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FREEDOM OF THE SEAS "

"eSrciSd^'''''N''S'"^
^" ''^y^ circumstances it may be

ti^ce ll H,^?'^'"'"-'",
*'/ ^'^ ^ l^^^e been able toti ace-has the form in which the maxim is oommonlv;ntro(]uced in the treaties been fully considered an 1mperly emphasised. It is to this effect : if one of tleuo contnic-t.ng {>arties is at war with a third Sta een the other remaining neutral, may trade fr^ly with

a o:"'e'te c-ase'^"'"^
'""'''' ''' ^'^'^ ^•-1^0 lake

Holland and Peru does not come within the scone of th,.arrangement. If the principle were agreed to L such

l^mJ^^^T^"^;"' ''^ ^.'--^ -"1^ -n somewhatCIS ioiio\Ys— If the two contracting parties are at w^r

oncl m;' Ifc^trt^^
^^^"^ forbidVthen'irg^'dro'
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Ks granted to one neutral only. The en?m\!"tl e ^th ,1^tate with which one of the parties may be at war^Mll only haye a yery limited right to " free '' carrWefor his goods^ By the second," free carriage by T//noutra s would be conceded to the potential enemvin 1

airneutVTff
'""' ^'^ ^''^^'''^^^ ^"^^ ^^ "q'-ed by

There are .so many treaties in which the nrincinle is'"troduccd. that I h sitate to make the poSe s^^^^^^.on that thus second form does not ex^istln an fH.cm. ft IS almost certain, howcyer that it is not .be found in any treaty prior to the Armod Neutra i yConyentions. It was introduced into them in c rcum'stances which are explair-^d in this treatise nn 1alsojn many concluded under its inspirS K'^Cn
"e-w-olle'r'-

THe.se conyentions 4ere intend;:i1,o
h.TNe a collective operation

; and the agreement in them


