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cither to buy or not to buy as he pleases, it mnst be his own fault if he
ever suffers any considerable meonvenieney from snch taxes.”

Forrria.—< Every tax onght to be so comtnived asboth to take out and
to heep out of the pockets of the people as litile as possible over and
above what it brings nto the public treasury of the state.”

AGRICULTURAT. PROTECTTON.

The following letter, on the subject of the dialoguc between two
Eastern Township farmers, which appeared in a recent number of
the Economist, has been addressed to the Tditor of the Sherbrooke
paper, who attaches to it some remarks of his own, in defence of the
particular protection referred to. U will be remembered that at the
time of the insertion of that dialogue, we differed with the
writer in the view he took of the subject, inasinuch as his argu-
ments, if carried out practicaily, would lcave the colony without
any revenue at all: and further, we stated what we conceived to
be the true objection to the Awicultural Duties Act, namely, that
whilst it throws a heavy expense on the community, it affords no
adequate advantage to the farmer, who pays out of one pocket in
various ways a great portion of what he receives into the other in
the shape of protection,

The Editor of the Sherbrovhe Gazelle defends the duty by saying,

“If our farmers were permitted to purchase thewr supplies from the U.
States, they would save about ene-half the profits they now pay to the
Montreal merchant ; and it there was no tax upon their houschold furni-
ture, agricultural implements, &e. &c., the extra price which they now
pay to manufacturers and mnechanics, in consequence of these dutles
would be saved them ; bui the farmers are willing to live and let ive,—
all they ask is reciprocity in trade.”

To thic we reply, thatin the taxes spoken of, the farmer only
contributes equally with the rest of the community. The Montreal
merchant  derives no advantage from the duties levied by
the Colonial and Imperial Governments; and he would gladly get
tid of them altogether, if the state ot the country permitted it.” He
is quite willing 1o submit to the rule of buying in the cheapest and
selling in the dearest market ; but not so, a portion of the agricul-
tural class. ‘They ask absolutely for ¢ protection against the
cheap cattle of the United States, declaring that they cannot sup-
port themselves against this competition.  And why cannct they do
so? The Editor of the Sherbrooke Gazelle would have us suppose
that it is on account of the Provincial and Imperial duties : bat let
him compare those duties with the duties the Amcrican farmer has
to pay, and will he asseit so then 2 Let him look at the new Ame-
rican Tariffy in which everything the fatmer requires is protected
by duties vanging from 25 to 75 per cent, and will he then assert that
the Canadian is wonse off on this score 7 But then the American
farmer is profected 5 that is to say, the American Government goes
through the form of keeping up a'set of duties which, if we are to
belicve the arguments of our farmers, are quite uscless, and which
we know have, in effect, proved pretty nearly a dead letter.

We are glad, however, to hear our contemporary say, *¢ Give the
farmer an opportrity to make Mis purchases free of duty, and we have
no doubt he will ! _ willing to sell his produce frec of duty,? for in this
avowal is concedid the whole question.  We are quite willing that
the tariff should be made as light as possible, and we hope the far-
mer will exert himeelf to see it done 3 buthe must not confound du-
ties raised for the purposes of revenue solely, with a tax having for
its object, not revenue, but to raise the price of everything in which
the farmer deals.  The one is a tax which every man alike has an
interest in secing paid; the other, a tax which thie farmer alone
has an interest in forcing the payment of.  When the farmer pur-
chases his bmadcloth or hardwate in Montreal, lie pays ho more
towards the government than the merchant himself pays, but when
he sells his cattle he insists upon adding to the cost price, a large
sum, which benefits the Government hardly anything, whilst it in-
creases the cost to the consumer, A< a revenne Act, the colony
would be immencely the sainer by doirz away with the Agricul-
tural and Wieat Daties Acts: which multiply Cucton-houses, and
help to cke out a sum of £30,000, paid yeatly waler this Tead in
one way or other 3 but the farmer, whn sees nothing but the amount
of duty raised to potect him, will not listen to ity and in this he is
encouraged by those who call themselves his fricnds, Lquiry,
however, will show him that these duties are inconsistent with the
general interests of the coluny, and that they must be abandoned.

With these remarks, we give the letter to which we 1eferred on

commencing : —
To the Lditor of the Sherdronke Gazette.

Mr. Fditor, Dear Rir,—I have trhen the hbery of enclosing you a
dinlogne which appeared in a late nuiber of the Leonomst.  his obyect
ia to prove to the farmer thathis protective dutics are worse than nothing
so far as the interests of agrienltare rre concerned. I nm induced to cail
your attention ‘o th s sul. et from the run thatas fast falling upon Cana-
dian Commerce, and al*houzh eacessive taxation is ot the only cause of
the {alling off of our tinde, 1t 1s one of 1he njurious clements of our pre-
sent commerainl syatem,  Monireal and Quebee Fave lost the grocery
trade of Upper Canada, anl the carrving trade of wheat and tlour 1
flowing in the swme channel.  Scveral mereanule houses 1n Montreal
row cxport (some of thew larzely) from New York and New Usleans.
Such alarming facts need 0 comn ent.

If the protcctive dotie @ »>re of any banefit to the farmer, there would
be sumcthing to counterbaiance the great mjuney donc to our trade, but
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these duties can never rule the prices of the grain market. Indeed the
matter 18 at first blush preposterons. 1t requires no exira gmft of perception
to discover thata colony on the northern verge of civil'zation i the new
world cannot legislate upon the gran markets of the earth, with any
valuable effect either to the colony itself, or to consumers of grein
gencrally,

The price in the market of greatest consumption will rule sales, not the
tox in Canada. ‘T'rue, the protective duties on fat caude make the poor
man’s food dear in this country, and dnve hun off to bestow Ins industry
for the benefit of other nations, where he can live cheap, and find lus loaf
free from taxation; but it can have no intluence on the pr ce beyond the
Junis of the colony. The intelhgent, shrewd farmers of Canada cannot
fail to perceive tlus, aud 1 feel confident that the day 13 not fur distant
when they will wallingly give up duties which, though calied protective,
realiy aflord them no protection.

Protective duties, on catile and grain, ave only a portion of an exces-
sive system of taxation, which is levied upon us in the form of customns,
and a3 the impost is not direct, it is not perceptible, but it 13 not the less
injurious or burdensome, w.

MUNTREAL VS, THE UPPER PROVINCE,

A letter on the subject of the Navigation Laws—in wkich the
course pursuesd by the ¢ Ecoxoart. T ?? is somewhat pertly called
inyuestim—appearsin a late nuwmnberof a Kinzston paper.  The
writer does not appear to huow meh alboat his sulyect, and s
deeadfully incousistent i the little e does say. Thus, he insists
that the repeal o ihe Navicmtion Lavs would 1ot reduce the price
of fieight, which, he says, is as luw as it possbly can be, consider-
ing the daugers of the paviation.  To use hix own words, “the
thing is iropo~sible 32 aud,af itisso “ impuossibley® what possible
harm, we woulld ask him, can result to the British ship-owners
from repealing the Navindion Laws? - If the title of that party to
the market is founded on cheapuess, aud not on monopoly, what
has e to apprehend? Protection esther mcreases the price of
freight or it does note It does, we say that 1t 18 neither to the
interest of the Colony nor of Great Britain to maintam it ¢ 1if 1t does
nuty the yicklingof 1t can do uo one any harm, and the sooner it i3
done the better.

But it is nut so much to notice the illogical arcuments of the
writer on this sulject that we took up our pen, as to refer to the
very bad temper hie displays when speaking of Montreal and :ts
progress.  Although we were not altugetner unaware that a soro
fechnz exists in sume munls m the Upper Province azainst
the ~tart this city bas taken, we could searcely suppose that it
could manitest tself in so ralid a manner as it fms done through
the lettor of this writer.  He tells his readers that all that Mont-
reali. ."gin the cau-¢ of Free-Trade is selfish—in aider to re-
tain a trade she canuot loug heep, and which, he rejuices, 1s pass-
ing fast from her.  He then goes on to say—

“T'he fall of Montreal, through the Joss of her business, will excite but
little sympathy and less of sorrow in the minds of Upper Canadians, who
have for years looked upon hier as the greedy monupolist of the profits of
their labor.  Of thus the proofs are abundant ; Ineed only pount to the
splendid buildings public and private, and her unprecedented advance in
wealth within the last few years.  Look, for instance, at that magnificent
cdifice now 1n the course of crectiun by one of the Bauks, to cost, as I am
informed, little short of twenty thousand pounds! Whence have all the
vast sums expended in public and private improvement been denved ¥
Not snrely from the profits of the petty trade with the nhabitants of the
surrounding country, but from the hard-earned resources of the scttie-
ments of Western Canada.”

It is reully (dudicult to conceive how any persen, claiming a
rizht to address the puldie throngh a new spaper, could have wnit-
ten anything so grossly idliberal and so unjust as the above.  The
rise of Mortreal, we need searcely say; resulted from natural
causes, aml has had no nore of monapoly in it than those
causes determined. Tustead of being reearded with envy and
jealousy, it sivuld exaate pride and satisfaction, os vne of the best
evilenees of aeneral prosperity. We never hear the people of
Mantreal complun of the rapid zrowth of Turouto, Hamiltou, &e.,
ot luok with an cye of jealvusy ou their neizhbours at Quebec,
who, this water propliccses, will -oon juherit their trade and pros-
perity. The trativis, all sueh feelngs are the result of ignerance,
amd exhitit a total wiacguaintaree with the tules wlacl, in these
days, vovern comacices We have frequently before stated that,
in advocating Free=Trade, we have m view no local mterest
wlatevery, but only adesare fur the interests of the Province at
larre. We wishito sce Canada what we Ldlieve she may be-
cutie,—tlie zeeat channel of the Western trade, and whether
that trade fieds its terminus 2t Montreal or Queliec iswithus & se-
cotdary auestion. Wien—in what nurileer of our paper—have we
cver elubiated a different feeling? Let the laves which now stand
m our way be done away with, and we care hittle abont the pasti-
cular poini of terminus, - We confess, however, that we take suf-
ficrent futerest in the general advance of the Colouy, to view with
safisfaction  every sum of maney spent in carefully embel-
hi<hing this city 3 but cven in this respeet oor techugs are locomo-
tive, and can travel as readily from the Bank at Montreal to the
New daket at Kingston, as they can from the latter place to the
improvements at Torunto.  We rejoice alike in all, aud trust that
cach city will Joug proceed prosperously to busld up what may

last for ages.




