
Jô

-npci-tiiig thc Kliiue, tht; Ntckar, tlu- Ma>n«?,
"the Mtnselle, tho Metise, and the Schêldt.
'' But CKpecially it was urgid, and with a force
" whicb it muBt Lave beou difliciilt to parrj,
" that tbe présent claiin of the Unikeil States

j

" with respect to t)ic navigation of the St. 1

" Lawrence, was jjrecisel v of the same nature 1

"as that whirli Gruat Briiain had put forward I

" with respect to thc navigation of the Missis- i

" sippi when the mouth antl lower shores of
j

" that river were in the possession of another i

•'State, and of which claim Gr^at Biitain had
j

'• procured the récognition br the Treaty of
'

''Paris in 1763.
'

*
!

" The principal argument contamed in the I

" reply of Great Britain wa», tliat the liberty of
j

" passage by one nation through the dominions
i

" of another was, according to the doctrine of
!

" the most eminent writers upon International
!

" Law, a qualified uccasional exception
|

•' to the paramount rights of property :

'

' that it was what thèse writers oailed an
i

" imper/ect not a per/ecl right
; that the Treaty i

"of Viennadid not sanction this notion of a
j

" nalural right to thc free passage over riverp,
'

" but, on the contrury, the infereuce was that
" not being a uatural right, it required to be
"established by a convention; that the right of
" passa<-^e once concedod must hold good for
'' other purposcH besides those of trade in peace, ;

" for hostile purposes in time of war
; that tlie

|

''United Stat( k could not consisteutly urge
"their claim on principle without beiug pre-
'•" pared to appl j that principle by way of reci-

" prccity, in favoi of Britisb subjects, U' the
'' navigation of the Missij'Sippi and the
^' Hudson, to which at cens niight be had trom
" Canada by land carriage or by . anuls of
" New Ytrk and Ohio.

" The rnited States replicd, tbal j .et: ,.lly

" the '"'*^, Lawrence wasastraitaud was snl'jrcf

"to '.* o same princii)lLS of law: and that ..

" aiTMts are acoessory to the soas which tbey
'^ unité and therefore the right ol navigating
"them is 'crr'nion to ail nations, ko thc St.
•' L.i.w:<jnce connetts with tlic océan those great

"inland lakes, on the Khores of which the sub-
" jccts of the Ùnittd States anù Great Britain
" both dwcll

;
and, un the sume princii)le, the

" natnral link of ihttriocr, like the natiiral link

"ofthe .s/raiV, must be e(jually availablefor the

"purposes of passage by botli. The passage
" ovcr land. which wus alwnys pressing upon
"the minds of thc wiilers on Internaticnal
'' Law, is intrinsically ditlerent from a passage
" ovcr water ;

in the lattcr instance, no detri-

" ment or inconvcnience (au be snstaimd by
"the country to which it belongs. The track of
" the ship is c ffac» d as soon as niadc

;
thc track

"of an army may kave scrious and las-ting in-

"jury bcliind. The Unititl States world not
" shrink frc:i: the application of the unalogy
"with respect t, ihe navigation ofthe Missis-
" sippi, and whenoAer a connection waseffccted

"bctween itand Upper Canada, similar to that
" existing bctween thc Unit, d States and the
" St. Lawrence, the sanie principle should be ap-

"plied. It was, howevi r, to be recollected that

' thc case of ri vers which botii rise and discn-
" bogue them.selves within the limits ofthe saœ*
" nation is very<listingiiiBhable, tipon principit
" from that of ri vers whicb, having their BOuroc«

''and navigable portions of their strnams in

" States above, diacharge themsel ves within tb«
"limits oi other States below.

"Lastly, tho fact, that the fr<'e navigation
'• of rivers had been marie a matter oîconoeniimi
" did not disprove that this navigation waê a
" matter of natural rùjtd rentor<;d to its proper
" position bv Treaty.

"The result of this controvcrsy has hithert*
" prodiiced no effect. (Jreat Britain has main-
•' taiued her exclusive right. Thc United
" States still reniain debarrod from the use of
'• this great highway, a jd are not permitted t<>

" carry over it tln^ produce of the vast and ricb

"territorics wlii^h border on thelakes ahovet«>

"thc Atlantic o«'(iiii.

" It seemsdifncult fo deny tliat Great IJritain

• may ground h(;r refiisal upon strict law
; but

"it is at least equaJIy ditïicult to deny, first,

" that in so doing she exercises harshJy an cx-
" treme and harsh law ; secondly, that her oon-
"duct with respect to i\w navigation ot the St.

" Lawrence is in glaring and discreditablo in-

"eonsistency witli her conduct with respect to

" the navigation of tlu; Mississippi. Gn the
'• ground that shc possessed a small tract of
" domain in whi< h the Mississippi took its riso

" she iusisted on her right to navigate the en-
" tire volume of its waters; on the ground
•' that she possesscs both banks ofthe St. Law-
" rence whcre itdisembogues itself into the sea,

'' she dénies to tlio United States the right of

'*na> .ifion tliough about one-half ofthe wa-
" ters of Iakes Ontario, Erie, llurou and Su-
*• jterior, and the whob> ofMiehigan through
which thc rive: !' *v are the proptrty of Ih»?

United Stat's.

•'An Englisb writer upon in'' rnatiou;il

• ".avv cann( . but < xpress a hope. that this

" summuri J ux, wiiirli in this case api roarhes to

" ,vimma injitria m he voluntarily abandoued
" by his oiintry. Siucc ttie lat<- révolution

"in thc xaith American Provinces, by which
"the do.i.inicn uf Rosas was overtbrown, there
" appears to b(> good reason to hope that th«

"States of P!irii,'uay, Holivlii, Hiienos Ayres
" and Brazil < open the River Parana, to th«'

" naviga' < ( the world."

On na .ii;4 a n purt of a .-pcccb of niy bon.

friend the racmber for Lanibton, on tîiis sub-
ject—a very abl«i and interesting speech, if hf
will allow me so to cbaracferize it

—

I find that

in speaking of the navipiation of Lake Michi-
gan, ho .'-tiited that that lake was as nnich a

portion ofthe St. I-awrincc as the Rivei itself

I do not know under what princi]>le my hon.

friend mad(^ that stîitemcnt, but those inland

SI as are seas as niucl) as the Black Hca is a se^i

and not a river. The lake is enclosed on ail

sides by the United States territory; no por-

tion of its shores belung to Canadii, and Eng-
land has no riglit by int.rnational law to daim
its navigation. Sir, she nover has claimcd it.

for if mv i)on. fri(>nd will look into the matter.


