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NAVIGATIO

N LAWS.

In our Jast number we adverted to some of the ewils which this
Province sustains from the British Navigation Laws, and the res-
trictions imposed on forcizn vessels navigating the St. Lawrence,
It is only by considering these two topics concurrently that we be-
come fully alive to their collective importance,  Thus, were Eng-
land to modify her Navigation Laws, so far as to permit foreign
vessels to convey to her shores the preduce of countries other than
those to which such vessels belong, unless she, at the same time,
removed all impediments to foreigners navigating our waters, our
object would he no nearer attainment than at present; and the
only effect would be, to diive, not only the produce of the western
part of the United Siates, but even that of Canada West, to the
shipping ports of the Union,—where there would be the advantage
in cheapness, which must inevitably flow from an enlarged and free
competition amonst the ships of various nations,—rather than to our
poris, where no such competition could exist.  On the other hand,
were she alone to concede the free navigation of the St. Lawrence
to the foreigner, without &t the same time modify ing her own Navi-
gation Laws, the inducement to our neighbour to send his produce
to a shipping port where he would enjoy the advantage of the com-
petition to which we have just alluded, would act as a counterpoise
to the advantage in point of cheapness which the St. Lawrence
would probably possess over the other routes.

Attempts have lately heen made by some of the press to prove
that the average cost of the transmission of produce from this coun-
try to Britain is not—taking into consideration the cxtra expense of
the voyage, arising from its greater risk, its longer duration, and its
other unavoidable contingencies—matenally greater than the cost
from the shipping ports of the United States.  Admitting for the
sake of argument—what we have certainly sufficiently disproved—
all that cnr opponents have asserted on this head, they cannot get
tid of this overwhelming fact, that at certain times our ficights are
extravagantly high, in comparicon to those of New York. Take
as an instance, and that by no means a solitary one, the months of
July and Angust last ; when the cost of transmission from Montreal
to Britain was six shillings, and from New York to Britain only one
shilling and sivpence, per barrel of Flour,  Fiom what cause was
the rate of freight <o utivsly disproportionate 7 Simply the want of
vessels.  How could this disproportion have been obviated? By
alln}ving the cnmpclilirm of the forcigner in our ports.

Now, we ack, 15 not the frequent recurrence of such a disparity
in the rates of freight in the two shipping potts a great deawback to
the trade vig the St. Lawrence, and a sufficzent canse for the pre-
ference heing given to that port which at neadly all times is crowd-
ed with ships iram all countriecs 2 But it has been replied that this
evil will to acertain exient correct itwedf,—that the rates of freight
in New York will regulate those in Montreal and Quebec. But

how will this he done?  Why, by diverting produce from our wa-
ters to those of the United States; thus ensuring competition at the
expense of our inland commnications, to the great loss to our for-
war-ung merchants, and to the material diminution of our revenue ;—
for be it ever barne in mind, that to the tolls on the St. Lawrence
Canals we look with confidence for a large portion of our national
supplies.  This is Free ‘Trade with a venzeance! This is a stretch
of liberality to which we have never arrived!  We are prepared to
go the lensth of encouraging a wholesome and open competition on
onr waters, and in our own harhours 5 but we have not yet got the
lenath of seeking to give an advantage to the foreign canals in their
competition with onrs,—of azgrandizing the foreign revenue at the
expense of our own,—or even of driving foreizn and domestic pro-
duce to foreign harbours, the more successtfully to compete with our
own! ‘rhese notable schemes for the advantage of the British ship-
owner—which, under the plea of protecting him, where he least
needs protection, in his own waters, have actually the cffect of
driving him to foreizn waters, to undergo there a competition where
he is least able to sustain it—we leave to his prewdo advocates.  1f
the British shijowner be not blind to his own iuterest, he will spurn
such hollow protection, ¢ which keeps the word of promise to the
eary and breaks it to the hope.”>  He will rely on the qualifications
he possesses, in his shill, his industry, and his capital; which, free
and unfettered, will enable him successfully to compete with any
foreigner.

Tt 1s donbiless verv kind and very patriotic of our Protectionists
to take the British shipowner under their fostering care, more espe-
ciallv at a time when the public voice in Britain 1s making itelf
so distinctly heard against the contivuance of the monopoly which
he enjavs, at the espence of the agneultural. the manufucturing,
and the commercial classes. It is certainly sufficiently amusing to
hear our Protectionist papers accuse the advocates of Free Trade
here of desiring nothiug shurt of separation trom the mother comtry,
for dating to advacate those principles which day by day are he-
coming mare widely diffused in Britain, and which niust inevitably
hefore long prevail there,  In this very paper will he found a Me-
marial from the Chambier of Commerce at Manchester,—that body
which formed the eradle of that Anti-Curn-Law League, which pio-
dueed so wondrous a revolution in the Butish commercial systemn,—
denouncing the injastice and tupolicy of the Biitish Navigation
Laws.  And is it likely that the efforts of that powerful association
will be relaved, or that they will cease their agitation, even should
the British winister shew himself indisposed to yield to their repre-
sentations 2 Those who enfertain such opinions know litile of the
spirit which animates that bady. Armed with the intelligence of
the people of Enzland, they are trresistible ; and as the CypbEss,
the Bricurs, and the other leaders of the Leaaue, overcame the
giant monopoly of the agiiculturists, <o will the leaders of the new
azitatinn most certainly overcome the monopoly of the shipping
interest.

We wait to hear the opinion of our Protectionist contemporaties
on this new agitation.,  Thevy who have stizmatized us as trailoss
for darinz to ask far a modification of the British Navigation Laws,
can scarcely app'y milder epithele to these who, in the mather
country, are contending for @ similar object.  Perhaps, howeves,
according to their ideas,

“ That in a Briton s but a cho'eric word,
Whach in a Colonist 1 ra<h biasphemy.”

Ta us, viewing, as we do, the modifica,on of e British Naviza-
tion Laws as the moast important question of the day for this Colony,
we need hardly say, that the attenton it is exciting in the mother
conntry is i source of the most heartfelt wratification.  The effeet,
we are convineed, will here be almost miraculons.  Those who
have hitherto steod aloof from us.—nay, have ranked themeelves
amangst aur opponents.—will ere long be found on our side : indecd,
we look for nothing less than the complete conversion, and return
{0 our anke. of our distinguished contemporary of the Gazetle,
Al the difficuities which the ingennity of his fertile imagination
conjured up, like phantoms, to aivizht us from our enward course,
willy, we doubt not, diseolve, ¢ hike the baseless fabric of a vicion,?
the instant the fial of the British minister shall Lave gone forth—
or even the opmion of any powerful party in Britain shall have




