e

CANADIAN.

; g\\
g

\
¥

B

-

ECONOMINT.

FREE TRADE JOURNAL,
AND WEBELY COMMBROIAL NEWS.

Vou. 1.}

T

MONTREAL, SATURDAY,

]

20w SEPTEMBER, 1840, [No. 22,

CONTENTS.

T.—Mscellaneous Articles.

8.~Intelhgenco—General and Local,

9.—Shippang Intelhigence.

10.—Marhets,~English, New York, and
Montical,

11 ~Prices Cucrent, &c.

1.~Butish Navigation Laws.

2.—The Montrea! Gazotte,

3.—~The Qucbee Board of Trade,

4,~J.ako St. Peter.

5.~—~Dialogue on Free Trade.

O.~Review of tho ‘I'rado of the United
Kingdom. 12.—Advertisements.

THI CANADIAN ECONOMIST.

MONTREAL, SATURDAY, 21 SEPTEMBER, 1846.

BRITISH NAVIGATION LAWS.

We think that every one who reads attentively the signs of the
times in England, in their best expounder, the public press, will
come 1o the conclusion that the kuell of the Navigation Lavs 1s
tolled. A year or two of struggle, a few party conflicts in the
Imperial Parliament, and this giant monopoly, like the others
which have been overthrown, will be consigned to the tomb of
the Capulets.

It may be that from this colony the first Llow will be struck:
because it is here that the evils which flow from those lawe aro
most seriously felt 5 because here the contest is not of one class
ugninst another within the colony, but a contest for ¢c amercial
existence against a most formidable foreign rival. It is this fact
that gives to the question of Free Trade in shipping here an as-
pect altogether ditferent from that which st assumes in Biitaing
and it is this which entitles us to demand from her, almost as a
right, its concession.

Those arguments, which in the mether eountry are used in fa-
vour of the Nuvigation Laws, founded on the pelicy of emyploying
British ships and British scamen in order to rear up a naval force
adequate to protect the country in times of danger, have little or
no application here.  Were it essenisal, or even condueive to the
greatuess of Brtain, that she should contimue to enioy a monopoly
of the canying trade between this country and her shores, our
feehngs of patioti<tn mieht induce us to make 2 heay ¥ sacrifice
for such an oh’Jcct. We mioht even submit, contiary to the fimt
principles of the British constitution, to be thus indirectly (axed
wtthout being represented.

But the question is altogether di
British ot forcign vessels be emplayed to carry colonial produce
to Butam?  Nosuch aliernative is open to us; the question be-
ing, Shall our produce, and that of the Western States intended
for shipment to Britain, be brouzht down throush Bruish waters
to Montreal or Quebec, or shall it be sent through the American
waters t0 New York 1 Locking at the subject in this powt of
view, i 1s mamfestly one comparatively of litle importance
to Brtain, whilst 1o us 1t is one, commercially speaking, of lifo
and death. =

Whethier the Navigation Laws be repealed or not, it will be
utterly Jmpossible 10 continne to the British owners the monopoly
ol the manspostation of our produce ; snce 1, by ovur restrictions
the fordigner be prevented from competing with Lim in 1ho
St. Lawrence, those restrictions will be the means of diverting

ficrent : it is not simply, Shail

our pg%ducc the Amenican canals, and the rmtes of freight from
New York 36l thus rexulate the froights from Canada.  Thus in

any case thé mitlsh shipowner will be
and 1t sighifies filtke 10 him, whe
as it will foreignzdnd British ve
direet, if xﬂe.St.aL:'\Q.:rcnc

exposed to competition ;
ther that competition be direet,
ssels mect on our waters, or in-
s LaXrence bo stll elosed agamst foreign ships.

But th%hl‘:mpoN;xm to tlus province is it 1o encourage, not
only the inhabftants of Canada, bui those of the Western States
lo ship thei produce via the Si. Lawrence ! The fact must never
be Jost gight of, hat at the time when 2 Jarge amount of protec-
tron was accord¥d 1o colonial produce in Britamn, and when fo-
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reign produce manufactured in Canada became colonial, a heavy
debt was incurred for the construction of canals for the transpor-
tation of that produce ; and that the continnance of that protection
was relied on as the means of paying the interest, and gradually
liquidating the prineipal of that debt.  Now, no sooner are these
canals nearly completed, than protection of every kind is with-
drawn from us, and we are not only left to compete with our en-
terprising "(’i'zillmnrs, but in point of fact actual advantages are
given by Britam to foreigners over our own subjects.  The advan-
tazes we allude to are obvions, and cannot be denied : thus,in 1849,
a foreigner desirous of sending his grain or other agricultural pro-
duceto Britain, will have the optivn of sending it by a foreign craft
to Montreal, thence to be forwarded in a barge to Quebec, to be
transhipped in a_forcign vessel to Britain; or a colonist will have
the option of sending his produce by foraga craft to New York

through foreign vessels, 1o be also transhipped in a foreign vesse

to Britamn 5 whilst if L:e choose to ship his produce through the
British waters, he will be restricted to Britisk vessels through the
whole of the route ! The produce, whether colonial or foreign,
which will have gone through these vanous channels, willally on
its arrival in Britain, being free of duty, be placed on the samo
footing.

It is thus apparent that the British Navigation Laws, in their
present state, give to foreiguers sending their produce through our
waters, a preference over colonists, and hold out a bonus to colo-
nists 1o send their produce through a fureign countsy, instead of
through their own waters.

Wo again ask our readers whether this anomalous state =of
things is to be permitted to exist, and whether it is not befitting
the mhabitants of this country to appeal 1o the parent state for its
removal ?

MONTREAL GAZETTE.

We are not surprised to observe that the strictures in our last
on the anicles which have recently appeared in tho Montreal
Gazelte on the sulyect of the British Navigation Laws, have ex~-
cited the ire of the Editor. 'We can assure him that the Jabour
of answering him was not o great as ho seems to imagine, tha
only difliculty being to find the few grains of wheat interspersed
amongst lus bushels of chafl.  As our paper comes out bur once
3 week, we cannot well see how our answer could have appeared
carlier ; a portion of the temarks on which we commented not
having appeared when our former nurober went to press. Had
we, however, wanted a high authonty for delay, we nceded none
other than his own example, since ho has appareutly for the last
two months been in ) state of parturition of these very articles on
the Navimtion Laws: and we may truly say of lus offspring,
nascitur ridiculus mus.

The Edior, it appears, finds it much casier to aceuse us of con-
ccit than to answer our arguments, and he probably acts wiselyin
adopting that course. At the sune time, he must permit us to
draw the mference, that he is mncapable of defending the posi-
tions he formerdy assunmed.  Like honest Jack Falstaff when
called on for his reacons, he exclums, “Give you a reason on
compulsion ! 1 reasons were as plenty as blackbenies, 1 would
give no man a reason upon compulsion, 1.2

Althongh the Editor 1s rather backward with his arguments, he
is by nomeans se with Lis manuations; and he has on various occa-
sions atempled aflinratthe I onomist as thoughit advocated doc-
tnnes subversive of eur connection with, and just subordination
to, the mother conntry. We defyv him to Jay his finger, notona
single aitiele, but even on a sgle passage, having such a ien-
dev~y.  Nol we tuke pride in asserung, what every page of our
columns abundantly proves, that our feelings are truly British,
and that our aiman the advocacy of all the measures which we
have supported, has been tn cement and perpetuato those ties
wluch umte our mierest with that of Great Britain.

Need we refer to particular articles in preof of our assertion
We will only wnstance No<. 4 and 5 of this journal. in which the
subject of “ Free Trer axo Brutisu Coxsecrion  is discussed,
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