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furllier instruotions nejjotiations must cease. The titlier diffcreiices were of

minor impurtance. Sir C. lia^ot further said thai the maritime jurisdiction

claimed l>y Kii.ssia was still unretracted, and that the British (iovernment

would prohahly be of opinion that some arrangement must :3till he entered

into. This marked the fiuirth .sta^e of tlie nc^jniiatitms. There is a letter

from Count NesscIrtMle to C'ount l.ieveii, in which three points were men-

tioned on wliich it was impossihlc for Russia \n j^ivc uay. These were

—

(I) Liberty to British subjects to himt, to fish, anti to trade with the natives

of the country perpetually on the whole of that part of the coast which con-

stitutes the subject *)f the discussion and which extends from 51; X. latitude

to 54' 40'
; i 3^ Liberty to English sulijccts to hunt, to fish and to trade with

the natives of the country for ten years on another part of our coasts and is-

lands, from 59' N. latitude to Behring Strait ; (^) The permanent open-

ing of the port of Sitka or Novo Archangelsk," Count Xesselrode then

stated that Russia had always been willing to grant freedom to British sub-

jects of using all the rivers crossing strips of coast of Russian territory and

all the seas, straits, and bays belonging to Russia, and also to surrender the

exclusive claims set up in the Ukase of 1821 with respect to the navigation

and jurisdiction of the North Pacific Ocean. This freedom Russia, it was

said, had always shown herself willing to guarantee.

The last stage of the negotiations opened in November, 1824. The

treaty between Russia and the United States was signed I)ec. 8, 1S24 In a

despatch from (ieo. Canning to Stratford Canning it was slute<i that Lngland

could not recognize free navigation of the Pacific as an indulgence from any

Power, and that as a plain and substantive stipulation tliis must be clearly

stilted in the convention, as it already had been stated in the convention be-

tween Russia and the United States. England could not accept as a l)oon what

the United States had received as a right. . . On Feb. i, 1825, came the

cow//,' /rcyW submitted by Stratford Canning, in Art. 3 of which the line began

from the southern point of Prince of Wales Island, and ascended to the north

{ Prir>re of Wales Island belonging entirely to Russia ) along Portland Chan-

nel " until it touches the coast of the mainland at the s6th degree of north

latitude.". This draft was altered by M. Matusevich ; the ditierence appeared

to be only verlml, but the new Art. 4, said explicitly :— '* It is understood

that the island called Prince of Wales shall belong entirely to Russia,"

This extract combined with Mr. Dickinson's remark, appears

to furnish a fair synopsis of the processes by which the boundary

line of the Treaty has been arrived at. The Canadian case ap-

pears to have avoided any reference to Sir ('has. Bagot's first pro-

posal to make Chatham Strait and the Lynn Canal the boundary.

This is noteworthy, because such a proposal demonstrates the


