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tion. Taking this, then, for granted, viz. that Peel’s measureo
must pass, nay, 1s probably already passed, throwing the markets
of England absolulc&y apen to the world at the end of three years,
and tirlually open” from the Jate of the Queen's assent to the
measure, we contend that the premuses of our furmer article are
unassailable ; and therefore that vur couclusiun, which the Pdot
admats it would require no arzument to prove,” must be held
to be established; viz. that the 3s. duty in question 1< inoperative
as regunds prices, and hence superiluous, but nevertheless mju-
rious, as embarrassing and restricting commerce.

Far the suke of argument, however, we will suppose that the
new Bill in question does not vataally lay the markets of Eng-
land open to the world, that a seale sliding theoretically from 4s. to
to 10s. per quarter, but practically frum 4s. to 6s. per quarter, will

resent an effectual barrier to the wheat and flour of the United
gtalus; still we maintain that it is our iuterest, the interest
of Canada, to remove the froutier duty of 3s. per quarter. _And
why? Because it is clear that the surplus produce of the West
which would find its way to England, via Canada, were that duty
taken off, will equally find its \m{y to England with that duty on
it, by being ground in bond and forwarded to England as Canada
produce.  Hence the arzument fulls 10 the ground that the keep-
gz up of that duty will dimmnish the supply for the Enulish mar-
ket, and thereby cubance pnces.  That point being thus demol-
ished, it follows that nothiug - u Le urged in support of this 3s,
duty. Why then argue for i1, why attempt 1o mantain it, delud-
ing the agriculturist with the idea that it ss for his benefit? Better
reject it at once, and Jet hin hnow the ground he stands on—let
Ium know that in competing with his American rival he has no-
thing to depend on but his shill, industry, and capital. The
sooner, we aflirm, thathe knows tlus, the better for lum ; because
he will tum his wttention the sooner to thuse practical improve-
ments on which hs must relv for success, if he wishes to main-
tain his footurr n thie Enalish market. He will take care that
Government du their duty i furmslung him with roads, canals,
and such Lke, and that they provide him with sustable means for
cdueating his childien, thai they may be able to maintain a suc-
cessful compettion with the well-educated risig gzeneration of
the Amencan Union.  We agree wuh our contemporary for the
sake of truth, and nut for controversy; and we rely on lus can-
didly admitting our conclusivns, unless hie can prove our reason-
ing to be fauliy.

As respecis the differential duties, we are glad to see that our
contemporary agrees with us that they should be abandoned. and
also that the navigation Jaws with reference to Canada, if nut the
empire at large, shouid meet the same fate.  Is it not absurd,
is it not monstrous, that the Canadian merchant, miller, and far-
mer, should be sacrificed for the benefit of the ship-owner ? Is it
not monstrous that we should be compelled to pay British ships
6. per barrei for earrying our flour to’ England, while American
vessels could be got to do it for 3s., if we were only allowed the
privilege of emplaying them.  Our trade is paralysed, our best in-
terests sacrificed, by these intolerable, these moustrous laws.

There are vther puints wlich we would fain advert to n this
imicle, but we find that vur remarks have already overrun our
imits.

SIIALL CANADA RETAIN THE CARRYING TRADE?®

The question still continues to be put by every one,~Are we likely
to retain the Carrying Trade of Produce by the St. Lawrence? and
in all likes*hood, as is too frequently the case in such circumstances,
the commuity will content themselves with simply putting the
question, when all the while, by a little well-timed cogperaticn and
eaertion, iy might be contributing to give it a practical solution
in the aflirmative.

«Arewe likely to retain the Carrying Trade of Produce by the
St. Lawrence 2’ Some individual of a sanguine temperament will
at once answer, ¢ Not a doubt of it. Nature has not conferredon us
that magnificent river, with its noble chain of lakes, stretching 2000
miles from the occan into the inteior, and capable of floating on its
ainple bosom innumerable vessels—thus producingas it were beflore-
hand, for the setilers of the remote region of the West, a natural
outlet for the ticasures of the seil—for mere o.nament.™  Odiers
again, will reply asdecisively in the negative, while they enlarge on
the intricacies and eapensiveness of that navigat.on, and the supetion
advantages of the Southern rouic to the Atlantic.  But the greater
number, perhaps, will listen to the question perpleacd and anaious,
not knowing how to reply, but supinely leaving it for the futu.c 1o
decide.

Now there is nodenying that this isa most imporfant question,—
the most important perhaps that could be put affecting the interests of
Canada,—and further, it 1s not to be denied that some difficulty
attends the solution of that question, A gieat deal must Le left to
uncertainty in almost any discussion regardingit. The question of
profit or aamnlz}gc as hetween the trausit through Canada and that
through the United States, is so narrowed and equalized, that it s
impossible to predicate with anything like piccision which of

the two routes will ultimately carry the day,  And it is this circum-
stance which gives the question much of its importance, The race
is to the keen, and just in {:roportion are the cagerness and interest
of the speculators, and of those who are to participate in its results,

To ourselves the question evef™since it was raised, has proved of
the decpest interest. It involves a great struggle. It suggestsa
field on which rival nations are to fight, not by force of arms, but
peacefully, yct strenuously and energetically, for a cdmmercial
advantage. It will be a warfare of some continuance, for the ques-
tion is not to be decided in a day;and it will be the means of
mustering into action energies which, in ordinarY circumstances, lic
latent, and of implanting habits of enterprise and activity which are
the offipring of a ccmmon necessity. .

We are of opinion that Canada will retain the transit trade, just
hecause in such a contest shc possesses the greater clements of
strength, Nature has been lavish upon her, and art has no less
ministered to her success. She has at her control a splendid river,
and canals as splendid supply all the deficiencies of the navigation.

But while we are of this opinion, the triumph we believe will not
be secured without something to be done,—we should say a great
deal to be done.

In a question of this kind there is commonly some salient point—
some great if—implied, before anythini like an answer can be
vouchsafed. ~There is such a condition here.—1It opens up another
question. Success being dependant on cheapness—can produce be
carried to England more cheaply by Canada than by New Yurk 7

In the pages of this journal calculations have at differept times
been adduced, showing the relative cost of transporting corn by these
routes. These calenlations were prospective, that is to say, they
were based not upon the present circumstances of the country as
rezards cost of transportation, but what these circumstances will be
when certain contemplated improvements have been carried into
effect,

We think it has been shewn, that it is quite possible for such
reductions to take place in the cost both of our internal forwarding
and in our ontward freight, as would enable us to compete success-
fully with New York.

But here occurs the salient point of the original guestion, If
Canada is to retain the carrying trade, there must be free competition.
We cannot carry on a free commerce with hands that are hound. If
buying and scllingare to be exempt from shackles of every kind,
so must be exchanging.

Is there any doubt of our meaning ? We shall speak more plainly,
although but a <hort time ago the assertion would have been stigma-
tized as something like treason.—We MusT Have A REPEAL OF THE
Navication Laws!

In our next issue, we shall take up the consideration of this
question.

FREE TRADERS REQUIRE A REPRESENTATIVE.

—

Every day makes it clearer to our mind, that Tree Trade will
not prosper in our Legislature till the Free Trade party return to
Parliament a representative of their own; a man selected from
their ranks for his ability and character, and his earnestness in
their cause. At present, there is not a member in Parliament to
whose gunlance the great cause can be commmtted.  Mr. Cayley
is the only man in the ministry who pretends, or can without pre-
sumption pretend, to explain to the House of Assembly the nature
of the measures which the commerce of this colony requires for
its advancerment.  And he cither has not grasp of mind enough
tobecome a Free-Trader, or he wants boldness to avow his sincere
convictions. Nor is there another on esther side of the house, who
has wiven sicns of greater aptitude for the oifice,—one wiich
demands at this crisis the highest order of intellect, practically
and scientifieally trained for the great and arduous duty of reform-
ing the commercial system of this country.  The city of Montreal
should be represented by a man coming up to that high ~tandard ;
and heace one of the highest duties which the Free Trado Asso-
ciation has to perform is fo produce such a man. if they have to
search for him from one extremity of the Province to the other.
Qur present city mombers are certamly unswited for the task. One
of them pussesses no commereial knowiedge that can be useful
to the stute, and has very little weight, even politicadly, that could
advance our cause. ‘The intellizence of the vther, commauuds, itis
true, the respect, and deservediy. of all parties, friends as well as
fovs; but his opinions, candor oblizes us to confess, are on
many questions of an obsolete character.  The gentleman in
questron—the public will readily perceive that wo allude to
Mr. Moffutt—has had many opportunities of avowing his opi-
nwns on the great crisis which this colony unwonsalted lias
been compelled to enter upon, but has he aviiled himsel?
of any of those occasions I Has he ouco vpened lus hps on
the oppressiveness, the injuricusaess of the dufereatial due
ties which Mr. Gladstone actually stimulates the colony for-
mally 1o invite the mother countsy to repeal, as a simple act of
justice to itself? Did he rase lus voice for the repenl, the
total repeal, of the 3s. daty on American wheat imported into this




