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all tho requisites of a post offico aro wanting in our
mako shift, Branch oflices would rupply theso wants,
It i3 npcdless to point out tho advantages that would
accruo from their establistiment, and as for tho objec-
tions to them, there aro no valid ones. The only ob.
Jeotion that could Lo raised would ba on the grounds
of cxpento or delay. As to tho latter thero need
not be but a few minutes lost fu delivering letters
from the central to tho branch oflices and in sending
tho mails from the branch to the general office: and
as 10 the expento thero would be little or none,
becauge there aro are but too many atore keepors and
busineas men who would be very glad of a brasch
officec merely for the custom 1t would bring to their
shop, and the amall per centago uvsually allowed. In
alluding to the branech officos in the old couuntry it
will bo remarked that we*did not epeak of them ss
delivery oflicea.  \Wo merely epoke of them as recelve
ing offices. And go in fact they are nothing else, As
most of our readera know, tho delivery of letters in
London or Dublin is effcoted on quite a different plan
from that adopted in the Dommion Here every
busincss man ronts a box or drawer at the Poat Offlce,
for which he pays from a dollar and a half to four
dollars a year  Into his box or drawer all his lotters
and papers are put, and fivo or six times a day, on the
arrival of every mail, a mob of merchants, shop.
keepers, professional men, and others may be seen
walting oppositaa * wicket’* whilo the mail is being
distributed, and then a further tedious delay occurs
until each man’s letters aro taken out of tho box or
drawer into which they have just been put, and
aro handed out to their expectant owner. Our
systom, it will thus ba seen, is expensive and dilatory,
In the metropolitan cities of Englanad or Iroland this
does not ecour There, 8 number of postimen are em.
ployed —so many men being assigned to each distriot
in thocity Tho moment a mail arrives at the Geno-
ral Post Oflice, the letters for cach district aro sorted
out- each postman receives his allotted mafl. Half-a.
dozen or o dozen of themn going in one direction, juwp
into a mail cart and are driven off, each wan getting
out where bis district beging  Thus, in an inorediblo
ghort space of time after the mail arrives at tho Gene-
ral Office, the postmen are going their rounds deliver-
ing the letters at the doors according to their diree-
tions.

Qe of tho strangest thiogs in connection with thiz
speedy delivery, {3 that it costsnothing - and that, too,
notwithstanding tho fact that the posimen are all
dressed in fino scarlet livery, and the mail waggons
aro drawn by rclays of very fine horses. One penny
pays the postage, and covera all the expenses of post-
men, livories, wagxons aod horses, Here, then, we
geo speed and cheapness combived  The public are
well served and cheaply served, and wo may add,
honestly served too for the postman is so well paid
for doirg his duty, and so well punished for leaving it
undone or for actiog dishouestly, that frauds on tho
pudblic are very seldom attempted. It may bo said,
however that grapnting all we have stated, the Eng-
lish system would not suitus We canoot see why it
should not suceced in our largo citieg. At all events,
now that the subject of postal reform is before the
country, we think it right to draw public attention to
the suggestions wo have made. If they cannot all be
adopted soro of them may If we cannot have our
letters delivered at our own doors as spcedily and
cheaply as in Fngland wocan prrhaps, have branch
offices for the convenience of thoro living at a distance
from the centres of cities. Every city is divided into
wards for municipal purposes, and perhaps it would
not be too much tnexpect that at nodistant timeovery
ward will have its branch Post-nflice.

PROTECTION AND ¥REE TRADE,
H ) above is the title of a pamphilet, just published
by Mr. John Maclean, of which a copy has been
laid on our table.

The objcct of this pamplict 15 to prove that it is for
the best interests of Carada thatencouragementshould
be given to ‘“ Home Iudustry’” by the imposition of
daties sufliciently high to cauro manufactures to bo
carried on, which otherwi<o would not be undertaken,
and that if a rovenue has to be raised at all, it makes
no difference as to s aggregate burdensomeness

whether it is obtained in one way or another, whether
by high rates of duty on small importations, or low |
rates spread over a larga amonnt of goods

Now as wo have to raise g rovenpue greasur, not lese,
than we bavo hed bitherto to provide, let us scot

whethier Mr Maclean’s position is tenable, or whether
ho has not taken a suporficlal viow of his subject, and
given a judgment which caunot be depended upon.

Iun the first place, under tho protective system, tho
people have to pay, on tho one band, tho same aggre-
gato amount of revenuo to Governnment, and besides
havu to pay to the manufacturer the amount tecessary
to enable him to make aliving and @ handsomo return
on capital invested, which othierwleo could not be ob-
tained. Yor example, tho duty on boots and shoes
is 15 per cont. The total import for tho tiscal
year ending June 39, I¥u7,was $61,685, which at
16 per cent. would yietd £9,252 75,  Now had the duty
been H per cant., (suppozing that 10 percent, over that
i3 necded by the manufacturer) tho imports of boots
and shoes would not hiave tallen much short of glv.-
000,000, the revenuo from which would have been
$5(0,000, and the people would have obtsined their
goods at less cost than they are now paying for them,
Wo select boots and shoes merely as a marked tne
~tance ot tho effect on the rovenue of a protective tariff,
even when tho duty is supposoa ! to bo vnly § per cent
under a tanfl not intended to bo poulubitive.  As
10 this singlo industry, 80 would it be over a variety
of articles, w hich, unimportaut soparately, foot up in
the aggre,ate to large amounts, and, in which, as far
a3 revenue {3 concerued, wo might aln.ust as well
have free tradoe at once.

The great argument of protectivnists (and much
etress 18 lald on it in tho pamphlet now under con-
sidoration) {3 that thcro is a loss in the transpor-
tatton of tho raw material and food to the arti-
§ap, and the carriage back to tho consumer of
tho manufactured srticle, and that producers of
tood and raw material on tho ono hand should be
in a8 close proximty as possible to tho manufacturegs
ou the other haud. Tlero cannot bo a question that
othier thungs being equal ihere would be a gain in the
saving of labour, could cost of transpurtation be
lessened in any way. Still it must be borne in mind
that the cost of transportativn, except of fuud, is not
§0 largo an item as it would socm to bo at first glance,
and, food included, is8 more than countorbalanced by
tho advantages gained by chicapness of iabuur and the
accumulation of capital in old manufacturing countries.
There, in Kogland for instanco with which we have
most to do, machinery is cheaper now than it can
ever hopo to becomo on this continent, and consc.
quently, as tho work dvno by machinery bears an ever
fncreasiug ratio to that dono by hand, and as the in.
terest on capital invested in machinery must always
be a very heavy item in the cost of manufacturing, it
i3 very unhkely that for very many years to come,
there will be much removal of capital from England for
fuvestment ju machinery here.  Skilled labour, too, is
very diflicult to move, ezpecially in advance of any
certainty ot sufllcient employment being provided for
it. If thcro should bebere for a considerablo timoa
demand for labourcre, skilled or unskilled, at wages
much above those paid in Englaud, there might bea
consideradle immigration induced. But that immi_
gration would bo checked as soon as wages here fell to
nearly the same level as 1n England, or as soon as the
rate there had advanced to within & certain distance
of what it was here. In ecither case, wo should never
bo able to compete on cqual terms with England an
this respect, #0 Jong as wild lands wore to bo had which
would give a higher return for Iabour cxpended on
them than a worhmen could earn, afd, for very many
years, s fact will serve Lo giovvent nages fromsinhing
totho low po.nt existiugan densely populated countries
whero land 1s scarce, and commands a high rent.

Another argumeat to which protectionists give
prominenco is that a country wholly agricuitural, pro-
gresses elowly, as compared with a country whose
pursuits are moro diversiied. The deduction may be
right, but the premises, certainly as far as Canada is
concerned, arv unsound. No civilised community can
be wholiy agricultural. Tho wants of the farming
population have to be supplied, and if not furnished
by their tellow citizons, must bo obtaiced from abroads
This stimulates trade, both foreign and domestic, and
8 large Lumber of the inhabitants naturally turn their
attention to trade, giving up egriculture. Then again,
1hro aro tho carrying interests, the railways, steam.
ships, salling vessels, &¢., &o ? in all of which employ-
ment is given in order to supply the wants of the
farmer. Towas and cities epring up at favourable
points, and grow apacs mush more rapidiy than swhen
thoy are merely manufacturing iudustries. Where
are tho ciies in manasactunog Mew Lngiand, whoso
growth is et all comparablo to that of thoss oftles
malnly commercial, such a3 Now Xork, Chicago, §t.

Louis, Now Orleans, &o., &0. We do not mean to
dony that tho growth of a oity s accolerated by its
having manutacturcs, but wo mean to say that thoy
much less than commorce tend to rapid inorease of
population, Is manufacturing Manchester or Bir-
mingham as largo to-day as commercial New York, or
does their population incroato with onc.tenth the ra-
pidity of that of the citics of the West, dependont
altogether on an agricultural country for thelr vitallty?

The great mistako into which manutacturors fall is
that they consider their own “prosperity and that of
tho country as ideptical. If the countryis prosporous,
they undoubiedly fecl that prosperity in increased
bueiness, but on Jho other hand they may be making
cnormous profits while thecountry atlargeis becomiag
pouorer.  Ia consldoring thissubject of protection apd
freo trade, wo must not contine our attention to any
patticulur intorests, or take a narrow.minded, ono-,
sided view. e must atrivo to discover what i3 best
for the largest number, and shapo our course accord-
fngly. Wo have already shewn that to ralse revenue,
it i3 beat to Imposo such duties ag shall check impor.
tativn as little ns possiblo, and to avold prohibitive
dutics, so that the conslderation of what is best need
not be hampered by tho fact of our necessitios

Now what i3 best for Canada? 1isit moro profitable
for A, a farmer, to pay 13, forimanufacturing his wear.
fng apparel, than to pay C for brioging it to blm from
England, when C, after paying the Government a
fair per centago can still supply A. moro cheaply than
B. can® ** But” says the protectionist, ¢ C. would
have tosend moncy or food to England to pay fer
what ho imports, wheroas B would epend ft in the
country, and help to givo employment tolabour ** Yer,
we roply, under your system, A would have to be
taxed to pay B. to do unnecessary atd unprofitable
work In the time of the Irish famine, the English
Government omploy ed many thousand of the starving
peoplo to do un y work on the public roads
merely as being preforable to giving them direct as-
sistance, but what would bo thought of any Govern-
ment that as a matter of system and principle should
porsist in taxing the pation in order to furnish
unprofitable work to those who could and would
otuerwise omploy themselves profitably. It would bo
botter at onco to say to the manufacturer, ¢ we wily
.mako you a present of an annual incomo equal to your
present ycarly profits, aud set your men to work at
farming, or mining, or lumbering, or anything whore-
by the weaith of tho country is increased,” than to
tax tho country in a much larger sum to help support
theso men while engaged in useless work. The great
sources of wealth to Canada are its arable and pasture
lands, and its forcsts—grain, cattle, lumber—in these
are found tho causes of our young natlon's growing
greatness, not in manufactures. \Why should any
portion ot tho earnings of the farmer, wrung by hard
toil, in summer’s heat and winter’s cold, from tho
Iand, be paid for the honour of wearing domestic
clothes, homo made boots and shoes, or for using ag-
ricultural implements, dearer yet less valuable than ho
can buy abroad? We see no reason for it whatever.
Besides it 18 uojust, and moreover an injustice for
swhich no plea of necessity or expedien sy can be raised.
All legislation is liablo to work sofre injustice, but
protective legistation cannot fall of doing so. If Ca.
nadians geverally could be made to understand the
folly of pro‘cction, if thoss who would bo berefitted
by freo trade, would only act together with the famo
detormsnativn that manofacturers shew in lookiog
after their interests, we should soon seo a change
made 1n our fiscal policy more in consonance with the
wishes of the majority of Canadlians, maroe in accord-
anco with the enlightened principles that should
underlio all our legislation. o trust that Govern-
ment will havo prepared by the time Parliament again
meets such a measure as shall commend itself to good
senge, and as ehall cnablo them to ralso the necessary
sovenue in the way that shall bo least onerous to tto
country at largo.

A FEW WORDS ABOUT LABOUR.
ONEST labour brings a sweet reward, Such st
least, used to bo tho opinfon of our ancestors,
Thoy aid not acorn work—and hard work too. They
understood practically what ''tho sweat of their
brow " meant, and wero not sshamed of it; nay,
rather glorified in it. Butall this hasgreatly changed.
Welive-in a pew age—an ago baving new ideas on
the quesvon of Jabvur, Nowadays houost labour is
scorugd, not by all, thank Providence, but by Jarge

classes of tho people, and particularly among thoss



