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Shull we wait supmcly
and lose our lake and coast shipping also ?

The city and the state ot New York have a greater in-
terest at stake than any other city or staie in the union.
The United States customs district of New York col-
lected during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, neacly
70 per cent. of the total duty collected on imported mer-
chandise of the United States, and here also was shipped

over 4o per cent. of our total exports tor the same year.

New York has 28 1-10 per cent. of the total tonnage, 38
per cent. of the Atlantic and Gulf coast tonnage, 23 per
cent. of the lake tonnage, 27 7-10 per cent. of the
total steam tonnage, 4653 per cent. of the steam ton-
nageon the Atlantic and Gulf coast, and 19 1-3 per
cent. of the steam tonnage on ihe lakes. New York
has 3 1-6 times as much tonnage aus Michigan, more ton-
nage than floats on the great lakes, and almost as much

This ascendancy in shipping is due to the great advant-
ages of the port of New York and th: good and cheap rail
and canal ttansportation between Nev* York and the great
It is threatened by the improvements now being
completed by the Canadians, whose port of Montreal will,
in 1897, have 30 feet of water, be fully protected from the
ice shoves, can be equipped with the most modern facilities
deep water communi-
cation with Duluth and Chicago, and an advantage in
fruights over New York of $1.32 a ton, or 3.53 cents a

When the Canadian canals are made free, Montreal's
advantage will be $1.42 2 ton, or 3 8-10 cents 2 bushel,
and when all the improvements now projected are com-
pleted, $1.63 a ton, or 4 1-3 cents a bushel.

The cost of handling grain in New York harboris 11 2
cents a bushel ; freights and insurance to London are 3 143
cents a bushel ; a total of § 3-3 cents a bushel.

Y ou see that in the the near future it will cost less than
half a cent,or no more, taking into account the shrinkage,
bushel of grain to London via Montreal than to
In view of these facts,
how can New York hope to keep her ascendaney in foreign
trade and shipping? New York cannot keep her place

In order to mect the requirements of American com-
the best possible internal conncetions
and the cheapest possible freight rates between the great
lakes and New York city, and 1o wet such freight rates we

adequate waterways between the Hudson and

Mr. O’Brien concluded by recounting the other great
and waterway enterprises now on foot and
completed in various parts of the world, and declares that
\\ ithaut mundmg
I, he has furnished one of the most comincing vindica-
tions that could be given of the Canadian Gmn.rnmcnts
canal palicy, and the effect the 13-foot channel is going
to have on the freight rates to the European markets on
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itish riere, in Belgium, at La Fontenettes in France, :md more | 12 3-10 per cent., or ﬁve-smlhs.
-and recently, on the Manchester canal, in England.  They lock
ip of boats of tons with one-forticth the amount of water neces-
le of sary to use in the type of Jock now used in this state.
went, It must be born in mind that Canada has not realized
nion the advantages of her great expenditure, because her cian-
‘ana. al system is not complete. The strength of a chain is tne
R strengrth ofits weakest link ; the capacity of a navigation
ein- stytem is measured at its point of least capacity. The
1S to weak link in the Canadian water route is the Beauharnois
that canal, with only nine feet of water.
How But this weak link will soon be replaced by a strong one,
namely, the Soulanges canal, with 14 feet of water over
tone the lock sills, and 17 fect in the stretches.  This canal will
,000 B be finished within three years, and then the Canadian 14-
iy of g foot system will be in full working order from Lake Su-
20 K perior to Montreal.  There will be no weak links in the
and chain then, and we will feel it pinch, as any other four states.
B No: arc these energetic northern neighbors satisfied
im. with what they have done and are doing. They are con-
oral sidering a canal and navigation from \lontrcwl to Georgian
“hi. Bay, via the Ottawa and Mattawa rivers, I uke Nipissing, | lakes.
t o and the French river.  This is the shorte .t possible route
the B from the seabeard into lakes Michigan and Superior, and
kit is entirely within Canadian territory, and removed from
rn- our interference. ) for handling freights, and will have
sn Both commercial and military reasons are urged in its
ree behalf as aninterior and short line. It is only 1,037 miles
Iy from Montreal to Duluth, as against 1,354 miles by the | bushel.
in- St. Lawrence route, being 317 miles shorter. It is oo
I, miles and 480 miles shorter from Duluth to tidewater than
di- the New York state routes, and it is 650 and 730 miles
srorter from Duluth to Liverpool than the New York
m- routes.
ar- The Canadians are also considering the introduction of
s very high, quick-acting lifts in their canals. They have
o, B chartercd 2 company which proposes to make the descent
- from Lake Erie to Lake Ontario with two lifts, each 1¢o
e R feet, in leu of the 23 locks now in use, and to descend | to send 2
en f the total difference in altitude between Lake Erie and | send it to New York via Buffalo.
i, Montreal harbor with only six lifts, in licu of the 33 now
et in use.
Thus will be effected a saving in time between Lake | without an effort.
te Eric and Montreal of at least 20 hours, which, transiated
»d nto cents, means a sa\'ing of 20 cents per ion, or over merce, we must have
e haif a cent a bushel on Canadian commerce, and a handi-
e cap of that amount on our commerce.
r- E Itis also the avowed intention of the Canadian Govern- | must have
ment to make the St. Lawrence river and canals free, thus | the great lakes.
1 reducing the cost of freight to Montreal 10 cents per ton,
- or 2 2-3 mills per bushel.  The struggle for supremacy in | canal building
e BB 1he carrying trade within this continent will begin in earn- i parts «
. 8 cst when Canada opens the Soulanges canal. New York is apathetic in this matter.
n We have lost the ocean carrying trade.  We once car-
ried a large wrade for other nations and the bulk of our
- own exports and imports in our own vessels. But our
1 B hipping has dwindled both actually and relatively, com. | ~ur farmers’ products.
- fpared to that of other nations, until we now depend al-
3 most entirely on foreign ships.

Since 1838 the proportion of our foreign trade carried in
our own vessels has dwindled from 73 7-10 per cent. to

When the Manchester, Lmz., Textile Mcrcur) learncd
that the Indian Government had determined to imposc a



