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Canadian Beef in England.

For the last few days, and especially Oaa
Sfatiday, a cauriois siglht ha been seen ait flae
iotton of Moiait llesanit, opposite flae

Adelphi Ilotel. Thero have been erowds
arouind lie wlolesale provision slaop of Mr.

villiamli Brittain, eigageii in iispectiig flae
cuttinîg up of sides of prinae lee, and after-
warls in paurclasiig pieces for coisaumaption.
Oan inquiry it was founiad that Mr. Brittain had
received by the Allan steamer " Caspian,"
whîmiela arrived in Liverponl Iast week, a very
considelrable consignnient of fresha Canaidian
beef, whicli was being disposed of t tlae
moderato prices of frona 60. fo 7. per patmd
for tle prime part. Tais beef, aiounting ta
twelve tois, forimiel part of a coisignmiaeit
fron Canada, consistig otlierwise of six tons
of sait beef, one atI a lialf tous of po)ultry
(geese and tirkceys,) and a lialf ton of muattona.
The whiole had been carefully packed in rye
Atraw, whliiclh lias the special quaility of absorb-
inig any moisture froi the mîeat, and arrived
in first-rate condition. The writer liad an op-
portunity of testing a piece of sirloin, which
waas in all respects equal ta ordlinary Eniglisha
sirloin at eleven peince anal oane shilling per
poind. The poultry consigniiient was for-
warled to Loudon, veire it lias realized good
prices. It will be remlembered that wien Mr.
Joseph Arcl, nt Leamuington, stated that lie lad
dined withi oane of his own farmn labouaring
friends on first-rate beef at five cents, or two
pence half-penny, per poind, lais assertion wras
reccived will sane aiaouint of iicreduility. It
is clear, lowever, tliat if beef! can be bronglt
by rail fron Ottawa to Portland, and thence
ta Liverpool, and cai be sold in Liverpool at
froi sixpencc to seveupence pet poriind, that
fr. Arch was only spacakiig the fruth. A

reference t an Ottawa papier received by the
lasit mail howas that flae miaurket price of beef
was then 24 to &. per poind ; of gr-se froma
2:. ta 2. Gd. eci, and of turkeys froum 2s. &l.
to 2s. cach ; whicl proves lcyond question
thant a maan cannaot starve in Canada, whiere
the suaaperfluity of the lierds come ta relieve
mur Eiglisl markets. The packinag of beef in
thais particilar maanier will, of course, only le
available <itring flie winter season, luti, flae
winter season hapj*. ais to be that in wlicl,
tlhroiglh the extra cost of fuel, dloaiestie
ecoiiomaies becoine requiisite just at flae timaae
whien an extra consumnption of mleat is a
neceossity of healthy life. It is understood
that the prsent slipiaent is ta lie followed
Iby ailiers oan a larger scale. As ta fle nicat
itself, it is well known that careful liose-
keepers often hang ail> flteir meat at tiis
seasoa of the year, for a timie as long as that
occupied by an .\tlantic voyage, ta secure flae
tenderness wlich is so great a desideratumaa
at English dinner tables. Thaat flie Coandian
fresl beef is, at the saine time, tender and

siweet, cai lie proved by experiient. It is
desirable that the attention of persoius charged
with the victualling of public inîstititionas
slouild lie turned ta tis iat ter, in order tiat
they iay, if possible, mîake coisiderable ar-
rangements for flie receipt and disposal of
this experimaaental consigiient have leen
nade by 3fr. Jolhii Dyke, agent of the Ontario
Goviercnment in Liverpool.-[Lirerpool paper,
1lth Feb. _

The Great Problem of Cheap Trans-
portation.

Next fo the currency and the tariff, ilicla
are concleded to he legitimaate iational qice-
tionis, the mîost iiportant subject wlich en-
gages public attention is flae cost of transport-
ation bietween flae 3ississippi Valley and flae
Atlantic seaboard. li flae WaVesteria States this
is the overslasdowing question, and in flae local
estimation of the people of New York it per-
halps oitranks either of the otliers, althiouiglh
lere in 'New York we disconet it frot
national legislation and regard it ais a question
of State piolicv.

Iln wliat we are about to say we wish to
combine and co-oilinate tlhe two points of
view, and show hiow local New York policy
bears (nii the larger quîestion.

We wili nota stopto connnent on the message
of 3fayor Ilaveieyer ta the Commniu Coinctl;
for altloauglh lae seeis singalarly misinformed,
lis errors are of an consequence as regards the
broaderview which ire isu fa preset. Wlat
Mayor laveieyer says bea.i oanly on ouar
State policy. Tiere is a pending question in
this State as ta flie sibmaissiona ta the people
for tleir ratification of a proposed amendmient
ta hie constitution for funiding what remains
of the canal debt in a forty-year loai, thereby
releasing the canas froma a lieavy ainnual
charge uapon tleir revenues for the eaily ex-
tingutishmiaaenat of tuait. deht, aid enabling flae
Legislatuire to redice Ile tolls oa flae ennals
ta so low a point as ta mnake ilieir navigation
practically free. The opponents of this inaea-
sure, led by flie Chambler of Commerce of this
city, allege tlat maaerc reduct ion of tolls is in-
sutîffeient for celicapening transportatio in tl he
point requisite for arresting tlie diiersion of
bisiness ouf of the State iwith wlicli we are
tlreateied, and that the only eilcient iaeasua'c
is ait enlargemaaent of tli locks and lie lied of
flae Erie Canal by a genieral tax ona flie pro-
petty of flae State,.creatiing a capacity ta pass
canal-boats of 600 tons burden, aniud thus en-
abling is ta comipete successfuilly witl the
enlarged Welland Canal whichi tlrelalens ta
tap) Vesftern tranasportation at the lower end
of Lako Erie and give flie lioii's shaire of our
grain exports to 3fontreal ard the River St.
Lawrence. Between theae comupetiig views
of State policy iwe lave already expressed ir
views witl suffilcient distiictiiess nd ei-
phiasiS. We recuir ta lte siibject fo fathc pair-

pose of siowing bow this controverted point
of State policy beara upon the larger question
which has beguîn ta be agitated in Congress.
Se far as regards that larger question lhe con-
fticting views of State polict are of no conse-
quence, inasmuicli ais both parties to the local
controversy aim at tlie samie object of reduc-
ing freiglits and preventing a diversion of
luisiiess ont of this State to Canada.

It is worth noting that, front the New York
point of view, this is iot at all a question be-
tween our -canals anid the railroadb, but be-
tween flte New York canals and flie canais of
Canada. Canal traisportation, ci at the
htigliest rates of telle, lias always been clacaper
than transportation by the railways. If New
York shonaal suffr'ly diversion of biisiness, It
vill he because tle Canadiana canals pass larger

vessels and offer.clieaper transportation than
tIe canals of New York.

Now, our great railroad ines liave as great
an interest in preventing fiis diversion of
business into Canada as tIhe Erie Canal. if a
thousand tons of grain at Chicago cai reach
Liverpool at-smualler cost by way of the Wel-
land Canal and Montreal tlian by tle Erie
Canal and New York or by the railroads and
New York, it will be shipped by thef Montreal
route. Neitlier tlh Erie Canîal nor tie railroad,
cana prevent tihis except by inderbidding tlie
Caniadian offers. It is plain thereforo thait the
sanie motives vill coistantly operafte ipon
the railway companies whicl arc appealed to
by both parties ta our local New York con-
troversy respecting flie best nians of rediue-
ing flte cost of freiglit on our canals. The
-samie Canadian facilities whiclh are extorting
froma is, in one form or anotier, an abandon-
ment of our former canal poliey, and a redunc-
tion of freighlts, nulst operate witl eqail force
iipoii tlie railroad companies, and with a like

coampulsory effect. If, s noblody disputes,
the dlanger with vhiel we are threateied fromu
Canada is real, the railroads caitn m nore afford
ta disregard it thani flie State of New York
whicla owns the Erie Canal. And both are
forced to iect it in the samie ray, flat is, by
a reduiction of charges to flie lowest pos>sible
point.

But the blind audvocates of Congressioial
reglation overlook these cardinal facts on
whici Ie whole subject, so far as it is a prac-
tical and not a coistitutioial question, hainges.
The great railrond lines are uder the samie
irresistible compulsion wthicha is operating
with iuch tremendous force uapon the canaal
policy of tlae State of New York, involving our
citizens in a strenuions contest as ta whetter
we shall adopt this or the otlier iethod of
warding off an ackiowleduged danger. Both
parties ta liis contest. are constrained ta ad-
mit tliat it is only by inderbidding flae Wel-
land Caînal, iow in process of' eIlargeiiient,
that wc canetain ourbusiess. Tlierailroads
must figlt this same danger, which eqally


