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COMMERCIAL HELATIONH WITH CANADA.

«v<;ryw!ien^ crulcavor to r,arry into rfliiict. Tlic- oflicial onnnciation of
UiiH (I(N'irino on Ix^lialt' of tli() ki*<'«>'^' oriental (tm)»in^ was an cvttnt of
H<;ar<'.('ly 1(>hs iini)ortaiuM', than the departuK^ of (JoIuuiIhih on his voya|;c;

of (liHcovcry to this continent. Certainly th(; ('anadians woiv inei in

thiH Hpii'it when tlic treaty was negotiated. If inst4^a(l of this fri<'n<Uy

poliey the IJnit4Ml States ha<l adopted towards them the illilMU'al eonrs<>.

ur^ed hy th<' (^anadian minister npon his own country, when he said,
*' W(5 must ke«'|Mnir (»wn trade within and ov<'r its own (rhannels asmu(;h
as possible,"' we, slionld nev«*r hav<^ <'(»ne<'ded to iM'r free aci-ess to our
markets for all she has to sell, and left open for taxation nearly all we
sell io her for her own use andeonsnmption, or p(>rmitted the free retnrn

of ]»r()dnets or freight to this si(h> without paym<'nt of duty, after liav

in;; passed over <!ana<lian railroads.

V\w first formidable opposition, stimulated by the popular s<Mitiment.

against the tr<'aty, arose from the fre(pient and short -sitrht<'d renun-
ciation, in avowal ami prartiee, of the |>rineiple of reeijjroeity by the
(*amidiaus. Not only did the Canadian minister commit this error in

his public utteraiu'cs, but, as has been already stat«'d, he endeav(uvd to

couiit<'ract the natural (itfccts of the treaty by laws discriminating
against us.

Ili^lu-r duties were ])lac<'d upon our manufactures. Laws were ])assed

to iM'evcnt our men^hants from selling to t!anadians merehandiKe
im]K>rt<'d from other countries, and to force busiiu'ss to the (/amulian
railroads and canals; aiul legislative enactuu'uts were passed, interfering

with the natural course of trade, and depriving our peoi)le of its just
benefits. The grievauc<^ was by no means theoretical. Under the tariirs

and regulations jidopted by Canada tlu' trade of our iidand <'ities with
her was <h'stroyt'd, manufa<'turers brok(^ up their establishm<'nts and
removed to tin* ])roviiice,and the trade of oui* Atlantic citi«'s with Canada
in imported goods was transferre<l to Montreal.
The belief, originating in these rc^asons and hehl by ('ongress, that

the sj)irit and substance of the treaty of Washington had been <lisre-

garded by the legislators of (Canada, led to its termination and the refu-

Ral to authorizes any negotiations for its renciwal. Nor have the Cana-
dians, in proposals submitted to Congress in lS(i3, or at any other time
ever oftered to make such additions to the free list as would fairly cii

out a system of Just exchange.
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CONCLUSIONS.

A treaty, if thoroughly reeiinocal. would include all the products of
labor on both sides, or at lesist i>rovide for a fair and equal exchange of
them. The party selling the productions of agi'icultur(5 and the forest

should nsmove all laws ju-eventing the sale of nianuftictures on the part
of the other, and under the present condition of our revenue laws com-
petitiim between tlui people of the United States and Canada can only
be on e<pial terms when duties equal to those directly or indirectly

exacted by our government from our own citizens are levied on importa-
tions the product of Canada. The same principle evidently applies to

the competition of the cheaply built and untaxed railroads of Canada
with those of our own comitry, which, through the tariffs and various
methods of internal taxation, contribute largely to the revenue of the
United States.

In the clear light of past experience our commercial advantiiges wouW
be fairly estimated in fixing the basis for renewal of reciprocal trade.

Nor could the well known fact be overlooked, that since the termination


