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fries. Tt ié said that the labor employca

in railway construchon has ‘led to an’
enormous developmenb of -the productive '
In areview of Mr.’

capacity of the men.
Brassey’s work in the “ Edinburgh™ it is
said that the English railways are in them-
selves " creators of laborers of a higher

“ ordet than was to be found exis'tent.'be-‘

“ fore their commencement, unless in so
“far as they were anticipated in this
“ respect by our canals.”” - The 'sto‘lis'bical
details ' furnished by Mbr. Brassey afford
abundant evidence that _
work is not determined by the rate of

wages. A very remarkable instance of

the relative cheapmness of ‘efficient labor
is given from DMr. Brassey’s experience in-

Rio Janeiro. In that country it was found
that the work of the free native laborer

was little more effective than that of the -

slave, and it was. found cheaper to
engage European laborers at five ‘times
the amount of wages than to employ
slaves. It may surprise our ‘readers to
learn on Mr. Brassey's authoriby that in
Canada on the Grand Trunk, French Cana-
 dians received 3s. 6d. per day and English-
men 5s, to Gs. and that the latter descrip-
tion of labor proved to be the ‘cheapest.
InEngland the wages of navvies rose from
2s, 6d. to %s. 8d. in.1837 from 3s. to 3s. 6d.
in 1871, and "in special cases to 3s. 9d.
to 4s.3d. The important point is that (he
more highly remunerated labor ‘was, as a

general rule, the most profitable to the .

employer. | A remalkable fact in support

of -this opmlon is stated by Mr. Brassey. ‘

A compamson was made ab Basingstoke
béetween London and couutry bricklayers,
without the knowledge of the men, and it
was fouind that one London brlcklayel :
who was pa1d 5s. 6d. pel day laid more
bricks in a day than.two counts y- brick-
layers who received 3s, 6d. each <M,
Brassey was a strong- advocate “for plece-
work, as we learn from the followmg pus-
sage in “ Work and \Vages "

“My father al\vnys prefened puttmrr a pncc
“ upon the work rather than pay mg by the day.

“Piece-work conld not in all cases b adopted”
_ “without some compllcatxons and difficulties,
“but my father - ulways looked upon ‘day-work

Ou . public.: yworks the

“23 :a.costly game,
“differences between the earnings of the men

“doing piece-work and. men working . by the,

i day were " ‘always remarkable, - In the usual

“working days mcn ‘working in"butty gangs
“would earn 4s., “while others \v01kmg on the .

# day-work system would not earn more tlmn
*from 2s. to 33, a dn.y "

The butty- gang above’ refemed to is an’.

- industrial combination- peculiar to the

English na,vvy Itisa parmershlp between-

agangof workmen, who associate togethex‘

, Without capltal or m‘tlcles, and take piece-.
“work from an employer at a prxce wlucla )

the cost of "

‘ yields them pay much grenter than the -

<ordinary rate of wages. Mr.Brassey cites
the case of navvies working in butty-gangs
earning {rom 4s. to 5s. a day, and even as
‘high as 6s., when ordinary wages were 25.-
6d. to 2s. 8d.' One great object of Mr.
.Brassey’s work is to establish the fact that
low wages.do not mean cheap work but
the contrary ; that long hours of labor do

not imply rapidity in the execution’ of-

work, and that true economic results ave
best secured by. enlightened co- operation
rather than by competition. - It would be
well for both employers and emplq ed in
Canada to profit by the eapemence of the
United Kingdom.
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HOW OTHERS SEE US.

We always read with interest the arti-
cle in the Westminster Review under the
heading“ India and our Colonial Empire,”
"The notices of current events in the De:
pendencies of the Empire are written by
one altogether unbiassed by that party

feeling which more or less pervades, those .

of Jocal controversialists, We must, of

- course, make ‘due allowance for‘oeca_
-sional errors on mmttexs of fact, which
rarely, however, afféct the: value of the -

criticism. - In the January number atten-
tion is called to the fact that the influence
of the Colonies on English industrieg had
been remarkable during the. Preceding
autumn, causing an unwonted ferment of
work in the iron industries. The greatest
and first of the results of the present
revival .of tlade, in’ the opinion: of ‘the
Dssa.ylst “ls certainly the planning and

carrying out of schemes of railway exten-
sion throuvhout the Bllt;l"'h Empu'e " Re-
ference  is made to the extensive rallway
projects in Canada, not only the Main line

to the Pacific “and the’ feeders, but like-.
- wise various" local lines,
Indies, the Cape and Ceylon, great. works
of -the same kind are in process of realiza..
tion, while- New South Wales, South Aus-
tralia, and Q,ueenslancl are rivalling one
another in'a, vigorous px'osecutlon of rail-

In .the West

‘way enterprises. :

. Canada, it is said, usul‘ps to itself alazge
shave in this msmg demand for 1mls, it
being estimated tlmt Wlthm three years

no less than one Lhousand miles of t,he:

rmlway will be in working order, .4 glvmg

- K to hhe Canadmn North west : that ' cer-
“ tam Ly and faclllty ofcommumcutlen, the

“absence of wlnch has ever been the one

“grent (hag on the I"lpld development'
":The finan- ;

“of new areas of f‘ertlle 80il." "
cmg “for tlus ra,llway on the. bonus .and

land: grant sysbems has attl‘aeted ample.
capxtal from Eur ope as well as in America, -
whxch is not suzpmsmg in the face of the

rare phenomena of the Bnglxsh funds ab

par. We are, however, reminded that ¢ the -

“ danger remains that this inflow of cap-
“ital and population, and the consequent
“stimulus to enterprize drive mattera
“hastily to the opposite extreme, and that
“ the fated reaction consequently follows."
We have entered on an era of prosperity -
under circumstances varyingin no essen- '
tial “particular from 'that which com« "
menced some ten years ago, England sup- .
plying capital for the construction’ of
gigantic public works, as well in her own
dependencies as in foreign countries, and
thus causing an abnormal demand for her
manufactures, notably iron; and, so long as
the money is forthcoming, and the works

are in progress, all willbe well, but, most

assuredly  the fated reaction ’ will follow, "
and among the chief sufferers will be those
who are being tempted by bonuses to erect '
factories, which will moré than supply the
normal demand of our hmlted popula.hon.

In the April number of the Westmin- -
ster the subject is resumed, and reference
is first made to the large emigration of
1880, The report of the Board of Trade
gives the emigration from . the United
Kingdom during thirty years ab four and

a half millions, ‘three millions to the R

United States, one million. to Austraha,
and five hundred thousand to Canada. .
These figures are: pronounced misleading,
because, it is said, “ no one' goes to Canada
or Australia in order to go on elsewhere "
This certainly is not.correct as regards
Canada. There is no reason whatever why
emigrants whose destination is the Norths
Western States of the Union should not B
give the preference to- the ' St. Lawrence
route ; and it is quite misleading ‘to state.

“that % the only ranlwa.y routes ‘at’ present

open to Manitoba and the North West lie- .

-through the United: States.” It is to be

obgerved. that this: has reference to emi-
gration to United States instead of Cana- -
dian ports.; An emlgmnt taking passage’ :
for the North West can be laid down at .

Clncago by Canadxan steamers .and rails

ways, and we have very recently had a. -

special batch of emlgrants, brought out

under ‘the supervision of Mr, Whellams )

and to be followed by others, whose des:: . -
tination is Manitoba. We fear that ihe:
Wnter in''the - Westminster is in error in .
assummg that’ considerable numbers of

the emlgra.nts to the Umted States are

destmed for Canada, and that -no . one

comes, to Canada. in order” to proceed to
the United States. :

The writer in the Westmznster obaerves -
that, “ the Canadum Domxmon-xs Just now :

pmdmg itself,’and wilh ‘much Justme, ont
its present prosperity,” -but he adds that -

** the usual popular’ fallacy rears its’ head :

at once.”” To tlmt fallacy we have more "




