
to «end it to the higbest; we think too, that it wiH be « eoase-

quence of Free Trade in England, that the lOanufkctaring

districts in the Eastern States wiU ocoasionally be a better

market for our products than the Mother Count^. Now, we

really believe that Mr. Merritt's object is to obtain free admission

for onr products into the United States : it is an object ot

importance^ and if we could be broaght to believe that the repeal

of our agricultural duties would, even m the shghlest degree,

promote that object, we Phould not hesitate one moment in

Bupporting the resolution before us. But really it appears to us

preposterous in the extrême to imagine, even for an instant, that

ihe United States will be influenced in her cDmmercial pohcy by

the resolutions of the Canadian Législature. We care not what

letters Mr. Merritt may bave received fi^m the United bUtes ;

there are free traders there as well as hère, who wiU support

every measure calculated to remove protective duties ;
but let it

be borne in mind, that the United States can enter into no

separate reciproetlf treaty with Canada. No doubt Free Trade

principles are progressing, and will continue to do BO,^nd the

United States may repeal, ère long, ber présent duties on food.

But what we «entend is, that ne Act of ours wiU haye the

Blightest influence upon that question, and we feel asaured, that on

mature considération, no maa of intelligence can hâve any doubt

of the correctness of our opinion. The notion of declanng inten-

tiens as to what people wiU do at some ftiture tune, » one of

Mr. Merritt's crotchets. For our ow'n part, we are contented to

deal with matters as we and tbem at présent, and leave our

children to adopt that which may seem to tbem best.

We now come to the second branch of Mr. Merritt's proposi-

tion—the admission of certain foreign products into our markets

duty free. This is deemed by many a question of great

inmortance, although we must candidly acknowiedge that we are

not of the number. If Mr. Merrijt really believes that the duties

in question are baneful to Canada, that they operate in deprmng

us of commerce, or are felt oppressive by any large portion of our

community, then we say, let him corne out boldly and dem«nd

their repeal. Why wait the action of thq Amencans before

relieving our own people of a burthen The.idea is absurd. 1 he

duties'on the various articles specified by Mr. Merntt produçe

a revenue of at least £25,000, and as that £25,000 must be raised,

the effect of the change will be to throw it upon other articles ot

gênerai consumption. We think tiiere is much to say on both

^des of the question ; but with ouV views, and with a full know-

ledge of the absurd préjudices entertained by many, we would

rather vote boldly for the total repeal of the agricultural duties

than for Mr. Merritt's proposition. If the total repeal were

^


