
COMMERCIAL UNION IVITfl CANADA.

figures of the tonnage emjiloycd in the fisliericH during the period of reci-

procity in Canada from 1854 to 1867, as compared to the tonnage onmloyed

in tlie cod and maclcerel fisbory during tlio last fourteen years from 1873 fo

188t), Tlieso figures are as follows :

Tonnage of vei;sels of all kinds engaged in tlie cod nml
mackerel fisbcries of tbo United Stares from I8r)4 to 1867,

Hv«'rage poi year, --
TomiMgo of vessels of all kinds engiiged in tbe cod and
mackerel fisberies of the United States from IriTo to 1880,

average per year, -

250,000 tons.

155,000 tons.

^re tbey safe leaders wbo are so blind to facts? ''There are none so

blind as those Nvbo won't see.''

Again :—In tbese Provinces lie -wonderful and most abundant supplies of

coal and iron, someoftbeui among tbe best of the coking coals; lloatud

into tbe harbors ox Matnrrl'rew Hampsliiio and ilassacbusetts, free of taxa-

tion, they might enable us to develoi) a product of iron and steel, and to

rival otlier sections of our common country in this art. 1 >eprived of tbciu,

Ave are 8ul)Jected to tbe loss, not only of tbo work "wbicli migbt bo famished

in their conversion, but we are being subjected in New Englaud lo tbe loss

of nearly all tbe heavy nuichine work in Mhich Ave formerly excelled.

If any State should propose to tax for its local purposes the coal used in

its furnaces, its factories ami its worksbops, Avbat Avould bo the rejnitation

of tbe men Avbo should make tbe proijosition. If tbe people of the Pro-

Aances, more beaA'ily burdened wrth debt than we are, subject to the dis-

advantage of isolation, of lack of market, of want of occupation, can yet

supply us Avitb coal aiul iron, Avhat would be the benefit of coui'nercial

union or of reci]»rocity ? Would it no be the same as the benelifc of practi-

cal annexation ? Would not eacb enjoy the benelit of the service of tlio

other '? Would not all thrive alilce ?

If tbe timber of Canada were within tbo limits of commercial union, and
were free from taxation, migbt not our own fonssts, on Avbicb our riA'crs and
our Avater supply now so much depend, be measurably spared? Might we
not secure at less cost a better quality and more abundant siipply ot timber,

without injury to ourseh'es? Will not commercial union, reciprocity, or

annexation give us the necessary supply of timber which the great wilder-

ness of the North offers us freely, only upon the condition that Ave Avill not

ourselves obstruct its use by taxing it.

It is bard to reason for reciprocity, commercial union, or annexation,

because I have found no argument against citber which vs'i 11 stand the

slightest investigation. If it be said that Great Britain would part wifcb a

valuable province. OA'en if only ib^^se provinces of tbe Donii ionofCauada

—

i.e., Nova Scotia, New Brunswick anu Capo Breton, were sold to this country,

thus forever settling the tisbery question, then I ask wbat i^ tbo present

commercial value of the trade of tbese Provinces to Great Britain as they

are, compared to the value of the traffic of the people of Nev/^ York and

Pennsylvania, by which two States Gov. Andrew measured their ])os-

sibilities? If in their present condition 800,000 or 5)00,000 people can buy
but little, because they can bud no marketfor wbat they have to sell, wbat


