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Onse of the propositions respeoting reciprooity,
and ha

148 again ocourred with respect o the
queation of rebate on oanal tolls. On behalf
of the Administration at Washington it is
hseorted that, at a conference held with Secre.
ary Blaine in February last, representatives
of the Canadian Government distinotly agreed
%0 repeal and abandon the drawback or rebate
ot 18 cents per ton allowed on grain passing
shrough the Welland Canal for shipment at
Montreal. On the other hand, these repre-
sentatives of the Canadian Government deny
that they made any such agreement, and that
they merely promised that the complaint
would be taken into oonsideration. Which of
these two statements is to be acoepted ? If the
result of the negotiations in February had
been embodied in & written memorandum, in
plsin unambiguous language, thers would not
now be any question of veracity, nor wounld
shere be any exocuse for the ill feeling, whether
simulated or genuine, which United States
politicians of both parties are now exhibiting
on & question of very little importanoce.

What is all the row about ? The Canadian
Government, with the pproval and r-
rence of the grea# majority of the people, has
for many years, and is now endeavoring to
enoourage and extend the commerce between
the ocean and the West, via Montreal. For
this purpose, a bonus of 18 cents per ton is
granted to all owners and shippers of grain

passing through the Welland Canal to Mon.
" treal. They believe that in acting thus, they
are keeping striotly within not only the letter
bat the spirit of the treaties regulating the
rights of Amerioans to the use of Canadian
canals. They believe, further, that this rebate
forms a liberal bonus to the producers and
shippers of the Western States. It is to be
noted that the United States’ complaint is,
not that the regular tolls on the Welland Canal
are too high; or that, at the conference in
February last, their Government asked and
Wwas promised any reduotion on tolls; but
that the representative of the Canadian Gov-
ernmentagreed to repeal and abandon the draw-
back or rebate. Considering that by far the
1arger proportion of the grain passing through
the Welland Canal is the product of the West-
ern States, and that, rebate or no rebate, nine-
tenths of this grain would go to Montreal, the
demand of the American Government ig
really peculiar. They say, in effect, rather
than Montreal should obtain any advantage
over Oswego, Rochester, Fairhaven, Cape Vin.
cent or Ogdensburg, we would prefer that the
millions of bushels of American grain going to
Montreal market should pay 20 oents per ton
instead of two cents as at present, for Welland
Canal tolls. If this is the view of the United
Btates Government, and it is the desire of its
politicians that this business question shoald
be settled in this way, if the maintenance of
our present system ig provoking 8o much hos-
fility a8 %o entail a very dangerous and in-
Jurious polioy of retaliation, why no$ yield at
once and abolish the rebate altogether. It
may be that Montreal may suffor a little from
this change of policy ; it may be also thas the
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forwarding companies than to the enlarge-
ment of the ocean commerce ; and the removal
of the rebate will lead to the equivalent reduc-
tion in the cost of the service between Kingston
and Montreal, which, in moat seasons, has been
1Ve.

ex;:S:):; be, and undoubtedly is, true, that the
United States has really no just cause of com-
plaint ; and that the attitude and languag.e of
ite politicians, on this as on all questions
affeoting the commerce between the two. coun-
tries, are extremely petty and despicable.
Mr. Hitt’s remarks, in his speech introducing
the retaliatory resolutions, are enmpl.e- ?f
this. He is reported assaying: * We give in
return for equality in the Welland and 8t
Lawrence canals, the use of the great channels
at 8¢. Mary’s,{connecting Liake Superior with
Lake Huron, and 8t. Clair Flats oonnecting
Huron with Lake Erie, upon which the Gov-
ernment has lavished its money as the rate of
millions per annam.”

Mr. Hitt appears #0 argne that the use of a
canal costing about $15,000,000 is a full
equivalent for the use of the entire system of
Canadian canals ocosting over $50,000,000. He
also revives the old contention that the whole
of the channel through the 8t. Clair Flats is
exclusively the property of and within the
boundaries of the United States, although the
untenableness of this pretension has been
thoroughly established by the surveys of his
own Government’s engineers.

Mr. Hitt aleo says: “In this adroit,
indireos way, for every $5,000 paid on cargoes
going to Canadian ports, $50,000 is exaoted
from the grain.raisers and shippers of our
oountry.” (That is, on oargoes going to
American ports via Welland canal). To use
his own words, *“in this adroit, indirect way,”
Mr. Hitt seeks to convey the impression that
by the system of rebate, many times $50,000
is being unjustly levied by the Dominion
Government on United States produce. What
is the fact ? The total amount of rebate
granted on through grain passing through the
Welland Canal for Montreal was, in 1890,
$41,635 ; in 1891, $49,384.

Again, Mr. Hitt says: “ Last fall, just at
the oclosing of navigation, there were 110
vessels containing 13,000,000 bushels of
wheat (?) lying in the outer harbor of Buffalo
on Lake Erie, in danger of being frozen up for
the winter in a dangerous position, because
the canal facilities at Baffalo could not unload
the grain promptly. If we had had the use of
the Welland Canal, to which we are entitled,
this grain could have been quickly taken down
to Lake Ontario, where there are seven rail.
roads, and a branch of the Erie Canal, and
abundant terminal facilities at Oswego and
other ports.” Itis no wonder that the com-
mercial men of the United States repudiate all
responsibility for or approval of the actions
or language of political wind-bags at Wash.
ington. Buch a statement and argument with
respect to the blockade at Buffalo would have
excited uproarious laughter if presented be.
fore any board of trade. Apart from the error
a8 to quantity of wheat, every grain dealer
knows that the great accumulation of grain
st Buffalo was caused by the arrival of cargoes
after the date at which it would have been
safe or prudent to ship by canal; that a very
large proportion of the vessels laid up oon.
sisted of propellers of t00 large a capacity to
pess through the Welland Canal ; that most of
the grain was shipped %0 Buffalo on a through
lake and rail freighé; that the railroads at
Buffalo were engaging t0 oarry the rest of the
grain at as favorable rates of freighs, and as

asearly dates as could be arranged with any

of the seven railroads whioch Mr. Hitt speaks
of a8 running from ports on Lake Ontario; in
fact, that even if there had been no tolls on
the Welland Canal, it is not likely that a
single vessel of the large fleet at Buffalo would
have used this canal at that late date in the
season.

Mr. Hit$ says further : *“Can we forget how
that hostile ministry, seeking to foment irrita-
tion between Canadians and our people, treated
our fishermen in a way that Secretary Man-
ning oalled inhoman and brutal ; how they in-
terrupted Mr. Bayard when he was abou$ to
settle the Behring Sea dispute, and encouraged
& predatory warfare on our seals; how they
have nullified our inter-state commeroe law;
how they impose discriminating fees on our ves-
sels, etc.” Here we have the true key to, and
explanation of, the present polioy of the Wash-
ington Administration. Because Canada re-
fuses to acoept such interpretations of the trea-
ties affecting the two countries as Washington
interpreters may dictate, Canada and its Gov-
ernment must be treated as hostile, and musté
be subjected to such coercion and injustice as
it may be in the power of the United States
to inflick. Where such an arrogant and over-
bearing spirit prevails, sound argument or the
most moderate demands for justice can avail
nothing. The United States is a powerful
nasion, but feels bigger than it is; its politi-
ciang are great stateamen, they do nothing by
halves ; they complain of an apparent injustice
of a rebate of & few cents per ton ; in retalia-
tion, they threaten us with a robbery of $2 per
ton and $5 per passenger Paasing through their
Banlt canal. Canada is a cub of the lion
which t00 many Amerioans fear and detest ;
the vote of this chiefly foreign element is
wanted for next fall’s election, and as she old
lion is too strong to be played with, a little
tail-twisting of the cub may be practiosd fo
party advantage. If argument is useless, if
law and justioe are to be ignored, what remains
for Canada to do, conscious as she is of being
in the right, and innosent of any just cause of
offence? Unfortunately, Canada is not a$
present 8o independently circumstanced as the
United States in the matter of transportation.
For the latter country, the free use of the Ca.
nadian canals is a very valuable advantage,
but not an indispensable necessity ; but for
Canada, especially for Manitoba and onr
North-West territories, the use of the Ameri-
oan canal at the Sault is absolutely a neces-
8ity, and must be retained even at the coat of
much dignity and money. It may be very un-
pleasant and humiliating for the Government
and people of Canada to submit to the unjust
demands of our American neighbors; and such
gubmission may justly be thought dangerous,
because of the risk of inviting even more un-
just demands in the future from our very
friendly cousins across the line. But whaé
other course is open to us? Necessity has ne
laws, and if we must eat humble pie, lot us
swallow it quickly and be done with it. The
abolition of the rebate will not lessen, but
rather increase our revenue. The suspension
of this rebate may be only temporary, and
may not prove as detrimental to the St. Law-
rence route as our neighbors hope for. The
time may come, and that soon, when Canada.
will be in & position to serve up to its present
tormentors a large dish of like humble pie
carefully prepared on the same delectable
recipe of the present cook.

Rosert H. Lawpen.

—Nobody knows for himself how maay pen-
nies there are in a dollar, exceps the man wheo
has counted them one at a time from the

savings of a necessary frugality.—Ram’s Horn.
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