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trade of Canada. He said : Early in the carrying CaDadian merchandise from an Amer-
session, in fact during the debate on the can port to a Canadian port, whilst in transit
Address, I called the attention of the Gov- from one Canadian port to another Canadian
ernment to cases that had arisen in con- port by rail through the United States In bond.
nection with the coasting trade on the Pa- In other words, the statute was construed as
cifie Coast, and suggested for the considera- probably all of us understood it up to this
tion of the Government the propriety Of time : as merely concerning a direct ship-
amending the legislation touching the coast- ment on the one voyage from one port of the
Ing trade of Canada as might be consider- same flag to another port of the same flag
ed necessary to meet the cases that have by a vessel carrying a different fdag. This
arisen. or if not, of instrueting the cus- letter from the Customs Department is
toms officers to act in connection with the dated the 19th November, and it contains
enforcement of our coa.sting laws, so that the followIng clause also :-
our vessels might be treated in American
waters as well and fairly as United Stat he solution o the question raised by Captain
ships were treated in our waters. I arno .Irving is not clear until it is known what facil-

ities wvil1 be afforded for the transter o! goodsyet without hope that the Government wil at St. Michaels for Fort Cudahy without paynent
deal with this question, and I quite rea- of United States customs duties on goods so
lize that it would be entirely useless, at this transferred.
stage of the session, for me to expect that The whole question being connected withthis particular Bill could be considered the Alaskan trade as it came up in the firstin the ordinary way. Yet I propose to instance. Captain Irving wrote to the Min-oecupy the attention of the House for a ister of the Interior on December the 9thshort tine in the hope that the views I and he again mentioned the difficulties thatsubmi't may be eonsidered by the «overn-.mt aybeeconsiderednbymahedGreern- are arising, and the embarrassments thatm-.ent and the Go>vernment may directly: are being put upon Canadian vessels bydeal with the cases that ihave occurred. The are ineputionon theapan ofsthe Ute
Minister of the Interior will remember, and
no doubt the Minister of Oustoms wil re- States customs officers. and he quotes rcases
colleet, that last fall difficulties in respect where under similar cIrcumstances the
to the coasting laws of the United States Canadian authorities do not treat American

arose. In connection with this subjeet, I vessels in the same way. The Minister of
have had the advantage of discussing it the Interior acknowledged that letter on
with Capt. Irving, the head of the Cana- December 16th, and I arn merely pressing
dian Pacific Ralway Navigation Company, these letters upon the attention of the House
as vessels under his control were directlyt show that there has been time for the
affeted. I propose, so as to be accurate, ;Government to reach a pollcy on this ques-
to make my statement rather ~full. iion. and I am in hopes tthat either a decision

First. Jet me say that the way in whic bas been reached to interpret our law Ia the
the case came up was this. The Uni'ted way Capt. Irving mentions, or, if that inter-
States authorities put a new construction pretation be Impossible, to pass a Bill this
on ,their coasting laws so as to prevent session on the lines of the legislation now
British registered ships taking, -for instance. going through Congress. The Miister of
Canadian goods, that is, goods freighrted the Interior, in reply to this letter, wrote on
over tFhe UJnited States railway system fromi December 16th:
a United States port to another United The subject referred to is one on which I can-
States port. When the reference was made, not give you a positive opinion at the present
directly or indireetly by CaptaiAn Irving to time. The whole subject referred to will have
know if that was reciprocal, so far as he to be considered ani dealt with in the near fu-
was able to learn from the Customs Depart- ture, and as it does nlot affect my department,

mentthe ctin orwan of ctin ontheI amn asking the Minister of Marine and Fishi-ment the action or want of action on the eries and the Minister of Customs to give itpart of the customs authorities was not so their consideration.
lnterpreted. I have a copy o! a letter writ-OnDcm r3tCa.Ivng roetth
ten the Customs Department at Victoria by On December 30th, Capt. Irving wrote to the
the manager of the Canadian Pacifie Naviga-MnstroCuom:
lion Company, where he asks for informa- fI have to call your attention to a phase of
tion under thxis head, and says : Icoasting trade now carried on by the United

There is a law whieh prohibits an American States vessels between British ports on this
vessel froh carrying Canadian fregat from an coast, under a system absolutely prohibitive ln
Amenican port to a Canadian port whilst in tran- the United States ports to Bintish vessels. Can-
sit from one Canadian port to another Canadian tadian freighit fromn Victoria, B.C., lias been car-or by rail through the United States in bond. red to Glenora, B.C., near Telegraph Creek, bypo rt law re he UiteSa te United States vessels, the transhpment taking

A smîar awprvals n te nled taes place at Fort Wrangel, a port on the United
And so on. That was as ie understood it, States coast of Alaska. The "Alaskan " is the
but the answer he got from the collector of name o! the nited States vessel which ls taking
customs who had communicated with Ot- these goods fromi Fort Wrangel to Glenora,tAw goas,. aongotherthin:tatwhile boats of the Pacifie Coast Steamship Oom-bu ta e ansaon g oterthesofpa.ny, ail American registered vessels, carry

Iu reply I beg to state that I a not aware of them from Victonia to Fort Wrangel. I refer
any law which prohibits an American vessel you to section 2 of chapter 83, R. S.~C., an Act


