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which the rights of the two parties are de-’
fined, uenutoophn; to admit of hnnest'
doubt. While American J()hmﬂll and orators,

without any reputation to lose, insist on the
the right of American fishermen, to fish any
where, within three miles of the shore, !
whether in or out of the large bays, the lead-
ing statesmen of the Republic have generally ;
been more prudent. The late Danicl Webster |
when Secretary uf State, in 1852, was obliged
substantially, to admit the correctnessof the
English interpretation of the treaty; that the !
line of exclusion should be drawn|from head- |
land to headland. In a paper dated at the
department of State, on the -19th July, he
said: ““It wounld appear that, by a strict and
rigid construction of the article, fishing ves-
sels of the United States are prevented from
entering into the bays or harbours of the
British Provinces, except for the purposes
of shelter,; repairing damages and obtaining
wood and water. A bay, as is usuplly under-
stood, is an arm-or recess of the sea, enter- |
ing from the ocean, between two capes or
headlands; and the term is applied equally to
small and large tracts of water thus sitnatcih,
It is common to speak of Hudsow's Bay, or
the Bay of Biscay, although they are very
large tracts of water.” After stating that the
British authorities insist on the #ight to draw
a line from headland (o headland. M.
Webster added : ‘““‘It was undoubtedly an
oversight, in the convention of 1818, to make
#0 large a concession to England, since the
United Statés had usually considered that
those yast inlets or recesses of the
ought-to be opento American fishermen, as
freely as the sea itself, to” within three
‘marine miles of the shore.” - This admission |
is sufficiently full to ¢
able ground; and it is not invalidated by an
intimation, at the close of the paper, that
the American Gouernment does fiot adwmit,
‘‘ that the construction put upon ghe treaty
(by the law officers of the Crown in Eng-
land) m}mnfurmab.c to the intentions of the
contracting parties.” Mr. Seward, when |
shortly after, the question came up in Con-
gress, construed Mr. Webster's
mean that “ it was an oversight to use lafi-

ocean

cover the whole disput- |

\\l;l\](
guage in the convention; which, hy a strict
and rigid construction, might be niade to
yield (that is, give up) the freedein of the.
great bays.” from |

Even Senator” Davis

Musadumtta, particularly interested in the | [ &

hshcb question, adwmitied that the treaty |
would bear the comstriction against which !
he cdantended as unjfist.

Acc«»nling to Chancellor Kent, onc of the
great. Amgricafi authorities on international |
Iaw, the rule contended for/in the English |
consfruction of the treaty would have been |
applicable if there had been no special agroe- |
pent on the subject.
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It would not be un-lis

nable, as I apprehend,” he said, ¥to
ume for domestic pubposes, connected
with our safety and welfare, the control of

hin lines stretching from quite disthnt
liands ; as, for jnstance, from Cape Aunfi
Cape Cod, and from Nantucket to Mpn- |
ke point, and from that point to the capes |
Delaware, and from the south cape| of |
wida to the, Mississippi.” This is a very
tal claim, and we may gather from it what
i#w the Americans would take of this
neh . of the fishery question if they px-
ngedl positions on it with the l)nmininig.

e’ English Government relaxed its e\
sive rights so far as related to the Bay of
but Lord Aberdeen officially treafed

ily ;
to the Americans by

“ 91:' coneession of a privilege”. The colonial®|

aufhiorities were then (May 25, 1844) in- |
stifiated henceforth to allow™ ““ the Unifed |
St#tes fishermenl to pursue their avocations|in

part Jf the Bay of Fundy, provided tley
h—except in the cases specified |
in $he treaty of |
the entrance of any bay on the coast of Ndva |
This concessign, |

do@rot approac
of 1818—within three miles|
Scétin or New Brunswick.”
well think, it would not be policy to recall,
thougly Mr. Mitchell’s Fishery Bill does 1ot
seopn ™ make this exception. If it wdre
¢, the only bay about which the most

eme advocates of the rights of American
ruian can raise any question is the Bay
andy.

ackerel, which the American fishermgn

& especially pursue, is capricious as to jts

other

l¢ as well as in respecis. Sonje-
American
apd

latter

is found mainly on the
George's Banks,
Chaleur,

5(".1“'1-1""!‘.

which
The

of $he American fisherman’s dislike of an in-

sofjetimes on  Bay

plage it reaches in secret
xcludes them

they de-

tp follow the mackerel wherever it gods.

bretation of the treaty which e
1 this bay, is found in this faei :
awing this instinct, they have at all timps
1, much in the habit of encroaching "n:
‘Aﬂ-ih'_tl grot
oved ll_\ the
ivalent, for many y¢

ind. . This prohibitio
ll(': , o

and even the ih
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Reciprocity
ars,

el fishery was thrown open to them, The
afterwards continngd

ad

l,n\;{;n“ oL~

vl . "
priviieges were

license, ou the payment of a specifi

, 'but now we revert to the

| enj§esl by both parties fiom 1818 to 1854,
Bhere is also a guestion” of the right of

naggation, or rather there is na question,

bufal practice opposed to strict international

s of the fishery convention.

of l{:l;

and the term

aking use Guat of Cagnso, Amerj-
find a short road to the |
ng grounds; bat according to the Eng-

law officers, ““ no foreign country has the

cailg fishing vessels

fisly

waters on our coast, though included |

| villages of Outario.

facturers or brokers,

right to use or navigate the passage of Canso;”
and the convention (of 1818) did not, either
expressly or by necessary implication, con-
cede any such right of usmg or navigating
it. Whether it may be pnhu to concede the
right-is another question.
The naval police to be sent to these waters
is very inconsiderable, and its presence there
is neither a new feature nor a reasonable sub-

| ject of complaint. In former times, and under
"'a condition of things which has now revived,
as many as one hundred and thirty British

guns were sometimes kept on the station;

| now there will ‘he only a few schooners, with

no armed force worth speaking of. It will
be well to adhere to an old rule, given by

command of the Queen, “that the officers

| employed upon this service should avoid all
the treaty, But |

interference with the vessels of friendly
powers, except where they are in the act of
violating the treaty, and on all occasions to
avoid giving ground of ‘complaint, by the
adoption of harsh or unnecessary proceed-
ings, when circimstanees compel their arrest
or seizure.” Mr. Mitchell’s Bill goes further
than this, and renders liable to seizure ves-
sels ‘‘preparing to fish;” a matter difficult
of 1-1‘7mf, and one likely to lead to needless
disputes.

BRITON LIFE ASSOCIATION.

In common with the other English life
companies, this Association has found its
operations greatly retarded during the year
by the general shaking of confidence in life
assurance organizations consequent upon the
caollapse of the Albert and the difficu'ties of
other companies, The new premium income

notwithstanding, upwards of £20,000

Was,

| stg., and £55,000 was carried to the reserve

fund. The steady progress of the Association,
from its inception to the present time, is
clearly shown by the tabulated statement oh
our last page. Flattering allusion was made
at the meeting to the Canadian business, upon
which the directors seem to set considerable
store. We hope it will make further pro-
ress. - The report and the remarks at the
ting throw light upon the affairs of the
iy, and onght to be carefully perused

by all interested,
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The Govermuaent scheme for
1 of the American silver is likely to
prove entirely successful. An impression has been
wted among l"'r Lolders of silver, that the only

i l' 38 of it, and accord-
il"’f“'. it is passing rapully out of circulation.

SMALL UBANGE.

the remova

to dis I‘r

Such is the report from the principal towns and
The public disfavor which
now attaches to these coins. will effectually prevent
them being returned through the merchants, mant-
to" the public, so that they

mast leave the country. Meantime the fractional




