RAILWAYS VERSUS WATER-
COURSES: A PAPER READ BEFORE
THE QUEBEC BOARD OF TRADE;
ON THE 20TH NOVEMBER, 1883



Published @ 2017 Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd

ISBN 9780649485086

Railways Versus Water-Courses: A Paper Read Before the Quebec Board of Trade; On the 20th
November, 1883 by Jos. Shehyn

Except for use in any review, the reproduction or utilisation of this work in whole or in part in
any form by any electronic, mechanical or other means, now known or hereafter invented,
including xerography, photocopying and recording, or in any information storage or retrieval
system, is forbidden without the permission of the publisher, Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd, PO Box
1576 Collingwood, Victoria 3066 Australia.

All rights reserved.

Edited by Trieste Publishing Pty Ltd.
Cover @ 2017

This book is sold subject to the condition that it shall not, by way of trade or otherwise, be lent,
re-sold, hired out, or otherwise circulated without the publisher's prior consent in any form or
binding or cover other than that in which it is published and without a similar condition
including this condition being imposed on the subsequent purchaser.

www.triestepublishing.com



JOS. SHEHYN

RAILWAYS VERSUS WATER-
COURSES: A PAPER READ BEFORE
THE QUEBEC BOARD OF TRADE;
ON THE 20TH NOVEMBER, 1883

ﬁTrieste






RAILWATS versus WATER-COURSES

Tue influence of railways on continental and
inland traffic and their bearing upon the natural
and artificial water-courses of the United States
and the Dominion of Canada, including the ques-
tion of canal enlargement and the further deep-
ening of the channel between Quebec and Montreal
for the purpose of attracting the Western trade to
the St. Lawrence route,

A PAPER READ BEFORE THE
QUEBEC BOARD OF TRADE
BY THE PRESIDENT,

v
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Ox tue 20Ts Novewsen, 1883,
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RAILWAYS versus WATER-COURSES.

At a special ceneral mecting of the Quebec Board of
Trade, held in the Board Room, Exchange Building. on
Tuesday, the 20th November, 1883, un interesting paper,
under the above title, prepared by the President, Jos.
Shehyn, Hsq., M.P.P, was read, received, and, by unani-
mous resvlution, ordered to be prinled, as follows :

MG -

For years past, continuous efforts have heen made to in-
dure the Government of the Dominion to continne the
iwprovement of our water-courses from Lake Baperior
down to tidal water, on the gronnd that, without such
improvement, the weslern traffic wounld leave the St
Lawrence ronte. We all know how persistent the Montreal
[{arbour Commission have heen in urging upon the
Ctovernment the necessity of relieving them of the ex-
penditure already inenrred for the creation of an artificial
channel between Qnebec and Montreal and what pressure
was hrought to bear upon our Federal authorities to get
them to assume the responsibility of all further im-
provements required to render the channel navigable for
the largest actnal and future steamships, on the pretext
that this amelioration of the river 8t. Lawrence is in
the general interest of commerce and navigation and eon-
scquently that the public, and not the Harbour Commis-
sion of Montreal, should hear the expense thervof.

The Quebre Board of Trade has, from the very commen-
coment, heen opposed to the pretensions of the Montreal
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Harbour Commission, holding that the improvements in
guestion, being of a local nature, ought as such to be borne
by the trade of Montreal, which is directly benefitted
thereby. But, as Montreal is now more urgent than ever in
its demands npon Gevernment to relieve it from a burthen
which it was willing enongh to bear at the ontset when
the works of improvement were begun with the view of
drawing ships to ite harbounr, it may be opportune to con-
sider the question of the futuré destiny of the great con-
tinental and foreign traffic of this country. My object,
however, in treating so vast a question is not so much to
seek to influence the members of this Board or to refute the
Harbour Commission of Montreal as to bring the public
mind to bear upon & subject in which it is largely interest-
ed and to place before those who have charge of our
destinies such views as may be useful to them in determin-
ing the policy to be followed in all matters pertaining to our
carrying trade—very few people, so far, having taken the
trouble to look, in its broad, general aspect, at a guestion,
which, so to say, has been pretty much left to the treatment
of special localities according to their influence or their
interests respectively.

The great political economy of the guestion I am about
to discuss is not whether certain localities are to have an ad-
vantage over others, but what is to be the future destiny of
the local and through transit traffic of onr Confederation—
what will be the great motors as regards the carriage of our
produets and those of the western plains to the seaboard —
what is to be the future destiny of our railways in this
“country and what influence will our water.courses have on
its carrying trade—in fine, will our great transit trade be
absorbed by our sysiem of railways or will itzeek an outlet
via our lakes, canals and rivers ?

These are the aspeets in which the guestion must be
viewed and our best efforta should tend to ite solntion from
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a8 broad and genersl a standpoint as possible. But, to ar-
rive at satisfactory conclusions, it is necessary to review
the progress made of late years in the carrying trade both
on land and sea and to note well the changes that have
taken place. We must carefully weigh the volume of traffic
carried on our inland water channels and the important
part played by railways not only in the matter oflocal traffic,
but in the influence they exercise upon that portion of it '
which seeks an ountlet to the sea.

I do not anticipate that the conclusions I have reached
will meet the interests or suit the tastes of every one.
But I feel confident that, based as they are upon facts which
can be verified by all willing to investigate the subject for
themselves, they will stand the test of criticism. 1 must
frankly admit that I wounld have been much better pleased
if, after a serious sindy of the guestion in which we are all
so much interested, I had arrived at conclusions more in
accord with the wishes and expectations of all concerned
for the rapid development and welfare of the Dominion
through the acquisition of a larger share of the grain and
produce trade, that is to say, by making the St. Lawrence
the great vehicle for more of the immense transit trade
annually finding its way to the seaboard. Facts are facts,
however, and we must accept them as they are. It will
not improve onur position to allow ourselves to be carried
away by our imaginations or to rest content with illusions.

I may say that my conclusions are not based on any mere
flicht of imagination. They are the result of & great deal
of investigation and a careful study of the whole subject
and are supported by the strongest possible evidence, being
not only fortified by official stalistics of various kinds, but
endorsed by men perfectly competent to pronounce authori-
tatively wupon the points raised. They may not satis-
fy every one. Men, as a rule, look at such questions from
their own stand-points and those of their immediate interest,
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But, in the present instance, my object is not to please in-
dividuals. Tt is rather to fearlessly and honestly put before
the great hody of the public my views respecting the routes
and the mode of transport that are destined, in my humbla
opinion, as well toabsorb the bulk of the through transit
traffic, as to control the loval distribution of merchandize
and products of all kinds,

Without further preamble, therefore, I shall lay before
you and the public the results of my ohservation and research,
trusting that the arguments and facts which I shall bring
to bear on a subject matter of such nrgent and paramount
importance may serve not only to impart some valuable
information, but to determine the precise value of certain
theories that have been emitted from time to time touch-
ing the destiny of our great water ways and the influence
they are likely to exercise upon the western trade in attraci-
ing & larger share of it to our chief channel of navigation,
the 8t. Lawrence.

QUESTIONS TU BE CONSIDEHED.

Is the deepening alone of the channel between Quebee
and Montreal indispensable to the further development of
the eastern and western traffic vig the St. Lawrence?

Are the preten-ions of the Montreal Harbor Commission
that the undertzking should be carried out at the public ex-
pense founded npion irvefutable facts, and has that bedy upon
teliable data attempted to satisfuctorily prove to the public
that a deeper chaunel will secure the western trafflic and
increase the amount of business over onr water-courses west
of Montreal ?

Would the Government be warranted in adopting a
policy dealing at once with a grave and intricate question
of political economy, whose solution requires to be well
considered, as it will necessarily involve the country in a
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vust expenditnre to carry ont u schene relative to onr water-
courses beneficial to the whole country and not to a single
locality ?

Is the decpening alone of the channel between Quebee
and Montreal to be considered as a public work and shonld
the cost of giving it a further depth of 2} feet be assum-
ed by the Government ?

I have read with much interest all that has been uttered
and written by the advocates of the scheme. I have also
perused with great attention the memorial of the Montreal
Harbor Commission and must candidly admit that all the
pleas advanced in the connection have failed to convince
me thal they are right in their claim.

I have sought in vain in all the arguments used for one
solid reason in their favor. Plenty of words I have found,
but no substantial, unanswerable reasoning to uphold
their pretensious.

MONTREAL'S PRETENSIONS,

It is true that Montreal boasts of being the head of navi-
gation, styling itself ¢he port of the Dominion ; but, while
proclaiming this fact to the world, it declares in the same
hreath to the Government that, unless a further depth of 2}
feet be given the channel at public expense, the trade will
leave the 8t. Lawrence route, thus parading its pretension
on the one hand to be the great port of the Dominion and
denying its correctness on the other.

The Montreal Harbor Commission, by their own memo-
rial to the Government, admit that the port of Montreal can
only be made available for the general traffic upon certain
conditions, that is, by the Grovernment making, at the public
expense, an artificial channel, by which, on the plea of
seeking the general interest, they hope to bring the trade
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to their own doors. According to their own confession,
Montreal can only become the great shipping pert of the
Dominion upon one condition—that it be made so at the
public expense. On the face of that confession, the fatility
of their pretensions is at once apparent. But, if further
evidence of the weakness of their canse be needed, 1 advise
all interested in the subject to carefully read their memo-
rial to the Government and try to discover in it, if pessible,
anything tangible and of & natare to justify the expendi-
ture which they desire to saddle on the public at large.

How &omes it for several years past that they have failed
to secure a larger share of the western traffic ? Is this fact
due to “want of water” in the channel between Quehec
and Montreal or is it traceable to other caunses over which
they have no control ?

If a greater share of the throngh tratfic has not been secur-
ed, it is clearly not owing to want of water east of Montreal,
for, with the improved channel, excepting a fow of the
largest steamships afloat which have to lighten before going
up, all other steamships and vessels have had no diffienlty
in reaching that port. It cannot consequently be on that
account that a larger share of the through traffic did not
seck the St. Lawrence route or that we failed to secure our
due share of the grain trad seeling an outlel ever American
territory.

The question with which we have to deal is invested
with a deeper significance than the mere fact of having a
" little more or lvss water in the channel between Quebec
and Montreal, and any one, who has made the least study
of the subject, will at once come to the conclusion that
we have to contend with other canses which have reduced
the value and diminished the importance of onr great
river highway.



