
COMMERCIAL RELATION'S WITH CANADA.

It wa.s a formal iiiovi'iinMit in favor of virtual, if not litonil, rociimKrity;

presenting to the world the example of two eonti^uoUH nations ahan-
doninfx suspicion of injury from eaeli other, and praetiein^in their intt'r-

eourse the best prineiples juofessed in modern civilization. Thii

omissi(nis in the treaty and its limited cliaract<'r led t<» its termination.
A brief statement of our commerce with the Hritish provinces^ and

the n*venue derived from thou before the adoption of the treaty, an«l

durinj; its deca<le, is necessary to complete a i)roiK'r history of the
sui'cessive changes produccjl in our connnercial relatituis by its ado]>ti<ui

and termination.

EFFECTS OF THE TUEATV ON THE REVENUE OF THE UNITED STATES.

The treaty led to a 1ar<>'ediminutiou of our revenue upon the northern
frontier. In l.S.")4, the last year unatlected by the treaty, the rev<«nue

upon articles incl(ule<I in the Ih'e list duriu;jf subse(puMit years, and
im|iorted from the ]>roviuce of TauHda alone, anuntnted to more than'
.^l,L*4.'i,t().'}, an<l from all tlic I'ritish provinces now included in the
domini(Mi, was !j«l,r)l*4,4r»7. Assumiu^jf this as a basis of calculation in

the (jrdinary mo(h* of computin;; an increase of revenue for the live

siu'cceding' yeais, the revenues would have been $1),2r)7,r)<S0 in the
;iooi(.nj|te, or $l,sr)l,r)17 annually. On further examination it would be
fouiul that the revenues would have increased in the same ratio during
the remaiiiin;;' years of the treaty. Ofdiial Canadian reports show
that in 1S,V.» the amount of duties colhM'ted by Canada on imports, thw
products of American imlustry from the Ignited St v\tes, was $l,S2r),l.Ti,

in l.s<;o !!<l,7r){>,«H>S, and iu ISOl >< 1 ,.")S4,S!H;. l)uri\vg these three years
tlu' whole value of property imported into this countiy from Canada,
upon which <luty was levied, was only, in IS.IO, $4.'U,r>.'52, in ISOO
$;?r)S,240, ami in l.S(H !i<227,S.V.). An ex.nuination of subsequent years
yields similar results.

The aveijifi'e amoiint of duty annually levied and collected on Canadian
imports in these three years would not exceed !$7r),(M)() annually towanls
defraying;' the yearly ex|>ens<'s of <'ol]ection and j^uardin^ a frontier of
inland coast six thousand miles in extent.

On a cl(>se examiimti(ni it would be found that a larj»e proporti<m of
the duty payin;;' articles im|»ortcd fiom Canada consisted of commodities
not produced in that country.

Total amount of flnty-prtyinj? articles

importod into the tjnifetl States from
C'unada

Iron, hardware, and salt not tlien pro-

duct'd in Canada
Amount of Canadian and other poods

charged with duties in the United
States

lf<:>6. 1857.

6(540, ;{7r>
I

|!()9I,097

1858. 1859.

503, 995 5:ji,oii

1*36, :J80 i 160,086

i!:]i:j,953

193,595

1504, 969

319,J)55

119,:}58 I
185,414

The i)recedinj>" statement demonstrates that during those years we bad
not collected aninially duties on nuK'h more than $1()(),()(K) in value of
merchandise actually produced in Caiuula, yielding:, on an average of 20
per cent., about 82r),(K)() annually. The following is a comparative state-

ment of the productions of each coiuitry imported into the other and
charged with duties in it, showing that of the i)roductions of xVraerican


