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TIE NAVIGATION LAWS.

We rencw the consideration of the hmportant effects resulting
to Canadian interests, from the operation of the laws in question,

Our last article has, we are glad to sce, done good service to our
cause hy attiacting the notice of the press generally to this subject,
as well in the Upper as in the Lower part of the Province.

Prominent among those who have criticised our Jabours, are the
Herald and the Gazette. The former, while avowing himself to be
strongly in favour of claiming a modification of the laws in ques-
tion upon the broad ground that he thinks we are entitled to i, as
an act of simple justice, on the principle of Free Trade (which the
mother country has adopted for herself), does not give nmself any
trouble te furnish speciiic facts and plain reasons to enable the
colony to arrive at the same sound conclusion ; but, wrapping him-
self up in the mantle of self-importance, thinks it a sutficient conde-
scension to tell the countiy that the Navigation Laws, in his opinion,
ought to be modified, He is in the right path, however, and there-
fore we shall avoid, if possible, making any obscrvation that would
irritate or wound his excessive self-esteem.

On the other hand, the Gazelte, the subservient tool of the Govern-
ment of the day, having at length received permission from its mas-
ters to speak, seems determined to redeem the time 1t lost in waiting
fox: the necessary signal.  In its number of the 16th instant, it
reopened its battery of abuse by aspersing the character of the
Montreal Board of Trade, representing its President—the Hon. Geo.
Moffatt, M.P.P. for this city—as a mere puppet managed by wires
in the hands of certain members of the Free-Trade™ Association,
We have no hesitation in asserting that a viler calumny was never
utered. The Hon. Geo, Moffatt has, we undeistand, for upwards
of twventy years held offices of the highest public trust, in the
Councils—whether Special, Legistative or Executive—of the colony,
yet, though known to be 2 man of great independence and cone
sistency of character, he is now accused of allowing himself to be
used 25 a mere ornamental puppet—accused of putting his name to
agrave and deliberate document suggesting organic changes in the
commercial policy of this colony withont sincerely commutting
himself to the prineiples and doctrines thereby propounded.  We
say. apaper capable of making such an mfamous charge as this,
shonld be punished with the scom of the commercial community.

In his namber of the 19th inctant, "¢ has the {emerity to acense
us of “falschood ™ in stating that he had seen fit to abandon the
principles he professed when he joined the Free-Tiade Association.
Qur words we.e, < But, tempara mulantur, the Editor of the Gazdlle
was then one of us, thou:,;h e has since, for reasons no doubt satis-
fact_t,)ry to himsclf, seen fit ‘o abandon the principles he then profess-
ed.”? To this he roknlwd, ¢ Our readers know well the falsehood of
the accusation.”” We have but one word to add, and our readers
will be able to judge whete the charge of < falvehnod 2 should rest.
On tuming to the hooks of the Free-Trade Association, we find the
l‘.d;.(or of the Gazclle's name the ninth on the roll of members, by
which he pledges himself to the following resolution :—

. “Thatitis c.\gcdirm to establish an Association to watch the proceed-
ings of our Colonial Government—that the saud Association shall take
Jor ita fundamental basis the pnnciple of unrestricted Fies Trade,

pledging itself to exert its utnost inlluence and to use all lawful means to
cause erery profective or merely 1eguluting duty to be removed : and 1n
the same spint 1o o, pose the future enactment of any duty which the
Lemslature way attcanpt tommpose for any purpose but that sunply of
raising a revenuce for the necessities of the Government.”

Yow far the doctrines now advocated by the Guzetie tally with
the above pledge, we leave the public to judge.

We now resume the consuleration of the question we sot out
with.

The objections raised to onr previous artiele (vide No. 21) are~1st.
“That we were not warranted m attributing to the operation of the
British Navication Laws the whole excess paid by Canadians, to
the British slupovner, tor trausporsug thesr produce to England,
via the St. Lawrenee, overwhat it cost the Americans to send the
same amount of produce, via New York.  2nd. That the repeal or
madification of these laws would not have the effect of reducing
the average rate of ficizht by way of the St. Lawrence ; or in the
words of the Guzefle who says, m proceeding to inquire ¢ what
their influence really does amount 10, —* We apprehend that it 1s
demonstrable that it is iufinitesimally litlle, and that the whole of
the navigation of these Proviuces is kept in British hands at the
very smallest appreciable cost to the merchant and farmer.”

In our former article we showed that the excess pmd by the
Canadian producer on three artidles alone exported from Canuda,
viz. :—flour, wheat and timber, in the years 1844, 45 and 46
amonnted 1o £924,098 11s. 6il. over what the same articles would
have cost 1f shupped fiom the Porst of New York, and this we set
up as a valid ground npon which to clawm yelief fiom the Mother
Country from the restiictions of her Navigation Laws.

But, it is urzed, that wo cannot charee the whole of this excess
to the operation of these laws, because the expenses of navigation
are not the same in both cases.

We admit the validity of the alijection, and also that we shonld
have been more careful in guarding ourselves aganst its beinyg
even temporarily raised.  Our readers will bear 1n wind, how-
ever, that et former caleulation embraced three artides of cxport
only, and that we rehied on these as suflicient to show the enor-
mous sacritice of wealth which the laws m question entail upon
this colony, We will now make our stateinent more complete,
and feel confidentit will prove o every impartial inquurer that, af-
ter making full allowance for the difference of evpense, the amount
sacrificed by this Colony to the British shipowner comes within
a trdle of our first estumate. We may add, that we say the
British shipowner advisedly,—~it being notorious that fully four~
fifths of the tmage emploved in the Canada trade is owned
m Enzland. Butevenaf it were all owned in this Colony, it would
not wlter the principle we are contending for, viz.,—that we ought
to be allowed to muploy the cheapest ships we can find, whero-
ever they are owned or bmlt. Why <hauld the ownerof 2 barrel
of flowr be ealled upon and compelled by Taw, 10 pay an Lnglishe
man, or & fellow Coleniat, 3s, more for ecareving his barrel of flour
t England than the Amencan or any other foretgner will do the
same work for 7 1 mauafestly unjust aud inconsistent with the
pubhic weal.

The cxtra cast of carriage of Exports from Canada, as

already shown amounts to. . .....oL L. £994,098 11 6
In ﬂ(ldl.ll()“ to which there were Eaported n the years

in question—

Ashies, barrelR. . covviinerinnceennnas 96,659

Beel, do.. ax48
Qauncal, do.. . 9295
York, do. ...... . 19,657
Making together—Barrels......... 135,158a32.34.£22012 1 9
Barley, Bushels. . coviiivniiiinennnnanes 121,381
Peas, do. e (;.")l,?ﬁ7
Oats, do. e 125,104

Making together—Bushels. .. ... 900,752 ¢ 7d. £36261 18 §

Butier, Kegs (not worth notice)...... 35,650

Making a total of............£9723%2 11 i1
In the ahgve statement the exports for 1814 and 1815 are
actual, and for 1816 are estimoted in round figures the same as
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