowhere,)
in which there aro any membors of my congrogation
1 bave threo thnes visited the principal barbors on tho
coast of Labradory (on which Coast I have stationed
two Clergymen and havo built tbreco Cburclhicy, nnd
am building two mora:) 1 have had, and embraced
tmany opportunitics of ascertaining by pereounl obser-
vation, the conditivn of tlc inbabitants, both as to
theie moral and social otate. 1 bave wet and couver-
sed with the agents of all the Deitish Mercantilo Xs-
tablishmonts; with plantors and fishermen ; and with
tha Naval Ofticers on tbis station, both French and
Linglst, (I would instance particularly Admiral Sir
Georgo Saymour). My Clersy,as well in St. Georgo's
Bay (where also I bave a Churcb), s on the Labra-
dor, have been men of observation and intelligence,
and 1 bardly necd say fntetested in all the interosts
of their people and neighbors. '
R-lying on thess sources anid opporlunities, 1 ven-
ture, at vour request, to givo my opinion on the pro-
babls cffvcts of the recent convention betwoen Gireat
Britain and Feance on tho subject of tho Fisheries on
tbe coact of Nawfoundland and Labrador, Your first
question is, " \What is_your opinion will be the effect
of the concessions mals to France by this Treaty as
regards the interess of the people of Nowloundland ¥
€1 wera to ancwer tlis question generally, aud speak
of the concession colbctively and as & whole, I shiould
say, very injurious i}'jot ruinous. ‘Thoy would proba-
bly Gouble the catird anouat of the Froeach catch,
whitb, with the belp of Yheir bounties, would enable
the French at onco to cqumand tho European mar
kets, and probably in a pw years, those of the West
Indies and South Ameria, “They (the concessions)
would seriously distarb 3d dittress the poor ¢ fivers”
(rotbo inbabitantsare ptrerally called, and call them-
selves) an the North Est, North, and North Western
coasts of Newfoundiand,ffrom Cape St. Johin to tha
Bay of Islands,) ard g the Fabrador; and lastly
would probably gmive ocdsion to much collision and
stede between the Frentl and tho British Fishermen,
patticularly in the it Bolp.dale, .} wonld_bo
these points. .

1.—In the firct placc,gjllc the French do notre
linquisk or abandon a rale profitable fishing ground
which they bave ever udl, they gain by thuse wn-
cessions (1) (Article 1)t exclusice right to (lih at
theso places, never l:eforddnurled (2) [Articlp 3] the
fisheries on Lioth sides b Straits of Belle Islo and
at Belle Isle itself, wii{ would more thaa double
thear eatch on the shoreg®] [Asticlo 5] the right of
purchasing and, ifthe suy shonld appear insufficient
of taking bait on tbe So} shore, which would great-
ly increase their catch ohe Banks (4] the Istands of
[Articls 7.
1L—The exclusive 1% to the strand for fishing
qarbors and all along tha
fi0 Bay of Islands to Capu
St. Johu fsee Articles ®d 2] would oither drive
the * livers” from the shdor would deprive them of

fishermen :” which js as much, or a3 lillls, asto sy |0 tivelihood by interthng their Safmon. e
that, with the czception of the Banks, the Waters oftbe | 103 Seal fisherses.  ‘Th&al fisheries bt be se:

entize Atlantic,* whero fisking-lina bath never tauch- | riously interrupted, if 1§
ed the ground,” are 12fi open to tho free concurrence

of British fishermen.
1 am, Sir,
Your obdt. servant,
Ep. NEWFOUNDLAND.
“L'o the Editor of the ¢ Telearaph.”

ST. Joux's, Feb. 23rd, 1857.

My Loxo,

You have doubtless been made aware through the | ¢ oo o ndirectly
public printe of the terms of the Treaty latoly condic { fihing ”boats; and tlne,
tionally entered into by Great Britain and ?:‘ranco on } « hivers”™ were allawed a
the subject of tho Fishertes. Wil you be kind enough
10 atato for what lenath of time and in whbat manner case, tho wholo of the P
you bave been connected with tbis Colony, and to say, Herring, woufd of coursdI®

ken away, by sllowing
three Frenchmen on evihile of tho coast to re-
N Articlo 147 and by ox-
grom 8 Sumuner fisherys
which ought nat to comrg before the first of May,
back to the 5th of Ap:BThe Seal fishery would
probably be interfered Wlircctly by the French
residents, [tho six in 13 being brought together
would be sufficient to w¥ramo and attend to tho
ficts, which i3 the manu®rzying on this very fus
crative trade in the Straij® on tho Northern coast
of Newloundlanc]; and ¥gcertainly be much in-
8} increased number of
ing the poor British
o remain :—if they
amms sve Atticle 11
n, as would boe tho
b Salmon, Seal and
o the bands of the

were removed cither by
and 13] or ol uaequal ¢

13t.—What in your opinion will be tho effect of thu | Freach.  Nor ougbt italforgotten that if tho

concessiony made to France by, this T'reaty, as regar
the intarests of tho people of Newloundlaud.

20d.—What is tho vatuo to tbe peoploof Newfound- | foundiand and Great BruZlg

88 | Mackezel should return {$hores, anothor most
puld be loit to New-
ould further abserve

lacrative branch of the 6%

Jand of tho cquivalents offered by the Treaty, in re- | that the exclusive right t&gnd and the Harbaors

¢urn for theso concessions.

31d.— Are you awaro of any cultivation of the soil, | als; as well as hinder lhe

or permanent creciions mado by the French, on t
French Shore.

4th—You arc respectfully solicited to make any i H )
wenoral observations on the subject of the Convention, | 1,34 10 give the French a§nt tight of fishirg

o
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14y Lord,
Yoor west « L, cervant,

P F. Lurie

Chormin of Sdect Conmitie?. | wandt te precineed o S

though not ccunag withia the scope of the forogolvg | on the Labrador, wouid

miph interfere with tho @8DS timber and minor
o0 of the eoil, which
od Roy and at the

he | 18 pursued with Fome eu
Rivers of that name. 1858
11L.~—It surely must La¥8us to require proof,

@188 opporiunitics
ilarly while our
rivileges had been
grdced any, recem-

and occasion of eollisicy
fith. e f21t that ther §
tuvaded wabout air ey
plnse.

’ 1 min e ahowen o

- )
vt Jfivet wulach
S

CRIu L o

| SR Fogroen ol

tie Rugkt Rovererd . A
inr Lozt Bl oF LW UNPLAND.

UCT SISPWRCIRE A RS I -‘fv'-’; YOIRE. 5 TS
[

- ———— ¢ e ——— -

parts in ibo sununor, from the Hoathenish practice of
tho Frenob in pursuing, na they do, their fithing oc-
cupations on the Lord’s day, ‘preciscly as at other
ties, I havo m{;ell beon witness of this practice, and
the French Fuhermen sometimes remark, that they
sbould not know tho Sunday at all it thoy did not see
the Eingleh “knock oft” i s onoe of tho sins which
wy clorgy on the Labrador have laboured zealouly,
and I teast with success, 10 correct; but it would be
too wuch to cxpect that they could vowmand the
samo attention, with tha French carrying off the
Fish befara thelr cyes,

1 think it 1ight to add that in my opinion to allow
the IFrench the right to purcbase byt on the South
shore, would be only too aceeptabilo to the ravidents on
that shore j—nor can [ percoivy that this tight to pur-
chase bait would bo prejudicial 1o the gencral interuats
of Newitoundland, except so far as it would increasa
the French catch on the Banks. It is woll known
that the contraband ealo of Bait, both llerring and
Caphin, is carried on to a great oxtont, and could not
canly be stopped,. Some sacrifice might, 1 trust, b
mado to provent the manifold evils of un illicit trade ;
but on x0 accouat should the Fronch bs pormitted to
tako tho bait for themeolves.

I may proceed now to reply to your eecond queation,
nawely, * What is tho valuo to the peoplo of New-
foundiand of the cquivalents offered Ly the Tieaty
in return for these concessions ?” Before I give an opi-
nion on this point 1 think it nocestary to state that af-
ter reading Governor Hamilton’s able despateh, I am
confirmed in tho view generally taken that the Freunk
never bad any axclusivo right eithor to the strands or
fishery on 1be Fronch sbore. Lot it be granted that
« the British Sovercign s bound to take the wost posi-
tive measures for preventing hor subjects from inter-
rupting in any manner Ly thoir competition the fishery
of the French during tho summer season;” and that,
during that scason, tbe ** British fishermen can always
be warned off by tho French” from their Sshing
arounds,—that is surely a very different thing, both
wn logic and in fact, from stopping or intorfering with
their Salmon, Ilorriog, and Seal Fishery : or even
thoic Cod fishery, whore the French never cared to
come. Again, graating ¢ that the British fixed Lstab-
lishments, whatever buildings or onclosures interfere
with the French in curing their fisharo to be remo-
vod"—that aleo is very different from removing all the
houtes of the British * livers,” and preventing their
occupation or cuitivation of tho land in no way inter-
ferinz with the Fronch fishing.rooms. If this be thg
Just view of the case, and it appears to agreo with that
taken by Governor Hamilton and Mr. Crowdy in their
Uist B RRA TRV Y, dhit, Jiflicuh 1o perccive
sion a¢ all. Ifit had been otherwise, that i, if thpe
T'rench bad really any exclusive right to the ’ﬁaber
and the steand from Capo Ray to Cape St. John {
should be incllued to attach some counidorable impt;n-
ance to the removal of the Freuch from the Western
coast as far as Rock Poiat in thy Bay of Jslande, as ze-
gards the comfort and welfaro of tho inbabilants pre-
tcut or {uture, on that coast, but very [ittle as re’garda
the general prosperity of the Colony, inasmuch ns ali
their produce goes, and would 80 tu, and their supplies
bo received from Nova Scotia or Canada. Aod as
the case now stands, 1 am nut dizposed to think that it
is of no impoztance to the inhabuants of that ghore
that their rights should be recognized, and thatghey
sbould be under no apprehension of being intex*ercd
with, 50 long zs they do not interfero with the French
sugnner fishery. Bot it is quite evidunt thigt the British
vacrnment._or the Secreiaries cf Sate concerned in
this Convention have been misted by the misrepresen.
tations (probably of trausient sumumer visitors respeet.
ing the shores of ** Bay St. Georye, as furnishing a pro.
fitable field for future colonization, and as bcin:ainpm
larly exempt from 1he disadvantages of climate &e,”
This is a great wistake, for 1 do not believe tbat the
shores of all Bay St. George would yield such a return
by ths coltivation of the £oil as that portion of land
which would be swept by the three mite radius from
the centre of Codroy Harbor ; aad for fisbing purpo.
5cs, except only at Sandy Poimt, they are, and wonld
be of no valuc. With respect to the rizht arantoed
in 1818 to the inkabitants of the United States to take
fish in common with the subjects of His Britannie Ma-
Jesty on tho western and northern coasts of Newfouagd-
land from Cape Ray 10 the Quirpon lslands, [which
ouplt to be suflictent (o prove that British subjects had
such a right]it 13 very painful to observe that the See.
retary of State can only escape from the horns of the
dilomma by asserting that the rights granted to the
3:]"'5(1 States were * nominal and ot in fact excreise

Ce
In reply to your third question, viz.: «
awaro of any cuhivation 2( the soil or ne‘x‘x‘x’l:xfc‘:xut
erections made by the French on the French Shore 7

am not award of any cultivation of she sojl by the
French boyond their summer gardens [of greens and
lettaces] nor of any permanent, or otber crections ex-
cept for theur fishing purposes. I ought, bowever (o add
that 1 have never visite. Croque wor the Harbors on
the nurth westorn coasts resaited to by the French
only. as Red Isiand, Ferolle, &¢. When last at Qnir-
pot. [in 1853,] 1 keard of macbiaery with a sleam-en-
gine, cither erceted, or about o be erected, for mak.
ing concentrated manure from the offa),

With reference to your request that 3 weuld mako
fLany pnnral ¢ v atinns on the subicet ¢ the Con-
Verton, the ek Lot Coiin r wi lun U 1y ol the
: AT} T !)5.5."," Tveme s ok that it ‘eLms
fonre a it e teruppac et 112 “ gty CnIOrce-
ment cltbe righis eack mrdon pow fas” [Fec pet




