52 . CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO

States? Give me-leave, Sir; to'sdy, with all possible admiration of your
very ingenious discussion of the general principles which are supposed to
govern the right and practiee of interference by the. people of -one country
in the wars and quarrels of others, that this part of your argument is
little applicable to our immediate case. If Great Britain, America, or any
other country suffer their people.to fit out expeditions to take part in
distant quarrels, such conduct may, according to the circumstances of
each case, be justly matter of 'complaint, and, perhaps, these transactions
have generally been in late times too much overlooked or connived at.
But the case we are considering is of a wholly different description, and
may be best determined by answering the following question. Supposing
a man, standing on ground where you have no legal right to follow him,
has a weapon long enough to reach you, and is striking you down and
. endangering your life, how long are you bound to wait for the assistance
of the authority having the legal power torelieve you? Or, to bring the
facts more immediately home to the case,-If cannon are moving and setting
up in a battery which can reach you, and are actually destroying life and
property by their fire; if you have remonstrated for some time without
effect, and see no prospect of relief, when begins your right to defend
yourself, should you have no other means of doing so than by seizing
your assailant on the verge of a neutral territory? .

I am unwilling to recall to your recollection the particulars of this
case, but I am obliged very shortly to do so to show what was at the time
the extent of the existing justification, for upon this entirely depends the
questions whether a gross insult has or has not been offered to the Govern-
ment and people of the United States. .

After some tumultueus proceedings in Upper Canada, which were of
short duration and were suppressed by the militia of the country, the
persons criminally concerned in them took refuge in the neighbouring State
of New York, and, with a very large addition to their numbers, openly
collected, invaded the Canadian territory, taking possession of Navy Island.

This invasion took place the 16th of December, 1837, a gradual
accession of numbers and of military ammunition continued openly, and
though under the sanction of no public authority, at least with no public
hindrance, until the 29th of the same month, when several hundred men
were collected, and twelve pieces of ordnance, which could enly have been
procured from some public store or arsenal, were actually mounted on
Navy Island, and were used to fire within easy range upon the unoffend-
ing inhabitants of the opposite shore. Remonstrances wholly ineffectual
were made; so ineffectual, indeed, that a militia regiment, stationed on
the neighbouring American island, looked on without any attempt at
interference, while shots were fired from the American island itself. This
important fact stands on the best American authority, being stated in a
letter to Mr. Forsyth, of the 6th February, 1838, of Mr. Benton, attorney
of the United States, the gentleman sent by your Government to inquire
into the facts of the case, who adds, very properly, that he makes the
statement “ with deep regret and mortification.”

This force, formed of all the reckless and mischievous people of the
border, formidable from their numbers. and from their armament, had in
their pay and as part of their establishment this steam-boat ¢ Caroline,”
the important means and instrument by which numbers and arms were
hourly increasing. I might safely put it to any candid man, acquainted
with the existing state of things, to say whether the military commander
in Canada had the remotest reason, on the 29th day of December, to expect
to be relieved from this state of suffering by the protective intervention
of any American authority. How long could a Government, having the
paramount duty of protecting its own people, be reasonably expected to
wait for what they had then no reason to expect? What would have
been the conduct of American officers? What has been their conduct
under circumstances much less aggravated ? I would appeal to you, Sir,
to say whether the facts which you say would alone justify the act, viz.:
*“ a necessity of self-defence, instant, overwhelming; leaving no choice of
means and no moment for deliberation,” were not applicable to this case
in as high a degree as they ever were to any case of a similar description
in the history of nations. '



