
THE OBJECTION THAT CANADA WOULD LOSE HER INDE-
PENDENT CONTROL OF NAVIGATION ON THE

ST. LAWRENCE IS FALLACIOUS.

Till. foHibilitv of tlu. St. Uwri-mo-Wclland devolopraenl. arulthe reMonablene,., of it, cost are xlniitti.,! .veil by the iiit^reSt, „p|,«,i„g

iliT^.h'";^"'";
*"' T» V' '"''^^ TKUineiiU, lbe,e ir,t..re,lL briiiRagainst that enterprise fallneioiis obj.vtions, .iirh as the ph-o that Caii-ada, in ease .lams «ere eon,triiete,l for the purp.«. of sueh ilevelopment

n the bt. Ijiwr.m-,.. «oiil.l have no in.le[Hn<lent <-.mtr<,l of nuviKalion
n h,T portion of tl„. I„,„r„l„ry „„|,.rs of Ihal river. The fact ilmat by the erection of such permanent dams in this section the inter-
national situation now prevailing at Saull Ste. Marie would simpy

Suies
" ''''"''•'"»8« 'ither to Canada or to the Unit,a

.\t Smilt Ste. Marie the rupi.ls eonslituti- a natural barrier to iiavi-
gation 111 the stream uliicli forms the international boiiinlarv from Luke
huperior to Lake Huron. Permanent .lams in the St. I,u»'ren<e »„iil,l
eonstituteartifK.ial barriers in a part of that stn-ain formiiiK tli.. inter-
national bounilary from Uke Ontario easlHanl. .\t the S,», eaeh ofthe two .•ountries ha.s hxks upon its own si,l,.; ,m the MiehiRan «i.letwo are eomplete.1 a third is approaeliiiiK .-..mpletiou ami a fourth is
Drojeete.1: on the (anaihan. one is eomplelinl and a seeond is plann.-d
for early construetion. ta.li of the respective countri,.s eontmls the
ocks on iLs own side ami Ims, therefore, independent control of navina-
tion at that point. In the St. Lawrence also, the respctive countries
woulil each have a lock or locks on lU own siile, ami they would there-
fore, each have in.lepcndent control of navigation at these points in
the St. Lawrence just as they now have in the St. Mary's River at the
SCO.

Division of water for power purposes, in the case of the construe.
Uon of such dams in the St. Lawrence, would be by international treaty
or agreement, and such a treaty or agreement would naturally be a dupli-
cation of arrangemenU already in exUtenee between the two countries
regardmg a division of power developed from boundary waters at
Niagara Falls, the Soo, and Fort Francis in Ontario.

THE SUGGESTED DANGER OF CANADIAN TRAFFIC
DIVERGING TO THE PORT OF NEW YORK

IS A GEOGRAPHICAL IMPOSSIBILITY.

Another bugaboo raised by the interests in opposition to the develop-
ment of an ocean waterway to the head of the lakes is the suKKestion
freouently made that, if the Welland Canal were enUrged ui harmony
with such a development, the United States would construct a 21 or
30 foot canal from Oswego, or some other point along such waterway
to the Hudson River; and thus would offer a heavier competition than
by the present 12 foot Erie Barge Canal from Buffalo for the carriage
of Canadian freight to Europe via the port of New York insteadif
Montreal.

This objection is always made on the gratuitous or silent assumption
by the objectors, that a corresponding enlargement in the St. Lawrence
would not be made. Such an assumption, it is scarcely necessary to
say. L, whoj!y fallacious. Of the entire deep ivatcrway, the eoiaigementm the St. Lawrence is, in point of fact, the part which is easiest of all
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