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’errilor!/ af anotheryto a third, If they <hen'd <o enllect and acconnt,

he complexay of tHiear acconnts wonld be next to endless.  And
each would funther b exposed to nnch the same perplexities,
with reward 1o the Mother Country amd to foreign States. The
diversities of the rules and rexalations of the several Departments
on other points wonld add to the embarrassment.  In different
Provinees, acconus would be required  at duferent periods
awl in ditletent forms.  The comuusucations {rom Province
to Provinee would be all in confusion; one Provinee favor-
ing ote fine of route or deenhing on one made of eonveyance, rate
ol speed and time of departare, and another sisting on another.
Negacition, in course of tane, would of course tend to bring 2l
luiek towards something more like nmlomity of system.  Bat
what woaid that Le, but a elumsy, costly, laborions ellint towar's
getiing rid of the inherent radical viee of the supposed systein 7

Nane of these objections, as we witd fully show hereafier, whea
trenting of the subsidiany reforms of the Bepartment, attach 1o the
adoption of the principle of local administeative coutrol, for wiieh
we have contended.  Our system involves no abdication on the
part of the supreme controthng anthorty 5 and consequently no
elashing o contision of sy stems. The supreme authonty, admuns-
tering every wihere the saue fundmental Impenal faw, will be
abundantly able to tale care that w all mattes where vmtonnity
of practice 1s required, it shall be carefully maintamed. Where-
ever sieh uniformity 1< not required, we hokd that it should allow
free action. Whether such wetion be purely Fxecutive, or to any
extent Legislative also, is matter of very tutling concequence. {f
any Provinee wishes to legislate on such points, there can be no
hirn, that we see, in its being permitted so to do.  If disposed to
rest content with Exeemtive action, we believe it will find such
action fully sutficiont to 2ain for itall the amendment inthe work-
ing of its Post Oifice machinery, which it can require.

PRINCIPLLS OF TAXATION,

A late number of the London IFestminster Review contains a very
able review of a new work published by Mr. M<Culloch, the well-
known author of the ¢ Dictionary of Commerce,”® on the subject of
Taxation. We intend to quote at some length from this review, in
order that our readers may learn what are the views entertained by
aceniain cliss of pulitical writers m Eagland on the question of
indireet tanation. We have at doferent umes stated, in the
« FeosomsT,”? that however desirable in the abstract indirect
taxation may be) there are obstacles in its way which render its
practical attaiiument more than probilemaucal, and this i< the
view taken by Mr MPCualloeh himself.  From thi< opininn, how-
every the witer in the Hestmiasior dissents; and he peiuts oat a
plan which he thinks would, whilst renderning tavation more farr,
increase the economy, and with the economy, the futare re<ources
of the country. Government, he says, ought to be puid for, as
nearly as practicable, lihe anythuag else which people reqgiuve,
aml which they voluntardy purchise—nither separately or in as-
sociation 3 that is, it shonld he puid for in proportion to each pes-
son’s share ot the benefit. These benefits wust be confined 1o
aman’s person or 1o lus propeny, and consequently on both of
these,—i. ¢ forthe pratectionatiordmt 1o hie and propenty,—should
taves be imposed.  The ta ¢ on propeity would rise and full, as
far as prochieal, according to the wmount of property 5 the per-
sonal 1ax the weiter would miake alike, without ddinction of ago
or sex 3 and vwhat will appens sineular iz, that he would make it
optionat], connectpe it with the right of election.  “ In making
the payment not compulsory,” he ohserves, “ there would be the
incidental but imponant advantage of restricting, to a considerable
extent, the noble privilege of election to those who appreciate its
value, and who by their power to pay eventhe small su required,
give carnest of poscessing those moral qualities of industry and
self-denial which are among the surest zuaranties of its safe ex-
crase.”? Having set forth thrs part of his scheme, the writer
proceeds to consader in what form 1t would be best to impose the
tax upon property—whether fisst,on consumption 5 or secondly. on
tnceme ; or turdly, on gecumulated propeny s and, il the Later,
whether on two or more of these snbjeets of tasation. His ae-
maks on this nead, wo shall eapy o full] as they serve stiongly
to illustiate the b etieets ot @ high mite of duties, under a system
of indireet taxation.  We bew to draw the attention of ous 1eaders
particularly to the followinge (—

The chief reason zivea frr 1104 on coneumption is that they can he
prid accotding 1o the power and convemence of the comnibnie 3. int
thas reasas will scareely hold as regards taxes o she nrcessuries of 1
{whch are amomgz the m st oducive of alij, and ficquenily, as we siall
see, fails s respecss other taxes 5 while the reasons aganst taxes on con-
Batipuion npEeat to us to be very strong.

The first objection to imposts on consmmpnion is, that the sum paid by
each person doca not at ail correcily tndicate the amount of protection
enjayed by iiim, more especia'ty, as in the present view, it is only proe
tection to projeriy that has to be considered.  T'he weight of such taxcs

which fallson a largs and poor family, with bat little property, i ont of
all praportion greater than that whieh s prod by a small and neh fanuly.
Tndeed, by hecoming abs. ntees, the latter, na s well known, often evade
Seee taxes in their direet form altorether, althongh indirectly they, a3
well as others, muat suffer by the diminution caused by these taxes in the
profits of capual.

Another ohiection to such taxee 19, that the operation of them s to a
considerable extent hidden. We are aware that thus 13 often regarded
as an advantage, but to ue it seems a great evite

In the firet place, we object altogether to disguice and mystery in care
rving on publhic business, especially pecuniary athirs.  No poweris so
likely to be abuced, and nane has w fact been so much abused, as that of
taking people’s tioney withont their cozmzance. Secondly, we think that
proneness 3> war, which ceems the besetting am of all nations, requires
& strona conntesactimg power.  There onght tu bie no misunderstandiny
as ta the coct of thiz direful ealamury 3 and what argument agawnst war
and the preparations for war ean be more potent than a heavy, di-
rect, and undwecmsed demand upon every man's pochet, a demand far
exceedinr that for all otl:er govermient purposes put together? In an
espreial manner, tia angument 18 wanted 1o be setn strong oppositian
amongst the peopie generally, to the greedy expectations of profitable
eontmctg, military prootion, prize money, peerages, and pensions, on
the part of thoee «vho, from their inflaence and taeir sitaruon near the
seat of governmeprt, may be ah's to reaiize such expectations in thetr own
behalr, if they can suecced in hallomng the people on to war.

Had it not been for the two-fold power of concealiny for a time the
effeet of heavy taxations, and of delaying ihe payment of a large portion
of 1, how much more cautious the country wonld have shown self of
hureying mto war, and what a vast quantity of bloodshed, waste, and -
sery, imght have heen avouded !

Aegain, the indirect 1axes from thewr multiplicity and complexity, and
thie precautions necessary to prevent evasion, are expensive i collection.
The coast-guard, Mr. M:Culloch atates, costs half a mlhon a year; and
Sir Robert Peel has ately mentioned 1 parkament, that the abohnien of
the single duty on giass has produced a saving in salaries of £32,000
a year. And it must be remembered, that the evit does not consist nierc-
ly in the waste of money, but 18 very inurious o the tine taerests of the
couniry, by the opportansties given for the excrcise of patronage and cor«
ruption.

Independently, toa, of the cost of collection, taxes on eonsamption do
much more spury by stinting peopl= 1n the necessaries of hfe, and debar-
ring them frons many of the comforts, than tiwy benedit the Exchequer.
If, for exwnple, by 1 heavy tax, a poor family ie prevenied from using
suzar, all the members of the fannlyv are deprived of the emoyment of a
nutritons and pleasant artele of tood, without the public kixchequer reap-
ine one penny of benelit.  How widely this principle acis i shown hy
the great inerease in the consumption of an arucle upon the abohion,
ot even vigorous reduction, of the tax upon it.

Speaking of the late tax on leather, Mr. M‘Culloch says—

« Could anythung be more impoliue than to lay a duty on an article so
indispensalle to the Jabouruis class, and to the prosecution of most
branches of industry, and to sulyct & miost smportant and vatuable
manufacture, iienislung the raw mtenal of maay others, to n vexations
system of revenne lawe, for the sthe of 2 revenue of £100,060, or even
£600,000 a vear? Happly, howerver, these are mazters of lustory. The
feather trade, relieved from every sort of iramme! an i restraing, hias boen
vastly extendad since 18330, and tie customs dutics on foreign hides heing
now merely nommal, their amportaton has rapdly increased, and he
pablic have not merely proficed by the abolition of the duty, but by the
many amproven:ents it has allowed to be made i the tanmmg and dregs-
jing of leaher."—1’. 203,

Sy grent has already Leen the increase in the demand for glass since
the abol.tion of the tax, that ane of the principal manufacturers, who
formeily pard a consideratile fiaction of the whole dury, and who actuaily
oppesed the abolaion of the tas, in the belief that uts withdrawal would
pot lead 1o any inerease of consumption, has lately stated, that, since the
act passed, he hazheen compeiled <o ra,udly to inerease his bulldings, that
s number of fuznnees will soon be doubled.

In refercing to the tax on salt, Mr. MCulloch observes:—

1t certamly took directly aud indirectly from {our to five times the
snm from the pochets of the public, which 1t bronght into the coffors of
the treasury.” —P. 260.

Aund he addz—

¢ But indepcadently of it exhorhitanee, and the stimulns it eave to
spingaling, the great expease of 11s collect'on. and the innumerable ways
i wlieh it anserferes with aindustrions undeniakings, and with the sub-
sistence of the poor, minde it an the last degree objecnionable.  Hence,
though vanous aaes, which protuced a geeater amount of revenue, have
heen repealed since 1815, the abohition of the salt tax is believed to have
been followed with the greatest benefi'—P. 261,

In the ense of ieters, e Lite laize seduction m the charge of postage
may be rewarded a8 an alimost aboatwn of thie tax ;s the present postage
Leatnze Bt lztle ifany more than the charee whieh would be made for the
couveyance of letters by nn mditferent party, if the business were throwa
open 12 generad compeiition, w.iliout any reference to taxauon.  And
how aeeat hea been the inerease in the nunber of letters in the few yeats
siree the reduction wok place’  Anancreass, which, inthe London dis.
tr:ic' at leasy, has been most narhed, be it observed, 1 the poarest neishe
honhnod<; <howing to how Jar e an extont the Jabrunnz classes had
hitherio been prevented, hy an eacessive charge on postaze, from com-
wnmieanag with each other on matiers relating to their well-bring. and
from h eping up thoee ues of aflection which are so unportant for moral-
ity and general happiness.

So vast has been the general increase in the number oi letters that it
hias beett asceriained that, exclusive of franked letters, there are 1ow as
tiany reccive b an the Loadon dustrict alose as there were, before the
teduction of the charge, in the whole of Great Britain and Ireland.
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