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THE (}AML TULLS’ DIFFIUULTY

‘Tho dispute between this country and the
United Statcs regarding the Welland canal
tolls, is ono of intonso interest to Western Can-
ade. Should the threat of rotaliation from
\Washington be put in forco, the blow would
fall upon tho West. At the time of writing o
further devolopment has occurred in the mat.
ter, and it is to bo hoped that some amicablo
termination of the ditticulty may be arrived at.
Our government should, we think, tako a libe-
ral view of the question. Though Canada has
kept tho letter of the treaty, there really docs
appear to bo some violation of tho spirit of the
obligation, in our presont rogulations. A re-
bate in the canal charges of 18 cents per ton, is
givon on grain carried through to Montreal,
while this is not granted ia the case of cargoes
transhipped at United States ports. True,
United States vessels aro given the rebate on
going through to Montreal, the same as Cana.
dian vesscls, but there remains the discrimina-
tion against United States ports in favor of the
Canadian port. The treaty calls for the same
treatment to the veasels of cither country in
the uso of tho canals, and thiais certainly ac.
corded by Canada; but the discrimination is
against the United States’ ports, snd not
agaiust tho shipping. Looking at it from the
standpoint of United States’ intecests, it is not
difficult to magnify the matter inlo an injustice
on our part.

It is true that our caunals are of much moro
valuo to the United States than their canals
areto us. It is also truc that Canada has been
deprived of any practical valuo from the right
to uze the Kriccanal, as we have been refused
the privilege of nuvigating the Hudson river,
Tho Eric canal is of no use to us without the
Hudson river, and itscemsa violation of the spir-
itof the treaty, onthopart of the United States, to
preventourthipping fromnavigating the Jludson,
It is still further {rue that the clauses of the
Washipgton treaty most favorable to Uanada
have been abrogated at the instance of the
United States. But notwithstandieg that this
country is giving a great deal morc than she
receives, wo satill thiok that our government
should take a liberal view of the canal ques.
tivn. I'robably the best plan would be to
mske the canals absolurely free te all.

‘Tho talk of reprisals and counter reprisals
does not show wisdom. It is truc that the
Unitcd States has not acted ucighborly with
this country. ‘The big republic could well af.
ford to bo generous with its young northern
ucighbor, but instcad of that it has been small
and mean io most international mattors and
upenly hostile and aggressive in other ways, as
for instance the Atlantic fishorics dispute, and
tho Behring sca trouble. In its tariff legisla.
tion, cte., tho ropublic has steadily pursucd &
policy of zqueczing this country, notwithstand.
ing that Canada is u iarge importer of United
States’ products. But with all these irritating
matters in viow, tho policy of our peoplo should
besuch a3 to give 1o reasonublo ground for

complaint, Let Canada carry out all her obli-
gutivns, not only to the letter, but also to the
fullest extent in the spirit of the thing, with
the hope that in .imo our southern neighbora
will adopt the same friendly policy.

INSPECTION OF WHEAT.

"I'he farmers of Manitoba have now taken up
the question of the inspection of wheat, What
with the discussion of this matter through
boards of trade, grain exchanges, millers’ as-
sociations and the farmers, ote., tha (ueation is
likely to be thoroughly threshed out. Natural-
1y thero is a great diversity of opinion upon the
(question, which is viewed according to the
particular interests of the different bodies dis-
cussing it. Waile the Oatario Millers’ Associa-
tion bas raised a great hue aud cry about the
inspection being too high aud the standards
too low, the farmers make exactly the opposite
complaints, to the cffect that the standards are
too high and the inspection too low. Between
these opposing interests, tho inspectors stand
as the butt of cach, and no matter how akilled
their dccisions may be, they will have to put
up with considerable hard talk from all sides

At a recent meeting of the Central Farmers’
Iustitute of Manitoba, held at Brandon, a mo-
tion condemning the grading system, was in-
troduced.
tion, howaever, and it was held over for further
information upon the uucstion at issue. Weo
duv not sec why the farmers should condemn the
inspection of wheat, as it is certainly in their
intorest to have wheat officially inspected. The
inspector is a government official, who stands
between the buyer and seller, to do justice to
all.  Quitc a number of farmers in Manitoba
sell their wheat in car lots, and the privilege
of having it inspected should be a great advant-
ago to them, as otherwise they would be forced
to sell upon sample. The sale and shipment
of wheat upon sample, it is well known,
is subject to many inconvenicnces and annoy-
ances, which areavoided ingelling on inspection.
Sample sales leave the shipper at the mercy of
the recciver. Tho latter can claim that the
wheat is not up to sanple and demand a rebate,
which the shipper is often obliged o grant, an
an investigation of the case would amount to
2 scrious cost. A dishonest buyer can make
good use of the sample trade to gduge the ship-
per.  When the wheat is sold on certificato of
inspection, there is no coming back on the ship-
pur for vebates on the claim that the wheat is
not up to sample, Inthe latter case the in-
spector only is responsible, while the shipper
is relieved of the probability of a claim for
rebate. Farmers who sell their wheat in car
lots, can still sell on sample, if they think the
inspection is too low. ‘Lhere is nothing com.
pulsory about usiog the inspector's certificate,
if o better samplo sale can be made.

\While writing on this subject, it may be re.
marked that the Manitoba farmers’ institute
lias asked for represontation on the grain
standards board. 'I'his is a very reavonable re.
quest, and onc which we uaderstand will be
grauted Ly the government. The farmers, who
are the producers of the grain, aud thercfere
very largely intorested in tho matter of inspec.
tion, scem to be fairly cntitled tow hand in the
fixiug of the grain standards,

No actior was taken upon tho mé="

AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION IN THE
UNITED STATES.

A committee of the house of representatives
has been investigating the effect of tarifflcgiala.
tion upon agriculture, At the outsot we may
say that the Democrats have a mijority in the
house, and a somowhat adverse report tnay
thercforo be looked for ; but allowing for this,
the committco submit evidence to prove that
the farmers of the republic have been losing
ground steadily. T'ho figures presented, indeed,
show a serions stato of depression among the
farmers of the United States.

The roport says that *facts and statistivs
collected show a steady decline in theo prices
of farm property and farm products uunder the
scveral tariffsin force since the war.  Though
other interests were prospering nnder the low
tariff law of 184G, the report says that agricul.
ture then cojoyed its greatest prosperity, The
report gives a table showing a decrease of
§355,58€,795 in value of farm lands from 1870
to 1880, and a decreass of $175,876,104 in the
value of farm products for a period of eighteen
years from 1870 to 1888, A comparative table
is given showing » large increass in volume
and profit of the banking and railroad busi-
uecas, Other statistics are given to show that
while the crops have increased in volume the
depression in prices has stripped the business
of all profit. "Wouching upon the price of
wool, the report contends that the tarifl iw-
posed upon imports has been of no practical
benefit to the consumer, and this is also true,
the report says, in all other products upon
which aa import duty has beca imposed.”

“The Republican reciprocity programme is
vigorously attacked by the report, which
characterizes it as beiog the flimsieat and bold-
est attempt to deceive the farmers. Nearly all
the South American countries being sgriculturat
in their nature, the local supply, the report
says, is fully equal to the demand, and any re-
ciprocal interchange with them could wuot
prove of advantage to American farmers. The
farmer, therefore, is obliged to practicc most
rigid economy to clothe his family aud pay
the ijaterest on his mortgaged home. Iu
conclusion the committee say thut the present
tariif Jaw is most ubjust and if persisted in
will prove ruinous to the greatest of all inter-
est —agriculture.  Representative White, of
Towa, adds a supplement to the report, show-
ing that live z%ock iuterests have declined on
account of the tariff.”

L0SS FROM HOLDING WHEAT.

‘The loss which the farmers of Manitoba have
sustained on last year’s wheat crop, through
holding for higher prices, will never be known,
That the loss has beer onormous, is cettain,
but to evon approximately estimate it is im-
possible, Last fall the country was full of
bulls, and cverybody predicted high prices for
wheat. The farmers wore nieled and mauy
of them held for the high prices, which never
came. During a considerable portion of the
full 2nd winter, very fair prices were paid in
Manitoba country markets for wheat, At
times tho prices paid tofavmers here were in
excess of export valucs, but this did nct pre-




