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Tivira ie ne doubt but that Canatiian
railways offer Soume hinderance ta the coin.
pinte enforceinent of the interetate coin.
mecrce Lawv. Whilet the United, States
railîvoys are hiamporcd by this law, the
Qanadian ronde tire fre front sueli restrie.
tiens. On this accouint, the o.p.iR. Co.,
for instance, %vill have ni, advantage over
United States ronde in liatdling trafflo for
through elîipmcent front United States
Parifie const ports, or fro,'î its Sauit Ste.
Marie connections. This ie the tuatter
wvhich the intorstate commerce committeo
wiii investigate and rpport upon. WVhat
the outcome nîlay he, it is ditrBcult ta Say,
but it je net improbable that setti effort
will ho maain te place aut embargo upon
Canadiati raiiwaye, in hiandiing Unlitedl
States traffic. Still the question ie a very
clifficult ene te liandie, and any movement
te eut off the (,onpotitios. of the Canadian
roads, wvould ment with intense opposition
ini saente parts of the United States.
MinueRota and Dakota would cortainly
figbit a-ainet tin cutting off of the Cana-
dian randis, and they wvanld bc secoaded by
Pacifie conet ports, and by etrang influ-
ences in soule of the northeastern, stat2s,
gainers by the conîpetition, from the Can-
adian rancds. On the other baiud Semae
United States interests %vouid gladiy sec
the 0'anadian. ronds cut ofF. Indeed, it le
liated that the peliticians nost active in
thoir hostility te tho. Canadian raiiwaye,
are %vorlcing in the interests of certain
'United States roadF. Chicago, it je said,
le ularited at the diversion of northwest-
ors. traflic via Sault -Ste. Marie, and is
wvorlin- te place a stopper upon that
route.

Thoe interstate commerce law le itsnlf
meeting with strang opposition in many
parts of tho United States, particuiarly
throughout the WVest, snd the abolition of
the law ie frequentiy demanded. Tt lias
becs. urgea in cerne quarters, that if the
interstato net prevents United States
rends fromn ceinpetingadvantageousiy with
Canadian railways, the law should ho
abolished, iiustead of restrictions being
piaced upon Canadian ronde. The people
in certain Sections of the United Statea
wiil theinseives ho the greatest sufferers
from the shutting eut of the canadian
ronds, and any movement ta that end, will
certaînly produce ne end cz strife ia thât
country. Canadian railws;- interests ay
suifer te soe exteut, but otherwise the
înatter ie net af s.esriy as anuch import-
ance te thepeepleo f this country as te
certain portions of the 'United States;

which aro largely depcnding upon Cana
dian ronds. Sault Ste. Marie, for instance
is the natural outlet for northern Wiscon
sin, Minnesotà and Dakota, and te placE
sucli restrictions upon the Canadian rail
ways as 'would compel the traffi of thui
region ta reacli thn seaboard via Chicago
wouid li; te do ait injustice Nvliich congress
is hiardly likeiy ta undurtake. Still, it
m1ust bc admitted that there je a vcry
strong feeling in somoe quarters against
the C.P.3. Co., whicii is iooked upon as a
subsidized ]3ritisli institution, workinry
directly in tho intereats of the Dominion
alld Imperial goverxnments.

In discussing this question of inter.
national traflic, roferenco lins frequently
been made ta the bonding systern, and in
soine instances the abrogation of the
systenm bas been dernanded. The trans-
portation, of goode through the UJnited
States in bond was made allowable by an
act paesed in 1866. This bonding systemi
wvas stipulated for in the treaty of 'Vasli.
ington, and it cannot therefore be wvith-
drawn uniess through the abrogation of
the trcaty.__________

THE CANIAL DUES.
Another grievance lias been discovered

at Washington, againet this country, in
wvhich. thero je soute show of reason. This
tinie it is charged that the Canadian gov-
crament is discriminating against United
States ports, in its arrangem1ent of the
canal talle. According ta the Wýashing-
tan treaty, the Canadian canais wvere
secured ta United States shipping on equal
tcrmsw~ith Canadian shipping. It appears
hove ver, that the spi rit if not the letter of
th~e treaty lias been overlooked in respect
ta coma of the featuros connected wvith the
management of the canais. The tail on
breadstuffs passing through the Welland
canal le 20 cents por ton, but a rebate of
18 cents per tan is allowed on shipments
Nwhich go forward ta Montreal. This
rebate je net allowed upon traffli through
the canal and thence ta United States
ports. The discrimination. le therefore
not against; United States siîipping, but
against United States ports, Canadian
vessele, bound for say Oswcgo, wouid bo
obliged: ta pay the 20 cents per ton, 'with-
eut the rebate, whilst United States
vessels bound for Montreal, wouid get the
robate of 18 cents pur ton. Thie is looked
upon at Washington as a violation of the
spirit of the Washington trcaty, tnd it bas
been proposed ta, retaliate by placing dis-
criniinating talle upon Canadian traffie

*through the Sauit Ste. 'Marie canal. The
Uniteci States governiment could adopt a
sirnilar course to that the Canadian
authoritica hlave foilowed, and place a

*discriminating tiil upon trafflo ta and
from Port Arthur, and ini favor of
Dluth. Shiouid suchi a plan bu adopted,
Canada would net bave very good ground
for coînplaint, in viewv of the policy now
foliowcd regarding the Welland canal.
It is ta bo hopcd, howover, that the
irritatinc features wvill ho reinoved before
any retaliatory action ie undertaken on
the part of the United States. Canadian
slîipping on Mie upper lakes le newven-

*tircly dependent upon the United States
canal at tho Sauit, and sucli discriminating
toiles could bu levied thero as 'vould
eriouely injure our shipping interests on

*Lake Superior. Sbouid a heavy dis-
*crîminating tIil be levied on trafflo fromn

Port Arthur through the Sault canal it
wvould prebably have the effleet of driving

'Manitoba experts of wheat etc., te
Duluth, ta the detriment of Canadian
Lake Superior ports and the C.P.R.

A bill bas aiready becs. intreduced at
'Washington, intended ta rectify thie
allegedl violation of the trenty by Canada.
It providea that the President niay "1when
in hie opinion the Canadian Goernment
imposes talls on vesseis of the United
States passing through the Welland and
St. Lawrence canaIs which are net ii*
posed upon Canadian vessels, ta issue a
proclamation declaring that ail foreigu
vessele passing throughi the St. Mary's or
St, Clair Fiata canais shail bch subjected to
a tell of twcnty cents a ton." The Presi-
dent ia further authorized te suspend the
proclamation, wvhen it shail appear te him
that the Canadian Gevernment le ne
longer dieeriminating a&ainet vet sels and
ports of the United State.

An examination of the clause of the
treaty of Washington, relating ta the
canais, will showv that Canada was net
bound thereby ta give United States
citizens the camne canal facilities as ac-
corded ta Canadian sbipping.' Grat
Britain merely agreed in the treaty ta
urge upon Canada ta securo ta the United
States the use of the Dominion canais on
equal termes with citizens of this country.
The Unîited States Governtncnt agreed te
allow British subjects the use of the St.
Clair flats canai, and further agreed ta
urge upon the several state governiiients
to allow the use of the state canais ta
British subjeetk; os. terme of equality wvith
c 'tizens of the United States. The state
Soveruments, as in the case of the Erie
canai, have persistently refused ta thc.
presant day, ta aliow tL'n use of thelcanais
te Cajiadian shipping. It may therefore
bo sald that the Canhadian Government
bas geod reason for disciimina'ing ta the
extent u- bas done, ln the matter of-the
WVelland canai.


