
ACRIt;ULTURIAL. PUIYrnCTIxG PLUTY.

the largo exportations of lwhcat front Canada
te fi o United States duiring two years.

We have sven in soine quarters a very erro-
rieous vtew of the principle of protcction to
domestic industry. It lias been rcgarded ns
xnvrely a truc on one part of the comnnnity for
the benefit of anoîlier, witioit any countervail-
ing advantage to the former. If this wec the
case, the priîîciple wvou1d indeed bce of dloubttflil
justice or policy, nlthough evcn in this caue the
objection would have but litti e application lu
the protection of Canadian agriculture, bccause
those who arc engaged init forîn ncarly tlîe
wholo of the conîunity, seven-cigitlis of tlie
whole population. Tîjereibore if their protec-
tion did operate as a tax on f lic otîjer part of
the community, without any coxnperisating bc-
nelit whatever, yet the interest of rte larger
number is to be preferred to that of thc anialler,
especially wvhere the latter is so inconsiderable
a part of tlîe ivlîole. 'Phere is ulso atiotlîer
difference bctwven agriculture in Canada aîîd in
England, that in lte latter, land is cliiefly refit-
ed to farmers, and as the excessivc coînpctition
keeps rents up to the higlîcst point ah wlîicl
the fariner cati manage to liye, any bencfit to
hum amounts ho, or is in tact, a benefit to bis
landiord, for lie constantly raises lus rents as
the prives of farînîng produce risc. But in Can-
ada there arc no rentvdl fnrîîs %wortlî mention-
ing. Every mani farins his own land, and there-
fore any benefit to agriculture is adirect benefit
to the fariner hiînself, instvad of to a ricli land-
lord %vho doos flot ned it. Therefore if thue
objection %vec valid, it would flot apply here,
wvhere we have no interest to set up agaîush the
agricultural.

But the objection rcsts on a mnisconception of
the fuature and ground. cf pîrotection to domcs-
tic industry. Ih is protection against forcign
comnpetition, and it is fou ndcd on this principle,
that it is for tîte conîîon national advantage te
havo cach separate national interesh in a pros-
Meous state, just as it is for tlue a*Ivanhage of

thie human body and of each individual iiemiber
te have every separate meinher in a hcalthy aîîd
vigoroua stahe. If any national intvrest bc de-
pressed, the deprfssion extends to every other
intcerest; but if it bie prosperous, they aluare Iliat
prosperity, bocause the better that branch of
industry is reivarded, the more of ils profits are
txpended on the othvr branchesý, and thus if they
pu by pwQtective dutice an extra price for any

article, tlîey reccive an equivalcnt tlierefor in
extra sales of tlîcir produets to tlîe producers of
tlîat article. If tlie extra îîruce catiscîl îîy pro-
tective duties %vas lîcarleci tip, ilîct the o.bjec-
tion to îlîeîîî1 'oîîld aluply; but wlîîle it is dis-
perseil abroail antI rettirneul ii vîîrious wvays to
the vcry hersons %vlîo pay it, by the increased
sup1 plies poîrclîascul by tlîose wlio receîvcd if,
tlic protection is not given for tlîe sake of tlîe
protected brandi alone, but for tîe coniîmon lie.-
nefit of tlîe %vlîole coi. .ntinity. 'lie only
exceptions to titis are, cater w~lîcn tlie protec-
tion izs excessive, antI tliereibre cannot give any
cotnîcrvailin- advalitagc to tlîc otlier branches
off thc national iiidustry; or %vlîen an attempt is
mnade to eounleract the lawvs of nature, by fos-
tering some euiployint to whicb tîte clîmate,
soil, or 'gcnius ofilie people is not coiigenial.-
0f tlîe first class %vas the late tariff of the
Unîited States; and of the second wvould be an
atteîîpt to proinote tîme growth oif silk iii
Canada.

Protection is îîccessary in tlie infancy of ail
States, or muodes of cmiployinent, in order to
enale titein t0 advancc wgainbt mat<ured. foreign
coînpetition. Ih is well îown that an old
ntç,rchlant with large capital and extensive con-
nexions, cati alîays undersell a yoting begin-
iner with but litie capital and ail bis connexions
to forin; and so it is with nations. flîen any
brnnch of industry lias becomne niatured in one
countîry, those %vho follow it can always under-
seli in the mnarkets of another country those
who are but bcginning to establish it there,
natural advantzag'es being supposed about equal
in the two cases. It is said, %ve knoiv, that if
foreigners were allowced to import their goods
or produice free, llîcy would purchase others in
exchange; but this argument is fallacious, be-
cause, altliough tîte foreigner iiîight purchase
one or tvo articles in uxehange for bis imnports,
still, the home manufacturer or producer pur-
chases ail luis supplies in the homoe narkect, and
the différence bvhwceen tluen is tlierefore as one
t0 five hundred. Tue truc policy of nations,
on Ibis hcad, is tbe saine as that of individuals
or families, naniely, to purcluase nolhing frora
others ltat tlîey cati produce thetnselves. The
exception to titis rule is ivhen there iî no nate-
rai, facility for producing, for if we have to con-
tend against nature, thon, indced, protection is
vain antd finpoiitic. Protection should not bce
made a hkind of hoL-house, te produce what


