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are just'fied in chafn'ujp^ more for a sliortr-r tlian for a

loii«"C^r haul in ord(<i' to meet Caiiandiaii competition, an
expedient to wliioli our railroad com])anies seldom have
recourse, exee])t under tlie sti-ess of circumstances and
conditions beyond their cojitrol.

The Interstate Connnerce Law of the United States,

in imi)ort:tnL ])articu]ai*s, regulates our* railroads in tlje

conduct of both domestic and foreif^'u commerce. Mani-
festly, therefojc, every Canadian raih'oad wdiich partici-

pates ill out' domestic or forei^-n connnerce in the course

of the trajisit trade, on^-ht at once, by Act of Con^-ress,

to be compelled to submit itself to all tlie re(iuirements

of our Interstate Connnerce Law. as a condition, to its

continuance in the business. T<> bind our own railroads

by law and then aliovv their thi'oats to be cut at leisure

by the Canadian 7'ailroads, would be almost us baneful

as C^'anadian diplomacy.

The propriety of the above-mentioned restraint upon
the Canadian I'ailroads is evident fnjm the fact that the

Interstate Commerce Act mnv prescriljes a^aijist the

Canadian raili'oads for tlie comparatively small offence

of nei-'-lectina- to publisli rates, the penalty of subjectin*^

all g<x>ds transported "in transit'' to the paymens of

customs duties,

AVhile the Dominion of Canada is al)le to secure so

much mor(.' from our policy of letlin^jr imp(nla]it inter-

national intej'ests <;'o at loose ends and from diplomacy,

than she can possibly secure from a reci])rocity Avhich

gives as nnich as it takes, she will undoubtedl,y prefer to

maintain the .s/af^rs ^/?{o of her pre.seni political condi-

tions to either connnercini or ])o!itical union with the

United States, or to independent nationality, especially

ah: her colonial condition ijn])oses upon hvv no financial

oblifj^-ations to the mother country, \vhile securin<>- to her


