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with the mother country 7 Who amongst our Provineial Ministry,
or in the ranks= of the Opposition, has manitested such adininis-
trative talent as 1o justity the public confidence being implicityy
reposed in him?  Untid these questions are satisfactorily an-
swered—until it 13 shewn that there are some persons at the helm
of atfiies competentto guide the polieal vessel thuough the rocks
and shoals which beset her course, we shall not hesitate to raise
our waning voice, disteamdtul of the tawmts or obloquy with
which we may be assaledy nor wall we eeisa from the pursue
ance of our olyect, until the pubhe unnd is thoroughly aroused.

TIHE NAVIGATION LAWS,

At the present moment there is pethaps no object of cqual impor-

tance to the well-being of this colony that can be sought for from
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the mother country, as that of bringing abeut a repeal of the Biitish
Navigation Laws, in as far as they affect our interests,  Well may
we exclaim, in the words of the memorial lately presented to Go-
vernment by the Free-Trade Association, ¢ This Colony is now la-
bouring under the loss of protection on the one hand, and the crush.
ing effects of the severest testrictions on the other.””  Profection, or
preference for our products in the markets of the mother country,
there is none now of any value; but all the restrictions that were
imposed on us as an cquivalent for those lost advantages, are left in
full vigour, depressing our industry and paralysing our commercial
enterprise.

Whilst a reciprocal stafe of things existed, we were content, al-
though, on a review of our past circumstances, we candidly believe
that England had the best of tlie compact, It was, in the language
of Mr. Gladstone, ¢ a mutual sharing of benefits, or rather a mutual
bearing of burdens.” Dut now the case is altered: the benefils are
destioyed ; but the burd:ns are left to oppress and gall the industry
of our hard-working population. And what are the burdess? We
cannot too often draw public adention to them.  First, The differ~
ential duties; bat neat, and by fav the most important, the restric-
tions imposed on our commerce by the ruinous operation of the Bri-
tish Navigatien Laws.  Let us not be misconstrued.  Let no timid
person turn upon us here, and aceuse us of disloyalty, or a desite to
weaken the spings of Ingland’s naval grandeur. Tosuch we would
reply. that our love of country cannot be shaken, nor ought it to be
questioned.  But we have a duty to peiforn o ourselves, ax well
as cur successorsy and craven must be the individual among
us who refuses, at this crisis, to exeit himself to obtain those com-
prehensive reforms that our peculiar situation renders manifest and
necessary. At present we shall confine ourselves to the discussion
of the most important of them,—the yepeal, ebsolute with reference
to Canada, of the Brilish Nevigation Laws !

Of what avail is it to the Canadian to raice abundant supplies
of wheat and other staples for evportation while these laws are
in force? Can he procure their conveyance to British markets
on as favourable terms as the famuer of the Uwited States
can forward his? No. But why? Because the British Navi-
gation Laws restrict him to the use of British ships, depriving
kim of every option, and compelling him to use such at exorbitant
rates of freight, althongh foreign vessels could be procured
on greatiy reduced terms. The interests of the Canadian farmer—
nay, of the Canadian people—are thus yeaily sacrificed to an ex-
tent that, we venture to assert, they have no adequate conception
of. Avesse to making unsupported assertions, we will appeal to
acts and fizures to prove what we affirm respeeting the intolerable
cffects of this monopoly of aur carry ing trade thus usjudtly secnred
to the British shipowner.  Let us compare the rates of ficilit be-
tween Now Yotk on the one hand, and Moatreal on the otheryand
Great Britain, that have been current during the present suininers
and the result will be seen to bear out what we have asserted,
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What do these fables e\libt 7 An aoverage less to the
Canadian producer of 2,, 7. stz or nearly 3s. Ale ¢y, per Wl on his
floury, and 5jd. str. or about 7. cy. per Lushel on his wheaty b
being restricted to'the cmyploy ment of British vewels.  Canada will
this year in all probubility eaport tully 450,0C0 brls, flour, and
400,600 bushels wheat, iesides other staples of g.eat importance, but
we will restrict eur calculations to those n.ain articles for the sake
‘of clearness and brevily 3 and what amount of lo-s will be entatledcn
our produce:s w consequence of the laws complained of 7 A simple
calculation will shiew it to be no less than £71 250 on flour, and
£16,666 13s. 44, on wheat, making a total £87.916 13s. 4d. on
these two articles alone ! Will it be believed that the countiy is in
its senses, if it submit any lorger to such manifest injustice, without
making an effort to got rid of the laws that cecason it!  Why
should "this colony make a yemly sacrifice of nearly 490,000 for
the benefit of the Biitish shipowner! We appeal to it then, as
friends having one common inteiest. to be up and dong, Let the
whole country arouse itself, and petition. Besiege the Imperial Par-
liament with petitions, while itis yetin session; let the country pre-
sent, as it were, one unanimous petition against the continuance of
these oppiessive laws.  Oppressive, ¢id we say  nay, miqutous
towards Canada, if their maintenance is persevered in after their
eflects are clearly pointed out.

LEre we conclude this article, we have a duty to perform to the
monopolists themselves, the British shipowners, or the few representa-
tives of that class who dwell among us. It 1s nct our intention wanton-
ly to injure even a hair of their heads.  Yoor men, we know their
weakness : we know they plead that they cannot sail or build their
shipsas cheap as forcigners 3 that they caunot compete 5 and therefore
must be protected ! Out upon such cant, for it will not avail them,
If the navigation laws are mainta.ned, a supposition which we can
scarcely conceive possible, sull they will be forced to compete with
their American rivals, because a continuance of th's monopoly will
drive the trade effectually from the shores of the St. Lawrence to
those of the Hudson  The whole volume of the Westein trade, in-
cluding that of Western Canada, will be thereby impelled to the
port of New York s and what thea will be the consequence to Dri-
tish ships?  Wiil they not then have to conpete with Ameticans
for the conveyance of our surplus produce? Ay, will they ; and
that too in Jonathan's own waters. Might it not be as well then,
since this competition must uitimately be established, to allow him
rather to come into Canadian waters to ~ompete for this valuable
trade, than to drive the trade by monopoly into his very arms. It
appears to us that there cannot be two opinions about it. But hete
we must conclude for the present.

‘Theie are other phases of this important question which we shall
advert to hereafter.

TPROGRESS OF FREE.TRADE OPINIONS IN THE COLONY.

The question of Free Trade has at length become an all-
abeorbing one in this Colony, and we seldom take up a paper in
which the subject is not treated after some fashion or other.
Ths is, of course, gratify.ng to us, aud would be still mare so of
we did not every now and then fiad these writers fulling foul of
the Evonomist, and abusmg us, without rhyme orreason, for having
heen gailty of the presumption of pointing out the course which
they admiv it is necessary to follow. Now, this is rank ingrati-
tude. To adopt our arzuments, and then abuse us, is, we think
even the Protectionists must admit, rather too bad.  We have no
objectivn to the severest test of criticism our opponents may
chioose to apply,—are open 1o conviction, if we have erred,—and
wall recerve mstruetion at the hands of our opponents, if they can
aive it but we must proiest against being robbed of our fuir por-
tion, aud called hard names in return.  We cannot consent to see
the cause of which we were for a period almost the sole advocate,
progres< and Le told st the sinne time that we are very mischiev-
0us .ad presurptuous persons.

What has the Feonomist done that ghonld not have been done
at this erisis 7 We have been the first to proclaim the truths of
Free Trade in this Colony.  Some people have looked upon that
as a~inj but even those perzons must admit that the tane was
auspicious forsneh a work.  We were on the eve of great changes,
withomt being at all prepared for thewm.  Every one ssw the
coming storm, but none knew how tomcet it. What was to be
dane T Prepare the public mind for the change. Show that, bad
as the prespect appeared, it was not so dark as the fears of many
painted it3 that Free Trade, fully carried ont, was not such a
territzle thing, after all 3 that there was something to be gnined
as well as something to be risked, and that in the end we might,
(with the necessary prdence and energy,) find ourselves belter
off than before.

Well, we have done, or attempted to do, this.  Even our con-
temporaries,—thosugh some of thewn may sneer,—will scarcely
attempt to deny our Iabours in tha Free Trade cause.  Let them

take their own fyles, and see how much they have contributed to




