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THE FISHERY QUESTION,

The vage for reciprocity treaties with
which the American Government has been
seized, does not bring any proposals to
Canada. Central and South America, Cuba
and San Domingo, are the countries in the
direction of which the Washington Cabinet
has turned its attention as fields for the
extension of its commerce. In a country
where everybody expects to be protected,
the American fishermen object to any new
arrangement by which Canadian fish should
have free admission into their market,
These fishermen, at a convention recently
held at Gloucester, formed an Awmerican
Fishery Union,” the object of which is to
give them the monopoly of their own
market.  After the 1st of J uly next, when
the fishery clauses of the Washington Treaty
will expire, we dare 8ay many of those figh-.
érmen will be ready to turn an honest penny
by buying fish from our fishermen in Cang-
dian waters and smuggling it into the States
a8 their owp catch. They may possibly find
fnore money in this contraband commerce,
In which some of them are doubtless not
without experience, than in waiting for the
°d to capture the caplin and the hook,
But it s just possible that the Customs’
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speach recently made in Toronto, that in
any new negotiations on the fishery question
Canada would demand a money payment for
an extension of this privilege. It is not
probable that such 4 demand would be
acceded to, or that it is the best form for a
new arrangement to take. There is little
ground to hope that any agreement can be
coms to respecting the inshore fisheries, so
different is the estimate of their value, which
the people of the two countries put upon it.
If American fishermen did not take more
tish from Canadian waters under the treaty
than before it was in existence, it would be
& mistake to conclude that their inshore
catch was inconsiderable, When Cana-
dian fish goes duty free into the American
market the American smuggler’s occupation,
#o far as fish is concerned, is suspended ;
when that fish is barred out by a duty, the
smuggler’s occupation revives, and he takes
the fish in as his own catch. In doing so
he only imitates the cockney who spends a
day over some favorite stream with hook
and line, and buys the appearance of a day’s
success from some urchin more expert than
himself in luring the finny tribe. The only
difference is that the cockney has no rels.
tions with the Custom house,jand that while
he wears falso feathers he does not smuggle
in the technical and prohibited sense. If
the American consumer ba willing to pay
more for smuggled fish than for fish regular-
ly admitted free, he must be allowed to have
his own way, and the American smuggler-
fisherman his profit,

The Gloucester Convention probably had
two objects in view, the monopoly of the
American market and a profitable smuggling
trade in fish, The « American Fishery
Uuion,” in taking ground against the free
admission of Canadian fish, may or may not
mean that no bid should be made for the
continuancs to American fishermen of access
to the Canadian in-shore fisheries They
cannot of course have the privilege without
paying for it, and they ara not willing that
bpayment, in whole or in part, should be made
in the most obvioys of all forms. Whether
they will suggest any other mode of payment
remains to be geep. A a temporary expedi-
ent the licenge may have to be revived.

DISCRIMIN ATING RAILWAY RATES.

In England, in the United States, in
Canada, everywhere, the question of discri-
minating railway rates and fares is constantly
Cropping up. The Legislatures of several
countries have been asked to deal with it
and some of them have done so. The British
Ouse of Commons, where the Railway
companies have made the best fi+ht, has
made an elaborate investigation of the
whole subject, not loss the claims put for-
ward by the companies to discriminate than
the complaints of shippers and travellers.
The latest complaint against discrimination
in rates comes from the State of Pennsyl-
vania, where ong of the offending companies
Is said to have received its franchises on the
oxpress ground thag it should not discrimin.
ate againat the local traffic. And oertainly
the difference in the rates charged for
through and Jocg) freight respectively by the

“enusylvania Rajlway Company is very

great, as the following figures show :

Rate for Rate fop

Thro. fr. looal 1r.

in cents. in oentg,

Alleghany Valley ........... S 4 1 1.129

Bell’s GAD civviiiininann,. .70 1,
Buffalo, N. Y, & Philadelphia.. .75 2.38
Catasauqua and Fogelsville.... 9. 4.
Corning, Cowanesque and Ant.

rim ...,.. tsetetiirnnennes 4o 8

Del., Lack. & Western . veevees 1,04 2.41
Dunkirk, All. V. & Pittsb...... .50 2.25
East Broad Top.eevrivnnnn... 4.38 5.50
Huntingdon & B. Top........ .80 1t02
Harrisburg and Potomse...,,. 4, 8
Jergey 8hore, Pine Creek and
Buffalo.............. ceenes 1 4
Meadville............ . .
N. York, P. and Ohio........ .56 141
Pittsburg & Connelgville, . ,,,, .90 2.50
Pittsburg and I, Erie,..,..

Pittsh. C. & 8t. Louis... . .. g .88
P,F. W, and Chicago...,.... .67 96
Somerset and Oambris, , ... .o .90 2.50

Wilmington & Northern. , ., . 175 3

There are two modes of estimating the
oXpenses to a railway ¢ompany of moving

the other takes both these items into

but there other
of which they can be paid than the revenue
of the road. The first rule ig applied to
through, the seconq to local traffic,

source oyt

Way property are not covered. And thers is
sometimes a good deal of jugglery between
the main lines and their connections ;and a
system of book-keeping ig followed which
brings out misleading results when returns
have to be published. But many of the
railway companies do no publish the double
rates, through and local, such ag we have
given in illustration above. But according
to its own figures, the Penusylvania com-
pany, in 1883, received $2,952,995 more
than would have gone into ite treasury if
Iccal freight had been charged at the same
rate as through freight, Distance for dis-
tance, local freight costs more to carry than
through freight. There are the same termi-
nal charges, and whether the distance be
great or little, the freight has to be loaded
and unloaded. But the difference in cost
generally bears only a small proportion to
the difference in the charges. One section
of road may cost a great deal more than
another, and there might be some reason
why charges on that section should be some-
what higher than on less costly parts of the
line.

The difference between the treatment of
through and local freight is mainly the
effect of competition. By competition
through rates are at all times brought down
to the lowest paying point, and in times of
railway war below it. A railway which is a
public necessity ought to be able to earn g
dividend on its cost; and to grudge it
enough to enable it to o so, evinces a desire
to enjoy the fruits of others industry, without
giving an equivalent. But many railways

have no commercial basis t rest on. This
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