
OUR RELATIONS %VITII TIIE UNITED ESTATES.

here one penny. It would morely cause this
change, that instead of' using American flour
and exporting our owvn, we should use our own
andi expert the Amorican, the exporter Iosing
the difféence of duty between thoni in Eng-
land, which lie now Laves by present arrange-
ments. A protecting duty wvould benofit the
farmer only in a soason of scarcity. If there
should bo another failing harvest, ho would
then obtain highor prices by the ainount of that
duty; but ut present, and so long as we have a
home surplu abovo the demand,the duty wvou1d
flot benofit tho fermner a single straw. If any
man stili doubt this,Iet him look to the States.
There is a protecting duty; dos it raise or
keep up the price of wheat now? Not at ail;
on the contrary, wheat is cheapor iii Ohio than
in Canada, having been bought there for es.
per bushel. Thore, thon, is broad and palpable
proof, that a. protecting duty doos net affect
prices one cent, except in semsons eo' scarcity.
The duty does not raise the price of %wheat in
Ohio, neithor woîîld it in Canada were it leied
to-morrow.

To place a duty on United States wheat and
foeur would bo just on principles of reciproc±ty,
ý,ecause thoy levy a duty on aur procluco; it
wvould alse bonofit our fanners in case eof a fail-
ing harvest; but as a ineans of immediate bene-
fit it would be altogether vain. lndeediwoare

net sure but it wvould prove te sorno extcnt in-
jurbeus at proeont, bocauso by using American
flour and exporting our oivn, the exporter is
ablo te afford a botter prico for the latter, by
the amount et' diflierence in the duty botween
them in the Enghîish market, as %vas shown
last year by the higher price et' Canodian flour
in the markets eof the Lower Province: but if
wve Ievy the propobed duty, wve muet immmdi-
ately use our own fleur and expert the Amorn-
can, thoeby losing that difféerence. It is net
great, it is truc, in an individuel case, bat on
the transactions of the wvhoIe country it would
be important. As te the duty proposed ont
United States cattie, &c., it %vould bie immedi-
ately beneficial, because the home supply does
net equal the demand, although it jq overy year
approaching nearer te that point, and must bie-
fore long reach and pass it, making the couni-
try independent of foreign aid.

If' it be thouglit that wve have presented tee
gI.oorny a picturo et' Canadian agriculture in
our reinarks on the disadvantages te wvhmch it
is subjcct, we have only te observe that there
are many compensating advantages, but as they
do nlot bear on the question we have not noticed
then.

We shall resume the consideratien of this
subject. in our next numbor.

OUR RELATIONS WITII THE UNITED STATES.

WE are nlot eof the number et' those who
look wvith envy, jealousy, or hute, upon the
United States. Notwitbstanding ail the wrongs
-the vast and cruel wvrongs wvhich the people
of Canada have received froas a portion et' their
ropublican neighbours for the hast two or three
years, we aire not disposed te throw the edium
of these buccanening forays upon the wvhoIe
people, aithougli they were certainly counte-
nanced by meny per8ans et' veaIth and author-
ity. Yet as they were disclainied and in sanie
sort remisted by the UJnited States goverument
and.tho botter class et' its citizens, wve are con-
tent te lot tho deep and dauining cuirseofet suc-

ce3sive piratical inroads on tho Province rest
on the base and demorauzed portion eof the
unruly population south et' the lUnos. Rest on
%vhom it may, the people eof Canada will long
temember how their poacefual homes were inva-
ded, their proporty dostreyed, and their unef-
fending neighbolirs savagely slaughtered, and
strewed on their fields te be eaten by their
own swvine, untîl the sorrewing wîdow coula
net reognize the corpse of a husband save by
its drcss, and the insulting mockcry eof comm~it-
tmng ai this arson, robbery, and murder for t'he
puipose et' giving us freedom ! (freat and
weighty reasons bas Canada for indignation


