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" THE CANADIAN HCONOMIST.

MONTREAL, SATURDAY, 16111 JANUARY, 1847.
FREE TRADE AND THE “ HAMILTON COMMERCIAL
ADVERTISER.

—

‘It was our intention last week to notice two articles on Free
Trade which apppeared in the Hamillon Commerciul Adverliser of
the 2%th ultimo and 2ud instant; but a press of matter for our
columns preverted us.  As we are fully sensibde that on this ali-
important subject there is consideralle ditference of opinion
throughout Canada West, we Jvok with interest to the discus-
sions through their press, and ave at all times glad to sec theoljec-
ions to such a madification of our commucreial tacil aswe huld to
e necessary, fairly stated, Lelieving, as we do, that they admat
f an easy and a sutisfactory refutation.

The editor of the Hamilton Commercial Adverliser commences
y informing his readers of a fact—of which none who peruse Lis
per can doubt—that ke is directly oppused to Fice Trade pria-

Y

iples. e goes on to say of the Caaadian Economist—whom he
onours with the appeliation of “ the grcat organ of the party,”—

«Ttis not casy to say what he would be about. Fiecduma of com-
erce, } esfect frecdom, he dues not advocnte, else with those whe ad-
re 10 the doctrines of free wrade, and follow them out to their leguis
ate congequences, he would ubjure as a first piineiple, all taxes on -
rted poods.  According to the teasoning of the economists they should
abolished and, instead of un indircet system, by which the 1ax-
therer puts his hand in your pocket und abstracts a cerinin amonut
ithout your knowled;ze, and for the dexterity of such abstraction he 13
rgely paid, there ought to be a_direct tax levied, an thie sinplest way,
all who msy ngfully be emicd on to pay taxes. Ilus would give
sfect freedom, aud thus alone canat be auaed.”

Now, as “a rose by any other name would smell as sweet,”
¢ are not by any moans auxivus by what pame we should be
sianatede  The Commercial Adverliser may style us Free-
ders, Protectionists, or give usany othertitle in the vocabulary ;
is to us a matter of perfect inditference: but we shall ex-
avour to enlighten him as 10 our prineiples, and in the exposi-
of them, we thiuk he will have no reason 1o complain of us
“fighting shy.”? L .
ur views on taxationare embadied in the followinz passaze
the Address of the Free Trade Association, dated Marcliy
61—
We farther avow that we entertain the opinion that Datices should be
od eolcly for the puspose of creating Revenue to provaie for the ne-
ities of Gevernment, and the extension of internal improvciaents, and
1, for theee ohjects, such articles only shou'd be sclected for Du'y as
) afford it without restrirting ot fetteting the general Comtiierec—
Camying ‘I'tade—or the Agricultural Industey of the conntry.”
0w, surely there is nothin:g in this passag: which implies a
ire for the substitution of direct for indirect tusation, nor can
passay * indicative of such wish be produced in any of gur co-
s. Qur views on this subject have notas yot been bruaght sut in
wtaile | or digested form, but we may briclly state, that in any

scheme we may propound, the main object will be to equalize as
nearly as circumstances will adinit, the pressure of taxation, to
that the burthen may be distubuted in prop: rtion to the capucity
of the tax-payers, in other wordsy in proportion to the revenue
which they enjuy under the protection of the State.  This olject
we believe lias Leen altogether lost sight of in our present Tariff,
and the ataiument of it wo should hail as a great fiscal refonm,
by whomsoever it were effected.  We believe also, that in the
actual circun:tances of the countiy, it is through the medwm of
indirect taxation, that the necessary revenue can be most con-
veniently and advantageously, collected.

But, says the Hamillon Commercial Advertisery this is contrary
to the doctrine of tho cconomists,  This is 2 mistake. It is true
that some political cconomists are now propagating the cpinion,
that direct taxation is deciledly prefeiable; and a very able
article in the Westminster Review, vecently quoted in owr paper,
certainly brings some cogent arzuments in its favor. But the
great mass of the writers on political economy,—Smith, Say,
Storeh, Garnier, McCulloch, and others,—assian various reasons
justificatory of the preference of indire. t over direct taxation.

Having made these remarks, we need say little with reference
to the illustration of our Hamilton contemporary, drawn from tho
two deseriptions of claret wine.  We will not insuit his palate
Ly putting it on a par with the “ Luglish taste,” which, the
Seeretary of the Free Trade Associntion of Burdeaux assures ue,
would be ¢ perfectiy suited? with an article costing only £8 per
hhd., and wlnch could bo laid duwn in Hamiiton at 9d. per bottle,
—Let him try the experiment of importmg a few dozens of his
claret at 9d. per bottle, together with an eqaal quantity of what
he styles < very little snperior, in reality, at 5s per bottle or up-
wards,”> and we will wager ourreputation as pohtical economists
against his, that both he “and any of his frieads that he may seat
at his festive beard will fiud the difference 1n quality fully equal
to the difference in price. At any rate, wo do not envy any
wentleman his feclings the morning after fro may have “exceed-
ed 1n his potations®? of the chieaper article.

Another tritling point we would fain set our contemporary right
on. ‘The English, we l-clieve,—although their climate is such as
to mive 1o their Purt a ripeness and a richuess of flavour unequal-
led elsewhere,—are by no means indiflereit to the charms of
Clarct, as oar youthful reminiseences, when the one was sold at
5s. and the otlier at 15s. per bottle, assures us.

We cannot, however, but wender at the inzenuity of the
Hamillor Commercial Advertiser, in pressing this article of wine
into his service, as an arqument 2gunst Free Trade 5 sinee, if
there be a point ont which there is no difference of opinion, it
surely is that of the absurdity of the encourngement which the
British Government mave to the trade with Portegal, at the cx-
pense of that with France—~—an encouragement which lost to the
British nation the French market for their woollen manufactures,
and which, in the words «f McCalloch, “ not only excluded ong
of the principal equivalents the French had to offer for onr con-
maditics, and proclainied to the world thut we considered it
better to deal with Lo millions of poor beguarly customers than
with thirly millions of rich ones, hut we also provoked the retali-
ation of the Fienchy, who furthwith excluded most of our articles
from their markets I—Although Great Britaia has to a certam
extent retraced her steps, yet the wound still rankles—haret in
latere lethalis arundo—and ‘it will be long erc the injury to her
cox.nmlcrcc, arising frum the absurd Methaen treaty, will be re-
JATCU.

! So far as the argnment of the Hamilton Commercial Advertiser
applics to the propricty of a scale of du ies un wines, graduated
in proportion 1o theit value, there is, acconling to the principles
of taxation we have cinunciated, no diflerence between usy we
believe 3 and the same remarh applics to other foreian luxurics
imported into the Province. We can see nothing in such a aystein
of taaation incunpatible with the moest enlarged freedom of com-
meree ; and it is manifestly accordant with justice and sound
policy.” It isonly when taxativn on luauries, levied solely for
the sllppkr of necessary revenue, is so hieavy as 1o defeat its ob-
ject, by diminishing consumption, and thus matcrially injurii g




