
W&LAlasAJtH-^**!1-*^

®he " ftlcrte §iuMi,tt

RECENTLY ENTERED INTO

Between the British^ French

Governments,

Relative to the Taking and Packing of Lobsters on a part

of the Coast of Newfoundland, and the action taken in

Newfoundland in relation thereto.

PuMei by a Committee of the Citizens of St. Mil's, Hewfonnflani, appointed, at a

Mass-Meeting held on tie 26th March. 1890.

ST. JOHN'S, N. F. :

Puis i i:i« at tme " Evening Herald" Office

1800.-





8te " jfllcrte Vtoitufi,"

RECENTLY ENTERED INTO

Between the British^" French

Governments

Relative to the Taking and Packing of Lobsters on a part

of the Coast of Newfound/and, and the Action taken in

Newfoundland in relation thereto.

PnMisM liy a Committee of tie Citizens of St. John's, NewMiIaM, aiogtei at i

Mass-Meeting lieU on the 26th March, 1890.

ST. JOHN'S, N. F. :

Printed at the "Evening Herald" Office.

1890.



M^L

The EDITH and LORNE PIERCE
COLLECTION ofCANADIANA

Queen's University at Kingston



The "Modus Vivendi"

Recently entered into with the French, and the

action taken in Newfoundland in relation thereto.

INTRODUCTORY.

The following statement of facts in connection with this vitally

important matter is compiled for general public information. It is

made as concise as is consistent with a lucid explanation of the posi-

tion of affairs at the present moment, and it is hoped will enable all

who take an interest in the welfare of Newfoundland, to realize

the gravity of the situation. The dearest rights of the people of

Newfoundland, the " most ancient and loyal dependency of the British

Crown/' are bound up with the issues of the present crisis, and they
appeal confidently to their British fellow-subjects for that generous
sympathy and practical co-operation which is never refused by the

citizens of a free country to a just cause.

The claims of the French nation to certain fishery rights on a

part of the coasts of Newfoundland are matters of history and have
formed the subject of repeated negotiations between the British and
French governments since the early part of the century. Many
conventions have been held and arrangements suggested for a

settlement of this qucstio vexato, which have uniformly failed, for

the simple reason that the French Nation invariably demanded
concessions for which they offered no fair equivalent, and in construing
the treaty rights continually claimed larger privileges than under
a liberal construction of the Treaties they were justly entitled to.

The fair consideration of the question has also been hampered by the

disposition of British diplomatists to suggest and accept arrangements
for its settlement, more with a view to the exigencies of Imperial



policy than to the best interests of the people of the colony.

The late convention, which has resulted in the Modus Vivendi now un-
der discussion, is the ninth which has been held during a period of less

than fifty years, and in every instance the arrangement suggested
has been to the detriment of the people of Newfoundland, and has
been promptly and emphatically disclaimed by them. All conventions
prior to the one whose labors are now under discussion, related gen-
erally to the Cod-fishery, but the present arrangement includes an
entirely new and startling claim, namely, of a right on the part of the
French to take and preserve Lobsters on that part of the coast of

Newfoundland on which they have fishery rights.

Before entering into a discussion of this claim it will be neces-

sary, in order to obtain a clear idea of the fishery rights of the French,
to give some extracts from the text of the Treaties upon which they
base their claims, with such other information as will tend towards
the elucidation of the points in dispute.

The provisions of the Treaties are as follows :

—

TREATY OF UTRECHT—1713.

By Article XIII. of the Treaty of Utrecht, 1713, it was agreed
that " The Island called Newfoundland, with the adjacent
islands, shall from this time forward belong of right wholly to Great
Britain ; and to that end the town and fortress of Placentia, and
whatever other places in the said island are in the possession of the

French, shall be yielded and given up within seven months from the

exchange of the ratification of this treaty, or sooner if possible, by the

most Christian King, to those who have a Commission from the Queen
of Great Britain for that purpose. Nor shall the most Christian King,
his heirs and successors, or any of their subjects, at any time here-

after lay claim to any right to the said island and islands, or to any
part of it or them. Moreover, it shall not be lawful for the subjects

of France to fortify any place in the said island of Newfoundland, or

to erect any buildings there, besides stages made of boards, and huts

necessary and usual for drying of fish, or to resort to the said island

beyond the time necessary for fishing and drying of fish.. But
it shall be allowed to the subjects of France to catch fish, and to dry
them on land, in that part only, and in no other besides that, of the

said island of Newfoundland, which stretches from the place called

Cape Bonavista to the northern point of the said island, and from
thence, running down by the western side, reaches as far as the place

called Point Riche. But the island called Cape Breton, as also all

others, both in the mouth of the river St. Lawrence and in the gulph
of the same name shall hereafter belong of right to the French ; and the

most Christian King shall have all manner of liberty to fortify any
place or places there."



TREATY OF PARIS—1763.

And by Article V. of the Treaty of Paris, 1763, it was
agreed that " The subjects of France shall have the liberty of fish-

ing and drying on a part of the coasts of the island of Newfoundland,
such as it is specified in the 13th article of the Treaty of Utrecht;

which article is renewed and confirmed by the present treaty (except

what relates to the island of Cape Breton, as well as to the other

islands and coasts in the mouth and in the gulph of St. Lawrence);

and His Britanic Majesty consents to leave to the subjects of the most
Christian King the liberty of fishing in the gulph of St. Lawrence,
on condition that the subjects of France do not exercise the said fish-

ery but at the distance of three leagues from all the coasts belonging

to Great Britain, as well those of the continent as those of the islands

situated in the said gulph of St. Lawrence. And as to wrhat relates to

the fishery on the coasts of the island of Cape Breton out of the said

gulph, the subjects of the most Christian King shall not be permitted
to exercise the said fishery but at the distance of fifteen leagues from
the coasts of the island of Cape Breton ; and the fishery on the coasts

of Nova Scotia or Acadia, and everywhere else out of the said gulph,

shall remain on the foot of former treaties."

And by Article VI. of the same Treaty " The King of Great
Britain cedes the islands of St. Pierre and Miquelon in full right to

his most Christian Majesty, to serve as a shelter to the French fisher-

men ; and his said most Christian Majesty engages not to fortify the
said islands, to erect no buildings upon them, but merely for the con-

venience of the fishery ; and to keep upon them a guard of fifty men
only for the police."

TREATY OF VERSAILLES—1783.

And by Article IV. of the Treaty of Versailles, 1783, that
"His Majesty the King of Great Britain is maintained in his

right to the island of Newfoundland, and to the adjacent islands,

as the whole were assured to him by the thirteenth article of the
treaty of Utrecht; excepting the islands of St. Pierre and Miquelon,
which are ceded in full right by the present treaty to his most Chris-
tian Majesty."

And by Article V. of the said last named Treaty that
" His Majesty the most Christian King, in order to prevent
the quarrels which have hitherto arisen between the two na-
tions of England and France, consents to renounce the right of fish-

ing, which belongs to him in virtue of the aforesaid article of the
treaty of Utrecht, from Cape Bonavista to Cape St. John, situated on
the eastern coast of Newfoundland, in fifty degrees north latitude;
and his Majesty the King of Great Britain consents, on his part, that
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the fishery assigned to the subjects of his most Christian Majesty, be-

ginning at the said Cape St. John, passing to the north, and descend-

ing by the western coast of the island of Newfoundland, shall extend
to the place called Cape Raye, situated in forty-seven degrees fifty

minutes latitude. The French fishermen shall enjoy the fishery

which is assigned to them by the present article, as they had the right

to enjoy that which was assigned to them by the treaty of Utrecht."

And by Article VI. of the said last named Treaty that " With
regard to the fishery in the gulph of St. Lawrence, the French shall

continue to exercise it conformably to the fifth article of the treaty

of Paris."

DECLARATION OF 1783.

And by a declaration of His Britannic Majesty, dated the

3rd day of September, 1783, it was declared that " The King-

having entirely agreed with his most Christian Majesty upon
the articles of the definitive treaty, will seek every means which
shall not only insure the execution thereof, with his accustomed

good faith and punctuality, and will besides give, on his part, all pos-

sible efficacy to the principles which shall prevent even the least

foundation of dispute for the future.

" To this end, and in order that the fishermen of the two nations

may not give cause for daily quarrels, his Britannic Majesty will take

the most positive measures for preventing his subjects from interrupt-

ing in any manner, by their competition, the fishery of the French,

during the temporary exercise of it which is granted to them upon the

coasts of the island of Newfoundland ; but lie will, for this purpose,

cause the fixed settlements which shall be formed there to be re-

moved. His Britannic Majesty will give orders that the French fish-

ermen be not incommoded in cutting the wood necessary for the repair

of their scaffolds, huts and fishing vessels.

" The thirteenth article of the treaty of Utrecht, and the method

of carrying on the fishery, which has at all times been acknowledged,

shall be the plan upon which the fishery shall be carried on there. It

shall nut be deviated from by either party, the French fishermen

building only their scaffolds, confining themselves to the repair of

their fishing-vessels, and not wintering there; the subjects of his

Britannic Majesty, on their part, not molesting in any manner the

French fishermen during their fishing, nor injuring their scaffolds dur-

ing their absence.

"The King of Great Britain, in ceding the Islands of St. Pierre

and Miquelon to France, regards them as ceded for the purpose of

serving as a real shelter to the French fishermen, and in full confi-

dence that theseposse3;ions will not become an object of jealousy be-



tween the two nations, and that the fishery between the said islands

and that of Newfoundland shall be limited to the middle of the

channel.

COUNTER DECLARATION OF KING OF FRANCE.

And by counter declaration of His Most Gracious Majesty the King
of France, dated the Third day of September, 1783, it was declared

that " The principles which have guided the King in the whole course

of the negotiations which preceded the re-establishment of peace,

must have convinced the King of Great Britain that His Majesty has

had no other design than to render it solid and lasting by preventing,

as much as possible, in the four quarters of the world, every subject

of discussion and quarrel."

" The King of Great Britain undoubtedly places too much confi-

dence in the uprightness of his Majesty's intentions not to rely upon
his constant attention to prevent the islands of St. Pierre and Mique-
Ion from becoming an object of jealousy between the two nations.

" As to the fishery on the coasts of Newfoundland,which has been
the object of the new arrangements settled by the two sovereigns,

upon this matter it is sufficiently ascertained by the fifth article of the

treaty of peace signed this day, and by the declaration likewise de-

livered to-day by his Britannic Majesty's Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary; and his Majesty declares that he is fully satis-

fied on this head.

" In regard to the fishery between the island of Newfoundland
and those of St. Pierre and Miquelon, it is not to be carried on by
either party but to the middle of the channel ; and his Majesty will

give the most positive orders that the French 'fishermen shall not go
beyond this line. His Majesty is firmly persuaded that the King of
Great Britain will give like orders to the English fishermen.

TREATY OF PARIS—1814.

And by further Treaties between the said great contracting par-

ties, viz., by Article 8 of the Treaty of Paris, 1814, it was agreed that
" His Britannic Majesty, stipulating for himself and his allies, en-

gages to restore to His Most Christian Majesty, within the term which
shall be hereafter fixed, the colonies, fisheries, factories, and establish-

ments of every kind which were possessed by France on the 1st Jan.,

1792, in the seas and on the continentsof America,Africa and Asia,with

exception, however, of the Islands of Tobago and St. Lucia, and the
Isle of France and its dependencies, especially Rodrigues and Les
Schelles, which several colonies and possessions His Most Christian

Majesty cedes in full right and Sovereignty to His Britannic Majesty,
and also the portion of St. Domingo ceded to France by the Treaty of
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Basle, and which llis Most Christian Majesty restores in full right

and sovereignty to His Catholic Majesty." And by Article 13 of the

said last-named Treaty, that " The French right of Fishery upon the

Great Bank of Newfoundland, upon the Coasts of the Island of that

name, and of the adjacent Islands in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, shall

be replaced upon the footing in which it stood in 1792."

TREATY OF PARIS—1815.

And by Article 11 of the Treaty of Paris, 1815, that " The Treaty
of Paris of the 13th of May, 1814, and the final Act of the Congress of

Vienna of the 9th June, 1815, are confirmed, and shall be maintained
in all such of their enactments which shall not have been modified

hy the Articles of the present Treaty."

CONSTRUCTION OF TREATIES.
Under the provisions of the Treaties the French have hitherto

maintained that they enjoy

—

1. An exclusive right of fishery on that portion of the Coast of

Newfoundland, between Cape St. John and Cape Ray, pas-

ing round by the North of the Island.

2. That all British fixed settlements, of whatever nature, on
that portion of the Coast, are contrary to Treaty.

The British Government, on the other hand, have maintained

—

1. That British subjects have a right to fish concurrently with
the French, so long as the}' do not interrupt the latter.

2. That the undertaking in the Declaration of 1783, to cause

the removal of fixed settlements, referred only to fixed

fishing settlements, and that fixed settlements of any other

kind are not contrary to the declaration.

French fishermen have, moreover, been in the habit of fishing

the rivers, and of barring them with nets and weirs, interrupting the

free circulation of salmon, and thereby causing great injury to the sal-

mon fishery.

The British Government, however, have always maintained that

the French have no right to the fisheries in rivers.

LORD PALMERSTON'S NOTE—1838.

The position taken by the British Government upon the construc-

tion of the Treaties is clearly and ably stated by Lord Palmerston in

his note of 10th July, 1838, to Count Sebastiani, the French Ambas-
sador, in which, after quoting the Treaties and Declarations before
referred to, and their interpretation by the French, Lord Palmerston
sums up the matter as follows :

—
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" In order therefore to come to a right understanding of the

question, it will be necessary to consider it with reference to historical

facts, as well as with reference to the letter of the Declaration of

1783 ; and to ascertain what was the precise footing upon which the

French fishery actually stood in 1792. Now it is evident that specific

evidence would be necessary, in order to show that the construction

which the French Government now desire to put upon the Declara-

tion of 1783, is the interpretation which was given to the Declara-

tion at the period when the Declaration was framed, and when the

real intentions of the parties would have been best known."

" It would be requisite for this purpose to prove that, upon the

conclusion of the Treaty of 1783, French subjects actually entered

upon the enjoyment of an exclusive right to catch fish in the waters

off the Coast in question ; and that they were in the acknowledged
enjoyment of the exercise of that right, at the commencement of the

war in 1792. But no evidence to such effect has yet been produced."

" It is not indeed asserted by your Excellency, nor was it contended
by Prince Talleyrand, in his note of 1831, to which your Excellency
specially refers, that French subjects were, at the breaking out of the

war in 1792, in the enjoyment of such an exclusive right; and more-
over it does not appear that such right was claimed by France, or

admitted by England, at the termination of the war in 1801, or at the

peace of 18 14."

" It is true that the privilege secured to the fishermen of France
by the Treaty and Declaration of 1783—a privilege which consists in

the periodical use of a part of the shore of Newfoundland for the pur-

pose of drying their fish, has, in practice, been treated by the British

Government, as an exclusive right during the period of the fishing sea-

son, and within the prescribed limits; because from the nature of the

case it would scarcely be possible for British fishermen to dry their

fish upon the same part of the shore with the French fishermen,

without interfering with the temporary establishments of the French
for the same purpose, and without interrupting their operations. But
the British Government has never understood the Declaration to have
had for its object to deprive British subjects of the right to participate

with the French in taking fish at sea off that shore, provided they did

so without interrupting the French codfishery ; and although in ac-

cordance with the true spirit of the Treaty and Declaration of 1783,
prohibitory proclamations have from time to time been issued, on oc-

casions when it has been found that British subjects, while fishing

within the limits in question, have caused interruption to the French
fishery

;
yet in none of the public documents of the British Govern-

ment, neither in the Act of Parliament of 1788, passed for the express
purpose of carrying the Treaty of 1783 into effect, nor in any subse-
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quent Act of Parliament relating to the Newfoundland fishery ; nor
in mty ol the instructions issued by the Admiralty, or by the Colonial
Office ; nor in any proclamation which has come under my view, issu-

ed by the Governor of Newfoundland, or by the British Admiral upon
the station; does it appear that the right of French subjects to an ex-

clusive fishery, either of codfish, or of fish generally, is specifically re-

cognized."

" In addition to the facts above stated, I will observe to your Ex-
cellency, in conclusion, that if the right conceded to the French by
the Declaration of 1783, had been intended to be exclusive within
the prescribed district, the terms used for defining such right would
assuredly have been more ample and specific than they are found to

be in that document. For in no other similar instrument which has
ever come under the knowledge of the British Government, is so im-

portant a concession as an exclusive privilege of this description an-

nounced in terms so loose and indefinite."

" Exclusive rights are privileges which, from'the very nature of

things, are likely to be injurious to parties who are thereby debarred
from some exercise of industry in which they would otherwise engage.

Such rights are therefore certain to be at some time or other disputed,

if there is any maintainable ground for contesting them; and for

these reasons, when negotiators have intended to grant exclusive

rights, it has been their invariable practice to convey such rights in

direct, unqualified, and comprehensive terms, so as to prevent the

possibility of future dispute or doubt."

" In the present case, however, such forms of expression are en-

tirely wanting, and the claim put forward on the part of France is

founded simply upon inference, and upon an assumed interpretation

of words."

CONVENTION OF 1857.

In the year 1857 a convention was agreed to between the British

and French Governments making large and valuable concessions to the

French, one of, the articles of which stated that it should come into

operation as soon as the laws required to carry it into effect shall have

been passed by the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, and by the

Provincial Legislature of Newfoundland.

According to the stipulations of this convention, an exclusive

right of fishery and the use of the strand for fishery purposes was con-

ceded to the French from Cape St. John, on the East Coast of New-
foundland, to the Quirpon Islands ; and from the Quirpon Islands, on

the North Coast, to Cape Norman ; on the West Coast in and upon the

following five fishery harbors, namely, Port-au-Choix, Small Harbor,

Port-au-Port, Red Island and Codroy Island, to extend, as regards
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these five harbors, to a radius of three marine miles in all directions

from the centre of each such harbor. On other parts of the West
Coast (the five harbors excepted) British subjects were to enjoy a

"concurrent" right of fishing'with French subjects, but French sub-

jects were to have the exclusive use of the strand for fishery purposes

from Cape Norman to Rock Point, in the Bay of Islands, north of

the Humber River, in addition to the strand of the rejerved harbors.

A " concurrent" right of fishing was also granted to French sub-

jects on the coast of Labrador, from Blanc Sablon to Cape Charles,

and of North Belle Isle.

With regard to the question of fixed establishments, the conven-

tion of 1857 stipulated that no British biddings or British enclosures

should be erected or maintained on the strand reserved for French ex-

clusive use. It was provided, however, that buildings which had stood

for five successive seasons, previous to the date of the convention, with-

out objection on the part of the French Government, should not be lia-

ble to removal without equitable compensation to the owners from the

French Government. By the convention a limited right of jurisdiction

was conceded to the French, and French naval officers were to have
the power to enforce the French exclusive rights of fishing by the

expulsion of vessels or boats attempting concurrent fishing ; in the case

of there being no British cruizing vessel in sight, or made known to

be present within a distance of iive miles, French naval officers

were likewise entitled to take such measures as occasion might re-

quire to put French fishermen in possession of any portion of the

strand of which the exclusive use for fishing purposes was recognized

by the convention.

It will thus be seen that, according to the terms of the Conven-
tion of 1857, Frame would have obtained an exclusive right of fishing

on the northern extremity and north-eastern coast of Newfoundland^
and also on five points of the western coast of the Island.

HOW IT WAS RECEIVED.
The intelligence of the making of this convention, as soon as its

terms were made known, was received with feelings of the greatest

alarm and indignation by the people of Newfoundland. Immediately
upon the despatch containing a copy of the convention having been
transmitted by the Governor to the House of Assembly, a resolution,

proposed by Mr. (afterwards Sir Hugh) Hoyles, was adopted, setting

forth " That this Assembly regard with feelings of extreme regret
" and surprise, as subversive of just rights and destructive to the best
" interests of the people of this Colony, the concession, without any
" real equivalent, of almost unlimited fishery privileges to the sub-

ejects of France, as granted in the convention transmitted to the

L
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i; Mouse, and they desire to express their unanimous and unalterable
" determination never to give their assent to a measure so unjust."

This was followed by strong, independent and earnest Addresses
from both branches of the Legislature, and by the appointment of

delegates to proceed to London to oppose the carrying out of the Con-
vention. The Speaker of the House of Assembly was authorized to

communicate with the Legislatures of the neighboring colonies and
ask their co-operation and assistance in the snstainment of the con-

stitutional rights of the Colony. "While the Legislature were thus
prompt in the performance of their duty, the people were equally so.

A mass-meeting of the people was called, at which resolutions were
passed, expressing, in the most emphatic manner, their surprise and
indignation at the unjustifiable concessions proposed to be made to the
French, and clearly shewing that to assent to the convention would
be to virtually hand over our fishing interests to the French. Dele-

gates were also appointed by the people, to proceed to Britain to urge
the Imperial authorities to refrain from putting the convention into

operation, and to Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward's
Island and Canada, to ask the assistance of the people of these Pro-

vinces in sustaining the constitutional principle that, as a Colony
possessing Responsible Government, the coastal fisheries within the

jurisdiction of the Colonial Government are the undoubted property
of the people of Newfoundland, and cannot be alienated or shared
with any foreign power, without the consent of the Local Legislature.

THE LABOUCHERE DESPATCH.
These efforts were crowned with success. The convention was

abandoned by the British Government, and a despatch was sent by
Mr. Labouchere, Secretary of State, to the Colonial Government which
has since been regarded as the Magna Charta of the Colony in relation

to all questions concerning the alienation or modification of its fishery

rights. The despatch is dated March 26th, 1857, and states "that
" the rights enjoyed by the community of Newfoundland are not to be
" ceded or exchanged without their consent, and that the constitu-
" tional mode of submitting measures for that consent is by laying
" them before the Colonial Legislature," and that the consent of the
" community of Newfoundland is regarded by ffer Majesty's Govern-
" ment as the essential preliminary to any modification of their terri-
" torial or maritime rights."

THE FORD-PENNEL ARRANGEMENT.
Since the Convention of 1857 a further arrangement has been

attempted to be made between the British and French Governments
in 1885, the effect of which would have been to give the French the
exclusive right to all the good harbors on that part of the coast on
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which they have fishery rights, leaving to Newfoundland the shore
between the harbors, which is utterly worthless without the harbors.

In addition to this, the French were to have the right to purchase
bait on the shores of Newfoundland free from all duty or restrictions,

and to be exempt from duty on goods imported for fishing purposes,

and from the payment of light dues, port charges or other shipping

dues. It is needless to say that this attempted sacrifice of the invalu-

able rights of Newfoundland was indignantly spurned by the Legis-

lature.

THE FRENCH CLAIM THE LOBSTERS.

The next attack on the part of the French was to come from an
entirely different quarter. For some years the lobster packing in-

dustry has been growing in value and importance, as will appear upon
reference to the following figures :

-

Value of Lobsters Exported.

1883 $50,597

1884 60,782

1885 82,406

1886 ... 145,481

1887 ... 209,708

1888 385,077

In the year 1887 the French commenced to take and preserve
lobsters on a part of the North-east coast, where they have fishing

rights, and for that purpose erected a factory, and the French Govern-
ment assumed to concede to the Company who owned the factory an
exclusive right to take lobsters in that locality for five years. In
1888, two British subjects belonging to St. John's made arrangements
for the establishment of a lobster factory at Hauling Point, in White
Bay, but were obliged to abandon the venture by the French, who
refused to allow them to take lobsters in that locality. The details

of this occurrence will appear from the following despatch, from
Governor Blake to the Secretary of State for the Colonies, dated
July 10, 1888:—

My Lord,—
I have the honor to forward for your Lordship's consideration, a

statement from Messrs. McNeily & McNeily, solicitors for Messrs.
Murphy & Andrews, who made arrangements for the establishment
of a Lobster Canning establishment at Hauling Point, in White Baj^—a place where, for more than forty years, no~French subjects have
carried on any kind of fishery—Messrs. Murphy & Andrews had
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agreed last autumn with a number of the inhabitants to catch lobsters
for them, and were to begin operations on the 25th June.

2. On the 10th of June Messrs. Murphy & Andrews arrived with
the necessary plant and supplies for the season. On the 14th June a
large number of Frenchmen arrived there. Messrs. Murphy & Andrews
proceeded to erect the necessary boiling house for carrying on their

business, and had their arrangements all but completed when the
French warship " Drac" arrived at Hauling Point. The Commander,
on Sunday, June 24th, informed Messrs. Murphy & Andrews that he
would not allow them to take Lobsters in that locality, and further,

that the French Government had conceded to the French Company
there represented, an exclusive right to fish for Lobsters in that
locality for five years.

3. In consequence of the interdict of the Commander of the
" Drac," the men who had agreed with Messrs. Murphy & Andrews to

supply them with Lobsters, refused to do so, and they have been
obliged to abandon the venture, at considerable loss, for which they
claim compensation, amounting to two thousand one hundred and
eighty dollars and sixty-three cents. The particulars of the claims
are attached to the statement.

4. Having ejected the British subjects from the place, the French
Company have proceeded to erect an establishment of a permanent
character, over three hundred feet in length, in which, from the report
of Mr. Berteau, Sub-collector of Customs, which 1 enclose for your
Lordship's information, it appears that they intend to carry on a Lob-
ster Factory and general trading establishment, with accommodation
for a large number of men. This savours more of regular annexation
of that portion of our coast, than the temporary occupation of a portion
of the shore for fishery purposes. As the cost of the erection of the
boiling house, by Messrs. Murphy & Andrews, wras one hundred and
fifty dollars, including the labor, it is evident that it was not a fixed

establishment, but a temporary erection to be removed at the end of"

the season.

5. My ministers protest very strongly against this assertion of
French claims. They submit that the terms of the Treaty of Utrecht
and the declaration of 1783, do not include the concession to the French
of an industry then unknowm. The Treaty of Utrecht gave to France
the right to " catch fish and dry them on land." Lobsters are not fish,

and the process of canning is not that of drying them. The taking of

Lobsters does not, therefore, appear to come within the terms of the
Treaty, and the assertion of French claims, as detailed in the enclosed
statement, involves the practical exclusion of British subjects from an
industry within British Territoiy, unknown when the French Treaty
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rights occurred, and now of great and increasing importance to some

thousands of British subjects settled on the coasts over which the

French Treaty rights extend.

I have the honor to be, my Lord,

Your Lordship's most obedient, humble servant,

(Signed) HENRY A. BLAKE,
Governor.

The Right Honorable,
Lord Knutsford. G. C. M. G., &c.

In the Session of 1889 a Joint Committee of both branches of the

Legislature was appointed for the purpose of considering the subject

of British rights and French claims on that part of the Coast of New-
foundland on which the French have fishery privileges. This Com-
mittee presented a report, upon which the following Address to Her
Majesty the Queen was adopted, which contains a full and clear ex-

pression of the position which the Colony assumes on the question of

the Lobster industry. The text of the Address is as follows:—
MOST GRACIOUS SOVEREIGN —

We Your Majesty's humble and devoted subjects, the Legislative

Council and the Commons House of Assembly of Newfoundland, beg-

to approach Your Majesty with an expression of our loyalty and devo-

tion to Your Majesty's person and Throne.

Upon us, as branches of the Colonial Legislature, has devolved the

duty of considering the subject of British rights and French claims on

that portion of the Coast of Newfoundland on which the French have
certain fishery privileges, in special reference to certain claims assert-

ed by subjects of France in the year 1888, in respect to the taking and
preserving of Lobsters.

The claims of the French, in this behalf, have been now made for

the first time.

The facts surrounding these new claims are set forth in certain

correspondence, which has been brought before us as a Legislature,

which correspondence has already been a matter of consideration for

Your Majesty's Ministers, and has formed a subject of diplomatic com-
munication between Your Majesty's Ministers and the Government of
France.

This correspondence has reference to the grievances complained
of by two of Your Majesty's subjects, one Murphy and one Andrews,
who during the fishery season of 1888, were lawfully engaged in the

prosecution of their business of taking and canning Lobsters at a place

called Hauling Point, in White Bay, on the North East Coast of New-
foundland.
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In connection with this correspondence and the grievances com-
plained ofj we have had occasion to regard and make reference to the
action of our Colonial Legislature on former occasions, in respect of the
large issues which are involved in the present snhject of consideration

;

and we have had to revert to the assurancesofYour Majesty, as, from
time to time, given by Your Majesty's Ministers in confirmation of

positions asserted and maintained by this Colony, as to the relative

rights of British and French subjects on the Coast of Newfoundland
under Treaties between the two great Powers.

In our present deliberations, we have been constrained to regard

as a prominent cause of difficulty, these new claims, which in the case

of Messieurs Murphy and Andrews, seem to involve the consideration,

not only of Fishery rights, but also of Territorial rights, which have
hitherto been unquestioned.

The facts set forth before us, which, in their material points are

not the subject of dispute, warrant us in the expression of the opin-

ion that in this particular case, as in others, there has been displayed at

times, on the part of Imperial authorities, a disposition to make undue
concessions in fishery matters to the aggressive claims of the subjects

of France, and to subordinate to politic or diplomatic exigencies the

undoubted rights of British subjects.

In the case of Messrs. Murphy and Andrews, it is apparent that

the French have asserted a right to take and can lobsters, and to erect

upon British territory, factories or establishments for the purpose of

preserving lobsters.

With due devotion to "Your Majesty, we cannot too strongly affirm

the position taken by this Colony that the French have no right un-

der any existing Treaty to take lobsters for commercial purposes in

any territorial waters of this Island, and therefore a fortiori, we hum-
bly contend that the French are unwarranted in the erection of fac-

tories or establishments upon our coasts, for the purpose of canning
lobsters taken in British waters for the purposes of exportation and
sale. The claims asserted by the French in this behalf with all hu-

mility we vehemently deny.

We are constrained to regard with regretful resentment, the fact

that in the case under consideration, the removal of establishments

erected by British subjects for the purpose of taking and canning lob-

sters, has been enforced by subjects of France, at the instance of the
French authothorities, a French warship assisting and a British war-
ship interfering to support the unwarranted contention of the French.

By reason of these unwarranted claims, and by this interference

with the rights of Your Majesty's subjects, much damage and loss
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have accrued, and we have reason to believe that many of Your
Majesty's subjects have been deprived of a means of subsistence for

themselves and their families. - We therefore regard with reasonable

apprehension and alarm, the probability of further encroachments
upon the rights of Your Majesty's subjects being made or attempted
to be made by the subjects of France, the acquiescence in which en-
croachments must be disastrous to the interests of our people.

With all submission we are constrained to state to Your Majesty
our position that the claims of the subjects of France in respect of the

taking and preserving of lobsters upon our coasts, and. also their

claims in respect of the taking of salmon, which latter claims have
also been a subject of our deliberations, are utterly without foundation

and cannot be maintained, and that the action of French subjects in

this behalf has been in violation of treaty obligations and of Interna-

tional Law, and that there has resulted therefrom a gross trespass

upon the rights of British subjects, for which an exemplary compen-
sation should be demanded from the Government of France.

Whilst we humbly submit to Your Majesty, that our assertions

of right, as Your Majesty's subjects in this behalf, are unquestionable,

we would further submit to Your Majesty the irrefragable character
of our conclusions by reference to the following facts:

(1.) Because it was declared by the Treaty of Utrecht that it

should be unlawful for the French to erect buildings ex-
cept those " necessary and usuil for drying offish"

(2.) Because the Treaty of Paris, (1763) restricted the liberty

to " fishing and drying."

(3.) Because the Treaty of Versailles, (1783) speaks of " the

fishery assigned to them by the Treaty of Utrecht."

(4.) Because the Declaration speaks of " the fishery" and " the

method of carrying on the fishery, which has at all times been

acknowledged, shall be the plan upon which the fishery shall be

carried on there ."

(5.) Because the French King's Counter Declaration speaks of
" the fishery on, the Coast of Newfoundland, which has been

the object of the new arrangements."

(6.) Because the Treaty of Paris, (1814) declares that the Frenclh

right of fishery " shall be replaced upon the footing in which
it stood in 1792."

(7.) Because there was no such industry as the Lobster Fishery
in Newfoundland at any of these periods, and no such in-
dustry was heard of until within a few years past, and the
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language used to describe " the fishery" which the French
were entitled to pursue is utterly inapplicable to lobster
catching, or the erection of factories for taking or canning
lobsters."

Having regard to all the facts referred to and the necessary de-
ductions relating therefrom, we are led to the expression of opinion,
that, in this matter, that is to say in the assertion and protection of
the rights of Your Majesty's subjects in Newfoundland against the ag-
gressive and unwarranted claims of French subjects, and for the avoid-
ance of discord, tumult and disturbance between the subjects of the
two great Powers, it is necessary that some firm and vigorous action
Should be taken by the Colony with the co-operation and active assist-

ance of Your Majesty's Government.

We humbly submit that such action should have special refer-

ence to the following points:

(1.) To the protection of British Fishermen in the prosecution
of their lawful avocations as regards the Lobster Fishery.

(2.) To the resistance of the claims of the French now first as-

serted in respect of this new industry.

(3.) To the removal of all Lobster Factories or buildings in

connection with the Lobster Fishery, erected by French
subjects upon Newfoundland Territory.

(4.) To the assertion and protection of the right of British sub-

jects, to the use of British territory in Newfoundland for

agricultural, lumbering or mining purposes, without the

interruption, molestation or interference of the French un-

der any pretended Treaty claims.

For the causes herein set forth, and with the grievances herein

complained of, we, Your Majesty's dutiful and loyal subjects, do there-

fore approach Your Majesty with the humble prayer, that Your Ma-
jesty will be pleased to take the same into gracious and favourable

consideration, that Your Majesty will cause the same to be brought to

the notice and consideration of Your Majesty's Ministers, that Your
Majesty will graciously cause such action to be taken as shall lead to

the removal of all Lobster Factories, or establishments, or bui dings,

connected with the Lobster industry, erected by the French upon the

territory of Newfoundland, and to the prevention of any such erec-

tions in future; and that Your Majesty will be graciously pleased to

cause it to be an instruction to the Commanders and Officers of Your
Majesty's Ships, engaged in the protection of the Fisheries upon the

Coast of Newfoundland, that they shall be aiding and assisting Your
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Majesty's subjects in this Island, in the prevention of interference by
the French with the prosecution of any lawful industries enterprised

by British subjects in Newfoundland.

Deign to accept Most Gracious Sovereign our profoundest expres-

sion of loyalty and affection.

Passed the House of Assembly, 1st June 1889.

ALEX. J. W. McNEILY, Speaker.

Passed the Legislative Council, 1st June 1889.

E. D. SHEA, President.

REPLY TO JOINT ADDRESS.

During the present Session of the Legislature the following

Reply to the said Address was laid on the table of the Assembly :—

[Copy]
Newfoundland,

No. 67.

Downing Street, 9th Nov., 1889.

Sir —
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your despatch.

No. 34, of the 1st June last, enclosing a Joint Address to the Queen,
from the Legislative Council and House of Assembly of Newfound-
land, relating to matters connected with the Newfoundland fisheries.

This Address, after alluding to the case of the removal last year
of Messrs. Andrews & Murphy's Lobster Factory at White Bay, and
referring to various clauses of the Treaties and engagements bearing

upon the rights given to French fishermen, proceeds as follows :

" Having regard to all the facts referred to, and the necessary

deductions resulting therefrom, we are led to the expression o( opinion

that in this matter, that is to say in the assertion that protection of

the rights of your Majesty's subjects in Newfoundland is against the

aggressive and unwarranted claims of French subjects, and for the

avoidance of discord, tumult and disturbance between the subjects of

the two great Powers, it is necessary that some firm and vigorous ac-

tion should be taken by the colony with the countenance, co-operation

and active assistance of your Majesty's Government."

"We humbly submit that such action should have special reference

to the following points :

—
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(I.) To the protection of British fishermen in the prosecution
of their lawful avocations as regards Lobster Fishing.

(2 } To the resistance of the claims of the French, now first

asserted, in respect of this new industry.

(3.) To removal of all Lobster Factories, or buildings connected
with the Lobster Fishery, erected by French subjects upon
Newfoundland Territory.

(4.) To the assertion and protection of the rights of Bri ish

subjects to the uses of British territory in Newfoundland,
for agricultural, lumbering or mining purposes, without
the interruption, molestation or interference of the French
under any pretended Treaty claims."

I have to request that you will inform the Council and Assembly
that their Address has been laid before the Queen, who was pleased

to receive it very graciously, and with respect to the points referred

to above, to which particular attention has been called, that you will

state to them with regard to point 1 ; that the instructions given to the

naval officers are framed with the view of the proper protection of

British fishermen in the prosecution of their lawful fishery, but that

the question whether the establishment of Lobster Factories on shore

is consistent with the engagements with France is now the subject of

discussion between the two countries, and that no further instructions

can at present be given on this subject ; that the Council and Assembly
are aware that the British declaration of 1783 declares, that in order

that the fishermen of the two nations may not give cause for daily

quarrels, His Britannic Majesty will take the most positive measures
for preventing his subjects from interrupting, in any manner, by their

competition, the fishery of the French, during the temporary exercise

of it, which is granted to them upon the Coasts of Newfoundland, and
he will for this purpose cause the fixed settlenents which shall be

formed there to be removed. It is evident, therefore, that the fishery

of British fishermen, whether Lobster or otherwise, must be carried

on subject to the above restriction as to the non-interruption of the

French fishery.

You will apprize the Council and Assembly with reference to

points 2 and 3 that the pretensions of the French in regard to the
Lobster Fishery and the erection of Lobster Factories on shore are

disputed by Her Majesty's Government, who, however, trust that-

some understanding may be arrived at wTith the French Government
between the present time and the opening of next year's fishery sea-

son, and that Her Majesty's Government altogether deprecate any
action such as is suggested, whilst the matter is the subject of diplo-

matic negotiation. With reference to point 4, Her Majesty's Govern-
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men t can only return an answer to the memorialists similar to that

given to a recent memorial from the inhabitants of the West Coast of

Newfoundland, which was transmitted in the Governors despatch of

the 16th of March last. These memorialists, amongst other things,

requested free access to the Coast for the purpose of mining, ship-

building and all other operations, and grants of land unhampered by
certain conditions which were then referred to.

The reply given to the memorialists as to free access to the Coast

for mining operations, was to the effect that this matter was, to a

great extent, dealt with in the arrangement of 1885, which, much to

the regret of Her Majesty's Government, was rejected by the New-
foundland Legislature ; that until some fresh arrangement should have
been made with the French in the matter of the fisheries, such free

access as is desired for the purpose mentioned could, not be given by
Her Majesty's Government; and with respect to the question of the

issue of grants of land unhampered by the conditions subjecting such

grants to a reservation in favor of French rights, the memorialists

were informed that Her Majesty's Government regretted that they
were unable, in the present position of the Fishery Question, to meet
the wishes of the memorialists. The memorialists were, however,
assured that any favorable opportunity which might present itself for

arriving at a settlement with the Government of France of the general

question of the fisheries would not be neglected by Her Majesty's

Government,

THE "MODUS VIVENDI."

The next information that the people of Newfoundland received,

relative to the taking of Lobsters by the French, was in a public tele-

gram received at the Athena3um Reading-room, on the 14th of March
last, which stated that " England and France have agreed to Modus
" Vivendi with Newfoundland to extend right of fishing and canning
" Lobsters to parties under strict obligations not to molest each
" other."

On the same day the following message was sent by the Governor
to the Legislative Assembly :

—

From T. O'Brien, Lt.-Col., Governor.

" The Governor herewith sends a telegram received from the
Eight Honourable Secretary of State for the Colonies, received on the
12th day of March present, relative to the modus vioenii entered into

between the British and French governments, relative to the estab-

lishment of Lobster Factories on the coast of Newfoundland, where
the French enjoy rights of fishing conferred by Treaties.
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" Following is text of " Modus Vivendi/' as agreed to :

—

" The question of principle and of respective rights being en-
tirely reserved on both sides, the British and French governments
agree that the "Status quo ante" shall be maintained during the en-
suing season, on the following basis:

—

" Without France or Great Britain demanding at once a new ex-
amination of the legality of the installation of British or French
Lobster Factories on the coast of Newfoundland where the French en-
joy rights of fishing conferred by the Treaties, it is understood that
there shall be no modifications in the position occupied by the estab-

lishments of either country on the 1st July, 1889 ; except that a sub-

ject of either nation may remove any such establishment to any spot-

on which the Commanders of the two naval stations shall have previ-

ously agreed.

" No Lobster Fisheries which were not in operation on the 1st

July, 1889, shall be permitted, unless by joint consent of the Com-
manders of British and French naval stations.

" In consideration of each new Lobster Fishery so permitted, it

shall be open to the fishermen of the other country to establish a new
Lobster fishery on some spot to be similarly settled by joint agree-

ment between the naval commanders.

" Whenever any case of competition with respect to a Lobster
Fishery arises, the Commanders shall proceed on the spot to a provi-

sional delimitation having regard to the situation acquired by the two
parties.

" N.B.—It is well understood that this arrangement is quite

provisional, and shall only hold good for the fishing season which is

about to open.

"Government House, March 14th, 1890."

ACTION OF LEGISLATURE.

Immediately upon receipt of this message the Legislative As-
sembly adopted the following resolutions which were concurred in by
the Legislative Council :

—

" Resolved,—That, referring to the assurances of Her Majesty's

Government that the fishing rights of her Majesty's subjects in New-
foundland should never be interfered with except with the consent

of the Legislature of the Colon v, and also referring to the Address of

both branches of the Legislature to Her Most Gracious Majesty the

Queen, passed during its last session, the Legislative Assembly has-
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received with surprise and alarm the modus vivendi referred to in the
message of His Excellency the Governor, which appears to be con-

cluded by Her Majesty's Government with the Government of France.

" Resolved,—That the permission in the modus vivendi given to

France, to erect factories, is most objectionable, being indicative of an
apparent right which really has no existence, and that it is in direct

opposition to the position heretofore taken by Her Majesty's Govern-
ment.

" Resolved,—That the Legislative Assembly most emphatically"

protest against the modus vivendi, as being calculated to sariously pre-

judice British fishing and territorial rights.

"Resolved,.—That a copy of these resolutions be immediately trans-

mitted to His Excellency the Governor, to be telegraphed to the
Right Honorable the Secretary of State for the Calonies."

WHAT THE PEOPLE SAID.

The information that this modus vivendi had been agreed to by
the British Government without the consent of the people of New-
foundland, and in face of the strong Address so recently forwarded to

the Secretary of State for the Colonies, raised a storm of indignation
in the minds of the people. On the 18th of March a public meeting
of the citizens of Saint John's was held in the Athenaeum Hall at

which the following resolutions, among others, were passed :
—

Resolved,—That the magnitude of the concessions involved in the
said modus vivendi and the manner in which this arrangement has
been effected, imperatively demand the utmost unity of action and
the most emphatic declaration of opinion and sentiment on the part

of the people of this colony, and we are therefore of opinion that a

requisition should be prepared, addressed to the Sheriff of the Central
District, asking him to call a mass-meeting of the citizens of St.

John's, at an early date, in order to determine the course of action
which the exigencies of the case demand.

Resolved,—That a committee consisting of the Chairman and Sec-

retary, and the several persons who have spoken to the resolutions

adopted at this meeting, be appointed to make all necessary arrange-
ments for the said mass meeting, and that the said committee have
power to add to their numbers.



24

THE MASS-MEETING.

The following gentlemen composed the said Committee :—Hon.
James J. Rogerson (Chairman), James Baird, Esq., P. J. Scott, Esq.,

Q.C, Sir James S. Winter, K.C.M.G., John MacDougall, Esq., M.
Penelon, Esq., D. J. Greene, Esq., Q, C, Rev. George Boyd, P. R.
Bowers, Esq., Nathanial March, Esq., Sir Robert Thorburn, K.C.M.G.,
P. J. O'Neil, Esq., and James J. Callanan, Esq.

In accordance with the said resolutions a large number of citizens

were added to the Committee and a mass meeting was called by the
Honourable Thomas Talbot, High Sheriff for the Central District,

and was held in Bannerman Park on Wednesday, the 26th of March.
The demonstration which preceded the meeting was the most imposing
which had Jever been held in Newfoundland. At this meeting the
following resolutions were unanimously adopted, namely :

—

THE FIRST RESOLUTION
Was proposed by P. J. Scott, Esq., Q.C, seconded by Charles Tessier,

Esq., and supported by Revd. George Boyd, and is as follows :

—

" Whereas the negotiations leading to the adoption of the Modus
Vivendi between Her Majesty's Government and the Government
of France were commenced and carried on, and the arrangement
itself concluded, without the consent, and even without the know-
ledge, of the community or Legislature of this colony.

" And whereas it is a fundamental principle of Responsible Gov-
ernment that the people shall directly, or through their representa-

tives in parliament assembled, be consulted concerning all matters
appertaining to their Government, and more especially to their terri-

torial and maritime rights.

" And whereas the application of this Constitutional principle to

this Colony has been especially guaranteed by Her Majesty's Govern-
ment in a despatch bearing date the 26th day of March, A.D., 1857,
stating " that the rights enjoyed by the community of Newfoundland
are not to be ceded or exchanged without their consent, and that the

constitutional mode of submitting measures for that consent is by lay-

ing them before the Colonial Legislature," and " that the consent of

the community of Newfoundland is regarded by Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment as the essential preliminary to any modification of their ter-

ritorial or maritime rights ;"

" Be it therefore Resolved,—That the commencement, continuation

and conclusion of the negotiations for the Modus Vivendi without the

knowledge and consent of the community or Legislature, are in direct

violation of our Constitutional rights, and of the particular engage-
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ment voluntarily made; against which violation we record our most
earnest protest, and to which we as a free people will never consent."

THE SECOND RESOLUTION

Was proposed by Sir James S. Winter, Q.C., K.C.M.G., seconded by
James Baird, Esq., and supported by Edgar R. Bowring, Esq.,

and is as follows :

—

" Whereas the claims put forward by the French (1) to catch and
preserve Lobsters, (2) to erect Lobster factories, and (3) to exclude
our people from the prosecution of that industry, on certain parts of

our coasts, are utterly without foundation or show of reason.

" And Whereas the exercise of such claims involves, in its con-

sequences, not only directly the deprivation of our people of a valuable

maritime industry, but also indirectly the settlement of a new French
population with a permanent footing upon our soil, the locking up of

the territorial resources of the colony, the extinction of every valuable

industry and source of wealth to our people, and the virtual transfer

of the sovereignty of the soil to a foreign power.

" And whereas the terms of the so-called modus vivendl not only

accord to these unfounded pretensions the force and status of boniftde

and reasonable claims, but confer upon the French the immediate
actual possession and enjoyment of rights, territorial and maritime, to

which these claims relate.

" And whereas these concessions, fraught as they are with dangers
and consequences to our most sacred rights and most vital interests, sa

stupendous and far reaching, are entirely incompatible with the pro-

per and effective maintenance of that position which unquestionably
belongs of right to this colony and its people.

" And ichereas the terms of the present arrangement clearly point

to some contemplated settlement of disputes with the French, and in

which their claims not only to further fishing privileges on our coasts,

but to the permanent occupation and sovereignty of the soil, will be,

or may be conceded.

" Be it therefore Resolved,— That for these further reasons, this meet-
ing indignantly protests against the making of this arrangement; that

the claims now set up by the French in relation to the Lobster fish-

ery ought to have been met only by an absolute and unqualified

denial ; and that t • no arrangement, either for arbitration or other-

wise, involving even the consideration of any possible right or claim
on the part of the French to catch and preserve lobsters on our coast,

to erect factories on our soil, or to hinder or interfere with our people
in the prosecution of that industry, will we ever give our consent.
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THE THIRD RESOLUTION,
Proposed by D. J. Greene, Esq., Q.C., M.L.A., seconded by Alexander

MacDougall, Esq., and supported by M. H. Carty, Esq., M.L.A.,
was as follows :

—
" Whereas it is apparent that development of the great natural

internal resources of this colony is necessary to provide its inhabitants

with the means of livelihood, and to stay the tide of emigration from
our shores.

" And whereas railways projected in order to promote the develop-

ment of these resources, and necessary thereto
;
will entail great bur-

dens upon the people of the colony.

" And whereris that portion of the Island upon the coast of which
the French have certain fishery rights is rich in agricultural, mining
and lumbering capabilities.

" And whereas the rights and claims of the French upon that coast

are enforced in such manner as to prevent the development of these

great resources by the inhabitants of the colony, grants of land and
minerals being given ' subject to French treaty rights,' whereby capi-

talists are prevented from investing.

" And tuhereas the presence of French fishermen upon our coast,

and their denial of our concurrent right to fish for cod, and of our ex-

clusive right to take lobsters, give cause for daily quarrels in the fish-

ing season, and much oppress our fishermen.

" And whereas the treaties under which the French have rights

and set up claims were undeniably framed, more than a century ago,

solely with a view to the exigencies of the Kingdom of Great Britain

and Ireland, and without regard to the condition of affairs which
time has brought about in this colony.

" Be it therefore resolved—That it is absolutely necessary to the

prosperity of the inhabitants of this colony that the last vestige of

French rights shall be removed,

" That it is the imperative duty of the British government to re-

lieve us of the burden placed upon us by the same agency so many
years ago, and under which we have so long suffered,

" That no arbitration or other arrangement should be entered into

between the British government and the government of France, which
does not have as a basis that French claims to territorial and maritime
rights in this colony are to be totally extinguished,

" And that the Legislature, and the government of this colony

should never consent to the commencement, prosecution or conclusion

of any arrangement which does not have the aforesaid condition as
' the essential preliminary.'"
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THE FOURTH RESOLUTION,

Proposed by Maurice Fenelon, Esq, seconded by P. R. Bowers, Esq.,.

and supported by M. J. O'Mara, Esq., was as follows:—
u Whereas it is desirable that united action of the people of New-

foundland should be had in protecting the rights of this colony against
the encroachments of the French

;

"Resolved,—That the committee who have had charge ot the

arrangements of this meeting shall have power,

—

1. To invite the co-operation of the people of the outports;

2. To prepare a Memorial to Her Most Gracious Majesty the

Queen, and to both Houses of Parliament, in accordance

with the foregoing Resolutions;

3. To choose Delegates to present said Memorials, and to-

place our case before the people of Great Britain and Ire-

land and the British Colonies

;

4. To adopt such further measures as may be deemed advis-

able for the promotion of the objects of this meeting."

APPOINTMENT OF DELEGATES.
At a subsequent meeting of the said Committee, the following

resolutions were unanimously adopted :

—

Resolved,—That a delegation consisting of Sir J. S. Winter.
Q.C., K.C.M.G, P. J. Scott, Esq, Q C, and A. B. Morine, Esq, M.L.A.;
be appointed to proceed to England to lay the case of the people of
the Colony before Her Majesty's Government and to enlist the sup-

port of the British public.

Resolved,—That a delegation consisting of D. J. Greene, Esq,
Q.C, M.L.A, P. R. Bowers, Esq. and Donald Morison, Esq, M.L.A,
be appointed to proceed to Canada to enlist the support of the Cana-
dian people.

In concluding this brief summary we do not propose to acid any-
thing to the foregoing statement of facts, and are satisfied to abide by
the judgment of the candid reader as to whether our grievances are

well-founded. We ask that justice shall be done to the people of
Newfoundland in this matter, and that the present intolerable condi-
tion of affairs shall be remedied. The burdens under which the peo-
ple of this colony labor have not been of their own making, but are
the result of circumstances for which they are not responsible.

A century ago, when the colony was merely a fishing- station,

when settlement was prohibited by law, and the policy of the Mother
Country was to prevent development in every direction except that
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of the fisheries such a condition of affairs might not specially de-

mand attention, but under the altered circumstances of the age in

which we live, it calls loudly for remedy. Newfoundland is the

oldest and one of the most valuable jewels of the British Crown.
Situated in the direct path of commercial traffic between the Eastern
and Western hemispheres, and commanding the entrance to the

Great British North American provinces, it is of the utmost
importance that Newfoundland should be free from the claims of any
foreign nation. In no other British colony would such a condition of

affairs as exists in Newfoundland be tolerated for a moment.
While we see our territory invaded by a foreign nation, our re-

sources locked up, our fisheries ruined by unequal competition, and
our population compelled to leave the land of their birth in search of

a livelihood, we are powerless to remove the cause of these evils. For
considerations of Imperial policy our interests as a colony are being

sacrificed, and in our helplessness we appeal to our British fellow-

subjects for their sympathy and assistance.

For the delegates who go to present our case we ask the most
cordial co-operation, and with the earnest hope that their efforts may
be eminently successful we subscribe ourselves.

On behalf of the Committeee of the people of Newfoundland,

Your's Respectfully,

JAMES J. ROGERSON,
Chairmin.

JOHN MACDOUGALL,
Secretary.






