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revenue from tells on foyeign canals and diminishing that on ours.
Wa have further provyd, that the protection to the British ship-
owner is by no means commensurate with the loss to our internal
trade, inasmuch as it is merely removing the field of his compe-
tition with the foreign shipewner, from onr own to foreign ports,
We have proved that the British Navization Laws hald out the
strongest inducement, nay, actually campel vs, and the inhabit-
ants of Canada West, to draw oursupplies of foreign goods through
Now-York, and the foreign canals, instead of through eur natural
inlet, the River St. Lawrence. We need only, in illustration of
this part of our arzument, point the attention of our raaders to the
rapi(y and progressive increase of our import trade with New York,
and the diminution of that with Britain.

These positions—every one of which has in our columns been
s0 distinctly set for'h as to amount to a mathematical demonstra-
tion—are unassailed and unassailable : and, whilst each in itself
would form a suflicient warrant for our application for the modi-
fication of the British Navigution Laws, and fur the openin of the
St. Lawrence; combined, they funn un irresistible and over-
whelming case.

Fram this synopsis, it is manifest that we differ fofo calo from
the Editor of the 8fontreal Guzelte, that the burthen of the Brtish

Navigation Laws is liaht to this celony : and if possible we dis-
sent still more strongly from his position, that ike cost ¢ falls al-
most entirely on the British consumers.”  Tlis might be true if
the British consumer were compelled to draw the whole or the
yrincipal partof his supplies from this market; but since he will

iave the whole world to choose fron, it is obvious that the price
in Englan! will be regulated, not by the cost of importation from
Canada alone, but also by that from other markets; and hence,
any circumstance which may enhance this cost of travsporting
out produce, weakens our power of competiton with ather nations,
and diminishes the vatue of such produce here. ‘This we take to
be so plain asto need no further illustration.

As regards the immatable character in public estimation of the
British Navigation Laws, so strongly in<isted on by the Gazetle, a
sufficient answer is te tie found in the factsalrealdy adverted to 1n
this article, of the incipient anitation against them. As the re-
sult of that agitation can only be matter of conjecture, we leave
our readers tojudge which is the more likcly to prove correct, we,
who antieipate that Great Brtaun will pursue her onward maich,
or the Edutor of the Guzette, who concerves that she has come to
a pause i her career.

We have perhaps sufficiently alluded to the insidious attempt
on the part of the Monireal Gazette to make the repeal of the Bri-
tish Navigation Laws, a political or parnly question; and to his
weak attempt to cast upon his opponents the odium of being de-
sirous of severing the connection with Great Britain.  This isa
stale device, which the supporters of existing abuses in this pro-
vince have repeatedly practised, and sometimes not without ef-
fect: fortanately, in this instance the shaft flies harmless.  The
attempt, however, is not the less deserving of reprenension. The
Guzetle, with great parade, insests for the third time a passage
from the Econemist in which we, in answer to his unauther zed
assertion that the British Navigation Laws are ¢ the price w. pay
for her protection, and that we must submit to themn or be castoff
by the mother country,” reply, that “the price is too extravazant
to be long quietly paid.” ~ And is such not the case? Were
Great Britain herself to state thut such wete the terms on which
alone she would protect us, should we naot be entitled to remon-
strate and to show that the bargain was a hard one for us? How
absurd then, to stizmatise us as disaffected persons, rebels, or
traitors, for merely expressing our opinion on the hypothetical
altemative proposed by the Fditor of the Gazette, and for following
it up to its consequences! The age of constructive treason has
fortunately wone liy, but the learned Fditor of the Gazeftz appears
desirous of introducing the age of hypothetical treason !

To fill up the measure of our crimes, we have formed an
“alliance* with La Revue Canadienne: this we shrewdly suspect
constitutes ““the head and front of our offendinz.”  That men of
every political party, and <fboth races, should combine to overturn
the monopoly of the British shipowaer, and to free us from the com-
mercial thraldom under which this province mu«t languish and
decay, is indeed a conjunction which bodes ill for the cause
which the Gazclie advocates. To add to his chagrin, we dis-
tinctly assure him that no exertion on our part shail be spared to
make that alliance more complete.  Whatever diflerences there
may continue to be_on other subjeets, we confidently trust that the
two races will cordially unite in labouring for the Reesarn or Tie
Britisy Navicationy Laws, Frer Navication or 70g St. Law-
rexce, aud for the introduction of the principles of Free TRAPE in
our colonial legisliation.

One word more, before we close this rather long asticle. The
Gazetle 1ays great stress upon the fact of the wdvocates of Free
Trade, whether the writers of the Economist or of La Revue Cana-
dicnne, speeulating on the consequences of the Briush Govern-
ment denying what they claim as a matter of justice. We assert,
and will ever muntain, the right of a British sulyeet on all occa-
sions to expose any hardship uuder which he suflers; and in the

-

instance of the Navigation Laws, we should be wanting to the
great eause which we advacate, were we to shrink from declar-
ing that the affections of the people of this country towards the
parent state would be weakened, were she, after removing from
us the protection which we have hithevto enjoyed, to  ontinue to
impose shackles on our commerce. We have httle apprehen ion
but that Great Brtain will continue, with reference to the de-
mands we now make, the sume magnanimous course which she
has hitherto pursued ; at the same time, it is fitting that she shonld
be iufonned how deeply the interests and feelings of the peoplo
of this country are engaged in them. That the fact of stating the
consequences of the denial of any act, either of justice or of fa-
vour, can fairly be consteued enher as disrespectful, or as im-
plying a desire to withdraw from the connection with Great Bri-
tain, we pointedly deny: on the contrary, we assert, that it isa
constitutional practice, adopted on various occasions, by the high-
est authorities, and by the most loyal suljects.  Mr Bucizanaw,
whose discretivn may perhaps be (foublc(l, but whose loyalty, we
presume, is unimpeachable, and who is, hike the Gazelte, u zeu-
lous advocate of existing abuses, in his letter dated 261h ultimno,
points out the ‘“annesation ? of this country to the United
States, as the inevitable consequence of the present policy of
Great Britain.

Probably the Editor of the Gazelle may demur to such an au-
thority, and we shall therefore supply him with another, which
the Government organ will sincerely repudiate.  The address of
the Legislative Assembly of 12th May last, reported from a com-
mittee of which the Hon. W. B. Robinson, now Chairman of the
Board of Works, wus Chairman, and voted nem. con.® by tho
house, contams the following passage :—

¢ Should the inhabutants of Canada, from the withdrawal of all protec-
tion to their staple products, find that they cannot successfully compete
with their neighbours of the United States in the only market open to
them, they w:ill naturally and of necessity begin to doubt whether re-
mainsng a portion of the British empire be of that puramount advan-
tage which they have hitherto found it to be.”

Frum this quotation, we drew the inference, that advocates of
monopoly, and protectionists, are alone entitled to threaten separ-
ation from the mother country !

* Wa niust excent from these rematks the Member for Montrenl, the Tlon, George
Moffatt, who, at tha tune the report was brought up, elyected to that portion of it

THE PROVINCIAL TARIFF.
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In our last number, we investigated the question of the Sogar
Duties, with the view of ascertaining, first, whether 12s. 6d. s1g.
per cwt., on raw and bastards, is too high for a revenue duty ;
and secondly. whether the same rate of duty should be levied on
both kinds : and we arrived at the conclusion, that, judging fromn
a comparison of the quantity consumed under a duty of 14s. 4d.
stg. per cwt., and the previous more moderate duty of something
under 9s. sig. per cwt, the middle rate of 12s, 6d. stg. could
scarcely be considered as sufficiently high to check consumption.

On carrying our investigation a step farther, however, we have
scen reason to modify that opinion, having discovered that al-
thongh raw and bastard sugars met with increased consnmption
under the augmented rate of duty, the consumption of refined fulf
off at the same time in a much greater ratio-

The average consumption of muscovado and bastards, as showa
in our 1ast number, was as follows :
1539, 240, and >11, average per annum . 7,453,246 Ibs.
1813, 44, and 45, ¢ “ . 9,301,362 «
During the same time we find the quantity of loaf sugar entered
for home éonsumption was as follows:

1839, . . L675.6071bs. 1843, . . 613,801 Ibs.
1810, . . 1745832 « 1844, . . 1,755,926 «
1841, . . 238,717 ¢ 1815, . . 1736502 «

6,300,236 1bs. 4,105’229 1bs.

————

Average, . 2,100,079 « 1,368,109 «
And in these respective pertiads, tho duty charsed on refined
sugar was 1d. stg. per Ib. for the first, and 2d. ste. per b, for the
second, besides an additional duty of 20 per cent if foreign or iin-
ported from 2 foreign country 5 and we may add, that this differ-
tial duty on foreigu refined was by no means moperative, as we
see by the Parliamentary returns Defore ns that it was paid in 1815
upon no less than 107,137 Ibs., viz. 95,709 1bs. entered at the
port of St. Johns, and 11,428 lbs. at various ports in the Western
section of the province.

It would appear then from the foregoing, that, while the con-
sumption of raw und bastard sugars mereased during the second or
more recent period tothe average extent of 1,818,116 lhs, perann,
that of refined fell off at the same time to the average extent of
731,670 Ibs. per annum : in other words, the consumption of raw




