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SPIRIT O1' TIE PRESS,

When we look backh over the esents of the last seven ot cight
months, and inark the duferent spint wineh anmuates the consduc-
tors of the public press compared with what was presiously the
ase, we see a great deal toencourage use Up to that tme there
was a feeling of apathy and saditlerence mamfested towands
every thing connected with the commercial prozress of the coun-
try. Questions of pohitical economy seldom troubled the Editors
of newspapers, and the great changes in progress elsew here were
regarded with a sullenness or indulference that was more ominous
than tho most active opposition.  We know not whether we may
be allowed to claim some credit for having cxerci-ed this evil in-
fluence, and turned the public in the direction of those interests
which ran so serioes a risk of being shipwrecked.  However that
may be, the fact that & marked change has taken place cannot be
deuied, as it cannat that that change dates feom the establishment
of the Montreal Free-Trade Assoctation, and more particuiarly of
this journal.  We now rarely take up a newspaper in which the
questions we find propounded in the colony are not taken up and
tiscussed with a zeal which, 1f not always supported by the dis-
cretion of the wnters, isut least a prool of th2 hnpostance attach-
¢d to the question.  In Lower Canada—most deeply interested in
the subject—the battle of Free Trade has been fought by the press
with more than usual determmation and blitterness.  Whilst a
consistent support has been lent to its doctrines by the Pilot and
French-Cimadian journa's, a kind of guasi consent only has been
yielded by the Tenes and Heaold; and the Gazelte, wh'ch com-
menced as a thorough-going reformer, (and the Ed.tor of which,
we have been informed, formerly distinzuished himself in ano-
ther field by his extreme liberality on all sulyeets,) has thrown off
the mask, and come out as the supporter of every kind of com-
mercial restriction.  In Quebee also, where a spinit of antiquity
clings to the commercial budy, the press has mamfested open hos-
tility to our doetrines, and the veneralde editor of the most ven-
erable paper in the colony has exlnbited his dislike to the opinions
of the day, at fist by sententions bitterness, dmkly eapressed,
and more lately 1y direct attacks on the Econonust ant nts sup-
porters,  The Mrcury—like a well-requlated barometer—has
caught the spirit of sts chiefy and by sigmiticant nothingnesses tries
to swamp Free Tode. Inthe cther paitsof the Luwer Province,
the doctrines of Free Trade have reeeived a fair portion of sup-
port from the press. At Sherbrooke, the Editor of the Journel—
from reasons which we thunk we can understand—olyects only to
that part of the syaem which wenld exclude lus agricultaral
friends, We have endeavoured to auswer sume of the argu-
ments he has advanced on this head, and shall be lappy atall
times to hear what he has to say in defence of a list of duties
which we hold to be perfectly mcompatible with the true interetss
of the colony.

In Upper Canada, the press has already, as a body, adopted
the principles of Free Trade, and we should be ungrateful were
we not to acknowledge the fhitterings testimony that has been tent
1 our efforts in the cause.  If we have some reason to complain
of scurvy treatment from oar Montreal conterpararies, s abun-
dantly made up by the conrteons conduct of our Upper Canada
contemporaries.  Some of the ¢ "lest tatieles that have been
writen on the subject of Free Trads have appearad in the Turonfo
Banner and Lramizer, and lati 1), in the Kiag<ton Clronirle,
which, under new management, promises to resume s old stition
amongst the ablest jonrna's of the povince. ‘Phe Kingstun Nows
Likewise has devoted a considerable partion of its space to the
consideration of these questions, and viven a wide crenlation to
our opinions by frequently estrietiug fiom our joornal.  In Ham-
tlton, the prese, which there appears to have received new smne,
1s gonerally favomable to vun doctiuesy an 1 has hedped 1o bring
them bofore the pablie. In a recent namber of the Cemvarraal
Advertiser, the Editor, whilst denying us “anv pretension to any
knowledge of the science with” which we seck to be identi-
fied 7 (1), confesses that * the Eeonvmist is a valuable journal ,—
valuable for the fuets it industniously culleets aad lays befwe the
Canadian publie.?  We will not, of cuitise, question an opinion
coming from such a source, as 2k our contemporaty ta explain
the value of facts wedded 10 faleo principles, but we will exeept
Iiis compiiment with the reservation, leaving the public to judue
o that particnlar <cabjects. We are glad, however, to fid that
ow Hamilton friend Ins entered on the question of domestic ma-
nafactures, and that he is preparing to <how the fallacy we com-
mit when we point to Lowell as a pronf of what ing nmity and
enterprise will eflect, but totally object ta the protective system
by which a portion of those manufactures have been forced up
and sustained.  When he w:ll have shown this fallacy, wo may
probably thunk proper to answer hun.  From the Peferborough
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Chronicle we last week extracted an able article, and did timo af-
ford us we would ro duficulty in findwmg in many other of the nu-
merous junrnals of the Upper Provinee proofs of an equal intelli-
gence and hiberality,

Nor s it so much in the direct support and unreserved sanction
lenit to our jirna) and its opizions that we mark the improved
spint of the publie press, as in the ahered tone of the very few
papers that veature o oppose us.  Driven from their onginal po-
sitian, these papers Leep up a stragghng fire, meant to be mis-
chievous, in defence of the Navisation Laws or agricultural
protection.  After what has already tuken place, they cannot
muster the courage to repeat that Free Trade is actually going to
suin us, bat all their arguments are directed to show that the
restrictions they support are consistent with our future prosperity,
and that without protectior in the Enghish market weo can afford
to pay a hisher price for freicht and for articles of consumption
than are pad by the people of other countries.  ‘These are more
particularly the arguments of the Tbronto Palriot and Cobourg
Star—hich are now endeavourimy to excite the feehngs of the
azriculturists by persuading themn that they are to be the principal
sufferers by the chauges proposed.  The faimer has, however,
already had suflicrent proof of the value of the predictions of the
protectionists to have taught him how litle reliance is to
pliced on them; and the state of things at the present moment
is not such as v give much force to their reasoning. He knows
very well that whatever tends to lessen the expense of the con-
veyance of what ha produces must be for huf good, by giving him
2 better ehuree of the hiome miashet, and removing any difference
that may exist in piices between him and lis foreiza competi-
tors.  As to the Auncultural Duties, we know it is a question on
which many feel sorely, but we alsy kwow that already a great
change has taken place ih the opinion of the agriculturists thera-
selves, and after what has been done in Great Britain it is scarce-
ly possible to suppose they can be maintained.

But, we repeat. cn the great principles which govern commerco
in our day. there is very hntle dufferenco of opinion, and the Press,
which at fiest viewed with indifferenee or dislike the doctrines
proposed, now scarcely venture directly to oppose them.  This
1s at least enconraging, aud leads us to hope confidently that ere
very long public opinon will be quite as unanimous on the other
questions tow disputed, as it is ou the leading poiats it formerly
tefused to Listen to,

PROOFS FOR PROTECTIONISTS.

(From the Toronto Gloe.)

The Canadian protectionists are resoived to Jdie hard.  There 18 2 sort
of tacit  dmission that they are enturely run out of arguments, but they ean
still use the wo-ls, Foreiga Riral, British Connexian, Ships, Colo:ues,
and Commneree, without any de fiaite meamng being attached to these
phrases, ‘They gererally bewin their reinarks iu this way—*1 ama Free-
‘Prader as well as you”  ‘Fhis is the very Yanzuage of an apologist for
American slavery.  He always beging with * [ hate slavery as much as
you do.»  But be fore he has spoken twenty words you find that he che-
rishes slavery, and cordially disl.kes all who oppose it. Commercial
slavery 18 defended on the same gromd. We say—Well, we are a
Free«Trader—~what articles will you allow 10 be unprotected ? Whent—
No, that wonld never do; Timber—never ; Ashcs—umpossidle. Would
you then allow the shijping trade to be free? “ Worse and woree
—You would destroy Brugins naval supremacy.”  Qur Tory contempo-
raries have condr~=candingly turaed ont to protect the navy of England.
A correspomident of the Cador.rg 8 ar disinpnshic., hungelf in this line. A
strmae deeenvery thiees pran's b ma b I th y w ere not well knownto
be so very very Diyal, we would ceria.nly say that they were the very re.
verse of patrotie.

We had always thonzskt that the nava! ereatness of the Buitish Islands
avose from theip exXtensive «ea eoasta and pamerons co'onics, from thein-
hahiiants being long addicied to marinme purswite, from the freed »m of
their sustidations, and, above ail, from the skitl and mtrepdity and indos-
try of the population.  We have thoaght of the undaunted looks winch
our gallant 1ars have directed to * the metcor flay of England” in the
hour of danger-—on the wmemorable proofs that they have given that the
<y which baa boaved a thowsaad years tue baule and the breeze,”
chdl vever be tarnched Ie s ali awstake. I che navigtton laws
are yelaxed, or 1n the least abared, away would go onr naval sapre:nacy.
Tt 1s all a nustake atout the brav ry and enterprise of the Angio-Saxon
an 1 Celtic races.  Only fet the Yankees and the Norse men of Germany
and th e Dateb, be on equal tenms with ag, sn L« shups, eoloies, and cons
merce ” would vamish forthwreh ' Itis rather ton bad that these asper-
sious should he case on tha great arm of o te national defence and on
Braish ent:rpuse and indus.y, by gentlemen of such soperabundant
loyalty.

“I'hie navization laws of Eagland, which were passed to crush the Datch
trade, were loag Jooked up to as the palladimn of the naval power of
of Britain.  Under them fureign ships could only bring goods 1nto Eng-
land if the whnle cargo was the produce of the country to which the vessel
belonzed.  But it 1s lonz since many competent judges have called in
question e wisdom of these laws.  M+Culiuch says, that there are good
wrounds for thinking ** that the laws have had a precisely opposite eff~ct,
snd that they increased rather than dumnished our navy.”  Roger Coke,
in his ¢ Treatisc on Trade,” published as far back asin 1671, says that
this act, “* by lessening the resort of s:rangers to our ports, had a very
injurious effect on our conminerce,” and that within two years after the




