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safely estimated fer a day’s work, 250 79,000 125,000

«‘Estimating the boat load at cighty tons, tne amount trans-
portable,a according to the foregoing tabie, No. 4, would be with
single locks 5,264,000, and with donble locks 5,240,000 tons.
In like manner, estumatm« the load at eighty tons, and app!y-
ing it to the sixth ltem in the forégoing table, the result would
be with single lock.s six millien, and Wlth do-:blc locks ten
miilion tons per annym.

~According to the present tariff, the toll upon coal, which is
the lowest article, amounts to one dollar per ton from Cumber-
land to Georgetown; amfsupposm«r one half of the tonnage in
the last preceding statement to be descending coal, that there
should be no ascending trade, and the boats alwayc; return
empty, the amout of tolls upon the first of the above statements
would amount to $1,632,000 per annum with single locks, and
$2,620,000 with double locks. Applying the same ratio of cal-
culatlon to the second estimate, and the result would be B3.-
000,600 with single, and $5,000,000 with double lockage.—
Each individual may judge for hlmsel{ of the probablhty of
the data apon which the fmeO'om:; estimates have been formed,
and vary the result accordingly.” To this comparative view
of the capacities of the Chesapeake and Ohio, and Eric canals,
exhibited with great force and clearness, your committee will
add the further consideration, that while the amount of trans-
portation uron the Erie canal, a large portion of w lnch consists
of the J)mducts of the soil, must necessarily vary with the:
scantiness or abundance of harvests, the transportation on the
Chesapeakc and Olio canal can only be limited by the demand
upon those mexhaustnble fields of mincral deposit, which have
~ attracted the attention of the whole commercial world.  And it
is mainly on account of the endless supply, ample for all de-
mands, that canals which are connected with mines of coal,
both in Europe and America, have yielded such ample !CtUl!H
for the capital invested. _‘

By reference to the principal coal canals in England, we wx!l
be enabled to form some 1dea_of the productive character of
such investments. ¢‘Coal canals,” says a writer who borrows
" largely from an approved compilation of statistics upon this
interesting subject, ‘‘coal canals have been mvarlablv profita-
ble in all countries, ofien exceeding in tolls the most sanguine
expectations of the fl iends of the Chcbapeakc and Ohiov canal.
In Great Britain, the profits on coal canals have varied from 7




