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QUEBEC BOARD OF TRADE.

In another part of our paper will be found a Report of a Special
Commiittee of the Quebee Board of Trade, on the Report of the
Montreal Boanl of ‘I'rade dated 1th August last. As the mer-
cantile commuanity of Quebece, juduing by this emanation from
what we presume may be cor<idered their commercial represen-
tative body, differ materially from their brethren in this city, in
Toronto, in Hamilton, and we believe we may say in all the other
commercial cities of the provinee, we have thouglht & right that
our readers showid have the means of judging the validity of their
arguments in favour of their views.

1t gives us pleasnre to observe that on one point there is no dif-
ferenca of opinion Letween usy—namely, that the repeal of the
duty of 3s per quaner uow exacted on foreizn wheat imnported
for our cousumption is imperatively called for.” 1135 to be regret-
ied that there is not equal harmony on other subyects.

The Board of Trade of Quebec do not appear to entertain any
very decided Btitity 1o the maodification or repeal of the Differ-
ential Duties by onr Provineial Legislatnte, sinen such a power
s been couceded o them by the Imperial Parliaments but
they seem to prefer a partial modification to @ total repeal, and
this they state to be for “the maintenance of a suflicient re-
vonue 7 We contess ourselves ineapable of comprehendmg
what they mean on thus subject, inasmunch as we cannot see how
Dilerential Duties cair improve the revenne : their <ole object
beings to enconraze imponation from one plice in opposition to
anather, they act o< a bovety to the countsy protected at the ex-
pense and to the loss of the sevenue.  1f the duties from all
countries were equahized, the marimum of revenue could be le-
vied at the minimwen of eost to the consumer.  This we take to b
the sonnd principle of Lexaton.

We scarcely think our Quebee fiiends have stndied this subject
of the Differential Daties.  Indeed their mam olyert appers 1o be
tointroduce their often-ieiterated arguments in favour of protec-
tion to their Timber Trade, and their aftes-repeated complaints of
the hard usage they have met wath at the hands of the Home Go-
vermment,  Pornciier aeon an eafortuaate expression in the Re-
portof the Montzeal Bouard of Trade i which aifnsion 1s made ta
“timber and a few other naimportant artieles,™ they put the con-
struction, neither pustified by mammar nor the evidentmeaning of
thewriter, that the value of the Timber Trade is huabtly estimated
by the Mon real Board of Fiade, and they therenpon cite statistics
which nebady ever dreamt of denyving, to prove the extent and
impmtance of thattrade. Now to this we <ee no serwus objection,
except the dirinzeuaus misconstmction of the passage in ques-
tion, and the olter irrelevaney of the statemert to the teal ques-
tion then under disens<ian, uamely, the expediency or otherwiso
of repealing the Thffercunial Dusties wathm this provinee.

Ou more than one oceasien the Quebee merchants have com-
mitled the ersor of confoumdinge the guestion of protection in the
mather connnty 10 our products, and protection in this conntry to
Imperial praducts.  The fonner is an Tmperial guestion, which
will be, and in fact has been, scttled by the Imperial authoritics,
probabiy withont referenee toonr oprions: while the Inter is left
to vur Legislature, and is theretore a fit suljeet for discussion.
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acton the British Mi~ <ty i indueing them to withdraw the pro-
teetin s from Colonial ttnber in Brton: but veally of they will
take the tronble to peruse the opitaens of British statesmen of all
shades of polities on the oeeasion of passing the Betish Posses-
sions Act of last session, we think they will be satisfied that no
such eonsequences will follow,—in fact, that all that s ashed in
fayour of Bintish produce i< that it may not be placed in a more
unfavourable fuoting than Foreixn.

There do appear to be somne strange inconsistencies in the
Quebee Board of Trade's Repmt, which we merely remark en
passant to give thewn an oppminnity of explaining, aad wlich we
presume they will find no dificuliy in doing, sinee the subject is
one which they evidently have at hewsty and have therefore pro-
bably profonndly stadied.  For instance,in answer to the Mont-
real Buard of Trade, thev esthmate the protections on timber secur-
ed to this provinee, at 13s. pet load, as £250,000 par annum, and
having 1thus warmed our gratitude 1o the Baush Goverument, in

e
the neat sentence they cool it by rermanking, “ this pratection 1s,
hewever, uafortunately more nommal tan realy the Balue mer-
chants lavinr an advintage in frelulits of abort 20x. per load,
virtually laving @ premunm of 3¢ par lued in favour of the fo-
roigner ' Awain, we are ol that Lecaise the price ot Foreign
timber has not deelined to any extent sinee the diminution of
duty in Biitain, the differevee has been so muel tihen fiom the
Britich revenue tn put into the pocket- of the foreixmers; vet in
the same sentenee it is mbmiited that the cousnmpticn of umber
has erormous!y inereased, a fact which, wiether a consequence
or not of the reduetion of duty, sufiicieutly acconnts tor the mam-
tenance of the price As to the less tothe Brtish revenue, the
returns to Parlament shew  that the daties ou tamber, which
n 1813 were £611,495, in 1815 were £1,012,105.

The Repont of the Quebee Board of Trade. whilst o<tentas
tionaly proclaiming the gain to the doreizuer Ly the nedaction
of duty in Britain, is stadionsly slemt ws to the fact thet Co-
Joniad timber of ¢very deceription, we beieve, commands a
higher price in the Biitish market now thau it did previons to
the redoction of 8Ss. per Joad in 1SEL and that whilst the in-
creise in Foreizgn timber and deals entered for home consumyp-
tiem in 1815, over 1842, amonnted o only 138817 fvads, n
Colonial it amounted to 706.659 Joud:.

These facts will, we trust, prove some consolation to such
of our readers as may have been led to cutertain apprehen-
sions for the futare prospeniy of onr Tanber Trade,

On the subject of the Britisli Navizaten Law. it would appear
that the Quehee Board of Trade cutettan deertadiv daferent
opiniens from those which the advacate- of Free Trade mmain,
A< with Differential Duties, g0 with Navieatian Laws, there 13 an
obvions indicposition to arapple with the main guestion. It s
supposed, and an armment is attempte 1o be based upon it that
the Montreal Board of Trade was not awire that Colonial vessely
ate entitled to the puvelizes of vessels budt in Britain, Realiy
this i~ chikiish,  Fvery schoo'=boy will iuform the writers of the
Qiiebee Boand of Tiade Report that & Colnaial-built ship is Bris
tish, aml the whale senpe of the arguaedt of the Monireal Bomd
of Trade is directed fuat as much agaiust the monopoiy of the Co-
lonial as the Britich shipowner.

We are net aboutin the presont naraber ta teiterate the objec-
tions which we have ureed i terms so vanous azainst the British
Naviztion Laws, but <hall content ourselveswith referrg to the
remark in the Qiicbee Board of Trades Report that we can baild
vescels cheaper than they ean bie constructed in Great Britain or
the United States. We admit such to be the case, and we a<k
what reason then for pratectivn to oar <hipowners?  What hiave
they o apprehend from competition with forerzers?

Amaing the Qichee Board of Trade aceonat forthe comparativo
cheapness of fivighis from New York to Butain by the tact thint
the amemnt of freight from Britain is so great as to make the out-
ward trip the nost pofitable part of e voyace, aud conse-
quemtly the retern freight can be affurded 1o be tuken Jow;
whereas to Canada, the greater pirt of the vessels comuug ot 1
ballast, the retsmn voyage is the principal source of profit to the
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