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be repealed. As Bocrawthat is admitted, we have good

reason for openiug ifti^ tiiacuasion, and the discussion

turns upon this : WjI nfW g»)od to be done to other lines,

and to the Dorni»)ittD ptnttmllVf by building the Coteau

bridge, compensate ifixr aue injury the Grand Trunk will

inevitably suffer? lit i» q.iite true that the bridge if

built will give us himnher competing line and another

means of gaining a!Ct>*?<i»- n«> che seaboard, but wl)at shall

we lose by tiiat ? W.** «MnnoC tell with anything like

certainty, but we imix fee quite sure that Grand Trunk

traffic would he verr aiain«^'ially inteifered with, and Mr.

Vanderbilt wotiid iiux^- a ehance of working his will in

Canada, Wiiat vbe <iiltr;i)nii Trunk has done for Western

as well as Easieru C»«iiuiia may be judged from the fact

that an average of ^^OM^OO tons of freight per annum
are carried by the ihimti Trunk, realizing a revenue of

probably $3,000,00(0, which freight would be more or

less subject to comjitniJtiioa should the bridge be built.

The Grand Truiik iif ;», greiit institution in Canada—an

institution w'about nHnjii Canada would be a scattered

and disintegrated tOMnaniuiity ; vast sums of English

money have been j^khuji upon it ; all its works are con-

ducted in Canada; lex^tttry fresh development it makes is

in the interebt of Cainwfei; it favors Canadian ports, and,

with unceasing tJtr'uwpciae. "taps" the traffic of the

States for Canada''f tetimfii:. Whereas, if we allow Amer-

ican lines to come m muI take our traffic to Europe by

way of Boston, ubtivr in»n and their workshops will be at

Boston, and they wM *iiDpIy run through Canadian ter-

ritory. Granted Diiniit «lie people living between Coteau

and Ottawa would ht aarivantaged by the building of the

bridge, it is a fair iqioftiMiioQ to ask, in these days of na-

tional policy : W'(i)iiuM not Canada lose more than Glen-

garry would gain I Tile Grand Trunk has mooted the


