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it must obviously be across the frontier—we suppose he will admit
that,—and the J)\’xly at present levied on teas imported by the frontier
boing;l(’l p.lb.,—how can we be accused of * runing? it 10 a smuggling
point 2 »?

It is obvious, that the foregoing accusation required an answer—
obvious to every one, even to onr subtle contemporary himself,—yet
not a word of explanation has appeared. ‘The reason for this striking
omission our readers will have o difficulty in supplying.

N S

FREE NAVIGATION OF THE ST. LAWRENCE.

The following important Despatch appeared in the papers about
tho time it was received, in 1813.

It refers to a question of great and growing importance in the
economical arrangements of this Colony, viz. :—the free navigation
of the St. Lawrence by the ships of «ll nations.

We deem it advisable to republish it at this erisis, that the pub-
lic may be reminded or iuformed, from authentic data, of the
grounds on which Her Majesty ‘s Imperial advisers bave hitherto
seen fit to maintain the restrictions referred to, and which we, in
common witk Free Traders throughout the Provinee, as well as
the Montreal Board of Trade, have solemnly, repeatedly, and
eameostly protested against:—

(cory.)
Dowxixg STreeT, 29th September, 1843.

Str,—I have to acknowledge the receipt of your Despatch of the 7th
April, No. 7, with o Petition from the Board of Trade of Montreal, pray-
ing that that city may be constituted a Free Port.

I have to request you will acquaint the Petitiorers in answer, that this
application has engaged the serious attennion of Her Majesty's Govern-
nient, and that it is with mwuch regret they find themsclves unable to
comply with ir.

Observing that the Board of Trade of Montreal has, on a previous oc-
caston, preferred a siwilas request to Her Majesty’s Government for an
extension of their commercial privileges, 1t appears to me advisabi that
a full explanation should be communicated to the Roard of the grounds
on which Her Majesty’s Government are compelled to rest their refusal
of the present application.

The question which has been proposed to Her Majesty’s Government
involves considerations of great political importance.

It has always been the policy of thus country to cstablish Free Ports in
British North America in those situations vn nivers, which are nearest to
the sea, and not to permit foreign ships to proceed beyond those ports for
the purpose of trading.

In the case of Canada, Quebec is the port, which complies with this
condition ; and to constitute Montreal a Free Port, in the same extended
sensc, would be at once practically to give to foreign nations the free
navigation of the St. Lawrence for 150 nules through the intenor of the
Province, and to violate a principle which has been constantly maintamned
for the benefit of the Britich and Colonial shipowner.

It is important, howcver, to observe that the sole restriction under
which Montreal labors is, that which is imposed on all inland towns
throughout the Colonies, aud 1lus restriciion mouves of policy compel
Her Majesty’s Government sull to observe.  Wnh thussinule exception
of direct access to foreign sea-going vessels, Montreal already enjoys every
privilege of a Free Port, and these privileges ace of great advantage to
her in consequence of hier geographucal posiion.

By the 31t scetion of the Act3 and 4 William 1V, cap. 59, it1s lawful
to bring or import into Montreal by land, or bv inland naviganon, soods
from the United Siates which may be law fuily introduced nto Canada
by sea, from that country ; and by the 30 section ot the same Act, Mont-
real, as well as Kingston, is declared a Warcloustng Port for goods
brooght by land, or by intand ravigation, or naported in Briush ships,
Under the operation, therefore, of these enactments, there evistg no legal
impediment to British vessely, or 10 these of the Unsted States which ply
on the inland waters, proceeding direct to Monzr-4l, either for the pur-
pose of delivering their cargo for consumption on paymert of the preper
dutics, or heing warehoused. The only restrietion 19, that the direct
traflic with countries beyond the sea must be carnied on in Dritsh
bottoms.

1 have noticed a statement in your Dacpatch, and also in the Memorial
of the Board of Trade, that Kingston, T'oiunto, and Hanultan Lave been
recently crected into I'ree Ports; a statenient which would convey the
erroncous inpression that these ports enjny certain privileges winch are
denied to Montreal.  As regards foreign sca-going . Lips, the posion of
these towns precindes the pesability of any question arisng 5 the ad-
vantages wlich these peesess in the privilee of warehousing goods
brought by land, or inlan 1 navigation, are alsy posscssed elready, S the
fullest extent, by Montreal,

I have {0 obscrve in conclusion, that it iscomretent for the merchants
of Montreal to s o1t from sca 1 Briusl, ships into that port any desenp-
tion of goods from any port 1 the woild, and 1 like nanner 10 export
goods in British ships, though forcign sliips are restncted frein gong up
the River Si. Lawrence, beyond Quibee; nand tiat there 1s no objection
to vessels and eraft belnszgin 1o tiie Unied States of Americs vrocceding
from the ports situnted on the United States side of the Lakes e and
Ontapo, to Montreal for the purpose of deiinerimz their cargoes at that
port, for consumption, or for cxportation in Br.ush ships, or to be ware-
housed.

But to constitute Montreal a Free Port, ia the mast unrestricted
senge, for ail the purpcses mentioned in the Art 3 and 4 Wiltiam 1V.
cap. 59, and thus throw opien, not only to the vessels of the United States
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which are at present employed in navigating the lakes, and internal
waters of Canada, byt also to the shipping belunging to the sea poris of
that country, and of all other countries entitled to trade with British Pose
sessions, the unlimited rizht of navigating the St. Lawrence from the
Port of Quebee to the junction of that river with Lake Ontario, a dise
tance of 370 miles, and passing in its course for 250 nules entirely throu:th
Brsich territories, would be a proceeding so irreconcilable with the policy
of this country, that Her Majesty’s Government arc under the necessity
of dechining to accede to the wishes of the Board of ‘T'rade of Montreal,
on this subjeet.
I have the honor to be, &c., &ec.,

(Signed,) STANLEY.

THE PRICE OF FOOD AND WAGES,

One of the favorite theories of the English Protectionist was, and
still is to some extent, that the price of food governs the price of
wages, and accordingly that high food makes high wages. There
conld not possibly be a more convenient argument for the landlords
than this, since it goes to show that the poorer classes have little or
no interest in having cheap food, and that it is just the same to
them whether it is high os low. ¢If it is high,*’ suy these gentle-
raen fo the labourer, ¢ you get high wages: if it is low you get low
wages. What difference then does it make to you 7>’ These per-
sons, however, forget, or keep out of sight, the fact that there is
another clement which influences the price of wages, and_that is
supply and demand, In England, unfor.unately, the competition for
labour is so great that the question of the price of food has little or
no effect on the price of wages; and this is conclusively shewn by
the fact that although wheat has lately risen from £11 or £12 2
load to £16, £17, and £18, scarcely an instance can be cited of
wages being raised in proportion. The increased value of the prin-
cipal article of consumption has been occasioned by its scarci?;
but labour is not scarce, and it is its proportion to the market of de-
mand which governs ‘its price, just as much as the quantity of
wheat proportionately to the wants of the people.

This fact in political economy, which it has been so often at-
tempted to conceal, has just been admirably explained in a letter of
the lEarl of Radnor to his steward, which we give below. The
steward, it will be seen, had been keeping up wages on the grounds,
as he stated, that provisions were dear, a position which the Earl
very clearly shows him is untenable, and totally inconsistent with
the independent position which the industnious labourer ought to
enjoy. ‘The leiter of the Earl has been carped at by the London
Tumes on political grounds, but every one who considers the ques-
tion fairly will acknowledge that His Lordship takes a fair, rational,
and as far as the labourer is concerned, most prope. view of the
question,

The following is the letter :—

« Grosvenor Street, 27th October.

“ Mr. Moort.—T have just seen i the last Beading Mercury, a letter
signed “ Inquirer,” in which ¥ r~ad ‘= Mr, Moare, steward to the Earl
of Radnor, at Coleshull, informed Ius laborers, that, under the circum-
stances~—that is, I suppose, considering the dearncss of provisiong,—
although 1t was usual to lower wages at this time of the year, he should
continue to pay 10s. a-week.’

¢ I trust that the words in italics are nottrue. T hope so, not hecause
I object to your continning the wages therein stated, if you find 1t nght
to do so—that is, if the work done is worth that sum, and the men deserve
it—=but because, if the words ¢ under the circumstances,” meant, or were
understood to mean, ¢ congidering the dearness of provisions,’ you were
then aiding a most mischievous and unjust delusion, viz., that wages
ought to be regulated (or can be regulated) by the price of provisions.
The wages paud to the labourer (that 1s, the price of labour) must be
regulated, hke the price of any other article, by the supply and the de-
mand ; and af the employer of Iabour can get his work done (i. e., can
purchase the Iabour) for 7s. a-weck, he is no more called upon to give
10s, than he would be called upon to give £3v tor a cart horse if he could
buy one that suited hun for £21. If he gives i0s. for work swhuch he can
have done for 7s, the extra 3s. are charity, just as, if he gives £30 for a
horse which could be had for £21, the extra £9 would be 2 gift to the
horse dealer.  The charity in the onc case and the gift in the other may
be right and proper ; but no one has a right to ask lum for it, or to blame
Inm for not gving it.

“Ido not say that a man acts wisely in giving the lowest price that
he can get his work done for. I belicve quite the contrary ; just as I be-
licve the £30 cart horse wiil 1n 108t cases be cheaper than the one
bought for £21, for the latter requires the same care and stabie room,
and eats as much as the other, and probably will not do hatf the work.
In the same way, 3 man who works for 7s. may be, and is, 1 believe,
grenerally dearer than the one who requires 10s.  As an instance of this,
1 lntely heard of a farmer 1a one of the nudland connties who gave usa
reason for giving high wages that his rent was high, and that he could
not aiford to give less than 15s.—that is, could not afford te ecmployine
efficient men. But these things are matters to be considered by the
parties concerned, and to be arranged between them. Other peopie have
no rieht to wtctfere.

“It 13 sometmes &aid that a farmer is bound at least to give such
wages as lus Jabourer can hive npon. I utterly deny that the wages of
labour ouglit to be regulated by the wants of thic labourer.  If so, wages
must be regulated, not by the value of the work done, but by the circum-
stances of the labourer—whether sinale or marned——by the size of his
family—by ihe habits of lus wife—and the number of s children. Tho
consequences of this would be, that the unprovident, the dle, and carcless




