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TRADE WITH CANADA.

The Senate having under consideration the bill toadmit cer-
taun articles of the growth or production of Canada into the |
Umited States free of duty, upon the condition that the hke &
articles of the growth or production of the 1Tuited States |
are admitred into Canada free of duty s the question pvml~
ing being upon an amendment herctofore submitted hv
Mr. Pnerps:

Mr. DIX said: Mr. President,since this bill was

taken up for discussion, I have been unable, from

indisposition and other causes, to bestow upon it

the reflection which is due to theimportance of the
subject. Dut I will proceed, nevertheless, with
such preparation as I have been able to make, to
explain the objects of the measure and its probable
eflects; and 1 will endeavor, at the same time, to
answer some of the leading objections which have

been made to it.
If T entertained the belief that the operation of the |!

bill would be prejudicial to the interest of any por-
tion of the Union, I should not be its advocate.
The first object of all public legislation is to ad-
vance the general welfare of the country; but this
object ought certainly not to be sought for at the
cxpense of any particular section, or indeed of any ||
single Interest. I believe this bill is entirely free
from objection in this respect; that it will be emi-
nently advantageous both to the United States and
Canada, and do no wrong or injury in any quarter.

Before I proceed to examine the practical opera-
tion of the measure upon the commercial interests
of the two countries, I wish to notice a prelimi-
nary objection which has been raised.

It is supposed that the privileges conferred by
this bill upon Canada will be extended, by virtae
of certain reciprocity treaties into which we have
entered, to the foreign States with which those |
engagements have been contracted. I takea totally
different view of the subject. I believe Senators
have put an erroneous construction upon the obli-
gations of the compacts to which they refer.

‘We have reciprocity treaties with Russia, Den-
mark, Hanover, Prussia, Mecklenburg-Schwerin,
the Hangeatic Republics, and several other foreign

|| countries. They arc treaties with sovereign States,
ll and, by every fair rule of construction, their stipu-
” lations, so far as they guaranty reciprocity, must be
| | deemed to relate to cngagements with other Powers

equally independent. The commercial arrangement
H proposed by this bill ig with a European colony
adjoining us—one of those dependencies which the
States ot the Eastern hemisphere are accustomed to
except in their compacts with us for reciprocity of
| commerce and navigation. Ifany oftheStates with
| which we have treaties stipulating for the same priv-
{ ileges which we confer on others, had dependen-
lcies situated like Canada in respect to us, those
} States might perhaps acquire in respeet to such de-
| pendencies the same privileges we shall confer on
Canada if the bill passes; but I do not admit that
they would acquire those privileges for theiz me-

i .
tropolitan posseasions, and for the reason thal col-

onies have always been made practical exee >plions

\ to the

‘ general rule of international intercourse.

Possibly a special reservation may be necessary in
every compact, from the provisions of which it is
I'designed to exclude thers; but I do not, as I shali
show, consider it a matter of any consequence in
‘lhis case. This we know in respect to Canada,
I'that it is not only expressly excluded from the
lterms of our commercial intercourse with Great
Eritain, but it is the sulject of disunct stipule-
tions; and yet the British Legation, in accordance
| with the wishes of the Canadians, bas uraed this
measure upon us under instructiens from home,
without the feast idea that they would gain for
\ Gereat Britain under our reciprocity treaty with her
the privileges they desire us to confer on Canada,
The honorable Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Pearce] said that we had ¢ given a construction to
these reciprocal provisions worthy of notice,” and
he alluded to our treaty with Portugal in 1240, by
which it was expressly agreed that the stipulation
m our treaty with France in 1231, in regard to
French wines, should not be interfored with. This
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construction is perfectly consistent with the view
of the subject I take. These two treaties were
with independent Powers, they were with conti-
nental Powers in Europe almost bordering on each
other; and a general stipulation in respect to
equality of duties necessarily required an cxpress
reservation to authorize us to make the dutics on

any of their products unequal. This, however,

is a totally different thing from a commercial ar-
rangement between us and a European colony |

adjoining us.

Batin coming to the conclusion that our com-
mercial relations with Russia, Prussia, and other
Powers, under the reciprocity treaties we have
formed with them, will not be affected by this bill,
I put it on other grounds.

These treaties relate to commerce and naviga-
tion, and are intended to regulate the commercial
intercourse carried on by those countries with the
United States on the ocean. They have certainly
not been understood as referring to inland trade
and exchange between countries bordering on each
other. The right to regulate their interior inter-
course with adjoining Stales has not been supposed
to be at all impaired Ly these commereial en
ments.

gﬂg(ﬁ‘
If it were otherwise, if these treaties re-
strained the States which are parties to them from
admitting articles free of duty from a neighboring
country, except upon condition of extending the
same privilege to the other contracting parties, we
should at this very moment be entitled, in our in-
tercourse with Prussia, to all the benefits of the
custom-house exemptions of the Zoll-Verein, of
which that kingdom is a leading member. Prussia
borders on a number of the Zoll-Verein States.
These States interchange with her their common
products free of duty under the Zoll-Verein com-
pact, or Customs Union. They have stood to
cach other in the same relation in which we stand
to Canada. They had duties on their respective
‘They have abolished them,
as we propose to do in respect to Canada ona part
of ours.

Now, will it be contended that we are entitled
to the same freedom of ntercourse with Prussia
which she shares with those Stales, because she
has stipulated to impose no higher duties on our
products than on those of other countries? Surely
not; and for the very reason that the stipulations
of our treaty with her are intended to apply to ex-
ternal intercourse by sea, and not to inland ar-
rangements between bordering States. The inten-
tion of our treaties of reciprocity is stamped upon
them in characters not to be misunderstood. The
first stipulation (for those of latter years are much
of the same import) limits the reciprocal liberty of

products as we have.

commerce and navigation which the treaties were

formed to secure to ¢“the ports, places, waters,
rand rivers of the territories of each party, wherein
foreign commerce is permitted.”” The second stip-
ulation regulates the duties to be imposed on the
vessels of the contracting parties engaged in that
The third regulates the duties to be
paid on the importation or exportation of their
I admit that, by the letter of
these treaties, this Lill might aflect our commercial
relations under them, But I insist that all com-
pacts are to be construed according to their mani-
fest intention, not by one stipulation alone, but by
all which relate to the same subject-matter; and 1
might apply these observations with great force to
my first position, and say that those treaties did
not contemplate commercial relations with colo-
nial dependencies like Canada. But the whole
tenor of their stipulations shows them to have been
designed to regulate commerce on the sea, and not
the interior traffic carried on by the inhabitants of
countries separated from each other by a mere sta-
They
are treaties of commerce and navigation—not of
one alone, but of both combined.

When this measure was first proposed, I in-
quired of the State and Treasury Departments
whether it would affect our commercial relations
with foreign States under reciprocity treaties, and
a decided unswer was given by both in the nega-
tive. My own examination of the subject has
Lrought me to the same conclusion, whether upon
the same grounds I do not know.

If this construction be erroneous, if the privi-
leges proposed to be conferred on Canada will be
extended to the foreign States referred to, then, I
repeat, we shall, on the same principle, become
entitled to the privileges of the Z.5ll-Verein, in
Prussia, and perhaps gain access for our products,
through her, to all the other States of that political
association, comprehending, I believe, twenty-eight
outof the thirty-seven States of the Germanic Con-
federation. This would, prima facie, be an immense
advantage, though it is not clear that it would be
of any practical benefit. But no one Ireamt, when
our reciprocity treaties were formed, that they
conferred any such privileges on us; and I venture
to say it will never occur to any of the States which
are parties to those treaties, that the proposed ar-
rangement with Canada will confrr any new priv-
ileges on them.

But if it were otherwise, the privileges the bill
confers are reciprocal. We concede nothing which
we do not gain in return. If Hanover, Prussia,
and Mecklenburg-Schwerin should acquire the
P privileges conferred on Canada by this bill, we

commerce.

respective products.

tistical boundary or an astronomical line.




5

should acquire in respect to them the privilegesi
the bill confers on us. There would be entire reci- |
procity.  Onr chances of profiting by the arrange-
ment wonll be as good as theirs. 'The Hanse-
Towns mizht send us a foew more hams; but there
ig scarcely an article cnumerated in the bill which
can be brought to us with advantage from the
States on the German Ocean and the Dultic,  We
are too distant for agricultural exchanges. Desides,
we are eszentially us agricultural as they. VWheat
is the only article likely, under any circumstances,
to come here, except in the most 1nconsiderable
quantities. In 1837, when flour was ten, eleven,
and twelve dollars a barrel, we received over a
million of bushels of wheat from Germany, not
half the quantity we sent in 1547 into Canada,
Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick; but in the for-
mer year, under the influence of these enormous
prices, England herself sent us over reven hundred
thousand bushels—unearly as much as Germany,
and yet she imported in 1347 over cizhty-six mil-
lions of hushels of zrain. But such accasions very
rarely occur; and when they do oceur, the tend-
ency of importation is decidedly beneficial.  Its
influrnee is to check prices when they reach the
high point of extravagance.

Senators have expr

el the apprehension that, |
if this bill passcs, we shall, under the construction j
they mive to it, he deluged with wheat from the
Baltic. Let us see how much ground there is for
this apprehension.  On the Ist of February w heat
will pay but one shilling sterling a quarter in Gireat
Britain—about three cents a bushel.
from us: we export to her.

She imports
The price of wheat
there must, therefore, always be as much higher
than the price here, when she has a deficiency and
we a surplus, as the cost of carrying wheat to her
from the United States, and this cest, I am told, is
about twenty cents the bushel.

lar here, it must Le $1 20 there.

When it is a dol-

Now, let us see
what a vessel laden with wheat from the Baltic
would be likely to do in such a case.

She must,
to come here, sail directly by the ports of Great l
Britain, where she can get a dollar and [\\'cn(yf
cents a bushel, deducting the three cents duty‘
which she must pay. She ccts, then, a dollarand
seventeen cents.  Suppose she continues her voy-
are (o the United States, how will the account
stand > Admitting, for the sake of the argument,
that the wheat she brings will comein free of duty
under our reciprocity treaties, she will gct one dol-
lar a bushel; but from this amount she must deduct
twenty cents for cost of transportation from Guet

She will get eichty cents here in-
stead of one dollur and seventeen cents in I
land—thirty ccven cents a bushel less; and this,

Dritain here.

1ire

| -
" onacarro of several thousand bushels, willanmount

i to no inconsiderable sum. The Northern G rmans
have the reputation of being rather heavy, but they
are, 2o fur as I have had the opportanity of ob-

"serving them, the Yankees of the Continent in

barzaining; and I think they will be found alto-

zether too astute to engare inany such enterprises
as honorable Senators apprehend. They will earey

on a severe compet:tion with us in supplying Soo-
land with wheat; buat they are just as unlikely to
compete with us in our markets as we are to com-
pete with Newcastle in supplying London with
coal.

Under the construction, therefore, which Sena-
tors give to the bill, 1 am satisfied its operation
would be as bencficial to vs as to the States with
which we have reciprocity treaties. Dut! contend
that these treaties wiil not be affeeted by this ar-
rangement. If I am mistaken, the privilercs we
confer will also Le acquired by us, and we cannot,
in any event, be losers.

Let me now turn to considerations which directly
concern the commeretal intercourse of Canada and
the United States.

In order to understand the subject in allits bear-
mygs, it will be necegsary to sgee what Canada is,
and what she has done for us in the renoval of
restrictions upon cur commerce with her.

The population of Canadu (1 usea genera! term,
as the two provinces are now united) 18 1,527,757
souls, or, in round numbers, a milhon and o half.
"With less variety and fortihity of soil then the

‘Uhitl‘l‘ States, a more riznrous climate, and with
i colonial resteictions caleulated, under the most
favorabic view of the subject, to impede the devel-
opment of her rescurces, to shackle the operations
“of industry, and to abridze the frecdom of indi-
viduua!l enterprise, which is always the most pow-

ierf’ul stimulns 1o exertion, it is not to be expeeted
Ithat her provress will keep price with our own in
‘ population or in social and physical impovement.
The policy of Great Britain bas, within a f{ew
years, undergone some important chonges, favor-
Pable to her in a commercial and political view.
‘ Canada, it is true, has lost some exclusive privi-
luges by a relaxation of the colonial aystem of the
mother country, but the latter has extended to her
some new factlities, by surrenlering the control of
the custom-house, vo far as vespects the imposition
of dutics; and she has also conceded the principle
of the responsibility of ministers which exists at
home, so th~t when the Gavernor is not suxtained
in his policy by the Provincial Parliament, he is
bound to change his advisers, or, in other words,

his Execntive Council, whicli may be considered

as the minstry of the colony, The Cunadian
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Government is thus assimilated to that of Great
Britain in the essential feature of its responsibitity

to the popular voice—a concession which has been

ol a few able and patriotic men in Canadla.
Almost cotemporaneous with this fundamental
change in the political adminixtration of the ailairs
of Canada was another of equal importance in re-
spect to her commercial independence. In 1846,
an act of Parliament was passed giving the legis- |
lative authority of the British colonies the right to }
rezulite their own duties of customs, 1 respect to |
British as well as foreign products. At that time
there were no duties imposed by British acts on
British goads imported into Canada, althouszh |
there were duties imposed by such acts on for- |
cign goods; but there were acts of the Canadian

Legislature, made for revenue, imposing additional
or cumulative duties on foreign gonds, and a duty
of five per cent. on Dritish goods. There was
also an act of Parlament declaring that no gnods
should, “upon importation into any of the British

possessions in America, be deemed to be of the L

growth, production, or manutacture of the United |
Kinzdom, unless imported ivom the United ing- ‘
dom.” |

The effect of this condition of the law was to \
prevent the importation of 2
ada throagh the United States, and to inipose on ;
the productions of the United States and other !
countries dutics which were protective as to those \
of Great Britain and Canada. |

Ax early as 1043 the duty on the importation of
wheatand floar, of the grovih of the United Srates,
going through Canada to the United Kinedon,
was reduced to three shillings provincinl duty, the
quarter of eighit bushels, and one shilling British
by
which the lwmportation of breadstufls from other

dtish goods into Cau- |

ducy, without relerence to the shiding-scale,
countires was reguluted. The consequence was,
alarge importation of wieat and flouwr from the
United States into Lngland throuzh Canada.,

The corn laws Leing repealed, Canada loses this

advantage—the advantoge of heing a currier for

I
us—and 1t i now as beneficial to expart Conadian }
wheat to England through the United States (the '
experse being equal) as dircet from Cunada. I i
other words, the wheat of Canada and the United
States has eqaal advantoges in the British market.

To 1=47, the Parlivmicnt of Canada, acting under
the authority granted by the Imjicrial Government,
repedind the differcrtial duties, and the new table
or turifl of duties theu enacicd applies equally (o
goods of «ll kinds, whether cominyg from England
or the United Siates. We are, in this respect,
p'a_ed on the fuoting of the mother coun ry.

gamed after a long and patient struggle on the part ,

This eqrality was effected by a double operation
of law: first, by reducing the rate of duty on goods
of the United States; and secondly, by increasing
the rate on Dritish goods, thus bringing both to
the same standard or scale. There can be no
better evidence of the liberality of the Canadians,
and of their earnest desire to put their commereial
intercourse with us on the most friendly footing.

The consequence of this change of the law has
been to create a considerable importation of British
and foreign goods into Canada through the United
States, and also to cause a large importation of the
productions of the United States into Canada for
consumplion. The cotton fabrics of Lowell are
recetved on the same terms as those of Manches-
ter. Tle same remark is true of many other
products of our industry, of which we carry large
quantities into Canada for consumption. The
value of our productions annually introduced into
Canada, under these new provisions of law, is
stated, on high authority, to amount to more than
two millions of dollars. It is natural that the
Canadians shouid desire to send their produce to
New York and Boston, to meet the trade which
has thus been opened to us—that they, having put
this trade upon the most liberal footing in respect
to us, should wish to export, on equal terms, such
means of payment as they possess in the products

of their own labor.
Will the terxs of exchange—perfect equality—
proposed by the bLill be disadvautageous to us? [

|

J propose to consider this question somewhat in de-
l tail, although it would scem but fair that the liber-

ality which has beenmaniested by Canada towards
ws—a liberality Ly which we have greatly profited

/ —a liberality voluntarily cxtended to us, without

h equivalent—should be reciprocated, without stop-

ping to weigh, with ove;
the precise balance of advantages and benefits,
In the first place, I believe it will be apparent,

scrupulous exactness,

by looking at the list of enumerated articles which
are proposed tu be mutually reccived free of duty,
that w.hes, flour, and lumber are the only ones
f ever likely to be brought into the markets of the

United States in considerable quantities.  Aslies
I we waut,and at the cheapest price. 1In respect to
luniber, there is nothing to be apprehended. We
| shall unquestionably receive some lumlier in New
York, but [ believe our timber districts do not fear
the competition. Desides, it will come to us el.ic ly
tn the form of saw-logs for manufacture. New
Yorle 15 almost the only State this competition
can affect; and if there is any risk, we are will-
ing to take it, in consideration of the general
advantage and convenicnce the neasure prom-

ises to conler. It was apprehended by our friends
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in Maine, that their interests might be injuri-
ously affected in this respect. But the bill is so
shaped as to avoid all interference with them.
It applies only to the direct trade with Canada,
Articles coming through New Brunswick or the
other British provinces will continue on the old
footing. The lumber interest in Maine, there-
fore, will not be touched by the bill; and in all
other respects that State will in all probability
be as much benefited by it as any other. When
the railway between Portland and Montreal is
completed, the free commerce secured by the bill
must be of the greatest advantage.

Flour, in fact, is the only Canadian product
likely to come into competition with our own. Of
all the others—animals, hides, cheese, meats, &e.—
we shall export more largely into Canada than she
will export into the United States. The same re-
mark is applicable to corn, and indeed to most if
not all the breadstuffs, except wheat.

It is possible that in certain ycars—years of
scanty production in the United States, provided
they are years of abundance in Canada—we may
receive some wheat from her. But I do not believe
that the amount will even in those years (which
are very unlikely to occur) be sufficient to influ-
ence prices in the United States in a perceptible
If the importation, however, shall in such
extraordinary cascs prevent the price of grain from

degree.

becoming extravagantly high, it will be a pullic
benefit, by relieving the poor from the necessity
of eating dear bread. In years of ordinary aban-
dance 1 do not believe prices in the United States
will be at all affected by the importation of wheat
The production of wheat in the
Whenever prices

from Canada.
United States yields a surplus.
abroad are suflicient to sustain cxporiution, our
wheat finds its way to foreign markets; and in
these cases it is the price in those markets which
fixes the price at home. I believe it may be stated
as a principle that the price of a product, which is
exported in any cousiderable quantity, is regulated
in the markets of the exporting country by the
price in the markets of the country to which the
export is made. Our own experience proves the
truth of this proposition. In 1847, when we were
exporting breadsiufls, the price of flour in New
York, the chief port of exportation, rose and fell
with the fluctuations of price in the Dritish market
with as much certainty as the mercurial column in
the thermometer riscs and falls with the variations
of external temperature. This fact should relieve
us from all apprchension as to the influence of this
bill on competition with Cansda in the production
of wheat. She may send her flour to foreign
markets now, either by the St. Lawrence, or

I

? through the United States in bond under the act of
- 151G, allowing a drawback of duties in certain
cases. 1t enters into competition with ours in
those markcts now. The bill gives no new facility
or advantage in this respect, except to rclieve her
from custom-house formalities. 1 hold, then, that
the wheat of Canada can only have an influence on
the price in the United States in very extraordinary
! years not likely to occur, and in years of exporta-
tion, by competition with us in the foreizn market,
and that, in the latter respect, this influence is as
sensibly felt now as it would be under the pro-
visions of this bill. These considerations become
the more siznificantif it be true, as I suppose, that
wheat is henceforth to be one of our regular

‘

‘ exports.

‘What, then, are the advantages to be expected
from the propnsed free interchange of products ?
'The first is, to relieve the inhabitants of both
countries, and especially those on the frontier,

from the inconvenience of the custom-house in
1 respect to necessaries of common production and
'daily use. The next is, to enable the Cana-
| dians to export their produce through the Uni-
tted States to foreign markets without paying
duty at the frontier, and with a deduction of two
and a half per cent. on the drawback at the place

of exportation. The custom-house formalities seem
to have been « great obstacle to tlie use of our
canals and internal channels of communication by

|

the Capadians. I'rom December 1, 1~15, to July 1,
1247, we received from all the Biitish North Ameri-
can Provinces 929 bushels of grain of all kinds, and
no ﬂ.our, while we sent them more than two mil-
Du-
ring the previous five months we received from all
the rest of the world 209 hushicls of wheat and 34
cwt. of flour—equal to 27 barrels.  The last year
the Canadians have used our canals more exten-
sively. The rcturng are not yet printed, but I
understand that at least 70,000 barrels of {lour have
been exported through the United States.. Whether
the experiment will succeed remains to be seen.
Mre. CLARKE., Will the Senator from New
York state where he obtained this information?
Mr. DIX. I have ascertained the fact from
some statistical statements publisked in a newspa-
per at Oswego, containing the transactions at the
collector’s office. This information is given in an

lions of Lushels of wheat during the year.

official form in the annual report on commerce and
navigation teceived yesterday; butl have not been
able to examine it. From the source I have before
referred to, I learn that 50,000 barrels of flour were
receivorl at Oswezo. At Builalo the amount was
probably Tess.

The bill will undoubtedly lead to a free inter-
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change of products among the frontier inhabitants.
If, in the course of these exchanges, we receive
any Canada wheat for consumption, it must be in
the few individual cases in which the sellers of our
products to the Canadians are able to consume it
more freely. To a very limited extent it may
possibly reach a new class of consumers, who

will become exporters on a small scale, under this |

bill. For instance, one of our frontier inhabitants
who, under the proposed arrangement, can carry
half a dozen sheep into Canada without paying
the duty of forty cents a head, now exacted by
the Canadian tariff, and bring back as many bush-
els of wheat without paying the twenty per cent.
duty imposed by our tartff, will save between three
and four dollars in an exchange of products of the
value of twelve or thirteen dollars—-a monstroustax !
—and he may thus be enabled to eat wheat bread
for a while, instead of living exclusively on the
coarser breadstufls. This must be theonly effect in
ordinary years, when we produce more wheat than
we require for ourown consamption. We can take
rone from other countries, unless we consume it
more freely; and our increased consumption under
this bill must not only be extremely limited, but
of such a nature as not to interferc with our own
production. But these are very small matters,
hardly worthy to be taken into the account in an
estimate of large transactions.

Let me now test the truth of my position—that
we have nothing to fear from competition with
Canada in wheat-growing—by a resort to arith-
netical demonstrations. The population of Can-
ada is about half the population of New York.
Thatpart of the province which was once politically
known as Upper Canada, and which, for distinc~
tion, I shall still call so, is the wheat-growing region.
The Lower portion does not produce enough for
its own consumption. It always draws largely
upon the Upper. The least failure of the crops in
the Lower would be sure to absorb the whole sur-
plus of the Upper. If there were any just ground of
apprehension in respect to cur wheat-growing dis-
trictz, looking to general considerations, 1t would
be removed by the custom-house statistics of Can-
ada for the year 1847—the great year of exportation
for American breadstuffs by reason of the famine
in Europe. 1 take for illustration the most unfa-
vorable year for my purpose—the year in which,
from unusual causes, the export of wheat by Can-
ada was greatest. I do so that those from whom
1 differ may have every advantage they can ask in
the argument. The quantity of flour imported in
that year into Canada was about 84,000 barrels,
and the quantity exported about 676,000: the
quantity of wheat imported 562,000 bushels, and

the quantity exported 668,000 bushels. The im-
ports, of course, were from the United States.
The excess of exports over imports was 592,000
barrels of flour, and 106,000 bushels of wheat.
This entire export was probably to Great Britain,
her American islands, and her Atlantic provinces,
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Notwithstand-
ing this export of flour from Canada, New Bruns-
wick received from us, in the same year, over
100,000 barrels of flour, and Nova Scotia nearly as
much more.

The result of my inquiries is, that in ordinary
years the upper portion of Canada produces a sur-
plus of about 2,000,000 bushels of wheat, and that
a considerable part of this surplus is consumed by
the lower portion, including Quebec and Montreal,
and the demands for their shipping. In 1847 Can-
ada produced 4,560,967 bushels of wheat, and im-
ported 982,463 bushels, (including flour, and estima-
ting one harrel of flour to be equal to five bushels of
wheat,) making an aggregate of 5,543,435 bushels
produced and imported. In the same year she ex-
ported 4,047,366 bushels, making a balance of
1,496,069 bushels consumed at home. This is less
than a bushel for each inhabitant—probably not
more than half her consumption in ordinary years.
But the price of wheat being extravagantly high,
the consumption must have been greatly dimin-
ished, for the purpose of exportation, by resorting
to the coarser grains for domestic use. The statis-
tical tables of earlier years prove the export of 1547
i to have been extraordinarily large. From 1838 to
11843 the annual export varied from 50,000 to
H 350,600 barrels; butin thislast amount was inclu-
| ded a large import from the United States. It is

not probable that her export is essentially different
when there are no unusual causes to stimulate ex-
portation. Taking one year with another, and
deducting from the entire export of wheat from
Canada an amount equal to that which we send to
her, to Nova Scotia and to New Brunswick, and I
doubt whether there will be much of a balance
H left. In 1347, which was an extraordinary year,
H‘ while Canada o?ﬂy exported 3,984,?08 bushels of
| wheat over her imports, we carried into the British
"f North American Provincesalone, in the same year,
2,270,065 bushels.  While Canada produces less
than three bushels of wheat for each inhabitant, we
produce more than five and a half bushels for each
inhabitant; while she consumed in 1547 less than
one bushel of wheat for each inhabitant, we con-
sumed nearly four bushels and a half for each
inhabitant, notwithstanding the temptation of high
prices to export and to consume cheaper bread-
stuffs; while her entire product of wheat in 1847
was four millions and a half of bushels, ours was

|

|

]
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over one hundred and fourteen millions of bushels.

Against an export of less than six hundred thou-
sand barrels of flour from Canada in 1347, (her
excess over imports,) we exported nearly four and
a half millions of barrels; and against an export
of one hundred thousand bushels of wheat from
Canada, (excess over imports,) we exported nearly
four millions four hundred thousand bushels. 1In
the same year we exported twenty million bushels
of Indian corn and nieal, while she exported none.
The idea that a million and a half of people, about
half the population of New York, with a soil far
less favorable to the growth of wheat than our
own, can successfully compete with us either in
the foreign or the domestic market, and injuriously
affect production with us, with twenty millions of
people, seems to me a very idle apprehension. It
has been stated, on high authority, that the entire
trade of the British North American colonies, with
three millions of people, does not equal that of Con-
necticut, with only three hundred thousand inhabi-

tants. The morc numerous, active,and enterprising ]

must always have the advantage in exchanging on
equal terms. The very fact that we send into New
Brunswick every year at least one hundred thou-
sand barrels of flour, and probably as large an
amount into Nova Scotia, seems to indicate that

we might enter into successful competition with :‘

Upper in supplying Lower Canada, if all duties
were to be removed. At least our surpluses will,
to some extent, meet there.

Looking to the wheat rulture alone, therefore, I
should have no fears. But if we consider the sub-
ject in connection with the export of cattle, corn,
salted meats, and other articles, there can he no

reasonable ground to apprehend that we shall be |

losers. We must be gainers. Lurge quantities
of cattle and corn are now exported to Canada,
with a specific duty, equal to about twenty per
cent. against them,
thirteen thousand barrels of pork, and in 1347

one dollar and twenty cents the cwt. against us.
The removal of these duties cannot but have a
most decided influence in increasing the traffic of
the northwestern States with Canada.

It has been sugrested that the proposed measure,
by removing the duties onthe enumerated products,
will destroy the protection which those duties se-
cure to our agricultural industry. The answer to
this suggestion is, that the proposed arrrangement
is founded upon a mutual abolition of duties, and
that the protection extended to like articles of the
production of Canada will also be removed. There
can be no necessity of protecting our products
against Canada, when she ceases to protect her

products against us. But the measure will, in
truth, be of infinite advantage to our agriculture.
Canada sends few products to us; we send many
to her. 'We produce corn, which she needs, and
which she cannot raise in sufficient quantity for
|her own consumption. Her winters are longer
‘than ours; and, as the expense of keeping cattle
|

i
[
|
\

|
\

from autumn to spring is greater, she will always
rely on us for her supplies, both for the slaughter-
house and for farming purposes. There is now
a duty of ¢4 40 a head on cows, and seven dol-
lars a head on oxen, on importation into Canada.
The removal of these duties will be a great ad-
vantage to us. In short, under all its aspects,
this measure will, on examination, be admitted
to be of infinite benefit to our agriculture. It will,
in most cases, remove duties on our products,
which operate as a direct discouragement to their
exportation, while the removal of the duties on the
like articles of the production of Canada cannot
affect us, as those duties are chiefly on products
which will not come into competition with ours, and
are therefore not protective. Inaword, I can fancy
no measure more likely to be beneficial to our ag-
riculture than this. The highest species of protec-
tion to industry is that which opens new markets
| for its products. Inthis pointof view this measure

iz eminently protective; it is just, leritimate, eflect-
” ive protection; and if gentlemen desire (as I have
| no doubt they do) to advance the agricaltural in-
terests of the country, they ought to sustain it.
Let me now state a few further statistical facts
to the Senate, for the purpose of showing how
| little influence any increased interchange of prod-
| ucts with Canada under this bill is likely to have on
\ our aggregate exchanges with foreign countries,
5 The duties on merchandise collected in all the
1 inland frontier districts, commencing at Burlington,
|
\
|

on Lake Champlain, and terminating at Chicago,
. on Lake Michigan, are as follows:

o ForIsio. oo 457,818 55

| For 1846
| For 147

....................... 66,525 50
ceeees 66,019 20
5 71 per annum for

Making an average o
the three years.
Estimating the rate of duty at 33§ per cent., the
| whole value of the articles imported from Canada
"into the United States, and paying duty at the cus-
Il tom-houses, averages 190,667 13 per annum. A
1‘ portion of the duties was, in alt probability, re-
Y funded in 1847 under the law allowing a drawback

I on reéxportation of the articles on which the dntics

t

were paid. I learn that the amount of goods en-
tered at Buffalo and Oswego for the benefit of
drawback was greatly increased during the last
‘ year, as the rcturns, when we receive them, wilt
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undoubtedly show; but the amount refunded will
be proportionably increased, so that the treasury
will not be affected by the augmented collections
frora this cause.

Our entire imports from the British North Amer-
ican colonies In 1345 were of the value of about two
millions of dollars. Of this amount more than nine
hundred thousand dollars consisted of gold and
silver, and more than eleven hundred thousand,
including specie, were free of duty. The remain-
ing nine hundred thousand dollars are to he divided
between Canada, Nova Scotia, and New Bruns-
wicl; and from the nature of the avticles it is man-
ifest that the quantity received from Canada was
but & small portion of the amount. For instance,
fish constituted nearly four hundred thonsand dol-
lars of the nine hundred thousand; and this came
from the Atlantic provinces. The year [847 gives
nearly the same aggregate result. Our entire im-
ports from all the Dritish North American colonies
constitute a very inconsiderable part of our com-
mercial transactions with foreign States; and no
change we can make in our intercourse with Can-
ada can have any material influence upon them.

Notwithstanding this small import from the
British North American colonies, our commercial
intercourse with them, including Canada, is as
benefieial for its extent as that with any portion of
the world. We sent into them in 1847, products
of the value of nearly eight millions of dollars—
about five million eight hundred thousand domes-
tic, and over two millions foreign. The foreign
exports were probal)ly, to a great extent, sent
through the United States on foreign account.
Our imports directly from those colonies, the
same year, were of the value of about two mil-
lions and a quarter. The remaining five millions
and a half (deducting some hundred thousand
on foreizn account) must have been paid by bills
on England. A large portion of our exports into
Canada is probably paid for in this way. She
sends her lum'er and flour to England, and with the
proceeds pays us the excess of her imports from
us over her exports to us.

Dat it is only a small portion even of these ex-
changes which this bill can affect.
portion which embraces the enumerated articles.
Now, I have ascertained that in 1847 we did not
import of those articles from all the British North
American colonies an amount equal in value to one
hundred thousand dollars.  From Canada it must
hiave Lieen quite inconsiderable. The intercourse
this bill is destined to affcet is, therefore, not only
limited in its extent, but it is essentially local in
its character.
any quarter as to its practical operation, excepting

It is only that |l

No apprehension is expressed in |

las respecte competition in the production of wheat.

'I trust I have shown that even this apprehension
is without foundation. But if it were not so, the
! States on the frontier are those most likely to feel
the influence of the competition. Ohio is the
largest wheat-growing State in the Union. She
produces a little less than seventeen millions of
| bushels—nearly four times as much as Canada.
| Next in order is New York, with a product of
I fourteen millions and a half of bushels—more than
| three times as much as Canada. Michigan, in
1847, with a population not one-fourth of that of
! Canada, produced nearly twice as many bushels

of wheat. These are the States which should
“object to the free exchange proposed by the bill,
Lif objection could reasonably be madein any quar-
‘ ter; and yet they are the very States in which the

measure is most earnestly desired. Itis,in truth,

a measure which exclusively concerns the inhab-

itants of the frontier; and I earnestly hope Sena-
i tors representing States which are far removed

from it, and which cannot be affected by the pro-
| posed measure, will consent that the wishes of the

| parties immediately interested shall furnish the
| rule of their intercourse with each other.

T I have endeavored to show, Mr. President, that
'the Canadian Government has acted with great
ljliberality towards us; and that by reciprocally
| removing the duties on the agricultural produc-
tions of both countries enumerated in this bill, we
do no iujury to any interest, but create a mutual
benefit.

I was very much surprised to hear the Senator
" from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] say that theve was
_ 1o reciprocity in the proposed arrangement; that
 ““the bill is delusive. If it pass, not a dollar’s
“worth of any of these products will be exported
| from the United States to Canada.” The Senator
| could not have examined this subject with his
| accustomed care. Let me convince him that he
has not done so. In 1347 we exported to Canada
1 83,983 barrels of flour, and 562,553 bushels of
wheat, with a daty of about seven and a half cents
[a bushel on the importation; wealso sent her64,373
- bushels of other grains.

Mr. PEARCE. I will thank the Senator to
1 state whence he derives his information. I do not
| find it in the public documents.

Mr. DIX. T have obtained the information from
\1 he custom-house statistics of Canada, to which I
have referred, furnished at my request by the offi-
cers of the Canadian Government,

We also sent into Canada 943,280 pounds of
| tallow, with a duty of one per cent., (the very
" Lurge export probably resulting from the very low
+duty;) 23,000 pounds of butter, with a duty of
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#1 50 per cwt.; 1,153 oxen, with a duty of %7 a
head; 14,701 bushels of potatoes, with a duty of
ten per cent.; 49,099 bushels of apples, with a
duty of ten cents per bushel; 16,809 barrels of
salted meats, chicfly pork, with a duty of $1 20
the cwt.

The duty on sheep is nearly prohibitory. It iz,
at ordinary prices, forty per cent. Nearly the same
may be said of the duty on most other animals.
Now, I do not hesitate to say, that the export of
most of the enumerated products may be very
greatly increuscd by the removal of the duties upon
them; and [ am satisfied that the Senator from
Maryland will find, on a more careful examination
of the subject, that he has entirely misapprehended
the operation of the bill upon the agricultural in-
terest of the country.

And now [ wish to notice, in the briefest man-
ner, the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Vermont, [Mr. Pueces.] The effect of the amend-
ment, if adopted, must be to defeat the meazure.
It cannot be accepted by Canada. The articles the
amendment proposes to make reciprocally free are
hats, boots, shoes, and other manufactures of
leather; cotton and woollen fubrics. These are all
manufactured articles. The bill contemplates a
free exchange of certain agricultural products.
The amendment changes the whole character of
the bill. Itextends to a class of imports on which
Cavada must rely for revenue. It would be just
as unreasonable iu her to ask us to receive her
furs free of duty.

But the duties on these articles, though revenue
duties, are exceedingly moderate. They come
within the range of those proposed by General
Hamilton in lis celebrated report on manufactures

made shordy after the orzanization of the Federal |

Government. The duty on hats is 74 per cent.; on
boots, shocs, and manufactures of leather of wll
kinds, an average duty, I think, not exceeding 10
per cent.; and on manufactures of cotton and wooi
74 per cent. These duaties are not only moderate,
but low; and without refeicnce to the departure of
the amendment from the general policy of the bill,
it is unrcasonable to ask their abolition.

DBesides, the same duties are imposed on like
rroducts of Dritish wanufacture.  The mother
country has no advantage over us in this respect
in Canada, and we ought not to ask an advantage
over her.

It is quite manifest that the amendment must
defeat the bill; and 1 entreat Senaters not to give
it their support.  If the bill is not acceptable to
them, I trust they will, at lea~t, consent to mani-
fest their opposition to it by a direct vote.

I now come toan abjection to the Ll whizh Icon-

|

!
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|
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|
|
|
|
|

|
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|
|
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|
|
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siderit proper to notice, though Iezict to be under
the necessity of muking any reference to it. The
Senator from Virginia [3r. HuntER] terms this bill
a measure ¢“of quasi annexation, because the ad-

"“vantages which are urged asarising from it seem to

¢ relate to some such project in the future.” Mr.

President, if this measure had any such olject, we
might reasonably count upon the support of the
Senator from Virginia, if there were no other
ground of objection. It is but four years since
every Democratic vote in this body from the north-
erit, hortheastern, and northwestern States was
cast for the annexation of Texas. If Canada
should desire to unite herself to us, are we not to
cxpect the same uranimity among our Demeocratic
friends in another quarter? or are we to understand
thet anpexation is only to be countenanced when
it can be made at one extremity of the Union, and
to be opposed at the other>—that even frcedom of
intercourse s to be discouraged and repelled, be-
cause it may by posaibility lead to such aresultin
the future? I hope the intimation of the Srnator
from Virginia is not to e so understood. Ifit is,
it is well that we know now in what manncr our

cobperatior 1n the annexation of Texas and the
acquisition of Flovida is likely to be reciprocated.

Mr., ITUNTER. The gentleman from New
Yorl is mistaken if he supposes I urged this view
of the Inll as an objeetion to it. I stated the fact
without commrnt on 1, or intimating aither an
approval or condemnation of it. 1 said that such
must be its purpose, for that the Lest arguments
urged in its favor secred to be based upon some
such prospect m the future.

Mr. DIX. I am aware that the Senator did not
commeat upon the intimation he made, thoueh I
understood him to make it by way of olygection to
the bill. But T am happy that he docs not wish it
to be so received. While on this sul)jm:t‘, I desire to

say, that »o fur as [ am conterned, so far as con-
cerns those with wiom this nmeasure originated, 1o
sach design wus cven imagined unul it was sug-
cexted by those to whom it seems to be unaceept-
able. T bcliese (though I am not sare) this prop-
oxition came orizinully from Canada—{tram the
Iiberal party in Canada—though it was cordially
acquicseed Inon our side by those who supposed
they had a diveet interest in it. Amonz the first
by whom it was publicly suggested, if T remem-
ber right, was the Sveretary of the Treaswry.  He
has twice recommended it; and undoubtedly be-
cause he regarded 1t us a commercial arrangement
which would be beneficial to both parties.

I know personally many of the prominent men
I know they are stronzly opposed to

They

in Canada,
a separation from the mother country.
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desire union with England first,independence next,
annexation to the United States last of all. They
desire a free exchange of products with us, be-
cause they believe the existing restrictions upon our
commerce are prejudicial to both countries; and
they desire nothing more. What the feeling is
with the great body of the people in Canada, I
have no means of knowing. That they desire free
intercourse with us, there is no doubt. DBeyond
that, I know nothing of their opinions or wishes.

For myself, I have heretofore spoken freely on
this subject. 1 would neither be forward in court-
ing the annexation of adjacent States, nor back-
ward in acceding to it.

I would neither make
overtures nor repel them, without good cause. 1
believe we are lurge enough for all the purposes of
security and strength; but [ do not fear further ex-
tension, nor would I decline it when circumstances
render it convenient to ourselves or others.

Mr. President, this consideration has been urged,
and urged directly, as an objection to commercial
freedom between the United States and Canada. 1
have recently heard it from the anti-liberal party

in Canada, who are for new restrictions on our
commerce.

They are in favor of existing restrie-
tions as well as new ones, upon the ground that
free intercouse may lead to a political union be-

tween Cunada and the United States. The Board
of Trade in Montreal, in a petition to the Queen,
on the 18th December last, prayed for a renewal
of the discriminating duty on American grain in
favor of colonial grain; and one of the reasons as- Il
I
t

signed was, that the recent changes in the commer-
cial relations of Canada had led to ““a growing
¢ commercial intercourse with the United States, ;l
‘ glving rise to an opinion, which is daily gaining
 ground on both sides of the boundary line, that ‘:
¢ the interests of the two countries, under the
¢ changed policy of the Imperial Government, are I
‘germane to each other, and under that system “
¢ must sooner or later be politically interwoven.”’ ‘
Whether this view be just or not, I do not be- |
lieve the result is to be defeated in either of th }
modes proposed—by a continuation of existin ‘
restrictions, or by the imposition of new ones.
believe the tendency of such measures will be to
hasten and to consummate the very end they are
intended to defeat. Let us see if it be not so. Al
man at Champlain, New York, or Swanton, Ver-
mont, wishes to sell an ox to his neighbor in Can-
ada, livinz in sight of him, and take wheat in ex-
change.  On making his entry at the Canadian
custom-house, he is taxed 47 on the importation
of his ox. He brings back thirty-five bushels
of wheat, at ¢1 a bushel, and, on entering them

€
o
>
I

. U8,

I liament is in sessinn.

|vulm'em, (47 more,)—fourteen dollars tax to the

two Governments for the pyivilege of exchanging his
commodity with his neighbor, separated from him
in one case by a narrow sheet of water, and in the
other by an astronomical line. Now, I venture to
assert that these impositions will not Jong be sub-
mitted to on either side; and if they are not re-
moved by the two Governments, the inhabitants
of both countries will look to annexation as the
only practicable measure of relief. Sir, a hberal
policy is always the most wise as well as the most
just; and, I say again, that the people of the two
countries will not submit to such a system as |
have described—a system executed by an army
of custom-house officers on each side of the bound-
ary line, placed there to enforce exactions which
absolutely prohibit commercial intercourse, or to
filt their bags of plunder out of the hard earnings
of tlie frontier inhabitants. And I cannot believe
that those who advocate the doctrines of free trade
will sustain a state of things so utterly at variance
with their own prineiples; that they will be found
acting in unison with the anti-liberal party in Can-
ada, upholding commercial restrictions, which do
no good, against commerecial freedom, which works
no injury; throwing impediments in the paths of
those who are marked out by the great features of
the districts they inhabit for friendly intercourse,

|| and creating these embarrassments for the avowed

purpose of making them alien to each other.
Notwithstanding the opinion of the Senator from
Maryland, there is another consideration in fuvor
of this bill which I consider of vital importance to
We have earnestly desired, since the Ameri-
can Revolution, the free navigation of the St. Law-
rence. In 1526 it became the subject of diplomatic
correspondence between the two countries. The
discussion exhibits the high value we have attached
to this privileze. Indeed, we claimed it as a rizht;
and it was asserted as such by Mr. Clay in alctter
of great power and eloquence. The right was not
admitted by Great Britain, and the matter was
dropped. Dut there has been no period when we
would not have been willing to grant an equiva-
lent for a privilege in which, according to M.
Clay, nine States have an intevest. Canadais now
She
stands ready to pass a bill opening the free naviga-
tion of the St. Lawrence to our vessela. Her Par-
The liberal party, which is
new in power, is about to bring the measure for-

desirous of granting it without equivalent.

ward; and 1 am happy to say that Lord Elzin, the

Governor—a gentleman distinguished for an en-
lizhtened and liberal statesmanship—is in favor of
the measure. Its success is certain, if we do not

at our custom-house, he is taxed 20 per cent. ad ' decline the reciprocity asked for by this bill.
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When the Senator from Maryland said that the |
navigation of the St. Lawrence was useless to us,
he could hardly have been aware that ship canals
have been constructed around the fulls of Niagara,
and other points below, to connect the great lakes
with the Atlantic Ocean by way of the St. Lawrence,
and that vessels of three hundred and fifty tons pass
freely through these internal channels of commu-
nication. During the last summer, two of our reve-
nue vessels passed from Lake Erie and Lake On-
tario, through the St. Lawrence, to the Atlantic.
When our ships can go to Quebec by sea and
meet vessels from our northwestern States, there
can be no doubt that large quantities of the prod-
ucts of those States will be carricd, in sommer,
spring, and autamn, in this direction by our own
vessels to Europe. If this bill becomes alaw, 1
have no hesitation in predicting that vessels at no
distant day will be laden with wheat in Chicago,
Green Bay, Detroit, and Cleveland, and unlade in
Liverpool. Ship-owners, producers, all will be
greatly benefited by this free commerce, which
will have an advantage in avoiding transhipment
between the point of embarkation and the sea, or
the foreign market. If the result is to affectin any
way producers in the Middle States,as Kentucky in
the West, and Maryland and Virginia on the At-
lantic, it will be to relieve them from competition in
our own markets with the wheat-gyrowers of Ohio,
linois, Michigan, and Wisconsin; and I greatly
err if gentlemen from the \vheali'gmwing States do
not find themselves acting in divect contravention
of the interests of their constituents in opposing
this measure. In any point of view under which
the subject can be considered, the opening of the
St. Lawrence will be of incaleulable benefit. It
is, indeed, the only outlet of the Northwest to the
sea for vesscls of any magnitude—the only outlet
of this kind they can ever have; for with all the
facilities for internal communication New York
possesses, « ship-canal through her territory is
opposed by physical obstacles too serious to be
overcome.

I believe the adoption of this great measure—the
free navigation of the St. Lawrence—depends on
the passage of this bill. If the reciprocity it pro-
vides for is refused, we cannot expect that Canada
will grant us what she considers as a boon, what
we claim as a right, and what all must concede to
be a privilege of inestimable value. On the con-
trary, if the liberal course she has pursued is met
by an illiberal spirit in us, I fear she will be com-
pelled, in self-defence, to resort to her old system
of differential duties, and to continue the restric-
tion on navigation. There is a strong party in
Canada in favor of this course., I have already

alluded to the anti-liberal party. I have quoted
their recent petition to the Queen in favor of dis-
criminating duties on our products. Anpd, sir, I
lgreatly fear, if this bill is defeated, that we shall
‘put a weapon into their hands to be wielded to
our serious annoyance and injury. To with-
hold, therefore, a just measure of reciprocily, as I
verily believe, of mutual advantage to both parties,
| would not only be exceedingly narrow in policy
. on our part, but, like all selfishness, it would de-
U‘ feat itself, and result in a loss of benefits we already
l‘ enjoy. These benefits, as | have already shown,
“are—ﬁrst, ‘equal duties in Canada on American
.and British goods; and second, a market for at
1 least three miltions of dollars in value of the prod-
, ucts of our industry.
| Mr. DAYTON. Will the Senator allow me to
{interrupt him? The statement of facts he makes is
| important; and I desire to know on what authority
‘ he says that our manufactured articles are received
i in Canada on the same terms as those of Great
; Britain.

Mr. DIX. I state it on the authority of the
Canadian tariff, which I shall be happy to show
H the Senator from New Jersey; and I will add,
H that large quautities of our manufactures are car-
|| ried into Canada for consumption—iron castings,

coarse cottons, and a variety of articles sent from
the New England States, New Jersey, and Pennsyl-
. vania.

To these States the increased intercourse
‘ proposed by this bill will be of great imnportance.
| The prospective benefit (which we should reject
l‘ by a narrow policy) is the free navigation of the
St. Lawrence—one of the highest prizes offered
to the commercial enterprise of the country for
many years. It will also carry with it the appli-
cation, which we have always contended for, of
a principle of the greatest value in international
intercourse—a principle generally conceded in Eu-
rope, since the report of Baron Von Humboldt—the
right of riparian States to an outlet to the sea by
These
seem to me to be advantages which far outweigh
in importance any considerations of pecuniary
profit to be drawn from a close computation of
the number of bushels of wheat which may be
reciproca'tv received and exported; though, even
on this narrow ground, I trust 1 have shown that
we are not likely to be losers by the competition.
There is another view of the subject which, I con-
fess, weighs greatly with me. The liberal party in
Canada has been struggling for years to obtain the
measure of political and commercial freedom to
which they believe every community of men to
be fair.y entitled. Commercial freedom they have
secured—not fully, but 8o far as to give them the

the water-courses on which they border.
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regulation of the impost: political freedom, so far |
as to give the popular voice a control over all car-
dinal subjects of internal administration and ex-
ternal irtercourse. The first use they have made
of this partial independence of the mother country
is to tender to us the most liberal terms of com-
mercial exchange. They have extended to us
these benefits without equivalent. We have en-
joyed them for nearly two years with great ad-
vantage. They now ask equality in exchanging
a few agricultural productions common to both
countries. Sir, I should deeply regret that the
United States, powerful and populous as they are,
should withhold from a comparatively weak and
dependent neighbor a privilege claimed on grounds '

so fair in themselves, and so entirely in accordance
with the liberal principles by which we profess to
be governed. [t would be but a poor encourage-
ment to a country adopting our political maxims
lo some extent, and carrying them into the admin-
istration of her own commercial affairs, to be
driven from the liberal policy she has espoused
into the old system of exclusion; to be thus
checked at the very outset in her attempts to cast
off the shackles which she has regarded as the
greatest impediment to her prosperity, to be forced
to this alternative, too, by us—the country, above
all others, most interested in the establishment and
maintenance of an enlightened policy in govern-
ment and in commerce.
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