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'14 miles in operation, carried 1 lOi;passencers for each mile ortrackUnited states railways, with S02 407miles of track, carried 3,210 passen

IZll"" T" """ "" ''"''' ""^ UnitStates railway, earrled nearly threetimes more passengers than the Can-adian railways for every mile cf track-The Canadian roads also carried 2306

State",'
"'".^'' "' ""'• "H'J the UnitedStates roads 5.830 tons.

t),?'"
,™""" t"-"<Hc per mile Is notthe only Justification for lower ta"a-"°" "Wch our railways put up. Theysay, what Is seemingly true, that they

butlons to the Dominion revenue Inthe shape of coal duties, belns com-pelled to import their supply of ^elfrom the United States, and that there
Is no corresponding burden borne by

^at° m"''"
°' "" "•«•" '^""'tryWhat this means Is made clear In thefol owlns letter received from one who

IS m a oosltion to speak authorltatlve-

"I have made enquiries as to theamount of duty paid on coal Importedand used In Ontario by the Grand

Pacm^^S'T" """""^"y' 'he Canadl.anPaclHc Railway Company and theCanada Southern Railway Company,and the Hgures are as follows:
Grand Trunk, for the year 1903, paidduty of »663,000,000.
Canadian Pacific .for the year 1903

paid duty of tnes, 973.20.
Canada Southern, for the year 1903,

paid duty of tI42,353.88.
The track mileage of the G. T. R

In the Province of Ont.arlo Is •> 655
so this payment practically amounts
to a coal tax of t;50 a mile.
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U. S. railroads, although at one timfWhen the duty was removed the u"/roads did to some extent take Lvantage of Canadian coal."

"
If the representations made In fh.above letter be true, the Grand TruniIs handicapped In Its ability to n^iprovincial or municipal taxes a^eoTpared with American roads. toThee^-"tent of J2.50 a mile, the C. P. R to thl

routher°„' .'"f."
"""= -<' the Canad^

.^^ ! " to the extent of t372 a mil.Add these figures to the arnoun s Th"v
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" will be called uponto contribute under the legislation oflast session, and It will be seen ?hat

than Michigan roads, and very muchmore than the average throughout th.United States, which is »274
Ability to Pay.

One more argument as to the mat.ter of ablmy to pay, and it Is^puby the counsel for the railroads In th.following language :

'

"The government reports show thatIf Interest had been paid upon th,bonded Indebtedness and preferencs
capital, there would not have rS!
^? f"''

»"•»'" with Which to pay anydividend or Interest upon the o.d^nt™share capital; but on the contrarythere would have been a deficit: whilethe United states roads, after pwlniInterest upon 95.11 per cent, of theSbonded debt, which amounts to J«

.

109,981,669, at varying rates, averagin,
close upon 6 per cent., had. at tl 400per mile for over 202,471 miles fxi .
459 400 to distribute among their share-
holders, or to carry forward to reserve
or for other purposes, being at the
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»M24,201,295, their entire share capl.


