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' FREE.TRADE, .
We have:often, been surprised that the advo-
cates of free, trade. in Canada, could support such-
a principle consistently with their profession of
attachment to British connection. So longas it
is found:necessary to.retajn restrictions in the Bris
llbh isles, 1t myst bp equally necessary to retain
them -in her Colonies.. .The principle we have

constantly.advocated was,~—that .Canada shoul;l,'

he: considered.and treated asa distant Province of

the: Empire,, with the same protection from’

foreign: competition that her felloyv subjects en-
joy in the Mother country—that the inhabitants
‘of -this.country should be encouraged to .produce
what they could- exchange with Britain for her
manufactores 3 thus givipg the most suit,able-andl
profitable employment to the.inhabitants.of both
countries,. according to.-their respective circum-
stances—the inhabitants.of Canada raising.a sur-,
-plus produce of corn, cattle, cheese, butter, hemp,‘
flax, &ec., vpon rich, fertile, ‘and unexhausted
s0ils; and the manufacturers-of. British towns em-,
ploying their skill and:capitaliin. the production of
such articles as- the:Canadian-agriculturists may
requize, and beiable to pay for with- his own,pro-
ductions. Apny laws that will have even a ten-
dency to encourage and extend. thissort of pro-.
«dugtion and trade,. will .be highly- favourable to
both countries; and, on the contrary, any ayatem'
-or principle that will discourage. this production, |
of wiit is actually necessary to.carry-on a healthy
and “profitable:-trade between Britain. and; this:

Province;of her-Empire, will undoubtedly check, ’
4mprovement, and, ‘prevent .general prosperity gn,‘

Canada, and will also be very injuriousto the work -
ing ¢ classes in the British isles. When nations will’

conse}nt to abrogate geneml(g all restrictions on: ‘
trade, we may be szmsﬁed that Eng]and will b& o8
wﬂlmg to éo 50 aa any other country ; butshe can- '

not do so m Justlce to, herse]f tntil theré i xs a ge-

nera] oonsent,to att upon this, prmcxp‘le. "Are we, ¥

o

yroud, aswe certamly oight” (o be, thal we ire;
: ’ Laws, Tuhc an~, :md G'xme L'xw\

a provmce of ihxs g'Ionous em[nre, arld de’«

vt et s T ' "v.’.

_here,. and-in the British isles.

¥

sirous that the connection should éontjnue for
ages to come? If we are so, we should be anxious

. that our laws and institutions should be as similar
 to.those of the Mother country as the circumstan-

ces, of this province will admit. It would be ab-
surd to advocate fiee trade here, while it would

.not.be the law in.England; and it would also be

a great injustice to the vast majority of the people
We never did ad-
vocate, and do not wish- that any one class should
be protected, of favoured -at the expense, or to
the injury of any other. We would rejoice to see

.all restrictions on trade removed, and the produc-
tigns .of the. earth and of man’s industry allowed
.to circulate: as freely as the wind ; but we have

always been opposed,, and ever shall be, to par-
tial, or a one,-z:ldcd ﬁee trade, that will allow

4freedom only in agricultural productions, while

there is ample protection -and encouragement to
all other prodt}cuons. The farmer is expected to
sell his proﬂuctlone wuhout any favour, preference,
or protection from, torun'n competiiion, to the very
pérsons who sell to him under ample protection
from forexgn compehhon. The great amount of
capxlal employed in the British (‘ommercxal Navy,
is amply protected, and aets as an indirect tax
 upon 1mportatxon>, and aﬂ"orda protcctxon to com-
“mercial interests, that perhaps few persons think
of This protecnon, however, wé would be sorry
"{o sée taken away, though it is one of the most
" effectiial protections to Brmsh trade and commerce,
and not by any meansin I’awur of agnculture. We
dq not desire, however, to oppose free trade, as
.agriculturists ; but as members of the great British
famn!y, we &oncéive that we should be perfectly
' contentto’ follow the e\amp]e of the Mother coun-
try in thxs and’in every other grcat piinciple of law
and government. When' we 2 desité to introduce any
other, we certainly do not sirenglhen the bonds
of Connection béiw een, us and the parent state.
Thcre are many laws necesemy in England {hat

are not reqmred here, at present, paruculady Poor
“but in
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