H
TTHE REBEL FORCES IN VIRGINIA.

In a culogy on General Lee, delivered be
fi re tho Washington nnd Lee Univorsity at
Lexington, Va.. Janunry 19, Goneral Jubal
Early made the followlug statements in ro-
gard to tho strength of the forces with
which Leo,oporated in Virginia :

After tho battlo of Seven Pines ho came
to tho command of the Army of Northorn
Virginia had conceived that splendid cam-
paign of which a great mind was alono eap-
nble. In tho soven days' battles around
Richmond Leo bad 75,000 infantry and 5,000
cavalry and artillery, and this was the larg
est nrmy ho ever commanded.

In swinging round to dttack McClellan's
rear and flank he left but 25000 men be-
tween the enemy and Richmond. This was
the perfection of wise doing, and had Geno-
ral Lee's orders been carried out by his sub-
ordinates, McClellan's Army could havo
been annibilated. General Popo came next,
Jackson's movement to the rear of Pope
with 10,000 men was onoe of the most bnl.
liant strategical movements on record.
General Lee now undertook tbe bold planof
crossing the Potomace at Sharpsburg.  Jack-
son had but 4,000 men, General Lee's whole
force engaged did not exceed eighteen thou-
sand men. This was one of the most re
markable battles of the war. The officil
reports show that during the whole of the
15th and part of the 16th General Jee con-
fronted McClellan with only 7,500 infantry,
and his wholg force of all arms from first to
Iast was less thwn thirty thonsand men.
McClellan had 97,000 men oand 400 guns.
McClellan did notclaim n victory until the
19th, after b3 found lee had recrossed the
Potomac, and lie began to crow, at first
feebly and then more joudly. (Applause.)
With anything like equal moans Lee would,
in September 1862, have dictated terms of
peace in Washington city. At the bactle of
Frederickshurg it was impossible to attack
in tho evening, becauso of the furious ar-
tillery fire, Jackson ordered th» speaker

to attack and then  countermanded
the order. At Chancellorsvilie lee's suct
cess was a triumph. Jackson fell and

General Lee mmght well say that he had
lost his right arm, At Gettysburg on
tho first day we gained a decided victory; on
the sccond and third days we faled to dis-
lodge the encmy. Our ammunition was
short. General Lee consulted me a whole
day, and determined to full back.

The magnamity of General Leo kept back
the true secret of ill-success at Gettysburg
[ho attack was to have been made at day
hight but Longstreot's corps was not ready
until 4 o clock p. m. By that timo Mende's
whole Army was up, In the morning an at-
tack by our nght—on the enemy's left—
must have rosulted 1n briliant success. The
attack on our left was only made to support
longstreet. 1f what Swinton says in his
book as to what lonsgtreet his said to be
true, then ono at least of Lee's lieutenants
Jid not gointo tho fight swith that confi-
dence and good faith necessary to success.
General lec in this batile had less than
sixty thousand men ot all arms. The defen. |
sivo lino of the Rapidan was then chosen as
the one that coutd not be flenked by gun.
boats and monitors. In May, 1864, Grant
came with 140,000 men. Then came the
long death geapple- At Spottsylvania our
Lnes werefor o time broken. Grant had
received 40,000 men more, Loo not one.
Grant finally landed on tho southside of the
James River, where he could have gone at
first without the loss of a man, but to reach
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which cost him mors men than tho entire
number in Leo's Army. All things con.
sidered, this campnign of Loo's is tho most
romarkabloe of anclent or modorn times.

The disparity of numbcrs aounds liko ro.
mance. Goneral Leo wroto to me, in 1806,
that it would be hard to mnke the world
understand and believo the fuct, but Leo
was always anxious to take tho offensive.
Ho said to me, it Grant goes to James River
it would becomo a ioge, and then it will
only bo a question of time. For_ nino long
months constant attention and lingering
starvation wera doing thelr work wwhen Sher-
man reached Goldsboro. Tho end cnmo ¢
Appomatox, Eight thousand men, the
equals of any in all tho tido of lime, 1aid
down their arms before 100,000. General
Leo had not boen conquered in battle, but
surrendered becauso ho had no longer an
army with which to give battle. ‘This is but
an imperfect sketch of General Lee's mili-
taty career. When [ returned from Canada
Isubmilted my estimatesof his force to him.
He auld they fully covered the amount and
sometimes exceeded them. They aro those
I have given to-day,—U". S. Army dnd Nary
Journal.
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OUR COAST RIGHTS.

Great Britain, immemorially has claimed
and exercised exelusive property and juris-
diction over the bays or portions of sca cut
oft by lines drawn from one promotery to
another and called the King’s Chambers. A
similar property and jurisdiction is and has
been ciaimed by the United States over the
Deleware Bay, and other bays and estuaries
forming portions of their territory. Chan.
c2llor Kent in his commentaries says :—* It
is difticult to draw any precise ar determin-
ate conclusionamidst tho variety of opinions
us to the distance to which a State may law-
fully extend its exclusive dominion over the
sea adjoining its territories, and beyond
thoso portions of tho sen which are embrac-
ed by harbors, gulfs, bays and estuaries,
an 1 over which its jurisdiction unguestionably
extends. . . . . . The exe-
cutivo authority of this country, m 1793,
considered the whole of the Deleware Biy
to be within our territorial jurisdiation ; and
it rested its claim upon those authorities
which admits that gulfs, channels and arms
of the sea belong to the people with whose
lands they aro cncompassed V¥ In 1806
the United States Government insisted that
the extent of neutral immunity, terms equi
valent to maritime territory, should corres
pond with the claims maintained by Great
Britain around hor own territory, and that
no beltigerent right should bo exercised
within ** the chambers formed by headlands
oranyswhero at sea within the distanco of
four leagues, from aright line from one
headland to another.”

It is to be remembered also that tho Unit.
ed States have inhesited from Great Britain
the principle now mairtained 1n this affuir
by the latter State. The doctrine of bays,
no matter of what size, being subject to the
territorial jurisdiction of the Stato owning
tne headlands and shores was fully admit-
ted in Groat Britain previous to the Ameri
can Revolution, and as all the other prin
ciples of International law recoguized by
thie mother country at that timo wereadopt
cd by the Americans after the recognition
of their independence, is il not the only deo-
duction that can be drawn from the history
of two nations, their diplomatic correspon-
dence, and thio opinions of their jurists, that
in the convention of 1818, the word * bay *°
was used, not in the restricted senso recent-
ly applied to it by other States, but as sp-
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plylng to all indentations in _the coasts of
thoe British North American Provinces, de-
nominated as, or khown undor the designa-
tion of bays ?

Tho phraseclogy employed in the conven
tion must also bo carelully considered in or
der to arrive ot the meaning of the contraot-
in%pnrtics.

y the first part of the articles, tho in-
habitants of tho United Stales hava tho right
of fishing on tho coasts, bays, harbours, and
crecks of certain specified portions of British
North Amcrica, the employment of the
words ¢ bays, harbors, and crecks " after
tho word coasts, must bo taken as giving
grcater rights to tho Americans than if they

ad been Jimited solely to lishing on the
coasts ; they were in fuct so used in deroga
tion of the usage obtaining nmongst both
nations to consider the coast, wharae the
eveness of the seashore is broken, to bo a
line drawn from headland to headland, of
bays, barbours and creeks, without the use
therefore of thoso words in addition 1o
* goasts,’” the Americans would now hsve
no right to fish in, or on, bays, harbours,
and crooks even in tho limits specified.

In tho second portion of the article by
which the United States forover renounce
the liberty of taking, dryingor curing fish
on or within three marine miles of wny of
the coasts, bays, crecks or harbors of His
Britannic Majesty's dominions 1n Ameriea,
not included in tho specified limits, the in-
tention was to define so clearly tho renuncia.
tion that thereafter no difficulty as to its
extent, could possibly arise ; thus agam the
words *¢ bays, creeks or harbours,” are used
in addition to the word * coasts,” und the
United States expressly renounce the hiber-
ty of taking, drying and curing fish, not only
on, or wirhin threo maring miles of the
*coasts,” but also within three marie miles
of ¢ the bays, creeks and harbors ™ of Bii
tish North America But tho word coasts
according to tho intcrpretation gencrally ac.
cepted means, whero the evenness of the
shore is broken by indentations, a inodrawn
from headland o headland, when not moie
than six miles apart, so that the addition of
the words * bays, creeks and harbors " add
nothing, » ccording to the American inter-
pretation, to the meaning of the word
* coasts "’ but it is perfectly clear that they
do mean something more. ‘Tho word *bays’
is used without liwmitation, it applies to all
tho bays not included in the specified limits,
and as cach baycommen- s from a straight
line drawn from one of jts headlands to the
other. American fishermen Rave no right to

Jish teithin three marine miles of such straight

lines no mutler what mey be the distance be
liceen the keadlands of the bay.

Tho bays, with respect to which difficulties
judging from the past, may bo expected to
arise, uro those of Fundy and Chaleur. The
Bay of Fundy may, perhaps, be regarded as
open throughout its whole extent to withu
three miles of lines draww: from headland to
beadland of bays, not exceeding six nules
in with, and resting upon islands, belonging
to New Bruaswick, as herein befors set ount
to the fishing operatiors of American ves-
sels, Tho umpire to whom had Leen refer-
red tho question of the condemnation of an
American ﬁsbin;f vessel, eapturcd while fish-
ing in that bay, held ¢ that tho Bsy of Fun-
dy was not a British bay, nur a bay withun
the meaning of thie words used in the Treat.
ties o' 1783 and 1818.”

Tho decision of the umpire w that case
was acoopted by the Government of Great
Britein and the award of damnges paud
Great Britain’s right to claim that bay as a
porlion of the maratime territory ol the
Provinco of New Brunswick was, in fact, the



