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ing of hostility to Britain. Of course, I cannot plcdge myself for others; but if I

beiieved it possible to tnaintain thc existing connection, and at the same time had a

reasonablo nopa that our country would not thereby be doomed to poverty and ruin,

I for one would oppose what I now advocate—a poacoablo and friendly severment

of the political connexion between Canada and England, and annoxation to the

United States. We are told by thoso who hâve protested against thd address, that

the evils we complain of may be overcorne by législative enaetments. Do they tell

us, in their wisdom, what those législative enaetments are to be ? No, that is left to

fancy. But we are assailed and condemned in strong language, and niisrepresentod by

those who dare not, while condemning, submit our address for the considération of

their own partisans and supporters. On looking over the list of signera to the protest,

we discover among the few well known names which appcar therein, tho salaried

ofHceJS of Government, a number oi their clerks and dependents, sorae twenty or

thirty known monopolists and protectionists, with five or six names, hitherto the

strenuotts advocates of free trade. He might lemark upon the equivocating phrase-

ology of the prottst, but he did not corne hère to condemn or abuse others—our

objent is rather to invite argument—by organising an association which will

submit to the farmers, mechanics, merchants and traders of Canada the reasons

for advocating annexation, and leare them to détermine whether the arguments are

worthy of their support or not. It is admitted, 1 may almost say at ail hands,

that Canada must erentually form a portion of the Oreat American Republic,, -that

it is a mère question of time ; but is said by those who assume to be exclusirely loyal,

that we ought, before mootin^ the question to exhaust every argument—makè everj

effort to induce Oreat Britam to return to her Protectire rolicy. Some, aiso, affect

to beliere England, may by threats and fear of losing the Canadas be indoced to

return to her exploded system—they flatter themselves she will, for the benefii of the

people of Canada, again enact Corn Laws ; and again consign her working millions

to the starvation from which they hâve Utterly escaped by the repeaî of those odioui

lawd ^laws which ground the labouring classes to abject misery, to inorease the

Revenues of a landed ariotocracy. There may be some who déplore the abrogation

of the Corn Laws of England—he trusted there were few in Canada. The industrial

clanes on this Continent, thank Ood, are not yel so debased, as to rejoice at, or seek

to impose, a protectire tax on the food of the poorer classes of England, eVen if it

<lid aavantage Canada. I believe, moreorer, it is the heigbt of foUy to expeot protec-

tion ; and I oeliere, aiso, that no statesman in England would hazard the conséquences,

or assume thc responsibility, of imposiiig again, a tax upon the food of the people of

Britain, who, for the last 18 months hare been quiet, contented, and comparatirelj

bappy, even surrounded and excited, as they were, by the Rerolutions of Europe.
During that period, the great mass of her population hare cnjoyed the adrantages of
free trade in provisions ; will her masses consent quietly to starve again ? I think not,

eren though it might increase the Revenues of the Landlords of England or benefit

1,600,000 Colonists in Canada—Much bas been said on the subject of the récent repeal
of the navigation laws—that the changes incidental to that net of justice to this coK>ny
will be important, I hare no doubt—it will relieve us from the monopolising tax of the
British ship owner—and we shall, in ail probability, by that change, be enabied to

send our flour and timber to England at naïf the charge hitherto exacted from us ; but
the change we adrocate présents something even better, (which is, a better market
near at hand), a market to which the cost of transport is not a quarter of what, under
the change anticipated, even with the repeal of the navigation laws, it will be to send
our produce to Oreat Britain. We hâve immediately upon our borders, a people
anxious for an uurestricted intercourse with us—he meant the people of Vermont,
New York, Main, Massachusetts, and New Hampshirc—they want our wheat and
flour, our timber and other products ; but they belong to the great cunfederacy of 2'i

millions, and cannot receive our products unless we pay a duty of 2C per oeut thereon
into the treaaury of tho United Statos ; consequently, we are deprived of our best
market—and, until we arc annexcd, we must pay that tax in support of the great
Republic, for the honor of being connectcd with Great Britain. It is notorious that
wheat, which is selling at Toronto for Ss. 9d., is, across the Une, worth over 5s. per
bushel. In Montréal, a barrel of the best superfine flour is worth 20s. 6d. ; across
the Une it is worth 2Çs. Our farmers are selling their oats at Is. the minot ; at Bur-
Ungton they are worth 3(}o. Peas, auother considérable p Jttion of the product of our
farmers, are in Canada to be purchascd at 2s. ; they are worth, in New York, 76c. or
80c. la it reasonable then that the farmers of Canada are to be deprived of the


