
Frein time inînemoriai Canada haË assumfed coxplete responsibility for the provision
of the navigation f acilities froin the Guif of St. Lawrence ta Lake Erie; and, Up until,
this moment, the United States hasassumed almost ccinplete respasibility for through
navigation facilîties fron Lake Erie toî the head of the Lakes.

It is quite natural that, in the process of the economic deveiopment of the Unite'd.
States, active interest should have been concentrated upon the Upper Section of the
St. Lawrence -im Great Lakes system, -be cause fcrtiimotntfactors.. These factors
were (a) the vast n'on ore deposits in the Mesabi [lamnge juit. west -of Lake Superiur;,
(b) the occurrence of limestone near Lake Michigan and <c) the occurrence of the'large
coal deposits in the areas south of Lake Erie. To keep pace with the industrial
expansion of the United States, it became necessary ta bring these three natural
prodiicts together and,as they were ail low-grade connodties, chieap transportation
was imfportant, and that cheap'transportatioôn was made avaiiablk oniy by the improve-
ments made in 'the Upper Lakes Section of this great system.

(kh the other hand, ;for we>lIj over two 'hundred years Cap~ada has been actively
interested in and exciusiveiy responsible for the progressive deveiopment which lias
taken place- in the St. Lawrence River froni the Gulf to Lake Erie. nie fîrst canais ini
this area provided 9L foot navigation. 'Mis was followed> hy canais and iocks allawing
14 foot draft.Llater the~ waterway above the International Section was iinpixned te 27
foot draft> iy the construction of the new Welland Canal below Lake Erie. l'ne River
beiow Montreal lies been deepened to provide a channel having a mntimum width of
600 feet and a depth of 35 foot. The bettleneck in the Seaway 14 foot navigation
Ini the~ International Rapids~ Section - wouud have been iremovted long siacehad yoizr
couintry extended the necessary co-operation,

1 subqut-to yotu thereforethat fromr Lake Erie ta the sea the St. Lawrence Seaway
lias beniprove and maxnta4ped h1y Canda Every important bettermenti lias been
carr# uta#nd pald for b Canada az. ac ini th~e neighbçirhoo of 300 miliiUon
dollars. Nevertheless ship a£ every natoni have used the presnt seaway w4thout
Paynient of tolls for neariy 50 years. An international treaty provides that when
tlps, on shipping are imppsed they wili bear equaliy on Canadien and U.S. registered

Canada proposes te pay on a seif-iiquidating basis for limprovements in the Inter-
flatilonal [Rapids Section. Why then should your country withhoid its co-operation andthus delay cornpietion of this vital Canadien transportation outlet? 1 mnust confes
that 1 do flot kçnow the answer.

It i.s reported that certain seaport, railway and ceai operators are strong
<PPOfents cf the Seaway. I do flot for one moment contest their riglit te oppose thisprqject, but surely it means something that ini my country these saine i.nterests are
8trOngly ini faveur of it.

It is said that it wouid ho a mistake for the Uinited States ta allow Canada tebi the Seaway aione; but, if this he a mistake, then we made it soine tue aga.In' 1952 the Government of the thiited States agreed te join with Canada in an applica-tic!1 te the. International Joint Commission for the developnent of power on the distinct
Iudrstanding that Canada wouid at the saine time construct the Seaway. Thia wo have
undertaken te do by an Exchange of Notes between our two Governments.

It is said that Canada may flot aiways be a friendiy nation, I cannot concoive ef
Ou two countr'es living on other than friendly ternis, nor ef Canada beccxning powerful

St te b able ta afford te be unfriendiy. Ilewever, if it is feit that United
intereats wouid bu aafeguarded by the. construction of a canal on your aide ofthInerational Section, why net go ahead and hild and let us do likovise On oursid? bi mught appear foolish at this tume but wo have dons thua at the Sauit viioreth re r two canal.. ne on oach aide of the. boundary line, and both are pretty fuiiyae* 1 am confident thi would aeon becoe true bore tao.

It ia said that thia would not be a prof itale venture and that there fore it
etk nwise for the. United States ta ate funds on the project. But we are net

10 ng or nyfumds from yau. Canada i. net aeeking finaciai aid on the St. Lawrence
!stw ' Chthecontrary, Canada i. ready, wiiiing anid anxioua ta proceed with the
-ay ~ ethron xes withciat Ceat ta the. &'erican taxpayer. Canada ha 8 paaaed

bat Io th provincially nd fedoraiiy anid couid atart the projoct t<xworrow.
1# 0 dr El.ctric por Commision wiii deveiop the power jointiY with an

faica nity4 1 and the Fedoral GoverlUlUnt et Ottawa will buid the nevigational

th r 111onandtheneingof nmntity J'y the. Amric.n Governrênt, i accordance with
Ite Uderakngtojoi ,1,tj the Canadien entity in the. development of poer If
tinu fltthe te Sawy is an uconomicel itivestumnt for the Uniited States, endthifÀ ~ amMeta ,00mlso the. St. Lawrence i. wholly within Canadiaen territoy,

PPeut et b odcs for enorag*pg indepenudeuit action by Canada.,


