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wise discriminates against the citizena of the
United States in the use cl sadid Welland
canal, i'n violation of 4-he provisione of article
27 of the treaty of Washington concluded May
1, 1871; and

Whereaa said Welland canal is conneoted
wi4h the navigation of tihe Greet Loakes, sund
I amn eatisfled t.hat the passage ithrongh at of
cairgues mn transit to porte of the United
States nmade difficuit and bnrdensome by said
djscriminatiing system of rebaute end other-
,wae and la reciproca±Iy unjust aind unireaeon-
able:

Now. therefoïre. 1, Benjamin Harrijeon. Pre-
aident of the United States of America, I>y
virtiue of the power to that end conferred upon
me by said Act of Congree e.pproved July 26,
1892, do heheby direct tliat irom Septem-
ber 1, 1892, unitii fimrther notice a toil cf 20
cents per ton be levied, collected. and paid en
ail freîght cf whatever kind or description
paosimg through the St. Mary's Falls camai in
-transit to any port of the Dominion of Can-
ada, whether carxied in vessls cf the UJnited
St ates or cf other nations; and to thaït ex-
lent I do hereby suspend from and after eaid
date the .righit of free passage through said
St. Mar ' 's Falls canal of any and aUl cargose
o>r portions of cargoes in transit Io Cmnadian
ports.

Frcxn this action of -te Aimerjoan gev-
erriment with respect to a discrimination
or what was regarded as discrimination
on American vesseli passing through the
Welland canal, one can learn how the
termi « equality ' wvas construed in 1892, just
twenty years ago. President Cleveland de-
elared that the rebate of 18 cents per ton
on Canadian freiglit was uniair treatment,'

showed a narrow and ungenerous commer-
cial spirit,' « was to fulfil a promise with
the shadow of performanice,' and recom-
iniended that the action cf the Canadiain
goverrnnent eshould be « measured by
exactly the sanie rule of discrimination.'

President Harrison said, February 23rd,
1892

'The inatter o! canal tolls of treaty rights
were flagrantly disrezarded.' And a.gain in
a ineissaze of June 2thi, 1892, lie snid : ' It
is wholly evasive to saY timat there is no
discrimination between Canadian and
American i-esse]s;' and again in his pro-
clamation of August l8th, 1892, he said

The passage cf car"oe through the Welland
canal in transit to ports .in the United States
is made difficuit and burd-ensome by said dis-
crdminating system cf rebate and otherwdse,
and is reoiprocally unjust and unreasonable.

In closing this speech, aliready too
long, I mny be allowed t.o summarize as
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briefiy as possible the position of Oanada
with regard to the action cf Congress at
its last session.

1. We accept the interpretation of Con-
gress of the Hay-Pauncefote Treaty with
regard to our foreign trade, as it plaees
oui fore.ign trade on the same basis as the
fo.reign trade cf the United States and cf
aIl nations.»
2. It ia not necessary foi our purpose

that we should di-sputé the right of the
United States to allow its own coastwise
shipping the free use cf the Panama
canal, provided a similair privilege 1.8 ex-
tended to the coastwise shipping in Can-
ada. We insist that there shall be no
discrimination,' and thiat the ternis
entire equality ' shall apply to cuir ship-

ping whether or not the Unitoed States im-
poses tol]s on its ow-n coastwise shipping
or permîts such shipping or permits sucli
s-hipping the free use of the canal.

3. In every t.reaty affecting the canal
since the firat treaty of 1846 with New
Granada down to the Hay-Pauncefote
Treaty cf 1901, the avowed policy cf aIl
parties to euch treaties was that the canal
shcu1d 1c open cn texma of equality to al
qiationa, aind that -this vijew was etTength-
ened by lapse cf time la shown in the
definite and comprehensive teris cf the
Hay-Pauncefote Treaty tc that end.

4. That every President cf the United
States, from ]?resident Polk te President
Roosevelt, in their written messages to
Congress, confirnied this view in ternis even
more coniprehensive than te riest.ricied
language cf the treaties concernied.

5. That in the diplomatic correspendence
cf several Secretaries cf State. ne indica-
tion whatever wvas given that the United
States, as a party te the treaties. ciaimcd
to itself any preferenee or righit te which
ail nations affect-ed by the treaty would
not be equally entitled.

6. That the action of the United States
witli regard te the alleged discrimination
ef Canada in the use cf the Welland canal
by American shipping shows hew strictly
the Washingten treatà, was construed where
American interests were invclved, and that
the example of Canada in that case en-
courages the hope that the United States
wiil remeve ahl discrimination against
Canada's ceastwise shipping-.


