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Xatioxal Hotel,

Washw/jtoi)^ Januav^j Ul., 1851.

To tlie Hon. It. M. ^McLant^,

OJi.ainnan Com. of Commerce^ Iloum P.ej)G.

Sill : 1 avail myself of your kind joermission to state

tlie grounds on Avhicli tLe passage of the bill which has

Le(iu repeatedly brought under the consideration of Con-

p:ress for estal)lis]iing reciprocal free trade in certain arti-

cle.^, the natural jn'oducts of tlie Tiiited States and Can-

ada, is urg(id by the hitter. To bring the subject fairly

under consideration, I must advei't to the clianires which

liave taken place within the hist few years in the colonial

])olicy of (ireat Britain. Tlie old policy of the mother

country wjis to compel the colonies by means of heavy

dilicrential duties, to purchase their supplies exclusively

fro!>i her. The trade was carried on in British bottoms,

and the [products of the colonies were admitted into the

markets of tlie mother coimtry on more advantageous

terms than those of foreign nations. While such was the

commercial policy of Great Britain, the political aifairs of

the colonies were materially influenced by the Imperial

Government, the local Parliament having no practical con-

trol over the administration of aftairs. About the same

l)eriod, when, owing to the change in the commercial ])oli-

cy of Great Britain, it became necessary to remove all re-

strictions on the colonial trade, a most important conces-

sion Avas made to the North American Pi'ovinces by the

introduction of a system of government under which the

local Parliaments obtained an effective control over their

Governments. The consecpience of the withdrawal of the

jn-otection formerly enjoyed by the colonies has been, that

they have been left to buy and sell in the markets of the

world, just as tlie United States, or any other foreign na-

tion. Under the colonial system, the differential duties
Tuvvers, printer.


