
[In thousands.] THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA. ago to make some concession to certain 
manufactures of the United States the 

Sir Julian Panucefote. the new British abortive Brown treaty makes plain. Since 
Minister at Washington, has not escaped then the policy of manufacturing protoc- 
the catechizing of the inevitable inter- tion has been created, and it is not possible 
viewer. But the interviewer is not. as a that Canada would now be willing to go 
consequence of his enterprise, enabled to farther in that direction than she was 
impart much new information to his reai^- willing to go then. . When Sir John Mac-

There are some matters already donald observed that if we cou|d not have _ • 
patent on which the Minister was not dis- reciprocity in free raw materials we must 
inclined to touch. “ You are to remember," have reciprocity of tariffs, he did not look 
he said to the interviewer, on the subject of in the direction of free trade. Reciprocity 
the relations of Canada and the States, of tariffs would mean a higher tariff for
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it A QUESTION OF NAVIGATION.
if Canada. If it was uttered as a threat, it 

would lie difficult to see its wisdouV es|«vj- 
ally as it must remain sterile or Canada 
would resort to the use of a weapon that 
would inflict needless injury on herself.

Since the Washington treaty was made 
great changes have taken place. The inter
colonial and the Cauadiau Pacific railways 
have given usa certainelemept of commer
cial independence which Mr. Cushing pro 
dieted we should BBver obtain. Ontario and 
Quebec, he said, must remain do|>endeut on 
the United States for the means of transit.
There is dependence, it is true, but it is 
not absolute; and it is balanced liy a cor
responding dependence of the United States 
on transit through Canada. In neither case 
is the dejiendenoe without alternative ; the 
mutual interdependence for the facility of 
transport is a matter of convenience. It 
would be folly in either country to put an 
end to the convenience of transit enjoyed 
by the other. Tire railways are alone likely 
to urge such restriction, hut if the mutual 
right of transit were withdrawn they would 
themselves lie the greatest sufferers. This 
right owes its existence to article xxx. of - , 
the treaty of Washington, anil it could lie 
withdrawn only by the abrogation of that 
provision: its abrogation would cut both 
ways, i. r., take from the United States the 

privilege that Canada would lose.
This is what the “ retaliation " threatened 
by the late President meant; but reflection 
on the mutual injury which it would inflict 
has, we fancy,- caused the threat to lie 
abandoned. - •

To make provision for the mutual extra 
ditio# of criminals is not an easy thing for 
an American Administration to do. With 
a section of the population, there is a dis 
position to rank as jsilitical offenders the 
dynamiter, the jietroleuse, the assassin, and 
humiliating as is the reflection, there can
not lie a question that these men have 
hitherto prevented an extradition treaty 
from Iwing carried int^ effect. Reciprocity 
Xere tillers no temptation, and if it did. wo 
'should by having done our own duty imle 
jiendently in this |*articular have removed 
the motive to action on the other side. 
There is probably nothing to I si liiqsid for 
-under this head The Behring Sea oompti- . 
cation ought not to be nu|sissible to unravel. 
PuhliÂpimou in the United Stab*, aseiir 
edly does not sustain the pretension of a 
closed sea. The mouo|*>ly of the Alaska 
Fur Company is unpopular with

who-.,, activity it curtail* ami whose 
natural rights it trenches u|kju, though 

to admit that some

“ that this is a triangular duel, to which 
tfie United States, Canada, and Great 
Britain are parties, and by the example of 
a famous precedent we are reminded that 
in such cases the preliminaries are some
what difficult to arrange." But that Lord 
Salisbury, as stated by an^American jour
nal, had done anything so unnecessary as 
to intimate to the Dominion Government

The Ottawa correspondent of the Umpire 
umoonces that “ an order has been issued

are
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if by the Department that when goods
ie transported in bond over United States

railways',* traiuntn from a Canadian port 
destined for a port in British Columbia, 
the carrying from the port of transhipment 
to the point of destination shall only tie 
done by British vessels, or foreign vessels 

it which have acquire 1 the right to the coast
ing trade of Canada." If this be true, a 
■ericas blander has been committed, the 
collection of which should at once be 
made. Article xxx. of the Treaty of 
Washington expressly accords to Ameri
cana the right which is here said to have 
been denied them. The words are ; “ citi-

■= *1
— —

r-
i
ie his desire to have the unpleasant contro

versies, brought to a speedy and amicable 
settlement he did not believe ; it would 
have been a mere platitude, ami that states- 

is not given to platitude. That he

i
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iy man

was to meet Sir Charles Tapper at Ottawa 
next month he denied, while admitting

la
of
of

that on the subject of commercial relations 
between Canada and the United States he 
should be guided by the views of the 
Dominion Government. He was author
ized, he admitted, to deal with the question

id
al of the United States may . . .,

*rry in United States vessels, without 
payment of duty, goods, wares, or mer
chandise from one jiort or place within the 
possession* of Her Britannic Majesty in 
North America to another place within the 
■id possessions, provided that a portion of 
each transportation is made through the 
territory of the United States by laud car
riage and in bond, under such rules as may 
be agreed upoo lietween the Govern
ment of the United States and the Oov-

u
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of extradition.
All this was known to Canadians before, 

"and if there.were any Americans who be
lieved that am y coercive power would lie 
used by Great Britain on the commercial 
question they will now be undeceived The 
statement that Canada will get lier own 
way in the adjustment of the commercial 

much in view of the
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relations may mean 
recent attitude taken on this question by 

both in Canada and the United

lie eminent of Her Britannic Majesty." By 
the same article, Canada obtains a recipro 
cal right of navigation, and on the same 
condition, land transit througli a part of 
Canada.' It is alleged ttiat American ves- 
wishave hitherto been allowed the privi
lege, to which they were certainly not èn- 
titkd, of taking lionded freight from 
Vancouver which had come over the C. P. 
R- and delivering it at a Canadian port or 
porta. This privilege might have been 
withdrawn without giving just cause of 
complaint ; but it could not be done in the 
■ay daacribed. If what is stated, has 
••ally been done, a provision of tlie Treaty 
of fiaehingtou has, unconsciously no doubt, 

violated. But it may be that the cor- 
wapoodent is in error, and that the restric- 
t*oe applies to" freight which has 
kw Canadian Pacific and not over American 
territory. In that case there would be no 
blander and no denial of treaty rights, 
though there would tie a bit of retaliation 
w kind which would lie legally justifiable, 
however it might be open to question in 
poiat of policy.

sameid some
States. When the treaty of Washington 

made, Caleb Cushing, a prominent
in
k was

.figure among the statesmen of the Repub- 
lie, predicted that the United States would 

make another treaty of reciprocal

id
c-

never
free importation without including 
factures and various objects of the produc 
tion of the Republic not included in the 
schedule of the Elgin Matey treaty. "C^n 
ada," he «sided, “ must expect nothing of 
this nature short of a true y.nllvtrein involv
ing serious modifications of the commercial 
relations of Canada to Great 'Britain. 
Since then this view has apparently laioome 
generally accepted in the 1 uitoil States, anil 
there are in Canada active advocates of * 
Z&Uverein, as a solution of the commercial

of Sir J ulian
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The utteranceenigma-
Pauncefcte may possibly bq interpreted to 

that, if the Canadian Government

hi

mean
recommended such an arrangement, Great 
Britain would not stand in the way of its 

We can well understand that.
I

realization, 
with whatever reluctance, this concession 

But that the Canadian

•f

would be marie.
Government is prepared to accept such an 
adjustment there is no
The attitude of the Dominion Parliament

«nssiou though assumed under the I there is a disposition
Government, would .*• general ru^es for the préservât,on of the * 

pointed to M a legislative negation of the seal are u,s ,-ssary to prevent the annhil* 
‘^l ..................................... .Ming year* t.ou which would follow from an

annual meeting of the National Board 
^Wde of th. I- nijed States was held in 

~***rille last we. k. On that ocoaeion, as at 
l**"0011 meeting a resolution was adopted 
^WiOK rec,pro,:*! trade relatione with Canada, last 
"•aiintn the .Vs.- rioan legislator has learned guidance of the 
r.* ■ or »oniewhere near as much, about 
V'wsda a» the merchant of the Northern 

we art-not likely to get reciprocity.

all Ameri

1reason to believe. cans10
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