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ruan y years weighied dewn by a systemi
which centrolled ber commercial free-
dem, and effectually prevented her at-
taining that commercial expansion te
which her natural resources entitled
her. In the old (lays of French do-
wfinion, Canada was little better titan
a niilitary p)ost, whose feeble garrisen
was condemned te live in a state cfi
periietual warfare and insecuritv, fre-
îuliently sufl'ering, frein famnme, Wvitli-

Out anv tra(ie excelit what Nvas nie-
nopolised by priviieged conîpanies.
l-nder the new régime, and with the
influx cf a ciass ofi settiers whose in-
Stinets are ail in tbe direction cf comn-
mercial enterlirise, it wvas natural that
Icommerce should inake a certain pro-
gress, wvhich would have been less pos-
8ible under the French systemn cf
,coionial government ; but stili tliat
progiress was more or less trammelled,
for nîtany years, net oniy by the poli-
ticai troubles which resulted frein the
Operation cf an erroneous political
SYstemn, but chiefly by the working of
the restrictive commercial policy cf the
11kOther country. This policy was a
8YStern cf restrictions on the importa
and experts cf the colonîies, with tbe
V'iew cf keeping their trade and its
transport in British hands, as far as
Practicable. It teck many years for
iE11g5lish statesmen and econemists te
ÎSee the short-siglhtedness and tv'ranny
of this poiicv. Writers cf ail parties,

Wiha few memorabie exceptions,, con-
Cllrred in lauding a poiicy which was
'Oenai(leîed the very corner stone cf the
COllOnial system in the British Empire.
It vas net tili the princip)les cf free
trade began te make somte headway in
the in other country, and English states-
raen saw the necessity cf- giving te
'Canadians the f ree control. cf their
O'Wn affairs, that the Navigation Laws
'MWere repeaîed in their entrety, andi
Ceanada ieft free te trade in the mnIler best calculated te develop lier re-
fiI rces.

The Canadian people have now, vir-

t"eirY, Centrol ever allmatters affecting
terTrade and Commerce, and can1

regulate their fiscal policy solely with
a regard te their owvn necessities. The
rights of Canada, in this particular,
have always heen practic;iliy admitted
by the British Government, and when,
sontie years ago, they were calied in
question, tbey were distinctly and eni-
phiaticaily vindicated by Sir Alexander
Gait, then Finance Minister :

'Self-Govetnen t'-we quote from
his Report to the G -erninent on the
25th Octoher, 183,9,-'wotuld be utterly
annihilated if thie views of the Imiperial.
GoX(verniiienit were te be preferred to
those o>f the people of Canada. It is,
therefore, the duity cf the present Gov-
ernient dibtinctiy to affirin the rigbt of
tho Canadian Lerisiature to adjust the
taxation cf the people in the way thcy
dcciii best, even if it shonild unfertunateiy
happien t(> meet the disappreval. of the
IiiperialilMiistriy. Heri»Vajesty cannet
be advised te disaliow such Acts, unleas
lier advisers are prepared te assume the
adiniistration cf the affairs cf the co-
lony, irrespective cf the views of its in-
hiabitants. The huperial Geverniment
are net responsilile for the debts and en-
gagrenients cf Canada.; th ey do not main-
tin its judicial, eduicational, or civil
service ; they contributte nothing to the
internai governinent cf the counîtry ; the
Provincial Legislatîî re, acting~ through a
Ministry directly responsible to it, has te
make provision)i for ail those wants.
They must necessarily claim and exer-
cise the widest latitude as te the nature
and extent of the burthens te be placed
upen the indiustry of the people."

The broad principle, enunciated in
the foregroing State Paper, has neyer
since been questioned, but has been
practically acquiesce(l in by the Britirsb
Goverliment. We see that very clear13
in the case of the Canadian Tariff of
18 79, which has been avowediy framed
net enly te raise a revenue te meet the
absolute requirements of the country,
but aise to, develop native manufac-
tures and other interests which, it is
claimed, cannot be fostered, except
through such fiscal legisiation. W'hat-
ever nay be the effect cf this policy-
and that is a question which. has ne-
thing te do with the present argument
-no Ministerof the Crewnin England
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