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. b, and a sarface six timesas great as that of the united provinees,
i #imay still bacome a question whether the decay of [lofland has been be-

i iwixt their siatesmen than the two pations. The people were engaged

.

large and increasing muhtitnde whom the competion of the labour-
market, or a restless sphit of adventure, anmnally discharg:s ou
the shores of the Atlantie or Pacific. The ardour which has been
kindled in the political contests or cominercial speculations of a free
and opulent state—the love of freedom and free diseussion—the in-
tolerance of detected abuses or shzhted remonstrances, or rejected
trade-—all these combine to people our distant provinces with a body
of encrgetic and active-minded men, whom couciliation and geod
government may cherish into loyal and enthusiastic subjects, but
whom spleen, contumely, and mismanagement will infallibly seur
into sulky and resolute rehels.  ‘The alternative is pethaps of more
consequence than many people think, It is 2 comman assertion
that one day or other the colonies will be independent of us, and
that it malters not how soon that day comes. We think that it
does matfer a very great deal.  We think that the addition ot ano-
ther maritime Power to those which already exist, or the annexa-
tion of a large maritime district 10 a Power which is already great
and every day becoming areater, 1s not a thing to be conteaplated
without some dismay. ~lowever sanguine the hopes of others may
he, we do not anticipate with perfect assurance the arrival of that
era when corn, cotton, and calico will cement the ends of the earth
tozether in peace indissoluble.  We believe that for generations to
come that nation will enjoy the most sccure peace which shall be
best able to dictate the terms of terms ; and that the most powerful
nation will be that which shall have the greatest amount of men
and shipping and the greatest extent of seaboard at command.  For
this reason, among others, we are anxions that the time should not
be precipitated which is to give the harbours of Nova Scotia or the
?:mks ’ol‘ Newfoundland 1o 2 hostile republic or a rebellious fede-
ation,”?

THE INQUIRY INTO THE NAVIGATION LAWC,

We notice with satisfaction that Mr. Ricardo has postponed his mo-
tion fora Select Committee to inquure tto the Navignuion Laws, till
‘Tuesday the 9th of TFebruary. There exists a strong premdice or
opimon mn favaur of these laws, and the delay will give the Ministers and
the members of the legislature time to reflect on their effeets, before they
say Ave or No to Mr. Ricarde’s propesition.  We projuc, at present not
to pronounce a dogmatc and decided apinion, but to imlicate some of
the poanis whih we thk require investigation.

These laws are rather of a politieal than of o enmamereial characier.
The object mmed at wae the defence, not the enrichment, of the
country.  On this #round Adam Snuzh, who taok an unfavourable view
of them commercially, gave them Ins approbaton. ““T'he defence of
Great Britain,” he says, * depends very much upon the numbar of ats
« saflorsand irs shippy 2. The act of navigation, therefore, very pro-
“ perly endeavours to give the sarloss and stupping of Great Bruamn the
“monopoly of the trade of their own comiry.” “ It isnot impossible,
ke adds, « that some of the regulations of this famons act may have pro-
“ ceeded from national animosicy.  They are as wise, however, as if
* they haday been diciated by the most” deliverate wisdom.” We are
not, therefore, pnmanly to try the Navigaton Laws by their commerent
eficcts, bt by their effects on the safety and defence of the conatsy.
The former are subordinate to the latier, and never have been thuught of
or cared fur when the safeiy of the State was endangered. They can
only be ennsidered asaficcung that, and can only brcome argaments
against the laws when that ss endangered by their commercial effier.
If these biws lessen our wealth, both relatively and absolutely,~lessen
our trade, lessen the number of vur shipe and of our seamen,~—then. and
then only, can we allow the commereind argamems suggested by Dr,
Sinth end other wniters 10 weigh against them.  Believiay, for our pave,
that thete 120 consisteney and hannony thronghoat Nature, we ghrink
with dismay from the assernion thet ws which diminish the wealth,
ag,zuen the strength and power, and irsure the <afery, of the nauon.

The ravigation act of the Commonwerhl was intended, as Blacke
stane saye, 10 chp the winas of our oputent and aepirive ¢ neighbours,
the Durch.  * Naonal anunosizy at that particvlae tune” says Smath,
‘wmed a2 the very same objeet whieh thie most deliberate wisdom woul
“have recemmuended, the diminution of the naval power of Haliand the
“only naval power wlich cond endanzer the secumty of Enaland.”
Relauively to England, aud peshaps postively and absolutely, Hnlianid
hassince that peried dechned, while England ha<nercased in trade and
power, angl the vvalry of I1otland 15 no Jonger ihe least 1o Le apprehen-
ded.  How far that altered reiation may aave besa brouzhe about by our
faugition laws,isone of the powmes whuch Mr. Riesrdo's comumttee
shouid investrzaze.  Mr. M<Cullorh anys, « that it mav be fanly doubied
“whetner the navigation laws hind the oficet of weakening the naval
“rowerof the Lutch, and of increasing that of this Kingdom.” Now,
Uis point is not one of mere curzesity, but of great scient:ific and moral
mportance, tending to demonairas either the harmony or the anomalirs
of the moral laws, ander winch nations as well as individuals live, and
viovinz or disproving whether the fudulzence of national animosity be
oineident witis the most deliberte wisdom, and may be relicd on to in-
ture naonal safety.

Admtting, however, that the Navigation Laws tended to ensure our
tehuve superiority to Holland, though it seems to have a much more na-
tezal, and we rejoice to say, n much more penmanent €1gse, i a sea-board

u\'ﬁcxal 10 England. Ifthere was a great rivalry and animosity between
e 1w nations m tie time of the commonwealth, though before that
Eurland aud Holland had been clogely allied, and had fought tngether
e bartles of exnil and rehgious biberty, it seems to have bren rather be-
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in ginular prarsuay, and entertmned sunidar opinions.  Those of Dieglina
felt the mcunvenmience of the Havigation Act,and i ane year after nt
was enacted presonted many peutions agamst i, Witlhun less than thirty
years after the Navigation Aet waz passed by the Rump Parhament the
two natioas were engaged in a war of self-defence.  ‘T'hrough the reigns
of Willkam the Third and Ann, they fonght side by side, and from that
tune, il the breaking out of the French Revolution they contained, ia
general, allies and friends.  How weakening an ally and a friend ean
have tdded to the nauonal safety is another of the points that the com-
mittee may investigate for the satisfaction of the public and the belivof of
moral science,

Iulland was not our only naval nival, and France, with her mare eox-
tensive court and her greater national resources, gave us, for wupwards of
n eentury, more uneasiness, and moie endangered our safety, than Hel-
lan-lin the whole of hier existence.  Whatever weakened the navy of
England, killed her scamen, an ! destroyed her slupg, was imumicnt to her
safety and her welfare,  Had the Navigation Act no sach effect ] In
less than two years after it wae passed, England and Holland went 10
war, and the Parhamentary History of Englani says that Aet was “¢he
foundation of the grand quarrel that sonn afterwards ensurd between the
republies of Brgland and Holland”  The Duteh were, unldoubtedly, in-
mred and annoyed by the Navigation Act, It harried the two nations
into war, and caused great destruction to both. It interrupted trale and
increased taxation. It cost us many ships and many seamen, and weak-
ened the naval power of both countries.  Aftera few years, they were
engaged in a war against France, and the navies of the two Protesiant
powers which had helped to destroy each other, when united, were not
more than a mateh for the flect of Frauce. In cstimating the cficets of
the Navigation Act on our naval greatness, the national quarrels it hag
excited should be mgidly inquired iuto, and then we venture to assert
that this indulgence of the national animosity will be found to have deawn
after it a long series of evils.

Although only ofa secondary fiature, the effect of the Navigation Lawa
in cripling our own commerce, and so deprivinzus both of seamen and
ships, onght not to be overlooked.  Dr. Smith has shewn that by dimin.
ishing the numher of sellers in our market, 1 dumnshes that of buyers,
und made us buy foreien goode dearer, anid soli our own cheaper, than of
no snch laws bad unpeded foreigners coming to cur markets—that it
tended to exclude us from the markets of Europe, aboundig m opalent
cuztoners, who had an abundance of good thinis to give us in eachange,
and foreed a trade with colonies which were comparatively poor and des-
tuiate.  Mr. M-Cuiloch says, “that so far as it depended on ue, Ilol-
 Jand, the Netherlands, and Germany, were virtually placed without the
« comamercial world.” ¢ In two years after thie passing of the Navigation
“ Act of the Rump Uarlianent,” says Roger Coke, wnungin 1671, « the
“ building of ships became one-thurd dearer than before, and seamen's
i wasees hacame £0 excessive dear that we have wholly lost the Green-
“and and VMuscovy trades,” To some clauses in onr Navigation Act Sir
Josiah Child attributed the loss of our Norway trade. wineh went g0
the Danes and Holsteiners.” TFrom the very year the act was passed to
our owh times, natwithstanding its high character and reputed advanta.
ges, there were some parties coptinually aggrieved by it, and in favour of
some 1t was contnuaily relaxed. Now, it was the Turkey merchanes,
aext the whale fishere, then the Russian company, and atlength the Uni-
ted States, afier they had separated from England.  ‘The wecessinies of
the case then cumpelléd the Lemsiature to suspend or alter the law.
Within oar own memones it led to threatencd retahations, and compelted
Lond Liverpool's adanmstration, from fear of lomng onr trade, 10 muke
considerahble aiterations in the law, and nezouate a number of reciprority
treasies, each of which sets asude some of the provisioans of the navization
laws. At lenagth it has become extremely lundted 1 3ts operation, and it
mav be doabted whether by the warchousing and boaded sy stem, wheh
permuts goods profbited by the Act of Navigation 1o be biought huther,
and warchousedd for exportation, its spirif, so far as insurmg a carrymg
trade to our own sinpping, whole has not evaporated.

Notonly its past clfects ont our comuerce require ta be investizated,
but 1ts present mode of operation. While 1 does not prevent foreizgs
shops from bnnwag faod juther to be stored up and wsed in France and
Ho.land whenever they chioose, 1t did prevent, until it was saspendedd,
that §ood beunz mnde avadable for our own peopie.  Though lying in our
granaries, and the people sufferng from wani, 1t was_necessary 1o sus-
pend the 1aw befors the food coutd he used.  Ifthe eifectsof the law be
ditizently investizazed, we have little doabt bat the resuit watl be to diasis
rare the hngering prejudices in its favour. These wiil be fouad 1n
harmeny wuh its milevolent origin. - The rewardsoff wislom have not
been vouchsafed in this case,any ware than i others, 10 anger and am-
tnosity. [t wall not tarm out 20 be anexespton to the great prinsipleaof
worals and poliuenl seience, and havingimpeded our commeree, will aiso

ont a close examnation be proved to have diminizhed our naval power.
Of all lawsg, that one shoutd he most abhorrent to froe traders, which un-
disguisediy Bttempis 10 ram an achive ad opulent custoler.
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THE USURY LAWS.

——

We copy the following from the Dilat, the Editor of which paper has
always been a conzistent opponent of our Usury Laws.—

“« "The public wan farts to convince them of the evila resultng from
the Usaury Laws. ‘They are notorivusly inoperative 1o keep down the
rate of interest ; all their tendeney is the otier way, The French Cana-
dians saffer most severely from them, and yet their reproseniatives do not
seem mchncd to consent to their repeal. We have been assured that
usurious wmiterestis taken constanly m the rural districts.  Qur present
obyect 18 to assist the Lcononust with another fact, A fow weeka ago
an mdividaz] obtuired from a gentleman in this cutv,’of the most undoubtrd
responsibility, six notes of hand for £125 each, at 3,6, 9,12, 13 and 18
months. T'he short note was cashed without difficuky, but the other five




