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THE CANAL TOLLS.

‘The announcoment on Monday that president
iTarrison had issucd a proclamation putting a
tax on Canadian commerce passing through
the Sault canal, caused soma surprige in a dou-
ble sense. Ilirst, tho announcemcat was not
oxpected so soon after the decision of the Do
minion government to abolish the discrimiuat
ing tolls at tho ond of thoscason. But the
most surprising feature of the president’s pro-
clamation is the rate of tho toll mentioned
therein. \We wore threatened with a tas of $2
per ton on freights, and 8 per passenger, but
the bluster has simmered down to a tax of
twenty conts per ton on freight.  Tho procla-
mation is as follows :

“Whereas, the Government of the Dominion
of Canada imposes a toll amountiug to about
20 contsPer ton on all freight passing through
the Welland canal in transit to a portion of
the United States and also a furthor toll on
all vessels of the United States, aod on all
passengers in transit to a port of tae United
States, all of which tolls are without rebate ;
aud

Whereas, the Government of the Dominion
of Canada in accordance with an order-in
council of April 4th, 1892, refunds 18 ceants
per ton of the tweaty ceat toll at tho Welland
canal on wheat, Indian corn, peas, barley, rye,
oats, flax geed and buckwheat upon condition
that they aro origiselly shipped for and
carricd to Montreal or some port cast of
Montreal for export, ard that, if trans-ship-
ped at an intermediato point, such traus.ship-
nicnt is made within the Dominion of Canada,
but allows no such, or any olher rehate on said
Qroducts, when shipped to a port of the United
States, or when carricd to Montreal for export
if érans-shipped within the United States;
an

Whereas, the Government of the Dominion
of Canada by taid system of rebate and oth-
erwise, discritninates agaiust the citizens of the
United States in the use of said Welland
canal, in violation of the provisions of Articlo
27 of the Treaty of Washington, concluded
May 8, 1871, ; and

Whereas, said Welland canal is connected
with the navigation of the great lakes and 1
am satisfied that the passage through it of
cargoes in transit to ports of the United States
is made difficult and burdensorac by said dis-
criminating system of rebato and otherwise,
and is reciprocally unjust and uwnreasonable,

Now, thorefore, I DBenjamin Iarrison,
president of the United States of America, by
virtue of the power to that end conferred
upon me by said act of Congress, approved
July 26th, 1892, do heroby direct that from
on and after Sept 1st, 1892, until further not-
ice, a toll of twenty cents per ton be levied,
collected and paid on all freight of whatever
kind or description passing through the St.
Mary’s Falls canal in trausit to any port of the
Dominion of Canada, whether carried in vessels
of the Uaited States or of other nations; and to
that extent I do hereby suspend from and after
said date the right of free passage through said
St. Mary’s Falls canal of any and all cargoes,
or portinns of cargoes, in transit to Canadian
ports,”

The effect of the imposition of this moderate
tax will ot be a scrious blow upon our lake
commerce, It will of course place our lake
shipping at some disadvantage, but only at
such disadvantage as can bo met by g slight re-

duction in froight rates. Ior instance, the new

canal tax will bo equal to alittle over § cont por
bushol upon wheat, which is not a very great
amount. Lake freight rates vary soveral cents
per bushel, and 4 cont is therefore only cqual
to a fluctuation in froight rates. )

So far as tho exportation of the wheat crup
of Wesatern Csnada is concorned, it will not
amount cven to an increase of 4 cont per bushel
tax on this wheat. A great deal of tho Man-
itoba wheat crop shipped out by water goos to
Buffalo, and it will therefore pass through the
canal freoe., Anthracite coal for Manitoba,
which is landed in large quantitics at Fort
William, will of course cost 20 ceats por ton
more, but this can bo overcomo by unloading
coal for Manitoba at Duluth.

Altogother, we have not a great deal
to complain of in the imposition of this
tax. It will be obscrved that tho president
only applics the same priuciple that has
been adopted by our government, in regard to
tho Welland camal. It is not Canadian ship-
ping that is discriminated against, but Can.
adian ports. Traffic say from Fort William to
Buffalo, will not be subject to the tax, whethor
carried by Canuadian or United States shipping,
while traffic goiog to a port in Kastern Cauada,
whethor carried by Canadian or United States:
shipping, will be subject to tho tax. Oua dry
goods and freight of that kind, the tax of 20
cents per ton will aever be felt.

What should Canada do under these circum-
stances? is the general questiqn., Simply pay
the toll and go on in our relations with the
United States as though nothing had happened,
is the reasonable answer. This mild enforce-
ment of the retaliatory act passed by Congress,
will not prove at all a very serious maiter.
We cay pay it and not feel much the poorer
thereby. In due time our own canal at tho
“Soo” will be completed, and thus the ditliculty
will be overcome. After next yoar wo will
have no use for the United States canal at the
¢S00.” Talk of rotaliation is nonseosical.
Lot the United States have a monopoly of harsh
measures of that class.

The question of the use of our canals by
United States shipping is a matter for future
consideration. At present it is altcgether a
one-sided arcangement, We give the United
States the use of over soventy miles of canal in
roturn for tho use of one mile. The treaty of
Washington, under which this arrangement
regarding the canals was made, is only a
skeleton of its former self. The provisions
most favorable to Canada ia the treaty have
been abrogated at the instance of the United
States. The whole question of the canals
snould now be re.adjusted on a new basis, with
some show of regard for ecquality in the
privileges granted by each country. e want
little from the Uaited States in the matler of
caunals, while they want a great deal from us.
Simplo reciprocity in the use of the cenals is
not fair to us, because our canals are immensely
more valuable to the Uuited States thaun their
canals arc to us, The United States should
thercfore bo preparcd vo grant this couaolry
priviliges in somo other direction, to com.
pensate for the inequality in the mattor of
canals. Thisis the way the question should
bo viewed, in any future ncgotiations regard-
ing tho canals,

THE MANITOBA FISHERIES.

Somo timo ago wo heard a great deal about
the dopletion of fish ir Manitoba waters, parti-
cularly in Lako Winuipeg It was urged that
restrictive measures were necessary to check
tho catching of fisb for export, or tho lake
would bo completely deploted in a vory brief
timo. Au alleged oxpert, named Wilmot, was
gent from Ottawa L.o investigate tho oise, and
his report was ‘st ougly in favor of cortain
changes in tho regulations to restrict fishing.
Now regulations wero introduced, somo pro-
visions of which wére stiongly opposed by Tig
(‘oMMERCIAL,  Recently the bluo book giying
tho results of fishing during tho scason of 1891
lias been published, and we seo by it that the
catch has been much larger than ever before,
Again, faformation is comiog in from Luke
Winnipeg, to the effect that this scason the
catéh will again bo larger thau evor. Fish are
said to be exceedingly abundaunt, so much so
that the fishing companies have not been able
to handle the catch, and havo Leen obliged to
cease operations much sgoner chan they caleul-
ated upon, their cold storage space being all
filled up, :

The result of the Lake Winnipeg fishing oper-
ations this and last season iudicates one of two
things. Either there is no depletion of fish in
Lake Winnipeg, and all the sensational talk on
that score is disproved, or Wilmot’s new regu-
lations alleged to have been framed to restrict
the catch of fish by the large companies, are
really having tho opposite effect of enabling
the companics to increase their catch., Perhaps
it would now be in order to scnd up some oue
to investigato the matter over again, to ascer-
tain why it is that Wilmot's restrictive regula.
tions have resulted in such ap enormous in-
crease in the cateh of fish,

PROFITS ON DAMAGED WHEAT.

The same idea seems to provail in Dakota
that has been given considerable credence in
Manitoba, regarding frosted wheat, It is the
bolief herc among many farmers, and what is
more surprising even among business men, to
some exteat, that grain dealers make more
moucy upon damaged grain proportionately,
than they do in handling choice grain. A North
Dakola paper gives expression to this belief in
the following words :

¢ Minneapolis commission and elevator men
arc buying North Dakota frosted wheat at
from 25 to 40 cents a bushel and sclling it at
tho highest ISastern market prices to the milers
of the east, with the condition guaranteed
The agents and travelling men of thess Miune-
agohs houses are industriously selling the frost.
ed grain for good, hard wheat and gotting big
Frices for it in the cast, while the farmer gets

ittle or nothing.”

The Mioncapolis Market feecord replics to
the Dakota paper as follows .

“That this wheat is sold for “‘good, hard
wheat by agents: and travelling mon of these
Minncapolis houses,” or any oune clse, is o mis-
take That wheat is sold only by sample in
the cast, or anywhere olso, and it is bringiog
very }ow prices, 5o low indeed that not a house
in this city that has bought that frosted wheat
in the country has come out even on it. Many
of theso “Minncapolis houses” that are alleged
to be “‘industriously selling the frosted grain
for good, hard wheat and getting big prices for

(Continucd on page 1339.)




