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Titis suibjcet continues te ongross a largo
slîare of public attention. It %vas thought, by
sonie persons tlîat tilis tepic wvas uuerciy uiscîl
fcr eiectîoneering pîîrposes, but it is certain tlîat
thero is a genesal conviction iu the îninds eof
eur aoricuituriets, that tliey ought, te bo pro-
tected frein foeign couaipetitien in thc provin-
cial mnarkets, as \voit as iua. thir produco
admitted inte the Eng-lisu market froc et' diety.
IVo have alrcady expiainod <liat titis destreil
protection in the provincial market %voutu prove
to agroat extent nugatory, inasnuehc as ail tho
protection in tue iworlil %vould îlot givo lîiglî
prices iu pientîft semsons, and ive referrod for
proo tIcth nature eof tIe case, and to tie prices
ivhon a pretecting, duty was in force in Upper
Canadla. To the Inst it has been repiod, that
tIe argument f.-oin tlîose pricos is faliacious,
because tiiero wvas ne tproiccîing duty iu Lower
Canada at the saine tinie, and Ainenican pro-
duce was imported therc as lieretofere, and kcpt
prices downi te its own level. This romark
wvouid be correct if' the lîrices et' Loer Canada
atone liad. been rct'errcdl te. If the preof lîad
been drawn solcly frenu Luovor Canada, tIen
the fact that thore wvas no protecting duty there
at the turne weuld et' course oeoturn the argu-
ment. flut the preef %vas tak en frein th(, prieces
in Upper Canada witlî a pretecting ututy, and
theomfore tue rcply dees net touch thearguniont
at ail. There wvere ne importations into Upper
Canada frein any quarter, and yet tIe prices
wave se 1eov that, fleur %vas soid in Kingsten
mrnaket for les. Gd. pet barrei, and at that prico
fer accounit, net for cash, demonstraiing boyondl
contradiction, that a proecttîng duity is eof ne
avait in plentifili secsnns. iLs truc oeration
and rosi value is ira sasons et' scarcity, Mihen it,
enabies the fariner te obtain botter pricos, and
thcr-eby coinponsates hlm for tue deficient quan-
tity eof his produco. Suppose that iii ordinary
ycars ho growvs,100 busiiels of xvheat, and souis
it at5s. porbuabtci, itbrangsliunî.£to. Thon,
suppose in a fiting liarvcst hoe cati obt-iin only
300obushets; if le ceutd: soit this ut Gs. sd. per
kpsheJ, it wvoutd bring hirn £9s i5s., se that hoe

'veuid reccivo %vithin £6 5s. of' his ordinary in-
conte. But suppose that foroign importations
nowv came into play, and kept the prie c f wheat
doiwi to ri. lier btisfii, the fariner would thon
loso about £2o by the conjoint oeration of' a
failing crop and forcign importations. The
former wîthout the latter ivould not have in-
jured hum much, bocanso pricos would have
risen in proportion; but when the price eof a
short crop îs kept down to the price of a fuil
crop by importations from abroad, the fariner
coraplains that ho is ruinod by the system,
whîch liasx ne cempensating power te makoz
uip for dleficien t, quantity by botter pricos.

On the oilher hand it is vain fur tho fariner te
expect, by any system te obtain high pTices in
plontift scasens, lior shouid hoe oxpect thora,
bocauso the deficiency in prico is more than
made up by the surplus quantity. Suppose
that the quantity eof land wbich ordinarily pro-
dluces 400 busheI, shouild somte seasons produce
600, and prices %cre dowvn Io 39. 9à. perbushel;
the fariner wouid cati this a batd price, and coin-
plaintet' hardl dîîîes; yet 600 hushiels at f3s. 9a1.
wvolld produce £ 12 1lOs. wvhich is moure than
Ibis ordinary inconue by fifty dollars. It lepro-
hable that, the extra tabor eof harvesting, thrash-
ing, and bringing to maarket titis extra
quantily, %vouid equal titis difféorence, yet lie
would obtain at ail evonts ]lis tîsual income.-
It is vain for the faier te expeet uniformity of'
price, becauso ho cannat commnd unit'ormity
et'scasons. Jt'the produceof'ono ycaridoubles
tizat eof anothei, Il demand continuing the
saine, pricos wili naturatty fait noarly one haiS.
The onty way te prevent, titis is by storing the
prodaco ot plentifut years, agfainst year eof
scarcity, and titis but t'cw farmers in Canladaare
able te do. A protecting dutr wvould benefit
the farmer in semsons eof scarcity, and te impose
one %would bc a popular uncasuire, but in other
respects it wouid net answer the expectations
et* i ts supporters.

A doubt, las been expressed that Canada has,
on tho aggregate, any surplus produce for ex-
portation, but this %vaz sufficiontly provcd by.


