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COMMERCIAL UNION.

During an excursion trip madle to Mon.
treal a few days ago by soie Boston
gentlemen of higlh standing, they hlad an
opportunity, when paying a visit to the
Corn Exchange, of expressing theinselves
as favorable ta a rnenwal of the recipro.
cit.y treaty. We own that we attach very
little importance ta such expressions
eitier frein idividuals ori froin menbers
of the National Board of Trade. It is be-
yond doubt that there are many citizeis
of the United States, chiely those egaged
in commerce, who would be very desirous
of aiding in the passage of any practicable
meaasure for extending oui commercial
intercourse. There are others again, who
seek ta bring about the separation of
Canada from Great Britain, under the
plausible guise afa commercial union, and
Lhere is too much reason ta fear that there
lire abettors of such a scheme among our'-
selves. We have been led ta notice this
subject, owing ta the circulation of a letter
on the subject of a Commercial Union be-
tween the United States and Canada,
signed "Wharton Barker," who addresses
George'Brown, Esq., as " dear sir " thougli
we presume, from the fact that he seerms
ta be unaware that Mr. Brown is a Sena-

tar Ot t.oiio tha bis knowldge
Canada iust be very linited. Mr. lha-k-
er's letter is dated PIhiladelphia, 23r'd -Feb-
ruary, but there is ne imprint en it,
lr is there anytling to show Chat it was

Srin ted in Philadelphia. The sentiments
aie very smilar ta those that have been,,
rather indtustrioiusly proniulgated by oui
annexationtists, who n aitin tain tht, the
United States are quite ready for a Coim-
mer'citl Unioni,' but will inever consent ta
reciproeity on any other teris. Such
declaratins having been made in advance
by Canailians, it is net a little suspicions
that they should be disseminated in the
forin oif t letter to a prominient Ctiiidian
politician, who was accredited ta the
United States Goverinent a lew' years
age to eidcavor te procure its assent ta a
commercial treatty. Ph1iladelphial is not at
place that lias ever lad inuch commercial
intercourse with Canada, and n'e should
have been iuchu surpirised at aite of its
citizens taking thîe trouble ta write, print
and distribute a letter on sîuclh aî subjlîet
had it not occurred ta us liat the Ceintenl.
nial Exhibition was held at PliilCdelplieil
and that rather a lengthened visit was
paid t that city by the Canadian arc-l
agitator foi' separation froiî Great Britain.
The letter to which reference lias been
madte lias been givei incrcased circulation
in rather an extraordinary mainner. A
imorniig contemîporary publishes a letter,
ith/eout a signattre, introducing 'Mr. Whar-
ton Barlker te the Canadian public as t
menmber of the International League and
a banker in Philadelphia.

Mr. Wharton Baiker' assuraes his friend
" Cieoigo Brown, Esq.," that there is niuch
ill-feeling in the United States, owing ta
the tarifl of l879 and the lisheries settle-
ment. The tai'ill'"liad an evident pur-
" pose ta force a modification of out' own

commercial policy in the adoption of a
" second reciprocity treaty, but the only
"result lias been to voke a threat of re-
" taliatioi for the discriminauinu dîuties
"you have imposed upon o epor.u'
We must coniess that n'e were at fi'rst
iiclined ta treat tjis Mt. Whaton Barker
witl soie severity, but, ait further con-
sideration, we could not but entertain
saine pity for the inforttiate man wlien
w'e considered that lie hald been made a
mer cat's paw by some designing mem
bers of our on community. We venture
ta afliri that Mr. Wharton Barker lias
never seen the Canadiant tariff of 1879,
but it was really unfair ta perpetrate such
a hoax ai the unfortunate man as ta cause
him. ta aflirm that it imposes discrinliat-
ing duties against the United States. Can
it be possible that Mr. Wharton Barker's
correspondents in Canada are ignorant of

the excpr'ession " discriuinating daties ? "
As lO the lishery dispute, as Mi'. Barker
termis il, there ought to be noa ill.feeling
about it. Canada does no now desire nor
has il ever desired to sell its fishery
pivileges eitlier for a mîoney a, any oier
c'nsideration. We reconunend the people
whoi enîtertain ill-feeling Ont the suîbject
to jet our fisleries alera. We doni't ask
free admission fot our fish into the United
States, but n'e do claimn tlat the United
States fishermen will cease ta moilest us
in the enjoynient of ou, own property.
Let us just imagine for at moment Chat the
Ainericanis hald valiable fislhing grounds
in some of their own bays, and then ask
them ta say candiidly whether they would
sullir Ciiiiciian lishernien ta trespass ait
themi. The fet is that the Americans
knoiv perfectly wîell the value of our fish-
eries, and wiere, in 1854, cuite raady ta
coisilie' themli a full eoiivaent for any
beiefits Chat wa derived front rec'iprocal
free trale, althiougi, in point Of fact, all
those benîetits accrued equally to their
own people. Hlaving had the enjoymient
of' thern for ipwards of ten years under
the treaty, ne sooner was it abrogated by
themselves, than they coenninced to
trespais systematically on the Canadian
fisler'ies, and iow evince ill-feeling be-
cause they have been matie to pay a very
îinad'quteremunerttion for privileges
viich the, wvould be inost reltuctant to

abandon.
Mr. Wharton Barker informe Mr. Brown

tha- the opposition to a new reciprocity
tieaLy.is mitchi more geiieral tlan its
friends in Canadta are inclined ta sup-
pose." Mdr. 1arker miy be in possession
of such inforination as ta enable him te
spealk on such a subjectt
but n'a ivould require saine better evidence
than we find in his letter ta induce us ta
thii, se. Whit we object to in all tlie
schemes Chat are suggestec for a Con-
mercial Union, and Mir. Baiker's is no ex*
cepLtin, is that there is no attempt te
tfotnn.late a plan for carrying the prinîciplo
of a Commercial Union into practical ar-
fect. All the difliculties are to be foinc inl
the de ttils, and ltese are not given. We
know that there is ta be a common tariff1,
and r. Barker most philosophically sug-
gests iliat the best way is" to lcavc alllesser
qiestioîs to settlc themselves." le doas
not explain or suggest lie " Ilthe commen
tarilI" is to ba establisled. One thintg is
tolerably clear, viz., that ne are ta throw
our fisieries into the bargain, bad as the
bargain is likely to be. We venture te
inake a suggestion ta Mr. Wharton Bar-
ker, but, as n'e have no hope that anything
that ne write will come under the con-
sider'aion of that distinguished indi-ia


