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THE NAVIGATION LAWS.

We thiuk it lacumbent ou us to dwell on the effects of thigeda
upen Canadian industry and commerce, in order that thecqif
0?%\

Y

may be fully preparcd to reason with the Imperral authag
shuuld they see bt tu dusiy us what we are so clearly entitle®
an act of sunple justice, viz., such a modihcation of these Jewiay

~

will allow us tu enipluy  Awmerican or any other toreign visse AE
our oplien s our inteicourse wath the world, and particularfgolth™
Great Biitain herself. : *

In var preseat number we shall appeal 10 the good sense of out +
felluw-colutsts in favour of vur views, by subnutting statistical :
facts to them that will prove how senously our best mnterests are
compromised by the operation of the laws in yuestion, '

In passing, howcever, we must have a partng word with our
contemporaiy of the Gazetle. That wondertul luminary seems hy
his late articles against our Journal, and the Association of which it
is the organ, to have parted with both his honesty and his common
jL sense— witness the article in fus paper of the 3:d instant, in which
he misrepresents the ductnines and oprmons advocated by the writers
in this juurnal o foully that reply would be worse than useless. He
has evidently no scruples of couscience lest to centend with,  To
such of our readers as see the Gazettr no explanation of what we al-
lude to can be necessary : but for the benent ot those who do not
read that Journaly—which has latteriv, by the wav, <hown all the
characteristics of a truckhing tiime-serving print, “instead of that
sturdy independer ce which in the earhier stages of its enxistence it
got credit for~we may mention that it attacks us for inserting a
¢ Dialogue > that appeared in our numbher of the 26th ultimo, « on
Free Tunde between two Fatmers of the Fastern Townships,—
accusing us of affirming and mamtaming the very failacy in that
Dialogue, which we took pains in our introductory remarks to ex-
pose and refute ! There is but one term which can be applied to a
public journalist capable of attempting to damage an opponent hy
tesorting to such disreputable means as that of misrepresenting him
in order to gain a momentary tritmph with those who may not see
both sides of the question by reading both papers. In our former
sumbers, however, we have <o effectually expossd his previous
i; mistepresentations, and refuted his contemptible <ophistry, that
for the present we do aot feel called upon to natice hus rocent de-
linquencies more atlarge.  We revert therefore (o our subject, viz.,
the costhiness to Canada of the Batish Navizatien Laws.

Having occasion to vefer lately to the Report ot the Montreal
Board of Trade, & document drawn up with great care and ability,
and invaluable as a perfect expositien of onr camireraial relations
with Great Brtwing as vell as foreign powers, we were particularly
stiuck with the statictics which it ambodies—ostalblishiniz by au-
theatic data the fact that during the vears 1511-15 and 46 tins
colony sacrificed to the British ship-owner an average excess of
3s. 3d. currency per barrel of flour and 7d. cwrency per bushel of
wheat over the rates which were current during the came period
fram the poit of New York tothe port of Liverpool, in Great Brtain,
1t also furnishes the quantity of produce expoited by the St Law-
rence dunng the same period, as jollows i —
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We must add, however, by way of explanation, that the quantity
given fur 1518 embraces the export up to the end of July only ; to
complete the year therefore we may add, dccordiug to present ap-
pearances, an estimate of at least 200000 barrels of flour and
150,000 bushicls of wheat, which will make the total export tor
the three yeats in question—
1.368,360 Barrels Flonr,
o - 1,135,374 Bushels Wheat.
We havé?ﬁ}sa_ before us an authentic document, showing the

&lh@b’é‘f‘;fﬂeals, staves, latliwoud, &c. beng reduced to lvads,
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Jollows s,
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ar 1,783,000 loads expurted duiing the three years in
these exports should be added about 60,000 barrels of

Saihdsrandz Trge.quantity of provasious, barley, peas, &cv i but as

e ‘?"}im-'ITOf%t present allow us 0 antroduce them in thus calen-
FlaGon, >t Jimic muselves to wheat, flour, and tunber,—redying
oy | ,"«.rdsgliﬁqs_‘ giite sufficient to satisfy the community that the .

Navigatiom Laws'eetail a degree of loss on this colony which ens
titles it to' the hist-copsideration of the mother country, claiming
g mo‘“ﬁ%ﬁdﬁ@f‘,ﬂlesc laws as am act of mere justur— throwing
libﬁality entirsly-out of the question.
ultiplying the quyitity of flonr and wheat exported, hy the

excess qf; 33, 3d., gurteiy per barrel, and 7d. currency per bushely
and the quantily of timber by an estimated excess of 7s, &d. per
load (whick every practical merchant we conceive will allow 18
a moderate estunate, when tested Ly the averaze excess of flour and
wheaty,and the result shews that this ealony hias Jost, dunng the
period i question, no less than £920.048 11« 6. currency, of
£308,082 17~. 2. per annun ! Let the agncalturist and the hardy
care-worn luniberer pondvr well on these facts, let them con-
sider that within the last threc vears they have sactificed to
the Biitish ship-owner—not to the British Government, be it
remarhed—lat to their  fllluw-subject, the Brihd} >hnp-owncr,
the enormous sum of averly @ million of moncy?  Well might the
British Shep-owners® Society exalt over Lotd John Russell’s recent
declaration in Parliamiut, that he did not intend to intioduce any
measure for the relaxation of the Navigaton Laws; hut has the
Canadian culonst 2y teasen o be satisfied 7—the Canadian colonist
who iv thus required to sacafice to the British ship-ciener nearly as
much annually as be is required to contribute tv s Government, to
meet the expenditure of the colony ! ) . .

The people of this colony must be changed. indeed. if they submit
to this mtolerable injustice withuut remonstrating with the Impenal
authonities, and clasming the relief they are so manifestly en-
titled to. n .

Rut the parly who arxue azainst these lawsheing modified to suit
our present circumatances, tell us that this is the price we pay 1e7
Ruutish protection, and that we nuust submit to st o7 be cast off by
the Mother Country.  In the fust place, we state, in seply,
that ne British statesman or British nidnister bas 3ot used such 2
line of arzuiment, and, until they do so it is ot w orth our \\}lllc 1]
arapple with itz but when they Jlo employ such arzument, it will
be casy Lo show that the price’ is oo extravagant to he long quietly
paid. . ] .
What natica i~ Canada bkelv to cone in collivion with to se-
quite such cotly protection? - None on the tace of the earth, ex-
copt the Uinited States, and the worst that coulid happen thenwould
be to becane aa mdependent seembeor of the Tnoons But Jet us not ’
be uisconctiziod @ let it not be sappaeed that we dewre <uch a
chiange t far Gint e Our Yove of ountiy s, perhaps, the strongest
focling of our nature : but the cause we have at Lcarts viz., the
commercial freedom of our adopted country, inust i:(.- argued out lo
its fullest consequences. embracing all contingencies ; and henee,
by way of wammg 1o the headstteng apponents of improvement.
we lance at this as a probable result, sheuld the Mother Coun-
1y be so blind to lier owh inferests &8 o jerseveTe in maintain-
it et end!y and harasang restnctions, when the public va'ce has
been declared m decided and unmistakable toucs against them.




