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four. This onc-sided tade has been goingon for years with the
United Stittes, and the country has felt no inconvenience from it,
nor can it possibly lead to inconvenisnce unless our importations
are areater than !%ne productions of the country are adequate to
pay for. We do not produce wold and silver, and therefore if
they are indispensable to purchase cheap gowds with in the
Statea, then our wheat and other productions must be sold m the
best market we ean fiwd, (which at present is Engdand,) and in
part payment we tahe from her as much gold as we require to pay
for onr cheap purchases in the States,

Let no alarm, therefore, be felt about gold.  Every commer-
cial country requires a certain amount ‘of it, and beyond that
amount it is perfectly wseless, and none will desire to keep it,
because it can always be oot when it wanted, wlde a country
has anything to give in exchange for it that any other country
wants.

In conclusion, we may remark, in order to prevent misappre-
hension, that we do not desire this one-sided trade to be conti-
aued.  We are by no means argumg in favour of it. We ac-
knowledaze we would much mather sce a reciprocal free trade
established,  But, on the other haud, we insist that it wonld be
madness on our part, utter stupidity, to avoid the chcaY markets
of the United States merely because they will take nothine from
us in tetumn but gold, inasmuch as, as we have already shewn, a
suflicient supply of goll can always be procured elsewhere in
exchanere for our timber and coms; and therefore, instead of
calling for further dufferential duties on articles coming frem the
United States, ax certain mdividuals amd journals seent desirous
of doin, it is obviously the interest of this colouy 1o have every
differential duty removed, and that as speedily as possible, that
we may get our wants supplied wherever we can do so cheapest,

We shall now add but 2 word mure to explamn that_in this ar-
ticle we have often used the word “geld?® for the sake of bre-
vitv, in place of coin or bullion, the sense implied bewg the same
whichever words are used.

FREE TRADE AND BRITISH CONNEXION.

We resume the consideration of a question which has of late
frequently been mooted :—How far the adoption of Free Trade
principles in Great Britain, and as a consequence in her Colonies,
is compatible with the nature of the connection subsisting be-
tween them.

A few years back, but one opinion would probably have existed
on this pomt.  Indeed, the whale colonial system of Great Britain
appears to have been based on the principle of protection to
calonial products in the Bratish, in consideration of protection to
Britssh products in the colouinl, markets, Se indubitable was
considered the sounduess of this principle, and so conducive at
all events to the "prosperity of Britain, that the most eminent
statesmen Luid it down as a maxim, that colonist< ought not to be

permitted to manufacture for themselves the most ordinary
atticles 3 and the monopoly which the Dritish manufactures en-
joved in British Colomes, has ever been held out as the only re-
turn to the Mother Country for the vast outlry attendant on their
maintenanee.

There can he no guestion that ander this system of mutual pro-
tection in their respective markets, Great Butain and her Colouies
have gown into the mightiest cmpire that the world ever saw
and it cannot, therefore, be wondered at, if any change in a sys-
tem which has apparentiy been productive of such results, should
awaken most sertons apprehension, and encounter the most vio-
leut apposition. But, nnportant as the Colonies of Great Britain
manitestly are, as customers for her praducts and manufactures,
as nurseries for her seamen, and as outlets and asylums for Eer
re.lumdant population, they are by no means the sole, or cven
perhaps the principal, elements which constitute her ureatness.
This tuth was not unti) Jately zenerally understood.  The notion
prevailed that the only constam market of export for British ma-
nufactures wis to be fouud in her dependencies, and that, there-
fore, the trae policy was to encouritae commeree with them i
preference to that with foreimmers.  But this fallacy is now ex-
ploded.  Retums laid before the British Parliament have shewn
the relative value of her commerce in all pants of the world,
and have convinced the most sceptical, that the mtio of advance
in her colomal, is by no means equal to that in her foreum,
trade 5 they shew, morever, that the trmde with British North
America and the West Indies, which i 1827 formed about 15 per
cont, in 1S4 hud become only about 8 per cent, of the total ex-
port2 of Great Britain,

This discovery, for such it may justly be entitled, of the relative
value to Britaia of her foreim, mu{ of hier enlmnial, tade, has su-
perinduced a chanze n her whole commeresal policy, and has
seriously detracted trom the foree of the elaims which we have
hitherto put forth for protection in the Batish market.

We have alluded thus brefiy 10 the canses which Jed to this
thorongh change w the Colowal poliey of Great Britun, m onder
that oir readers may accurately comprehend the nature of our

position, and vot he led astray by the delusion that any apprehon-
sion of danger or detriment to her colonial trade, will induce her
to revert to hor former policy.  Such a consummition, however
much desired, cannot be _expected,  The struguale between the
two contending paities i Britins has been too violent, to permat
us 10 indulze the faintest hope that the advoeates of Free Trnude
will, when flushed with cuccess, in the very moment of victory,
relmquish the prize for which they have contended, onaccount of
any representations whuel we ean make.  Indeed, we have al-
resudy obtitined everythune that we can reasonably ask or expeet,
by having our products of every deseription admtted into Britain
at merely nomunal daties, and by being treated in every respect
rather as intewral portions of the Brtish empire, eutitled 1o all the
privileges of her subyeets, than as dependencies.

This important question then naturally arises @ Protection in the
home market bemy withdrawn, shall we continue to derive such
important advantages from our dependency on Great Britain, asto
make it probable that our present relatins as parent stute und
colony will be of long duration ?

The opponents of Free Trade unhesitatingly furnish us with a
negative answer to this question.  They tell us, and truly, that the
only cement which binds us to the muther comunry is scif-imcres!.
We agree with them that those high-woundmg words, *attach-
ment to the hand of our binth,” or to that of * our forefuthers,”?
serve little other purpose thun to round @ period when apphed in
the management of state atfhirs the true maxim being, non ubi
nascor, sed ubi pascor.  We are perfectly convineed with them
that the hallowed recollections of the past will wive way 1o the
stern realities of the present, and the cold caleulations of the fu-
ture.  But we are not prepared, thence, to conclude that the tie
which binds us to Great Britwin, is severed; and for these,
amonust other reasons :

First, ‘That our commerce will still be protected, and our coasts
and territory guarded, by her fleets and armies: and this, not ot
our expense, but at hers ; not in such a manner as to detract from,
but to add to, the sum of our national wealth.

_ Secoad, That this will continue to be the country to which the
tide of emigration from the British Isles will continue to flow,
fertilizing and entching the laud in its progress.

Third, That through the assistance of British credit and capital
we shall be enabled to construct those public works which are
necessary for our comnerce, entering as we are about to do into
competition with our powerful and enterprizing neighbours.

These must be considered as postive advantages derived ex-
clusively, and inseparable from our connection with Greut Britain.
Nor do we see anything to counteract them.  Whilst we are not
insensible to the benefits which this Colony has derived from the
protection apphed to our products, we cannot shut our eyes to the
fact that the frequent changes which have been made i the na-
ture and extent of that protection, have at all times detracted {rom
these advantages, and have in some cases been productive of
serious loss to the Colony, The new system is, in this respect,
preferable to the old, that it promises to be prrmanent in its
ch. sacter. We shall no longer, as regrards any article but Tunber,
enjoy exclusive privideges m the British Markets, and shall con-
sequantly not have any apprehension of the withdrawal of those
privileges. A retrospective glance at the Corn Trade of this Pro-
vince for the last ten years will, we think, indubitably establish
the fact that the losses which have rosulted from lfxc frequent
changes in the Com Laws of Britain during that term, have far
outweivhed any profits derived by our mercantile class from the
protection afforded to them.  Under each of these change 2 new
system has sprung up here, and no sooner has it came to maturity
than it has been necessary to subvent it and reconstruct another.

It would exceed the Yimits assizmed 10 us for this anicle, toenter
on the means which must now be adopted to meet the enigencies
of the ime. Toa centain extent we have in previous numbers
touched on this subject, but when the fate of the Corn Bill 18
decrded in the British Parliament, and the precise character of its
provisions are known, it will become necessary to examine the
question more closely. At present nil desperandum is our motto :
we rely on our uatural and acquired advantages, and on the
indonuiable energy and untising industry of our pupulation.

HIGH TARIFFS AXD THE SMCGGLING TRADE.

Sir Robert Peel, on the occasion of bringing before Parliament
the great fiscal measure now in progress, argucd in favour of a
teduction of the duties on T'rench goods, as the only means of putting
a stop to smuggling. He affirmed that the greater part of the finer
description of French manufactures imported for the London market
are introduced in 2 contiaband manner. These goods are subject to
dutics of 30 per cent. and upwards, and in consequence, an estab-
lished smuggling trade has grown up, many houses in Paris and on
the coast making it a practice to guarantee the delivery of such
goods in London, for an allowance of hal( the duty, just in the same
manner as the safe delivery of goods sent across the sea is guaranteed
by insurance. The government has thus been defrauded of the
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