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That the Op(x.\tmn of this taw has b(- en mmtly to increase ‘the infand nnportatmn into:

Canada of various articles, the pmducv of forcign countries, such us- teus, wine,' fruit, sugar,

cofee, molussas and others, 50 much as 1o causé a sensible (lnunmtmn of the m\pmt of these

articles by the St. Lawrence,; and your petitioners, in corroboration of the. statement, solicit

Syour a.ttmt\(m to the fact, that in the article of sugar ‘alone, the mportationinto Canada, from

~ Ahe port of Oswegn, in the United States, amounted in 1845 to 1,600 hogsheads, and previouns

0 the enactment of the Drawback Bifl, the exportation from that port did: not amount. to

50 hogsheads, and (urt,h(,r, that the unpmtahon of Muscovado sugar, by the river St. Law-

. rence, in 1843 was 8,177 -5:51 pmmd cand in 1845, 2,393, 240, hunw a dmuuutlon of
5,324, 341 pounds, .
That the cause of the m(:ro'tsed mhmd 1mpormuon=, into Canada of these artxdes through

the United States, and the diwinution of the imports by the chaunel of the river St. dercuce
s, in the opinion of your petitioners, to be attributed to the American Drawback Bill. T he
existence of the imperial dutics on imports by the St. Lawrence, and the hxuher tolls on our '
. canals, as compared with the tolls in the United States.
‘ That the effect of the existence of the imperial duties on imports by sm, in con_)um,tlon‘ ‘
- with the Drawback Bill, is to erect a burrier to the passage through ouar caials, of the por-
" duce of foreigu countries and British nmnufacturm, and. to neutralize the benefit to be denved -
by Her } 1\Lgtnsty s subjects in Canada, in constructing those magnificent works at un enor-
mous expense, and, in fact, to enact a penalty on their buxw used, @ state of things that never
could have been (-ontnmpl\ltud when these works were commenced. -
Your petitioners, therefore, wsp(,ctﬁllly suggest, that the mnpenal dutus under the Act of ,
% & 9 Vict., c. 98, on afl flour and provisions imported into this province by inland navigation,
be mpwlcd 'md that such urticles so- imported aud conveyed tlm)u"h the channel “of the
river St. Lawrence, to a shipping port, should acquire a colonial dmmctu‘, and be admitted
vinto the United I\mndom on the same terms as the produce of the province, aud that the
‘ m\& erial duties on dll unportaunns by scaonly be also repealed,
our petitioners presume to suppose that these measur es would not dnLcﬂy or m(hrectly ‘
e prejudicial to British interests, while they would secure to this province a large inlund -
carrying-trade, employ British (,apltdl create an extra demand for labour, increase “the con-
Qumptmn of British manufactures, augment the revenue of our splendid canals, and above
all, give further employment to British shipping, es.p(-cm]]y in the conveyance of flour and
provisions imported. infand: for exportation. to Buitish ports, which is made manifest: by
- consideration of the fact, that upwards of one-third of their cost eoisists in the incidental
. charges of inland transportation’ and Atlantic freights; and your petitioners further presume
to suppose, that an- extensive inland trade once - established through the channel of the
St. Lawrence, would continue to flow in that direction 'mu the cause. " that dl\ erted 1t from -
other outlets 10 the ocean hud ceased to exist. ,
Your: pot\tmnm: percetve that the article ‘of timber is one of‘ those w]nch it is mtondcri
by Her l\['gc~tv s Ministers to protect to a certain extent, by reducing the present differential
- duty from 255 to 155, per load; but they beg to ‘observe, that the px@cnt is an apparent,
not a real protection, inasmuch ‘as the average rate of freight between timber imporied from
the Baltic and North America, is fully 205, per load in favour of the Bultic, from the greater
* distunce from America to Great Britain, reducing thereby the real protection to about 55.
per loud 5 and if the apparent pr ot(,ctmn is reduced to 135, per load as contewplated; it wul
i eflect be equivalent to a prawium in fuvour of Baltie timber of 5s. per load; and it is
m\pmt.mt also 1o observe, that that very distance which thus places colonial timber i in so
disadviimtageous @ position, mukes the North American colonial trade the mcnt nulsu'y fox “
British seanen, and pronotes the shipping interests of the United I\mndom. ,
Your petitioners, therefore r(«pectmﬂv suggest, that the proposed Teduction of dutv on
- Baltic timber of 5s. per ]cmd sth April 1:;4:; s, bth Apil’ 1848, be reduced to 2s. 6d. ‘
per foad ut those respective d.m.s ; md that tht, contcmplau.d wductlon i 'the duty on saw n : SR
'tlmbcl be reduced plopomouatdy ‘ ‘ :

By oxder of the Councxl of thc Board of Trade,

DA s N : (swu(,d) W, Walker, (L 5. ), Plesldem
- Quebee, 16 Mai‘chlSéﬁ.‘ S o IV btewnson, Hon. Sce, ‘
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(Jumt of a DLSPA’I CH irom (xovcrnm' the Tarl Caihc(nz‘ K. c. B., tu tin,

R Rwht Honowrable . k. Glad\l(mc A ” Nq."‘l(‘l-z
L Siv, - ‘ * Government IIousc Monne'ﬂ 7 M.nch 1%6 Governor Easl -
At the lcque‘:t of the Montleal Board. of Trade, 1 submit for your considera. Catheart to Mr.

, Secretary Glad-
~tion w Memorial addressed to” you by that body pmymg the 1'chul of certain stone,
- duties inposed by the, Twperial Statute 4°& 5 V Ict, ¢ 49 upou various. artlch,s 27 March 1846
mnpmtul into Cauada from i01 eign states, : : :
‘ C I Imve, &c.
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