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cta temporaty bill be brought in, but not such a messuro as the
present.

Mr. Hume wished to throw out for the considerntion of the noble
lord the wden, how far this bill did not interfere with what ought to be
the rule in all cases, that the legislaton of the Jmpenal Parhament
ouglit to be uniform. He was in favour of an entiro change of sys-
tem s rogarded tho colonies, and would rejoice te sco tho tuno
when thoy took tho wholo of the Customs into thetr own hands, and
thus engbled us to withdraw all the Custom-licuse authorntics now
in those colonies, He hegged the noblo lord just to look over the
report of the commitee of last session on colomul expenditure. Ho
would there find that £575,000 had been levied under the head of the
Imperinl duties, and that not 1s of it cae to England, bemg divided
in varous ways among the colontes, whilo we had to make up
£24,000, out of the revenues of tlus country to maintain the system.

Lorp J. Russgrt.—1 will stato in the firstplace what 1 beheve
to Le the state of the law. It was nt one time attempted 1o mako the
colonial possessions of thus country contribute to the expense of the
mother country, to contribute to the expruse of the nrmy and navy
and fortifications, by duties to be levied on those colomes, That led
to the resistance of the United States of Amerien, and Parhament pass-
edan act by which they declared that all duties lev.ed in future in the
colonies, though impeaial dutes, for the puipose of tradey, must bo ap-
pliedt divectly 1o the use of the colowes. If I understand my hon.
friend nght, be dees not wish to alter that state of matters, or to re-
vive the old demand upon the colonws, Ther the quesuon ocenrs,
whether laving given up that nght, we should mterfere further with
regard 10 the trade of these colonies? Here [ dutfer from the hon. mem-
ber for Kendal, ho has said that we ought nut to allow a consider.
able power to the colonies to relieve their trade nceording to thewr
own wishes; and the nght hon. geatleman opposite, the member for
the University of Cambndge, thinks we ougli, as hitherto, to regulate
all these matters by an fmpcriul net.  Now, with regard to thas, I
should feel great difficulty in legistating on that subgect i the present
session.  We lave adopted for ourselves generally the prineiple, that
we willnot enaet duferential duties, and that we will not for the pur—
pose of protection, impose duties on the produce of oucfcountry more
than on auother, or on colonial more than on home production; but
in applying this principle we are not altgether cousistent and unform
—we do mnke exceptions.  (Hear) The hon. member for Kendal
supported well and ably the proposition of the lute Government, by
which a duty of 13s. was chiarged on foreizn tunber.  That operated
as a protective duty oncolomal unber. I think the hon. member was
perfeetly right waith respect to the view he took of the timber dutics,
but having taken tlus liberty of establishing free trade a3 a pnncrple in
the first place, and in the next place making eertamn exceptions to that
principle for the sake ofrevenue, we ouglt, Ithink, 1o treat the trade of
the colonies as weo treat our own trade. Now, the whole power
which wo give by this bill 10 the colomal assemblies with respect to
these dutivs is o powor 1o vopcal dutios, nnt 1o onact dulurentsal du
ues.  We do not give them any power to nnpose duties on Bnuish goods
which they do not possess at present.—If applying the prneiples of
free teade, wo should hereafter say to the colomsts—* Here 1s a pro-
teenve daty, this duty 1s onc which ought 10 be tahen away ;7 the
colonists might say—¢ True, it does act as a protective duty; yet it
brings in so much to our revenue, that we cannot agree 10 remove 1.’
1 think, therefore, that itis Letter to leave the miatter to the colomal
assemblies, who are only to act with the assent of the Crown con-
trolling their power, by which meaus o multiplcity of duties may be
avoided.  Also, the seeretary of Swute Jor the Colones will have the
power 10 dureet the governor of auy oune of the colonwes to explan to
that colony what are the genesal views and principles on winch Her
Mujesty’s Government wish them to acty nnd so the Seerctary for the
Colonies wiil be enabled to pont out general directions for their guid-
ance, In general, I think it bestto treat the colonies as we treat our-
selves, and i any genernl{net can be puesed in the next session of
Parliament wul the view of establishing these questions on a better
fooung Parknment wilt be competent to pass such measure; but I
cannot agree with the hon, member for Kendal (Mr. Warburton) who
seems 10 think that the people in the colomes are ignorant and Jdo not
know the true principles of trade, aud that we ought not to let them
huve this power placed in their hiands. 1 am for gaving them thus pow-
er pointing out ar the snme ume to the colonists generally, what are
the rules and regulations of trade wiich Her Majesty’s Government
would desire to act upon.

Mr. Lavovcuere thought it was begging the question, to say that
reducing the duties on foreign goods would diminish the revenucs of
the colomes, These additional duties were very generally a protecs
uon to us, but they were not neeessary 1o the colonies.

Mr. C. Burnrkr considered it was quite clear that this bill madeno
intrenchment on the power of the Imperlal Legiciature to legisiate for
the colomes,  The bill only saud that the Imperia) Legisiature was
not prepared 1o say how far it would repeai a certnin act of Parlia-
meat, amd delegated to the Coreninl Assemblies the power of saying
how fur they wished the duties imposed Ly that act to be repealed,
He thought there could not be astronger wnstance of the power of Par-
hament, with respect 10 the Colonies than such an enactiment. The
right hon. gentleman (Mr. Goulburn) scemed to think that it was
quite unexampled to give a Coloninl Assembly the power to repeal an
actof the hnperial Legislature; but thmt was not the case. An act
of the British Parliament, calied the Temnre of Lancs in Lower
Cunada Act, had given some time ago, ns hon. gentlemen would re-
member much canso of complasnt 1o the people of Lower Canada,
agamst the hipenal Legisature, tor having legislated ona local matter
with wlnch they were mmperfectly acquainted,  Parhament accord-
ingly passed auact 1o enable the local Patlament of Lower Canada to
repeal ¢hat aet,

“The Cuavcrrron of the Excl squer—The act of the Sth and 9th
Victoria imposed additional dutivs on foresgn articles imported 1o
the colonies. AN that this Uil enabled the Colonial Asscmblies, with

e,

the assent of the Crown, to do, was to repeal such portions of these ad-
ditiona! duties as they should think proper.

On a subsequent day, when the Bull catne on for a third reading —

The Cuasxcrrror of the Excurqrer smd, that in conscquence of
what felt framthe hon. members for Cambridge and Binnngham when
thisbill was last before the house, he should proposc such words as
amendments i the bill as would meet the ohjections yieed, and pre-
vent the colomal legislatures from laying unfiir duties on British pro-
duce and manuinctuces,

Lord G. Bentinck then rose 10 move, that the Bill be read a third time
that day three months, declaning, mn a speech of some length, his convie-
tion that its operation would be fatal to the colowal sgatem of the
i?lumry, by eventualiy leading to the abandenment of the Navigation

ws,

Lord John Russell replied, twitting the noble Lord on the little snpport
he recewved from the House, and laying 1t down as a rule, that if Parha-
ment decided that the manufacturing and agncultwal portion of the
population had a right to consumne the cheapeet sugar and corn they could
get, the Colonies were also cntitled to have their provisions and manu-
factures at as cheap a rate a8 they could be obtained.  He would not go
into the question raised by the uoble lord,and iscuss the poliey of tho
naviration Jaws.  If «t were o mere question how the wealth of a
ountry could be best promoted and distubuted, then all *hie anthonties
from Adum Snuth downwards, established that the prineiples of free
trade were undeninblo and arrefragable, and ought to obtam.  But, of
a caso were made out on nny particalar article, why another principle
than that of free trade ouglit to prevail, Parlinment ought to gve the
subject due consideration.  If the noble lord had succeeded in prov-
ing that sugar ought 10 be an exception to the adoption of freo trade
principles, that would bh an answer to the applicaucn of those princi-
ples,  But he had fuled 1o make that out. So as to the naviaation
laws. If it wore a mere question of the production and distnbution
of wealth, then he thouglit everybody onght to be allowed to use the
stups he thought best. But then arose the conswderation of the naval
detence of this country, and its naval supremacy, and 1t becane a
question whether these might not Le endangered by a cliange 1n tho
navization laws,

Aftor some remarks from Ms Spooner, in opposition to the Bill, Mr.
Bright declared his opinion that the prineiple which had been carried oug
with regard to corn and sugar must cventually be applied to shipping ;
and this without prejudice to the shypowners, 10 whom the Navigaton
Laws had been a great hinderance in trade, without affording protection.

Mr. Berxat supported the Bull, heeause as the Colonists had been
deprived of protection, he thought they ought to partierpate in all
the advantages of frea trade.

Mr. Hexeey considered that the Bill would place a very olyjec-
tionuble power in their hands of establisluing diferenual dutiés agminst
the Mother Country. ©

Sir H. Dovcras believed that this Bl wanld lead to constant and
ungry conniets between the Colomal Legislatures and Executives
aud to frequent contentions, between the Home and Colonial Le-
gislatures. The free tmde measures recently adopted by Pachiament
had given great umbrage to our Canadian Colomsts. He had re-
ceived voiuminous cotumunications on the fsubject from all pmt§ of
those Colonies; and the Legusleture of this country necd not be sur-
priswlaf, 1 consequence of their adopuoa of the treestrade pnnciple,
the Canadans—who had been deprived of protection—should des
mand that some cancessions should be made 1o them.—Fiom what
Lie had heard, he believed they would require that the ntetest of the
debt contracted for eflveting internat improvements 1n the Canadas,
should be remitted, or prud by the Mother Country ; thiat they should
be allowed 10 regulate their own commercial affiurs, independently of
the Mother Country, that all duties ou the importation of Canndion
procncee, of cfery description, should be repealed; and that the Colo-
nial Assembles should have the night of dealing with the navigatuon
laws, and of throwing epen the uavigation of the St Lawrence.

The House dividedt—

For the amendment....
For the third reading ... .47
Majority coevvnecscnsans tererirsanee.==39
The bill was accordingly read a tlurd timoe and passed.

THE FLOUR TRADE.
The quantity of bread-stuffs received from the Western States, at the
two great outlets of the New York canals, and the mouth of the Missis-
sippi, are as follows, to August 1st i—

1845. 1846.

Dufalo. Oscezo N Orleans. Bufialo.  Oswepo, A ns.
Flour,...hbls. 263,650 133,196 497471 691,640 190095 810 8t
Wheat, bush. 671,350 17,702 182661 1,311,790 163,08 1,195,005
Com, . . 2L6R5 5,031 1,142,901 638,743 240,589 3,139,954
Oats, . J0765 ... 411,526 176,583 690,267

The totul receipts at these points compare as follows:
Years. Flour, 1 heat. Corn. Oats.
1845, covveenrereans 894317 871,733 1,169,617 499501
1846, evovrnreinneeiees 1,683,931 2,669,876 4,319286 866,859
Increase,...ooueee 799,604 1,798,143 3,149,669 444,250

This incrense of flour and wheat, expressed in bushels of wheat, is
equal 10 5,769,213 ; or, say 721,526 Englich quarters. The inspections

at three other points were as follows:

FLOUR INSPLCTED. 1845. 18.46.
Philadelphia, Ist January to 1st July Jbble. 208948 310,954
Baltimore, 1st July to 30th June, ... - 550,846 769,130
Georgetown, D. C., 1st July to 30th June, .. . 33,698 66,459
Totalyereeninieenin vominrrniinenniinininne.. 813,492 1,166,543




