
DIFFERENTIAL DUTIES AND THE NAVIGATION LAWS. 1 CANADA.

As a proof that these discriminating duties impose heavy burdens on this colony in their
operation, it may be added that the amount of duty collected under them last year was no
less than 104,555. or about one-fourth of the whole net revenue of the province derived
through the Custom-house, a fact fron which vour meinorialists draw the conclusion that
the articles required for consumption are, in many instances, cheaper in Foreign titan in
-British markets, and that, tiierefore, Catiadian imterests are seriously comproîmised by
their operation in preventing a free resoit to the cheapest markets for the suîpplving of
the wants of the colony. But the amount of duty thus levied affords a very inadequate
criterion, taken alone, of the extent to which Canadian interests are affected by the laws
in question.

Your memorialists are of opinion that it is reasonable to assume that the amount lost by
the colony by the operation of these differential duties in enhancing the cost price of im-
ported goods, is fully equivalent to the amount levied under thema; viz. 104,5551. a suai
unierly wasted, as far as this colony is concerned, by the people of Canada being debarred
from going to the cheapest market to supply their watts. Your memorialists would ex-
plain that this arises fron its being cheaper in Many instances to buy goods in England
at a considerable increase over the price of similar articles in foreign markets, provided
that such increased price fali short, in any degree, of the amount of discrininating duty
levied on sucb foreign articles.

Your memorialists desire, how ever, carefully to guard against a misconstruction of their
motives in making these observations. They are far from intending to cast blame upon reo
the conduct of the mother country towards ibis colony. On the contrary, they acknow- G s r Secretledge, with pride and gratification, that they have a due sense of her love of justice con- .De-z 'n>e' a

ý Patc1
veyed through the dispatch of your Majesty's Principal Secretary of State for the Colonies, 38s ,; 6.,
of the 3 d of March last, in the offer to release us from the effects of the laws in question, 0 $r 'Pa r
so soon as the colony should nake an application to that effect, in a way which the Impe- lo,,î by the
rial Legislature could recognize as the well understood wishes of the people; and, there- Mns t 0fCm-
fore, your memorialists respectfully approach Your Majesty, to state the views which 28 r.o6
they entertain as representing the mercantile interests of this city. O- 321 4.

In the opinion of your memorialists, a more formidable restriction, hovever, than the P
differential duties alluded to, and one which entails incalculably greater injury on the trade
of ibis colony, it is now their duty to bring respectfully under the notice of Your most
Gracions Majesty. It is a question they approach with sone hesitation, knowing the
high national intercsts which it is held to involve, but the vital interests of this colony re-
quire that it should be brought fully under Your Majesty's notice; and your memorialists
rely with full confidence on its being carefully and dispassionately reviewed. They refer to
the question of the Navigation Laws. These laws are so franed as virtually to give an
absolute monopoly of the carrying trade of Canada, both internal and external, to the
British shipuwner, as the following extracts will show.

ist. Goods, the produce of Asia, Africa or America, shall not be imported into the
United Kingdom, ta be used therein, in foreign ships, unless they be ships
belonging to the country of which the goods are the produce, and from which
they are imported:

2d. No goods shall be exported from the United Kingdom to any British possession
in Anierica, except in British ships.

3d. No goods shali be carried from any British possession, to any other British po-
session, nor from one part of any such possession, to any other part of the
sanie, except in British ships.

411h. No goods shall be imported into any British possession in foreign ships, unless
such belong to the country of whic the goods are the produce, and fron
which they are imported.

Why should Canada lie thus limited to the use of 'British vessels? What equivalent in
trade does England now afford to compensate ber for such injurious restrictions? None,
absolutely none.

But your memorialists, averse ta employing unsupported assertions, or creating odium
against these laws by mere general objections, will select a few instances to prove the
fact which they assert, that they are bighly injurious to the commerce and welfare of this
colony. First, as regards external commerce: on instituting a comparison between the
average rates of freight current between New York and Liverpool, where British and
Amercan ships meet in open competition, and Montreal and the latter port, in which case
British vesselsalone are permitted to engage in the carrying trade, the difference oper-
ating against Canadian interrests is of sutlicient magnitude to excite well founided alarm
for he permanence of our prosperity, if those oppressive laws are persevered in. The
followving Tables show the current and average rates of freight at New York and Montreal
respectively for the past three years, shiowing an average excess of charge against Canada
of 3s. 3d. currency per brl. of flour, and 7 d. currency per bushel of, wheat.
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