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FURTHER RETURN to an Address of the Honourable The House of Commons,
dated g February 1843 ;—for,

'COPIES or EXTRACTS of any ComMunIcaTIONS Wwhich have taken place
between Her Majesty’s Government and the Authorities of Canade, respecting
the Durizs levied on WHEAT mported from the United States into Canada,

 or from Canada into the Umted Kingdom, since the 1st day of January 1842;

-—(In continuation of the Papers ordered by The House of Commons to
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No. ‘
1. Sir Charles Bagot to Lord
Stanley.

2. Sir Charles Bagot to Lord
Stanley.

3. Lord Stanley to Sir
Charles Bagot.

4. Sir Charles Bagot to Lord
Stanley.

5- Sir Charles Bagotto Lord
Stanley.

SCHEDULE

DATE.
27 Jan. 1843

27 Jan. 1843

2 Mar. 1843

24 Feb. 1843

20 Mar. 1843

SUBJECT.

Respecting the Bill for imposing a Duty

on Foreign Wheat.

Transmitting Petition addressed to Her

In reply to the precedihg Despatch‘ - - ‘

Majesty by the Board of Trade at Quebec,
respecting the Wheat Duty Bill; also,

PAGE

Report of a Special Committee of the
House of Assembly, on the subject of a

Free Trade with Great Britain in Agri-
cultural Products.

Acknowledging Despatch of 1st inst., desir-

ing to be furnished with a Report in
explanation of the ground upon which
the Wheat Duty Bill was passed by the
Canadian House of Assembly, and trans-

mitting Minute of a Committee of the "

Executive Council on the subject. -

Referring to Despatch of 2d inst., and transs

mitting copy of a Communication from the
Board of Trade at Quebec, pointing out
the importance of an early decision on the
subject of the Wheat Duty Bill,
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WHEAT (CANADA).

—No. 1.—
No 1.

Extract of 2 DESPATCH from the Right hononrable Sir Charles Bagot, ¢.c.B., Extract ofa

to Lord Stanley, dated Government House, Kingston, 27th January 1843, Despatch from the
No. 20. ‘ Right hon, Sir
‘ * Charles Bagot to

Tue BiLL for imposing a duty on Foreign Wheat will form the subJect of Lord Stanley,

a separate Despatch. N | ': 27 January 1843
(NO 19) , —No. 2.— No. 2.
Extracts of & DESPATCH from the Right honourable Sir Ckm les Bagot G. c B., Extractsofa
to Lord Stanley, dated Government House, Kingston, 27 January 1843. ~ Despatch from the

Right hon, Sir

I uAVE the honour herewith to transmit a Petition addressed to Her MaJesty Charles Bagot to
by the Board of Trade at Quebec, praying that the Royal Assent may be with- ;"5’;3&::‘?% 43
held from the Bill passed in the last session of the Canadian Legislature, by ¥
which a duty was imposed on the importation of foreign wheat into Canada, until \
the Imperial Parliament shall have passed a law authorlzmg the free admission ‘
into the United Kln«rdom of all grain and flour exported from this province. :

As the preamble of this Bill asserts, and the proceedings.in both Houses attest,
this measure was passed under the expectation, that if the Canadian Legislature
consented to lay a tax upon American produce, the British Government wonld
be willing to recommend to the Imperial Legislature to remove all duty upon
grain and flour received from Canadian ports.

To this anticipation they were led by the statements made by Mmlsters in
the House of Commons during the discussions upon the Corn Laws and the
Colonial Customs Duties Bill, and by your Lordship’s despatches upon this sub-
ject, particularly that of the 2d March 1842, No. 83. For

It is a boon for which the producers and merchants of this provmce have long D ,L rd Sta,, ley:
sought, and they hoped that when a change was made in the duty in Enrrland 184" Nh lﬂrch
on foremn produce, they might, as far as Canadian produce was concerned, “look Pers opg ! Oide
to such an amount of favoul as would' keep undlsturbed their relation to the C"’Hou ord by
forcign producer. . Pring Miopg to b e

When they found that the chief .obstacle to such an arlanrrement was the free 18, 9, N
admission of American produce into the province, they did not delay passing the o, '8. p. 3.
measure which had been suggested and was deemed necessary to obtain 1t

* * EN B B R . %

The attention which your Lordshlp and-Her Mzgesty s Government have 80
- lately given to this subject, renders it almost unnecessary for me. to: offer any
observations or arguments upon it; I will, therefore, rather endeavour to supply . .
such information  with regard to prlces and cost of trarisport as will enable co
you to judge whether any 1n3ury can 'mse to British interests from the deqxred
concession.

‘Herewith I tlausmlt a copy of a R nort of a Speclal Commlttee of the House _ e
of Assembly. of last session, upon a free trade w1th Great Britain in agncultuml \
products Sk LT I Y L T I ‘ B

The rate of dutv which the Canadlan Lemslature has fixed upon Ameucan
wheat is ‘that which was originally proposed’ by the Vice-President of the Board
of Trade on the introduction of the Coloninl Customs Bill." It is not excessive,
- nor likely to be burthensome ‘on the Canadian- consumer, while 1t ezxceeds the
average of the duty now payable by Canadian wheat in England. :
N BT I R :x==x=
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4 FURTHER CORRESPONDENCE R_ELATING TO )

Enclosure 1, in No. 2.

Encl. 1,in No. 2. To The QueeN’s most Excellent Majesty.

The Pemimion of the PresipEnt and Couscin of the Quesec Boarp of Trapz,
incorporated by Act of the Legislature of Canada.

Humbly sheweth, ‘ ‘

Tuat during the last Session of the Imperial Parliament, a law was passed, imposing a
duty of Two shillings per barrel on_all foreign flour imported into any of the British posses-
sions in North Awmerica, after the Fifth of Ji uly next ; and that the Legislative Council and
Legislative Assembly of this province have since passed an Act, to impose a duty of Three
shillings per Imperial quarter on all wheat imported into Canada, after the same date,
which Act was reserved for the signification of your Majesty’s pleasure thereon.

That hitherto, foreign wheat and flour have been permitted to be imported into this
colony free of duty, and that by far the greater part of the flour consumed therein, and
exported therefrom, has been so imported, or manufactured from wheat the growth of those
parts of the United States bordering on the Great Lakes and Rivers of Canada.

That the transport of such wheat and flour has afforded the chief means of employment
to the vessels and craft belonging to your Majesty’s subjects on the lakes, rivers and canals
of this provinee, extending more than Three thousand miles above Quebec, as well as to the
vessels engaged in the intercolonial trade, and that the whole of such vessels and craft are
owned and manned by your Majesty’s subjects. -

That in the huwmble opinion of your Majesty’s petitioners, the vast improvements made,
and now in progress, in the internal communication of the province, would be rendered
unproductive and nearly useless, were this trade destroyed or materially interrupted.

That the commercial interests of the province are now depiessed and suffering to an
unprecedented extent, chiefly in consequence of the measures lately adopted by the Imperial
Parliament, withdrawing or greatly limiting that protection which its principal products
formerly enjoyed in competing with foreigners in the mavkets of the mother country and
your Majesty’s other colonies. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ :

That i consequence of these measures, your Majesty’s subjects in this province, from
their greater distance from these markets can only now successfully compete with foreigners
therein under the most favourable and rare circumstances ; and should your Majesty
assent to the said Act of the Le%élslaﬁve Council and Assembly of Canada, without at the
same time conferring an your Majesty’s subjects in this province some countervailing
privilege in their trade with other parts of the empire, your Majesty’s petitioners firmly
believe that the result will be the utter prostration of the trade of the country, and the
ruin of those engaged in it. - o .

That it appears from the preamble of the smid Act, that it was enacted upon an express
assurance by persons representing your Majesty’s Government in the Legislature, that some
such countervailing privilege would be granted, and that, without ‘such an assurance, it
would not have been passed.

Wherefore your Majesty’s petitioners humbly pray, that your Majesty may be
graciously pleased 1o withhold the Royal Assent to the said Act, until a law
shall have been passed by the Imperial Parliament, authorizing the admission
into the United Kingdom and the other colonies, free of duty, of all grain and
flour exported from this province. ‘ ‘ ,

Wm Walker, President. Williatﬁ Price.

G. H, Parke. James Dean.
J. W. Leazcraft, Hy J. Goad.
Jas Gibb. V. Langless.
Henry W. Welch. W, Stevenson.

Enclosure 2, in No. 2.’

Encl.2,in Xo, 2. Rerorr of a Speciat Comzrtree of the Lecisuative Assemsry of Canada, on the -
subject of a Free Trade: with Great Britain in the Agricaltural Productions of British
North America, and of a Protection to those Productions from the Competition of
Foreigners in the Colonial and Home Markets.—Ordered by the Legislative Assexbly
to be printed, 10th October 1842, o C o

The Special Committee to which was referred the Petition of the Right honourable -
the Earl of Mount Cashell and others, Members of the North American Committee
of the Colonial Society in London; . the Petition of the Municipat Council of the -
District of Niagara; and the Return to the Address of the House of the 22d .

‘September last ; with the several Despatches on the subject of the Tmportation of

Wﬁeat -and Wheaten Flour, with power to report from time to time, have the

konour to Report :— : : S S
Tuar they have examined the several documents referred to, and feel gratified to witness -
the interest manifested by their fellow-subjects in Britain in the prosperity of Canada.. .

(See Appendix, No. 1.) B ‘Originaiing




" THE DUTIES ON WHEAT (CANADA). 5

Originating any measure relating to the alteration of duties, as recommended by the
despatch of Lord Sydenham (se¢ Appendix, No. 2) in the Provincial Assembly, by Bill,
subject to the approval of the Imperial Parliament, as pointed out under the provisions ot
the forty-second clause of the Union Act, would remove the practical inconvenience and
uncertainty which attend the practice heretofore adopted by Addresses. ‘ “

The despatch from Lord Stanley, No. 83, dated 2d March 1842, has also engaged their
attentive consideration. ‘ o

From our peculiar geographical position ; from the relative and nearly balanced advan-
‘tages possessed by the two rival communications with the Atlantic—the St. Lawrence and
the Hudson Rivers; from the magnitude of the olject and the various interests involved,
your Committee have availed themselves of such statistical information as would enable
them to compreliend the practical operation of the proposed duty.

First, with regard to the protection of the English grower :— :

From the Statement in Appendix, No. 4, it appears that the cost of conveying a barrel
of Rour from the Welland Canal to any port in the United Kingdow, by way of the
St. Lawrence, is 14s.6d. 1t also appears that wheat wust command from 4s. to 5s.
currency, or 4s. 6d. sterling, per bushel, to remunerate the Canadian grower. (See Appendix,
No. 8.) ' ‘

After the completion of our communications, a reduction will be made in the transit of
2s. 6d. per barrel. Flour must still command, in Britain, 33s. sterling, per barrel, to
ensure our growers a remunerating price, which will afford ample protection to the English
grower, and as it is entirely the result of natural causes, it can only be effected by Imperial
legislation. . -

é]/

As it respects the admission into Canada of American products from the Western States, |

it appears that the freight of a barrel of flour from Cleveland, Ohio, to Lake Ontario, is
1s. 6d., which, added to the above, with the proposed duty, will sufficiently protect the
bome producer against all American com petition {rom this quarter, through the chanpel of
the St. Lawrence. ' o : :

With regard to the carging trade :— - ‘ ‘

All the grain grown in Canada will not supply the consumption of British North America,
and, if it were all shipped to England, and the population of our commercial towns were
supplied from the United States, the quantity of our own so exported would be very limited

for many years to come. - : : - ‘ L

By reference to Appendix, No. 5, it will be seen that the cost of transit on a barrel of
flour to Liverpool, through the Erie Canal, is 35, 13d. less than by the way of the St.
Lawrence; when this is added to the proposed duty, it will give §s. 1}3d. i favour of
New York. By reference to the table of duties, it will be found that this difference only
accrues when wheat averages between 61s. and 62s. per quarter.  (See Appendix, No. 7.)
And whenever prices in Britain exceed that average, the products of the Western States
will be conveyed by the Erie Canal. After the enlargement of the Erie Canal shall have
been completed, which is our most formidable rival, notwithstanding the reduction hereto-
fore mentioned by the St. Lawrence, the cost of transportation through the two channels

~ will be so nearly equal, that to the transit through the latter a decided encouragement
showd be given by the Home Government for at least a few years. If grain cannot be
exported to England at a profit to our grower, unless flour reaches 83s. per barrel, and
wheat from 60s. to 61s. per quarter, the transit of Western flour will be diverted through
the Erie Canal, und it follows that unless prices in England steadily range from 56s. to
G1s. per quarter, our growers cannot benefit by the home market, and our carrying trade
will become so uncertain, that few, i any, will embark in it, and the vessels and craft pow
engaged must be continued at a hazard of employment. = N '

By reference to the despatch, itwill be seen that the loss of this trade has never been con-
templated by the Home Government : its preservation and encouragement must, then, become
a subject of both Imperial and Colonial legislation. .~ =~ ‘

It 1s most desirable to place thisbranch of commerce on a certain and permanent footing,
which, in the opinion of your Committee, can be effectually accomplished, as far as this
Legislature is concerned, by allowing a drawback at Quebec or Montreal, whenever the

price of flour exceeds 30 s. sterling, per barrel, at the ports of Quebec and Montreal, which,
‘by adding the price of transportation, will bring the averagein Britain, at 77s. 114, perquar-
‘ter.*. By thisarrangement both the English and Canadian grower will be effectually pro-
tected, without hazard, loss or injury to any other interest, L :

" With regard to the agricultural horest of Canada:-~ &

 Oneof the most striking advantagus which this measure confers upon the Canadian grower
is, that although he cannot, for reasons already assigned, successfully compete with the
grower in England, stiil he will realize the full benefit of the home market, as well as that of

‘ British -
* .Z\?oté.u;"l‘ile Imperinl quarter is equal to g bushels and 20 Ibs, wheat, at 6o lbz to ihz bushel,
The barrel of flour of 5 bushels in Montreal or Quebec . - - - 110 -

Freight thence to England © =« . .= e s -~ 71
| Wdiﬂd,brihé thé’bé“rre}to T T S PO
© - or 32 104 gd. sterling per quarler of wheat, ' : o
a8 o A3




6 FURTHER CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO f

British North America, from which he has hitherto, under the existing system, been too
successfully excluded by his more fortunate rival—the American grower. r
It appears from the Minutes of Evidence, as well as from the numerous Addresses of the
Legislature to the Home Government, that the agricultural interest, as well as the trade of
the country, is in a very depressed state. ‘ S L

The protection which will be afforded by the proposed duty will ensure to the Canadian
grower a higher price for his products, and induce the investment of capital for agricul-
tural purposes in this province in preference to the United States. 1t will transfer the duties
on the articles when imported from the mother country to articles which compete with what
he produces. 1t will also preserve our car?ring trade, by securing the transportation
through Canada when prices are high in England, when otherwise it would be directed
through the Erie Canal. 1t will have a direct tendency to create an extensive home market,
by the iucreasing employment in navigating our waters ; aud it will materially lessen the
price of transportation, by diminishing the price of tolls and conveyance through our canals
by the increased trade thus created. o

The value and importance of the trade with the Western States :— : ‘

From the despatch alluded to, it is evident that the value of this trade, together with the
advantages to Canada of every manufacturing process which it might undergo in the transit,
has Leen under consideration.

The proposed duty of 3s. sterling, per Imperial quarter, on wheat, is equal to 44, d. per
bushel of 60lbs. The duty of 2s. per barrel on flour imposed by the British Possessions Act, -
is equal to 53 d. per bushel ; this difference is insufficient to secure this advantage we now
possess, but may be provided for in the scale of duties hereafter to be proposed. 1fthe raw
material, say wheat, shipped in Cleveland, is worth 3s.9 d. per bushel, or 185. 9.d. per
barrel of flour, the remainder of the cost to the consumer in Britain is secured by this trade to
British subjects, in the shape of duties, labour, milling, transit, shipping and profit.

It the colonies of the British Empire are maintained at a great expense for the sake of .
their trade, the securing and controlling that of the Western States, and making them in effect
colonies for the like purposes, is an object of no ordinary moment, particularly when it can
be obtained without expense or even negotiation. . The removal of all existing duties
between the ports of the mother country and Canada, so soon as sufficient revenue can be
raised from duties on foreign articles, tolls on our canals, and other sources, will not only
secure this trade, but supply the Great Western States with the manufactures of Great
Britain, and by reducing the price of outward frelgh!:, it wor'd enab](_a us successfu}ly to com-
pete with any other channel of trade to Great Britain from the Continent of America.

~ To accomplish this great object, and to secure Her Majesty’s subjects in Canada the full -

benefit of the declaration of the enlightened statesman who presides over the Councils of -
the United Kingdom, your Committee recomr}mnd j;he following Resolutions for the consi-
deration of your Honourable House, with a view, if approved, to form an Address to Her
- Maj esty ;theron: ; R

Resolved,—That this House feels every confidence that the public declaration made by
the enlightened Statesman who presides over the Councils of the mother country will be
carried mto effect, 2nd that Canada will hereafter be treated as though she were an integral
part of the cmpire. : - : -

Resolved,—That this desirable object can only be attained by removing all duties on
the products of Canada, particularly all descriptions of grain and meal, when admitted
into the ports of the mother country; and in strict conformity to that principle, the Legis-
lative Assembly will take the earliest opportunity, so soon as the finances of the proviuce
for the support of the Government and its engagements for the security of the public debt -
will admit, to recommend the removal of all duties on the manufactures of the mother
country when admitted into the ports of Canada from sea. . b

Resolved,—That they have e\;ery confxdenée that the revenue arising from foreiéq
commerce and the tolls on our canals will ena.b]e. the P:ovmqml 'Govemment to make
this reducticn in a few years after our great leading communications to the ocean are
opened. ‘ ‘ ‘ a L

Resolved,—That with a view of securing the transit of the \Ve_sterq States of America |
through those waters, it is indispensable to allow a drawback on all grain and flour shipped * .
to Britain from the ports on the St. Lawrence whenever the price of flour exceeds 3us. - -
sterling per barrel at the ports of Montreal and Quebec. - ‘ : ‘

Resolved—That an humble Address to I‘-Ier‘ Majesty be founded on ‘the above Reso=" |
' lutions. ‘ o ‘ ‘ ‘ R o
All which is respectfully submitted. ‘ - 0 I
 gth October 1842, ‘ Wm. Hamilton Merritt, Chairnign. i f“ .
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MinuTEs oF EVIDENCE.

Wirriam HamirtoNn MEeRRITT, Esquire, in the chair.

‘ ‘ ‘ Friday, 30 September 1842,
The following QuesTions were submitted to several gentlemen engaged in the for-
warding Trade, and their joint replies thereto are annexed :—
1. What is the present price of wheat on the shores of Lake Ontario and Lake Erie?
2. What is the expense of transportation of a bushel of wheat to Montreal ?
3. What are the charges from thence to Britain including all charges?
4. Notwithstanding American grain has been admitted free from duty and exported as
colomial, has the capital invested in milling and purchase of grain yielded a profit?
5. What should be the price of wheat on' Lake Erie to remunerate the grower? ‘
6. Do you think the statement of cost of transportation on a barrel of flour (Appendix
Nos. 4 & 5) correct? ‘ - S ‘
7. After the completion of the St. Lawrence Canal, what reduction will take place in
freight ? . ‘ ‘
8, At the present rate of duties on flour in Britain, what must be the average price of
wheat to ensure the transit from the Western States through the St. Lawrence? -
9. What is the price of a bushel of wheat from Cleveland to Liverpool, viz New York ?
10. Is there a sufficient quantity of bread stuffs grown in Canada to supply the con-
sumption of British North America? . : : ‘ - o

ANSWERS to the preceding QUESTIONS.

1. The present price of wheat on the shores of Lake Erie, 2s. 9d.; Ontario, 3s. 13d.;
freight from Chicago, Michigan, to St. Catherine’s, Welland Canal, 94.; from Cleveland,
Obio, to St. Catherine’s, Welland Canal, 6 cents, thence to Kingston, 2 cents.

2. Freight from Kingston to Montreal, 73d. per bushel. o

3. Freight from Montreal to England of a bushel of wheat, 2s. to cover all charges.

4. Milling and wheat speculations with very few exceptions within our knowledge, for. the
~ last 20 years, have been unprofitable. ‘ ' . ‘

5. The price of wheat on Lake Erie, to remunerate the grower, ought not to be less
than 4s. : Ny ‘ ‘ - '
6. The statement of transport, as shown in Nos. 4 and 5, we consider correct.

7. The completion of the St. Lawrence Canal must reduce the rate of freight to Montreal
33} per cent. ‘ ‘

‘8. The averages in Ehgland must be 60s. per. quarter, to ensure the trade by the St.

Lawrence ; when over that, the Americans can send their own wheat more advantageously
to England, viec New York. - - ‘ : . ‘
9. The freight of a bushel of wheat from Cleveland to Liverpool, via New York, is 1s. 8d.
per bushel. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ -
-10. No. o
- Macpherson & Crane.
Hooker, Henderson & Co,
" Sanderson & Murray.
McGibbon, Ferguson & Co.
H. C. 8. Jones. ‘ ‘

Mr. W. S. McDonald, of Gananoque, being interrognfed, answered :—When the average
of wheat in England is 57s. sterling per quarter, our duty advances to 2s. sterling  per

quarter. ‘ ‘ ]
‘ Lo | ] ‘ - £ s d
At 57s. per quarter, 60lbs. of wheat is worth - - - -6 1
Add exchange and difference of currency - - - =1 2
| " Valueincurrency - - - < -'7.3
" One bushel wheat free on board in Montrealat - ~ - - 5 -~ .
Freight and other charges to Britain- ~ - - - - 2 - ] .

——————

Only‘a‘n.lal"‘gin of - < - <£- - 3

Now, at 5. per bushel, free on board in Montreal, the farmer on the shores of Lakes Erie
and Ontario cannot obtain more than 3s. to 3s. 6d. currency per bushel for his wheat ; a
price at which it cannot be grown and pay the producer. Y ‘ ‘

- The above statement is made to show that the prgsentl duty in B.ritaih is not of éerious -
consequence, as we cannot export wheat when the price in England is so low as to bring a

duty oncolonial. =~~~ ¥

T T o A4 : ...  STATEMENT

6




S FURTHER CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO

StareMEsT showing the effect upon the Canadian Miller as compared with the American,
‘ when the Duties both on Flour and Wheat are levied. ‘

AMERICAN.
5 bushels wheat at Circleville, Ohio, at 50 cents - - - - $2 50
Freight of 1 barrel flour to Cleveland - ~ = - 62} cents,
Ditto - - ditto ~ - Kingston - -~ - - 37§
Ditto - - ditto - - Montreal - - -~ -40
: — 1 40
Duty proposed - - - - - - - - - - - 50 -
g4 40
Equal to 22s. per barrel, delivered in Montreal.
CaNaDIAN. ‘
5 bushels wheat at Circleville, at 50 cents - - - - - 82 50
Freight of 1 bushel wheat to C_leveland at 20 cents - - - 1 -
Ditto - - - ditto - - Kingston at 8 cents - - - - - 40
Freight of 1 barrel flour to Montreal - - - - -~ -~ = 49
Duty per bushefat 5. -~ -~ -~ - - - <. - - 4
g4 M

Lqual to 23s. 7d. per barrel, delivered in Montreal.
Ditference in favour of the American miller, 1s. 7d. currency.

When the average in Eugland of wheat is 66s. sterling per quarter, which is about the
price at which the trade can be carried on profitably to all parties in Canada, the following -
shows the comparative cost of a barrel of flour taken at Cleveland, and sent to England, vie
New York, and of five bushels of wheat, taken at same place, sent to Gananoque, ground, and
the flour shipped via Montreal, ' : :

AmERrIcAN Roure.

1 barrel flour, freight to Oswego - 873 cents.
Ditto to New York - . - -~ 50
. 87t cents. L.~ 4 4}
New York to England - - - - - -~ 1 1}
Duty 3s. 7d. sterling - - - - - - -~ 4 4
£.- 910
L
CaNapra¥y Route.
Freight 5 bushels wheat to Gananoque, 40 cents
1 barrel flour to Montreal -~ - 40
‘ ‘ 80 cents. £.- 4 -
‘Montreal to Britain - . B
Duty 7d. sterling = - T |
- £- 9 3

Difference in favour of the Canadian route only 7d. per bushel ; this mé.y be increased to
1s. 9d. 1o 25. when our improvements are finished, but completely destroyed by the impo-
‘sition of the proposed duty. ‘ ‘ S




| s
THE DUTIES ON WHEAT (CANADA). 9 | |

LisT or APpPENDIX. :

No. 1.—~Petition of the Right honourable the Earl of Mount Cashell, and others.

No. 2.—Extract from a Return to an Address of the Legislative Assembly of the 22d September 1842.

No. 3.—~Extract from the same, being copy of a despatch from Lord Stanley to Sir Charles Bagot,
G.C. B, dated 2d March 1842, . ‘ C

No. 4.—Treight and charges on one barrel of fiour from Cleveland to Liverpool, viz Montreal.

No. 5.—Statement of charges on a barrel of flour from Cleveland to Liverpool. o

No. §.—Question submitted to the Members of the Legislative Assembly, as to the price wheat
should command in their respective districts to yield an interest on the capital invested in
land, or to remunerate the grower, 3 -

No. 7—Extract of the scale of Duties under the late Corn Law passed in the last Session of the
Imperial Parliament. ‘ ‘

Appendix, No. 1. o o
PeriTION of the Right honourable the Earl of Mount Cashell, and others.

To the Honourable thie Commons House of Assembly of Canada, in Provincial Parlia-
ment assembled. ‘ ‘ ‘

WE, the undersigned Members of the North American Committee of the Colonial Society,
* baving recently addressed a memorial, of which the annexed is a copy, to the Right honour-
able Lord Stanley, Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the Colonies, setting forth
the importance of a free trade with Great Britain in the agricultural productions of British
North America, and of a protection to those productions from the competition of foreigners
“in the colonial and home markets, humbly entreat the consideration of your Honourable
House to the importance of such protection, so that objections may no longer be urged to
the admission of those productions free from any duty, in the home market, and that there
may be but one imperial interest between the British American provinces and the mother
country. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
T]leymemoﬁal hereto annexed contains the opinions of the petitioners on this very im-
portant subject; and in submitting it to the consideration of your Honourable House, the
object of the  undersigned is to pray for the adoption of such legislative measures in the
Provincial Parliament as may be deemed best adapted to promote the most intimate union
of interests between Great Britain and British North Awerica, which the undersigned con-
~ sider particularly deserving of attention at this. time, when a very extensive emigration is
~ taking place to Canada. Tt appears to the undersigned that the omly certain means of
enabling this large population to establish themselves in Canada, with advantage to
~ themselves and the province, and of insuring a full stream of emigration to the colony
hereafter, is to give every possible encouragement to the cultivation of the soil, by the
measures recoremended in the annexed memorial. ‘ ‘

Mount Cashell, Chairman. A.J. Robertson,
Dunmore. W. G. Ouseley.
Macdonald. L Neill Malcolm.

Augustus D’Este. - David Urquhart.
Pringle Taylor, Lieut.~Colonel. D. McDoughall,

Charles Franks. - ‘ Rt. Montgy. Martin,

R. F. Maitland. Robt. Gillespie, jun.
William [fill. " D. M. Chisholm. ‘

C. Shirreff. - C.F.Head, Lieut.-Colonel,

" Cory of the MEMO#;AL referred to in the preceding Petition. . .
To the Right Honourable Lord Stanley, Principal Secretary of State for the Colonies

My Lord, . ‘ o ‘ ‘ . o :
'l‘uEyNorth American Committee of the Colonial Society considering the extensive emi-
gration now‘proceeding from this kingdom, which has existed for many gea.rs past, and
~ which may be expected still to increase in consequence of the superabundant population
beyond the means of employment, and considering the infinite importance to the empire
‘that this surplus of its population should be so directed as to increase its general wealth
“and prosperity, have ascertained the amount of emigration in the last iwo years, and the
different countries to which it has proceeded, - by referring to the Parliamentary Returns for
the years 1840 and ‘1841, from' which it appears that a very large proportion, amounting to .
156,116 out of 209,335 persons, who emgrated in 1840 and 1841, proceeded to North. -
Anerica, of which 85,659 went to the United States, and 70,457 to the British provinces.
_ The fact of the great number going to North America, amounting altogether to three-fourths -
* of all those who emigrated, and that without public assistance, serves to show . that North.
Americais considered to offer greater advantages to British emi ts- than any other
“part of the world, which may be ascribed to its vicinity, . the.cheap and easy com-
munication with this country, its soil and climate, so well adapted to the health and’®
enjoyment of the inhabitants of this kingdom, and the identity of its language., ' It appears, -
‘also, . that -the proportion " of persons who proceed “to the - United: States is .much
larger than of those who- establish themselves in - the ‘British American provinces; and,ha_s IS
«ng . B e e e s
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this proportion consists in great degree of the class of persons having capital, the Committec
have been anxious to ascertain the causes which lead to a result so injurious to the best
interests of the empire. Therc appears to be no reason for supposing that the Government,
laws or manners of the United States offer any temptation to Britons; or that the climate
or soil have any advantage over those of the British Provinces. - They have taken every pains
to ascertain whether any real causes exist in Her Majesty’s North American Colonies to
prevent the introduction and scttlement therein of emigrants, particularly those having
capital. : ' ‘

};n pursuing this inquiry they find that great dissatisfaction has long existed in Canada
on a subject which appears not to be correctly understood by the British public. In the
Address to Her Majesty from the Legislative Assembly of Upper Canada, dated 4th
Jauuary 1840, reasons are assigned for the depression of agriculture, which, if well founded,
as we believe they are, deserve the most serious attention. It appears that not only the
principle of protection extended to the growers in Great Britain is withheld from the “agri-
culturists in Canada, but that whilst the market in Canada is open to the whole world,
including the neighbouring States of ‘America, for the importation of agricultural produc-
tions, free from any duty, the productions of Canada are subject to a heavy duty on
importation into. the United States and into the mother country, being the only markets
upen which they can depend, as they are deprived of the advantage of the intercolonial
markets, particularly that of the West Indies, which was formerly of great importance to -
Canada, by the alteration of the colonial dutics of late years. The natural advantages of
situation possessed by the United States, for supplying the British West Indies, were: always
greatly in favour of the United States, which, added to the alteration of duties, will destroy
the trade of British North America with those Colonies. - - - ‘ o :

In 1833, the Commons House of Assembly of Canada addressed the Home Government, .
praying forrelief ; and among other reasons assigned for the free admission of their products
in the markets of Britain, were the great distance of the wheat-growing districts in Canada
from the sea, and the high price of transportation, always affording a natural and certain
protection to the British grower, which is fully borne out by the annexed statement marked
(A.), showing the expense to the Canadian grower of the transportation of wheat to this
couniry, to be 26s. 2d. currency, or-23s. 7d. sterling, per quarter. A further expense
attends the transmission of wheat from the Western parts of the United - States, and this
natural protection the inhabitants of Canada are desirous of increasing, by imposing a duty
on American grain and other produce; on their frontier, so as to protect thewr own home -
growth in their own as well as the British market. Strong expressions of this opinion have
been made recently in Cuanada, for which reference may be made to the petition from the
merchants of Montreal, and to that from a very large body of agriculturists in Western .
Canada, recently forwarded through the Canada Company; the sentiments-contained in
which have been brought under your Lordship’s notice very recently ; -and similar addresses '
and representations have been repeatedly sent home of late years, all tending to show the
importance attached by the inhabitants of Canada to an open trade with Great Britain, and
to protection in their own market from the competition of the rest of the world, and of the .
United States in particular, who themselves protect their home growth by duties. o

The Committee believe that the great objection entertained in this country to the admis- |
sion of the agricultural productions of Canada into the home market free of duty, is the fear
that it would not he limited to the articles grown in the colonies, but that tKe grain and
- other productions of the United States would be introduced through the colony, as if they
were Canadian. To obviate this, and to protect their own agriculture, the colonists are
willing ‘to impose 4 sufficient duty on their frontier forthwith; but doubts have been
expressed whether this trade would not be conducted by smuggling across the frontier, ~
notwithstanding any regulation in the Canadian ports.. The Committee have made inquiry
into this question, and they believe that no such smuggling would take place, for the follow-
Ing reasons :~— ' ‘ o ‘ R

First. The inhabitants of Canada, whose prosperity depends entirely on agriculture, .
arc very anxious for a protection which a duty levied on their frontier would afford
. them ; and they would unanimously support the execution of a law for that purpose, "
. Secondly. The growth of wheat in the United States, the chief article respecting the |
“introduction of which through Canada any anxiety exists, is confiried to that part of
the country bordering on Canada to the west, where the boundary line between the two '
countries is formed by the lakes; and ‘the produce must necessarily therefore be
shipped, and landed on the Canadian ports or shores ; if in the' former, which are few '~ .
in number, the duty would always be levied; and if attempted on the latter, which ' -
* would be difficult, the expense of transportation, the landing in' boats, and taking up * .
“the country, would be attended with such expense, as to render it worth while to the |
- . parties to pay the duty at the ports in preference.””  + ‘ S

Canada has now become an exporting country, and will be capable gradually of supplying
Great Britain with any quantity of corn that may be required, if the British market is open
to her productions. BT e A

. The Committee are desirous of drawing your Lordship’s attention to the importance of '

encouraging the importation of com from a country which will assuredly receive payment -
for it in British manufactures, and to ‘the great advantage to this country of such an ex-
change ; particularly considering that the cultivators in Canada are pérsons-settled there, who'
were unable to maintain themselves at home, but have now ‘become growers of food;endujgh

o
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for their own support, and a surplus to exchange for the labour of their fellow-countrymen
at home; and every part of this trade, from the cultivation of the farm to the navigation of
the Atlantic with the produce home, directly supports the British manufacturer and mariner.
" The Committee would, therefore; strongly recommend, that the agricultural productions
" of the North American Colonies shouldn%e admitted to the home market free o duty ; that
the colonists should be encouraged to impose such duties on foreign productions as they
think desirable for the dprot.ect.ion of their own growth, and the Bntish agriculturists; and
that the intercolonial duties should be so regulated as to give an advantage to the col<’mists
in the intercolonial trade over the inhabitants of the United States ::5 other foreigners.
Canada and the British. North American Colonies would then really become an integral
part of the British Empire, and rise rapidly in wealth and importance, and the most hene-
ficial effects be produced; perfect confidence would be reposed in the future prosperity
eace and welfare of those valuable colonies, and every British subject seeking a new
settlement in North America would at once decide upon establishing himself in the British
territories. ‘ S
The present system of duties never gave satisfaction to Her Majesty’s subjects, either
in the colony or the mother country; their continuance must inevitably direct the attention
and energies of the colonists to encourage manufactures for the purpose of creating a home
market for the produce of their soil:.this can only be effected by imposing increased duties
on our manufactures, and must lead to the establishment of the same adverse interest
wlxlich exists in the Eastel;'n States of America, . o S R
f taxes were imposed by the colonists on foreign productions imported, particularly wheat .
and flour from the United States, for the purpose oP raising revem?e to (ié};'ray the eipe'nses |
of the local government; the taxation on manufactured or other articles imported from
home might be reduced in a proportionate degree, and the coasting trade of Britain might
be more easily extended to the utmost limits of Canada, without other restrictions’ than
those which exist between London and Dublin, or Edinburgh. ~ IR
Not only would the colonists receive their supplies of manufactured goods from the
mother country, but the inhabitants of the Great Western Country of the United States
would find it for their interest to obtain their supplies of goods by the Canadian frontier;
and for all purposes of commerce, this country would derive the' same advantages as if that
Great Western land continued to be a colony of the empire.~ " " """ S
Instead of the continued doubt and uncertainty which prevails in British North America
every inhabitant would be made to see and feel,from  the ' increased value of his’ prodﬁcts’
and the diminished cost of the articles he consumes; as well as from the rapid extension  of
their internal trade, the full value of his connexion with the mother country, and a far
more certain and permanent reliance might be placed on the connexion of those valuable
colonies by such measures than by the expenditure of millions in ' the 'erection’ of fortifica-
tions and the maintenance of troops, as every man’s hand and heart would be engaged.in
- supporting the interests of the empire, and the colonists would set at defiance all the efforts
of foreign opposition or ambition. = = o
Your Memorialists, considering the whole subject of the greatest possible importance to -
the welfare of the empire, and entertaining the most sanguine expectation that the measures
- they have recommended would promote the mutual interests of the mother country and the
North American Colonies, have transmitted a similar representation to the Legislature of .
Canada, urging them to adopt the measures herein recommended ; and your Memorialists
humbly pray that your Lordship will be pleased to take their opinions into consideration,
hoping that you will think it right to recommend their adoption to the Cabinét so soon
as in your Lordship’s opinion a favourable opportanity arises for the purpose.:

‘ ‘ Statement ‘(A.)‘réferr‘ed to in the precedi‘ng‘Mem‘ori'al.‘ |
From the printed Returns laid before Parliament, we find the following charges for con-

veying one bushel of wheat from Hamilton, the upper part of Lake Ontario, to Montreal,
the nearest seaport :— S ‘ o A
' Storage and shipping at Hamilton =~ - - = - = = 23" " -~
" 'Butlington Bay Canal toll .=~ -~ - = = - = = o}
Freight througﬂ Lake Ontario”. "= ~. = ="="w' 3
Freight from Kingston to Montreal, River o
St. Lawrence - . - - = - e e mrien qns
Insurance 1d., storage in Montreal 2d. . - . - - - 3
‘Commission and guarantee = - - - - - - 3}
- ‘Making in all for one bushel of wheat - - - 1 7}
_Eight bushels of wheat to the quarter gives - - =13 -2 - -

| "The charges from Montreal to London are estimated 3
. from 13s.to 16s. per quarter ; by taking the least - 13  ~°

T If-leayes a‘protect_ion ‘to‘fthe English groWer ofii <:1.6 2.
~without adding the additional price of labour on the original cost of the article. -

‘ 2‘18.‘

TR
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Appendix, No. 2.

Extract from a Return to an Address of the Legislative AssemEIy of the
22d September 1842. ‘

ExtraAcr from a Desparcn from the Right Honourable C. P. Thomson, late Governor-
General of Canada, to Lord John Russell, dated Government House, Montreal, 26th
May 1840, in as far as the same relates to the transmission of an Address from the
Legislature of the late Province of Upper Canada, praying for the introduction of
Canadian Corn into Great Britain, free from duty, and to empower the Legislature
of this Province to originate measures relating to the Colonial Trade generally. :

“Tue House of Assembly have transmitted another address, praying for the introduction

of Canada corn into Great Britain, free of duty, and they further pray that the Local =

Legislature may be empowered hercafier to alter the trade regulations of the colony, in those
cases in which they may be affected by the Imperial laws relating to colonial trade generally,
subject however to the restriction that such laws shall not receive the assent of the Crown
until they have been laid before both Houses of Parliament, and shall have been suffered to
pass without address from either. Co
“Upon the first of these objects, it is needless for me to offer any remark. - The question -
can only properly be considered with reference to the whole subject of the Corn Laws, and
I certainly do not think that, looking to the average price of corn in ordinary yearsin
Great Britain, the colonies have any right to complain of the footing on which they now
stand. o ‘ ‘
‘ The second point is an extremely important one. I am undoubtedly of opinion that
the regulation of the principles on which colonial trade is to be conducted ought to be
reserved entirely to the Imperial Parliament. The power of regulating it is one of the
principal advantages resulting from colonial possessions, and, if justly exercised, affords one
of the main compensations for the expenditure which the mother country is compelled to
incur for the defence and protection of the colony. But whilst I admit this, to its fullest - -
“extent, I have at the same time been obliged to observe the great inconvenience, and even
loss, which results to the colony from the necessity which now exists for all changes in this
respect originating in England. . There are a vast number of small points seriously affecting
the interests of colanial trade, and not at all disturbing the general principle or objects
sought to be established by Imperial Legislation, in which a change is frequently found to,
be desirable. Great difficulty exists, in the first place, in explaining these points at home,

- and, next, in proving that they are of sufficient importance to demand legislation there; but ™

even if this be done, 1 know myself, from experience in that department, too much difficulty

and delay unavoidably arise in" carrying such measures through Parliament. . I am there- =

fore very much disposed in favour of the middle course now suggested by the Assembly.
If the Local Legislature be permitted to originate measures of this description, I entertainno.
doubt that they would be a{;le to introduce many improvements very beneficial to the trade
of the colony, and not at all injurious to Imperial interests. Theése, when sent home, could
receive the assent of the Crown and Parliament, whilst, if they meddled improperly with -
matters affecting the general interests of trade, their work would be without effect, and be .
open to immediate rejection. If your Lordship shall concur in this view of the case; and -
shall be inclined to grant this extension of power to the colony, subject to the restriction I
have stated, it would be better perhaps to pass an Act specially for the purpose than to -
incorporate it in the Union Bill.” ‘ ‘ ‘ K I

Extract from a Dzrspatcm from the Right honourable Lord Jokn Russell,. of the
1st July 1840 (No. 171), to the late Governor-General of Canada, in as far as the same
relates to the transmission of an Address from the Legislature of the late Province of -

~Upper Canada, praying for the introduction of Canadian Corn into Great Britain, fr
‘from Duty. X C e e

' Wrrn regard to the address on the subject of the introduction of Canada’ corn into - .
Great Britain, and regarding the proposal to invest the Provincial Legislature with the
- power of regulating, under certain restrictions, the trade of the empire at large, so farasit .

affects Canada, 1 have, in obedience to Her Majesty’s commands, communicated that .
address, with your remarks upon it, to the Lords of Committee of Privy Council for Trade;for . .
their Lordships’ consideration.” - o e

(No.267) | o S
My Lord, _ o .. Downing-street, 1 December 1840.

I ENcLOSE the copy of a letter which I have received in which a suggestion is offered with"

- respect to the admission into this country, free of duty, of Canada wheat, flour, and  other
agricultural produce; and I request that you will give this subject your consideration. *
o .  Thave&e.
The Right honourable Lord Sydenham. = =~ = . (signed)’ J. Russell..
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- (No. 320.) -

. My Lord, ‘ ‘ : x Downing-street, 3 March 1841.

~ ApverTING to your Lordship’s despatch, No. 115, of the' 26th May 1840, in’ which was
enclosed an Address to the Queen from'the House of Assembly of Upper Canada, respecting
the trade regulations of the province, and the-repeal of the duties levied upon agricaltural
produce imported from Canada into the United Kingdom, to my answers thereto of the 1st
July, No. 171, and to your Lordship’s recent proposition for altering the clause of the Royal
instructions, which prohibits the provincial legislature from legislating on subjects connected
with the trade of the British empire, I have to inform your Lordship that the Lords of the
Committee of Privy Council for Trade have considered the recommendations contained in
your despatch, and the Address,and I shall communicate to your Lordship by the first
opportunity the decision of Her Majesty’s Government thereupon. T

- The President of the Board of Trade will bring before the House of Commons on Friday,
the 12th instant, several propositions connected with this subject, and I regret that they are
not sufficiently matured to enable me to transmit them to you by the present mail.

It will be the object of the Queen’s Government to free the trade of Canada from restric-
tions which are unnecessary, and at the same time to do justice to the industry and manu-
factures of the United Kingdom. ‘ - I have, &c. o

) ‘ ‘ (signed) J. Russell.
The Right honourable Lord Sydenham, o L
&e. &e. &e.

| o Appendix, No.3, - S ‘
ExTrAcT from a Return to an Address of the Legislative Assembly of the 22d September

1842, being Copy of a Despatch from Lord Stanley to Sir Clarles Bagot, dated 2 March

1842, :

~ (For Lord Stanley’s Despatch, 2 March 1842,vide Papers ordered by Thé House |

of Commons to be printed, 13 February 1843, No. 18, p. 3.)

‘ Appendix, No. 4. S ‘ ‘
Freight and Charges on One Barrel of Flour from Cleveland to Liverpoo(li, vid Montreal.
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ s de C
_Cost of barrel and coopering - - - - - - 110}
Freight from Cleveland to ﬁingston o= - =0 1104
Freight from Kingston to Montreal - - - 2 -
Insurance from ditto to ditto ~ - = - - = 2
Shipping at Montreal - - - - - - -6
Coopering at ditto~ - - - - - - = 2
S ‘ 6 7
Charges to and in  Liverpool, as per accompanying ‘
Account Sales - - - - - - 11
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘146
Pro formd Account Sales of 1,000 Barrels' Canadian Flour in Liverpool, by Gibb, .
‘ S ‘ Bright & Co.. -+ ‘ I o
- Sold within three months after the arrival, payment £ s d
- three months, 1,000 barrels at 28s. - =" - -~ 1,400 - - .
" . . CHARGES: o Ese ds T
Insurance on 1,150/ at 40s. per cent., policy 6s.. 2612 —
Town and dock dues - - - - .- 11.9 2
" Duty on 1,000 barrels at 7d.7-32 - - -7'30- 1 .6
“*Freight 3s. per barrel, primage 5 per cent. . - 157 10 . —
.- Cartage, porterage and cooperage,73d. - - - 30. 4 "2
-+ Storage threemonths, 1-6th'of a penny perbarrel. = -
~perweek - <Ll -l . .0 2 9= 6
- Insurance from fire, 7 per cent. - - - 418 -~
+Interest on'duties, 411 10s. 8d., six months - -~ 1 1 .~
- Interest on freight, 1571 10s., three months .~ - 1196
~ +Bank" commission on 417. 10s. 8d., } per - -
Loeent -, = L o0 e = e e e =201
*. Commission and delcredere on 1,4001. at 4, : S
oopercénts w= - e. - = lel a7 BB = .-

TS
s,

‘Net pr‘o‘c'éeds”' - L -£10m 2 1

. " #"Thisis chafged at 45, and the price of 7s.11d: per barrel is taken from the sbove. '

[

— swsTnl
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‘ - Appendix, No. 5.
STATEMENT of Charges on a Barrel of Flour, 196 lbs., from Cleveland to leerpool
- Via Montreal. s. d..
Frel ht to St. Catherine’s - - - - - = - -« = 1 38
‘ Dltto to leerpool No.5- - - - - - - - 14 6
o | 156 9
- Via New York. : | s. d.
Barrel lining, nzulmg, &e. - - - - - = - = < 110} .
Freight to Buffalo - - - - - - -~ - - e -my
Storage and shlpgmw - - - - - 11
Freight to New York - - - - - - - - 3 1} .
Cooperage, 2d.; insurance, 2d. - - - - - -« -« ~-.4
. 6 38
s do
Shipping charges R L - 3
Freight to Liverpool - - - - - - - 1 6
# Charges in Liverpool, per No. 4 less insurance - - 29
Insurance, 1 per cent.on30s. - - - - - - - 4
Interest on disbursements - -« - - - - . - 3
Four months’ interest on 20s., original cost - - - - ~— 3}
‘ S : | — 5 4}
: ‘ 1173
Gain in favour of New York - - - - - - - - 3 1}

Appendlx, No. 6.

N

Questioxs submitted to the Members of the Legislative Assembly, as to the price wheat o
should command in their respective districts, to yleld an mterest on the capital invested i in
land, or to remunerate the grower. S

What price should wheat command per bushel in your district, to "yield an mterest on the :
capital invested in land or to remunerate the grower ?

NAMES. . DISTRICT. pefﬁi::hé].  REMARKS.
‘ s. do o .
: .. - . N --But I think it
Boulton, Henry John Nxagara - 4 { should command 55.
Boswel, G.M. - - - | Northumberland (Soutthdmg) 5 -
Boutillier, Thomas « - | St. Hyacinthe - 1 .5 -
Cameron, Malcolm - = | Lanark" - - - - 5 -
Chesley, 5. Y. - - -] Comwall - - . . 6 3 —_— :
~Hi1d . . a ond . f|l--Ours"is not a
‘Cluld,.l\larcus‘: Stanstegd - - - - 5 - { wheat country .
Christie, Robert - = Gaspt -~ - - - 10 ~
Cook,Jobn - - - - | Dundas - - - -] 5 - :
; : ‘ - o J’ ‘-There is notenough;
e AAM. - e . . _ grown for home con- "
Dghslg, A.-M Montreal 5 - l sumption on account -
: L P o of the fly. - b
o S o .. L. Lo - < When it can be
‘ Derbnshlrg, S. - Bytown - ‘ ‘ 5] - {‘ralsedfreefromtheﬂy.
De Witt, Jacob - - | Leinster - - - A 5 -
- . S () -- Everiat that | pnce .
‘ ‘ .. . .}| the remuneration ls e
oy o ‘ N FE small, -as labour is =
Dunlop, William -+ - - | Huron - SIS 5 -4 lugher in my district.
‘ . ..| | than in any other in
: ‘ L thI?I province. - h
e e . i e e . _ J | - Not growing w eat
| F orbes, C J. ‘ Twp Mountains ‘ 5‘ 1on accounto the ﬂy
‘ e - - Ours "is - 'not
Foster, S. S et Shefford - IR 5 - wheat country. 2

‘ * Note.—~The charges in Liverpool are equal ; the difference between Montreal and Nemeork and
‘ Lwerpool arises in frelght aud msurance, the former bemg 4s. and 6d 3-—8, the latter 1 . 6d

‘ and 4.d
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Appendxx No. 6.
QUESTION submxtted to the Members, &e. -—cantmued

Price

" NAMES. DISTRICT. per Bushel. REMARKS,
s d «=-When wheat is-

‘ ‘ . ‘ o atlss at Cobourg,
Gilchrist, Jobn. - - - | Northumberland (North Riding) 5 - gthl::é 6 ilt;:]an l?_:
o ’ in consequence of

o ... U transport.

Hale, Edward - - - | Town Sherbrooke - « - . - ‘
Hamilton, J.R.. » - .. | Bonaventure - - - -] 10 -
Hincks, Hon F. - - - | Oxford - - - - -
Hopkins, Caleb - = - - | Halton (East Rldmg) - - -

-=-To 6s. 3d.; this
will merely pay in a
good season.

Johnston,‘James Carleton - -

Kimber, Rent J. - Champlam

»

1
nttie v o @
©
ey

Macdonald, J. S. - »| Glengary - - . - -
M<Lean, Alexander - - | Stormont - - - - -~
Moore, John = -« /| Sherbrooke - - - . 6
B - - It depends upon
the quantity raised ;
Parent, Etienne = - <] Saguemay - - - -| - -4 and ~that depends
‘ ‘ upon the frost and
B ‘ 3 e the fly.
~ Parke, Thomas - - | Middlesex - - '« = 5 - '
Roblin, J. P. - « .« | Prince Edward - - 5 - . . ‘
: --But I think it
Smith, Henry - . - - | Frontenac - - - - 5 - ouglétd to command
. ‘ ‘ ‘ , ‘ 5s.6d.
Smith, Hermannus - « | Wentworth - - - - 5 -
Sherwood, George - «|Brockville - - « -| 5 =
Steele, Elmes - - ~ | Simcoe - - - - . 4 6
. Tach¢, E.P.- - « «jLlIslt- - - « =) 5 6
Taschereau, A. C. - - | Dorchester - - e = 5 =
Thompson, David - «|Lncoln - - .- -] 5§ = :
Turcotte, JO E. « - - <] St.Maurice ~ - ~ = 5 -
Williams, J. T. -« .« « | Durtham = - - - - 46
Woods, Joseph - - - | Kent - - = - - 4 -
Yule, Jobn - - <~} Chambly - - - -1 5 6

Appendlx, No.7.
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Encl ia No. 4.

16 TFURTHER CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO

j ‘ —No. 3.—
(No. 330.) | | |
"~ Corey of a DESPATCH from Lord Stanley to the Right honourable
o " . Sir Charles Bagot, 6.c.B, ‘

Sir, ( Downing-street, 2 March 1843,
1 nave received your despatch (No. 19) of the 27th January, enclosing s
petition addressed to the Queen by the Board of Trade at Quebee, praying that
the Royal Assent may be withheld from the Bill passed in the last session of the .
Legislature of Canada, by which a duty was imposed on the importation of foreign =
wheat into that province, until the Imperial Parliament shall have passed a law
authorizing the free admission into the United Kingdom and the British Colonies
of all grain and flour exported from Canada. | SR |
I have to acquaint you, in answer, that I have Iaid this petition before the
Queen, and that Her Majesty was graciously pleased to signify Her readiness to
take the prayer of it into Her consideration when the proper time shall arrive for
deciding upon the provincial enactment. - I
' * I have, &e.

 (signed) Stanley. |

o — No. 4. — : |
(No. 35.) _ | ‘ , -

ExtrACT of 2 DESPATCH from the Right honourable Sir Charles Bagot, ¢.c.3.
to Lord Stanley, dated Government House, Kingston, 24 February. 1848. -

I Have had the honour to receive your Lordship’s despateh of the 1st instant,
No. 320, desiring to be furnished with a report in cxplanation of the grounds upon
which the Wheat Duty Bill was passed by the Canadian Houses of Assembly -
‘during the past secason. . ‘ o R

Your Lordship will have already received a  despatch upon this subject, which
I transmitted by the Iast mail, accompanying reports upon the other Bills of the
same session. . . o R

To these I have now to add a copy.of a Minute of my Council drawn up on
this document, A T e

The Minute of the Committee of Couneil will furnish your Lordship with the
information required in the concluding paragraph of your despatch relative to the
possible effect of the exemption contained in the second clause of the Bill in
admitting frauds upon the revenue, and an abuse of the privilege which may be
accorded in the United Kingdom to wheat which shall have paid the provincial
duty. \ : | - : '

Enclosore in No. 4.

Extract of a REPORT of 3 Committes of the Executive Council, dated 23d February .
1843, on the subject of the Bill passed last Session, for imposing a Duty upon -
‘American Wheat, ‘ ‘ ¥ ,

WiTH respect to the inquiry contained in the last clause of his Lordship’s ‘desﬁé.tch, re~ -

 garding the exemption from duty of wheat -and flour introduced by sea for the use of the

fisheries, and the facility which ‘such an exemption may give to the ‘commission of :frauds .
upon the revenue, which inquiry, the Commitiee observe, is not anticipated in your Ex- "
cellency’s despateh, the Committee beg respectfully to observe, -~ .~ -7 o

1st.—That Canada is very little concerned in the fisheries on the coast, as the fish"".
taken there are exported directly to foreign' countries ; and the supplies are’ derived
 directly from: England; in the shape of fishing-tackle, sails, rigging, and ‘cthér like
necessaries ; and the provisions are imported, by ‘sea, from the ‘ports ‘in-the’ United
States, - . S S R R AR
2dly.—That the British fisherics trading with foreign countries aﬁd‘haﬁng"jifo: Yro-
tection, would be absolutely ruined by any financial measure which would increase t

eries, particularly as the former do not enjoy the encouragement of bounty on tf
exportation of fish, afforded by the eastern colonies and by the Americans..” ©. .-

~ 3dly.--That the exemption was introduced to favoura trade in which Erltish'sﬁipping‘
and British capitalists are”interested ; and-that the only possible interest which the.
- interior of Canada could have in the question would be in favour of a duty on foreign:

heir ©
expenses, and thus place them at a disadvantage as compared with -the foréign fish-"
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supply to the fisheries, and in forcing them thus to take the supplies from the provinces ;
‘but, for the reasons above stated, it is not desired to acquire such an advantage at the
expense of the fisheries, ‘ , : . :
4thly,~That the exemption was introduced in accordance with the policy of all
the Canada Trade Acts, which contain the same exemption in favour of the fisheries.
sthly.~That the geographical position of the fisheries is such as to prevent it
from being the interest of persons disposed to defraud the revenue to import, by sea,
wheat from a foreign country, and to send it illicitly into Canada, there to acquire the
character of wheat or flour of Canadian growth, or of the same articles which had paid
the duty. ‘ ‘ ‘ :
Gthly).’»—'l‘bat‘wheat or flour introduced by sea for the use of fisheries not on the
sea-coast, would not bear the expense of transportation to the intevior for the purpose
of avoiding the duty. ’ ‘ " ‘
7thly.—As to the danger of wheat being introduced by sea at the fisheries on the
coast, which may there be converted into flour, and thereby acquire the.character
of colonial produce or manufacture, the Committee would observe, that the country
on the coast not being wheat growing, any importation or manufacture of wheat for
exportation would immediately be observed by the officers of the Customs, and the
traders in the article, on importing what evidently was not for the use of the
fisheries, oron attempting to export it to England, would be liable to have the property
seized, and would be subject to the pains and penalties of the British Trade Act, - re-
enacted by the Bill in question. ‘ ' ‘ ‘
And, lastly, as the exemption was introduced into the Bill in favour of British
interests, any act removing or lessening the duty on wheat and flour imported from

s

- Canada may contain any precantionary enactments regulating the details of impor-

tations for the use of the fisheries, which may be devised by the Commissioners of
Customs, and which would effectually prevent the fraud of which his Lordship appre-
hends the p)robzﬂ.)ilit_y7 ‘ o

-—-NO. 5.*7-

{No. 43.) . o o
Cory of a DESPATCH from the Right honourable Sir Charles Bagot, ¢.c.B.,
‘ ‘ to Lord Stanley. :

o | R - Government House, Kingston,

My Lord, - ‘ f - 20 March 1843, |
Wirn reference to your Lordship’s Despatch of the 2d March, No. 330,
relative to the petition addressed to the Queen by the Board of Trade at Quebec
‘upon the subject of the Wheat Duty Bill, passed by the Provincial Legislature
in its last session, I deem it expedicnt, although I am confident that Her
Majesty’s Government will allow no unnecessary delay to occur in determining

No. 3.
Despatch from the
' Right hon, Sir
Charles Bagot 1o
Lord Stanley,
20 March 1843. |

upon the course which they will adopt with regard to this measure, to transmit to
your Lordship a copy of a communication from the same body, pointing out the -

importance of an early decisivn upon this matter with reference to the trade of
the approaching season. o - ‘
: R . : - I‘ have; &e,

| ‘(signed) . Charles Bdgbt.

- Enclosure in No. 5. .

o . Office of the Council of the Quebec Board of Trade,
Sir, o o et - Quebec, March 4;1843. -
1 an requested by the Council of the Quebec Board of Trade respectfully to inquire if any

Provincial Legislature, imposing a.duty of ‘3s. per quarter. on wheat imported into. the -

Dritish Possessions in ‘North . America from' the United States, and which was reserved by

‘his Excellency the Governor-general for Her Majesty’s pleasure thereon. . When the afore=

said Bill was passed by the Legislatire, it scemed to be generally understood that it was

the intention of the Imperia) Government to permit the importation of wheat from Canada - -

* into Great Britain at merely a nominal duty ; and as the season of business is now approaching,

itis of great importance to the inhabitants of the province generally that they should :

. receive authentic information on these questions with the least possible delay.:’
' o P ‘ . . ;5‘~Ihz§ve,‘&c.‘"‘

" (signed) . Walker, Chairman.

“
R

o : . oare ol . ) L x‘Encl.inNo.‘,g.'
information has yet been received regarding the fate of a Bill passed in thelast session of our - S




