Ma Epiron,
Your 16th query in }‘\To 3, enquires, whether any other, and
j wh it mode, has been tried for the amicable setilement of the dif-
{erences that have arisen in the adjustment of the respective
proportions to be enjoyed by the two provinces, in the revenue
answg from the importations, at the port of Quebec, than the ap-
powstaent of salaried commissioners, whose nterest it is to pro-
Jong the discussion, aod widen the breach ?
Waiving a direct answer, I will congider the question in the
Tight of an wvitation, to suggest other expedients for the accom-
plishing of that object. thar wich as may hitherto have been
tried or proposed. It appears to me that the simplest, the ea-
giest, the most economical, and the most equitable, mode has
been wholly overlooked.
Upper Canada onght not to claim more,vor Lower Canada
3 to expect she will be satisfied with lese, thao the real cquivalent
of the duties pa1 | at Quebec, on the articles which dre actually
traosported to Upper Canada, for the consumption of its inhab-
ilants, or exportationto the Slates. The idea that has been
held out by some; that the division of the duties should bear a
relative proporbion to the respective expenses of the cwvil gov-
erameants of each province, and oot to the actual consumpuon,
or population, 15 absurd, and untenable, and I will not waste any
time in combating 1, further thaa to adduce an homely maxim,
and to say that it is the duly of the government of either prov-
ince, “to-cut their coats according to their cloth,” and confire
their expenditures, within the bounds of their just and legal
revegues. . But why resort to an equivalent, an esimate, or a
caiculation of any kind, whep the real sum, is, 10 my opinion,
ascertainable with the greatest facility ? Let, upon each article
that has paid duty at Quebec, a certificate n the nature of a
drawback debenture, be given, upon its crossing the line ioto the
Upper Province, in viitue of which, the receiver-general of Up-
per Canada, may receive from the receiver-geoeral of Lower
Caaada, the full amount of duty uponit. To make it an ob-
Ject for the owaers of the goods net to omit entening them, it
will be necessary, that a small proportion of that drawback,
should be given to them, ten per centupon it, would I thiok,
answer every purpose. 'I'hepoints of communicstion, are at
present, very few, and a reveune officer at Coteau du Lac, and
two or three on the line of the Ottaws, as that poition of the
: couotry gets setiled and frequented, would be all that would be
\ waated, for there would not be, as in the case of duties to be
y levied, any temptation for avoiding a regular eotry; on the cou=
trary, the ten per cent would easure its being invariably practi-
sed.  Asthat ten per cent would have to go out of the pocket
of Upper Canada, 1t is but just that it should be the Upper Can-
adian receiver of the goods, and not the Lower Canadian expor-
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