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BRYCE, .llcll('ll!l(fll & €.

39 Bx}s (1,500 rizcrs) GREY COTTONS,
of all grades.

10 CASES (500 rieczs) WHITE COTTONS,
of all grades.

@ BALES 68 and 72 in. GREY SHEETINGS,
Prarx¥axp Twirwep,

The above are just to hand, being purchas:d whin the

market was ot the low point
VALUE VERY SUPERIORL
-~ -
COTTON AND_LINEN GRAIN BAGSA.
OMee-34 Yoage Sirect, Torante.
AND

Wesr Recest Staeer, [ Grascow, ScorrLaxp

McMURRICH & CO.

r 8§, 1870 32-1y

BRYCE,

& Toronto, Decewsh

THIE
Aonetary and Commercial Times,
WITH WHICH HAS BEEN INCORMORATED

THE MONTREAL TRADE REVIEW,

A i

TORONTO, CAN., FRIDAY

A'MENACE FROM WASHINGTON

DEC. 9, 1870,

President Grant,
Message just delivered to Congress, intends
for re-election. Ben Bat

rival mrn‘m:'t >, has been

we judge by his annual

to be a candidate

ler, a prospective
bidding high for the support of the mor
reckless portion of the population, wh
trust, are but a small minerity. Butler has
been advising American fishermen to resist

ich, we

the fishery law of the Dominion by force
and he
behalf.
gibilities of office
counter bid-for. popularity ; but it is evident
that Butler will beat him in this line. He
complains that the Domiiiion gave no warn-

has been threateain

President Grant, having the respon-

¢ War in their

on his shanld TS, 2ets up a

ing of the change in laws, by which the
privilege of license to Americans to fish

within limits prohibited by the Convention
of 1818 was withdrawn ; that v cted in an
with the design of bearing
;:.'v! if we
attempt to enforce the law, in some particu-
lars, it will be his duty to fake steps to pro-

tect these fishermen ; that onr law assuines a

unfriendly spirit,

harshly on ‘American fishermen ; t

right of excluding Agerican fishermen from
nr harbors, ¢ for Mt n
which right, he con 13, 1

rom the Convention 18 rd it
rests wholly on the D von la it is a
violation of the spirit of the u .

‘which the Imperial Government is alone

responsible ;” and he asks Congress to arm

— "
him with 1-5'\ er'to mspem] the Bonding ‘Act,
and all I'\Qu under
vessels of ﬂu Dominion are empowered to |
enter the ]wrta of the United States. He
also cmnpluns that we show am unfriendly
disposition ftowards the Republic “in the
naintgn:\na of 'a claim to exclude the citi-
zens of the {United States from 'the n-n'lg\-
tion of the tt Law

In what way this disposition is manifested
the Presidept « The fact is, we
allow the Americans the T!;}nt not nn!y to
navigate the naturally navigable parts of th
#lso the uze of the canals we have

rcome the ol

rrence.”

loes not state

river, bat
tructions to the
the ‘Welland, that

conirects l.;{;a s Erie and Ontario ; and we d«

mede to o¥
navigation, fas well.as of
this withouf'having obtained any correspond-
ing right t\(w- the Erie C un‘

The questions raised about the Fishery
Act, we shdll nol now discuss, further-than
to say that e do not regard it as obnoxious
to all the objections which the President has

It §s easy to see where he gets his

made.
ideas, as t4¢ the remedy which he proposes
to apply. e désires to revive the old Inter-
dict Jaws 01818 and 1820. There was some
poor pret P( for the ena¢tment of those
laws at thet tilne. On
vl 3r1~-?x:'-\' in America excluded them

rinally, all nations
which }
from all tr yl » but with the mother country.
vas this rale, that it became
law of Europe,

regularly applied in

So univ .rs‘l
nart of the inter:
. 5 2°.9 . .

wiich in® 14./.;' courts

Cases of ¢dntraband

ational

trade with colonies
through. th$ intefvention of neéutrals. The

Amerie .;.-,, in ritaliation, passed the In-

Lo , f §818 3 and 1820. But now
the circumsgances|: wholly different ; and
1t will be srange ::' Congress should now do,
at the | il of President Grant, what it
r«f* d '*}"nl1'--"-""'1'\1-1\"'(u Dar
Webs RIS .‘w‘l\\:.«"..‘.zx")'..“!" us
laws i

President Grant does not seem to see that

the right of passage, by the people of one

» .
country ovgr another country, whether

1
m

land or watér, rests on a common ground
3

that of m»w?-_r;'. “A river, as it is' a river,

says Grotigs, ““is the property of those
people whose the Banks are, or his, who hath
the sovers é) power over them, whose power
in it, and whatso
but that

it is to makd mills or dam
ever is bred in that river is his;

t i a flowing siream, re nai

1y \
on, aAn dery man hath aright to drink o
‘v'-l'. r ! 34
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.
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ulnjn anda ; to DAY ) t
pass r them upon ist and lawkul
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canse : as phumely * *  either b
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authority of which the I mote from them,”

|

|

¢ | things,
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they desire to traffic with some people re-
in order that—

“ What, to one nation, natare doth deny,
That, she from others, may her want supply.”

The cases in which there is, and those in
whi¢h there is not, a right to charge a toll
for such passage are stated. The distinetion
is this : where a nation has been at no ex-
pense to provide the means of passage for
othérs, no right of taxing the passage ex-
ists : but either for the better securing of
their merchandize, or if for this among other
the Prince shall be at any great
change, then to recompense that charge, tolls
may be impos:d upon those goods that shall be
hus secured, so that they be not excessive.

Let us apply these principles to the case
in hand. We 'do not deny the Xmericans a
pasgage on the great river St. Lawrence ; but
in those parts of it which run exclusively
within Canadian territory, it is not naturally,
a ndvigable river, for any sort of craft with
which it would row be possible tocarry on com-
mefee, This country has gone to a great ex-
pese in supplying the deficiencies of nature;
and we have a clear right to charge reason-
able tolls for the use of the artificial works
we have constructed. [f, in express terms,
the right of the United States to navigate
the St. Lawrence has not been conceded, it
has in fact, as ‘the constant practice-of re-
ceht times proves ; and if England once or
twice obtained a treaty right to navigate the
Mississippi, withont granting a corelative
right to Americans, in the case of the St.
Lawrence, by the same instrumentor instru.
mefits, it is an incident in the ''maritime
history of the two countries, that has mo
present significance. In point of fact, the
United States makes the freest use of the
St. Lawrence, while British subjécts make
no use of the Mississippi. The facts, as they
shn«l to-day, are all on our side and against
the cricans. The attempt of the Presi-
Jen. to make a grievance out of a state of
things that has passed away must wholly
fail. And if he invokes the law of nations,
that law is just as strong in asserting our
right of way over American territory to the
acean as that of Americans is to ' the wuse,
#ith the limitations mentioned, of the St.
Lawrence. Both rights rest on the common
ground of necessity; and to deny one is to
invalidate the other.

Juf, if we reject the view of Grotius and
sdopt that of Zeigler and Puffendlorf, the
ticht of land or river passage still rests on &
pommion gronnd. Indeed, it is impossible to
k@ any distinction between canals and the
land wut of which they were dug, or other
Jand, so far as right of passage goes. The
1atter author rests the right to levy a toll on
‘he same ground as Grotius; because the




