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case, ronspiro to prosont tho question as ono wliifli tnust oro lone,' bo ih'A'i-

(led, cither by Icfiislntioii or nci^'otiiUion, or by Ibat urcat (•urrt'utof events

wbieli overrides biiiuaii ellbrt, and aeponipbs.lies <;ii(l.s in spite of all re-

sistance.

Nor is tfte (luestion one of mere lord iiii])i>rt?wii-e. ""riie St. Ijawront^e

f()riiis part oC tli(! loiiy flitiin of waters \\\\W\\ lies upon our nortln'in

boundary, as did onee tho Mississippi upon oin' western; and tlie ques-

tion of Iret ly naviijfatinj^ the latter was not mneb loss national m lis na-

ture llian is that of freely navi^'ating ibe former.

A full exundnation of the subjeet requin>s some netiee of the faet tlial

our government bus bitluMlo <'laimed tin; riglit (d' freoly nuviL![nting the

St. liUwrenee as a iiolunil right. It was upon this Iwsis i!.',at the elaim

was urged and supported widi ;,reat power and ability. It was resistiij

by (jireat l>ritain, and the discussion ternnnatfid widiout ils .setlleiiient.

The elaim of riglit is believed to slund now as it did iIi'mi, .'-a/o that new
events have given it new strength. The subject, therefore, presents itself

in a twftfold aspect

—

1, As aright, to he claimed by the government.
2. As a privilege, to be securnl by treaty, or some recipmral legislation.

We do not propose to discuss at great length the natural right of the

United States to a free passage to the ocean through the waters of the St.

Lawrence. Whilst but i'ew arguments can be added to thoie which were
urged nearly a generation since in its support, it is yet woithy of notiin*

that th(! experience of the ])resent day has so clearly proved ttujir justice

and validity. The wants and necessities of the extensive region of tho

lakes, which were then so ])lainly shadowed forth in the future, have
now come to exist, and contnin the justice of our claim. If is therel'ore

deemed well to revive, if not to ])ress, this view of the subject, so that, il

the government shall at last co'^ceive itself conyjielled to purchase as a
privilege that which jnstly belonged to it as a right, its action may ap-

pear, what it really will be, a measure of necessity, resulting iVom the

iniwillingness of England to acknowledge the justice of onr <'laim. In
such an event, it will be hut just that the transaction shordd stand forth

in its true character in the history of her intercourse with us; whilst,

however, the unconditional acknowledgment of our right by Great Britain

would be received by the people of this country with t!ie liveliest satis-

fection, and could not fail to have a ])owerful inlhience in convincing
them of her dis])osition to treat lis with justice and libernlity, and in con-
firming the good understanding which now happily prevails Ixjtween tho
two countries.

Although the right of the United States freely to navigate the St. Law-
rence to the ocean may have existed from (he definitive acknowledgment
of our independence by Great Britain in lTS:j, and even from the treaty of
Paris in 17G3, which secured to her the Canadas, and of course to her, i'l

oommon with her adjacent colonies, the use and control of that river

throughout its whole extent, yet, as a f/iwstwn, it is n;odern in its origin.

So long as there was no occasion for exercising the right, there was none
for asserting or disputing it. It is true, under the supposition that the
sources of the Mississippi were within the British boundaries as estali-

lished by the treaty of 1783, that instrument contained a stipulation
that "the navigation of the river Mississippi,/;/;/// Us source to tJw ocmn,
shall fore^-er remaiii free and open to the subjects of Groat Britain and
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