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sels into Portland without notice, when there was not time to get cargo for

them fiom the W'cst, we mav I)'; allowe I t > say that, we cannot recall to

mind that any extra boat was ever despatched from Britain for Portland,

withoui our having first cotnmunication with you, to ascertain whether

cargo could be forwarded, and having in reply obtained your assurance in

the affirmative.

As to the mode in which you treat the ofler we made to carry by our

extra steamers any surplus freight you might take to Portland, we must

say that we do not perceive the application of the arguments you use to

shew that it was a ridiculous one. You reason upv.n it, entirely eschew-

ing the fact that when we tendered our extra steamers to you' Company,

in the early pu't of November, free of an3' charge other than the actual

cost of running them, there was then but little cargo engaged from West-

ern Canada and the Western States ; and as if, instead, we were in the

position of having freight brought at our desire and for our benefit to

Portland, which, therefore, we should ha .e been under some obligation

to carry.

If that had been the fact, we v/ould have admitted that the proposi-

tion to make your Company pay for carrying it across the Atlantic v/ould

be ridiculous ; but we cannot agree that that principle will apply where

the facts are exactl}- the reverse.

The surplus freight was not only not carried to Portland for our benefit,

but contrary to our express wish, and contrary to a clear understanding

as to the quantity we could carry, under engagements made by your agents

from points W'est of here.

We have no responsibility for it at Portland, and we arc under no

obligation to forward it.

We never held ourselves out us l^eing willing to run more vessels

than one per week from Portland outwards ; but, on the contrary, dis-

tinctly declared our determination not to do so.

Under these circumstances, your Company accumulated this enor-

mous quantit\' of freight at Portland, for some purpose, or with some mo-

tive of its ov.ii, with which we have nothing to do, and which we do hot

enquire into. It is sufficient for us to know that the acciunulation of the

• freight in question, was bi"ought there to serve the purposes of the Grand
- Trunk Railway Company in some way or other, and not only without any

encouragement on our part, that we should be able to take it away, but

absolutely against oiu' distinct declaration that we could not do so.

Upon whom then, should the expense of carrying that freight to its

destination fill? Upon us who are under no obligation to carry it, who
did not desire that it should l^c brought to Portland, an<l who protested

; against its being brought there .^ or upon the Railway Company which,

for its own purposes, and it must be presumed for its own advantage,

brought it there, with the knowledge that we could not take it awa^ ?


