
16

Ii! conm'i'tinii with this ((irrL'si^iiKliMiCL' ami the ,ii;ricvaii('t's coiii-

i)hiiii'M| ()\\ \vi- h ivc liiul occiision to fi;;.'iud iiiul iiiakt; I'ofereiicu to the

action ul' our CoU)ni;il Lo,Li;ishitui'o on lorinL'rocciision.s, in rcsju'c^t of the

lar-e i.-^.snvs wh'u-h iii't' involved in tli' [)ioH,.'nt Hul/)(t:t of (-(^nsiihiraliou ;

and wc; liavo li:id to rcvoi't toihc a.s»!ir.'nii'.i'.sof Your Miijcst y, ;is, from

tiuio to tinu'. liiviMi i>v Vour ^[aJo.stv"s .Mini.sL(T.s in fonfiniiation of

position."! assorted and niaintainiMl hy this (A)h)ny. as to tho ndati vo

i'i<'dits of iJriiish iiml i^'ri'iich suhjocts on tho Coast, of Ncwfoundhind
under Treaties between tlie two great Powers.

Ill our piesent delibeiMtious, we have been constrained to regard

as a ju'omin'.'nt cause of dilTieulty. tliesc new ohiinis, wliicli iii ihe case

of Messieurs .Mur[ihy and Andrews, seeiu to involve the consideration,

not only of Fisherv rights, but also of Territorial rin'hts, which have
hitherto I'cen un(|uesiioned.

The faets set forth 1>efore us, wiiich. in their material points are

notthe subject of dispute, wari'ant us in the expression of the opin-

ii-)n that in this particular c.ise, as in others, there has been displayed at

limes, on the part of Imperial authorities, a disposition to'makonnduo
concessions in fishery matters to the aggressive claims of the subjects

of France, and to suboulinat" to politic or diplomatic exigencies the

undoubted rights of Jh'itish subjects.

In tile easi- of Messrs. Mur[)hy and Andrews, it is a[)parent that

the French have asserted aright to take and ean lobstery, and to erect

upon British territory, factorii^s or e>tabli;diments ibr the jmrpose of

preserving lobsters.

Willi duo d'Aitti'iu to \ oui' Maiest \, \\ecaiinot too stroniilv allirm

i!;e iio^ition taken bv this Coloiix' that the French have no rinht un-
der any existing Treaty to take; lojjstei s ibr commcreial purposes in

any territorial waters of tliis Island, and iherelore ajorfiori, we liuin-

bly contend that the Freneh are 'inwiirranted in the erection of fac-

tories or establishments upon our eoasts, for the puipose of canning
lobsters taken in JJi iti.-li ^^•aters for the purposes of exportation and
sai \ The elaiins asserted hy he Fi'eiich in this belndf with all hu-
mility we vehementl}- deny.

We are constrained to regard with regretful resentment, the fact

that in the case under consideration, the removal of establishments
erected In' British subjects for the pni])ose of taking and canning lob-

sters, has been enforced by snbjects of France, at the instance of the
French authothorities, a French warship assisting and a British war-
ship interfering to sup])ort the nnwarrnntcd contention of the French.

By reason of these unwarranted claims, and by this interference
witli the rights of Your Majesty's subjects, much damage and loss


