354

TIIE TRADE REVIEW AND INTERCOLONIAL JOURNAL OF COMMERCE.

CROWN LANDS OF NEW BRUNSWICK.

P HE sixth annual repnrt of the Crown Lands De-

l partment of New Brunawick has been {ssued, and
while we can only como to tho conclusion that Rreat
laxity, to say the least, has chargacterized the mauage.
nient of the public domain in time past, yet we gather
frotn this report that a very material Improvement has
been mado in the admini- tration of the departinent.
and 82mo yaluable cuggestions are made for future
guidance The cemparative weeipts of the depart.
ment for the flseal year ending the 31t October,
stand as follow
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jo tius may be added the amuunt recersed for ex-

port auiy, which an tews vae Suodde vi, tnking the
tutas revenue dern ed truin the pubie lnnds 310,620 13
160 Surveyor-Leneral remsrhs vn the Jarge ativunt
ot the outstanding balances due the Ltuviuce, which
on the 31st October, amounted to the very large sum
of $129,75522  He recornmendsthat measures bo taken
for reaiisingg, As fast as possible, or, fating that, that
the grauts should ve cancelied, 1t appears that the
quantity of ungranted land yet remaming in tho Yro-
vinee I8 7,672,773 acres—but there ia probably aimost
as much more 1u the hunds of pnvate wndividunls not
under cultivation. The first thing that strikes oue on
reading the report, s tho disproportion between the
monoy recaived on account of timber and lumber and
that for the actual sale of tho Iand, which, it may be
presumed, are taken for actual settlement, and tins
disproportion 13 more apparent wheu tho ridiculousiy
1ow price at which lumber permits are granted is taken
into consideration  Tho upset rato of mileage on tim-
ber berths 1s four dollars per square mile, and the Sur-
veyor-General Justly remarks — 1 am otopinion that
it is shill far too low, and that a cunsiderable in-
¢ ¢reaso 1 the rate might certainly be required for the
« priviloge of cutting and carrying away fora whole
o year. whatescrquantity, bowever great the licensee
« may be able to find growing on six hundred and
« forty acres of land *  An upset price of, say, $10 per
+¢ gquare mile would only increaso the averago rate
+« ot stumpage to about 1lc. per M. and §25 per square
«mte, OF 1o times the present rate, would only in-
« erease the stumpage to abuut 27¢. per M. A very
«« jow rate stith, comparatively, when 1t s consadered
o ghat 75¢ per M oon spruce, and $1 to $2 per ton on
+ pinte, 15 recesved by the uwaers of private property.
s o @ [yayargued that tho tuo favourable terms
o on which hcenses can be got frum the Crown, in-
o duces waste and over production. I believe, for
o there reasons, that aconsiderablo increase in the rate
«of milgage, without anterference with the expurt
o duty, is adviable, and would produco a far larger
« revenue without 1n any way injuriously affecting the
«trade, - Ve think there can be no doubt of the
correctness of theso views, and if acted upon, New
Brunswick will assuredly be enavled todernve 2 hand-
some revenuc from hier timber lands for many years to
come, Tho differencen the amount receved for lum-
Ver licenses, and fur land sold to settlers, is, however,
partly explained by the fact of a system of paying for
lands bv labor on the roads pas«ing through them
having beenantroduced, but w3, after all, prancipaily
owig tothe insigniticant amount of immugrationwhich
hias hithierto tound it way into the Province. New
Rrunswick has never been afavorite ticid torimmgra.
tion; anidea of the excessive severity of the climate
lizsbeen prevaleat, and its pre-cmunent healthfulness,
and the fertility ¢f the soil of the interior has been
overlooked. Yet there are few places in America, at
1east, where the tiller of the soil meets with a surer re-
turn for his Iabor, andats cababihities for raising stock
and for the cultivation of root crops, are unfurpassed.
The provisions of this « Labor Act'’ to which we bave
referred may bo briefly stated as follows :—Settlers by
«Jabour” are merely required to do work in inaking
their own roads to the extent of sixty dollars for 100
acres, (winch is the Jargest quantity allowed to be
purchased under tins arrangement,) and pay tho tri-
fling sum of threo doilars in addition to the Commis-
sioner who superintends the fabor, and renders an ac-
count to the Government. The “ graat,” or titlo from
the Crown, then isaues, a8 soon as it {3 certified that
the party has resided at least one year on his lot, and
cleared and cultivated pot less than flve acres thercof.
Notwithstanding theszo favorable conditions, we find
that oniy 449 persons applied and obtained approvais

to sottlo under the ¢ Act,’’ but it I3 satisfactory to
know that in nimost every instanco settlors under tho
* Labour Act* have been successful—and one sottle-
ment {s mentioned fn which 4,000 acres aro under
cultivation, which six years ago was altogether un-
known except to lumbermen.

THE BOOT ON THE WRONG X EG,
1L 1ast twwo years havo witnessed many moses by
tho United States Government, whieh, to say Jue
least of thom, annoyed and restricted futernational
trade between us,  Beforw ever the Reclprocity Treaty
had its duom sealed Ly Mr. Seward s crafty policy,
wo had decistons mado at Washington which clearly
indicated a disposition to act quite frrespective of our
tntercsts, Then camo tho ubnoxious urder with
regard tv the impurtatn of animals, un the plea that
Lisnucrpest might Lo intruduced acruss the lines, and
nut iung afterwards one of the most enlightencd and
beneficial treaties which over existed between two
countries was snwept away, tu the injury bu a of them-
sclves and us.

Not content with tlus, huswever, thie Federal Gor-
ernment has issued soveral © orders  at different times,
interfering with our shipping intercsts. Qur nght to
navigato Lake Michigan ceased with tl e Reclprocity
Treaty. \essels satling under the British flag were
restrictod soon aftorwards frym trading betwoen Ame-
rican ports, and all American Canais remain, as
tormerly, closed againstus. Notwithstanding ail theee
annuying circumstances, tho Canadian Government
tins imposed very few restrichuns upon Americans
wishing to do business in this country, believing it to
Vo our best policy toencourage trado &3 much as possi-
ble, but within a short time, an order in Council was
passed, that all American vessels using those portions
of the St Lawrence exclusively belonging to us, should
ubtain a © permit’ frum thc proper authoritics to do
s0. In consequonce of this, three American vessels
were recently detained in the Lower St. Lawrence
for not obtaining ** permits,” and wero not allowed to
proceed unti! they had obtained them.

This circumstance has dreadfully riled somo of our
Yankee Cousing—thie New York press, {n particular,
haviog really '‘got its back up!” The firc-eating
Her 1d has worked itself into quite e rage, and in-
dulges in its rhodomontade about Canada, advising the
Federal Government cither to purchase or steal it
without further delay® This " tempest in a tea-pot”
has very little grounds to rest upon. Wo havo a per-
fect right to control our own waters, and are deter-
mined to do 80, quite irrespective of Br ther Jona.
than’s threats. Aftor the manner in which Mr. Sew-
ard has treated Canada of late years, the idea of rais.
ing a fuss beeauso we have made it compulsory for
Amecrican vessels safliog in our waters to procure a
* permit,” i¢ exceedingly rich. Wo are only doing
itoa very small extent; to our cousins, what they bave
done to us, and surely tho old saw holds good **What
is sauce for tho gooso is sauco for the gander.” It
would appear, however, that whilst our neighbours
have no hesitancy about making all sorts of arbitrary
cnactraents to restrict and cripple our t1 vde, they view
all things very differently when ¢ the boot is placed
on the wrong leg!”

We heartily commeud the action of our Govern.
mentn tins matter. Heretofors wo think too much
hiberality has been shown towards tho United States
i regard to somo of our trade regulations, Whilst
they hase been taxing out fluur, wheat, animals,
wool, &c¢., 80 as almost to shut us out of their markots,
wo have allowed them to sell to us almost as freely as
beforo tho Reciprocity ended. This course may be, as
some argue, in accordance with sound principles of
political economy, but it 1s decidedly not the bost way
to manifest our Independence or secure & new treaty.
As things are at present, our commercial policy
towards the United States i3 liberal, whilst theirs is
Jjust the opposite. Thoy have tricd in various ways to
bring home to us the fact that Canada could not pros-
por without our productions being admitted free into
their markets, there being no such fact, they have
only enabled us to prove to tho world that wo can
prosper yuito independent of them or their markets.
They havo put barrier after barrier in tho way of our
trade, but tho very moment our Government acts on
their own principles with regard to those parts of tho
8t. Lawrenco undeniably ours, that moment a great
howl is rxised by the New York Jlerald and kindred
sheots.

Ho far a3 we aro concerned, wo say—let them how.

on! Ciroumstances has shiown that wo cannot bo
**starvod’ jnto Annoxation, nor should we bo debar.
red by threats from doing what we concoivo to bo best
for Canadian interests. If ** permits arodisagreeablo
to Amorican vesscls, what shall bo said of thelr marine
onnctments ton times as objectionablo? Wo have fol.
lowed but a very shiort distanco in their footsteps, ang
surely they caonot condemn in us what they have
done so much more oxtensively themsclves. We aro
oppused to the Governmont dojng anything which
could be justly looked upon ia the light of retaliation,
particularly If tho measures tended in any way to in.
jure our uwn prospoerity; but whatever rucasures may
bo considered for the good of Canada, should do
adopted quito irrospective ot American interests, They
nave shown no respect for ours, and we are undor no
o)ligation to take care of theirs.

fho wisest policy tor bothi countries, however, would
be to adopt a species of free trade betwoen each other,
Ihoure can bo nu question of the fact, that ctose cum.
mercial intercourse is beneficial to both. Instead of
acting a9 the United States has dono of lato, in piace
ing barricrs and restrictions in tho way of internationsy
trade~or mutually playing at cross purposes—our best
interests would bo promoted by pursuing precisely
tho opposite policy. If this policy has not beon acted
upon hcretofore, it is not the blamo of this country,
Our Miuisters mado every effort to securo a now Recl.
procity Treaty. They evon bid so high for it that it is
questionable whether Parliament would havo ratifieq
their proposttions; but all was unsavailing, Congress
was bent on bringing Canada to her knees.  Wo wore
to be mude to fcol vur dependenco on American mar.
kets, aud hence ail our concessions to secure a now
treaty werescoffed at. The Americans are entirely to
blamo for the present uneatisfactory stato of matters,
and if they aro beginning occasionally to foel that*the
boot is on the wrongleg,”” they know tho remedy that
is required. When they seek to upply it, they wilt
find thai Canada is willing to do her part fairly and
squarely, Until then, we must continue to * hoe our
own row.’”

A CURIOUS S8UIT.
CASE of considerable interest to the commercial
public, came before the Court of Chancery at
Cobourg, about ten days ago. The parties to the suit
wero tho proprietors of the two rival Aercantilo
Agencies cstablished in Canada—~essra. Dun, Wi.
man & Co., being the plaintifts, and Messrs, J. M.
Bradstreet & Som, the defendants. The former ap.
peared in Court, asking an injunction to prevent tho
latter from issuing a certain book, a largo portion of
whoso contents, it was alleged. had been surreptitious.
ly copied from g similar work published at great
labour and cost by the plaiutiffs. The defendants put
in pleas sudbstantially Genying the charge, and several
of the most eminent members of the Brr appeared be-
foro tho Court at Cobourg, to make good their respec-
tive sides of the case.

A careful perusal of the evidence can hardly fail to
carry conviction that tho Aessra, Bradstreot & Son, or
their agents, largoly mado use of tho book of the
plaintiffs in compiling their own. The evidence
of numorous witnesses went to show that in August
1805, Dun, Wiman & Co., issned a roference book for
the use of subscribers to their agency, which contained
the names, credit, and standing of the great bulk ot
tho mercantile community of British America, Dar-
ing the January following, Mcessrs. Bradstroet & Son
issued a similar work for the United States, which
contained a large number of Canadian names, the
number, spelling and standing, of which names cor-
responded as exactly with the book of Dun, Wiman
& Co., as to make one nearly a transcript of the other
It was clearly proved that similar clerical orrors ap-
peared in both  Names which had been correctly
epolied in the Bradstreet’s work fn 18G5, and mis-
spelled in Dun, Wiman & Co.'s, wero found to be
siomlarly mue-spelled in tho DBradstreet volume
wsucd a few months luter. The names in nu.
merous villsges, on being compared twith the two
books, were found to agree exactly, both in
uvumber and spelling, even whero the latter was in-
accurate. The worde * Apricot, C. W.," aro said to
havo been inserted a3 o trap in the plaintifs book,
and they duly appeared in that of tho dofendsnts,
although no such plac: exists. .An effort was made to
show that Mosers, B adstreet & Son, had engsged
proper partics to furn'sh the information required for
their Referenco book, bt tho testimony proving the



