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INTRODUCTION.

Years ago I could not rid my mind of the notion that Free Trade meant some cunning 
policy of British statesmen designed to subject the world to British interests.  Coming 
across Bastiat’s inimitable Sophismes Economiques I learnt to my surprise that there 
were Frenchmen also who advocated Free Trade, and deplored the mischiefs of the 
Protective Policy.  This made me examine the subject, and think a good deal upon it; 
and the result of this thought was the unalterable conviction I now hold—a conviction 
that harmonizes with every noble belief that our race entertains; with Civil and Religious 
Freedom for All, regardless of race or color; with the Harmony of God’s works; with 
Peace and Goodwill to all Mankind.  That conviction is this:  that to make taxation the 
incident of protection to special interests, and those engaged in them, is robbery to the 
rest of the community, and subversive of National Morality and National Prosperity.  I 
believe that taxes are necessary for the support of government, I believe they must be 
raised by levy, I even believe that some customs taxes may be more practicable and 
economical than some internal taxes; but I am entirely opposed to making anything the 
object of taxation but the revenue required by government for its economical 
maintenance.

I do not espouse Free Trade because it is British, as some suppose it to be.  
Independent of other things, that would rather set me against it than otherwise, because
generally those things which best fit European society ill befit our society—the structure 
of each being so different.  Free Trade is no more British than any other kind of 
freedom:  indeed, Great Britain has only followed quite older examples in adopting it, as 
for instance the republics of Venice and Holland, both of which countries owed their 
extraordinary prosperity to the fact of their having set the example of relaxing certain 
absurd though time-honored restrictions on commerce.  I espouse Free Trade because 
it is just, it is unselfish, and it is profitable.

For these reasons have I, a Worker, deeply interested in the welfare of the fellow-
workers who are my countrymen, lent to Truth and Justice what little aid I could, by 
adapting Bastiat’s keen and cogent Essay to the wants of readers on this side of the 
Atlantic.

Emile Walter, the Worker.

New York, 1866.
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WHAT IS FREE TRADE?

CHAPTER I.

Plenty and scarcity.

Which is better for man and for society—abundance or scarcity?

What!  Can such a question be asked?  Has it ever been pretended, is it possible to 
maintain, that scarcity is better than plenty?

Yes:  not only has it been maintained, but it is still maintained.  Congress says so; many 
of the newspapers (now happily diminishing in number) say so; a large portion of the 
public say so; indeed, the city theory is by far the more popular one of the two.
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Has not Congress passed laws which prohibit the importation of foreign productions by 
the maintenance of excessive duties?  Does not the Tribune maintain that it is 
advantageous to limit the supply of iron manufactures and cotton fabrics, by restraining 
any one from bringing them to market, but the manufacturers in New England and 
Pennsylvania?  Do we not hear it complained every day:  Our importations are too 
large; We are buying too much from abroad?  Is there not an Association of Ladies, 
who, though they have not kept their promise, still, promised each other not to wear any
clothing which was manufactured in other countries?

Now tariffs can only raise prices by diminishing the quantity of goods offered for sale.  
Therefore, statesmen, editors, and the public generally, believe that scarcity is better 
than abundance.

But why is this; why should men be so blind as to maintain that scarcity is better than 
plenty?

Because they look at price, but forget quantity.

But let us see.

A man becomes rich in proportion to the remunerative nature of his labor; that is to say, 
in proportion as he sells his produce at a high price.  The price of his produce is high in 
proportion to its scarcity.  It is plain, then, that, so far as regards him at least, scarcity 
enriches him.  Applying, in turn, this manner of reasoning to each class of laborers 
individually, the scarcity theory is deduced from it.  To put this theory into practice, and 
in order to favor each class of labor, an artificial scarcity is produced in every kind of 
produce by prohibitory tariffs, by restrictive laws, by monopolies, and by other 
analogous measures.

In the same manner it is observed that when an article is abundant, it brings a small 
price.  The gains of the producer are, of course, less.  If this is the case with all produce,
all producers are then poor.  Abundance, then, ruins society; and as any strong 
conviction will always seek to force itself into practice, we see the laws of the country 
struggling to prevent abundance.

Now, what is the defect in this argument?  Something tells us that it must be wrong; but 
where is it wrong?  Is it false?  No.  And yet it is wrong?  Yes.  But how? It is incomplete.

Man produces in order to consume.  He is at once producer and consumer.  The 
argument given above, considers him only under the first point of view.  Let us look at 
him in the second character, and the conclusion will be different.  We may say: 
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The consumer is rich in proportion as he buys at a low price.  He buys at a low price in 
proportion to the abundance of the articles in demand; abundance, then, enriches him.  
This reasoning, extended to all consumers, must lead to the theory of abundance.

Which theory is right?

Can we hesitate to say?  Suppose that by following out the scarcity theory, suppose that
through prohibitions and restrictions we were compelled not only to make our own iron, 
but to grow our own coffee; in short, to obtain everything with difficulty and great outlay 
of labor.  We then take an account of stock and see what our savings are.

9
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Afterward, to test the other theory, suppose we remove the duties on iron, the duties on 
coffee, and the duties on everything else, so that we shall obtain everything with as little
difficulty and outlay of labor as possible.  If we then take an account of stock, is it not 
certain that we shall find more iron in the country, more coffee, more everything else?

Choose then, fellow-countrymen, between scarcity and abundance, between much and 
little, between Protection and Free Trade.  You now know which theory is the right one, 
for you know the fruits they each bear.

But, it will be answered, if we are inundated with foreign goods and produce, our specie,
our precious product of California, our dollars, will leave the country.

Well, what of that?  Man is not fed with coin.  He does not dress in gold, nor warm 
himself with silver.  What does it matter, then, whether there be more or less specie in 
the country, provided there be more bread in the cupboard, more meat in the larder, 
more clothes in the wardrobe, and more fuel in the cellar?

Again, it will be objected, if we accustom ourselves to depend upon England for iron, 
what shall we do in case of a war with that country?

To this I reply, we shall then be compelled to produce iron ourselves.  But, again I am 
told, we will not be prepared; we will have no furnaces in blast, no forges ready.  True; 
neither will there be any time when war shall occur that the country will not be already 
filled with all the iron we shall want until we can make it here.  Did the Confederates in 
the late war lack for iron?  Why, then, shall we manufacture our own staples and bolts 
because we may some day or other have a quarrel with our ironmonger!

To sum up: 

A radical antagonism exists between the vender and the buyer.

The former wishes the article offered to be scarce, and the supply to be small, so that 
the price may be high.

The latter wishes it abundant and the supply to be large, so that the price may be low.

The laws, which should at least remain neutral, take part for the vender against the 
buyer; for the producer against the consumer; for high against low prices; for scarcity 
against abundance; for protection against free trade.  They act, if not intentionally, at 
least logically, upon the principle that a nation is rich in proportion as it is in want of 
everything.
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CHAPTER II.

OBSTACLES TO WEALTH AND CAUSES OF WEALTH.

Man is naturally in a state of entire destitution.

Between this state, and the satisfying of his wants, there exist a number of obstacles 
which it is the object of labor to surmount.

I wish to make a journey of some hundred miles.  But between the point of my departure
and my destination there are interposed mountains, rivers, swamps, forests, robbers; in 
a word—obstacles.  To overcome these obstacles it is necessary that I should bestow 
much labor and great efforts in opposing them; or, what is the same thing, if others do it 
for me, I must pay them the value of their exertions.  IT IS EVIDENT THAT I WOULD 
HAVE BEEN BETTER OFF HAD THESE OBSTACLES NEVER EXISTED. Remember 
this.
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Through the journey of life, in the long series of days from the cradle to the tomb, man 
has many difficulties to oppose him.  Hunger, thirst, sickness, heat, cold, are so many 
obstacles scattered along his road.  In a state of isolation he would be obliged to 
combat them all by hunting, fishing, agriculture, spinning, weaving, architecture, etc., 
and it is very evident that it would be better for him that these difficulties should exist to 
a less degree, or even not at all.  In a state of society he is not obliged personally to 
struggle with each of these obstacles, but others do it for him; and he, in turn, must 
remove some one of them for the benefit of his fellow-men.  This doing one kind of labor
for another, is called the division of labor.

Considering mankind as a whole, let us remember once more that it would be better for 
society that these obstacles should be as weak and as few as possible.

But mark how, in viewing this simple truth from a narrow point of view, we come to 
believe that obstacles, instead of being a disadvantage, are actually a source of wealth!

If we examine closely and in detail the phenomena of society and the private interests of
men as modified by the division of labor, we perceive, without difficulty, how it has 
happened that wants have been confounded with riches, and the obstacle with the 
cause.

The separation of occupations, which results from the division of labor, causes each 
man, instead of struggling against all surrounding obstacles, to combat only one; the 
effort being made not for himself alone, but for the benefit of his fellows, who, in their 
turn, render a similar service to him.

It hence results that this man looks upon the obstacle which he has made it his 
profession to combat for the benefit of others, as the immediate cause of his riches.  
The greater, the more serious, the more stringent, may be this obstacle, the more he is 
remunerated for the conquering of it, by those who are relieved by his labors.

A physician, for instance, does not busy himself in baking his bread, or in manufacturing
his clothing and his instruments; others do it for him, and he, in return, combats the 
maladies with which his patients are afflicted.  The more dangerous and frequent these 
maladies are, the more others are willing, the more, even, are they forced, to work in his
service.  Disease, then, which is an obstacle to the happiness of mankind, becomes to 
him the source of his comforts.  The reasoning of all producers is, in what concerns 
themselves, the same.  As the doctor draws his profits from disease, so does the ship-
owner from the obstacle called distance; the agriculturist from that named hunger; the 
cloth manufacturer from cold; the schoolmaster lives upon ignorance, the jeweler upon 
vanity, the lawyer upon cupidity and breach of faith.  Each profession has then an 
immediate interest in the continuation, even in the extension, of the particular obstacle 
to which its attention has been directed.
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Theorists hence go on to found a system upon these individual interests, and say:  
Wants are riches:  Labor is riches:  The obstacle to well-being is well-being:  To multiply 
obstacles is to give food to industry.

Then comes the statesman; and as the developing and propagating of obstacles is the 
developing and propagating of riches, what more natural than that he should bend his 
efforts to that point?  He says, for instance:  If we prevent a large importation of iron, we
create a difficulty in procuring it.  This obstacle severely felt, obliges individuals to pay, 
in order to relieve themselves from it.  A certain number of our citizens, giving 
themselves up to the combating of this obstacle, will thereby make their fortunes.  In 
proportion, too, as the obstacle is great, and the mineral scarce, inaccessible, and of 
difficult and distant transportation, in the same proportion will be the number of laborers 
maintained by the various branches of this industry.

The same reasoning will lead to the proscription of machinery.

Here are men who are at a loss how to dispose of their petroleum.  This is an obstacle 
which other men set about removing for them by the manufacture of casks.  It is 
fortunate, say our statesmen, that this obstacle exists, since it occupies a portion of the 
labor of the nation, and enriches a certain number of our citizens.  But here is presented
to us an ingenious machine, which cuts down the oak, squares it, makes it into staves, 
and, gathering these together, forms them into casks.  The obstacle is thus diminished, 
and with it the fortunes of the coopers.  We must prevent this.  Let us proscribe the 
machine!

To sift thoroughly this sophism, it is sufficient to remember that human labor is not an 
end but a means.

Labor is never without employment. If one obstacle is removed, it seizes another, and 
mankind is delivered from two obstacles by the same effort which was at first necessary
for one.  If the labor of coopers could become useless, it must take another direction.  
To maintain that human labor can end by wanting employment, it would be necessary to
prove that mankind will cease to encounter obstacles.

CHAPTER III.

EFFORT—RESULT.

We have seen that between our wants and their gratification many obstacles are 
interposed.  We conquer or weaken these by the employment of our faculties.  It may be
said, in general terms, that industry is an effort followed by a result.

But by what do we measure our well-being?  By our riches?  By the result of our effort, 
or by the effort itself?  There exists always a proportion between the effort employed 
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and the result obtained.  Does progress consist in the relative increase of the second or 
of the first term of this proportion—between effort or result?

Both propositions have been sustained, and in political economy opinions are divided 
between them.
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According to the first system, riches are the result of labor.  They increase in the same 
ratio as the result does to the effort.  Absolute perfection, of which God is the type, 
consists in the infinite distance between these two terms in this relation, viz., effort 
none, result infinite.

The second system maintains that it is the effort itself which forms the measure of, and 
constitutes, our riches.  Progression is the increase of the proportion of the effect to the 
result.  Its ideal extreme may be represented by the eternal and fruitless efforts of 
Sisyphus.[A]

[Footnote A:  We will therefore beg the reader to allow us in future, for the sake of 
conciseness, to designate this system under the term of Sisyphism, from Sisyphus, 
who, in punishment of his crimes, was compelled to roll a stone up hill, which fell to the 
bottom as fast as he rolled it to the top, so that his labor was interminable as well as 
fruitless.]

The first system tends naturally to the encouragement of everything which diminishes 
difficulties, and augments production—as powerful machinery, which adds to the 
strength of man; the exchange of produce, which allows us to profit by the various 
natural agents distributed in different degrees over the surface of our globe; the intellect 
which discovers, the experience which proves, and the emulation which excites.

The second as logically inclines to everything which can augment the difficulty and 
diminish the product; as, privileges, monopolies, restrictions, prohibition, suppression of 
machinery, sterility, &c.

It is well to mark here that the universal practice of men is always guided by the 
principle of the first system.  Every workman, whether agriculturist, manufacturer, 
merchant, soldier, writer or philosopher, devotes the strength of his intellect to do better, 
to do more quickly, more economically—in a word, to do more with less.

The opposite doctrine is in use with theorists, essayists, statesmen, ministers, men 
whose business is to make experiments upon society.  And even of these we may 
observe, that in what personally concerns themselves, they act, like everybody else, 
upon the principle of obtaining from their labor the greatest possible quantity of useful 
results.

It may be supposed that I exaggerate, and that there are no true Sisyphists.

I grant that in practice the principle is not pushed to its extreme consequences.  And this
must always be the case when one starts upon a wrong principle, because the absurd 
and injurious results to which it leads, cannot but check it in its progress.  For this 
reason, practical industry never can admit of Sisyphism.  The error is too quickly 
followed by its punishment to remain concealed.  But in the speculative industry of 
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theorists and statesmen, a false principle may be for a long time followed up, before the 
complication of its consequences, only half understood, can prove its falsity; and even 
when all is revealed, the opposite principle is acted upon, self is contradicted, and 
justification sought, in the incomparably absurd modern axiom, that in political economy 
there is no principle universally true.
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Let us see, then, if the two opposite principles I have laid down do not predominate, 
each in its turn; the one in practical industry, the other in industrial legislation.  When a 
man prefers a good plough to a bad one; when he improves the quality of his manures; 
when, to loosen his soil, he substitutes as much as possible the action of the 
atmosphere for that of the hoe or the harrow; when he calls to his aid every 
improvement that science and experience have revealed, he has, and can have, but 
one object, viz., to diminish the proportion of the effort to the result.  We have indeed no
other means of judging of the success of an agriculturist or of the merits of his system, 
but by observing how far he has succeeded in lessening the one, while he increases the
other; and as all the farmers in the world act upon this principle, we may say that all 
mankind are seeking, no doubt for their own advantage, to obtain at the lowest price, 
bread, or whatever other article of produce they may need, always diminishing the effort
necessary for obtaining any given quantity thereof.

This incontestable tendency of human nature, once proved, would, one might suppose, 
be sufficient to point out the true principle to the legislator, and to show him how he 
ought to assist industry (if indeed it is any part of his business to assist it at all), for it 
would be absurd to say that the laws of men should operate in an inverse ratio from 
those of Providence.

Yet we have heard members of Congress exclaim, “I do not understand this theory of 
cheapness; I would rather see bread dear, and work more abundant.”  And 
consequently these gentlemen vote in favor of legislative measures whose effect is to 
shackle and impede commerce, precisely because by so doing we are prevented from 
procuring indirectly, and at low price, what direct production can only furnish more 
expensively.

Now it is very evident that the system of Mr. So-and-so, the Congressman, is directly 
opposed to that of Mr. So-and-so, the agriculturist.  Were he consistent with himself, he 
would as legislator vote against all restriction; or else as farmer, he would practise in his
fields the same principle which he proclaims in the public councils.  We would then see 
him sowing his grain in his most sterile fields, because he would thus succeed in 
laboring much, to obtain little.  We would see him forbidding the use of the plough, 
because he could, by scratching up the soil with his nails, fully gratify his double wish of 
“dear bread and abundant labor.”

Restriction has for its avowed object and acknowledged effect, the augmentation of 
labor.  And again, equally avowed and acknowledged, its object and effect are, the 
increase of prices—a synonymous term for scarcity of produce.  Pushed then to its 
greatest extreme, it is pure Sisyphism as we have defined it; labor infinite; result 
nothing.

17
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There have been men who accused railways of injuring shipping; and it is certainly true 
that the most perfect means of attaining an object must always limit the use of a less 
perfect means.  But railways can only injure shipping by drawing from it articles of 
transportation; this they can only do by transporting more cheaply; and they can only 
transport more cheaply, by diminishing the proportion of the effort employed to the 
result obtained—for it is in this that cheapness consists.  When, therefore, these men 
lament the suppression of labor in attaining a given result, they maintain the doctrine of 
Sisyphism.  Logically, if they prefer the vessel to the railway, they should also prefer the 
wagon to the vessel, the pack-saddle to the wagon, and the sack to the pack-saddle:  
for this is, of all known means of transportation, the one which requires the greatest 
amount of labor, in proportion to the result obtained.

“Labor constitutes the riches of the people,” say some theorists.  This was no elliptical 
expression, meaning that the “results of labor constitute the riches of the people.”  No; 
these theorists intended to say, that it is the intensity of labor which measures riches; 
and the proof of this is that from step to step, from restriction to restriction, they forced 
on the United States (and in so doing believed that they were doing well) to give to the 
procuring of, for instance, a certain quantity of iron, double the necessary labor.  In 
England, iron was then at $20; in the United States it cost $40.  Supposing the day’s 
work to be worth $2.50, it is evident that the United States could, by barter, procure a 
ton of iron by eight days’ labor taken from the labor of the nation.  Thanks to the 
restrictive measures of these gentlemen, sixteen days’ work were necessary to procure 
it, by direct production.  Here then we have double labor for an identical result; therefore
double riches; and riches, measured not by the result, but by the intensity of labor.  Is 
not this pure and unadulterated Sisyphism?

That there may be nothing equivocal, these gentlemen carry their idea still farther, and 
on the same principle that we have heard them call the intensity of labor riches, we will 
find them calling the abundant results of labor and the plenty of everything proper to the 
satisfying of our wants, poverty.  “Everywhere,” they remark, “machinery has pushed 
aside manual labor; everywhere production is superabundant; everywhere the 
equilibrium is destroyed between the power of production and that of consumption.”  
Here then we see that, according to these gentlemen, if the United States was in a 
critical situation it was because her productions were too abundant; there was too much
intelligence, too much efficiency in her national labor.  We were too well fed, too well 
clothed, too well supplied with everything; the rapid production was more than sufficient 
for our wants.  It was necessary to put an end to this calamity, and therefore it became 
needful to force us, by restrictions, to work more in order to produce less.

18
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All that we could have further to hope for, would be, that human intellect might sink and 
become extinct; for, while intellect exists, it cannot but seek continually to increase the 
proportion of the end to the means; of the product to the labor.  Indeed it is in this 
continuous effort, and in this alone, that intellect consists.

Sisyphism has been the doctrine of all those who have been intrusted with the 
regulation of the industry of our country.  It would not be just to reproach them with this; 
for this principle becomes that of our administration only because it prevails in 
Congress; it prevails in Congress only because it is sent there by the voters; and the 
voters are imbued with it only because public opinion is filled with it to repletion.

Let me repeat here, that I do not accuse the protectionists in Congress of being 
absolutely and always Sisyphists.  Very certainly they are not such in their personal 
transactions; very certainly each of them will procure for himself by barter, what by 
direct production would be attainable only at a higher price.  But I maintain that they are 
Sisyphists when they prevent the country from acting upon the same principle.

CHAPTER IV.

EQUALIZING OF THE FACILITIES OF PRODUCTION.

The protectionists often use the following argument: 

“It is our belief that protection should correspond to, should be the representation of, the
difference which exists between the price of an article of home production and a similar 
article of foreign production.  A protective duty calculated upon such a basis does 
nothing more than secure free competition; free competition can only exist where there 
is an equality in the facilities of production.  In a horse-race the load which each horse 
carries is weighed and all advantages equalized; otherwise there could be no 
competition.  In commerce, if one producer can undersell all others, he ceases to be a 
competitor and becomes a monopolist.  Suppress the protection which represents the 
difference of price according to each, and foreign produce must immediately inundate 
and obtain the monopoly of our market.  Every one ought to wish, for his own sake and 
for that of the community, that the productions of the country should be protected 
against foreign competition, whenever the latter may be able to undersell the former.”

This argument is constantly recurring in all writings of the protectionist school.  It is my 
intention to make a careful investigation of its merits, and I must begin by soliciting the 
attention and the patience of the reader.  I will first examine into the inequalities which 
depend upon natural causes, and afterwards into those which are caused by diversity of
taxes.
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Here, as elsewhere, we find the theorists who favor protection taking part with the 
producer.  Let us consider the case of the unfortunate consumer, who seems to have 
entirely escaped their attention.  They compare the field of protection to the turf.  But on 
the turf, the race is at once a means and an end.  The public has no interest in the 
struggle, independent of the struggle itself.  When your horses are started in the course 
with the single object of determining which is the best runner, nothing is more natural 
than that their burdens should be equalized.  But if your object were to send an 
important and critical piece of intelligence, could you without incongruity place obstacles
to the speed of that one whose fleetness would secure you the best means of attaining 
your end?  And yet this is your course in relation to industry.  You forget the end aimed 
at, which is the well-being of the community; you set it aside; more, you sacrifice it by a 
perfect petitio principii.

But we cannot lead our opponents to look at things from our point of view; let us now 
take theirs:  let us examine the question as producers.

I will seek to prove: 

1.  That equalizing the facilities of production is to attack the foundations of mutual 
exchange.

2.  That it is not true that the labor of one country can be crushed by the competition of 
more favored climates.

3.  That, even were this the case, protective duties cannot equalize the facilities of 
production.

4.  That freedom of trade equalizes these conditions as much as possible; and

5.  That the countries which are the least favored by nature are those which profit most 
by mutual exchange.

1. Equalizing the facilities of production is to attack the foundations of mutual exchange.
The equalizing of the facilities of production, is not only the shackling of certain articles 
of commerce, but it is the attacking of the system of mutual exchange in its very 
foundation principle.  For this system is based precisely upon the very diversities, or, if 
the expression be preferred, upon the inequalities of fertility, climate, temperature, 
capabilities, which the protectionists seek to render null.  If New England sends its 
manufactures to the West, and the West sends corn to New England, it is because 
these two sections are, from different circumstances, induced to turn their attention to 
the production of different articles.  Is there any other rule for international exchanges?

Again, to bring against such exchanges the very inequalities of condition which excite 
and explain them, is to attack them in their very cause of being.  The protective system, 
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closely followed up, would bring men to live like snails, in a state of complete isolation.  
In short, there is not one of its sophisms, which, if carried through by vigorous 
deductions, would not end in destruction and annihilation.
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2. It is not true that the labor of one country can be crushed by the competition of more 
favored climates. The statement is not true that the unequal facility of production, 
between two similar branches of industry, should necessarily cause the destruction of 
the one which is the least fortunate.  On the turf, if one horse gains the prize, the other 
loses it; but when two horses work to produce any useful article, each produces in 
proportion to his strength; and because the stronger is the more useful it does not follow
that the weaker is good for nothing.  Wheat is cultivated in every section of the United 
States, although there are great differences in the degree of fertility existing among 
them.  If it happens that there be one which does not cultivate it, it is because, even to 
itself, such cultivation is not useful.  Analogy will show us, that under the influences of 
an unshackled trade, notwithstanding similar differences, wheat would be produced in 
every portion of the world; and if any nation were induced to entirely abandon the 
cultivation of it, this would only be because it would be her interest to otherwise employ 
her lands, her capital, and her labor.  And why does not the fertility of one department 
paralyze the agriculture of a neighboring and less favored one?  Because the 
phenomena of political economy have a suppleness, an elasticity, and, so to speak, a 
self-levelling power, which seems to escape the attention of the school of 
protectionists.  They accuse us of being theoretic, but it is themselves who are so to a 
supreme degree, if the being theoretic consists in building up systems upon the 
experience of a single fact, instead of profiting by the experience of a series of facts.  In 
the above example, it is the difference in the value of lands which compensates for the 
difference in their fertility.  Your field produces three times as much as mine.  Yes.  But it 
has cost you ten times as much, and therefore I can still compete with you:  this is the 
sole mystery.  And observe how the advantage on one point leads to disadvantage on 
the other.  Precisely because your soil is more fruitful it is more dear.  It is not 
accidentally but necessarily that the equilibrium is established, or at least inclines to 
establish itself:  and can it be denied that perfect freedom in exchanges is of all systems
the one which favors this tendency?

I have cited an agricultural example; I might as easily have taken one from any trade.  
There are tailors at Barnegat, but that does not prevent tailors from being in New York 
also, although the latter have to pay a much higher rent, as well as higher price for 
furniture, workmen, and food.  But their customers are sufficiently numerous not only to 
reestablish the balance, but also to make it lean on their side.

When, therefore, the question is about equalizing the advantages of labor, it would be 
well to consider whether the natural freedom of exchange is not the best umpire.
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This self-levelling faculty of political phenomena is so important, and at the same time 
so well calculated to cause us to admire the providential wisdom which presides over 
the equalizing government of society, that I must ask permission a little longer to turn to 
it the attention of the reader.

The protectionists say, Such a nation has the advantage over us, in being able to 
procure cheaply, coal, iron, machinery, capital; it is impossible for us to compete with it.

We must examine this proposition under other aspects.  For the present, I stop at the 
question, whether, when an advantage and a disadvantage are placed in juxtaposition, 
they do not bear in themselves, the former a descending, the latter an ascending power,
which must end by placing them in a just equilibrium?

Let us suppose the countries A and B. A has every advantage over B; you thence 
conclude that labor will be concentrated upon A, while B must be abandoned.  A, you 
say, sells much more than it buys; B buys much more than it sells.  I might dispute this, 
but I will meet you upon your own ground.

In the hypothesis, labor being in great demand in A, soon rises in value; while labor, 
iron, coal, lands, food, capital, all being little sought after in B, soon fall in price.

Again:  A being always selling and B always buying, cash passes from B to A. It is 
abundant in A, very scarce in B.

But where there is abundance of cash, it follows that in all purchases a large proportion 
of it will be needed.  Then in A, real dearness, which proceeds from a very active 
demand, is added to nominal dearness, the consequence of a superabundance of the 
precious metals.

Scarcity of money implies that little is necessary for each purchase.  Then in B, a 
nominal cheapness is combined with real cheapness.

Under these circumstances, industry will have the strongest possible motives for 
deserting A to establish itself in B.

Now, to return to what would be the true course of things.  As the progress of such 
events is always gradual, industry from its nature being opposed to sudden transits, let 
us suppose that, without waiting the extreme point, it will have gradually divided itself 
between A and B, according to the laws of supply and demand; that is to say, according 
to the laws of justice and usefulness.

I do not advance an empty hypothesis when I say, that were it possible that industry 
should concentrate itself upon a single point, there must, from its nature, arise 
spontaneously, and in its midst, AN IRRESISTIBLE POWER OF DECENTRALIZATION.
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We will quote the words of a manufacturer to the Chamber of Commerce at Manchester
(the figures brought into his demonstration being suppressed): 
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“Formerly we exported goods; this exportation gave way to that of thread for the 
manufacture of goods; later, instead of thread, we exported machinery for the making of
thread; then capital for the construction of machinery; and lastly, workmen and talent, 
which are the source of capital.  All these elements of labor have, one after the other, 
transferred themselves to other points, where their profits were increased, and where 
the means of subsistence being less difficult to obtain, life is maintained at less cost.  
There are at present to be seen in Prussia, Austria, Saxony, Switzerland, and Italy, 
immense manufacturing establishments, founded entirely by English capital, worked by 
English labor, and directed by English talent.”

We may here perceive that Nature, with more wisdom and foresight than the narrow 
and rigid system of the protectionists can suppose, does not permit the concentration of 
labor, and the monopoly of advantages, from which they draw their arguments as from 
an absolute and irremediable fact.  It has, by means as simple as they are infallible, 
provided for dispersion, diffusion, mutual dependence, and simultaneous progress; all of
which, your restrictive laws paralyze as much as is in their power, by their tendency 
towards the isolation of nations.  By this means they render much more decided the 
differences existing in the conditions of production; they check the self-levelling power 
of industry, prevent fusion of interests, neutralize the counterpoise, and fence in each 
nation within its own peculiar advantages and disadvantages.

3. Even were the labor of one country crushed by the competition of more favored 
climates (which is denied), protective duties cannot equalize the facilities of production. 
To say that by a protective law the conditions of production are equalized, is to disguise 
an error under false terms.  It is not true that an import duty equalizes the conditions of 
production.  These remain after the imposition of the duty just as they were before.  The 
most that law can do is to equalize the conditions of sale.  If it should be said that I am 
playing upon words, I retort the accusation upon my adversaries.  It is for them to prove 
that production and sale are synonymous terms, which if they cannot do, I have a right 
to accuse them, if not of playing upon words, at least of confounding them.

Let me be permitted to exemplify my idea.

Suppose that several New York speculators should determine to devote themselves to 
the production of oranges.  They know that the oranges of Portugal can be sold in New 
York at one cent each, whilst on account of the boxes, hot-houses, &c., which are 
necessary to ward against the severity of our climate, it is impossible to raise them at 
less than a dollar apiece.  They accordingly demand a duty of ninety-nine cents upon 
Portugal oranges.  With the help of this duty, say they, the conditions of production will 
be equalized.  Congress, yielding as usual to this argument, imposes a duty of ninety-
nine cents on each foreign orange.
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Now I say that the relative conditions of production are in no wise changed.  The law 
can take nothing from the heat of the sun in Lisbon, nor from the severity of the frosts in 
New York.  Oranges continuing to mature themselves naturally on the banks of the 
Tagus, and artificially upon those of the Hudson, must continue to require for their 
production much more labor on the latter than the former.  The law can only equalize 
the conditions of sale.  It is evident that while the Portuguese sell their oranges here at a
dollar apiece, the ninety-nine cents which go to pay the tax are taken from the American
consumer.  Now look at the whimsicality of the result.  Upon each Portuguese orange, 
the country loses nothing; for the ninety-nine cents which the consumer pays to satisfy 
the impost tax, enter into the treasury.  There is improper distribution; but no loss.  But 
upon each American orange consumed, there will be about ninety-nine cents lost; for 
while the buyer very certainly loses them, the seller just as certainly does not gain them;
for, even according to the hypothesis, he will receive only the price of production, I will 
leave it to the protectionists to draw their conclusion.

4. But freedom of trade equalizes these conditions as much as is possible. I have laid 
some stress upon this distinction between the conditions of production and those of 
sale, which perhaps the prohibitionists may consider as paradoxical, because it leads 
me on to what they will consider as a still stranger paradox.  This is:  If you really wish to
equalize the facilities of production, leave trade free.

This may surprise the protectionists; but let me entreat them to listen, if it be only 
through curiosity, to the end of my argument.  It shall not be long.  I will now take it up 
where we left off.

If we suppose for the moment, that the common and daily profits of each American 
amount to one dollar, it will indisputably follow that to produce an orange by direct labor 
in America, one day’s work, or its equivalent, will be requisite; whilst to produce the cost 
of a Portuguese orange, only one-hundredth of this day’s labor is required; which 
means simply this, that the sun does at Lisbon what labor does at New York.  Now is it 
not evident, that if I can produce an orange, or, what is the same thing, the means of 
buying it, with one-hundredth of a day’s labor, I am placed exactly in the same condition 
as the Portuguese producer himself, excepting the expense of the transportation?  It 
therefore follows that freedom of commerce equalizes the conditions of production 
direct or indirect, as much as it is possible to equalize them; for it leaves but the one 
inevitable difference, that of transportation.

I will add that free trade equalizes also the facilities for attaining enjoyments, comforts, 
and general consumption; the last, an object which is, it would seem, quite forgotten, 
and which is nevertheless all-important; since, in fine, consumption is the main object of
all our industrial efforts.  Thanks to freedom of trade, we would enjoy here the results of 
the Portuguese sun, as well as Portugal itself; and the inhabitants of New York would 
have in their reach, as well as those of London, and with the same facilities, the 
advantages which nature has in a mineralogical point of view conferred upon Cornwall.
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5. Countries least favored by nature (countries not yet cleared of forests, for example) 
are those which profit most by mutual exchange. The protectionists may suppose me in 
a paradoxical humor, for I go further still.  I say, and I sincerely believe, that if any two 
countries are placed in unequal circumstances as to advantages of production, the one 
of the two which is the less favored by nature, will gain more by freedom of commerce.  
To prove this, I will be obliged to turn somewhat aside from the form of reasoning which 
belongs to this work.  I will do so, however; first, because the question in discussion 
turns upon this point; and again, because it will give me the opportunity of exhibiting a 
law of political economy of the highest importance, and which, well understood, seems 
to me to be destined to lead back to this science all those sects which, in our days, are 
seeking in the land of chimeras that social harmony which they have been unable to 
discover in nature.  I speak of the law of consumption, which the majority of political 
economists may well be reproached with having too much neglected.

Consumption is the end, the final cause of all the phenomena of political economy, and, 
consequently, in it is found their final solution.

No effect, whether favorable or unfavorable, can be vested permanently in the 
producer.  His advantages and disadvantages, derived from his relations to nature and 
to society, both pass gradually from him; and by an almost insensible tendency are 
absorbed and fused into the community at large—the community considered as 
consumers.  This is an admirable law, alike in its cause and its effects; and he who shall
succeed in making it well understood, will have a right to say, “I have not, in my passage
through the world, forgotten to pay my tribute to society.”

Every circumstance which favors the work of production is of course hailed with joy by 
the producer, for its immediate effect is to enable him to render greater services to the 
community, and to exact from it a greater remuneration.  Every circumstance which 
injures production, must equally be the source of uneasiness to him; for its immediate 
effect is to diminish his services, and consequently his remuneration.  This is a fortunate
and necessary law of nature.  The immediate good or evil of favorable or unfavorable 
circumstances must fall upon the producer, in order to influence him invisibly to seek the
one and to avoid the other.

Again:  when an inventor succeeds in his labor-saving machine, the immediate benefit 
of this success is received by him.  This again is necessary, to determine him to devote 
his attention to it.  It is also just; because it is just that an effort crowned with success 
should bring its own reward.

But these effects, good and bad, although permanent in themselves, are not so as 
regards the producer.  If they had been so, a principle of progressive and consequently 
infinite inequality would have been introduced among men.  This good, and this evil, 
both therefore pass on, to become absorbed in the general destinies of humanity.
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How does this come about?  I will try to make it understood by some examples.

Let us go back to the thirteenth century.  Men who gave themselves up to the business 
of copying, received for this service a remuneration regulated by the general rate of the 
profits.  Among them is found one, who seeks and finds the means of rapidly multiplying
copies of the same work.  He invents printing.  The first effect of this is, that the 
individual is enriched, while many more are impoverished.  At the first view, wonderful 
as the discovery is, one hesitates in deciding whether it is not more injurious than 
useful.  It seems to have introduced into the world, as I said above, an element of 
infinite inequality.  Guttenberg makes large profits by this invention, and perfects the 
invention by the profits, until all other copyists are ruined.  As for the public—the 
consumer—it gains but little, for Guttenberg takes care to lower the price of books only 
just so much as is necessary to undersell all rivals.

But the great Mind which put harmony into the movements of celestial bodies, could 
also give it to the internal mechanism of society.  We will see the advantages of this 
invention escaping from the individual, to become for ever the common patrimony of 
mankind.

The process finally becomes known.  Guttenberg is no longer alone in his art; others 
imitate him.  Their profits are at first considerable.  They are recompensed for being the 
first who made the effort to imitate the processes of the newly-invented art.  This again 
was necessary, in order that they might be induced to the effort, and thus forward the 
great and final result to which we approach.  They gain largely; but they gain less than 
the inventor, for competition has commenced its work.  The price of books now 
continually decreases.  The gains of the imitators diminish in proportion as the invention
becomes older; and in the same proportion imitation becomes less meritorious.  Soon 
the new object of industry attains its normal condition; in other words, the remuneration 
of printers is no longer an exception to the general rules of remuneration, and, like that 
of copyists formerly, it is only regulated by the general rate of profits.  Here then the 
producer, as such, holds only the old position.  The discovery, however, has been made;
the saving of time, labor, effort, for a fixed result, for a certain number of volumes, is 
realized.  But in what is this manifested?  In the cheap price of books.  For the good of 
whom?  For the good of the consumer—of society—of humanity.  Printers, having no 
longer any peculiar merit, receive no longer a peculiar remuneration.  As men—as 
consumers—they no doubt participate in the advantages which the invention confers 
upon the community; but that is all.  As printers, as producers, they are placed upon the 
ordinary footing of all other producers.  Society pays them for their labor, and not for the 
usefulness of the invention. That has become a gratuitous benefit, a common heritage 
to mankind.
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The wisdom and beauty of these laws strike me with admiration and reverence.

What has been said of printing, can be extended to every agent for the advancement of 
labor—from the nail and the mallet, up to the locomotive and the electric telegraph.  
Society enjoys all, by the abundance of its use, its consumption; and it enjoys all 
gratuitously.  For as their effect is to diminish prices, it is evident that just so much of the
price as is taken off by their intervention, renders the production in so far gratuitous.  
There only remains the actual labor of man to be paid for; and the remainder, which is 
the result of the invention, is subtracted; at least after the invention has run through the 
cycle which I have just described as its destined course.  I send for a workman; he 
brings a saw with him; I pay him two dollars for his day’s labor, and he saws me twenty-
five boards.  If the saw had not been invented, he would perhaps not have been able to 
make one board, and I would none the less have paid him for his day’s labor.  The 
usefulness, then, of the saw, is for me a gratuitous gift of nature, or rather, is a portion of
the inheritance which, in common with my brother men, I have received from the genius 
of my ancestors.  I have two workmen in my field; the one directs the handle of a 
plough, the other that of a spade.  The result of their day’s labor is very different, but the
price is the same, because the remuneration is proportioned, not to the usefulness of 
the result, but to the effort, the [time, and] labor given to attain it.

I invoke the patience of the reader, and beg him to believe, that I have not lost sight of 
free trade:  I entreat him only to remember the conclusion at which I have arrived:  
Remuneration is not proportioned to the usefulness of the articles brought by the 
producer into the market, but to the [time and] labor required for their production.[B]

[Footnote B:  It is true that [time and] labor do not receive a uniform remuneration; 
because labor is more or less intense, dangerous, skilful, &c., [and time more or less 
valuable.] Competition establishes for each category a price current:  and it is of this 
variable price that I speak.]

I have so far taken my examples from human inventions, but will now go on to speak of 
natural advantages.

In every article of production, nature and man must concur.  But the portion of nature is 
always gratuitous.  Only so much of the usefulness of an article as is the result of 
human labor becomes the object of mutual exchange, and consequently of 
remuneration.  The remuneration varies much, no doubt, in proportion to the intensity of 
the labor, of the skill, which it requires, of its being a-propos to the demand of the day, of
the need which exists for it, of the momentary absence of competition, &c.  But it is not 
the less true in principle, that the assistance received from natural laws, which belongs 
to all, counts for nothing in the price.
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We do not pay for the air we breathe, although so useful to us, that we could not live 
two minutes without it.  We do not pay for it, because nature furnishes it without the 
intervention of man’s labor.  But if we wish to separate one of the gases which compose
it for instance, to fill a balloon, we must take some [time and] labor; or if another takes it 
for us, we must give him an equivalent in something which will have cost us the trouble 
of production.  From which we see that the exchange is between efforts, [time and] 
labor.  It is certainly not for hydrogen gas that I pay, for this is everywhere at my 
disposal, but for the work that it has been necessary to accomplish in order to 
disengage it; work which I have been spared, and which I must refund.  If I am told that 
there are other things to pay for, as expense, materials, apparatus, I answer, that still in 
these things it is the work that I pay for.  The price of the coal employed is only the 
representation of the [time and] labor necessary to dig and transport it.

We do not pay for the light of the sun, because nature alone gives it to us.  But we pay 
for the light of gas, tallow, oil, wax, because here is labor to be remunerated;—and 
remark, that it is so entirely [time and] labor and not utility to which remuneration is 
proportioned, that it may well happen that one of these means of lighting, while it may 
be much more effective than another, may still cost less.  To cause this, it is only 
necessary that less [time and] human labor should be required to furnish it.

When the water-boat comes to supply my ship, were I to pay in proportion to the 
absolute utility of the water, my whole fortune would not be sufficient.  But I pay only for 
the trouble taken.  If more is required, I can get another boat to furnish it, or finally go 
and get it myself.  The water itself is not the subject of the bargain, but the labor 
required to obtain the water.  This point of view is so important, and the consequences 
that I am going to draw from it so clear, as regards the freedom of international 
exchanges, that I will still elucidate my idea by a few more examples.

The alimentary substance contained in potatoes does not cost us very dear, because a 
great deal of it is attainable with little work.  We pay more for wheat, because, to 
produce it, Nature requires more labor from man.  It is evident that if Nature did for the 
latter what she does for the former, their prices would tend to the same level.  It is 
impossible that the producer of wheat should permanently gain more than the producer 
of potatoes.  The law of competition cannot allow it.

Again, if by a happy miracle the fertility of all arable lands were to be increased, it would
not be the agriculturist, but the consumer, who would profit by this phenomenon; for the 
result of it would be abundance and cheapness.  There would be less labor 
incorporated into an acre of grain, and the agriculturist would be therefore obliged to 
exchange it for less labor incorporated into some other article.  If, on the contrary, the 
fertility of the soil were suddenly to deteriorate, the share of nature in production would 
be less, that of labor greater, and the result would be higher prices.
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I am right then in saying that it is in consumption, in mankind, that at length all political 
phenomena find their solution.  As long as we fail to follow their effects to this point, and 
look only at immediate effects, which act but upon individual men or classes of men as 
producers, we know nothing more of political economy than the quack does of 
medicine, when instead of following the effects of a prescription in its action upon the 
whole system, he satisfies himself with knowing how it affects the palate and the throat.

The tropical regions are very favorable to the production of sugar and coffee; that is to 
say, Nature does most of the business and leaves but little for labor to accomplish.  But 
who reaps the advantage of this liberality of Nature?  NOT THESE REGIONS, for they 
are forced by competition to receive remuneration simply for their labor.  It is MANKIND 
who is the gainer; for the result of this liberality is cheapness, and cheapness belongs to
the world.

Here in the temperate zone, we find coal and iron ore on the surface of the soil; we 
have but to stoop and take them.  At first, I grant, the immediate inhabitants profit by this
fortunate circumstance.  But soon comes competition, and the price of coal and iron 
falls, until this gift of nature becomes gratuitous to all, and human labor is only paid 
according to the general rate of profits.

Thus, natural advantages, like improvements in the process of production, are, or have, 
a constant tendency to become, under the law of competition, the common and 
gratuitous patrimony of consumers, of society, of mankind.  Countries, therefore, which 
do not enjoy these advantages, must gain by commerce with those which do; because 
the exchanges of commerce are between labor and labor, subtraction being made of all 
the natural advantages which are combined with these labors; and it is evidently the 
most favored countries which can incorporate into a given labor the largest proportion of
these natural advantages.  Their produce representing less labor, receives less 
recompense; in other words, is cheaper.  If then all the liberality of Nature results in 
cheapness, it is evidently not the producing, but the consuming country, which profits by
her benefits.

Hence we may see the enormous absurdity of the consuming country, which rejects 
produce precisely because it is cheap.  It is as though we should say:  “We will have 
nothing of that which Nature gives you.  You ask of us an effort equal to two, in order to 
furnish ourselves with produce only attainable at home by an effort equal to four.  You 
can do it because with you Nature does half the work.  But we will have nothing to do 
with it; we will wait till your climate, becoming more inclement, forces you to ask of us a 
labor equal to four, and then we can treat with you upon an equal footing!”
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A is a favored country; B is maltreated by Nature.  Mutual traffic then is advantageous to
both, but principally to B, because the exchange is not between utility and utility, but 
between value and value.  Now A furnishes a greater utility in a similar value, because 
the utility of any article includes at once what Nature and what labor have done; 
whereas the value of it only corresponds to the portion accomplished by labor.  B then 
makes an entirely advantageous bargain; for by simply paying the producer from A for 
his labor, it receives in return not only the results of that labor, but in addition there is 
thrown in whatever may have accrued from the superior bounty of Nature.

We will lay down the general rule.

Traffic is an exchange of values; and as value is reduced by competition to the simple 
representation of labor, traffic is the exchange of equal labors.  Whatever Nature has 
done towards the production of the articles exchanged, is given on both sides 
gratuitously; from whence it necessarily follows, that the most advantageous commerce 
is transacted with those countries which are the least favored by Nature.

The theory of which I have attempted in this chapter to trace the outlines, deserves a 
much greater elaboration.  But perhaps the attentive reader will have perceived in it the 
fruitful seed which is destined in its future growth to smother Protectionism, at once with
the various other isms whose object is to exclude the law of COMPETITION from the 
government of the world.  Competition, no doubt, considering man as producer, must 
often interfere with his individual and immediate interests.  But if we consider the great 
object of all labor, the universal good, in a word, Consumption, we cannot fail to find that
Competition is to the moral world what the law of equilibrium is to the material one.  It is 
the foundation of true gratification, of true Liberty and Equality, of the equality of 
comforts and condition, so much sought after in our day; and if so many sincere 
reformers, so many earnest friends to public right, seek to reach their end by 
commercial legislation, it is only because they do not yet understand commercial 
freedom.

CHAPTER V.

OUR PRODUCTIONS ARE OVERLOADED WITH INTERNAL TAXES—

This is but a new wording of the Sophism before noticed.  The demand made is, that the
foreign article should be taxed, in order to neutralize the effects of the internal tax, which
weighs down domestic produce.  It is still then but the question of equalizing the 
facilities of production.  We have but to say that the tax is an artificial obstacle, which 
has exactly the same effect as a natural obstacle, i.e. the increasing of the price.  If this 
increase is so great that there is more loss in producing the article in question at home 
than in attracting it from foreign parts by the production of an equivalent value of 
something else—laissez faire.  Individual interest will soon learn to choose the lesser of 
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two evils.  I might refer the reader to the preceding demonstration for an answer to this 
Sophism; but it is one which recurs so often, that it deserves a special discussion.
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I have said more than once, that I am opposing only the theory of the protectionists, with
the hope of discovering the source of their errors.  Were I disposed to enter into 
controversy with them, I would say:  Why direct your tariffs principally against England, 
a country more overloaded with taxes than any in the world?  Have I not a right to look 
upon your argument as a mere pretext?  But I am not of the number of those who 
believe that prohibitionists are guided by interest, and not by conviction.  The doctrine of
Protection is too popular not to be sincere.  If the majority could believe in freedom, we 
would be free.  Without doubt it is individual interest which weighs us down with tariffs; 
but it acts upon conviction.  “The will (said Pascal) is one of the principal organs of 
belief.”  But belief does not the less exist because it is rooted in the will and in the secret
inspirations of egotism.

We will return to the Sophism drawn from internal taxes.

The government may make either a good or a bad use of taxes; it makes a good use of 
them when it renders to the public services equivalent to the value received from them; 
it makes a bad use of them when it expends this value, giving nothing in return.  To say 
in the first case that they place the country which pays them in more disadvantageous 
conditions for production, than the country which is free from them, is a Sophism.  We 
pay, it is true, so many millions for the administration of justice, and the maintenance of 
order, but we have justice and order; we have the security which they give, the time 
which they save for us; and it is most probable that production is neither more easy nor 
more active among nations, where (if there be such) each individual takes the 
administration of justice into his own hands.  We pay, I grant, many millions for roads, 
bridges, ports, steamships; but we have these steamships, these ports, bridges, and 
roads; and unless we maintain that it is a losing business to establish them, we cannot 
say that they place us in a position inferior to that of nations who have, it is true, no 
budget of public works, but who likewise have no public works.  And here we see why 
(even while we accuse taxes of being a cause of industrial inferiority) we direct our 
tariffs precisely against those nations which are the most taxed.  It is because these 
taxes, well used, far from injuring, have ameliorated the conditions of production to 
these nations.  Thus we again arrive at the conclusion that the protectionist Sophisms 
not only wander from, but are the contrary—the very antithesis—of truth.

As to unproductive taxes, suppress them if you can; but surely it is a most singular idea 
to suppose, that their evil effect is to be neutralized by the addition of individual taxes to 
public taxes.  Many thanks for the compensation!  The State, you say, has taxed us too 
much; surely this is no reason that we should tax each other!

A protective duty is a tax directed against foreign produce, but which returns, let us keep
in mind, upon the national consumer.  Is it not then a singular argument to say to him, 
“Because the taxes are heavy, we will raise prices higher for you; and because the 
State takes a part of your revenue, we will give another portion of it to benefit a 
monopoly?”
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But let us examine more closely this Sophism so accredited among our legislators; 
although, strange to say, it is precisely those who keep up the unproductive taxes 
(according to our present hypothesis) who attribute to them afterwards our supposed 
inferiority, and seek to re-establish the equilibrium by further taxes and new clogs.

It appears to me to be evident that protection, without any change in its nature and 
effects, might have taken the form of a direct tax, raised by the State, and distributed as 
a premium to privileged industry.

Let us admit that foreign iron could be sold in our market at $16, but not lower; and 
American iron at not lower than $24.

In this hypothesis there are two ways in which the State can secure the national market 
to the home producer.

The first, is to put upon foreign iron a duty of $10.  This, it is evident, would exclude it, 
because it could no longer be sold at less than $26; $16 for the indemnifying price, $10 
for the tax; and at this price it must be driven from the market by American iron, which 
we have supposed to cost $24.  In this case the buyer, the consumer, will have paid all 
the expenses of the protection given.

The second means would be to lay upon the public an Internal Revenue tax of $10, and 
to give it as a premium to the iron manufacturer.  The effect would in either case be 
equally a protective measure.  Foreign iron would, according to both systems, be alike 
excluded; for our iron manufacturer could sell at $14, what, with the $10 premium, 
would thus bring him in $24.  While the price of sale being $14, foreign iron could not 
obtain a market at $16.

In these two systems the principle is the same; the effect is the same.  There is but this 
single difference; in the first case the expense of protection is paid by a part, in the 
second by the whole of the community.  I frankly confess my preference for the second 
system, which I regard as more just, more economical, and more legal.  More just, 
because, if society wishes to give bounties to some of its members, the whole 
community ought to contribute; more economical, because it would banish many 
difficulties, and save the expenses of collection; more legal, because the public would 
see clearly into the operation, and know what was required of it.

But if the protective system had taken this form, would it not have been laughable 
enough to hear it said:  “We pay heavy taxes for the army, the navy, the judiciary, the 
public works, the debt, &c.  These amount to more than 200 millions.  It would therefore 
be desirable that the State should take another 200 millions to relieve the poor iron 
manufacturers.”
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This, it must certainly be perceived, by an attentive investigation, is the result of the 
Sophism in question.  In vain, gentlemen, are all your efforts; you cannot give money to 
one without taking it from another.  If you are absolutely determined to exhaust the 
funds of the taxable community, well; but, at least, do not mock them; do not tell them, 
“We take from you again, in order to compensate you for what we have already taken.”
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It would be a too tedious undertaking to endeavor to point out all the fallacies of this 
Sophism.  I will therefore limit myself to the consideration of it in three points.

You argue that the United States are overburdened with taxes, and deduce thence the 
conclusion that it is necessary to protect such and such an article of produce.  But 
protection does not relieve us from the payment of these taxes.  If, then, individuals 
devoting themselves to any one object of industry, should advance this demand:  “We, 
from our participation in the payment of taxes, have our expenses of production 
increased, and therefore ask for a protective duty which shall raise our price of sale:”  
what is this but a demand on their part to be allowed to free themselves from the burden
of the tax, by laying it on the rest of the community?  Their object is to balance, by the 
increased price of their produce, the amount which they pay in taxes.  Now, as the 
whole amount of these taxes must enter into the Treasury, and the increase of price 
must be paid by society, it follows that (where this protective duty is imposed) society 
has to bear, not only the general tax, but also that for the protection of the article in 
question.  But, it is answered, let everything be protected.  Firstly, this is impossible; 
and, again, were it possible, how could such a system give relief? I will pay for you, you 
will pay for me; but not the less still there remains the tax to be paid.

Thus you are the dupes of an illusion.  You determine to raise taxes for the support of 
an army, a navy, judges, roads, &c.  Afterwards you seek to disburden from its portion of
the tax, first one article of industry, then another, then a third; always adding to the 
burden of the mass of society.  You thus only create interminable complications.  If you 
can prove that the increase of price resulting from protection, falls upon the foreign 
producer, I grant something specious in your argument.  But if it be true that the 
American people paid the tax before the passing of the protective duty, and afterwards 
that it has paid not only the tax but the protective duty also, truly I do not perceive 
wherein it has profited.

But I go much further, and maintain that the more oppressive our taxes are, the more 
anxiously ought we to open our ports and frontiers to foreign nations, less burdened 
than ourselves.  And why? In order that we may SHARE WITH THEM, as much as 
possible, the burden which we bear. Is it not an incontestable maxim in political 
economy, that taxes must, in the end, fall upon the consumer? The greater then our 
commerce, the greater the portion which will be reimbursed to us, of taxes incorporated 
in the produce which we will have sold to foreign consumers; whilst we on our part will 
have made to them only a lesser reimbursement, because (according to our 
hypothesis) their produce is less taxed than ours.

CHAPTER VI.

37



Page 24
BALANCE OF TRADE.

Our adversaries have adopted a system of tactics, which embarrasses us not a little.  
Do we prove our doctrine?  They admit the truth of it in the most respectful manner.  Do 
we attack their principles?  They abandon them with the best possible grace.  They only 
ask that our doctrine, which they acknowledge to be true, should be confined to books; 
and that their principles, which they allow to be false, should be established in practice.  
If we will give up to them the regulation of our tariffs, they will leave us triumphant in the 
domain of literature.

It is constantly alleged in opposition to our principles, that they are good only in theory.  
But, gentlemen, do you believe that merchants’ books are good in practice?  It does 
appear to me, if there is anything which can have a practical authority, when the object 
is to prove profit and loss, that this must be commercial accounts.  We cannot suppose 
that all the merchants of the world, for centuries back, should have so little understood 
their own affairs, as to have kept their books in such a manner as to represent gains as 
losses, and losses as gains.  Truly it would be easier to believe that our legislators are 
bad political economists.  A merchant, one of my friends, having had two business 
transactions, with very different results, I have been curious to compare on this subject 
the accounts of the counter with those of the custom-house, interpreted by our 
legislators.

Mr. T dispatched from New Orleans a vessel freighted for France with cotton valued at 
$200,000.  Such was the amount entered at the custom-house.  The cargo, on its arrival
at Havre, had paid ten per cent. expenses, and was liable to thirty per cent. duties, 
which raised its value to $280,000.  It was sold at twenty per cent. profit on its original 
value, which equalled $40,000, and the price of sale was $320,000, which the 
consignee converted into merchandise, principally Parisian goods.  These goods, again,
had to pay for transportation to the sea-board, insurance, commissions, &c., ten per 
cent.; so that when the return cargo arrived at New Orleans, its value had risen to 
$352,000, and it was thus entered at the custom-house.  Finally, Mr. T realized again on
this return cargo twenty per cent. profits, amounting to $70,400.  The goods thus sold 
for the sum of $422,400.

If our legislators require it, I will send them an extract from the books of Mr. T. They will 
there see, credited to the account of profit and loss, that is to say, set down as gained, 
two sums; the one of $40,000, the other of $70,400, and Mr. T feels perfectly certain 
that, as regards these, there is no mistake in his accounts.

Now what conclusion do our Congressmen draw from the sums entered into the 
custom-house, in this operation?  They thence learn that the United States have 
exported $200,000, and imported $352,000; from whence they conclude “that she has 
spent, dissipated, the profits of her previous savings; that she is impoverishing herself 
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and progressing to her ruin; and that she has squandered on a foreign nation $152,000 
of her capital.”
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Some time after this transaction, Mr. T dispatched another vessel, again freighted with 
national produce, to the amount of $200,000.  But the vessel foundered in leaving the 
port, and Mr. T had only further to inscribe upon his books two little items, thus worded: 

“Sundries due to X, $200,000, for purchase of divers articles dispatched by vessel N.”

“Profit and loss due, to sundries, $200,000, for final and total loss of cargo.”

In the meantime the custom-house inscribed $200,000 upon its list of exportations, and 
as there can of course be nothing to balance this entry on the list of importations, it 
hence follows that our enlightened members of Congress must see in this wreck a clear
profit to the United States of $200,000.

We may draw hence yet another conclusion, viz.:  that according to the Balance of 
Trade theory, the United States has an exceedingly simple manner of constantly 
doubling her capital.  It is only necessary, to accomplish this, that she should, after 
entering into the custom-house her articles for exportation, cause them to be thrown into
the sea.  By this course, her exportations can speedily be made to equal her capital; 
importations will be nothing, and our gain will be, all which the ocean will have 
swallowed up.

You are joking, the protectionists will reply.  You know that it is impossible that we 
should utter such absurdities.  Nevertheless, I answer, you do utter them, and what is 
more, you give them life, you exercise them practically upon your fellow-citizens, as 
much, at least, as is in your power to do.

But lest even Mr. T’s books may not be deemed of sufficient weight to counterbalance 
the convictions of the Horace Greeley school of prohibition, I shall proceed to furnish a 
table exhibiting various classes of commercial transactions, embracing most of the 
classes usually effected by importing and exporting houses, all of which may result in 
undoubted profits to the parties engaged in them, and to the country at large, and yet 
which, as they appear in the annual Commerce and Navigation Reports issued by the 
government, would be made to prove by Mr. Greeley that the result has in each case 
been a loss to the country.  The sums are all stated in gold: 

A, represents one hundred merchants, who shipped to London beef, boots and shoes, 
butter, cheese, cotton, hams and bacon, flour, Indian corn, lard, lumber, machinery, oils, 
pork, staves, tallow, tobacco and cigars, worth in New York, in the aggregate, ten 
millions of dollars, gold, but worth in London plus the cost of transportation, &c., eleven 
millions of dollars, gold, in bond.  After being sold in London, the proceeds (eleven 
millions) were invested in British goods, worth eleven millions in London, but worth 
twelve millions in bond in New York, and plus the cost of transportation, &c.  After 
having these goods sold in New York, a net profit of two millions was the result of the 
whole transaction, a profit both to the merchants and the country; yet, according to the 
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Commerce and Navigation Returns, the exports were ten millions, and the imports 
eleven millions (valued at the foreign place of production as the law directs), showing, 
according to Mr. Greeley’s solitary point of view, a loss to the country of one million.
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B, owned a gold mine in Nevada, and had no capital with which to develop it.  He 
proceeded to France, sold his mine to C for a million, which he invested in French 
muslin-de-laines, buttons, and glassware, worth a million in France, but worth 
$1,100,000 in Philadelphia, ex duty and plus transportation, &c.  These sold, B netted 
an undoubted profit of $100,000, besides getting rid of his mine; but, according to the 
Commerce and Navigation Returns, the exports were nothing, and the imports 
$1,000,000; showing, according to Mr. Greeley’s solitary point of view, a loss to the 
country of $1,000,000.

C, the French owner of the Nevada mine, had a million more with which to develop it.  
Hearing that French cloths and gloves had a good sale in Boston, he invested his 
million in these goods, sailed for Boston with them, sold them there in bond and plus 
exportation, for $1,100,000, which he at once invested in machinery, labor, &c., destined
for Nevada.  So far, C made a profit of $100,000, and had $2,100,000 invested in an 
American gold mine; but, according to the Commerce and Navigation Returns, the 
exports were nothing, and the imports $1,000,000; according to Mr. Greeley’s solitary 
point of view, a loss to the country of $ 1,000,000.

D, had a rich uncle in Rio Janeiro who died and left him a million.  D ordered this sum to
be invested in hides and shipped to him at Boston.  These hides were worth a million in 
Rio, but $1,100,000 in Natick, ex duty and plus transportation.  Upon selling them D was
clearly worth $1,100,000; yet, according to the Commerce and Navigation Reports, as 
there had been no exports, but simply $1,000,000 of imports, the transaction, from Mr. 
Greeley’s solitary point of view, seemed a loss to the country of $1,000,000.

E, in 1850, shipped to Cuba, wagons, carts, agricultural implements, pianos and billiard-
tables, worth $1,000,000 in Baltimore, but $1,100,000 in Havana, ex duty and plus 
transportation.  These he sold, and invested the proceeds in cigars worth $1,100,000 in 
Havana, but in Russia, ex duty and plus transportation, $1,210,000.  Disposing of these 
in turn, and investing the proceeds in Russian iron worth $1,210,000 in Russia, but 
$1,331,000 in Venezuela, ex duty and plus transportation, he shipped the iron to 
Venezuela, where he realized on it, investing the proceeds this time in South American 
products worth in Spain $1,464,100.  He sold these products in Spain, bought olive oil 
with the proceeds, shipped the same to Australia, where it was worth, ex duty and plus 
charges, $1,610,510, which sum he realized in gold, which he carried to New York in 
1853.  On the latter transaction he makes no profit, but barely clears his charges.  Yet 
on the whole he has made a net gain of $610,510; but, according to the Commerce and 
Navigation Reports, the exports have been $1,000,000 and the imports $1,610,510, 
showing, from Mr. Greeley’s solitary point of view, a loss to the country of $610,510.  
Nay more, for Mr. Greeley balances his trade accounts each year by itself, and as E’s 
outward shipment was made in 1850 and his importation in 1853, the country, according
to H.G., lost in 1853, by over importation, $1,610,500.  Yet not to be hard on H.G., and 
to be perfectly honest in our accounts, we will only set down a loss to the country from 
his point of view of $610,510.
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F, owned the 4,000 ton ship Great Republic, which cost him $160,000.  Finding her too 
large for profitable employment, and hearing that large vessels were in demand in 
England as troop transports to the Crimea, he sent her out in ballast and sold her in 
Southampton for $200,000 cash.  With this sum he went to Geneva, where he invested 
it in Swiss watches worth $200,000 in Geneva, but $210,000 in New Orleans, ex duty 
and plus transportation.  To New Orleans he accordingly shipped the watches, and they 
were sold.  By these transactions he not only got rid of his elephant, but both he and the
country clearly gained $50,000.  Yet according to Mr. Greeley’s single eye the country 
suffered to the extent of $200,000, for in the exports appeared nothing, but among the 
imports $200,000 worth of foreign gewgaws, only fit to keep time with.

G, (an actual transaction) shipped by the Great Eastern on her last voyage from New 
York, lard and other merchandise, worth in New York $600,000, the fact of which, in the 
hurry of business, he failed to report to the Custom House, and it therefore did not 
appear in the exports.  This lard was carried to England, where it found no sale, and 
was reshipped to New York.  G only escaped being charged duty on it when it arrived, 
by swearing that it had been originally shipped from here in good faith; yet it was 
entered as an import (free of duty), and showed, according to Mr. Greeley’s one eye, 
that the country was on the road to ruin $600,000 worth.

H, lived in Brownsville, Texas, where he had a lot of arms and gunpowder, worth 
$100,000.  The Mexicans levied a very high import duty on these articles, and they 
consequently bore a very high price in Matamoras, just opposite, being worth in the 
market of that town no less than $250,000.  He accordingly conceived the idea of 
smuggling them into Mexican territory, and, with the connivance of the Mexican officials,
(what rascals these foreign custom-house officials are, to be sure!) actually succeeded 
in doing so, and thus realized the very handsome profit of $150,000 in gold.  The entire 
proceeds he invested in Mexican indigo and cochineal, worth in Mexico $250,000, and 
in Boston $275,000, in bond, plus charges.  Of course, no export entry was furnished to 
the customs collector at Brownsville; but Mr. Greeley fastened his one eye on the indigo
and cochineal, when it arrived in Boston, and made up his mind that the country had 
lost $250,000.  As for H, he has invested $100,000 in more gunpowder and arms, and 
starts for Brownsville next week, to try his luck again.  With the other $175,000 he has a
notion of buying out the New York Tribune, and setting it right on free trade, and other 
matters of the sort.
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I, and his friends owned a fine fleet of merchantmen when the war broke out.  The 
aggregate burden of the vessels was nearly a million of tons, and they were worth $40 a
ton.  When the rebel cruisers commenced their operations, there were no United States 
cruisers prepared to capture them, because our best vessels were on blockade service. 
This being the case, insurance on American merchantmen rose very high—so high that 
I and his friends were reluctantly compelled to sell their vessels in Great Britain and 
elsewhere, and convert them into cash.  They brought $40,000,000, and this sum was 
invested in merchandise, which netted a profit of ten per cent. to I and his friends.  They
thus gained $4,000,000 by these transactions.  The entire proceeds, $44,000,000, they 
then lent to the government with which to carry on its war of existence with the Southern
insurgents.  Profitable as these transactions clearly were to I and his friends, and to the 
government, Mr. Greeley, nevertheless, only sees the import of $40,000,000 worth of 
foreign extravagances, and consequently wants the tariff on iron increased in order to 
make water run up hill.

J, had $2,000,000 in five-twenty bonds, which cost him $1,400,000 gold.  As the market 
price in New York was only 70 gold, while it was 72-1/4 in London, he conceived the 
inhuman idea of selling them in the latter place.  The cost of sending them there, 
including insurance, &c., made them net him but 72, but at this price he gained a profit 
of $40,000.  With his capital now augmented to $1,440,000 he bought rags in Italy, 
which he sold in New York for $1,584,000, ex duty and plus transportation, a clear profit 
of $184,000 from the start.  No export appearing in the Commerce and Navigation 
Returns, and nothing but the rags meeting his unital gaze, Mr. Greeley at once posted 
his national ledger with a loss of $1,440,000, the cost of the rags in Italy.

K, was, and is still (for these are actual transactions taken from his account books), an 
exchange broker, doing business in New York.  He buys notes on the banks of England,
Ireland, Scotland, France and Canada—indeed, foreign banknotes of all kinds—for 
which he usually pays about ninety per cent, of their face value.  By the end of last year 
he had invested $200,000 in these notes brought here by travellers.  He then inclosed 
them in letters, and sent them to their proper destinations to be redeemed.  Redeemed 
they were in due time, and the proceeds remitted in gold.  In this business he earned 
the neat profit of $22,222, and the country was that much richer thereby.  But Mr. 
Greeley, who only looked at the import of K’s gold remittance, declared the country 
$22,222 worse off than before, and dares us to “come on” with the figures.
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L, and some fifty thousand other skedaddlers ran off to Canada when the war broke out,
for fear they might be drafted.  Together with the colored folks who fled there, and the 
many travellers who went there from time to time, they carried with them most of our 
silver half-dollars, quarters, dimes, half-dimes, and three-cent pieces.  These amounted 
to $25,000,000, which the skedaddlers, the colored folks, and the travellers, as with 
returning peace they slowly straggled back into the country, invested in Canadian knick-
knacks, which they disposed of in the United States.  The incoming goods were duly 
entered at our frontier custom-houses, but the outgoing silver was not.  Mr. Greeley, 
unaware of this fact, detects an over-importation of $25,000,000, and is waiting to be 
elected to Congress in order to legislate the matter right.

M, (an actual transaction) had $1,000,000 in Illinois Central Railroad bonds, for which 
he desired to obtain $1,000,000 worth of iron rails to repair the road with.  Not being 
able to effect the transaction in the United States, he sent the bonds to Germany, where
they were sold, and the proceeds invested in English railroad iron, worth $1,000,000 in 
Glasgow, but $1,100,000 in Chicago, ex duty, and plus transportation.  By this 
transaction M, besides effecting the desired exchange, netted a profit of $100,000.  Yet, 
according to the Commerce and Navigation Reports, and Mr. Greeley’s one eye, as 
there had been no exports and $1,000,000 of imports, the country was a sufferer by the 
latter sum.

N, was a body of incorporators who owned a tract of land lying in the bend of a river.  
Standing in need of water power for manufacturing purposes, they resolved to cut a 
canal across the bend.  As this would essentially benefit the navigation of the river, the 
State agreed to guaranty their bonds for a loan of money to the extent of $1,000,000.  
Finding no purchaser for these bonds in the United States, they remitted them to 
Europe, and there sold them at par.  With the proceeds they purchased army blankets 
for the Boston market, on which they realized ten per cent. net profit.  These sold, the 
avails were invested in barrows, spades, water-wheels, wages, &c., and in good time 
the canal was cut and the manufactory set a-going.  Profitable as this thing was to N, 
Mr. Greeley’s single-barrelled telescope sees in it only a loss to the country of 
$1,000,000.

O, represents the Illinois Central, Union Pacific, and other western railroads, owning 
grants of land along their respective roads, to sell which to actual settlers they open 
agencies in London, Havre, Antwerp, and other European cities.  The emigrants who 
buy these lands pay for them in Europe, and set sail for America with their title-deeds in 
their pockets, and their axes on their shoulders, ready for a conquest over forest and 
prairie.  The agents of the Illinois Central Railroad (see report of the Company), who 
have sold 1,664,422 acres, say at an average of ten
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dollars per acre, invested the proceeds, $16,644,220, in iron rails for the road, worth 
that sum in England, but ten per cent. more in Illinois, less duty and plus transportation. 
The road has thus not only netted a profit of $1,664,422 on the transaction, but sold 
their wild lands to actual settlers, who will soon convert them into productive farms.  But 
Mr. Greeley, upon seeing an import of $16,644,220 of iron rails, declares the thing must 
be stopped or the country will perish.

P, is Sir Morton Peto and other European capitalists, who, believing that eight per cent., 
the average rate of interest in the United States, is better than three per cent., the 
average rate in England, invest $10,000,000 of capital in American enterprises.  This 
capital is sent hither in the form of merchandise, to stock our railroads, farms, factories, 
etc., and is so much clear benefit to the country; but to Mr. Greeley’s solitary vision it is 
only a curse.

Q, and his friends are cozy old-fashioned merchants in Boston city, who own one 
hundred and seventy-nine vessels (see Consular Reports, 1865), which trade between 
foreign ports and away from the United States altogether.  These vessels have an 
aggregate burden of one million tons, are worth forty dollars, gold, per ton, and earn a 
net profit per annum of ten per cent. on their cost.  Although in this kind of carrying trade
we are wofully behind other nations, yet it yields, in twelve years (the average age of the
vessels engaged in it), the neat little profit of $48,000,000, which is invested by Q in tea,
coffee, and sugar, and imported into the United States at a net profit of ten per cent.  
Although an unquestionable gain to Q and the country at large of $52,800,000, Mr. 
Greeley, with his contracted views, only regards it as a dead loss on the import side of 
our Commerce and Navigation Returns.

R, was a bank which had a defaulting cashier, who ran away in 1857 with $500,000 of 
its funds. (Sch*yl*r carried off a million of New Haven Railroad bonds).  These funds 
were recovered and converted into gold, which was shipped to the United States.  
According to Mr. Greeley, who could find no record of exports to counterbalance it, the 
same was a dead loss to the country.

S, and his friends own 76,990 tons of whaling ships (see Commerce and Navigation 
Reports, 1866), worth $40 per ton, gold, or $3,079,600.  These ships are sent annually 
to the Arctic regions and earn for S and his friends ten per cent., or $307,960 net profit 
each year.  Five years’ profits, consisting of whale oil, bone, etc., which, after an active 
and profitable trade at the Sandwich Islands, they returned with this year, were valued 
at $1,655,659, and were duly entered among the imports, furnishing to Mr. Greeley an 
indubitable proof that the country was losing money in this business, and that the 
attention of Congress should at once be directed toward supplying a proper remedy.
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T, was a South American refugee, who brought with him a million of dollars in gold 
doubloons.  After living here for many years, by which time, through foreign trading, his 
capital had doubled, he invested the entire avails in United States bonds, as a last and 
striking evidence of his faith in our institutions, and departed to his native country, there 
to rest his bones.  This man clearly prospered, and so did the country in which he 
settled, and on whose national faith he lent all his fortune.  Yet Mr. Greeley concludes 
the whole thing to have been a bad job for us, and harps upon another over-importation 
of $1,000,000.

U, is a gallant Yankee sea-captain, who picks up an abandoned vessel at sea laden with
a valuable cargo of teas, and bravely tows her into port, receiving $200,000 of the 
proceeds of the sale of her cargo as salvage for his skill and intrepidity.  From Mr. 
Greeley’s point of view U is a traitor to his country, and suffering a merited poverty for 
over-importing.  But U drives his carriage about town, and has his own opinion of Mr. 
Greeley’s views.

V, having a debt of $300,000 due to him by a merchant in Alexandria, requests him to 
invest the same in Arabian horses, as fancy stock to improve American breeds.  The 
horses arrive in good order, and on being sold, yield V a net profit of $30,000, besides 
enriching our native breeds of these useful animals.  Mr. Greeley still holds out, and jots 
the whole transaction down as an additional evidence of national decadence.

TABULAR EXPOSE.

Official Returns of these Transactions as they would appear per Commerce and 
Navigation Reports.—Sums all stated in gold.

--+ - -----------+ - -----------+ - -----------+ - ------------
---|
| Expo r t s .     |  Im por t s .    |  N e t  p rofit  | I m m e dia t e        |
|Value  in t h e |  For eig n     |  to  t h e      | a cc r e tion  to  t h e |
| U ni t e d       |  value.      |  individu al. | cou n t ry’s s tock  |
| S t a t e s.      |             |             | of p ro d u c tive    |
|             |             |             | w e al t h.          |
--+ - -----------+ - -----------+ - -----------+ - ---------------|
A |  $ 1 0,00 0,00 0 |  $ 1 1,00 0,00 0 |  $ 2,0 00,0 0 0  |   $ 2,00 0,0 00     |
B |             |    1 ,0 00,0 0 0 |     1 0 0,00 0  |    1 ,1 00,0 0 0     |
C |             |    1 ,00 0,00 0 |     1 0 0,0 0 0  |    1 ,00 0,00 0     |
D |             |    1 ,0 0 0,00 0 |   1 , 10 0,00 0  |    1 , 10 0,00 0     |
E  |    1 ,0 00,0 0 0 |    1 ,61 0,51 0 |     6 1 0,5 10  |      6 1 0,51 0     |
F  |             |      2 0 0,0 0 0 |      5 0,0 0 0  |       5 0 ,00 0     |
G |             |      6 0 0,00 0 |             |                 |
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H  |             |      2 5 0,00 0 |     1 7 5,00 0  |      1 7 5,00 0     |
I |             |   4 0,00 0,00 0 |   4 ,00 0,0 00  |    4 ,00 0,00 0     |
J |             |    1 ,4 40,0 0 0 |     1 8 4,00 0  |    1 ,5 84,0 0 0     |
K |             |      2 2 2,22 2 |      2 2 ,22 2  |       2 2,2 22     |
L |             |   2 5 ,00 0,00 0 |             |   2 5,00 0,0 00     |
M  |             |    1 ,00 0,00 0 |     1 0 0,0 0 0  |    1 ,00 0,00 0     |
N  |             |    1 ,00 0,0 00 |     1 0 0,00 0  |    1 ,10 0,0 00     |
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O |             |   1 6,64 4,22 0 |   1 ,66 4,4 22  |   1 8,30 8,6 42     |
P  |             |   1 0,00 0,0 00 |             |   1 0,0 00,0 0 0     |
Q |             |   4 8,00 0,00 0 |  5 2,8 00,0 0 0  |   5 2,8 00,0 0 0     |
R |             |      5 0 0,0 0 0 |     5 0 0,00 0  |      5 0 0,0 00     |
S  |             |    1 ,6 55,6 5 9 |   1 , 65 5,65 9  |    1 ,6 5 5,65 9     |
T |             |    1 ,00 0,0 00 |   1 , 00 0,00 0  |    2 ,0 00,0 0 0     |
U  |             |      2 0 0,0 00 |     2 0 0,00 0  |      2 0 0,00 0     |
V |             |      3 0 0,00 0 |      3 0 ,00 0  |      3 3 0,0 0 0     |
W |             |             |             |                 |
X |             |             |             |                 |
Y |             |             |             |                 |
Z |             |             |             |                 |
--+ - -----------+ - -----------+ - -----------+ - ---------------|
$ 1 1,0 00,0 0 0 | $ 1 6 3,6 2 2,61 1 | $ 6 6,39 1,8 13  | $ 1 2 4,7 3 6,03 3     |
-----------------------------------------------------------
/p r e >

W, X, Y, Z, r e p r e s e n t  4 3 ,62 8,42 7,8 35,1 0 9  o t h e r  co m m e r cial
t r a n s a c tions,  in all of w hich  t h e  p a r ti e s  to  t h e m  a n d
t h e  cou n t ri e s  in w hich  t h ey  live  m a k e  m o n ey, b u t  w hich,
r e g a r d e d  fro m  Mr. Gr e el ey’s solit a ry poin t  of
view, s ho uld  b e  s to p p e d  a t  onc e  by a p p ro p ri a t e  legisla tion.

The s e  va rious  t r a n s ac tions,  it will b e  p e r c eived,
h ave  n e t t e d  to  t h e  individu als  e n g a g e d  in t h e m  a  cle a r
p rofit  of $ 6 6,39 1,81 3,  w hile  t h e  cou n t ry h a s  a d d e d
to  it s  im m e dia t e  s tock  of w e al th  no t  only t his  s u m,
b u t  $ 5 8,34 4,22 0  over, viz:  $ 1 2 4,7 3 6,03 3;  w hile,
a c co r din g  to  t h e  Bala nc e  of Tra d e  c hi m e r a ,  w hich  si m ply
w eig hs  t h e  cus to m-ho u s e  r e po r t s  of t h e  valu e  of t h e
expo r t s  wi t h  t h a t  of t h e  impor t s  (an d  t h ei r  valu e s
in t h ei r  r e s p e c tive  cou n t rie s  of p ro d u c tion,  too),
t his  co m m e r c e  h a s  b e e n  a  los s  to  t h e  cou n t ry  of $ 1 6 3,62 2,6 11—-
$ 1 1,0 00,0 0 0:  
$ 1 5 2,62 2,61 1.

So  m u c h  for  t h eory  w h e n  conf ron t e d  wi th  prac tice .

The  t r u t h  is, t h a t  t h e  t h eo ry of t h e  Bala nc e  of Tra d e
s ho uld  b e  p r e cisely rev ers e d .  The  p rofit s
a c c r uin g  to  t h e  n a tion  fro m  a ny for eig n  co m m e r c e  s hould
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b e  c alcula t e d  by  t h e  ove r plu s  of t h e  impo r t a tion  a bove
t h e  expo r t a tion.   This  ove r plus,  af t e r  t h e  d e d uc tion
of exp e n s e s ,  is t h e  r e al  g ain.   H e r e  w e  h ave  t h e
t r u e  t h eo ry, a n d  it is on e  w hich  lea ds  di r ec tly to
fre e do m  in t r a d e .   I now, g e n tl e m e n,  a b a n do n  you
t his  t h eo ry, a s  I h ave  don e  all t hos e  of t h e  p r ec e ding
c h a p t e r s .   Do wit h  it  a s  you  ple a s e ,  exa g g e r a t e
it  a s  you  will; it  h a s  no t hing  to  fear.  P us h
it  to  t h e  fu r t h e s t  ex t r e m e;  ima gin e,  if i t so  ple a s e
you, t h a t  for eign  n a tions  s ho uld  inu n d a t e  u s  wi th  u s eful
p ro d uc e  of eve ry d e sc rip tion,  a n d  a s k  no t hin g  in r e t u r n;
t h a t  ou r  impo r t a tions  s hould  b e  infini t e , a n d
ou r  expo r t a tions  no t hing .  Im a gin e  all
t his,  a n d  s till I d efy you to  p rove  t h a t  w e  will b e
t h e  poo r e r  in cons e q u e n c e.

CHAPTER VII.

A PETITION.

Pe ti tion  fro m  t h e  M a n ufac t u r e r s  of Ca n dle s,  Wax-Ligh t s,
La m p s,  Ch a n d elie r s,  Reflec to r s,  S n uffe r s ,  Exting uis h e r s ;
a n d  fro m  t h e  P rod uc e r s  of Tallow, Oil, Resin,  Pe t role u m,
Keros e n e,  Alcohol, a n d  g e n e r ally of eve ry  t hing  u s e d
for  ligh t s.
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“To t h e  Ho norable  t h e  S e na tors  and  R e pr e s e n ta tive s
of  t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s  in  Con gr e ss  ass e m bl e d.
“GENTLEMEN:—You a r e  in t h e  rig h t
w ay:  you  r ejec t  a b s t r a c t  t h eo rie s;  a b u n d a n c e,
c h e a p n e s s ,  conc e r n s  you lit tle.   You a r e  e n ti r ely
occ u pie d  wi t h  t h e  in t e r e s t  of t h e  p ro d u c er, w ho m  you
a r e  a nxious  to  fre e  fro m  foreign  co m p e ti tion.  
In  a  wo r d,  you  wis h  to  s ec u r e  t h e  na tional m ar k e t
to  na tional labor .

“We co m e  now  to  offe r  you  a n  a d mi r a ble  oppo r t u ni ty
for  t h e  a p plica tion  of you r—w h a t  s h all
w e  s ay?  you r  t h eo ry? no,  no t hin g  is m o r e  d e c eiving
t h a n  t h eo ry—you r  doc t rin e?  you r  sys t e m?
your  p rinciple?  Bu t  you  do  no t  like  doc t rin es;
you  hold  sys t e m s  in ho r ro r;  a n d,  a s  for  p rinciples,
you  d e cla r e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  no  s uc h  t hing s  in poli tical
e co no my.  We will s ay, t h e n ,  you r  p r a c tice;  you r
p r a c tic e  wi t ho u t  t h eo ry, a n d  wi thou t  p rinciple.

“We a r e  s u bjec t e d  to  t h e  in tole r a ble  co m p e ti tion
of a  FOREIGN RIVAL, w ho  e njoys, it wo uld  s e e m,  s uc h
s u p e rio r  facili ti es  for  t h e  p rod uc tion  of ligh t ,  t h a t
h e  is e n a ble d  to  inu n da t e  ou r  na tional m ar k e t
a t  so  exce e din gly r e d uc e d  a  p rice,  t h a t ,  t h e  m o m e n t
h e  m a k e s  his  a p p e a r a n c e ,  h e  d r a w s  off all c u s to m  fro m
u s;  a n d  t h us  a n  impor t a n t  b r a nc h  of Ame ric a n  ind us t ry,
wi th  all it s  innu m e r a ble  r a mifica tions,  is s u d d e nly
r e d u c e d  to  a  s t a t e  of co m ple t e  s t a g n a tion.   This
rival, w ho  is no  o t h e r  t h a n  t h e  s u n,  c a r ri e s  on  so
bi t t e r  a  w a r  a g ain s t  u s ,  t h a t  w e  h ave  eve ry r e a son
to  b elieve  t h a t  h e  h a s  b e e n  excit e d  to  t his  cou r s e
by ou r  p e rfidious  cousins,  t h e  Bri tish e r s.  (Good  diplom acy
t his,  for  t h e  p r e s e n t  ti m e!) In  t his  b elief w e  a r e
confi r m e d  by t h e  fac t  t h a t  in all his  t r a n s a c tions
wi th  t h ei r  b efog g e d  isla n d,  h e  is m u c h  m o r e  m o d e r a t e
a n d  c a r eful t h a n  wi th  u s .

“Ou r  p e ti tion  is, t h a t  i t wo uld  ple a s e  you r
H o no r a ble  Body to  p a s s  a  law w h e r e by s h all b e  di r ec t e d
t h e  s h u t tin g  u p  of all win dow s,  do r m e r s ,  sky-ligh t s,
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s h u t t e r s ,  c u r t ain s—in a  wo r d,  all op e nings ,
hole s,  c hinks,  a n d  fiss u r e s  t h ro u g h  w hich  t h e  ligh t
of t h e  s u n  is u s e d  to  p e n e t r a t e  in to  ou r  d w ellings,
to  t h e  p r eju dice  of t h e  p rofit a ble  m a n ufac t u r e s  w hich
w e  fla t t e r  ou r s elves  w e  h ave  b e e n  e n a ble d  to  b e s tow
u po n  t h e  cou n t ry; w hich  cou n t ry  c a n no t,  t h e r efo r e,
wi tho u t  ing r a ti t u d e ,  leave  u s  no w  to  s t r u g gle  u n p ro t ec t e d
t h ro u g h  so  u n e q u al a  co n t e s t .

“We p r ay  you r  H o no r a ble  Body no t  to  mis t ak e
ou r  p e ti tion  for  a  s a ti r e ,  no r  to  r e p uls e  u s  wi thou t
a t  le a s t  h e a ring  t h e  r e a so ns  w hich  w e  h ave  to  a dv a nc e
in it s  favor.

“And fir s t ,  if, by  s h u t tin g  ou t  a s  m u c h  a s  possible
all a cc e s s  to  n a t u r al  ligh t,  you t h us  c r e a t e  t h e  n e c e s si ty
for  a r tificial ligh t,  is t h e r e  in t h e  U nit e d  S t a t e s
a n  indu s t ri al  p u r s ui t  w hich  will no t,  t h rou g h  so m e
con n e c tion  wi th  t hi s  impor t a n t  objec t ,  b e  b e n efit e d
by it?

“If m o r e  t allow b e  cons u m e d,  t h e r e  will a ris e
a  n e c e s si ty for  a n  inc r e a s e  of c a t tl e  a n d  s h e e p.  
Thus  a r tificial m e a dow s  m u s t  b e  in g r e a t e r  d e m a n d;
a n d  m e a t ,  wool, le a t h er, a n d  a bove  all, m a n u r e ,  t his
b a sis  of a g ricul tu r al  r ich e s,  m u s t  b eco m e  m o r e  a b u n d a n t .
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“If m o r e  oil b e  cons u m e d,  it will effec t  a  g r e a t
imp e t u s  to  ou r  p e t role u m  t r a d e .   Pi t-Hole,  Tack,
a n d  Oil Cr e ek  s tock  will go  u p  exce e dingly, a n d  a n
im m e n s e  r eve n u e  will t h e r e by a cc r u e  to  t h e  n u m e ro u s
pos s e sso rs  of oil lands ,  w ho  will b e  a bl e  to  p ay s uc h
a  la rg e  t ax  t h a t  t h e  n a t ion al d e b t  c a n  b e  p aid  off
a t  onc e .   Besid es  t h a t ,  t h e  p a t e n t  h e r m e tic al
b a r r el  t r a d e ,  a n d  n u m e ro us  o t h e r  indu s t ri e s  con n e c t e d
wi th  t h e  oil t r a d e ,  will p ro s p e r  a t  a n  u n p r ec e d e n t e d
r a t e ,  to  t h e  g r e a t  b e n efi t  a n d  glo ry of t h e  cou n t ry.

“N avig a tion  would  e q u ally p rofit.   Thous a n d s
of vess el s  wo uld  soon  b e  e m ploye d  in t h e  w h ale  fish e ri e s,
a n d  t h e nc e  wo uld  a ri s e  a  n avy c a p a ble  of s u s t aining
t h e  ho no r  of t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s ,  a n d  of r e s po n din g  to
t h e  p a t rio tic  s e n ti m e n t s  of t h e  u n d e r sig n e d  p e ti tion e r s ,
c a n dle-m e r c h a n t s,  &c.

“But  w h a t  wo r d s  c a n  exp r e s s  t h e  m a g nifice nc e
w hich  N e w  York will t h e n  exhibi t!   Cas t  a n  ey e
u po n  t h e  fu tu r e ,  a n d  b e hold  t h e  gildings ,  t h e  b ro nze s,
t h e  m a g nifice n t  c rys t al  c h a n d elie r s,  la m p s,  lus t e r s ,
a n d  c a n d ela b r a s ,  w hich  will gli t t e r  in t h e  s p a cious
s to r e s,  co m p a r e d  to  w hich  t h e  s ple n do r  of t h e  p r e s e n t
d ay will a p p e a r  lit tle  a n d  insignifica n t .

“The r e  is no n e,  no t  eve n  t h e  poo r  m a n ufac t u r e r
of r e sin  in  t h e  mids t  of his  pin e  for e s t s ,  no r  t h e
mis e r a ble  mi n e r  in  hi s  d a rk  d w elling,  b u t  w ho  wo uld
e njoy a n  inc r e a s e  of s al a ry a n d  of co mfor t s .

“Ge n tle m e n,  if you  will b e  pl e a s e d  to  r eflec t,
you  c a n no t  fail to  b e  co nvinc e d  t h a t  t h e r e  is p e r h a p s
no t  on e  Ame rica n,  fro m  t h e  op ule n t  s tockholde r  of
Pi t-H ole,  do w n  to  t h e  poo r e s t  ven d e r  of m a t c h e s ,  w ho
is no t  in t e r e s t e d  in t h e  s ucc es s  of ou r  p e ti tion.

“We fore s e e  you r  objec tions,  g e n tl e m e n;  b u t
t h e r e  is no t  on e  t h a t  you  c a n  oppos e  to  u s  w hich  you
will no t  b e  oblige d  to  g a t h e r  fro m  t h e  wo rks  of t h e
p a r t is a n s  of fre e  t r a d e .   We d a r e  ch alle n g e  you
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to  p ro no u nc e  on e  wo r d  a g ains t  ou r  p e ti tion,  w hich
is no t  e q u ally op pos e d  to  you r  ow n  p r a c tice  a n d  t h e
p rinciple  w hich  g uid e s  you r  policy.

“If you  t ell u s  t h a t ,  t hou g h  w e  m ay g ain  by
t his  p ro t ec tion,  t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s  will no t  g ain,
b ec a u s e  t h e  cons u m e r  m u s t  p ay  t h e  p rice  of i t, w e
a n s w e r  you: 

“You h av e  no  long e r  a ny righ t  to  ci t e  t h e  in t e r e s t
of t h e  cons u m er.  For  w h e n ev e r  t his  h a s  b e e n  foun d
to  co m p e t e  wit h  t h a t  of t h e  p rod uc er, you  h ave  inva ria bly
s a c rificed  t h e  fir s t .   You h ave  do n e  t his  to  e n co urag e
labor , to  increas e  t h e  d e m a n d  for labor . 
The  s a m e  r e a so n  s hould  now  ind uc e  you  to  a c t  in t h e
s a m e  m a n n er.

“You h av e  you r s elves  al r e a dy a n s w e r e d  t h e  objec tion.  
Whe n  you  w e r e  told:  The  cons u m e r  is in t e r e s t e d
in t h e  fr e e  in t ro d uc tion  of iron,  coal, co r n ,  w h e a t ,
clo th s,  &c., you r  a n s w e r  w a s:   Yes, b u t  t h e  p rod uc e r
is in t e r e s t e d  in t h ei r  exclusion.   Thus,  also,
if t h e  cons u m e r  is in t e r e s t e d  in  t h e  a d mission  of
ligh t ,  w e,  t h e  p ro d u c e r s,  p r ay  for  i t s  in t e r dic tion.
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“You h av e  al so  s aid  t h e  p ro d uc e r  a n d  t h e  cons u m e r
a r e  on e.   If t h e  m a n ufac t u r e r  g ain s  by  p ro t ec tion,
h e  will c a u s e  t h e  a g ric ul t u ri s t  to  g ain  al so; if a g ricul tu r e
p ros p e r s ,  it  op e n s  a  m a r k e t  for  m a n ufac t u r e d  goods.  
Thus  w e,  if you  confe r  u po n  u s  t h e  m o nopoly of fu rnishing
ligh t  d u rin g  t h e  d ay, will a s  a  fir s t  co ns e q u e nc e
b uy la r g e  q u a n ti ti es  of t allow, co al, oil, r e sin,
k e ros e n e,  w ax, alcohol, silver, iron,  b ro nze,  c rys t al,
for  t h e  s u p ply of ou r  b u sin es s;  a n d  t h e n  w e  a n d  ou r
n u m e ro us  con t r a c to r s  h aving  b e co m e  rich,  ou r  cons u m p tion
will b e  g r e a t ,  a n d  will b e co m e  a  m e a n s  of con t rib u ting
to  t h e  co mfor t  a n d  co m p e t e n cy of t h e  wo rk e r s  in eve ry
b r a nc h  of n a tion al  labor.

“Will you  s ay t h a t  t h e  ligh t  of t h e  s u n  is a
g r a t ui tous  gift ,  a n d  t h a t  to  r e p uls e  g r a t ui tous  gift s
is to  r e p uls e  rich e s  u n d e r  p r e t e nc e  of e ncou r a gin g
t h e  m e a n s  of ob t aining  t h e m ?

“Take  c a r e—you c a r ry  t h e  d e a t h-blow
to  you r  ow n  policy.  Re m e m b e r  t h a t  hi th e r to  you
h ave  alw ays  r e p uls e d  for eign  p rod uc e,  b eca us e
it  w a s  a n  a p p ro ac h  to  a  g r a t ui tous  gif t,  a n d  t h e
m o r e  in propor tion  a s  t his  a p p ro a c h  w a s  m o r e  clos e.  
You h ave,  in ob eying  t h e  wis h e s  of o t h e r  m o no polis t s,
a c t e d  only fro m  a  half-m o tive ; to  g r a n t  ou r
p e ti tion  t h e r e  is a  m u c h  fuller  ind uc e m e n t . 
To r e p uls e  u s ,  p r ecis ely for  t h e  r e a so n  t h a t  ou r  c a s e
is a  m o r e  co m ple t e  on e  t h a n  a ny w hich  h av e  p r e c e d e d
it, wo uld  b e  to  lay dow n  t h e  following  e q u a tion: 
+  x +  =  -; in o t h e r  wo r d s ,  it wo uld  b e  to  a c c u m ul a t e
a b s u r di ty u po n  a b s u r di ty.

“Labo r  a n d  N a t u r e  conc u r  in diffe r e n t  p ro po r tions ,
a c co r din g  to  cou n t ry a n d  clim a t e ,  in eve ry a r ticle
of p rod uc tion.   The  po r tion  of N a t u r e  is alw ays
g r a t ui tous;  t h a t  of labo r  alon e  r e g ula t e s  t h e  p rice.

“If a  Lisbon  o r a n g e  c a n  b e  sold  a t  on e  h u n d r e d t h
t h e  p rice  of a  N e w  York on e,  it is b e c a u s e  a  n a t u r al
a n d  g r a t ui tous  h e a t  do e s  for  t h e  on e,  w h a t  t h e  o t h e r
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only ob t ains  fro m  a n  a r tificial a n d  cons e q u e n tly exp e n sive
on e.

“Wh e n,  t h e r efo r e ,  w e  p u r c h a s e  a  Por t u g u e s e  o r a n g e,
w e  m ay s ay  t h a t  w e  ob t ain  it  9 9/10 0  g r a t ui tously a n d
1/10 0  by t h e  rig h t  of labo r;  in o t h e r  wo r ds ,  a t  a
m e r e  son g  co m p a r e d  to  t hos e  of N e w  York.

“Now  it is p r e cisely on  a c co u n t  of t his  9 9/10 0
gra t ui ty  (excus e  t h e  p h r a s e)  t h a t  you  a r g u e
in favor  of exclusion.   H ow, you  s ay, could  n a tion al
labo r  s u s t ain  t h e  co m p e ti tion  of for eign  labor, w h e n
t h e  fir s t  h a s  eve ry  t hing  to  do,  a n d  t h e  las t  is r id
of n e a rly all t h e  t ro u ble,  t h e  s u n  t aking  t h e  r e s t
of t h e  b u sin es s  u po n  hi m s elf?  If t h e n  t h e  9 9/1 00
gra t ui ty  c a n  d e t e r min e  you  to  c h eck  co m p e ti tion,
on  w h a t  p rinciple  c a n  t h e  e n tire  gra t ui ty  b e
alleg e d  a s  a  r e a so n  for  a d mi t ting  it?  You a r e
no  logicia ns  if, r efu sin g  t h e  9 9/10 0  g r a t ui ty a s  h u r tful
to  h u m a n  labor, you  do  no t  a for tiori , a n d  wi th
do u ble  ze al, r ejec t  t h e  full g r a t ui ty.
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“Again,  w h e n  a ny a r ticle,  a s  co al, iron,  c h e e s e ,
o r  clo th,  co m e s  to  u s  fro m  foreign  cou n t rie s  wi th
les s  labo r  t h a n  if w e  p rod uc e d  it ou r s elves,  t h e  diffe r e n c e
in p rice  is a  grat ui tous  gif t  confe r r e d  u po n
u s;  a n d  t h e  gift  is m o r e  o r  les s  consid e r a ble,  a cco r din g
a s  t h e  diffe r e nc e  is g r e a t e r  o r  less.   I t  is t h e
q u a r t er, t h e  h alf, o r  t h e  t h r e e-q u a r t e r s  of t h e  value
of t h e  p ro d uc e,  in p ro po r tion  a s  t h e  for eig n  m e r c h a n t
r e q ui r e s  t h e  t h r e e-q u a r t e r s ,  t h e  h alf, o r  t h e  q u a r t e r
of t h e  p ric e.   I t  is a s  co m ple t e  a s  possible  w h e n
t h e  p ro d uc e r  offe r s,  a s  t h e  s u n  do e s  wi th  ligh t ,  t h e
w hole,  in fre e  gift.   The  q u e s tion  is, a n d  w e
p u t  it for m ally, w h e t h e r  you wis h  for  t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s
t h e  b e n efi t  of g r a t ui tous  cons u m p tion,  o r  t h e  s u p pos e d
a dva n t a g e s  of labo rious  p ro d uc tion.   Choos e:  
b u t  b e  consis t e n t .   And do e s  i t no t  a r g u e  t h e
g r e a t e s t  inconsis t e ncy to  ch eck, a s  you  do, t h e  impor t a tion
of i ron-w a r e ,  d ry-goods,  a n d  o t h e r  for eig n  m a n ufac t u r e s,
m e r ely b e c a u s e ,  a n d  ev e n  in p ro po r tion  a s,  t h ei r  p rice
a p p ro ac h e s  ze ro,  w hile  a t  t h e  s a m e  ti m e  you  fre ely
a d mi t,  a n d  wi t ho u t  limi t a tion,  t h e  ligh t  of t h e  s u n,
w hos e  p ric e  is d u ring  t h e  w hole  d ay at  ze ro?”

CHAPTER VIII.

DISCRIMINATING DUTIES.

A poo r  labo r e r  of Ohio h a d  r ai s e d,  wi t h  t h e  g r e a t e s t
pos sible  c a r e  a n d  a t t e n tion,  a  n u r s e ry  of vines,  fro m
w hich, af t e r  m u c h  labor, h e  a t  las t  s ucc e e d e d  in p ro d ucing
a  pip e  of Ca t a w b a  win e,  a n d  forgo t,  in  t h e  joy of
his  s ucc e s s,  t h a t  e a c h  d rop  of t his  p r e cious  n e c t a r
h a d  cos t  a  d ro p  of sw e a t  to  his  b row.

“I will s ell it,” s aid  h e  to  his  wife,
“a n d  wi th  t h e  p roc e e d s  I will b uy lac e,  w hich
will s e rve  you  to  m a k e  a  p r e s e n t  for  ou r  d a u g h t er.”
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The  ho n e s t  cou n t ry m a n,  a r riving  in  t h e  ci ty of Cincinn a ti,
t h e r e  m e t  a n  E n glish m a n  a n d  a  Yanke e.

The  Yanke e  s aid  to  hi m,  “Give m e  you r  win e,
a n d  I in exc h a n g e  will give  you  fift e e n  b u n dle s  of
Yanke e  lace.”

The  E n glish m a n  s aid,  “Give  it  to  m e ,  a n d  I will
give  you  t w e n ty b u n dles  of E n glish  lac e,  for  w e  E n glis h
c a n  s pin  ch e a p e r  t h a n  t h e  Yanke e s.”

But  a  cus to m-ho u s e  office r  s t a n din g  by, s aid  to  t h e
labo r er, “My good  fellow, m a k e  you r  exc h a n g e,
if you  c hoos e,  wi th  Bro t h e r  Jona t h a n,  b u t  it is my
d u ty to  p r eve n t  you r  doing  so  wi th  t h e  E n glish m a n.”

“Wh a t!” exclai m e d  t h e  cou n t ry m a n,  “you
wish  m e  to  t ak e  fift e e n  b u n dles  of N e w  E n gla n d  lac e,
w h e n  I c a n  h ave  t w e n ty fro m  M a nc h e s t e r!”

“Ce r t ainly,” r e plied  t h e  cus to m-ho u s e
office r ;  “do you  no t  s e e  t h a t  t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s
wo uld  b e  a  los e r  if you  w e r e  to  r e c eive  tw e n ty b u n dle s
ins t e a d  of fift ee n?”

“I c a n  sc a r c ely u n d e r s t a n d  t his,” s aid
t h e  labo r er.

“Nor  c a n  I explain  i t,” s aid  t h e  c us to m-ho u s e
officer, “bu t  t h e r e  is no  dou b t  of t h e  fac t;
for  con g r e s s m e n,  minis t e r s,  a n d  e di to r s,  a ll a g r e e
t h a t  a  p eople  is impove ris h e d  in  p ro po r tion  a s  it  r ec eives
a  la rg e  co m p e n s a tion  for  a ny give n  q u a n ti ty of it s
p ro d uc e.”

The  cou n t ry m a n  w a s  oblige d  to  conclud e  his  b a r g ain
wi th  t h e  Yanke e.   His  d a u g h t e r  r ec eived  b u t  t h r e e-fou r t h s
of h e r  p r e s e n t;  a n d  t h e s e  good  folks  a r e  s till p uzzling
t h e m s elves  to  discove r  how  it c a n  h a p p e n  t h a t  p eo ple
a r e  r uin e d  by r ec eiving  fou r  ins t e a d  of t h r e e;  a n d
w hy t h ey a r e  rich e r  wi th  t h r e e  doze n  b u n dle s  of lac e
ins t e a d  of four.
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CHAPTER IX.

A WONDERFUL DISCOVERY.

At t his  m o m e n t ,  w h e n  all min ds  a r e  occ u pie d  in e n d e avo rin g
to  discove r  t h e  m os t  e cono mic al m e a n s  of t r a n s po r t a tion;
w h e n,  to  p u t  t h e s e  m e a n s  in to  p r ac tic e,  w e  a r e  levelling
ro a d s,  imp roving  rive r s,  p e rfec ting  s t e a m bo a t s ,  e s t a blishing
r ailroa ds ,  a n d  a t t e m p tin g  va rious  sys t e m s  of t r a c tion,
a t m os p h e ric,  hyd r a ulic, p n e u m a tic, e l ec t ric, &c.;
a t  t his  m o m e n t,  w h e n,  I b elieve,  eve ry  on e  is s e eking
in sinc e ri ty a n d  wit h  a r do r  t h e  solu tion  of t his  p ro ble m— “To
bring  t h e  pric e  of  t hings  in  t h eir  plac e  of  cons u m p tion,
as  n ear  as  pos sible  to  t h eir price  in t ha t  of  prod uc tion ”—I
wo uld  b elieve  mys elf to  b e  a c ting  a  c ulp a ble  p a r t
tow a r d s  my cou n t ry, tow a r d s  t h e  a g e  in w hich  I live,
a n d  tow a r d s  mys elf, if I w e r e  long e r  to  ke e p  s e c r e t
t h e  wo n d e rful di scove ry w hich  I h ave  jus t  m a d e.

I a m  w ell a w a r e  t h a t  t h e  s elf-illusions  of inven to r s
h ave  b e co m e  p rove r bial, b u t  I h av e,  n eve r t h el e s s ,
t h e  m o s t  co m ple t e  c e r t ain ty of h aving  discove r e d  a n
infallible  m e a n s  of b rin ging  p rod uc e  fro m  all p a r t s
of t h e  wo rld  in to  t h e  U nit e d  S t a t e s,  a n d  r e cip roc ally
to  t r a n s po r t  ou r s,  wi th  a  ve ry impor t a n t  r e d u c tion
of p rice.

Infallible! a n d  yet  t his  is b u t  a  single  on e  of t h e
a dva n t a g e s  of my  a s tonishin g  inven tion,  w hich  r e q ui r e s
n ei t h e r  pl a ns  no r  d evices,  n ei t h e r  p r e p a r a to ry s t u dies ,
no r  e n gin e e r s ,  no r  m a c hinis t s ,  no r  c a pi t al, no r  s tockholde r s ,
no r  gove r n m e n t al  a s sis t a n c e!   The r e  is no  d a n g e r
of s hipw r ecks,  of explosions,  of s hocks  of fi r e ,  no r
of dis plac e m e n t  of r ails!  I t  c a n  b e  p u t  in to
p r a c tic e  wi t ho u t  p r e p a r a tion  al mos t  a ny d ay w e  t hink
p ro p e r!

Fin ally:  a n d  t his  will, no  do u b t ,  r eco m m e n d  it
to  t h e  p u blic, it  will no t  inc r e a s e  t h e  Bud g e t  on e
c e n t;  b u t  t h e  con t r a ry.  I t  will no t  a u g m e n t  t h e
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n u m b e r  of office-hold e r s ,  no r  t h e  exige ncie s  of S t a t e;
b u t  t h e  co n t r a ry.  I t  will p u t  in h az a r d  t h e  libe r ty
of no  on e;  b u t  on  t h e  con t r a ry, it  will s ec u r e  to
e a c h  a  g r e a t e r  fr e e do m.

I h ave  b e e n  led  to  t his  di scove ry, no t  fro m  a c cide n t ,
b u t  fro m  obs e rv a tion,  a n d  I will t ell you  how.

I h a d  t his  q u e s tion  to  d e t e r min e:  

“Why do e s  a ny a r ticle  m a d e ,  for  ins t a nc e,  a t
Mo n t r e al, b e a r  a n  inc r e a s e d  p rice  on  its  a r rival a t
N e w  York?”

It  w a s  im m e dia t ely evide n t  to  m e  t h a t  t his  w a s  t h e
r e s ul t  of obs tacles  of va rious  kinds  exis ting
b e t w e e n  Mon t r e al  a n d  N e w  York.  Fi r s t ,  t h e r e  is
dis tanc e , w hich  c a n no t  b e  ove rco m e  wit ho u t  t ro u ble
a n d  loss  of ti m e;  a n d  ei th e r  w e  m u s t  s u b mit  to  t h e s e
t rou ble s  a n d  loss e s  in ou r  ow n  p e r son,  o r  p ay  a no t h e r
for  b e a rin g  t h e m  for  u s .   The n  co m e  rive r s,  hills,
a c cide n t s ,  h e avy a n d  m u d dy ro a d s .   Thes e  a r e  so
m a ny  difficul ti es  to  b e  ove rco m e;  in o r d e r  to
do  w hich,  c a us e w ays  a r e  cons t r u c t e d,  b rid g e s  b uil t,
r o a d s  c u t  a n d  p ave d,  r ail roa ds  e s t a blish e d,  &c. 
Bu t  all t his  is cos tly, a n d  t h e  a r t icle  t r a n s po r t e d
m u s t  b e a r  it s  po r tion  of t h e  exp e n s e .   The r e  a r e
ro b b e r s,  too,  on  t h e  ro a d s ,  so m e ti m e s,  a n d  t his  n e c e s si t a t e s
r ailw ay g u a r d s,  a  police  forc e,  &c.
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N ow, a m o n g  t h e s e  obs tacles , t h e r e  is on e  w hich
w e  ou r s elves  h ave  la t ely pl ac e d,  a n d  t h a t  a t  no  lit tle
exp e n s e ,  b e t w e e n  Mo n t r e al  a n d  N e w  York.  This
con sis t s  of m e n  pl a n t e d  along  t h e  fron tier, a r m e d  to
t h e  t e e t h,  w hos e  b u sin es s  it is to  pl ac e  difficul ti es
in  t h e  w ay of t h e  t r a n s po r t a tion  of goods  fro m  on e
cou n t ry  to  a no t h er.  Thes e  m e n  a r e  c alled  cus to m-ho us e
office r s,  a n d  t h ei r  effec t  is p r e cisely si mila r  to
t h a t  of r u t t e d  a n d  bo g gy ro a d s .   They r e t a r d  a n d
p u t  obs t a cle s  in t h e  w ay of t r a n s po r t a tion,  t h u s  con t rib u tin g
to  t h e  diffe r e nc e  w hich  w e  h ave  r e m a rk e d  b e t w e e n  t h e
p ric e  of p rod uc tion  a n d  t h a t  of cons u m p tion; to  di minis h
w hich  diffe r e nc e ,  a s  m u c h  a s  possible,  is t h e  p ro ble m
w hich  w e  a r e  s e ekin g  to  r e s olve.

H e r e ,  t h e n ,  w e  h av e  foun d  its  solu tion.   Le t  ou r
t a riff b e  di minish e d:   w e  will t h u s  h ave  cons t r uc t e d
a  N o r t h e r n  r ailw ay w hich  will cos t  u s  no t hin g.  
N ay, m o r e ,  w e  will b e  s ave d  g r e a t  exp e n s e s ,  a n d  will
b e gin,  fro m  t h e  fir s t  d ay, to  s ave  c a pi t al.

Re ally, I c a n no t  b u t  a sk  mys elf, in s u r p ris e,  ho w
ou r  b r ain s  could  h av e  a d mit t e d  so  w hi msical a  pi ec e
of folly a s  to  ind uc e  u s  to  p ay m a ny millions  to  d e s t roy
t h e  na t ural obs tacles  in t e r pos e d  b e t w e e n  t h e
U ni t e d  S t a t e s  a n d  o th e r  n a tions,  only a t  t h e  s a m e  ti m e
to  p ay so  m a ny  millions  m o r e  in  o rd e r  to  r e pl ac e  t h e m
by ar tificial obs tacles , w hich  h av e  ex ac tly
t h e  s a m e  effec t;  so  t h a t  t h e  obs t acl e  r e m ove d  a n d
t h e  obs t a cl e  c r e a t e d ,  n e u t r alize  e a c h  o t h er, t hin gs
go  on  a s  b efo r e,  a n d  t h e  only r e s ul t  of ou r  t ro u ble
is a  do u ble  exp e n s e .

An a r ticle  of Ca n a dia n  p rod uc tion  is wo r t h,  a t  Mo n t r e al,
t w e n ty dolla r s,  a n d,  fro m  t h e  exp e n s e s  of t r a n s po r t a tion,
t hi r ty  dolla r s  a t  N e w  York.  A si mila r  a r ticle
of N e w  York m a n ufac t u r e  cos t s  for ty dolla r s.  
Wh a t  is ou r  cou r s e  u n d e r  t h e s e  ci rcu m s t a n c e s?

Fi r s t ,  w e  impos e  a  d u ty of a t  le a s t  t e n  dolla r s  on
t h e  Ca n a dia n  a r ticle,  so  a s  to  r ais e  it s  p rice  to
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a  level wi th  t h a t  of t h e  N e w  York on e—t h e
gove r n m e n t ,  wi t h al, p aying  n u m e ro us  officials  to  a t t e n d
to  t h e  levying  of t his  d u ty.  The  a r ticle  t h u s
p ays  t e n  dolla r s  for  t r a n s po r t a tion,  a n d  t e n  for  t h e
t ax.

This  do n e,  w e  s ay to  ou r s elves:  Tra ns po r t a tion
b e t w e e n  Mon t r e al  a n d  N e w  York is ve ry d e a r ;  le t  u s
s p e n d  t wo  o r  t h r e e  millions  in r ailw ays,  a n d  w e  will
r e d u c e  it  on e-h alf.  Evide n tly t h e  r e s ul t  of s uc h
a  cou r s e  will b e  to  g e t  t h e  Ca n a di a n  a r ticle  a t  N e w
York for  t hi r ty-five dolla r s,  vi z .: 

   2 0  dolla r s—p ric e  a t  Mo n t r e al.
   1 0    "      d u ty.
    5    "      t r a n s po r t a tion
by r ailw ay.
   —
   3 5  dolla r s—to t al, o r
m a r k e t  p rice  a t  N e w  York.

Could  w e  no t  h ave  a t t ain e d  t h e  s a m e  e n d  by low e rin g
t h e  t a riff to  five  dolla r s?   We would  t h e n  h ave—

   2 0  dolla r s—p ric e  a t  Mo n t r e al.
    5    "      d u ty.
   1 0    "      t r a n s po r t a tion  on  t h e
co m m o n  ro a d.
   —
   3 5  dolla r s—to t al, o r
m a r k e t  p rice  a t  N e w  York.

And t his  a r r a n g e m e n t  would  h ave  s ave d  u s  t h e  $ 2,00 0,0 00
s p e n t  u po n  t h e  r ailw ay, b e sid es  t h e  exp e n s e  s ave d
in c us to m-ho u s e  s u rveilla nc e,  w hich  would  of cou r s e
di minis h  in p ropo r tion  a s  t h e  t e m p t a tion  to  s m u g gling
wo uld  b e co m e  les s.
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But  it  is a n s w e r e d:   The  d u ty is n ec es s a ry to
p ro t e c t  N e w  York ind us t ry.  So  b e  it; b u t  do  no t
t h e n  d e s t roy t h e  effec t  of i t by  you r  r ailw ay. 
For  if you  p e r sis t  in you r  d e t e r min a tion  to  k e e p  t h e
Ca n a dia n  a r ticle  on  a  p a r  wi t h  t h e  N e w  York on e  a t
for ty dolla r s,  you  m u s t  r ais e  t h e  d u ty to  fift e e n
dolla r s,  in o rd e r  to  h ave:—

   2 0  dolla r s—p ric e  a t  Mo n t r e al.
   1 5    "      p ro t ec tive  d u ty.
    5    "      t r a n s po r t a tion
by r ailw ay.
   —
   4 0  dolla r s—to t al, a t
e q u alized  p rice s.

And I no w  a sk,  of w h a t  b e n efi t ,  u n d e r  t h e s e  ci rcu m s t a n c e s,
is t h e  r ailway?

F r a nkly, is it  no t  h u milia ting  to  t h e  nin e t e e n t h  c e n t u ry,
t h a t  it s ho uld  b e  d e s tine d  to  t r a n s mit  to  fu tu r e  a g e s
t h e  exa m ple  of s uc h  p u e rili ti e s  s e riously a n d  g r avely
p r a c tise d?   To b e  t h e  d u p e  of a no t h er, is b a d
e no u g h;  b u t  to  e m ploy all t h e  for m s  a n d  c e r e mo nie s
of r e p r e s e n t a tion  in o r d e r  to  c h e a t  on e s elf—to
do u bly c h e a t  on e s elf, a n d  t h a t  too  in a  m e r e  n u m e ric al
a c co u n t—t r uly t his  is c alcula t e d  to  low e r
a  li t tl e  t h e  p rid e  of t his  e nligh t e n e d  ag e .

CHAPTER X.

RECIPROCITY.

We h ave  jus t  s e e n  t h a t  all w hich  r e n d e r s  t r a n s po r t a tion
difficul t ,  a c t s  in  t h e  s a m e  m a n n e r  a s  p ro t ec tion;
or, if t h e  exp r e s sion  b e  p r ef e r r e d,  t h a t  p ro t e c tion
t e n d s  tow a r d s  t h e  s a m e  r e s ul t  a s  all obs t acle s  to
t r a n s po r t a tion.
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A t a riff m ay  b e  t r uly s pok e n  of a s  a  s w a m p,  a  r u t ,
a  s t e e p  hill; in  a  wor d,  a n  obs tacle , w hos e
effec t  is to  a u g m e n t  t h e  diffe r e nc e  b e t w e e n  t h e  p rice
of cons u m p tion  a n d  t h a t  of p ro d u c tion.   I t  is e q u ally
incon t e s t a bl e  t h a t  a  s w a m p,  a  bo g,  &c., a r e  ve ri t a bl e
p ro t e c tive  t a riffs.

The r e  a r e  p eo ple  (few in n u m b er, it  is t r u e,  b u t  s uc h
t h e r e  a r e)  w ho  b e gin  to  u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t  obs t acle s
a r e  no t  t h e  less  obs t acle s  b e c a u s e  t h ey a r e  a r tificially
c r e a t e d ,  a n d  t h a t  ou r  w ell-b ein g  is m o r e  a dva nc e d
by fre e do m  of t r a d e  t h a n  by p ro t ec tion;  p r e cisely a s
a  c a n al is m o r e  d e si r a bl e  t h a n  a  s a n dy, hilly, a n d
difficul t  r o a d .

But  t h ey s till s ay, t his  libe r ty ou g h t  to  b e  r e cip roc al. 
If w e  t ak e  off ou r  t axe s  in favor  of Ca n a d a,  w hile
Ca n a d a  do e s  no t  do  t h e  s a m e  tow a r d s  u s ,  it is evide n t
t h a t  w e  a r e  d u p e d.   Let  u s ,  t h e n,  m a k e  tr ea ti es
of  co m m e rc e  u po n  t h e  b a sis  of a  jus t  r e cip roci ty;
le t  u s  yield  w h e r e  w e  a r e  yielde d  to; le t  u s  m a k e
t h e  sacrifice  of b uying  t h a t  w e  m ay  ob t ain
t h e  a dv a n t a g e  of s elling.

Pe rson s  w ho  r e a so n  t h u s ,  a r e  (I a m  so r ry to  s ay),
w h e t h e r  t h ey  know  it  o r  no t ,  gove r n e d  by t h e  p ro t e c tionis t
p rinciple.   They a r e  only a  lit tl e  m o r e  inconsis t e n t
t h a n  t h e  p u r e  p ro t ec tionis t s ,  a s  t h e s e  a r e  m o r e  inconsis t e n t
t h a n  t h e  a b solu t e  p ro hibi tionis t s .

I will illus t r a t e  t his  by a  fable: 

The r e  w e r e ,  it  m a t t e r s  no t  w h e r e ,  two  tow n s,  N*w Y*rk
a n d  M*nt r**l, w hich,  a t  g r e a t  exp e n s e ,  h a d  a  ro a d
b uil t ,  w hich  con n e c t e d  t h e m  with  e a c h  o t h er. 
So m e  ti m e  af t e r  t hi s  w a s  do n e,  t h e  inh a bi t a n t s  of N*w
Y*rk b e c a m e  u n e a sy, a n d  s aid:  “M*nt r**l
is ove r w h el ming  u s  wi th  it s  p ro d uc tions;  t his  m u s t
b e  a t t e n d e d  to.”  They e s t a blish e d,  t h e r efo r e ,
a  co r p s  of Obs tr uc tors , so  c alle d,  b e c a u s e
t h ei r  b usin e ss  w a s  to  pl ac e  obs t acl e s  in t h e  w ay of
t h e  convoys w hich  a r rive d  fro m  M*nt r**l.  Soon
af t er, M*nt r**l also  e s t a blis h e d  a  co r p s  of Obs t r uc to r s .
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Afte r  so m e  yea r s,  p e ople  h aving  b e co m e  m o r e  e nligh t e n e d,
t h e  inh a bi t a n t s  of M*nt r**l b e g a n  to  discove r  t h a t
t h e s e  r e cip roc al obs t acl e s  mig h t  possibly b e  r e cip roc al
inju ries.   They s e n t ,  t h e r efo r e,  a n  a m b a s s a do r
to  N*w Y*rk, w ho  (pas sing  ove r  t h e  official p h r a s eology)
s pok e  m u c h  to  t his  effec t:   “We h ave  b uilt
a  r o a d,  a n d  now  w e  p u t  obs t a cl es  in  t h e  w ay of t hi s
ro a d.   This  is a b s u r d.   I t  wo uld  h av e  b e e n
fa r  b e t t e r  to  h ave  left  t hings  in t h ei r  o rigin al posi tion,
for  t h e n  w e  wo uld  no t  h ave  b e e n  p u t  to  t h e  exp e ns e
of b uilding  ou r  ro a d,  a n d  af t e r w a r d s  of c r e a tin g  difficul tie s.  
In  t h e  n a m e  of M*nt r**l I co m e  to  p ropos e  to  you no t
to  r e no u n c e  a t  onc e  ou r  sys t e m  of m u t u al  obs t acle s,
for  t his  would  b e  a c tin g  a cco r din g  to  a  p rinciple,
a n d  w e  d e s pis e  p rinciple s  a s  m u c h  a s  you do; b u t  to
so m e w h a t  ligh t e n  t h e s e  obs t acle s,  w eighing  a t  t h e
s a m e  ti m e  c a r efully ou r  r e s p e c tive  sacrifices .” 
The  a m b a s s a do r  h aving  t h u s  s poke n,  t h e  tow n  of N*w
Y*rk a s k e d  ti m e  to  r eflec t;  m a n ufac t u r e r s ,  office-s e ek e r s ,
con g r e s s m e n,  a n d  c us to m-ho us e  office r s ,  w e r e  cons ul t e d;
a n d  a t  las t ,  af t e r  so m e  ye a r s’ d elibe r a tion,
it  w a s  d e cla r e d  t h a t  t h e  n e go tia tions  w e r e  b rok e n  off.

At t his  n e w s,  t h e  inh a bi t a n t s  of M*nt r**l h eld  a  cou ncil. 
An old  m a n  (who  it h a s  alw ays  b e e n  s u p pos e d  h a d  b e e n
s ec r e tly b rib e d  by N*w Y*rk) ro s e  a n d  s aid:  “The
obs t acle s  r ai s e d  by  N*w Y*rk a r e  inju rious  to  ou r
s al e s;  t his  is a  misfo r t u n e.   Thos e  w hich  w e  ou r s elves
c r e a t e ,  inju r e  ou r  p u rc h a s e s;  t his  is a  s e co n d  misfo r t u n e.  
We h ave  no  pow e r  ove r  t h e  fir s t ,  b u t  t h e  s e con d  is
e n ti r ely d e p e n d e n t  u po n  ou r s elves.   Le t  u s  t h e n
a t  le a s t  g e t  r id  of on e,  sinc e  w e  c a n no t  b e  d elive r e d
fro m  bo t h.   Le t  u s  s u p p r e s s  ou r  co r ps  of Obs t r u c to r s,
wi tho u t  w ai ting  for  N*w Y*rk to  do  t h e  s a m e.  
So m e  d ay o r  o t h e r  s h e  will le a r n  to  b e t t e r  c alcula t e
h e r  ow n  in t e r e s t s .”

A s eco n d  cou ns ellor, a  m a n  of p r ac tice  a n d  of fac t s ,
u n con t rolled  by  p rinciples  a n d  wis e  in  a nc e s t r al  exp e ri e nc e ,
r e plied:   “We m u s t  no t  lis t e n  to  t his  d r e a m er,
t his  t h eo ris t ,  t his  innova tor, t his  U topian,  t his
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poli tic al e co no mis t ,  t his  frien d  to  N*w Y*rk. 
We would  b e  e n ti r ely r uin e d  if t h e  e m b a r r a s s m e n t s
of t h e  ro a d  w e r e  no t  c a r efully w eigh e d  a n d  ex ac tly
e q u alized  b e t w e e n  N*w Y*rk a n d  M*nt r**l.  The r e
wo uld  b e  m o r e  difficul ty in  going  t h a n  in co ming;  in
expo r t a tion  t h a n  in impo r t a tion.   We wo uld  b e
wi th  r e g a r d  to  N*w Y*rk, in t h e  infe rio r  con di tion
in w hich  H avr e,  N a n t e s ,  Bord e a ux, Lisbon,  London,  H a m b u r g,
a n d  N e w  Orle a n s ,  a r e ,  in  r el a tion  to  ci ti es  pl ac e d
hig h e r  u p  t h e  rive r s  S eine ,  Loir e,  Ga ro n n e,  Tagus,
Tha m e s,  Elb e,  a n d  Mississippi; for  t h e  difficul ties
of a s c e n ding  m u s t  alw ays  b e  g r e a t e r  t h a n  t hos e  of
d e sc e n din g  rive r s.”

“(A voice  exclaim s:   ’But  t h e  ci ti es
n e a r  t h e  m o u t h s  of rive r s  h ave  alw ays  p ros p e r e d  m o r e
t h a n  t hos e  high e r  u p  t h e  s t r e a m.’)

“This  is no t  pos sible.”

“(The  s a m e  voice:  ‘But  it  is a  fac t .’)

“Well, t h ey h ave  t h e n  p ros p e r e d  con trary
to  rule .”
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S uc h  conclusive  r e a so nin g  s t a g g e r e d  t h e  a s s e m bly. 
The  o r a to r  w e n t  on  to  convinc e  t h e m  t ho rou g hly a n d
conclusively by  s p e akin g  of n a tion al ind e p e n d e n c e,
n a tion al ho nor, n a tion al  dig ni ty, n a tion al labor,
ove r w h el ming  impo r t a tion,  t rib u t e s,  r uinous  co m p e ti tion.  
In  s ho r t ,  h e  s ucc e e d e d  in d e t e r mining  t h e  a s s e m bly
to  con tinu e  t h ei r  sys t e m  of obs t acle s,  a n d  I c a n  no w
poin t  ou t  a  c e r t ain  cou n t ry  w h e r e  you  m ay  s e e  ro a d-wo rk e r s
a n d  Obs t r uc to r s  wo rking  wi t h  t h e  b e s t  possible  u n d e r s t a n din g,
by t h e  d e c r e e  of t h e  s a m e  legisla tive  a s s e m bly, p aid
by t h e  s a m e  ci tize ns;  t h e  fir s t  to  imp rove  t h e  ro a d,
t h e  las t  to  e m b a r r a s s  i t.

CHAPTER XI.

ABSOLUTE PRICES.

If w e  wis h  to  jud g e  b e t w e e n  fre e do m  of t r a d e  a n d  p ro t ec tion,
to  c alc ula t e  t h e  p ro b a ble  effec t  of a ny politic al
p h e no m e no n,  w e  s ho uld  no tice  ho w  fa r  it s  influe nc e
t e n d s  to  t h e  p ro d uc tion  of abu n danc e  o r  scarci ty ,
a n d  no t  sim ply of ch ea p n e s s  o r  d earn e s s
of p rice.   We m u s t  b e w a r e  of t r u s ting  to  a b solu t e
p ric e s:  i t  would  lea d  to  inext ric a ble  confusion.

Mr. P ro t ec tionis t ,  af t e r  h aving  e s t a blish e d  t h e  fac t
t h a t  p ro t e c tion  r ai s e s  p rice s,  a d d s:  

“The  a u g m e n t a tion  of p ric e  inc r e a s e s  t h e  exp e n s es
of life, a n d  cons e q u e n tly t h e  p r ic e  of labor, a n d
eve ry on e  finds  in t h e  inc r e a s e  of t h e  p ric e  of hi s
p ro d uc e  t h e  s a m e  p ro po r tion  a s  in t h e  inc r e a s e  of
his  exp e n s e s .   Thus,  if eve rybody p ays  a s  cons u m er,
eve rybody r e c eives  al so  a s  p rod uc er.”

It  is evid e n t  t h a t  it wo uld  b e  e a sy to  r eve r s e  t h e
a r g u m e n t,  a n d  s ay:  If ev e rybody r e c eives  a s  p rod uc er,
eve rybody m u s t  p ay a s  cons u m er.
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N o w  w h a t  do e s  t his  p rove?   N o t hin g  w h a t ever, u nle s s
it  b e  t h a t  p ro t e c tion  trans f er s  r ic h e s,  u s el e s sly
a n d  u nju s tly.  S polia tion  do e s  t h e  s a m e.

Again,  to  p rove  t h a t  t h e  co m plica t e d  a r r a n g e m e n t s
of t his  sys t e m  give  ev e n  sim ple  co m p e n s a tion,  it is
n ec es s a ry  to  a d h e r e  to  t h e  “con s e q u e n tly”
of Mr. P ro t ec tionis t ,  a n d  to  convinc e  on es elf t h a t
t h e  p rice  of labo r  r i s e s  wi th  t h a t  of t h e  a r t icles
p ro t e c t e d .   This  is a  q u e s tion  of fac t.   Fo r
my  ow n  p a r t  I do  no t  b elieve  in it, b e c a u s e  I t hink
t h a t  t h e  p r ic e  of labor, like  eve ry thing  els e,  is gove r n e d
by t h e  p ro po r tion  exis ting  b e t w e e n  t h e  s u p ply a n d
t h e  d e m a n d.   No w  I c a n  p e rf ec tly w ell u n d e r s t a n d
t h a t  res tric tion  will di minis h  t h e  s u p ply of
p ro d uc e,  a n d  cons e q u e n tly r ais e  it s  p rice;  b u t  I do
no t  a s  cle a rly s e e  t h a t  it inc r e a s es  t h e  d e m a n d  for
labor, t h e r e by r aising  t h e  r a t e  of w a g e s.   This
is t h e  les s  conc eiva ble  to  m e ,  b e c a u s e  t h e  s u m  of labo r
r e q ui r e d  d e p e n d s  u po n  t h e  q u a n ti ty of dis pos a ble  c a pi t al;
a n d  p ro t ec tion,  w hile  it  m ay c h a n g e  t h e  di r ec tion
of c a pi t al,  a n d  t r a n sfe r  i t fro m  on e  b u sin e ss  to  a no t h er,
c a n no t  inc r e a s e  it on e  p e n ny.

This  q u e s tion,  w hich  is of t h e  hig h e s t  in t e r e s t ,  w e
will ex a min e  els ew h e r e .   I r e t u r n  to  t h e  discus sion
of absolu t e  price s , a n d  d e cl a r e  t h a t  t h e r e
is no  a b s u r di ty w hich  c a n no t  b e  r e n d e r e d  s p ecious
by s uc h  r e a so nin g  a s  t h a t  w hich  is co m m o nly r e so r t e d
to  by  p ro t ec tionis t s .
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Im a gin e  a n  isola t e d  n a tion  pos s e s sin g  a  give n  q u a n ti ty
of c a s h,  a n d  eve ry yea r  w a n tonly b u r ning  t h e  h alf
of it s  p ro d uc e;  I will u n d e r t ak e  to  p rove  by  t h e  p ro t ec tive
t h eo ry t h a t  t his  n a tion  will no t  b e  t h e  les s  r ich
in cons e q u e n c e  of s uc h  a  p roc e d u r e .   For, t h e  r e s ul t
of t h e  conflag r a tion  m u s t  b e ,  t h a t  eve ry t hing  would
do u ble  in p rice.   An inve n to ry m a d e  b efor e  t his
eve n t ,  would  offe r  exa c tly t h e  s a m e  no min al  value
a s  on e  m a d e  af t e r  it.  Who, t h e n ,  wo uld  b e  t h e
los e r?   If John  b uys  hi s  clo th  d e a r er, h e  also
s ells  hi s  co r n  a t  a  hig h e r  p rice; a n d  if Pe t e r  m a k e s
a  loss  on  t h e  p u r c h a s e  of his  co r n,  h e  g ain s  i t b ack
by t h e  s ale  of hi s  clot h.   Thus  “eve ry on e
finds  in  t h e  inc r e a s e  of t h e  p rice  of his  p ro d u c e,
t h e  s a m e  p ropo r tion  a s  in t h e  inc r e a s e  of hi s  exp e n s e s:  
a n d  t h u s  if eve rybody p ays  a s  cons u m er, eve rybody al so
r e c eives  a s  p rod uc er.”

All t his  is no n s e n s e ,  a n d  no t  scie nc e.

The  si m ple  t r u t h  is, t h a t  w h e t h e r  m e n  d e s t roy t h ei r
co r n  a n d  clo th  by fir e,  o r  by  u s e ,  t h e  effec t  is t h e
s a m e  a s  r e g a r d s  p rice,  b u t  no t  a s  r e g a r d s  rich es ,
for  i t is p r ecis ely in t h e  e njoym e n t  of t h e  u s e ,  t h a t
rich es—in o th e r  wo r d s,  co mfor t ,  w ell-b ein g—exis t.

Res t ric tion  m ay  in t h e  s a m e  w ay, w hile  it  les s e ns
t h e  a b u n d a n c e  of t hings ,  r ai s e  t h ei r  p rice s,  so  a s
to  le ave  e a c h  individu al a s  r ich,  n u m erically  s p ea king ,
a s  w h e n  u n e m b a r r a s s e d  by it.   But  b e c a u s e  w e  p u t
dow n  in a n  inven to ry t h r e e  b u s h els  of co r n  a t  $ 1,  o r
fou r  b us h els  a t  7 5  ce n t s ,  a n d  s u m  u p  t h e  no min al value
of e a c h  inven to ry a t  $ 3,  do e s  it t h e nc e  follow t h a t
t h ey  a r e  e q u ally c a p a ble  of con t rib u tin g  to  t h e  n e c e s si tie s
of t h e  co m m u ni ty?

To t his  t r u t hful a n d  co m m o n-s e n s e  view of t h e  p h e no m e no n
of cons u m p tion  it will b e  my con tinu al  e n d e avo r  to
lea d  t h e  p ro t ec tionis t s;  for  in t his  is t h e  e n d  of
all my  effor t s ,  t h e  solu tion  of eve ry  p ro ble m.  
I m u s t  con tin u ally r e p e a t  to  t h e m  t h a t  r e s t ric tion,

69



by imp e din g  co m m e r c e ,  by limiting  t h e  division  of labor,
by  forcing  it  to  co m b a t  difficul tie s  of si t u a tion
a n d  t e m p e r a t u r e ,  m u s t  in it s  r e s ul t s  di minis h  t h e
q u a n ti ty p rod uc e d  by a ny fixed  q u a n t u m  of labor. 
And w h a t  c a n  it b e n efi t  u s  t h a t  t h e  s m alle r  q u a n ti ty
p ro d uc e d  u n d e r  t h e  p ro t e c tive  sys t e m  b e a r s  t h e  s a m e
no mi nal valu e  a s  t h e  g r e a t e r  q u a n ti ty p ro d uc e d
u n d e r  t h e  fre e  t r a d e  sys t e m?   M a n  do e s  no t  live
on  no minal value s , b u t  on  r e al  a r ticle s  of
p ro d uc e;  a n d  t h e  m o r e  a b u n d a n t  t h e s e  a r ticle s  a r e ,
no  m a t t e r  w h a t  p rice  t h ey  m ay  b e ar, t h e  rich e r  is
h e .

The  following  p a s s a g e  occu r s  in  t h e  w ri tings  of a
F r e nc h  p ro t ec tionis t:  

“If fift e e n  millions  of m e r c h a n dis e  sold  to
foreign  n a tions,  b e  t ak e n  fro m  ou r  o r din a ry  p ro d uc e,
c alcula t e d  a t  fifty millions,  t h e  t hi r ty-five  millions
of m e r c h a n dis e  w hich  r e m ain,  no t  b ein g  s ufficien t
for  t h e  o r din a ry  d e m a n d,  will inc r e a s e  in p rice  to
t h e  value  of fifty millions.   The  r eve n u e  of t h e
cou n t ry  will t h u s  r e p r e s e n t  fift e e n  millions  m o r e
in value....  The r e  will t h e n  b e  a n  inc r e a s e  of
fift ee n  millions  in  t h e  rich e s  of t h e  cou n t ry; p r e ci sely
t h e  a m o u n t  of t h e  impo r t a tion  of m o n ey.”
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This  is d roll e no u g h!  If a  co u n t ry  h a s  m a d e  in
t h e  cou r s e  of t h e  ye a r  fifty millions  of r eve n u e  in
h a rve s t s  a n d  m e r c h a n dis e,  s h e  n e e d  b u t  s ell on e-q u a r t e r
to  for eig n  n a tions,  in o r d e r  to  m a k e  h e r s elf on e-q u a r t e r
rich e r  t h a n  b efo r e!   If t h e n  s h e  sold  t h e  h alf,
s h e  wo uld  inc r e a s e  h e r  r ich e s  by  on e-h alf; a n d  if
t h e  las t  h ai r  of h e r  wool, t h e  las t  g r ain  of h e r  w h e a t ,
w e r e  to  b e  c h a n g e d  for  c a s h ,  s h e  wo uld  t h u s  r ais e
h e r  p rod uc t  to  on e  h u n d r e d  millions,  w h e r e  b efo r e  it
w a s  b u t  fifty!  A sing ula r  m a n n er, c e r t ainly,
of b e co min g  rich.   U nlimit e d  p rice  p rod uc e d  by
u nlimit e d  sc a r ci ty!

To s u m  u p  ou r  judg m e n t  of t h e  t wo  sys t e m s,  le t  u s
con t e m pl a t e  t h ei r  diffe r e n t  effec t s  w h e n  p u s h e d  to
t h e  m o s t  exa g g e r a t e d  ex t r e m e.

Accor din g  to  t h e  p ro t e c tionis t  jus t  q uo t e d ,  t h e  F r e n c h
wo uld  b e  q ui t e  a s  r ich,  t h a t  is to  s ay, a s  w ell p rovid e d
wi th  eve ryt hin g,  if t h ey  h a d  b u t  a  t hous a n d t h  p a r t
of t h ei r  a n n u al  p rod uc e,  b e c a u s e  t his  p a r t  wo uld  t h e n
b e  wo r t h  a  t ho us a n d  tim e s  it s  n a t u r al  valu e!   So
m u c h  for  looking  a t  p ric e s  alon e.

Accor din g  to  u s ,  t h e  F r e n c h  wo uld  b e  infini t ely rich
if t h ei r  a n n u al  p rod uc e  w e r e  infinit ely a b u n d a n t ,
a n d  cons e q u e n tly b e a rin g  no  valu e  a t  a ll.

CHAPTER XII.

DOES PROTECTION RAISE THE RATE OF WAGES?

Whe n  w e  h e a r  ou r  b e a r dl e s s  sc rib ble r s ,  ro m a n c e r s ,
r efo r m e r s ,  ou r  p e rfu m e d  m a g azin e  w ri t e r s ,  s t uffed
wi th  ices  a n d  c h a m p a g n e ,  a s  t h ey  c a r efully pl ac e  in
t h ei r  po r tfolios  t h e  s e n ti m e n t al scisso rings  w hich
fill t h e  cu r r e n t  lit e r a t u r e  of t h e  d ay, o r  c a u s e  to
b e  d e co r a t e d  wi th  gilde d  o r n a m e n t s  t h ei r  ti r a d e s  a g ain s t

71



t h e  e go tis m  a n d  t h e  individu alis m  of t h e  a g e;  w h e n
w e  h e a r  t h e m  d e clai ming  a g ain s t  social a b u s e s ,  a n d
g ro a ning  ove r  d eficien t  w a g e s  a n d  n e e dy fa milies;  w h e n
w e  s e e  t h e m  r aising  t h ei r  ey es  to  h e ave n  a n d  w e e pin g
ove r  t h e  w r e t c h e d n e s s  of t h e  labo rin g  cla s s e s,  w hile
t h ey n eve r  visi t  t his  w r e t c h e d n e s s  u nles s  i t b e  to
d r a w  luc r a tive  ske t c h e s  of it s  s c e n e s  of mis e ry, w e
a r e  t e m p t e d  to  s ay to  t h e m:   The  sigh t  of you  is
e no u g h  to  m a k e  m e  sicke n  of a t t e m p ting  to  t e ac h  t h e
t r u t h.

Affec t a tion!  Affec t a tion!  I t  is t h e  n a u s e a tin g
dis e a s e  of t h e  d ay!  If a  t hinking  m a n,  a  sinc e r e
p hila n t h ro pis t ,  t ak e s  in to  conside r a tion  t h e  con dition
of t h e  wo rking  cl as s e s  a n d  e n d e avo r s  to  lay b a r e  t h ei r
n ec es si ti e s,  s c a r c ely h a s  his  wo rk  m a d e  a n  imp r e s sion
b efo r e  it  is g r e e dily s eized  u po n  by t h e  c row d  of
r efo r m e r s ,  w ho  t u r n,  t wis t ,  ex a min e,  q uo t e,  exa g g e r a t e
it, u n til it  b e co m e s  ridiculous;  a n d  t h e n ,  a s  sole
co m p e n s a tion,  you  a r e  ove r w h el m e d  wi t h  s uc h  big  wor ds
a s:   Or g a niza tion,  Associa tion; you  a r e  fla t t e r e d
a n d  faw n e d  u po n  u n til you  b e co m e  a s h a m e d  of p u blicly
d efe n din g  t h e  c a u s e  of t h e  wo rking  m a n;  for  how  c a n
it  b e  pos sible  to  in t ro d uc e  s e nsible  ide a s  in t h e  mids t
of t h e s e  sicke nin g  affec t a tions?

But  w e  m u s t  p u t  a side  t his  cow a r dly indiffe r e n c e,
w hich  t h e  affec t a tion  t h a t  p rovokes  it  is no t  e no u g h
to  jus tify.
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Working  m e n,  you r  si t u a tion  is sing ula r!   You
a r e  ro b b e d,  a s  I will p r e s e n tly p rove  to  you. 
Bu t  no:  I r e t r a c t  t h e  wo r d;  w e  m u s t  avoid  a n
exp r e s sion  w hich  is viole n t;  p e r h a p s ,  inde e d,  incor r e c t;
ina s m uc h  a s  t his  s polia tion,  w r a p p e d  in t h e  sop his ms
w hich  di sg uise  i t, is p r a c tis e d,  w e  m u s t  b elieve,
wi tho u t  t h e  in t e n tion  of t h e  s poiler, a n d  wi th  t h e
con s e n t  of t h e  s poiled.   Bu t  i t is n eve r t h el e s s
t r u e  t h a t  you  a r e  d e p rive d  of t h e  jus t  r e m u n e r a tion
of you r  labor, w hile  no  on e  t hinks  of c a u sin g  jus tic e
to  b e  r e n d e r e d  to  you.  If you  could  b e  console d
by t h e  noisy a p p e als  of you r  c h a m pions  to  p hilan t h ro py,
to  pow e rl es s  c h a ri ty, to  d e g r a din g  al m s giving,  o r
if t h e  hig h-so u n ding  wor ds  of Voice  of t h e  People,
Righ t s  of Labor, &c., wo uld  r eli eve  you—t h e s e
ind e e d  you  c a n  h ave  in  a b u n d a nc e.   Bu t  jus tice ,
si m ple  jus tice —t his  no bo dy t hinks
of r e n d e rin g  you.  Fo r  would  it no t  b e  jus t
t h a t  af t e r  a  long  d ay’s labor, w h e n  you  h ave
r e c eived  you r  w a g e s,  you  s ho uld  b e  p e r mi t t e d  to  exch a n g e
t h e m  for  t h e  la r g es t  possible  s u m  of co mfor t s  you
c a n  ob t ain  volun t a rily fro m  a ny m a n  u po n  t h e  fac e
of t h e  e a r t h?

I too,  p e r h a p s ,  m ay  so m e  d ay s p e a k  to  you  of t h e  Voice
of t h e  People,  t h e  Righ t s  of Labor, &c., a n d  m ay  p e r h a p s
b e  a ble  to  s how  you  w h a t  you  h ave  to  exp e c t  fro m  t h e
c hi m e r a s  by w hich  you  allow you r s elves  to  b e  led  a s t r ay.

In  t h e  m e a n ti m e  le t  u s  ex a min e  if injus tice
is no t  do n e  to  you  by t h e  legisla tive  limit a tion  of
t h e  n u m b e r  of p e r so ns  fro m  w ho m  you  a r e  allow e d  to
b uy t hos e  t hings  w hich  you  n e e d;  a s  i ron,  coal, co t ton
a n d  woollen  clo th s ,  &c.; t h u s  a r tificially fixing
(so to  exp r e s s  mys elf) t h e  p ric e  w hich  t h e s e  a r ticle s
m u s t  b e ar.

Is  i t t r u e  t h a t  p ro t e c tion,  w hich  avow e dly r ai s e s
p ric e s,  a n d  t h u s  inju r e s  you, p ropo r tion a bly r ais e s
t h e  r a t e  of w a g e s?
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On w h a t  do e s  t h e  r a t e  of w a g e s  d e p e n d?

On e  of you r  ow n  clas s  h a s  e n e r g e tic ally s aid: 
“Wh e n  t wo  wo rk m e n  r u n  af t e r  a  boss ,  w a g e s  fall;
w h e n  t wo  bos s e s  r u n  af t e r  a  wo rk m a n,  w a g e s  ris e .”

Allow m e,  in si mila r  laconic p h r a s e ,  to  e m ploy a  m o r e
scie n tific, t ho u g h  p e r h a p s  a  les s  s t riking  exp r e s sion: 
“The  r a t e  of w a g e s  d e p e n d s  u po n  t h e  p ropo r tion
w hich  t h e  s u p ply of labo r  b e a r s  to  t h e  d e m a n d.”

On  w h a t  d e p e n ds  t h e  d e m a n d  for  labo r?

On  t h e  q u a n ti ty of dis pos a ble  c a pi t al  s e ekin g  inves t m e n t .  
And t h e  law w hich  s ays,  “Suc h  o r  s uc h  a n  a r t icle
s h all b e  limit e d  to  ho m e  p rod uc tion  a n d  no  long e r
impor t e d  fro m  for eign  cou n t ri e s,” c a n  it  in
a ny d e g r e e  inc r e a s e  t his  c a pi t al?  N o t  in t h e  lea s t .  
This  law m ay  wi th d r a w  it  fro m  on e  cou r s e ,  a n d  t r a n sfe r
it  to  a no t h e r;  b u t  c a n no t  inc r e a s e  i t on e  p e n ny. 
The n  it  c a n no t  inc r e a s e  t h e  d e m a n d  for  labor.

While  w e  poin t  wi th  p rid e  to  so m e  p ros p e ro u s  m a n ufac t u r e,
c a n  w e  a n s w er, w h e nc e  co m e s  t h e  c a pi t al wi th  w hich
it  is foun d e d  a n d  m ain t ain e d?   H a s  it  fallen  fro m
t h e  m oon?  o r  r a t h e r  is it no t  d r a w n  ei t h e r  fro m  a g ricul tu r e ,
o r  s tock-b r e e ding,  o r  co m m e r c e?   We h e r e  s e e  w hy,
since  t h e  r eign  of p ro t ec tive  t a riffs, if w e  s e e  m o r e
wo rk m e n  in ou r  mi n e s  a n d  ou r  m a n ufac t u ring  tow ns,
w e  find  also  few e r  ves s els  in ou r  po r t s ,  few e r  g r azie r s
a n d  few e r  labo r e r s  in ou r  fields  a n d  u po n  ou r  hill-side s.
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I could  s p e ak  a t  g r e a t  len g t h  u po n  t his  s u bjec t ,  b u t
p r efe r  illus t r a ti ng  my t hou g h t  by a n  exa m ple.

A cou n t ry m a n  h a d  t w e n ty a c r e s  of land,  wi th  a  c a pi t al
of $ 1 0,00 0.   H e  divide d  his  lan d  in to  fou r  p a r t s ,
a n d  a do p t e d  for  it  t h e  following  ch a n g e s  of c rops:  
1 s t ,  m aize; 2 d,  w h e a t;  3 d,  clove r;  a n d  4 t h,  rye.  
As h e  n e e d e d  for  hi m s elf a n d  family b u t  a  s m all po r tion
of t h e  g r ain,  m e a t ,  a n d  d ai ry p ro d uc e  of t h e  fa r m,
h e  sold  t h e  s u r plus  a n d  bo u g h t  iron,  co al, clo th s,
e t c .  The  w hole  of hi s  c a pi t al  w a s  ye a rly
dis t rib u t e d  in w a g e s  a n d  p ay m e n t s  of a ccou n t s  to  t h e
wo rking m e n  of t h e  n eigh bo r hood.   This  c a pi t al
w a s,  fro m  his  s ale s,  a g ain  r e t u r n e d  to  hi m,  a n d  eve n
inc r e a s e d  fro m  ye a r  to  ye ar.  Ou r  cou n t ry m a n,  b eing
fully convinc e d  t h a t  idle  c a pi t al  p ro d uc es  no t hing,
c a u s e d  to  ci rc ul a t e  a m o n g  t h e  wo rking  cla s s e s  t hi s
a n n u al  inc r e a s e ,  w hich  h e  d evo t e d  to  t h e  inclosing
a n d  cle a rin g  of lands ,  o r  to  imp rove m e n t s  in  his  fa r min g
u t e n sils  a n d  his  b uildings.   H e  d e posi t e d  so m e
s u m s  in r e s e rve  in t h e  h a n d s  of a  n eigh bo rin g  b a nk er,
w ho  on  hi s  p a r t  did  no t  le ave  t h es e  idle  in hi s  s t ro n g-box,
b u t  len t  t h e m  to  va rious  t r a d e s m e n,  so  t h a t  t h e  w hole
c a m e  to  b e  u s efully e m ployed  in t h e  p ay m e n t  of w a g e s.

The  cou n t ry m a n  di ed,  a n d  hi s  so n,  b e co m e  m a s t e r  of
t h e  inh e ri t a nc e ,  s aid  to  hi m s elf:  “I t  m u s t
b e  confe ss e d  t h a t  my  fa th e r  h a s ,  all his  life, a llow e d
hi m s elf to  b e  d u p e d.   H e  bou g h t  iron,  a n d  t h u s
p aid  t ribu t e  to  E n gla n d,  w hile  ou r  ow n  land
could,  by a n  effo r t ,  b e  m a d e  to  p ro d uc e  iron  a s  w ell
a s  E n gla n d.   H e  bo u g h t  coal, clo th s,  a n d  o r a n g e s ,
t h u s  p aying  tribu t e  to  N e w  Bru ns wick, F r a nc e,
a n d  Sicily, ve ry u n n e c e s s a rily; for  coal m ay b e  foun d,
do eskins  m ay  b e  m a d e,  a n d  o r a n g e s  m ay  b e  force d  to
g row, wi thin  ou r  ow n  t e r ri to ry.  H e  p aid  t r ibu t e
to  t h e  for eig n  min e r  a n d  t h e  w e ave r;  ou r  ow n  s e rv a n t s
could  ve ry w ell min e  ou r  iron  a n d  g e t  u p  n a tive  do eskins
al mos t  a s  good  a s  t h e  F r e n c h  a r ticle.   H e  did
all h e  could  to  r uin  him s elf, a n d  g ave  to  s t r a n g e r s
w h a t  ou g h t  to  h ave  b e e n  ke p t  for  t h e  b e n efi t  of his
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ow n  ho u s e hold.”

F ull of t his  r e a s oning,  ou r  h e a d s t ron g  fellow d e t e r min e d
to  c h a n g e  t h e  ro u tin e  of his  c rops.   H e  divide d
his  fa r m  in to  t w e n ty p a r t s .   On  on e  h e  d u g  for
co al; on  a no t h e r  h e  e r ec t e d  a  clo th  fac to ry; on  a  t hi r d
h e  p u t  a  ho t-ho us e  a n d  c ul tiva t e d  t h e  o r a n g e;  h e  d evo t e d
t h e  fou r t h  to  vines,  t h e  fifth  to  w h e a t ,  &c., &c. 
Thus  h e  s ucc e e d e d  in r e n d e ring  hi m s elf ind e p e n d e n t ,
a n d  fu rnish e d  all his  fa mily s u p plie s  fro m  his  ow n
fa r m.   H e  no  long e r  r e c eive d  a ny t hin g  fro m  t h e
g e n e r al  ci r c ula tion;  n ei t h er, it is t r u e ,  did  h e  c a s t
a ny t hing  in to  i t.  Was h e  t h e  rich e r  for  t his
cou r s e?   N o; for  his  min e  did  no t  yield  co al a s
c h e a ply a s  h e  could  b uy it  in t h e  m a rk e t ,  no r  w a s
t h e  clim a t e  favor a ble  to  t h e  o r a n g e.   In  s ho r t ,
t h e  fa mily s u p ply of t h e s e  a r ticles  w a s  ve ry infe rio r
to  w h a t  it  h a d  b e e n  d u rin g  t h e  tim e  w h e n  t h e  fa th e r
h a d  ob t ain e d  t h e m  a n d  o t h e r s  by exc h a n g e  of p ro d u c e.

76



Page 46

With  r e g a r d  to  t h e  d e m a n d  for  labor, it  c e r t ainly
w a s  no  g r e a t e r  t h a n  for m e rly.  THERE WERE, TO
BE S URE, FIVE TIMES AS MANY FIELDS TO CULTIVATE, BUT
THEY WERE FIVE TIMES S MALLER.  If co al w a s  min e d,
t h e r e  w a s  al so  les s  w h e a t;  a n d  b ec a u s e  t h e r e  w e r e
no  m o r e  o r a n g e s  bo u g h t ,  n ei th e r  w a s  t h e r e  a ny m o r e
rye  sold.   Besides ,  t h e  fa r m e r  co uld  no t  s p e n d
in w a g e s  m o r e  t h a n  his  c a pi t al,  a n d  his  c a pi t al,  ins t e a d
of inc r e a sing,  w a s  now  cons t a n tly di minis hing.  
A g r e a t  p a r t  of it  w a s  n e c e ss a rily d evot e d  to  n u m e ro us
b uildings  a n d  u t e n sils, indis p e ns a ble  to  a  p e r so n
w ho  d e t e r min e s  to  u n d e r t ak e  ev e ry thing.   In  s ho r t ,
t h e  s u p ply of labo r  con tinu e d  t h e  s a m e,  b u t  t h e  m e a n s
of p aying  b e c a m e  less.

The  r e s ul t  is p r e cisely si mila r  w h e n  a  n a tion  isola t e s
its elf by t h e  p ro hibi tive  sys t e m.   I t s  n u m b e r
of indus t ri al p u r s ui t s  is c e r t ainly m ul tiplied,  b u t
t h ei r  impo r t a n c e  is di minis h e d.   In  p ro po r tion
to  t h ei r  n u m b er, t h ey b eco m e  les s  p ro d uc tive,  for
t h e  s a m e  c a pi t al  a n d  t h e  s a m e  skill a r e  oblige d  to
m e e t  a  g r e a t e r  n u m b e r  of difficul tie s.   The  fixed
c a pi t al  a b so r bs  a  g r e a t e r  p a r t  of t h e  ci rc ula ting  c a pi t al;
t h a t  is to  s ay, a  g r e a t e r  p a r t  of t h e  funds  d e s tine d
to  t h e  p ay m e n t  of w a g e s .   Wh a t  r e m ains,  r a mifies
its elf in vain; t h e  q u a n ti ty c a n no t  b e  a u g m e n t e d .  
I t  is like  t h e  w a t e r  of a  d e e p  po n d,  w hic h,  dis t ribu t e d
a m o n g  a  m ul ti t u d e  of s m all r e s e rvoir s,  a p p e a r s  to  b e
m o r e  a b u n d a n t ,  b e c a u s e  it cove r s  a  g r e a t e r  q u a n ti ty
of soil, a n d  p r e s e n t s  a  la r g e r  s u rf ac e  to  t h e  s u n,
w hile  w e  h a r dly p e r c eive  t h a t ,  p r ecis ely on  t his  a c cou n t ,
it  a b so r b s,  ev a po r a t e s ,  a n d  lose s  it s elf t h e  q uick er.

Ca pi t al  a n d  labo r  b eing  give n,  t h e  r e s ul t  is, a  s u m
of p rod uc tion,  alw ays  t h e  les s  g r e a t  in p ro po r tion
a s  obs t acle s  a r e  n u m e ro u s.   The r e  c a n  b e  no  do u b t
t h a t  in t e r n a t ion al b a r ri e r s ,  by  forcing  c a pi t al  a n d
labo r  to  s t r u g gle  a g ain s t  g r e a t e r  difficul ti es  of soil
a n d  clim a t e ,  m u s t  c a u s e  t h e  g e n e r al  p rod uc tion  to
b e  les s,  or, in  o t h e r  wor ds ,  di minis h  t h e  po r tion
of co mfo r t s  w hich  wo uld  t h e n c e  r e s ul t  to  m a nkind.  
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If, t h e n,  t h e r e  b e  a  g e n e r al  di min u tion  of co mfo r t s ,
how, wo rking  m e n,  c a n  it  b e  possible  t h a t  your
po r tion  s hould  b e  inc r e a s e d?   U n d e r  s uc h  a  s u p posi tion
it  would  b e  n e c e s s a ry  to  b elieve  t h a t  t h e  rich,  t hos e
w ho  m a d e  t h e  law, h ave  so  a r r a n g e d  m a t t e r s ,  t h a t  no t
only t h ey  s u bjec t  t h e m s elves  to  t h ei r  ow n  p ro po r tion
of t h e  g e n e r al  di min u tion,  b u t  t aking  t h e  w hole  of
it  u po n  t h e m s elves,  t h a t  t h ey  s u b mi t  al so  to  a  fu r t h e r
loss  in o r d e r  to  inc r e a s e  you r  g ains.   Is  t his
c r e dible?   Is  t his  pos sible?  I t  is, ind e e d,
a  m os t  s u s picious  a c t  of g e n e rosi ty; a n d  if you  a c t
wis ely you  will r ej ec t  it.

CHAPTER XIII.

THEORY AND PRACTICE.

Defe n d e r s  of fr e e  t r a d e ,  w e  a r e  a cc u s e d  of b eing  m e r e
t h eo ris t s ,  of no t  giving  s ufficie n t  w eig h t  to  t h e
p r a c tic al.
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“Wh a t  a  fea rful c h a r g e  a g ain s t  you, fre e  t r a d e r s ,”
s ay t h e  p ro t ec tionis t s ,  “is  t his  long  s ucc e s sion
of dis ting uis h e d  s t a t e s m e n,  t his  imposing  r a c e  of
w ri t e r s ,  w ho  h av e  all h eld  opinions  diffe rin g  fro m
your s!” This  w e  do  no t  d e ny.  We a n s w er,
“It  is s aid,  in s u p po r t  of e s t a blish e d  e r ro r s,
t h a t  ’the r e  m u s t  b e  so m e  foun d a tion  for  ide a s
so  g e n e r ally a do p t e d  by  all n a tions.   S hould  no t
on e  dis t r u s t  opinions  a n d  a r g u m e n t s  w hic h  ove r t u r n
t h a t  w hich,  u n til now, h a s  b e e n  h eld  a s  s e t tl ed;  t h a t
w hich  is h eld  a s  c e r t ain  by so  m a ny p e r son s  w hos e
in t ellige nc e  a n d  m o tives  m a k e  t h e m  t r u s t wo r t hy?’”

We confess  t his  a r g u m e n t  s ho uld  m a k e  a  p rofou n d  imp r e s sion,
a n d  oug h t  to  t h ro w  do u b t  on  t h e  m o s t  incon t e s t a bl e
poin t s,  if w e  h a d  no t  s e e n ,  on e  af t e r  a no t h er, opinions
t h e  m o s t  false,  now  g e n e r ally a cknowle d g e d  to  b e  s uc h,
r e c eived  a n d  p rofess e d  by all t h e  wo rld  d u rin g  a  long
s ucc e s sion  of ce n t u rie s.   I t  is no t  ve ry long  sinc e
all n a tions,  fro m  t h e  m os t  r u d e  to  t h e  m os t  e nligh t e n e d,
a n d  all m e n,  fro m  t h e  s t r e e t-po r t e r  to  t h e  m os t  le a r n e d
p hilosop h er, b elieve d  in t h e  fou r  el e m e n t s .   N o body
h a d  t hou g h t  of con t e s ting  t his  doc t rin e,  w hich  is,
how ever, false; so  m u c h  so,  t h a t  a t  t his  d ay  a ny m e r e
n a t u r alis t’s a s sis t a n t ,  w ho  s hould  consid e r
e a r t h,  w a t er, a n d  fir e ,  e l e m e n t s ,  would  di sg r a c e  hi ms elf.

On  w hich  ou r  oppo n e n t s  m a k e  t his  obs e rva tion:  
“If you  s u p pos e  you  h ave  t h u s  a n s w e r e d  t h e  ve ry
forcible  objec tion  you h av e  p ro pos e d  to  you r s elves,
you  d e c eive  you r s elves  s t r a n g ely.  S u p pos e  t h a t
m e n,  o t h e r wise  in t ellige n t ,  s ho uld  b e  mis t ak e n  on
a ny poin t  w h a t eve r  of n a t u r al  his to ry for  m a ny  c e n t u ri e s,
t h a t  wo uld  signify o r  p rove  no t hin g.   Would  w a t er,
air, e a r t h ,  fi r e,  b e  les s  u s eful to  m a n  w h e t h e r  t h ey
w e r e  o r  w e r e  no t  el e m e n t s?   S uc h  e r ro r s  a r e  of
no  cons e q u e n c e;  t h ey  lea d  to  no  r evolu tions,  do  no t
u n s e t tl e  t h e  mi nd;  a bove  all, t h ey  inju r e  no  in t e r e s t s ,
so  t h ey  mig h t ,  wi thou t  inconve nie nc e ,  e n d u r e  for  millions
of ye a r s .   The  p hysic al wo rld  wo uld  p rog r e s s  jus t
a s  if t h ey  did  no t  exis t .   Would  it b e  t h us  wi th
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e r ro r s  w hich  a t t a ck  t h e  m o r al  wo rld?   Ca n  w e  conc eive
t h a t  a  sys t e m  of gove r n m e n t ,  a b solu t ely false,  cons e q u e n tly
inju rious,  could  b e  c a r rie d  ou t  t h ro u g h  m a ny ce n t u ri e s,
a m o n g  m a ny  n a tions,  wi th  t h e  g e n e r al  cons e n t  of e d u c a t e d
m e n?   Ca n  w e  explain  how  s uc h  a  sys t e m  could  b e
r e conciled  wi t h  t h e  eve r-inc r e a sin g  p ros p e ri ty of
n a tions?   You a ck nowled g e  t h a t  t h e  a r g u m e n t  you
co m b a t  ou g h t  to  m a k e  a  p rofou n d  im p r e s sion.   Yes,
t r uly, a n d  t his  imp r e s sion  r e m ains,  for  you  h av e  r a t h e r
s t r e n g t h e n e d  t h a n  d e s t roye d  it.”

Or  a g ain,  t h ey  s ay:  “It  w a s  only in t h e
mid dle  of t h e  las t  c e n t u ry, t h e  eig h t e e n t h  c e n t u ry,
in  w hich  all s u bjec t s,  a ll p rinciples,  wi thou t  exce p tion,
w e r e  d elive r e d  u p  to  p u blic discus sion,  t h a t  t h e s e
fu r nis h e r s  of s p ec ula tive  ide a s  w hic h  a r e  a p plied  to
eve ry thin g  wi t ho u t  b ein g  a p plica ble  to  a ny t hin g—co m m e n c e d
w ri ting  on  poli tical e co no my.  The r e  exis t e d ,
how ever, a  sys t e m  of political econo my, no t  w ri t t e n,
b u t  p r a c tis e d  by  gove r n m e n t s.   I t  is s aid  t h a t
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Colbe r t  w a s  it s  inve n tor, a n d  it w a s  t h e  r ul e  of all
t h e  S t a t e s  of E u rop e.   Wh a t  is m o r e  sing ular,
it  h a s  r e m ain e d  so  till la t ely, d e s pi t e  a n a t h e m a s  a n d
con t e m p t ,  a n d  d e s pi t e  t h e  discove rie s  of t h e  m o d e r n
sc hool.  This  sys t e m,  w hich  ou r  w ri t e r s  h ave  c alle d
t h e  m e r can tile  sy s t e m , consis t s  in  op posing,
by p ro hibi tions  a n d  d u tie s,  s uc h  for eign  p ro d uc tions
a s  mig h t  r uin  ou r  m a n ufac t u r e r s  by t h ei r  co m p e ti tion.  
This  sys t e m  h a s  b e e n  p ro no u n c e d  fu tile, a b s u r d,  c a p a ble
of r uining  a ny cou n t ry, by e cono mic al w ri t e r s  of all
sc hools.  I t  h a s  b e e n  b a nis h e d  fro m  all books,
r e d u c e d  to  t ak e  r efug e  in  t h e  p r ac tice  of eve ry  p eo ple;
a n d  w e  do  no t  u n d e r s t a n d  w hy, in r e g a r d  to  t h e  w e al t h
of n a t ions,  gove r n m e n t s  s ho uld  no t  h ave  yielde d  t h e m s elves
to  wis e  a u t ho r s  r a t h e r  t h a n  to  t h e  old  e x p erie nc e
of a  sys t e m.   Above  all, w e  c a n no t  conc eive  w hy,
in poli tic al e co no my, t h e  Ame ric a n  gove r n m e n t  s ho uld
p e r si s t  in r e sis ting  t h e  p ro g r e s s  of ligh t,  a n d  in
p r e s e rving,  in  it s  p r a c tice,  t hos e  old  e r ro r s  w hich
all ou r  e co no mis t s  of t h e  p e n  h ave  d e sign a t e d.  
Bu t  w e  h ave  s aid  too  m u c h  a bo u t  t his  m e r c a n tile  sys t e m,
w hich  h a s  in  its  favor  fac t s  alon e,  t ho u g h  s us t ain e d
by sc a r c ely a  single  w ri t e r  of t h e  d ay.”

Would  no t  on e  s ay, w ho  list e n e d  only to  t his  lan g u a g e,
t h a t  w e  politic al e cono mis t s ,  in m e r ely cl ai ming  for
eve ry on e  t h e  fre e  dis posi tion  of  his  o w n  prop er ty ,
h a d ,  like  t h e  Fou rie ris t s,  conju r e d  u p  fro m  ou r  b r ains
a  n e w  social o r d er, c hi m e ric al a n d  s t r a n g e;  a  so r t
of p h al a ns t e ry, wi t ho u t  p r e c e d e n t  in  t h e  a n n als  of
t h e  h u m a n  r a c e ,  ins t e a d  of m e r ely t alking  plain  m e u m
a n d  t u u m  I t  s e e m s  to  u s  t h a t  if t h e r e  is in
all t hi s  a ny t hin g  u topia n,  a ny t hin g  p ro ble m a tic al,
it  is no t  fr e e  t r a d e ,  b u t  p ro t ec tion; it is no t  t h e
righ t  to  exc h a n g e,  b u t  t a riff af t e r  t a riff a p plied
to  ove r t u r ning  t h e  n a t u r al  o r d e r  of co m m e r c e .

But  it  is no t  t h e  poin t  to  co m p a r e  a n d  judg e  of t h e s e
t wo  sys t e m s  by t h e  ligh t  of r e a so n;  t h e  q u e s tion  for
t h e  m o m e n t  is, to  know  w hich  of t h e  t wo  is foun d e d
u po n  exp e rie nc e.
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So, M e s s r s .  Mo nopolis t s ,  you  p r e t e n d  t h a t  t h e  fac t s
a r e  on  you r  sid e;  t h a t  w e  h ave,  on  ou r  side,  t h eo rie s
only.

You eve n  fla t t e r  you r s elves  t h a t  t his  long  s e ri es
of p u blic a c t s ,  t his  old  exp e ri e nc e  of t h e  wo rld,
w hich  you  invoke, h a s  a p p e a r e d  imposing  to  u s,  a n d
t h a t  w e  confess  w e  h ave  no t  a s  ye t  r efu t e d  you  a s  fully
a s  w e  mig h t .

But  w e  do  no t  c e d e  to  you t h e  do m ain  of fac t s ,  for
you  h ave  on  you r  sid e  only exc e p tion al a n d  con t r a c t e d
fac t s,  w hile  w e  h ave  u nive r s al on e s  to  oppos e  to  t h e m;
t h e  fre e  a n d  volun t a ry  a c t s  of all m e n.

Wh a t  do  you s ay, a n d  w h a t  s ay  w e?

We s ay: 

“It  is b e t t e r  to  b uy fro m  o th e r s  a ny thing  w hic h
wo uld  cos t  m o r e  to  m a k e  ou r s elves.”

And on  you r  p a r t  you  s ay: 

“It  is b e t t e r  to  m a k e  t hin gs  ou r s elves,  eve n
t hou g h  it wo uld  cos t  les s  to  p u rc h a s e  t h e m  fro m  o th e r s .”

N ow, g e n tle m e n,  laying  a sid e  t h eo ry, d e m o n s t r a tion,
a r g u m e n t,  eve ryt hing  w hich  a p p e a r s  to  afflict  you
wi th  n a u s e a ,  w hic h  of t h e s e  a s s e r tions  h a s  in it s
favor  t h e  s a nc tion  of u niv ersal prac tic e ?
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Visit  t h e  fields,  wo rk-roo m s,  m a n ufac to rie s,  s ho ps;
look a bove,  b e n e a t h ,  a n d  a ro u n d  you; inves tig a t e  w h a t
is goin g  on  in  you r  ow n  e s t a blish m e n t;  obs e rve  you r
ow n  con d u c t  a t  a ll tim e s,  a n d  t h e n  s ay  w hich  is t h e
p rinciple  t h a t  di r ec t s  t h e s e  labo r s,  t h e s e  wo rk m e n,
t h e s e  inve n to r s,  t h e s e  m e r c h a n t s;  s ay, too, w hich
is you r  ow n  individu al p r a c tice.

Does  t h e  fa r m e r  m a k e  his  clo t h e s?   Does  t h e  t ailor
r ais e  t h e  w h e a t  w hich  h e  cons u m e s?   Does  no t  you r
ho us ek e e p e r  c e a s e  m a king  b r e a d  a t  ho m e  so  soon  a s
s h e  finds  it  m o r e  e co no mical to  b uy it fro m  t h e  b a k e r?  
Do you  give  u p  t h e  p e n  for  t h e  b r u s h  in o rd e r  to  avoid
p aying  t rib u t e  to  t h e  s ho e-bl ack?  Does  no t  t h e
w hole  e co no my of socie ty d e p e n d  on  t h e  s e p a r a tion
of occu p a tions,  on  t h e  division  of labo r;  in on e  wo r d,
on  e xc ha n g e ?  And is exch a n g e  a ny t hin g
els e  t h a n  t h e  c alcula tion  w hich  lea d s  u s  to  discon tin u e,
a s  fa r  a s  w e  c a n ,  di r ec t  p ro d uc tion,  w h e n  indi r e c t
a c q uisi tion  s p a r e s  u s  tim e  a n d  t rou ble?

You a r e  no t ,  t h e n ,  m e n  of prac tice , sinc e  you
c a n no t  s how  a  sin gle  m a n  on  t h e  s u rfac e  of t h e  glob e
w ho  a c t s  in a c co r d a n c e  wi th  you r  p r inciple.

“But,” you  will s ay, “w e  h ave  n ev e r
h e a r d  ou r  p rinciple  m a d e  t h e  r ule  of individu al r el a tions.  
We co m p r e h e n d  p e rfec tly t h a t  t his  wo uld  b r e a k  t h e
social bo n d,  a n d  force  m e n  to  live, like  s n ails, e a c h
on e  in  his  ow n  s h ell.  We limi t  ou r s elves  to  a s s e r ting
t h a t  it gove r n s  in fac t  t h e  r el a tions  w hich
a r e  e s t a blish e d  a m o n g  t h e  a g glo m e r a tions  of t h e  h u m a n
fa mily.”

But  s till, t hi s  a s s e r tion  is e r ro n eo u s.   The  fa mily,
t h e  villag e,  t h e  tow n,  t h e  cou n ty, t h e  s t a t e ,  a r e
so  m a ny  a g glo m e r a tions,  w hich  all, wi tho u t  a ny exc e p tion,
prac tically  r ej ec t  you r  p rinciple,  a n d  h ave
n eve r  eve n  t ho u g h t  of i t.  All of t h e m  p roc u r e ,
by  m e a n s  of exc h a n g e,  t h a t  w hich  would  cos t  t h e m  m o r e
to  p roc u r e  by  m e a n s  of p ro d uc tion.   N a tions  would
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a c t  in t h e  s a m e  n a t u r al  m a n n er, if you  did  no t  p r eve n t
it  b y  forc e .

I t  is w e , t h e n ,  w ho  a r e  t h e  m e n  of p r ac tice
a n d  of exp e ri enc e;  for, in o r d e r  to  co m b a t  t h e  in t e r dic t
w hich  you  h av e  pl ac e d  exc e p tion ally on  ce r t ain  in t e r n a tion al
exc h a n g e s,  w e  a p p e al  to  t h e  p r a c tice  a n d  exp e ri e nc e
of all individu als,  a n d  all a g glo m e r a t ions  of individu als
w hos e  a c t s  a r e  volun t a ry, a n d  cons e q u e n tly m ay  b e  c alled
on  for  t e s timony.  But  you co m m e n c e  by cons training ,
by  pr ev e n tin g , a n d  t h e n  you  av ail you r s elf
of a c t s  c a u s e d  by p ro hibi tion  to  exclaim,  “Se e!
p r a c tic e  jus tifies  u s !” You op pos e  ou r  t h eory ,
ind e e d  all t h eory .  Bu t  w h e n  you p u t  a
p rinciple  in  a n t a go nis m  with  ou r s,  do  you, by c h a n c e,
fancy t h a t  you  h ave  for m e d  no  t h eory ?  N o,
no; e r a s e  t h a t  fro m  you r  pl e a .   You for m  a  t h eo ry
a s  w ell a s  ou r s elves; b u t  b e t w e e n  you r s  a n d  ou r s  t h e r e
is t his  diffe r e nc e:   ou r  t h eo ry consis t s  m e r ely
in obs e rving  u nive r s al fac t s ,  u nive r s al s e n ti m e n t s,
u nive r s al c alcula tions  a n d  p roc e e din gs,  a n d  fu r t h er,
in  cla s sifying  t h e m  a n d  a r r a n gin g  t h e m,  in o rd e r  to
u n d e r s t a n d  t h e m  b e t t er.  I t  is so  li t tl e  op pos e d
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to  p r a c tice,  t h a t  it is no t hin g  b u t  prac tice  e x plaine d . 
We obs e rve  t h e  a c tions  of m e n  m ove d  by t h e  ins tinc t
of p r e s e rv a tion  a n d  of p ro g r e s s;  a n d  w h a t  t h ey do
fre ely, volun t a rily, is p r ecis ely w h a t  w e  c all political
e co no m y , o r  t h e  econo my of socie ty.  We go
on  r e p e a tin g  wi th  ou t  c e s s a tion:   “Eve ry
m a n  is prac tically  a n  excellen t  e co no mis t,
p ro d ucing  o r  exc h a n gin g,  a cco r ding  a s  it  is m os t  a dva n t a g eo u s
to  hi m  to  exc h a n g e  o r  to  p ro d uc e.   E a c h  on e,  t h ro u g h
exp e ri e nc e ,  is e d u c a t e d  to  scie nc e;  o r  r a t h er, s cie nc e
is only t h a t  s a m e  exp e rie nc e  sc r u p ulously obs e rve d
a n d  m e t hodically s e t  for t h.”

As for  you, you  for m  a  t h eo ry, in t h e  u nfavo r a ble
s e n s e  of t h e  wo r d.   You ima gin e,  you inve n t—p roc e e dings
w hich  a r e  no t  s a nc tion e d  by t h e  p r a c tice  of a ny living
m a n  u n d e r  t h e  vaul t  of h e ave n—a n d  t h e n  you
c all to  you r  a s sis t a n c e  cons t r ain t  a n d  p ro hibi tion.  
You n e e d,  ind e e d,  h ave  r e co u r s e  to  force , sinc e,
in  wis hing  t h a t  m e n  s ho uld  prod uc e  t h a t  w hich
it  would  b e  m o r e  a dva n t a g eo u s  to  t h e m  to  b u y ,
you  wis h  t h e m  to  r e no u n c e  a n  advan tag e ; you
d e m a n d  t h a t  t h ey  s ho uld  a c t  in a cco r d a n c e  wi th  a  doc t rin e
w hich  implies  con t r a dic tion  ev e n  in it s  t e r m s.

N ow, t his  doc t rin e,  w hic h,  you a r g u e,  wo uld  b e  a b s u r d
in individu al r el a tions,  w e  d efy you to  ex t e n d,  eve n
in s p ec ula tion,  to  t r a n s a c tions  b e t w e e n  fa milies,
tow ns,  cou n ti es ,  s t a t e s.   By you r  ow n  avow al, it
is a p plica ble  to  in t e r n a tion al  r el a tions  only.

And t his  is w hy you a r e  oblige d  to  r e p e a t  d aily: 
“P rinciple s  a r e  no t  in  t h ei r  n a t u r e  a b solu t e.  
Tha t  w hich  is w ell  in t h e  individu al, t h e  fa mily,
t h e  cou n ty, t h e  s t a t e ,  is e vil in  t h e  n a tion.  
Tha t  w hich  is good  in  d e t ail—s uc h
a s ,  to  p u r c h a s e  r a t h e r  t h a n  to  p ro d u c e,  w h e n  p u r c h a s e
is m o r e  a dv a n t a g eo us  t h a n  p ro d uc tion—is
b a d  in t h e  m a s s .   The  politic al e cono my of individu als
is no t  t h a t  of n a tions,” a n d  o t h e r  r u b bish,
eju s d e m  farinae .  And w hy all t his?  
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Look a t  i t clos ely.  I t  is in o r d e r  to  p rove  to
u s  t h a t  w e,  cons u m e r s ,  a r e  you r  p ro p e r ty, t h a t  w e
b elon g  to  you  body a n d  soul, t h a t  you  h av e  a n  exclusive
righ t  to  ou r  s to m a c h s  a n d  limbs,  a n d  it is for  you
to  no u ris h  u s  a n d  clo th e  u s  a t  you r  ow n  p rice,  how eve r
g r e a t  m ay  b e  you r  igno r a n c e,  you r  r a p a ci ty, o r  t h e
infe rio ri ty of you r  posi tion.

N o,  you  a r e  no t  m e n  of p r a c tic e;  you  a r e  m e n  of a b s t r ac tion—a n d
of ex t r ac tion!

CHAPTER XIV.

CO N FLICT OF  PRINCIPLES.

The r e  is on e  t hing  w hich  confou n d s  u s ,  a n d  it  is t his: 

So m e  sinc e r e  p u blicis t s ,  s t u dying  soci al econo my fro m
t h e  poin t  of view of p ro d uc e r s  only, h ave  a r rive d
a t  t his  do u ble  for m ula: 

“Gove r n m e n t s  oug h t  to  dispos e  of t h e  cons u m e r s
s u bjec t  to  t h e  influe nc e  of t h ei r  laws, in favor  of
n a tion al labor.”

“They s hould  r e n d e r  di s t a n t  cons u m e r s  s u bjec t
to  t h ei r  law s,  in o r d e r  to  di spos e  of t h e m  in favor
of n a t ion al labor.”

The  firs t  of t h e s e  for m ulas  is t e r m e d  pro t ec tion ;
t h e  la t t er, e x p e die ncy .
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Both  r e s t  on  t h e  p rinciple  c alled  Bala nc e  of Tra d e;
t h e  for m ula  of w hich  is: 

“A p eo ple  impove ris h e s  it s elf w h e n  it impor t s ,
a n d  e n ric h e s  it s elf w h e n  it  expo r t s .”

Of cou r s e,  if eve ry for eign  p u r c h a s e  is a  t r ibu t e
p aid,  a  loss,  i t is p e rfec tly evide n t  w e  m u s t  r e s t r ain,
eve n  p ro hibi t ,  impor t a tions.

And if a ll for eig n  s ale s  a r e  t r ibu t e  r ec eive d,  p rofit,
it  is q ui t e  n a t u r al  to  c r e a t e  c h a n n els  of ou tle t ,
eve n  by forc e.

P ro t ec tive  Sys t e m—Colonial Sys t e m:  
t wo  a s p e c t s  of t h e  s a m e  t h eo ry.  To hind er
ou r  fellow-ci tizens  p u rc h a sin g  of for eign e r s ,  to
force  for eign e r s  to  p u rc h a s e  fro m  ou r  fellow-ci tize ns,
a r e  m e r ely t wo  cons e q u e n c e s  of on e  ide n tical p rinciple.  
N ow, it is impossible  no t  to  r e cog nize  t h a t  a cco r din g
to  t his  doc t rin e,  g e n e r al  u tili ty r e s t s  on  m o n o poly ,
o r  int e rio r  s polia tion,  a n d  on  con q u e s t , o r
ex t e rio r  s polia tion.

Le t  u s  e n t e r  on e  of t h e  c a bins  a m o n g  t h e  Adiron d a cks.  
The  fa t h e r  of t h e  family h a s  r e c eived  for  hi s  wo rk
only a  sl en d e r  s al a ry.  The  icy no r t h e r n  bla s t
m a k e s  his  h alf n ak e d  c hild r e n  s hiver, t h e  fir e  is
ex ting uis h e d,  a n d  t h e  t a bl e  b a r e .   The r e  a r e  wool,
a n d  wood,  a n d  co al, jus t  ove r  t h e  S t.  Law r e nc e;  b u t
t h e s e  co m m o di ties  a r e  forbidd e n  to  t h e  family of t h e
poo r  d ay-labo r er, for  t h e  o t h e r  sid e  of t h e  r ive r  is
no  long e r  t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s .   The  for eig n  pin e-logs
m ay no t  gla d d e n  t h e  h e a r t h  of his  c a bin; hi s  c hild r e n
m ay no t  know  t h e  t a s t e  of Ca n a dia n  b r e a d,  t h e  wool
of U p p e r  Ca n a d a  will no t  b ring  b ack  w a r m t h  to  t h ei r
b e n u m b e d  limbs.   Gen e r al  u tili ty wills  i t so.  
All ve ry w ell! b u t  a cknowle d g e  t h a t  h e r e  it  con t r a dic t s
jus tice.   To di spos e  by legisla tion  of cons u m e r s,
to  limi t  t h e m  to  t h e  p rod uc t s  of n a tion al  labor, is
to  e nc ro ac h  u po n  t h ei r  libe r ty, to  forbid  t h e m  a  r e s ou rc e
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(exch a n g e)  in  w hic h  t h e r e  is no t hin g  con t r a ry  to  m o r ali ty;
in  on e  wo r d ,  i t is to  do  t h e m  injus tice.

“Yet  t his  is n ec e s s a ry,” i t is s aid,  “un d e r
t h e  p e n al ty of s e eing  n a t ion al labo r  s to p p e d,  u n d e r
t h e  p e n al ty of s t riking  a  fa t al  blow a t  p u blic  p ro s p e ri ty.”

The  w ri t e r s  of t h e  p ro t ec tionis t  s chool a r rive  t h e n
a t  t his  s a d  conclusion;  t h a t  t h e r e  is a  r a dic al inco m p a tibili ty
b e t w e e n  jus tice  a n d  u tili ty.

On  t h e  o t h e r  sid e,  if n a tions  a r e  in t e r e s t e d  in s elling,
a n d  no t  in b uying, violen t  a c tion  a n d  r e a c tion  a r e
t h e  n a t u r al  con di tion  of t h ei r  r el a tions,  for  e a c h
will s e ek  to  impos e  it s  p rod uc t s  on  all, a n d  all will
do  t h ei r  u t m os t  e n d e avo r  to  r ejec t  t h e  p rod uc t s  of
e a c h.

As a  s ale ,  in effec t,  implies  a  p u r c h a s e,  a n d  since ,
a c co r din g  to  t hi s  doc t rin e,  to  s ell is to  b e n efi t,
a s  to  b uy is to  inju r e,  eve ry in t e r n a tion al t r a n s ac tion
implies  t h e  a m elio r a tion  of on e  p eo ple,  a n d  t h e  d e t e rio r a tion
of a no t h er.

But,  on  on e  side ,  m e n  a r e  fa t ally imp elled  tow a r d s
t h a t  w hich  p rofi ts  t h e m:   on  t h e  co n t r a ry, t h ey
r e si s t  ins tinc tively w h a t eve r  inju r e s  t h e m;  w h e nc e
w e  m u s t  conclud e  t h a t  eve ry p eo ple  b e a r s  wi t hin  it s elf
a  n a t u r al  forc e  of exp a n sion, a n d  a  no t  less  n a t u r al
pow e r  of r e si s t a n c e,  w hich  a r e  e q u ally p r ejudicial
to  all t h e  o th e r s;  or, in  o th e r  t e r m s,  t h a t  a n t a go nis m
a n d  w a r  a r e  t h e  n a t u r al  cons ti t u tion  of h u m a n  socie ty!
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So t h a t  t h e  t h eo ry w hich  w e  a r e  disc us sin g  m ay b e
s u m m e d  u p  in  t h e s e  t wo  axio m s:  

“Utility is inco m p a tible  wit h  jus tice  a t  ho m e,”

“Utility is inco m p a tible  wit h  p e a c e  a b ro a d.”

N o w  t h a t  w hich  a s to nis h e s  u s ,  w hich  confou n d s  u s ,
is, t h a t  a  p u blicis t ,  a  s t a t e s m a n,  w ho  h a s  sinc e r ely
a d h e r e d  to  a n  e co no mic doc t rine  w hos e  p rinciple  cl as h es
so  violen tly wit h  o t h e r  incon t e s t a ble  p rinciple s,
could  e njoy on e  m o m e n t’s c al m  a n d  r e pos e  of min d.  
As for  u s,  it  s e e m s  to  u s,  t h a t  if w e  h a d  p e n e t r a t e d
in to  sci enc e  by t his  e n t r a n c e ,  if w e  did  no t  cle a rly
p e rc eive  t h a t  libe r ty, u tili ty, jus tice,  p e a c e ,  a r e
t hin gs  no t  only co m p a tible,  b u t  clos ely allied  tog e t h er,
so  to  s ay, ide n tic al wi th  e a c h  o t h er, w e  would  t ry
to  forg e t  all w e  h a d  lea r n e d;  w e  wo uld  s ay to  ou r s elves: 

“How co uld  God  will t h a t  m e n  s h all a t t ain  p ros p e ri ty
only t h ro u g h  injus tice  a n d  w a r?   Ho w  co uld  H e
will t h a t  t h ey m ay  r e m ove  w a r  a n d  injus tice  only by
r e no u ncin g  t h ei r  ow n  w ell-b ein g?”

Does  no t  t h e  scie nc e  w hic h  h a s  co n d uc t e d  u s  to  t h e
ho r rible  bl a s p h e my w hich  t his  al t e r n a tive  implies
d ec eive  u s  by false  ligh t s;  a n d  s h all w e  d a r e  t ak e
on  ou r s elves  to  m a k e  it  t h e  b a sis  of legisla tion  for
a  g r e a t  p eo ple?   And w h e n  a  long  s ucc e s sion  of
illus t rious  p hilosop h e r s  h ave  b ro u g h t  tog e t h e r  m o r e
co mfo r ting  r e s ul t s  fro m  t his  s a m e  sci enc e ,  to  w hich
t h ey h ave  cons ec r a t e d  t h ei r  w hole  lives; w h e n  t h ey
affir m  t h a t  Libe r ty a n d  U tili ty a r e  r e conciled  wi t h
Jus tice  a n d  Pe ac e ,  t h a t  all t h e s e  g r a n d  p rinciple s
follow infini t e  p a r allels, wi thou t  cla s hin g,  t h ro u g ho u t
all e t e r ni ty; h ave  t h ey  no t  in  t h ei r  favor  t h e  p r e s u m p tion
w hich  r e s ul t s  fro m  all w e  know of t h e  good n e s s  a n d
t h e  wis do m  of God,  m a nifes t e d  in t h e  s u blim e  h a r m o ny
of t h e  m a t e ri al c r e a tion?   Ou g h t  w e  ligh tly to
b elieve,  a g ain s t  s uc h  a  p r e s u m p tion,  a n d  in  face  of
so  m a ny  imposing  a u t ho ri tie s,  t h a t  it h a s  ple a s e d  t his
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s a m e  God  to  in t rod uc e  a n t a go nis m  a n d  a  di sco r d  in to
t h e  laws  of t h e  m o r al  wo rld?

N o,  no;  b efo r e  t akin g  it  for  g r a n t e d  t h a t  all social
p rinciple s  cla s h,  s hock, a n d  n e u t r alize  e ac h  o th er,
a n d  a r e  in a n a r c hic al, e t e r n al, i r r e m e dia ble,  conflic t
tog e t h e r;  b efo r e  imposing  on  ou r  fellow ci tize ns  t h e
impious  sys t e m  to  w hic h  s uc h  r e a so ning  con d uc t s  u s ,
w e  h a d  b e t t e r  go  ove r  t h e  w hole  c h ain,  a n d  a s s u r e
ou r s elves  t h a t  t h e r e  is no  poin t  on  t h e  w ay w h e r e
w e  m ay h ave  go n e  a s t r ay.

And if, af t e r  a  fai t hful exa min a tion,  t w e n ty ti m e s
r e co m m e n c e d,  w e  s hould  alw ays  r e t u r n  to  t his  frigh tful
conclusion,  t h a t  w e  m u s t  c hoos e  b e t w e e n  t h e  a dva n t a g e s
a n d  t h e  good—w e  s hould  t h r u s t  sci enc e  a w ay,
dis h e a r t e n e d;  w e  s hould  s h u t  ou r s elves  u p  in  volun t a ry
igno r a nc e;  a bove  all, w e  s ho uld  d e cline  all p a r ticipa tion
in t h e  affai r s  of ou r  cou n t ry, le aving  to  t h e  m e n
of a no t h e r  ti m e  t h e  b u r d e n  a n d  t h e  r e s po nsibili ty
of a  c hoice  so  difficul t .

CHAPTER XV.

RECIPROCITY AGAIN.

The  p ro t e c tionis t s  a sk,  “Are  w e  s u r e  t h a t  t h e
foreign e r  will p u rc h a s e  a s  m u c h  fro m  u s ,  a s  h e  will
s ell to  u s?   Wh a t  r e a so n  h ave  w e  to  t hink  t h a t
t h e  E n glish  p ro d uc e r  will co m e  to  u s  r a t h e r  t h a n  to
a ny o th e r  n a t ion  on  t h e  glob e  to  look for  t h e  p ro d uc tions
h e  m ay  n e e d;  a n d  for  p ro d u c tions  e q uivale n t  in  value
to  his  ow n  expo r t a tions  to  t his  cou n t ry?”
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We a r e  s u r p ri se d  t h a t  m e n  w ho  c all t h e m s elves  p e c ulia rly
prac tical , r e a so n  ind e p e n d e n t  of all p r a c tic e.

In  p r a c tice,  is t h e r e  on e  exc h a n g e  in  a  h u n d r e d,  in
a  t hou s a n d,  in t e n  t ho us a n d  p e r h a p s,  w h e r e  t h e r e  is
a  di r ec t  b a r t e r  of p ro d uc t  for  p ro d uc t?   Sinc e
t h e r e  h a s  b e e n  m o n ey in t h e  wo rld,  h a s  a ny c ultiva to r
eve r  s aid,  “I wish  to  b uy s ho e s,  h a t s ,  a dvice,
ins t r uc tion,  fro m  t h a t  s ho e m a k er, h a t t er, lawyer,
a n d  p rofes so r  only, w ho  will p u rc h a s e  fro m  m e  jus t
w h e a t  e no u g h  to  m a k e  a n  e q uival en t  value?”

And w hy s ho uld  n a tions  im pos e  s uc h  a  r e s t r ain t  u po n
t h e m s elves?

H ow  is t h e  m a t t e r  m a n a g e d?

S u p pos e  a  n a t ion  d e p rived  of ex t e rio r  r el a tions.  
A m a n  h a s  p ro d u c e d  w h e a t .   H e  t h row s  it  in to  t h e
wid e s t  n a tion al ci rcul a tion  h e  c a n  find  for  it, a n d
r e c eives  in exch a n g e ,  w h a t?   So m e  dolla r s;  t h a t
is to  s ay bills,  bo n d s,  infini t ely divisible,  by  m e a n s
of w hich  it b e co m e s  lawful for  hi m  to  wit h d r a w  fro m
n a tion al ci rc ula tion,  w h e n eve r  h e  t hinks  it  a dvis a ble,
a n d  by jus t  a g r e e m e n t,  s uc h  a r t icles  a s  h e  m ay  n e e d
o r  wis h.   In  fine,  a t  t h e  e n d  of t h e  op e r a tion
h e  will h ave  wi th d r a w n  fro m  t h e  m a s s  t h e  ex ac t  e q uivale n t
of w h a t  h e  t h r e w  in to  it, a n d  in value  his  cons u m p tion
will p r ecis ely e q u al  hi s  p ro d uc tion.

If t h e  for eig n  exc h a n g e s  of t h a t  n a tion  a r e  fre e,
it  is no  long e r  in to na tional , b u t  in to  g e n eral
ci rc ula tion  t h a t  e a c h  on e  t h row s  his  p ro d uc t s,  a n d
fro m  w hich  h e  d r a w s  his  r e t u r n s .   H e  h a s  no t  to
inq ui r e  w h e t h e r  w h a t  h e  d elive r s  u p  for  g e n e r al  ci r c ula tion
is p u r c h a s e d  by a  fellow-cou n t ry m a n  o r  a  for eign e r;
w h e t h e r  t h e  goods  h e  r ec eives  c a m e  to  hi m  fro m  a  F r e nc h m a n
or  a n  E n glish m a n; w h e t h e r  t h e  objec t s  for  w hich,  in
a c co r d a n c e  wi th  his  n e e d s,  h e ,  in t h e  e n d,  exch a n g e s
his  bills,  a r e  m a d e  on  t his  o r  t h a t  sid e  of t h e  Atlan tic
o r  t h e  S t .  Law r e nc e.   With  e ac h  individu al t h e r e
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is a lw ays  a n  ex ac t  b ala nc e  b e t w e e n  w h a t  h e  p u t s  in to
a n d  w h a t  h e  d r a w s  ou t  of t h e  g r a n d  co m m o n  r e s e rvoi r;
a n d  if t h a t  is t r u e  of e a c h  individu al, i t is t r u e
of t h e  n a tion  in  t h e  a g g r e g a t e .   The  only diffe r e nc e
b e t w e e n  t h e  t wo  c a s e s  is, t h a t  in t h e  la t t er, e ac h
on e  is in a  m o r e  ex t e n d e d  m a r k e t  for  bo t h  his  s al e s
a n d  hi s  p u rc h a s e s ,  a n d  h a s  cons e q u e n tly m o r e  ch a nc e s
of doing  w ell by bo t h.

This  objec tion  is m a d e:   “If eve ry on e  s hould
a g r e e  t h a t  t h ey wo uld  no t  wi th d r a w  fro m  ci rc ul a tion
a ny of t h e  p ro d uc t s  of a  s p ecified  individu al, h e
in t u r n  wo uld  s u s t ain  t h e  misfo r t u n e  of b ein g  a ble
to  d r a w  no t hin g  ou t .   The  s a m e  of a  n a tion.”

ANSWER.—If t h e  n a tion  c a n no t  d r a w  ou t  of
t h e  m a s s ,  it will no  long e r  con t rib u t e  to  it: 
it  will wo rk  for  it s elf.  I t  will b e  co m p elle d
to  t h a t  w hich  you  wo uld  impos e  on  it  in  a dv a nc e:  
t h a t  is to  s ay, isola tion.

And t his  will b e  t h e  ide al of p ro hibi tive  gove r n m e n t.  
Is  i t no t  a m u sing  t h a t  you  inflict  u po n  it, a t  onc e
a n d  al r e a dy, t h e  mi sfo r t u n e  of t his  sys t e m,  in t h e
fea r  t h a t  it  r u n s  t h e  ri sk  of g e t tin g  t h e r e  so m e  d ay
wi tho u t  you?

CHAPTER XVI.
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OBSTRUCTED RIVERS PLEAD FOR THE PROHIBITIONISTS.

So m e  ye a r s  a go,  w h e n  t h e  S p a nis h  Cor t e s  w e r e  disc ussin g
a  t r e a ty wi th  Por t u g al  on  imp roving  t h e  cou r s e  of
t h e  rive r  Douro,  a  d e p u ty ro s e  a n d  s aid,  “If
t h e  Dou ro  is t u r n e d  in to  a  c a n al, t r a n s po r t a tion  will
b e  m a d e  a t  a  m u c h  low e r  p rice.   Por t u g u e s e  c e r e al s
will s ell c h e a p e r  in Ca s tile, a n d  will m a k e  a  for mid a ble
opposi tion  to  ou r  national labor .  I op pos e
t h e  p rojec t  u nle s s  t h e  minis t e r s  e n g a g e  to  r ais e  t h e
t a riff in  s uc h  a  w ay a s  to  r e s to r e  t h e  e q uilib riu m.” 
The  a s s e m bly foun d  t h e  a r g u m e n t  u n a n s w e r a ble.

Th r e e  m o n t h s  la t e r  t h e  s a m e  q u e s tion  w a s  s u b mit t e d
to  t h e  S e n a t e  of Por t u g al.  A noble  hid algo  s aid: 
“Mr. P r e side n t ,  t h e  p rojec t  is a b s u r d.  
You pos t  g u a r d s ,  a t  g r e a t  exp e n s e ,  on  t h e  b a nks  of
t h e  Dou ro,  in o r d e r  to  p r eve n t  t h e  in t rod uc tion  of
Cas tilia n  c e r e al s  into  Por t u g al, w hile,  a t  t h e  s a m e
ti m e,  you would,  al so, a t  g r e a t  exp e n s e ,  facili t a t e
t h ei r  in t ro d uc tion.   This is a n  inconsis t e ncy
wi th  w hich  I c a n no t  ide n tify mys elf.  Le t  t h e
Douro  p a s s  on  to  ou r  son s  a s  ou r  fa th e r s  left  it  to
u s .”

N ow, w h e n  it is p ro pos e d  to  al t e r  a n d  confine  t h e
cou r s e  of t h e  Mississippi, w e  r ec all t h e  a r g u m e n t s
of t h e  Ibe ri a n  o r a to r s ,  a n d  s ay  to  ou r s elves,  if t h e
m e m b e r  fro m  S t .  Louis  w a s  a s  good  a n  e co no mis t  a s
t hos e  of Valencia,  a n d  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a tives  fro m  N e w
Orle a n s  a s  pow e rful logicia ns  a s  t hos e  of Opor to,
a s s u r e dly t h e  Mississippi would  b e  left

     “To sl ee p  a mid
its  for e s t s  d a nk  a n d  lone,”

for  to  imp rove  t h e  n avig a tion  of t h e  Mississippi will
favor  t h e  in t rod uc tion  of N e w  Orle a ns  p rod uc t s  to
t h e  inju ry of S t .  Louis, a n d  a n  inun d a tion  of t h e
p ro d uc t s  of S t .  Louis  to  t h e  d e t ri m e n t  of N e w  Orle a n s .

93



CHAPTER XVII.

A N EGATIVE RAILROAD.

We h ave  s aid  t h a t  w h e n,  u nfor t u n a t ely, w e  pl ac e  ou r s elves
a t  t h e  poin t  of view of t h e  p ro d uc e r’s in t e r e s t ,
w e  c a n no t  fail to  cla s h  wi th  t h e  g e n e r al  int e r e s t ,
b ec a u s e  t h e  p ro d uc er, a s  s uc h,  d e m a n d s  only e f for t s ,
w a n t s , and  obs tacles .

Whe n  t h e  Atlan tic  a n d  Gre a t  West e r n  R ailw ay is finish e d,
t h e  q u e s tion  will a ri s e,  “Should  con n e c tion
b e  b rok e n  a t  Pi t t s b u r g?” This t h e  Pi t t s b u r g e r s
will a n s w e r  affir m a tively, for  a  m ul ti t u d e  of r e a so n s,
b u t  for  t his  a m o n g  o t h e r s ;  t h e  r ail roa d  fro m  N e w  York
to  S t .  Louis  oug h t  to  h ave  a n  in t e r r u p tion  a t  Pi t t s b u r g ,
in  o r d e r  t h a t  m e r c h a n dis e  a n d  t r avelle r s  co m p elled
to  s top  in t h e  ci ty m ay  le ave  in it fee s  to  t h e  h ack m e n,
p e dla r s ,  e r r a n d-boys,  consign e e s ,  ho t el-k e e p e r s ,  e t c .

I t  is cle ar, t h a t  h e r e  a g ain  t h e  in t e r e s t  of t h e  a g e n t
of labo r  is plac e d  b efor e  t h e  in t e r e s t  of t h e  cons u m er.

But  if Pi t t s b u r g  ou g h t  to  p rofit  by  t h e  in t e r r u p tion,
a n d  if t h e  p rofi t  is confor m a ble  wit h  p u blic  in t e r e s t ,
H a r r is b u r g ,  Dayton, India n a polis, Colu m b u s,  m u c h  m o r e
all t h e  in t e r m e dia t e  poin t s,  ou g h t  to  d e m a n d  s top p a g e s,
a n d  t h a t  in t h e  g e n e r al  in t e r e s t ,  in t h e  widely ex t e n d e d
int e r e s t  of n a tion al labor, for  t h e  m o r e  t h ey  a r e  m ul tiplied,
t h e  m o r e  will consign m e n t s,  co m missions,  t r a n s po r t a tions ,
b e  m ul tiplied  on  all poin t s  of t h e  line.   With
t his  sys t e m  w e  a r r ive  a t  a  r ail roa d  of s ucc e s sive
s top p a g e s ,  to  a  n e ga tive  railroad .
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Whe t h e r  t h e  p ro t ec tionis t s  wis h  it o r  no t ,  i t is no t
t h e  less  ce r t ain  t h a t  t h e  p rinciple  of r e s t ric tion
is t h e  s a m e  a s  t h e  p rinciple  of g a p s,  t h e  s a c rifice
of t h e  cons u m e r s  to  t h e  p ro d uc er, of t h e  e n d  to  t h e
m e a n s.

CHAPTER XVIII.

THERE ARE N O  ABSOLUTE PRINCIPLES.

We c a n no t  b e  too  m u c h  a s tonis h e d  a t  t h e  facili ty wi th
w hich  m e n  r e sign  t h e m s elves  to  b e  igno r a n t  of w h a t
is m os t  impor t a n t  for  t h e m  to  know, a n d  w e  m ay  feel
s u r e  t h a t  t h ey h ave  d ecid e d  to  go  to  sle e p  in t h ei r
igno r a nc e  w h e n  t h ey h av e  b ro u g h t  t h e m s elves  to  p rocl aim
t his  axio m:  The r e  a r e  no  a b s olu t e  p rinciples.

E n t e r  t h e  H alls  of Cong r e s s .   The  q u e s tion  u n d e r
discus sion  is w h e t h e r  t h e  law s h all in t e r dic t  o r  allow
int e r n a tion al  exch a n g e s .

Mr. C****** ris e s  a n d  s ays: 

“If you  tole r a t e  t h e s e  exc h a n g e s ,  t h e  for eig n e r
will inu n d a t e  you  wi th  his  p rod uc t s,  t h e  E n glis h  wi th
co t ton  a n d  iron  goods,  t h e  N ova-S co ti an  wi t h  co al,
t h e  S p a ni a r d  wi t h  wool, t h e  It alian  wi th  silk, t h e
Ca n a dia n  wi th  c a t tl e,  t h e  S w e d e  wi th  iron,  t h e  N e wfou n dla n d e r
wi th  s al t-fish.   Ind u s t ri al p u r s ui t s  will t h u s
b e  d e s t royed.”

Mr. G***** r e plie s:  

“If you  p ro hibi t  t h e s e  exc h a n g e s ,  t h e  va rie d
b e n efit s  w hich  n a t u r e  h a s  lavish e d  on  diffe r e n t  clim a t e s
will b e ,  to  you, a s  t hou g h  t h ey w e r e  no t .   You
will no t  p a r ticip a t e  in  t h e  m e c h a nic al skill of t h e
E n glish,  no r  in  t h e  rich e s  of t h e  N ova-Sco tia n  min e s,
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in  t h e  a b u n d a n c e  of Ca n a di a n  p a s t u r a g e ,  in t h e  c h e a p n e s s
of S p a nis h  labor, in  t h e  fe rvo r  of t h e  It ali an  clim a t e;
a n d  you will b e  oblige d  to  a sk  t h ro u g h  a  forc e d  p ro d uc tion
t h a t  w hich  you  mig h t  by  exch a n g e  h ave  ob t ain e d  t h rou g h
a  r e a die r  p ro d uc tion.”

Assu r e dly, on e  of t h e  s e n a to r s  d e c eives  hi m s elf. 
Bu t  w hich?  I t  is w ell wo r t h  w hile  to  a s c e r t ain;
for  w e  a r e  no t  d e aling  wi th  opinions  only.  You
s t a n d  a t  t h e  e n t r a nc e  of t wo  ro a d s;  you m u s t  choos e;
on e  of t h e m  lea d s  n e c e s s a rily to  m i s ery .

To e sc a p e  fro m  t his  e m b a r r a s s m e n t  it  is s aid: 
The r e  a r e  no  a b solu t e  p rinciples.

This  axiom,  so  m u c h  in vogu e  in ou r  d ay, no t  only
s e rves  lazines s,  it  is a l so  in a cco r d  wi th  a m bi tion.

If t h e  t h eo ry of p ro hibi tion  s ho uld  p r ev ail, o r  a g ain,
if t h e  doc t rin e  of libe r ty s hould  t ri u m p h,  a  ve ry
s m all a m o u n t  of law wo uld  s uffice  for  ou r  econo mic
cod e.   In  t h e  fir s t  c a s e  it  would  s t a n d—All
foreign  e xc han g e  is forbidd e n ; in  t h e  s eco n d,
All e xc han g e  wi t h  abroad  is fr e e , a n d  m a ny
g r e a t  p e r so n a g e s  wo uld  los e  t h ei r  impor t a nc e .

But  if exc h a n g e  h a s  no t  a  n a t u r e  p rop e r  to  it s elf;
if it  is gove r n e d  by no  n a t u r al  law; if i t is c a p riciously
u s eful o r  inju rious; if it do e s  no t  find  it s  s p ring
in t h e  good  it  a cco m plish e s,  it s  limi t  w h e n  it c e a s es
to  do  good;  if it s  effec t s  c a n no t  b e  a p p r e ci a t e d  by
t hos e  w ho  exec u t e  t h e m;  in on e  wo r d,  if t h e r e  a r e
no  a b solu t e  p rinciple s,  w e  a r e  co m p elle d  to  m e a s u r e ,
w eig h,  r e g ula t e  t r a n s ac tions,  to  e q u alize  t h e  con di tions
of labor, to  look for  t h e  level of p rofit s—coloss al
t a sk,  w ell s ui t e d  to  give  g r e a t  e n t e r t ain m e n t s,  a n d
hig h  influe nc e  to  t hos e  w ho  u n d e r t ak e  it.
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H e r e  in N e w  York a r e  a  million  of h u m a n  b eings  w ho
wo uld  all die  wi thin  a  few d ays,  if t h e  a b u n d a n t  p rovisioning
of n a t u r e  w e r e  no t  flowing  tow a r d s  t his  g r e a t  m e t ro polis.

Im a gin a tion  t ak es  frigh t  in t h e  effor t  to  a p p r e cia t e
t h e  im m e n s e  m ul tiplicity of a r ticles  w hich  m u s t  c ros s
t h e  Bay, t h e  H u d son,  t h e  H a rl e m,  a n d  t h e  E as t  r ive r s,
to-m o r row, if t h e  lives  of it s  inh a bi t a n t s  a r e  no t
to  b e co m e  t h e  p r ey  of fa min e,  r io t,  a n d  pillag e .  
Yet, a s  w e  w ri t e ,  a ll a r e  sle e pin g; a n d  t h ei r  q uie t
slu m b e r s  a r e  no t  dis t u r b e d  for  a  m o m e n t  by  t h e  t ho u g h t
of so  frigh tful a  p e r s p e c tive.   O n  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d,
for ty-five  S t a t e s  a n d  Ter ri to rie s  h av e  wo rk e d  to-d ay,
wi tho u t  conc e r t ,  wi thou t  m u t u al  u n d e r s t a n din g,  to  p rovision
N e w  York.  Ho w  is it  t h a t  eve ry d ay b rin gs  in  w h a t
is n e e d e d,  n ei th e r  m o r e  no r  les s,  to  t his  gig a n tic
m a r k e t?   Wh a t  is t h e  in t ellige n t  a n d  s e c r e t  pow e r
w hich  p r e sid es  ove r  t h e  a s tonishing  r e g ula ri ty of
m ove m e n t s  so  co m plica t e d—a  r e g ula ri ty in
w hich  e a c h  on e  h a s  a  fai t h  so  u n do u b ting,  t hou g h  co mfor t
a n d  life  a r e  a t  s t ak e.

This  pow e r  is a n  absolu t e  principle , t h e  p rinciple
of fre e do m  of op e r a tion,  t h e  p rinciple  of fr e e  co n d uc t .

We h ave  fai th  in  t h a t  inn a t e  ligh t  w hich  P rovide nc e
h a s  pl ac e d  in  t h e  h e a r t s  of all m e n ,  to  w hich  h e  h a s
confide d  t h e  p r e s e rva tion  a n d  imp rove m e n t  of ou r  r a c e- in t er e s t
(sinc e  w e  m u s t  c all i t by  it s  n a m e), w hich  is so  a c tive,
so  vigilan t ,  so  p rovide n t ,  w h e n  it s  a c tion  is fr e e .  
Wh a t  would  b e co m e  of you, inh a bi t a n t s  of N e w  York,
if a  Cong r e s sion al  m ajori ty s ho uld  t ak e  a  fancy to
s u b s ti t u t e  for  t his  pow e r  t h e  co m bin a tions  of t h ei r
g e nius,  ho w eve r  s u p e rio r  it m ay  b e  s u p pos e d  to  b e;
if t h ey  im a gin e d  t h ey could  s u b mi t  t his  p ro digious
m e c h a nis m  to  it s  s u p r e m e  di r e c tion,  u ni t e  all it s  r e so u rc es
in t h ei r  ow n  h a n d s,  a n d  d ecid e  w h e n,  w h e r e ,  how, a n d
on  w h a t  con di tions  eve ry t hing  s hould  b e  p ro d uc e d,
t r a n s po r t e d,  exc h a n g e d,  a n d  cons u m e d?   Ah! t ho u g h
t h e r e  m ay b e  m u c h  s uffe ring  wi thin  you r  bo u n ds,  t ho u g h
mis e ry, d e s p air, a n d  p e r h a p s  h u n g ry  exh a u s tion  m ay
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c a u s e  m o r e  t e a r s  to  flow t h a n  you r  a r d e n t  c h a ri ty
c a n  d ry, it  is p ro b a ble,  i t is c e r t ain,  w e  d a r e  to
affir m,  t h a t  t h e  a r bi t r a ry in t e rve n tion  of gove r n m e n t
wo uld  m ul tiply t h e s e  s uffe rin gs  infini t ely, a n d  wo uld
ex t e n d  to  you all, t hos e  evils w hich  a t  p r e s e n t  a r e
confine d  to  a  s m all po r tion  of you r  n u m b er.

We all h ave  fai th  in t his  p rinciple  w h e r e  ou r  in t e r n al
t r a n s a c tions  a r e  conc e r n e d;  w hy s hould  w e  no t  h ave
fai th  in t h e  s a m e  p rinciple  a p plied  to  ou r  in t e r n a tion al
op e r a tions,  w hich  a r e ,  a s s u r e dly, les s  n u m e ro us,  les s
d elica t e ,  a n d  les s  co m plica t e d.   And if it  is no t
n ec es s a ry  t h a t  t h e  M ayor  a n d  Co m m o n  Cou ncil of N e w
York s ho uld  r e g ula t e  ou r  ind us t ri e s,  w eig h  ou r  ch a n g e,
ou r  p rofit s,  a n d  ou r  loss e s,  occ u py t h e m s elves  wi th
t h e  r e g ula tion  of p rice s,  e q u alize  t h e  con ditions
of ou r  labo r  in in t e r n al co m m e r c e—w hy is
it  n e c e s s a ry t h a t  t h e  c us to m-ho us e,  p roc e e din g  on
its  fiscal mi ssion,  s hould  p r e t e n d  to  exe rcise  p ro t e c tive
a c tion  u po n  ou r  ex t e rio r  co m m e r c e?
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CHAPTER XIX.

NATIONAL INDEPE NDE NCE.

Among  t h e  a r g u m e n t s  w hich  a r e  conside r e d  of w eig h t
in favor  of t h e  r e s t ric tion  sys t e m,  w e  m u s t  no t  forg e t
t h a t  d r a w n  fro m  n a tion al  ind e p e n d e n c e.

“Wh a t  s h all w e  do  in c a s e  of w ar,” s ay
t h ey, “if w e  h ave  pl ac e d  ou r s elves  a t  t h e  m e r cy
of Gr e a t  Bri t ain  for  i ron  a n d  coal?”

E n glish  m o nopolis t s  did  no t  fail on  t h ei r  sid e  to
exclaim, w h e n  t h e  co r n-laws  w e r e  r e p e al e d,  “Wh a t
will b e co m e  of Gre a t  Bri t ain  in ti m e  of w a r  if s h e
d e p e n d s  on  t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s  for  food?”

On e  t hin g  t h ey  fail to  obs e rve:   i t is t h a t  t hi s
so r t  of d e p e n d e n c e,  w hich  r e s ul t s  fro m  exch a n g e,  fro m
co m m e rcial op e r a tions,  is a  reciprocal  d e p e n d e n c e.  
We c a n no t  d e p e n d  on  t h e  for eign e r  u nle s s  t h e  for eign e r
d e p e n d s  on  u s .   This is t h e  ve ry e s s e n c e  of socie ty . 
We do  no t  pl ac e  ou r s elves  in a  s t a t e  of inde p e n d e n c e
by b r e a kin g  n a t u r al  r el a tions,  b u t  in a  s t a t e  of isola tion.

Re m a r k  al so:  w e  isola t e  ou r s elves  in t h e  a n ticip a tion
of w a r;  b u t  t h e  ve ry a c t  of isola tion  is t h e  co m m e n c e m e n t
of w ar.  I t  r e n d e r s  i t m o r e  e a sy, les s  b u r d e n so m e,
t h e r efo r e  les s  u n pop ular.  Let  n a tions  b e co m e
p e r m a n e n t  r e cipie n t  cu s to m e r s  e a c h  of t h e  o t h er, le t
t h e  in t e r r u p tion  of t h ei r  r el a tions  inflic t  u po n  t h e m
t h e  do u ble  s uffe rin g  of p riva tion  a n d  s u rfei t,  a n d
t h ey will no  long e r  r e q ui r e  t h e  pow e rful n avie s  w hich
r uin  t h e m,  t h e  g r e a t  a r mi es  w hich  c r u s h  t h e m;  t h e  p e a c e
of t h e  wo rld  will no  long e r  b e  co m p ro mis e d  by t h e
c a p rice  of a  N a poleon  o r  of a  Bis m a r ck,  a n d  w a r  will
dis a p p e a r  t h ro u g h  lack  of alim e n t ,  r e sou rc es ,  m o tive,
p r e t ext ,  a n d  po p ula r  sy m p a t hy.

We know w ell t h a t  w e  s h all b e  r e p ro a c h e d  (in  t h e  c a n t
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of t h e  d ay) for  p roposing  in t e r e s t ,  vile  a n d  p ros aic
in t e r e s t ,  a s  a  foun d a tion  for  t h e  fra t e r ni ty of n a tions.  
I t  would  b e  p r efe r r e d  t h a t  it s ho uld  h ave  it s  foun d a tion
in c h a ri ty, in love,  eve n  in s elf-r e n u n cia tion,  a n d
t h a t ,  d e m olishing  t h e  m a t e ri al co mfo r t  of m a n,  it
s ho uld  h ave  t h e  m e ri t  of a  g e n e ro us  s ac rifice.

Whe n  s h all w e  h ave  do n e  wi th  s uc h  p u e rile  t alk? 
Whe n  s h all w e  b a nis h  c h a rl a t a n ry  fro m  scie nc e?  
Whe n  s h all w e  ce a s e  to  m a nifes t  t his  dis g us tin g  con t r a dic tion
b e t w e e n  ou r  w ri tings  a n d  ou r  con d u c t?   We hoo t
a t  a n d  s pi t  u po n  in t er e s t , t h a t  is to  s ay, t h e
u s eful, t h e  ri gh t  (for  to  s ay t h a t  all n a tions  a r e
in t e r e s t e d  in a  t hing,  is to  s ay t h a t  t h a t  t hin g  is
good  in i t s elf), a s  if in t e r e s t  w e r e  no t  t h e  n ec es s a ry,
e t e r n al, inde s t r u c tible  ins t r u m e n t  to  w hich  P rovide nc e
h a s  in t r u s t e d  h u m a n  p e rfec tibili ty.  Would  no t
on e  s u p pos e  u s  all a n g els  of di sin t e r e s t e d n e s s?  
And is i t s u p pos e d  t h a t  t h e  p u blic  do e s  no t  s e e  wi t h
dis g us t  t h a t  t hi s  affec t e d  lang u a g e  bl ack e n s  p r e cis ely
t hos e  p a g e s  for  w hich  it  is co m p elled  to  p ay hig h e s t?  
Affec t a tion  is t r uly t h e  m ala dy of t his  a g e .
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Wh a t!  b e c a u s e  co mfor t  a n d  p e ac e  a r e  co r r el a tive  t hings;
b ec a u s e  it  h a s  pl e a s e d  God  to  e s t a blish  t hi s  b e a u tiful
h a r m o ny in t h e  m o r al  wo rld; you  a r e  no t  willing  t h a t
w e  s ho uld  a d mi r e  a n d  a do r e  His  p rovide nc e,  a n d  a cc e p t
wi th  g r a ti t u d e  laws  w hich  m a k e  jus tic e  t h e  co n di tion
of h a p pin es s .   You wis h  p e a c e  only so  fa r  a s  it
is d e s t r uc tive  to  co mfor t;  a n d  libe r ty b u r d e n s  you
b ec a u s e  it  im pos e s  no  s ac rifices  on  you.  If s elf-r e n u ncia tion
h a s  so  m a ny clai ms  for  you, w ho  p r eve n t s  you r  c a r rying
it  in to  p riva t e  life?  Socie ty will b e  g r a t eful
to  you  for  it, for  so m e  on e,  a t  le a s t ,  will r e c eive
t h e  b e n efi t  of it; b u t  to  wish  to  impos e  it on  h u m a ni ty
a s  a  p rinciple  is t h e  h eig h t  of a b s u r di ty, for  t h e
a b n e g a tion  of eve ry thing  is t h e  s ac rifice  of eve ry t hing—it
is evil s e t  u p  in t h eo ry.

But,  t h a nk  H e ave n,  m e n  m ay  w ri t e  a n d  r e a d  a  g r e a t
d e al  of s uc h  t alk, wi thou t  c a u sing  t h e  wo rld  to  r ef r ain
on  t h a t  a c cou n t  fro m  r e n d e rin g  ob e die nc e  to  i ts  m o tive-pow er,
w hich  is, w h e t h e r  t h ey  will o r  no,  in t er e s t . 
Afte r  all, it  is sing ula r  e no u g h  to  s e e  s e n tim e n t s
of t h e  m o s t  s u blim e  a b n e g a tion  invoke d  in favor  of
plu n d e r  it s elf.  Jus t  s e e  to  w h a t  t his  os t e n t a tious
disin t e r e s t e d n e s s  t e n d s .   Thes e  m e n,  so  po e tically
d elica t e  t h a t  t h ey  do  no t  wish  for  p e a c e  it s elf, if
it  is foun d e d  on  t h e  b a s e  in t e r e s t  of m e n ,  p u t  t h ei r
h a n d s  in  t h e  pocke t s  of o th e r s ,  a n d,  a bove  all, of
t h e  poo r; for  w h a t  s e c tion  of t h e  t a riff p ro t e c t s
t h e  poo r?

Well, g e n tl e m e n,  dis pos e  a cco r ding  to  you r  ow n  judg m e n t
of w h a t  b elon gs  to  you r s elves,  b u t  allow u s  also  to
dis pos e  of t h e  frui t  of t h e  s w e a t  of ou r  b ro w s,  to
av ail ou r s elves  of exch a n g e  a t  ou r  ow n  pl e a s u r e .  
Talk a w ay a bo u t  s elf-r e n u n cia tion,  for  t h a t  is b e a u tiful;
b u t  a t  t h e  s a m e  tim e  p r a c tic e  a  lit tle  ho n e s ty.
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CHAPTER XX.

H U MAN LABOR—NATIONAL LABOR.

To b r e ak  m a c hin e s,  to  r ej ec t  for eign  m e r c h a n dis e—a r e
t wo  a c t s  p roc e e din g  fro m  t h e  s a m e  doc t rine .

We s e e  m e n  w ho  cla p  t h ei r  h a n d s  w h e n  a  g r e a t  inve n tion
is m a d e  know n  to  t h e  wo rld,  w ho  n eve r t h el e s s  a d h e r e
to  t h e  p ro t e c tive  sys t e m.   S uc h  m e n  a r e  hig hly
inconsis t e n t .

With  w h a t  do  t h ey u p b r aid  fre e do m  of co m m e r c e?  
With  g e t ting  for eig n e r s  m o r e  skilful o r  b e t t e r  si t u a t e d
t h a n  ou r s elves  to  p ro d uc e  a r ticles,  w hic h,  b u t  for
t h e m,  w e  s hould  p ro d uc e  ou r s elves.   In  on e  wor d,
t h ey  a cc u s e  u s  of d a m a gin g  n a tion al  labor.

Mig h t  t h ey no t  a s  w ell r e p ro ac h  m a c hin es  for  a cco m plis hing,
by n a t u r al  a g e n t s,  wo rk  w hich,  wi t ho u t  t h e m,  w e  could
p e rfo r m  wi th  ou r  ow n  a r m s,  a n d,  in  cons e q u e n c e,  d a m a ging
h u m a n  labo r?

The  for eig n  wo rk m a n  w ho  is m o r e  favor a bly si t u a t e d
t h a n  t h e  Ame ric a n  labo r er, is, in r e s p e c t  to  t h e  la t t er,
a  ve ri t a ble  e co no mic  m a c hin e,  w hich  inju r e s  hi m  by
co m p e ti tion.   In  t h e  s a m e  m a n n er, a  m a c hin e  w hic h
exec u t e s  a  piec e  of wo rk  a t  a  less  p rice  t h a n  c a n  b e
do n e  by a  c e r t ain  n u m b e r  of a r m s,  is, r el a tively to
t hos e  a r m s,  a  t r u e  co m p e ting  for eign er, w ho  p a r alyzes
t h e m  by his  r ival ry.
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If, t h e n,  it  is n e e dful to  p ro t e c t  n a tion al labo r
a g ain s t  t h e  co m p e ti tion  of for eign  labor, it is no t
les s  so,  to  p ro t ec t  h u m a n  labo r  a g ains t  t h e  r ival ry
of m e c h a nical labor.

So, h e  w ho  a d h e r e s  to  t h e  p ro t ec tive  policy, if h e
h a s  b u t  a  s m all a m o u n t  of logic in hi s  b r ain,  m u s t
no t  s top  w h e n  h e  h a s  p ro hibi t e d  for eign  p ro d uc t s;
h e  m u s t  fa r t h e r  p ros c ribe  t h e  s h u t tl e  a n d  t h e  plou g h.

And t h a t  is t h e  r e a so n  w hy w e  p r efe r  t h e  logic of
t hos e  m e n  w ho, d ecl ai min g  a g ains t  t h e  invasion  of
exo tic  m e r c h a n dis e ,  h av e,  a t  le as t ,  t h e  cou r a g e  to
d eclai m a s  w ell a g ains t  t h e  exc es s  of p rod uc tion  d u e
to  t h e  inve n tive  pow e r  of t h e  h u m a n  min d.

H e a r  s uc h  a  Cons e rva tive:—“One  of
t h e  s t ro n g e s t  a r g u m e n t s  a g ains t  libe r ty of co m m e r c e,
a n d  t h e  too  g r e a t  e m ploym e n t  of m a c hin e s,  is, t h a t
ve ry m a ny wo rk m e n  a r e  d e p rive d  of wo rk,  ei t h e r  by  for eign
co m p e ti tion,  w hich  is d e s t r uc tive  to  t h ei r  m a n ufac t u r e s ,
o r  by  m a c hin e s,  w hich  t ak e  t h e  plac e  of m e n  in t h e
wo rks hop s.”

This  g e n tle m a n  p e rfec tly s e e s  t h e  a n alogy, o r  r a t h er,
le t  u s  s ay, t h e  ide n ti ty, exis ting  b e t w e e n  impo r t a tions
a n d  m a c hin e s;  t h a t  is t h e  r e a so n  h e  p rosc ribe s  bo t h:  
a n d  t r uly t h e r e  is so m e  pl e a s u r e  in h aving  to  do  wi th
r e a sonings ,  w hic h,  eve n  in  e r ror, p u r s u e  a n  a r g u m e n t
to  t h e  e n d.

Le t  u s  look a t  t h e  difficul ty in t h e  w ay of it s  sou n d n e s s.

If it  b e  t r u e ,  a priori , t h a t  t h e  do m ain  of
inv e n tion  a n d  t h a t  of labo r  c a n no t  b e  ex t e n d e d,
exc e p t  a t  t h e  exp e n s e  of on e  o r  t h e  o t h er, it is in
t h e  pl ac e  w h e r e  t h e r e  a r e  m o s t  m a c hin es ,  La nc a s t e r
o r  Low ell, for  ex a m ple,  t h a t  w e  s h all m e e t  wi th  t h e
few e s t  w or k m e n .  And if, on  t h e  con t r a ry,
w e  p rove  a fac t , t h a t  m e c h a nic al a n d  h a n d  wo rk
co-exis t  in a  g r e a t e r  d e g r e e  a m o n g  w e al thy n a tions
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t h a n  a m o n g  s ava g e s,  w e  m u s t  n e c e s s a rily conclud e  t h a t
t h e s e  two  po w e r s  do  no t  exclud e  e a c h  o t h er.

I t  is no t  e a sy to  explain  how  a  t hinking  b ein g  c a n
t a s t e  r e pos e  in p r e s e nc e  of t his  dile m m a:  

Ei th e r—“The  inven tions  of m a n  do
no t  inju r e  labor, a s  g e n e r al  fac t s  a t t e s t ,  sinc e  t h e r e
a r e  m o r e  of bo t h  a m o n g  t h e  E n glish  a n d  Ame ric a ns  t h a n
a m o n g  t h e  Ho t t e n to t s  a n d  Ch e rok e e s .   In  t h a t  c a s e
I h ave  m a d e  a  fals e  r e ckonin g,  t ho u g h  I know  n ei th e r
w h e r e  no r  w h e n  I go t  a s t r ay.  I s ho uld  co m mit
t h e  c ri m e  of t r e a so n  to  h u m a ni ty if I s hould  in t ro d uc e
my  e r ro r  in to  t h e  legisla tion  of my  cou n t ry.”

Or  els e—“The  discove rie s  of t h e  mi nd
limit  t h e  wo rk  of t h e  a r m s,  a s  so m e  p a r ticula r  fac t s
s e e m  to  indica t e;  for  I s e e  d aily a  m a c hin e  do  t h e
labo r  of fro m  t w e n ty to  a  h u n d r e d  wo rk m e n,  a n d  t h u s
I a m  force d  to  p rove  a  flag r a n t ,  e t e r n al, incu r a ble
a n ti t h e sis  b e t w e e n  t h e  in t ell ec tu al a n d  p hysic al a bili ty
of m a n;  b e t w e e n  his  p ro g r e s s  a n d  his  co mfo r t;  a n d
I c a n no t  forb e a r  s aying  t h a t  t h e  Cr e a to r  of m a n  ou g h t
to  h ave  give n  hi m  ei th e r  r e a son  o r  a r m s,  m o r al forc e,
o r  b r u t al  forc e,  b u t  t h a t  h e  h a s  pl aye d  wit h  hi m  in
confe r rin g  u po n  hi m  opposing  fac ulti es  w hich  d e s t roy
on e  a no t h er.”

The  difficul ty is p r e s sin g.   Do you  know  how  t h ey
g e t  r id  of it?  By t his  sing ula r  a po t h e g m: 
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“In poli tical e cono my t h e r e  a r e  no  a b solu t e
p rinciple s.”

In  in t elligible  a n d  vulg a r  lang u a g e,  t h a t  m e a n s:  
“I do  no t  know w h e r e  is t h e  t r u e  no r  t h e  fals e;
I a m  igno r a n t  of w h a t  cons ti t u t e s  g e n e r al  good  o r
evil; I give  mys elf no  t r ou ble  a bo u t  i t.  The  only
law w hich  I cons e n t  to  r e cog nize,  is t h e  im m e dia t e
effec t  of e a c h  m e a s u r e  u po n  my p e r son al  co mfo r t .”

N o  a b solu t e  p rinciples!   You mig h t  a s  w ell s ay,
t h e r e  a r e  no  a b solu t e  fac t s;  for  p rinciples  a r e  only
t h e  s u m min g  u p  of w ell p rove n  fac t s .

M a c hin es ,  im po r t a tions,  h ave  c e r t ainly cons e q u e nc e s .  
The s e  cons e q u e n c e s  a r e  good  o r  b a d.   On  t his  poin t
t h e r e  m ay b e  diffe r e n c e  of opinion.  Bu t  w hich eve r
of t h e s e  w e  a do p t ,  w e  exp r e s s  i t in on e  of t h e s e  t wo
principles :  “m ac hin e s  a r e  a  b e n efi t,”
o r  “m ac hin es  a r e  a n  evil.”  “Im por t a tions
a r e  favor a ble,” o r  “impor t a tions  a r e  inju rious.” 
But  to  s ay  “th e r e  a r e  no  p rinciples,” is
t h e  low es t  d e g r e e  of a b a s e m e n t  to  w hich  t h e  h u m a n
min d  c a n  d e s c e n d;  a n d  w e  confes s  w e  blu s h  for  ou r
cou n t ry  w h e n  w e  h e a r  so  m o n s t rou s  a  h e r e sy u t t e r e d
in t h e  p r e s e nc e  of t h e  Ame ric a n  p eo ple,  wi th  t h ei r
con s e n t;  t h a t  is to  s ay, in t h e  p r e s e nc e  a n d  wit h
t h e  cons e n t  of t h e  g r e a t e r  p a r t  of ou r  fellow-ci tize ns,
in  o r d e r  to  jus tify Con g r e s s  for  imposing  laws  on  u s ,
in  p e rfec t  igno r a nc e  of t h e  r e a so ns  for  t h e m  o r  a g ain s t
t h e m.

But  t h e n  w e  s h all b e  told,  “des t roy t h e  sop his m ;
p rove  t h a t  m a c hin e s  do  no t  inju r e  h u m a n  labor ,
no r  impor t a tions  na tional ind us try .”

In  a n  e s s ay  of t his  n a t u r e  s uc h  d e m o n s t r a tions  c a n no t
b e  co m ple t e .   Ou r  ai m  is m o r e  to  p ro pos e  difficul tie s
t h a n  to  solve  t h e m;  to  exci t e  r eflec tion,  t h a n  to
s a tisfy it.  N o  convic tion  of t h e  min d  is w ell
a c q ui r e d,  exc e p ting  t h a t  w hich  it  g ains  by it s  ow n
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labor.  We will t ry, n eve r t h el e s s,  to  pl ac e  it
b efo r e  you.

The  op pon e n t s  of impor t a tions  a n d  m a c hin e s  a r e  mis t ak e n,
b ec a u s e  t h ey judg e  by im m e dia t e  a n d  t r a n si to ry cons e q u e nc e s,
ins t e a d  of looking  a t  g e n e r al  a n d  final on e s.

The  im m e dia t e  effec t  of a n  ing e nious  m a c hin e  is to
e co no mize,  tow a r d s  a  give n  r e s ul t ,  a  c e r t ain  a m o u n t
of h a n d wo rk.  Bu t  i ts  a c tion  do e s  no t  s top  t h e r e:  
ina s m uc h  a s  t his  r e s ul t  is ob t ain e d  wi t h  les s  effor t ,
it  is give n  to  t h e  p u blic for  a  low e r  p rice; a n d  t h e
a m o u n t  of t h e  s avings  t h u s  r e alized  by  all t h e  p u r c h a s e r s ,
e n a ble s  t h e m  to  p roc u r e  o t h e r  g r a tifica tions—t h a t
is to  s ay, to  e n cou r a g e  h a n d wo rk  in g e n e r al, e q u al
in a m o u n t  to  t h a t  s u b t r a c t e d  fro m  t h e  s p ecial h a n d wo rk
la t ely imp rove d  u po n—so t h a t  t h e  level of
wo rk  h a s  no t  fallen,  t hou g h  t h a t  of g r a tifica tion
h a s  ris e n.   Le t  u s  m a k e  t his  con n e c tion  of cons e q u e n c e s
evid e n t  by  a n  exa m ple.
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S u p pos e  t h a t  in  t h e  U ni t e d  S t a t e s  t e n  millions  of
h a t s  a r e  sold  a t  five dolla r s  e a c h:   t his  affor ds
to  t h e  h a t t e r s’ t r a d e  a n  inco m e  of fifty millions.  
A m a c hin e  is inve n t e d  w hich  allows  h a t s  to  b e  affo rd e d
a t  t h r e e  dolla r s  e a c h.   The  r e c eip t s  a r e  r e d uc e d
to  t hi r ty millions,  a d mi t ting  t h a t  t h e  cons u m p tion
do es  no t  inc r e a s e .   Bu t ,  for  all t h a t ,  t h e  o t h e r
t w e n ty millions  a r e  no t  s u b t r a c t e d  fro m  h u m a n  labor . 
Econo mized  by t h e  p u rc h a s e r s  of h a t s,  t h ey  will s e rve
t h e m  in s a tisfying  o t h e r  n e e d s,  a n d  by cons e q u e n c e
will, to  t h a t  a m o u n t,  r e m u n e r a t e  collec tive  indu s t ry. 
With  t h e s e  two  dolla r s  s ave d,  John  will p u r c h a s e  a
p ai r  of s ho e s,  Jam e s  a  book, Willia m  a  piec e  of fu r ni t u r e,
e t c .  H u m a n  labor, in t h e  g e n e r al, will t h u s
con tinu e  to  b e  e nco u r a g e d  to  t h e  a m o u n t  of fifty millions;
b u t  t his  s u m,  b e sid e  giving  t h e  s a m e  n u m b e r  of h a t s
a s  b efo r e,  will a d d  t h e  g r a tifica tions  ob t ain e d  by
t h e  t w e n ty millions  w hich  t h e  m a c hin e  h a s  s p a r e d.  
The s e  g r a tifica tions  a r e  t h e  n e t  p ro d u c t s  w hich  Ame ric a
h a s  g ain e d  by t h e  inve n tion.   I t  is a  g r a t ui tous
gift,  a  t ax, w hich  t h e  g e niu s  of m a n  h a s  impos e d  on
N a t u r e .   We do  no t  d e ny t h a t ,  in  t h e  cou r s e  of
t h e  ch a n g e,  a  c e r t ain  a m o u n t  of labo r  m ay h ave  b e e n
dis plac e d ; b u t  w e  c a n no t  a g r e e  t h a t  it  h a s
b e e n  d e s t roye d,  o r  eve n  di minis h e d.   The  s a m e  holds
t r u e  of impor t a tions.

We will r e s u m e  t h e  hypo t h e sis.  Ame ric a  m a k es
t e n  millions  of h a t s,  of w hich  t h e  p rice  w a s  five
dolla r s  e a c h.   The  for eig n e r  inva d e d  ou r  m a rk e t
in fu rnishin g  u s  wit h  h a t s  a t  t h r e e  dolla r s .   We
s ay t h a t  n a tion al labo r  will b e  no t  a t  all di minish e d.  
For  it will h ave  to  p rod uc e  to  t h e  a m o u n t  of t hi r ty
millions,  in o rd e r  to  p ay for  t e n  millions  of h a t s
a t  t h r e e  dolla r s.   And t h e n  t h e r e  will r e m ain  to
e a c h  p u r c h a s e r  t wo  dolla r s  s ave d  on  e a c h  h a t ,  o r  a
to t al  of t w e n ty millions,  w hich  will co m p e n s a t e  for
o th e r  e njoym e n t s;  t h a t  is to  s ay, for  o th e r  wo rk.  
So  t h e  to t al  of labo r  r e m ains  w h a t  it  w a s;  a n d  t h e
s u p ple m e n t a ry  e njoym e n t s,  r e p r e s e n t e d  by t w e n ty millions
e co no mize d  on  t h e  h a t s ,  will for m  t h e  n e t  p rofit  of
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t h e  impo r t a tions,  o r  of fr e e  t r a d e .

N o  on e  n e e d  a t t e m p t  to  ho r rify u s  by a  pic t u r e  of
t h e  s uffe rings,  w hich,  in t his  hypo t h e sis, will a cco m p a ny
t h e  dis plac e m e n t  of labor.  For  if p ro hibi tion
h a d  n ev e r  exis t e d,  labo r  wo uld  h ave  cl as s e d  it s elf
in  a cco r d a nc e  wi th  t h e  law of exch a n g e,  a n d  no  di spl ac e m e n t
wo uld  h ave  t ak e n  pl ac e .   If, on  t h e  con t r a ry,
p ro hibi tion  h a s  b ro u g h t  in a n  a r tificial a n d  u n p ro d uc tive
kind  of wo rk,  it  is p ro hibi tion,  a n d  no t  fr e e  t r a d e ,
w hich  is r e s po nsible  for  t h e  inevit a ble  dis plac e m e n t ,
in  t h e  t r a n si tion  fro m  w ro n g  to  rig h t .

U nless ,  ind e e d,  it  s hould  b e  con t e n d e d  t h a t ,  b e c a u s e
a n  a b u s e  c a n no t  b e  d e s t roye d  wi thou t  h u r ting  t hos e
w ho  p rofit  by it, it s  exis t e nc e  for  a  single  m o m e n t
is r e a son  e no u g h  w hy it s ho uld  e n d u r e  for ever.

CHAPTER XXI.

RAW MATERIAL.

It  is s aid  t h a t  t h e  m os t  a dv a n t a g eo u s  co m m e r c e  consis t s
in  t h e  exch a n g e  of m a n ufac t u r e d  goods  for  r a w  m a t e ri al,
b ec a u s e  t his  r a w  m a t e ri al  is a  s p u r  to  na tional
labor .
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And t h e n  t h e  conclusion  is d r a w n,  t h a t  t h e  b e s t  c u s to m-ho us e
r e g ul a tion  would  b e  t h a t  w hich  s ho uld  give  t h e  u t m os t
pos sible  facili ty to  t h e  e n t ry of ra w  m a t erial,
a n d  oppos e  t h e  g r e a t e s t  obs t acle s  to  a r ticle s  w hich
h ave  r ec eived  t h ei r  fir s t  m a nip ula tion  by  labor.

N o  sop his m  of poli tical e co no my is m o r e  wid ely s p r e a d
t h a n  t h e  for e going.   I t  s u p po r t s  no t  only t h e
p ro t e c tionis t s ,  b u t ,  m u c h  m o r e,  a n d  a bove  all, t h e
p r e t e n d e d  libe r alis t s.   This is to  b e  r e g r e t t e d;
for  t h e  wor s t  w hich  c a n  h a p p e n  to  a  good  c a u s e  is
no t  to  b e  s eve r ely a t t a ck e d,  b u t  to  b e  b a dly d efe n d e d.

Co m m e r cial fr e e do m  will p ro b a bly h ave  t h e  fa t e  of
all fr e e do m; it will no t  b e  in t ro d uc e d  in to  ou r  laws
u n til af t e r  it h a s  t ak e n  pos s e ssion  of ou r  min ds.  
Bu t  if i t b e  t r u e  t h a t  a  r efo r m  m u s t  b e  g e n e r ally
u n d e r s tood, in o r d e r  t h a t  it m ay  b e  solidly e s t a blish e d,
it  follows  t h a t  no t hin g  c a n  r e t a r d  it  so  m u c h  a s  t h a t
w hich  misle a d s  p u blic  opinion; a n d  w h a t  is m o r e  likely
to  misle a d  it t h a n  t hos e  w ri tings  w hich  s e e m  to  favor
fre e do m  by u p holding  t h e  doc t rin es  of m o nopoly?

S eve r al  ye a r s  a go,  t h r e e  la rg e  ci ties  of F r a n c e—Lyons,
Bord e a ux, a n d  H avr e—w e r e  g r e a tly a gi t a t e d
a g ain s t  t h e  r e s t ric tive  policy.  The  n a tion,  a n d
ind e e d  all E u ro p e,  w a s  m ove d  a t  s e eing  a  b a n n e r  r ais e d,
w hich  t h ey  s u p pos e d  to  b e  t h a t  of fr e e  t r a d e .  
Alas! it  w a s  s till t h e  b a n n e r  of m o nopoly; of a  m o nopoly
a  li t tl e  m o r e  nigg a r dly, a n d  a  g r e a t  d e al  m o r e  a b s u r d,
t h a n  t h a t  w hich  t h ey  a p p e a r e d  to  wish  to  ove r t u r n.  
Owing  to  t h e  so p his m  w hich  w e  a r e  a bo u t  to  u nveil,
t h e  p e ti tion e r s  m e r ely r e p ro d uc e d  t h e  doc t rin e  of
pro t ec tion  to  na tional labor , a d ding  to  it,
how ever, a no t h e r  folly.

Wh a t  is, in effec t,  t h e  p ro hibi tive  sys t e m?   Le t
u s  lis t e n  to  t h e  p ro t ec tionis t:   “Labo r
con s ti t u t e s  t h e  w e al th  of a  p eo ple,  b e c a u s e  it a lon e
c r e a t e s  t hos e  m a t e ri al t hin gs  w hich  ou r  n e c e ssi ti es
d e m a n d,  a n d  b e c a u s e  g e n e r al  co mfo r t  d e p e n d s  u po n  t h e s e.”
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This  is t h e  p rinciple.

“But  t his  a b u n d a n c e  m u s t  b e  t h e  p ro d uc t  of na tional
labor .  S ho uld  it b e  t h e  p rod uc t  of for eign
labor, n a tion al  labo r  wo uld  s top  a t  onc e .”

This  is t h e  mi s t ak e .  (S e e  t h e  clos e  of t h e  las t  c h a p t er.)

“Wh a t  s h all b e  do n e,  t h e n ,  in a n  a g ricul tu r al
a n d  m a n ufac t u rin g  cou n t ry?”

This  is t h e  q u e s tion.

“Res t ric t  it s  m a rk e t  to  t h e  p ro d u c t s  of it s
ow n  soil, a n d  it s  ow n  indu s t ry.”

This  is t h e  e n d  p ro pos e d.

“And for  t his  e n d,  r e s t r ain  by  p ro hibi tive  d u tie s
t h e  e n t r a n c e  of t h e  p ro d u c t s  of t h e  indus t ry of o t h e r
n a tions.”

The s e  a r e  t h e  m e a n s.

Le t  u s  r econcile  wi th  t his  sys t e m  t h a t  of t h e  p e ti tion
fro m  Bord e a ux.

It  divide d  m e r c h a n dis e  in to  t h r e e  clas s e s:  

“The  fir s t  includ es  a r ticle s  of food, a n d  ra w
m a t erial fr e e  fro m  all h u m a n  labor.  A  wi s e  e co no m y
w o uld  req uire  t ha t  t his  class  s hould  no t  b e  tax e d .”

H e r e  t h e r e  is no  labo r;  cons e q u e n tly no  p ro t ec tion.

“The  s eco n d  is co m pos e d  of a r ticle s  w hich  h ave
u n d e r go n e  so m e  pr e para tion .  This  p r e p a r a tion
w a r r a n t s  u s  in  c harging  it  wi t h  so m e  tax .”
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H e r e  p ro t e c tion  co m m e n c e s,  b e c a u s e ,  a cco r din g  to  t h e
p e ti tione r s ,  national labor  co m m e n c e s .

“The  t hi r d  co m p ri s e s  p e rfec t e d  a r ticles  w hich
c a n  in no  w ay s e rve  n a tion al labo r;  w e  conside r  t h e s e
t h e  m o s t  t axa ble.”

H e r e ,  labor, a n d  wi th  it  p ro t e c tion,  r e a c h  t h ei r  m axim u m.

The  p e ti tion e r s  a s s e r t  t h a t  for eign  labo r  inju r e s
n a tion al labo r;  t his  is t h e  error  of t h e  p ro hibi tive
sc hool.

They d e m a n d e d  t h a t  t h e  F r e n c h  m a rk e t  s ho uld  b e  r e s t ric t e d
to  F r e n c h  labor ; t his  is t h e  e n d  of
t h e  p ro hibi tive  sys t e m.

They insis t e d  t h a t  for eign  labo r  s hould  b e  s u bjec t
to  r e s t ric tion  a n d  t axa tion;  t h e s e  a r e  t h e  m e a n s
of t h e  p ro hibi tive  sys t e m.

Wh a t  diffe r e nc e,  t h e n,  is it  possible  to  discove r
b e t w e e n  t h e  p e ti tion e r s  of Bord e a ux a n d  t h e  a dvoc a t e
of Ame rica n  r e s t ric tion?   On e  alon e:   t h e
g r e a t e r  o r  less  ex t e n t  give n  to  t h e  wo r d  labor .

The  p ro t e c tionis t  ex t e n d s  it  to  ev e ry thing—so
h e  wish e s  to  pro t ec t  eve ry thing.

“Labo r  cons ti t u t e s  all t h e  w e al t h  of
a  p eo ple,” s ays  h e;  “to p ro t e c t  n a tion al
ind us t ry, all n a tion al  indus t ry, m a n ufac t u ring
ind us t ry, all m a n ufac t u rin g  indu s t ry, is t h e
ide a  w hich  s ho uld  alw ays  b e  ke p t  b efo r e  t h e  p eo ple.” 
The  p e ti tion e r s  s a w  no  labo r  exc e p tin g  t h a t  of m a n ufac t u r e r s;
so  t h ey  wo uld  a d mi t  t h a t  alon e  to  t h e  favors  of p ro t ec tion.  
They s aid: 

“Ra w  m a t e ri al  is d e void  of  all h u m a n  labor . 
For  t h a t  r e a so n  w e  s ho uld  no t  t ax it.  Fa b ric a t e d
a r t icles  c a n  no  long e r  occ u py n a tion al labor. 
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We conside r  t h e m  t h e  m os t  t axa ble.”

We a r e  no t  inqui ring  w h e t h e r  p ro t e c tion  to  n a t ion al
labo r  is r e a so n a ble.   The  p ro t ec tionis t  a n d  t h e
Bord elais  a g r e e  u po n  t his  poin t,  a n d  w e,  a s  h a s  b e e n
s e e n  in t h e  p r e c e din g  c h a p t e r s,  diffe r  fro m  bo t h.

The  q u e s tion  is to  a s c e r t ain  w hich  of t h e  t wo—t h e
p ro t e c tionis t s  o r  t h e  r a w-m a t e ri alis t s  of Bord e a ux—give
its  jus t  a cc e p t a tion  to  t h e  wo r d  “labor.”

N ow, u po n  t his  g ro u n d,  it  m u s t  b e  s aid,  t h e  p ro t ec tionis t
is, by all odd s,  r ig h t;  for  obs e rve  t h e  di alogu e  w hich
mig h t  t a k e  plac e  b e t w e e n  t h e m:  

The  PROTECTIONIST:  “You a g r e e  t h a t  n a tion al
labo r  ou g h t  to  b e  p ro t e c t e d.   You a g r e e  t h a t  no
foreign  labo r  c a n  b e  in t ro d uc e d  in to  ou r  m a rk e t  wi thou t
d e s t roying  t h e r ein  a n  e q u al  a m o u n t  of ou r  n a tion al
labor.  Yet you  a s s e r t  t h a t  t h e r e  is a  hos t  of
m e r c h a n dis e  poss e s s e d  of valu e  (since  it  s ells),
w hich  is, ho w ever, fr e e  fro m  h u m a n  labor . 
And, a m o n g  o th e r  t hings,  you  n a m e  w h e a t ,  co r n,  m e a t s,
c a t tl e,  la r d,  s al t ,  iron,  b r a s s ,  le a d,  coal, wool,
fu r s ,  s e e d s ,  e t c .  If you  c a n  p rove  to  m e
t h a t  t h e  valu e  of t h e s e  t hings  is no t  d u e  to  labor,
I will a g r e e  t h a t  i t is u s el e s s  to  p ro t e c t  t h e m.  
But,  a g ain,  if I d e m o n s t r a t e  to  you  t h a t  t h e r e  is
a s  m u c h  labo r  in a  h u n d r e d  dolla r s’ wor t h  of
wool a s  in a  h u n d r e d  dolla r s’ wor t h  of clo th,
you  m u s t  a ck nowle d g e  t h a t  p ro t e c tion  is a s  m u c h  d u e
to  t h e  on e  a s  to  t h e  o t h er.  N ow, w hy is t his
b a g  of wool wo r t h  a  h u n d r e d  dolla r s?   Is  it  no t
b ec a u s e  t h a t  s u m  is t h e  p rice  of p ro d uc tion? 
And is t h e  p rice  of p ro d uc tion  a ny t hing  b u t  t h a t  w hich
it  h a s  b e e n  n e c e s s a ry to  dis t ribu t e  in w a g e s ,  s ala ri es ,
m a n u al  labor, in t e r e s t ,  to  all t h e  wo rk m e n  a n d  c a pi t alis t s
w ho  h ave  conc u r r e d  in p rod ucin g  t h e  a r ticle?”
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The  RAW-MATERIALIST:  “It  is t r u e ,  t h a t
in  r e g a r d  to  wool, you  m ay  b e  rig h t .   But  a  b a g
of w h e a t ,  a n  ingo t  of i ron,  a  q uin t al of co al—a r e
t h ey t h e  p ro d uc e  of labo r?   Did  no t  N a t u r e  c r e a t e
t h e m ?”

The  PROTECTIONIST:  “Withou t  do u b t  N a t u r e
crea t e s  t h e  el e m e n t s  of all t hings;
b u t  it is labo r  w hich  p ro d uc e s  t h ei r  value . 
I w a s  w ro n g  mys elf in s aying  t h a t  labo r  c r e a t e s  m a t e ri al
objec t s,  a n d  t his  faul ty p h r a s e  h a s  led  t h e  w ay to
m a ny  ot h e r  e r ro r s .   I t  do e s  no t  b elon g  to  m a n,
ei t h e r  m a n ufac t u r e r  o r  c ul tiva tor, to  crea t e ,
to  m a k e  so m e t hing  ou t  of no t hin g;  if, by prod uc tion ,
w e  u n d e r s t a n d  cr ea tion , all ou r  labo r s  will
b e  u n p ro d uc tive; t h a t  of m e r c h a n t s  m o r e  so  t h a n  a ny
o th er, exc e p t ,  p e r h a p s ,  t h a t  of law-m a k e r s .   The
fa r m e r  h a s  no  claim  to  h ave  crea t e d  w h e a t ,  b u t
h e  m ay  claim to  h ave  c r e a t e d  it s  valu e : 
h e  h a s  t r a n sfo r m e d  in to  w h e a t  s u bs t a n c es  w hich  in
no  wis e  r e s e m ble d  it,  by his  ow n  labo r  wi t h  t h a t  of
his  ploug h m e n  a n d  r e a p e r s .   Wh a t  m o r e  do e s  t h e
mille r  effec t  w ho  conve r t s  it  in to  flour, t h e  b ak e r
w ho  t u r n s  it in to  b r e a d?   Beca u s e  m a n  m u s t  clo t h e
hi m s elf in  clo th,  a  hos t  of op e r a t ions  is n e c e s s a ry. 
Befor e  t h e  in t e rve n tion  of a ny h u m a n  labor, t h e  t r u e
r a w  m a t e ri als  of t his  p ro d u c t  (clo th) a r e  air, w a t er,
g a s ,  ligh t,  t h e  ch e mic al s u bs t a nc e s  w hich  m u s t  e n t e r
in to  its  co m posi tion.   Thes e  a r e  t r uly t h e  r a w
m a t e ri als  w hich  a r e  u n to uc h e d  by  h u m a n  labor ;
t h e r efo r e ,  t h ey  a r e  of no  valu e , a n d  I do  no t
t hink  of p ro t ec ting  t h e m.   Bu t  a  fir s t  labo r  conve r t s
t h e s e  s u bs t a nc e s  in to  h ay, s t r aw, e t c ., a  s e con d
into  wool, a  t hi r d  in to  t h r e a d,  a  fou r t h  in to clo t h,
a  fifth  in to  clo thin g—w ho  will d a r e  to
s ay t h a t  eve ry  s t e p  in  t his  wo rk  is no t  labor ,
fro m  t h e  fir s t  s t rok e  of t h e  ploug h,  w hich  b e gins ,
to  t h e  las t  s t r ok e  of t h e  n e e dle,  w hich  t e r min a t e s
it?  And b ec a u s e,  in o r d e r  to  s ec u r e  m o r e  c ele ri ty
a n d  p e rfec tion  in t h e  a cco m plish m e n t  of a  d efini t e
wo rk,  s uc h  a s  a  g a r m e n t ,  t h e  labo r s  a r e  divide d  a m o n g
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s eve r al  cla s s e s  of ind us t ry, you  wis h,  by  a n  a r bi t r a ry
dis tinc tion,  t h a t  t h e  o r d e r  of s ucc e s sion  of t h e s e
labo r s  s ho uld  b e  t h e  only r e a so n  for  t h ei r  impo r t a n c e;
so  m u c h  so  t h a t  t h e  fir s t  s h all no t  d e s e rv e  eve n  t h e
n a m e  of labor, a n d  t h a t  t h e  las t  wo rk  p r e-e min e n tly,
s h all alon e  b e  wo r t hy of t h e  favors  of p ro t ec tion!”

The  RAW-MATERIALIST:  “Yes, w e  b e gin  to
s e e  t h a t  w h e a t  no  m o r e  t h a n  wool is e n ti r ely d evoid
of h u m a n  labo r;  b u t ,  a t  le a s t ,  t h e  a g ricul tu ris t  h a s
no t,  like  t h e  m a n ufac t u r er, don e  all by  hi m s elf a n d
his  wo rk m e n;  N a t u r e  aid s  hi m,  a n d  if t h e r e  is labor,
it  is no t  all labo r  in t h e  w h e a t .”

The  PROTECTIONIST:  “But  all it s  valu e
is in t h e  labo r  it h a s  cos t .   I a d mi t  t h a t  N a t u r e
h a s  a s sis t e d  in  t h e  m a t e ri al  for m a tion  of w h e a t .  
I a d mi t  eve n  t h a t  it m ay  b e  exclusively h e r  wo rk;  b u t
confe ss  t h a t  I h av e  con t rolled  it  by my labo r;  a n d
w h e n  I s ell you  so m e  w h e a t ,  obs e rve  t his  w ell: 
t h a t  it is no t  t h e  wo rk  of N a t ur e  for  w hich
I m a k e  you p ay, b u t  m y  o w n ; a n d,  on  you r  s u p posi tion,
m a n ufac t u r e d  a r ticle s  would  b e  no  m o r e  t h e  p ro d uc t
of labo r  t h a n  a g ric ul t u r al on e s.   Does  no t  t h e
m a n ufac t u r er, too,  r ely u po n  N a t u r e  to  s e co n d  hi m? 
Does  h e  no t  av ail hi m s elf of t h e  w eig h t  of t h e  a t m os p h e r e
in aid  of t h e  s t e a m-e n gin e,  a s  I avail mys elf of i ts
h u midi ty in aid  of t h e  ploug h?   Did  h e  c r e a t e
t h e  laws  of g r avit a tion,  of co r r el a tion  of forc es ,
of affiniti es?”

114



Page 65

The  RAW-MATERIALIST:  “Co m e,  le t  t h e  wool
go  too.  Bu t  co al is a s s u r e dly t h e  wo rk,  a n d  t h e
exclusive  wo rk,  of N a t u r e ,  u naide d  b y  any  h u m a n
labor .”

The  PROTECTIONIST:  “Yes, N a t u r e  m a d e  co al,
b u t  labor  m a k e s  it s  valu e.   Coal h a d  no
value  d u rin g  t h e  t hous a n d s  of ye a r s  d u rin g
w hich  it  w a s  hid d e n,  u nk no w n,  a  h u n d r e d  fee t  b elow
t h e  soil.  I t  w a s  n e c e s s a ry to  look for  it  t h e r e—t h a t
is a  labor :  it  w a s  n ec e s s a ry  to  t r a n s po r t
it  to  m a rk e t;  t h a t  is a no t h e r  labor :  a n d
onc e  m o r e ,  t h e  p rice  w hich  you  p ay for  i t in t h e  m a rk e t
is no t hing  els e  t h a n  t h e  r e m u n e r a t ion  for  t h e s e  labo r s
of dig ging  a n d  t r a n s po r t a tion.”

We s e e  t h a t  t h u s  fa r  t h e  p ro t ec tionis t  h a s  all t h e
a dva n t a g e  on  his  side;  t h a t  t h e  valu e  of r a w  m a t e ri al,
a s  w ell a s  t h a t  of m a n ufac t u r e d  m a t e r ial, r e p r e s e n t s
t h e  exp e n s e  of p ro d uc tion,  t h a t  is to  s ay, of labor ;
t h a t  it is impos sible  to  conc eive  of a  m a t e ri al  poss e s s e d
of value  w hile  to t ally u nin d e b t e d  to  h u m a n  labo r;
t h a t  t h e  di s tinc tion  w hic h  t h e  r a w-m a t e ri alis t s  m a k e
is w holly fu tile, in t h eo ry; t h a t ,  a s  a  b a sis  for
a n  u n e q u al  division  of favors , it  wo uld  b e  iniqui tous
in p r a c tice; b ec a u s e  t h e  r e s ul t  wo uld  b e  t h a t  on e-t hi rd
of t h e  p eo ple,  e n g a g e d  in m a n ufac t u r e s ,  wo uld  ob t ain
t h e  s w e e t s  of m o nopoly, for  t h e  r e a so n  t h a t  t h ey p ro d u c e d
b y  labor , w hile  t h e  o t h e r  t wo-t hi rd s,  t h a t
is to  s ay t h e  a g ricul tu ris t s ,  wo uld  b e  a b a n do n e d  to
co m p e ti tion,  u n d e r  p r e t ext  t h a t  t h ey  p ro d uc e d  wi tho u t
labor.

It  will b e  u r g e d  t h a t  it  is of m o r e  a dva n t a g e  to  a
n a tion  to  impor t  t h e  m a t e ri als  c alled  r aw, w h e t h e r
t h ey a r e  o r  a r e  no t  t h e  p ro d uc t  of labor, a n d  to  expo r t
m a n ufac t u r e d  a r ticle s.

This  is a  s t r on gly a cc r e di t e d  opinion.

“The  m o r e  a b u n d a n t  r a w  m a t e ri als  a r e ,”

115



s aid  t h e  p e ti tion  fro m  Bord e a ux, “th e  m o r e  m a n ufac to rie s
a r e  m ul tiplied  a n d  ex te n d e d.”  I t  s aid  a g ain,
t h a t  “r a w  m a t e ri al op e n s  a n  u nlimi t e d  field of
labo r  to  t h e  inh a bi t a n t s  of t h e  cou n t ry  fro m  w hich
it  is impor t e d .”

“Ra w  m a t e ri al,” s aid  t h e  o t h e r  p e ti tion,
t h a t  fro m  H avr e ,  “bein g  t h e  alim e n t  of labor,
m u s t  b e  s u b mi t t e d  to  a  dif f er e n t  sy s t e m , a n d
a d mi t t e d  a t  onc e  a t  t h e  low es t  d u ty.”  The
s a m e  p e ti tion  would  h ave  t h e  p ro t e c tion  on  m a n ufac t u r e d
a r t icles  r e d u c e d,  no t  on e  af t e r  a no t h er, b u t  a t  a n
u n d e t e r min e d  ti m e;  no t  to  t h e  low es t  d u ty, b u t  to  t w e n ty
p e r  c e n t .

“Among  o th e r  a r ticle s  w hich  n e c e s si ty r e q ui r e s
to  b e  a b u n d a n t  a n d  c h e a p,” s aid  t h e  t hi rd  p e ti tion,
t h a t  fro m  Lyons,  “th e  m a n ufac t u r e r s  n a m e  all
r a w  m a t e ri al.”

This  all r e s t s  on  a n  illusion.   We h ave  s e e n  t h a t
all valu e  r e p r e s e n t s  labor.  N ow, it  is
t r u e  t h a t  labo r  inc r e a s es  t e n-fold,  so m e ti m e s  a  h u n d r e d-fold,
t h e  value  of a  ro u g h  p ro d uc t ,  t h a t  is to  s ay, exp a n d s
t e n-fold, a  h u n d r e d-fold, t h e  p ro d uc t s  of a  n a tion.  
The nc e  it is r e a so n e d,  “The  p rod uc tion  of a  b al e
of cot ton  c a u s e s  work m e n  of all cl as s e s  to  e a r n  on e
h u n d r e d  dolla r s  only.  The  conve r sion  of t his
b al e  in to lac e  colla r s  r ais e s  t h ei r  p rofi t s  to  t e n
t hous a n d  dolla r s;  a n d  will you  d a r e  to  s ay  t h a t  t h e
n a tion  is no t  m o r e  in t e r e s t e d  in  e nco u r a ging  labo r
wo r t h  t e n  t ho us a n d  t h a n  t h a t  wo r t h  on e  h u n d r e d  dolla r s?”
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We forg e t  t h a t  in t e r n a tion al exch a n g e s ,  no  m o r e  t h a n
individu al  exch a n g e s ,  wo rk  by w eig h t  o r  m e a s u r e .  
We do  no t  exch a n g e  a  b al e  of co t to n  for  a  b al e  of
lace  colla r s ,  no r  a  po u n d  of wool in t h e  g r e a s e  for
a  pou n d  of wool in c a s h m e r e;  b u t  a  c e r t ain  valu e  of
on e  of t h e s e  t hin gs  for  an  e q ual value  of t h e
o th er.  No w  to  b a r t e r  e q u al  value  a g ains t  e q u al
value  is to  b a r t e r  e q u al  work  a g ains t  e q u al  wo rk.  
I t  is no t  t r u e,  t h e n,  t h a t  t h e  n a tion  w hich  gives
for  a  h u n d r e d  dolla r s  c a s h m e r e  o r  colla r s ,  g ain s  m o r e
t h a n  t h e  n a tion  w hich  d elive r s  for  a  h u n d r e d  dolla r s
wool o r  co t ton.

In  a  cou n t ry w h e r e  no  law c a n  b e  a do p t e d ,  no  impos t
e s t a blis h e d,  wi t ho u t  t h e  cons e n t  of t hos e  w ho m  t his
law is to  gove r n,  t h e  p u blic c a n no t  b e  ro b b e d  wi thou t
b ein g  fir s t  d e c eive d.   Ou r  igno r a n c e  is t h e  “r a w
m a t e ri al” of all ex to r tion  w hich  is p r a c tis e d
u po n  u s ,  a n d  w e  m ay  b e  s u r e  in a dva nc e  t h a t  eve ry
sop his m  is t h e  for e r u n n e r  of a  s polia tion.   Good
p u blic, w h e n  you  s e e  a  sop his m,  cl ap  you r  h a n d  on
your  pocke t;  for  t h a t  is c e r t ainly t h e  poin t  a t  w hich
it  a i m s.   Wh a t  w a s  t h e  s e c r e t  t ho u g h t  w hich  t h e
s hipow n e r s  of Bor d e a ux a n d  of H av r e ,  a n d  t h e  m a n ufac t u r e r s
of Lyons,  conc eived  in t his  di s tinc tion  b e t w e e n  a g ric ul tu r al
p ro d uc t s  a n d  m a n ufac t u r e d  a r ticles?

“It  is p rincip ally in  t his  fi r s t  cl a s s  ( t h a t
w hich  co m p r e h e n d s  r a w  m a t e ri al  u n m o difie d  b y  h u m a n
labor ),” s aid  t h e  Ra w-M a t e ri alis t s  of Bord e a ux,
“th a t  t h e  c hief alim e n t  of ou r  m e r c h a n t  m a rin e
is foun d.   At t h e  ou t s e t ,  a  wise  e co no my would
r e q ui r e  t h a t  t his  cla s s  s ho uld  no t  b e  t axe d.  
The  s e con d  (a r ticle s  w hic h  h ave  r e c eive d  so m e  p r e p a r a tion)
m ay b e  c h a r g e d;  t h e  t hi rd  (a r ticle s  on  w hich  no  m o r e
wo rk  h a s  to  b e  do n e)  w e  consid e r  t h e  m o s t  t axa ble.”

“Consid er,” s aid  t hos e  of H av r e ,  “th a t
it  is indis p e ns a ble  to  r e d u c e  all r a w  m a t e ri als  on e
af t e r  a no t h e r  to  t h e  lowe s t  r a t e ,  in o r d e r  t h a t  ind us t ry
m ay s ucc e s sively b ring  in to  op e r a tion  t h e  n av al forc es
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w hich  will fu r nis h  to  it it s  fir s t  a n d  indisp e n s a ble
m e a n s  of labor.”  The  m a n ufac t u r e r s  could
no t  in exc h a n g e  of polit e n e s s  b e  b e hind  t h e  s hip-ow n e r s;
so  t h e  p e ti tion  fro m  Lyons  d e m a n d e d  t h e  fr e e  in t rod uc tion
of r a w  m a t e r ial, “in  o r d e r  to  p rove,” s aid
t h ey, “th a t  t h e  in t e r e s t s  of m a n ufac t u rin g  tow ns
a r e  no t  alw ays  oppos e d  to  t hos e  of m a ri tim e  on es!”

Tru e;  b u t  it  m u s t  b e  s aid  t h a t  bo t h  in t e r e s t s  w e r e ,
u n d e r s tood  a s  t h e  p e ti tion e r s  u n d e r s tood  t h e m,  t e r ribly
oppos e d  to  t h e  in t e r e s t s  of t h e  cou n t ry, of a g ricul tu r e,
a n d  of cons u m e r s .

S e e ,  t h e n ,  w h e r e  you  wo uld  co m e  ou t!   S e e  t h e
e n d  of t h e s e  s u b tle  e co no mic al di s tinc tions! 
You wo uld  legisla t e  a g ain s t  allowing  p erf ec t e d
p ro d uc e  to  t r ave r s e  t h e  oc e a n,  in o rd e r  t h a t  t h e  m u c h
m o r e  exp e n sive  t r a n s po r t a tion  of r o u g h  m a t e ri als,
di r ty, load e d  wi th  w a s t e  m a t t er, m ay  offe r  m o r e  e m ploym e n t
to  ou r  m e r c h a n t  s e rvice,  a n d  p u t  ou r  n av al forc e  in to
wid e r  op e r a tion.   This  is w h a t  t h e s e  p e ti tione r s
t e r m e d  a wis e  e cono m y .  Why did  t h ey no t
d e m a n d  t h a t  t h e  fir s  of Russi a  s ho uld  b e  b ro u g h t  to
t h e m  with  t h ei r  b r a n c h e s ,  b a rk,  a n d  roo t s;  t h e  gold
of C aliforni a  in it s  min e r al  s t a t e ,  a n d  t h e  hid es  fro m
Bue nos  Ayres  s till a t t a c h e d  to  t h e  bo n e s  of t h e  t ain t e d
sk ele ton?
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Ind us t ry, t h e  n avy, labor, h ave  for  t h ei r  e n d,  t h e
g e n e r al  good,  t h e  p u blic good.   To c r e a t e  a  u s el es s
ind us t ry, in o r d e r  to  favor  s u p e rfluous  t r a n s po r t a tion;
to  feed  s u p e rfluous  labor, no t  for  t h e  good  of t h e
p u blic, b u t  for  t h e  exp e ns e  of t h e  p u blic—t his
is to  r e alize  a  ve ri t a bl e  b e g ging  t h e  q u e s tion.  
Work, in it s elf, is no t  a  d e si r a bl e  t hin g;  it s  r e s ul t
is; a ll wo rk  wi thou t  r e s ul t  is a  loss.   To p ay
s ailo r s  for  c a r rying  u s ele s s  w a s t e  m a t t e r  a c ros s  t h e
s e a  is like  p aying  t h e m  for  skipping  s to n e s  a c ro ss
t h e  s u rfac e  of t h e  w a t er.  So  w e  a r r ive  a t  t his
r e s ul t:   t h a t  all e co no mic al so p his m s,  d e s pi t e
t h ei r  infini t e  va rie ty, h ave  t his  in co m m o n,  t h a t
t h ey  confou n d  t h e  m e a n s  wi th  t h e  e n d,  a n d  d evelop
on e  a t  t h e  exp e n s e  of t h e  o t h er.

CHAPTER XXII.

M ETAPHORS.

So m e ti m e s  a  so p his m  dila t e s  it s elf, a n d  p e n e t r a t e s
t h ro u g h  t h e  w hole  ex t e n t  of a  long  a n d  h e avy t h eo ry. 
Mo r e  fre q u e n tly it is co m p r e s s e d,  con t r ac t e d,  b e co m e s
a  p rinciple,  a n d  is co m ple t ely cove r e d  by a  wo r d.  
A good  m a n  onc e  s aid:  “God  p ro t e c t  u s  fro m
t h e  d evil a n d  fro m  m e t a p ho r s!” In  t r u t h ,  it
wo uld  b e  difficul t  to  s ay w hich  of t h e  t wo  c r e a t e s
t h e  m o r e  evil u po n  ou r  pl a n e t .   I t  is t h e  d e m o n,
s ay you; h e  alon e,  so  long  a s  w e  live,  p u t s  t h e  s pi ri t
of s polia tion  in ou r  h e a r t s .   Yes; b u t  h e  do e s
no t  p r ev e n t  t h e  r e p r e s sion  of a b u s e s  by  t h e  r e sis t a nc e
of t hos e  w ho  s uffe r  fro m  t h e m.  S o p his try  p a r alyzes
t his  r e sis t a n c e .   The  s wor d  w hich  m alice  p u t s
in t h e  a s s ailan t’s  h a n d  would  b e  pow e rle s s,
if sop his t ry did  no t  b r e a k  t h e  s hi eld  u po n  t h e  a r m
of t h e  a s s aile d; a n d  it is wit h  good  r e a son  t h a t  M ale b r a n c h e
h a s  insc rib e d  a t  t h e  op e nin g  of hi s  book, “Er ro r
is t h e  c a u s e  of h u m a n  mis e ry.”
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S e e  ho w  it  co m e s  to  p a s s.   Ambitious  hypoc ri t e s
will h av e  so m e  sinis t e r  p u r pos e;  for  exa m ple,  sowing
n a tion al h a t r e d  in  t h e  p u blic mi n d.   This  fa t al
g e r m  m ay  d evelop, le a d  to  g e n e r al  co nflag r a tion,  a r r e s t
civiliza tion,  po u r  ou t  to r r e n t s  of blood, d r a w  u po n
t h e  lan d  t h e  m o s t  t e r rible  of s cou r g e s— invasion . 
In  eve ry c a s e  of ind ulg e nc e  in  s uc h  s e n ti m e n t s  of
h a t r e d  t h ey low e r  u s  in t h e  opinion  of n a tions,  a n d
co m p el t hos e  Ame rica n s,  w ho  h ave  r e t ain e d  so m e  love
of jus tice,  to  blu s h  for  t h ei r  cou n t ry.  Ce r t ainly
t h e s e  a r e  g r e a t  evils; a n d  in o r d e r  t h a t  t h e  p u blic
s ho uld  p ro t ec t  it s elf fro m  t h e  g uid a nc e  of t hos e  w ho
wo uld  le a d  it  in to  s uc h  risks,  it is only n ec es s a ry
to  give  it  a  cle a r  view of t h e m.   H o w  do  t h ey
s ucc e e d  in veiling  it fro m  t h e m ?   I t  is by  m e ta p hor . 
They al t er, t h ey  forc e,  t h ey  d e p r av e  t h e  m e a ning  of
t h r e e  o r  fou r  wo r d s,  a n d  all is don e.

S uc h  a  wor d  is invasion  it s elf.  An ow n e r
of a n  Ame ric a n  fu r n a c e  s ays,  “Pre s e rve  u s  fro m
t h e  invasion  of E n glish  iron.”  An
E n glish  lan dlo r d  excl aim s,  “Le t  u s  r e p el  t h e
invasion  of Ame rica n  w h e a t!” And so  t h ey
p ro pos e  to  e r ec t  b a r ri e r s  b e t w e e n  t h e  t wo  n a t ions.  
Ba r ri e r s  cons ti t u t e  isola tion,  isola tion  lea ds  to  h a t r e d,
h a t r e d  to  w ar, a n d  w a r  to  invasion .  “S up pos e
it  do e s,” s ay t h e  t wo  sop his t s;  “is it
no t  b e t t e r  to  expos e  ou r s elves  to  t h e  c h a nc e  of a n
eve n t u al  invasion , t h a n  to  a c c e p t  a  c e r t ain
on e?” And t h e  p eo ple  s till b elieve,  a n d  t h e
b a r ri e r s  s till r e m ain.
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Yet w h a t  a n alogy is t h e r e  b e t w e e n  a n  exch a n g e  a n d
a n  invasion?  Wh a t  r e s e m bla nc e  c a n  pos sibly
b e  e s t a blish e d  b e t w e e n  a  vess el of w ar, w hich  co m e s
to  po u r  fi r e ,  s ho t,  a n d  d eva s t a tion  in to  ou r  ci tie s,
a n d  a  m e r c h a n t  s hip,  w hich  co m e s  to  offe r  to  b a r t e r
wi th  u s  fre ely, volun t a rily, co m m o di ty for  co m m o di ty?

As m u c h  m ay b e  s aid  of t h e  wo r d  inun da tion . 
This  wo rd  is g e n e r ally t ak e n  in b a d  p a r t ,  b ec a u s e
inun da tions  oft e n  r av a g e  fields  a n d  c rops .  
If, how ever, t h ey d e posi t  u po n  t h e  soil a  g r e a t e r  value
t h a n  t h a t  w hich  t h ey  t ak e  fro m  it; a s  is t h e  c a s e
in t h e  inu n d a tions  of t h e  Nile,  w e  mig h t  bl e s s  a n d
d eify t h e m  a s  t h e  E gyp tia n s  do.   Well! b efo r e
d eclai ming  a g ain s t  t h e  inu n d a tion  of for eign  p ro d uc e s,
b efo r e  opposing  to  t h e m  r e s t r aining  a n d  cos tly obs t acle s,
le t  u s  inqui r e  if t h ey a r e  t h e  inun d a tions  w hich  r av a g e
o r  t hos e  w hich  fe r tilize?  Wh a t  s ho uld  w e  t hink
of M e h e m e t  Ali, if, ins t e a d  of b uilding,  a t  g r e a t
exp e n s e ,  d a m s  a c ros s  t h e  Nile  for  t h e  p u r pos e  of ex t e n ding
its  field  of inu n d a tion,  h e  s ho uld  exp e n d  his  m o n ey
in dig ging  for  it  a  d e e p e r  b e d,  so  t h a t  E gyp t  s ho uld
no t  b e  d efiled  by  t his  for eign  slim e,  b ro u g h t
dow n  fro m  t h e  Mou n t ains  of t h e  Moo n?  We exhibi t
p r e cis ely t h e  s a m e  a m o u n t  of r e a so n,  w h e n  w e  wis h,
by  t h e  exp e n di tu r e  of millions,  to  p r e s e rv e  ou r  cou n t ry—F ro m
w h a t?   The  a dv a n t a g e s  wi th  w hich  N a t u r e  h a s  e n do w e d
oth e r  clim a t e s .

Among  t h e  m e t a p ho r s  w hich  conc e al  a n  inju rious  t h eo ry,
no n e  is m o r e  co m mo n  t h a n  t h a t  e m bo die d  in t h e  wor ds
t ribu t e,  t ribu tary .

The s e  wo r d s  a r e  so  m u c h  u s e d  t h a t  t h ey  h av e  b e co m e
synony mo us  wi t h  t h e  wo r d s  p urc has e,  p urchas er ,
a n d  on e  is u s e d  indiffe r e n tly for  t h e  o t h er.

Yet a  t ribu t e  o r  tax  diffe r s  a s  m u c h
fro m  p urchas e  a s  a  t h ef t  fro m  a n  exch a n g e,
a n d  w e  s hould  like  q ui t e  a s  w ell to  h e a r  it s aid,
“Dick Tu r pin  h a s  b rok e n  op e n  my s afe,  a n d  h a s
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p urchas e d  ou t  of it  a  t ho us a n d  dolla r s,”
a s  w e  do  to  h av e  it  r e m a rk e d  by ou r  s a g e  r e p r e s e n t a tives,
“We h av e  p aid  to  E n gla n d  t h e  tribu t e  for
a  t hou s a n d  g ross  of knives  w hich  s h e  h a s  sold  to  u s.”

For  t h e  r e a s on  w hy Tur pin’s a c t  is no t  a  p urc has e
is, t h a t  h e  h a s  no t  p aid  in to  my  s afe,  wi th  my cons e n t ,
value  e q uivalen t  to  w h a t  h e  h a s  t ak e n  fro m  it, a n d
t h e  r e a so n  w hy t h e  p ay m e n t  of five  h u n d r e d  t hou s a n d
dolla r s,  w hich  w e  h ave  m a d e  to  E n gla n d,  is no t  a  tribu t e ,
is si m ply b e c a u s e  s h e  h a s  no t  r e c eive d  t h e m  g r a t ui tously,
b u t  in exch a n g e  for  t h e  d elive ry to  u s  of a  t hou s a n d
g ros s  of knives,  w hich  w e  ou r s elves  h ave  jud g e d  wo r t h
five  h u n d r e d  t hou s a n d  dolla r s.

Bu t  is it  n ec e s s a ry to  t ak e  u p  s e riously s uc h  a b u s es
of lang u a g e?   Why no t ,  w h e n  t h ey a r e  s e riously
p a r a d e d  in n e w s p a p e r s  a n d  in books?

Do no t  im a gin e  t h a t  t h ey e sc a p e  fro m  w ri t e r s  w ho  a r e
igno r a n t  of t h ei r  lang u a g e;  for  on e  w ho  a b s t ain s  fro m
t h e m,  w e  could  poin t  you to  t e n  w ho  e m ploy t h e m,  a n d
t h ey p e r so n s  of conside r a tion—t h a t  is to
s ay, m e n  w hos e  wo r ds  a r e  laws, a n d  w hos e  m os t  s hocking
sop his m s  s e rve  a s  t h e  b a sis  of a d minis t r a tion  for
t h e  cou n t ry.
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A c ele b r a t e d  m o d e r n  p hilosop h e r  h a s  a d d e d  to  t h e  c a t e go rie s
of Aris to tle,  t h e  sop his m  w hich  consis t s  in includin g
in on e  wo r d  t h e  b e g ging  of t h e  q u e s tion.   H e  ci t e s
s eve r al  ex a m ples .   H e  s ho uld  h ave  a d d e d  t h e  wo r d
t ribu tary  to  hi s  voc a b ula ry.  In  effec t
t h e  q u e s tion  is, a r e  p u r c h a s e s  m a d e  a b ro a d  u s eful
o r  inju rious?   “They a r e  inju rious,”
you  s ay.  And w hy?  “Bec a us e  t h ey m a k e
u s  t ribu tary  to  t h e  for eig n er.” 
H e r e  is ce r t ainly a  wo rd  w hich  p r e s e n t s  a s  a  fac t  t h a t
w hich  is a  q u e s tion.

H ow  is t his  a b u sive  t ro p e  in t rod uc e d  in to  t h e  r h e to ric
of m o nopolis t s?

So m e  s p ecie  go e s  ou t  of  a  cou n try  to  s a tisfy
t h e  r a p a ci ty of a  vic to rious  e n e my—oth e r
s p eci e,  a lso,  go e s  ou t  of a  cou n t ry to  s e t tl e  a n  a cco u n t
for  m e r c h a n dis e.   The  a n alogy b e t w e e n  t h e  t wo  c a s e s
is e s t a blish e d,  by t aking  a cco u n t  of t h e  on e  poin t
in  w hich  t h ey r e s e m ble  on e  a no t h er, a n d  leaving  ou t
of view t h a t  in w hich  t h ey  differ.

This  ci rc u m s t a nc e,  ho w ever,—t h a t  is to
s ay, no n-r ei m b u r s e m e n t  in  t h e  on e  c a s e ,  a n d  r ei m b u r s e m e n t
fre ely a g r e e d  u po n  in t h e  o t h e r—e s t a blish e s
s uc h  a  diffe r e n c e  b e t w e e n  t h e m,  t h a t  it is no t  possible
to  cla s s  t h e m  u n d e r  t h e  s a m e  ti tl e.   To d elive r
a  h u n d r e d  dolla r s  by  co m p ulsion  to  hi m  w ho
s ays  “St a n d  a n d  d eliver,” o r  volun tarily
to  p ay t h e  s a m e  s u m  to  hi m  w ho  s ells  you  t h e  objec t
of you r  wis h e s—t r uly, t h e s e  a r e  t hings
w hich  c a n no t  b e  m a d e  to  a s si mila t e .   As w ell mig h t
you  s ay, it  is a  m a t t e r  of indiffe r e n c e  w h e t h e r  you
t h row  b r e a d  into  t h e  rive r  o r  e a t  it, b e c a u s e  in ei t h e r
c a s e  it is b r e a d  d e s t roye d .  The  faul t  of
t his  r e a so nin g,  a s  in t h a t  w hich  t h e  wor d  t ribu t e
is m a d e  to  imply, consis t s  in foun ding  a n  exac t  si militud e
b e t w e e n  t wo  c a s e s  on  t h ei r  poin t s  of r e s e m bla nc e,  a n d
o mit ting  t hos e  of diffe r e nc e .
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CHAPTER XXIII.

CO NCLUSION.

All t h e  sop his m s  w e  h ave  hi th e r to  co m b a t e d  a r e  con n e c t e d
wi th  on e  single  q u e s tion:  t h e  r e s t ric tive  sys t e m;
a n d,  ou t  of pi ty for  t h e  r e a d er, w e  p a s s  by  a c q ui r e d
righ t s,  u n ti m eline ss ,  mi s us e  of t h e  c u r r e n cy, e t c .,
e t c .

Bu t  social e cono my is no t  co nfine d  to  t his  n a r ro w
ci rcle.   Fou ri e ris m,  S ain t-Simo nis m,  co m m u nis m,
mys ticis m,  s e n ti m e n t alis m,  false  p hila n t h ro py, affec t e d
a s pi r a tions  to  e q u ali ty a n d  c him e ric al fr a t e r ni ty,
q u e s tions  r el a tive  to  luxu ry, to  s al a ri es ,  to  m a c hin e s,
to  t h e  p r e t e n d e d  ty r a n ny of c a pi t al,  to  dis t a n t  t e r ri to ri al
a c q uisi tions,  to  ou tle t s ,  to  con q u e s t s ,  to  pop ula tion,
to  a s soci a tion,  to  e mig r a tion,  to  impos t s,  to  loa ns,
h ave  e nc u m b e r e d  t h e  field of scie nc e  wi t h  a  hos t  of
p a r a si tic al sop his m s , w hich  d e m a n d  t h e  ho e  a n d
t h e  sickle  of t h e  dilige n t  e cono mis t.   I t  is no t
b ec a u s e  w e  do  no t  r e co g nize  t h e  faul t  of t his  pl a n,
o r  r a t h e r  of t his  a b s e n c e  of pl a n.   To a t t a ck,
on e  by  on e,  so  m a ny incoh e r e n t  sop his m s  w hich  so m e ti m e s
cla s h,  al t ho u g h  m o r e  fr eq u e n tly on e  r u n s  in to  t h e  o t h er,
is to  con d e m n  on e’s s elf to  a  diso r d e rly, c a p ricious
s t r u g gle,  a n d  to  expos e  on e’s s elf to  p e r p e t u al
r e p e ti tions .
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H ow  m u c h  w e  s ho uld  p r efe r  to  s ay sim ply how  t hings
a r e ,  wi tho u t  occu pying  ou r s elves  wi th  t h e  t hou s a n d
a s p e c t s  in w hich  t h e  igno r a n t  s e e  t h e m!   To explain
t h e  laws  u n d e r  w hich  socie ti e s  p ros p e r  o r  d e c ay, is
vir t u ally to  d e s t roy all sop his t ry a t  onc e.   Whe n
La Plac e  h a d  d e s c ribe d  all t h a t  c a n,  a s  ye t ,  b e  know n
of t h e  m ove m e n t s  of t h e  h e ave nly bodie s,  h e  h a d  dis p e r s e d ,
wi tho u t  eve n  n a min g  t h e m,  all t h e  a s t rological d r e a m s
of t h e  Egyp ti ans ,  Gre eks,  a n d  Hindoos,  m u c h  m o r e  s u r ely
t h a n  h e  could  h ave  don e  by di r ec tly r efu ting  t h e m  t h ro u g h
innu m e r a ble  volu m e s.   Tru t h  is on e;  t h e  book w hich
expos e s  i t is a n  imposing  a n d  d u r a ble  m o n u m e n t:  

     Il b r ave  les  ty r a n s
avides ,
     Plus  h a r di  q u e  les  Pyr a mid e s
     E t  plu s  d u r a ble  q u e
l’air ain.

E r ro r  is m a nifold,  a n d  of e p h e m e r al  d u r a tion; t h e
wo rk  w hich  co m b a t s  it  do es  no t  c a r ry  wit hin  it s elf
a  p rinciple  of g r e a t n e s s  o r  of e n d u r a nc e.

But  if t h e  pow er, a n d  p e r h a p s  t h e  oppo r t u ni ty, h av e
failed  u s  for  p roc e e din g  in t h e  m a n n e r  of La Plac e
a n d  of S ay, w e  c a n no t  r efu s e  to  b elieve  t h a t  t h e  for m
w hich  w e  h ave  a do p t e d  h a s ,  al so,  it s  m o d e s t  u tility. 
I t  a p p e a r s  to  u s  e s p e cially w ell s ui t e d  to  t h e  w a n t s
of t h e  a g e ,  to  t h e  h u r rie d  m o m e n t s  w hich  it  c a n  cons ec r a t e
to  s t u dy.

A t r e a tis e  h a s ,  do u b tle s s,  a n  incon t e s t a ble  s u p e rio ri ty;
b u t  u po n  con di tion  t h a t  i t b e  r e a d ,  m e di t a t e d  u po n,
s e a r c h e d  in to.  I t  a d d r e s s e s  i ts elf to  a  s el ec t
p u blic only.  I t s  mission  is, a t  fi r s t ,  to  fix,
a n d  af t e r w a r d s  to  e nl a r g e ,  t h e  ci rcle  of a c q ui r e d
knowled g e.

The  r efu t a tion  of vulg a r  p r ejudices  could  no t  c a r ry
wi th  it  t hi s  hig h  b e a rin g.   I t  a s pi r e s  only to
dis e nc u m b e r  t h e  ro u t e  b efor e  t h e  m a r c h  of t r u t h ,  to
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p r e p a r e  t h e  min d,  to  r efo r m  p u blic opinion, to  blu n t
d a n g e ro u s  tools  in  imp ro p e r  h a n d s.   I t  is in social
e co no my a bove  all, t h a t  t h e s e  h a n d-to-h a n d  s t r u g gle s,
t h e s e  cons t a n tly r e c u r rin g  co m b a t s  wi t h  pop ula r  e r ro r s ,
h ave  a  t r u e  p r a c tical u tili ty.

We mig h t  a r r a n g e  t h e  scie nc e s  u n d e r  two  cla s s e s .  
The  on e,  s t r ic tly, c a n  b e  know n  to  p hilosop h e r s  only. 
They a r e  t hos e  w hos e  a p plica tion  d e m a n d s  a  s p e ci al
occ u p a tion.   The  p u blic  p rofit  by t h ei r  labor,
d e s pi t e  t h ei r  igno r a n c e  of t h e m.   They do  no t  e njoy
t h e  u s e  of a  w a tc h  t h e  les s,  b ec a u s e  t h ey do  no t  u n d e r s t a n d
m e c h a nics  a n d  a s t ro no my.  They a r e  no t  t h e  les s
c a r ri e d  along  by t h e  loco motive  a n d  t h e  s t e a m bo a t
t h ro u g h  t h ei r  fai t h  in t h e  e n gin e e r  a n d  t h e  pilo t.  
We w alk  a cco r ding  to  t h e  laws  of e q uilib riu m  wit ho u t
b ein g  a c q u ain t e d  wit h  t h e m.

But  t h e r e  a r e  scie nc e s  w hich  exe rcise  u po n  t h e  p u blic
a n  influe nc e  p ro po r tion a t e  wi th  t h e  ligh t  of t h e  p u blic
its elf, no t  fro m  knowled g e  a cc u m ula t e d  in  a  few exc e p tion al
h e a d s,  b u t  fro m  t h a t  w hic h  is diffus e d  t h ro u g h  t h e
g e n e r al  u n d e r s t a n din g.   S uc h  a r e  m o r al s,  hygien e ,
social e co no my, a n d  in co u n t rie s  w hich  m e n  b elon g  to
t h e m s elves,  poli tics.   I t  is of t h e s e  scie nc e s,
a bove  all, t h a t  Ben t h a m  mig h t  h ave  s aid:  “Tha t
w hich  s p r e a d s  t h e m  is wo r t h  m o r e  t h a n  t h a t  w hich  a dva nc e s
t h e m.”  Of w h a t  co ns e q u e n c e  is i t t h a t  a
g r e a t  m a n,  a  God  eve n,  s ho uld  h ave  p ro m ulg a t e d  m o r al
laws,  so  long  a s  m e n,  im b u e d  wi th  false  no tions,  t ak e
vir t u e s  for  vice s,  a n d  vices  for  vir tu e s?   Of w h a t
value  is it t h a t  S mi th,  S ay, a n d,  a cco r ding  to  Ch a m a n s,
e co no mis t s  of all s chools, h ave  p roclaim e d  t h e  s u p e rio ri ty
of libe r ty to  r e s t r ain t  in co m m e rcial t r a n s a c tions,
if t hos e  w ho  m a k e  t h e  laws  a n d  t hos e  for  w ho m  t h e
laws  a r e  m a d e,  a r e  convinc e d  to  t h e  con t r a ry.
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The s e  scie nc e s,  w hic h  a r e  w ell n a m e d  social, h ave
t his  p e c ulia ri ty:  t h a t  for  t h e  ve ry r e a so n  t h a t
t h ey  a r e  of a  g e n e r al  a p plica tion,  no  on e  confe ss e s
hi m s elf igno r a n t  of t h e m.   Do w e  wis h  to  d ecide
a  q u e s tion  in c h e mis t ry o r  g eo m e t ry?  N o  on e  p r e t e n ds
to  h ave  t h e  knowled g e  ins tinc tively; w e  a r e  no t  a s h a m e d
to  cons ul t  Dr a p e r;  w e  m a k e  no  difficul ty a bo u t  r ef e r ring
to  E uclid.

But  in soci al sci enc e  a u t ho ri ty is b u t  lit tle  r ecog nize d.  
As s uc h  a  on e  h a s  to  do  d aily wi t h  m o r als,  good  o r
b a d,  wi th  hygie n e ,  wi th  e cono my, wi t h  politics  r e a so n a ble
o r  a b s u r d ,  e a c h  on e  consid e r s  hi ms elf skilled  to  co m m e n t ,
discus s,  d e cid e,  a n d  dog m a tize  in t h e s e  m a t t e r s.

Are  you  ill?  The r e  is no  good  n u r s e  w ho  do e s
no t  t ell you, a t  t h e  fi r s t  m o m e n t ,  t h e  c a u s e  a n d  cu r e
of you r  m ala dy.

“They a r e  h u m o r s,” affir m s  s h e;  “you
m u s t  b e  p u r g e d.”

But  w h a t  a r e  h u m o r s?  a n d  a r e  t h e s e  h u m o rs?

S h e  do e s  no t  t ro u ble  h e r s elf a bo u t  t h a t .   I involun t a rily
t hink  of t his  good  n u r s e  w h e n  I h e a r  all social evils
explaine d  by t h e s e  co m m o n  p h r a s e s:   “It
is t h e  s u p e r a b u n d a n c e  of p ro d uc t s,  t h e  ty r a n ny of
c a pi t al,  ind us t ri al pl e t ho r a ,” a n d  o t h e r  idle
s to rie s  of w hic h  w e  c a n no t  eve n  s ay:  v erba
e t  voc es  prae t er eaq u e  nihil :  for  t h ey a r e
al so  fa t al  mi s t ak es .

F ro m  w h a t  p r e c e d e s ,  t wo  t hings  r e s ul t—

1 s t .   Tha t  t h e  social s cie nc e s  m u s t  a bo u n d  in
sop his t ry m u c h  m o r e  t h a n  t h e  o th e r  scie nc e s ,  b e c a u s e
in t h e m  e a c h  on e  cons ul t s  hi s  ow n  jud g m e n t  o r  ins tinc t
alon e.

2 d.   Tha t  in t h e s e  s cie nc e s  sop his t ry is e s p e ci ally
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inju rious,  b e c a u s e  it  misle a d s  p u blic opinion  w h e r e
opinion  is a  pow e r—t h a t  is, law.

Two so r t s  of books,  t h e n,  a r e  r e q ui r e d  by t h es e  sci enc e s;
t hos e  w hic h  expou n d  t h e m,  a n d  t hos e  w hich  p ro p a g a t e
t h e m;  t hos e  w hich  s how  t h e  t r u t h,  a n d  t hos e  w hich
co m b a t  e r ror.

I t  a p p e a r s  to  u s  t h a t  t h e  inh e r e n t  d efec t  in t h e  for m
of t his  li t tl e  Ess ay—rep e ti tion—is
t h a t  w hich  cons ti t u t e s  i ts  p rincip al value.

In  t h e  q u e s tion  w e  h ave  t r e a t e d,  e ac h  sop his m  h a s ,
do u b tl e s s,  it s  ow n  s e t  for m, a n d  it s  ow n  r a n g e,  b u t
all h ave  on e  co m m o n  roo t ,  w hich  is, “ forg e t f ulne s s
of  t h e  in t er e s t s  of  m a n,  inso m u c h  as  t h e y  forg e t  t h e
in t er e s t s  of  cons u m er s .”  To s how  t h a t
t h e  t ho us a n d  ro a d s  of e r ro r  co n d uc t  to  t his  g e n e r a ting
sop his m, is to  t e a c h  t h e  p u blic to  r e co g nize  it, to
a p p r e ci a t e  it—to  dis t r u s t  it u n d e r  all
ci rc u m s t a nc e s .

Afte r  all, w e  do  no t  a s pi r e  to  a ro u s e  convic tions,
b u t  do u b t s.

We h ave  no  exp e c t a tion  t h a t  in  laying  dow n  t h e  book,
t h e  r e a d e r  s h all exclaim:  “I k no w .” 
Ple a s e  H e ave n  h e  m ay  b e  induc e d  to  s ay, “ I
a m  ignoran t .”

“I a m  igno r a n t ,  for  I b e gin  to  b elieve  t h e r e
is so m e t hing  d elu sive  in t h e  s w e e t s  of S c a rci ty.”

“I a m  no  long e r  so  m u c h  e dified  by  t h e  ch a r m s
of Obs t r uc tion.”

“Effor t  wi t ho u t  Res ul t  no  long e r  s e e m s  to  m e
so  d e si r a bl e  a s  Res ul t  wi thou t  Effo r t .”

“It  m ay  p ro b a bly b e  t r u e  t h a t  t h e  s ec r e t  of
co m m e rc e  do e s  no t  consis t ,  a s  t h a t  of a r m s  do e s,  in
giving  an d  no t  rec eiving , a cco r din g  to  t h e  d efini tion
w hich  t h e  d u ellis t  in t h e  pl ay gives  of i t.”
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“I consid e r  a n  a r ticle  is inc r e a s e d  in  value
by p a s sin g  t h ro u g h  s eve r al  p roc e ss e s  of m a n ufac t u r e ;
b u t ,  in  exch a n g e,  do  t wo  e q u al  valu es  c e a s e  to  b e
e q u al  b e c a u s e  t h e  on e  co m e s  fro m  t h e  plou g h  a n d  t h e
o th e r  fro m  t h e  pow e r-loo m?”

“I confe ss  t h a t  I b e gin  to  t hink  it  sing ula r
t h a t  h u m a ni ty s ho uld  b e  a m elio r a t e d  by  s h a ckle s,  o r
e n rich e d  by t axes:  a n d,  fr a nkly, I s hould  b e
r elieve d  of a  h e avy w eigh t,  I s hould  exp e ri e nc e  a  p u r e
joy, if I could  s e e  d e m o n s t r a t e d ,  w hich  t h e  a u t ho r
a s s u r e s  u s  of, t h a t  t h e r e  is no  inco m p a tibili ty b e t w e e n
co mfo r t  a n d  jus tice,  b e t w e e n  p e ac e  a n d  libe r ty, b e t w e e n
t h e  ext e n sion  of labo r  a n d  t h e  p ro g r e s s  of in t ellige nc e .”

“So, wi tho u t  feeling  s a tisfied  by his  a r g u m e n t s ,
to  w hich  I do  no t  know  w h e t h e r  to  give  t h e  n a m e  of
r e a soning  o r  of objec tions,  I will in t e r rog a t e  t h e
m a s t e r s  of t h e  scie nc e.”

Le t  u s  t e r min a t e  by a  las t  a n d  im po r t a n t  obs e rva tion
t his  m o nog r a p h  of sop his m s.   The  wo rld  do e s  no t
know, a s  it ou g h t ,  t h e  influe nc e  w hic h  sop his t ry exe r t s
u po n  it.  If w e  m u s t  s ay w h a t  w e  t hink,  w h e n  t h e
Righ t  of t h e  S t ron g e s t  w a s  d e t h ro n e d,  sop his t ry pl ac e d
t h e  e m pi r e  in t h e  Righ t  of t h e  Mos t  Cu n ning;  a n d  it
wo uld  b e  difficul t  to  s ay w hich  of t h e s e  two  ty r a n t s
h a s  b e e n  t h e  m o r e  fa t al  to  h u m a ni ty.

M e n  h ave  a n  im mod e r a t e  love  for  ple a s u r e ,  influe nc e,
posi tion,  po w e r—in on e  wo r d ,  for  w e al th.

And a t  t h e  s a m e  tim e  m e n  a r e  im p elled  by a  pow e rful
imp uls e  to  p roc u r e  t h e s e  t hing s  a t  t h e  exp e n s e  of
a no t h er.  Bu t  t his  o th er, w hich  is t h e  p u blic,
h a s  a n  inclina tion  no t  less  s t ro n g  to  ke e p  w h a t  i t
h a s  a c q ui r e d,  p rovide d  it c a n  a n d  know s  how. 
S polia tion,  w hich  pl ays  so  la r g e  a  p a r t  in t h e  affai r s
of t h e  wo rld,  h a s ,  t h e n,  t wo  a g e n t s  only:  S t r e n g t h
a n d  Cun nin g;  a n d  t wo  limit s:   Cou r a g e  a n d  Righ t .
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Pow e r  a p plied  to  s polia tion  for ms  t h e  g ro u n d wo rk  of
h u m a n  s av a gis m.   To r e t r ac e  it s  his to ry wo uld
b e  to  r e p ro d uc e  al mos t  e n ti r e  t h e  hi s to ry of all n a tions—Assyria ns,
Babylonians ,  M e d e s,  Pe r sia ns ,  E gyp tia n s,  Gre eks,  Ro m a n s,
Got hs,  F r a nks,  H u n s,  Tu rks ,  Arabs ,  Mo g uls,  Tar t a r s—witho u t
cou n ting  t h a t  of t h e  S p a nia r d s  in  Ame ric a,  t h e  En glish
in India,  t h e  F r e n c h  in Africa,  t h e  Rus si ans  in  Asia,
e t c ., e t c .

Bu t,  a t  le a s t ,  a m o n g  civilized  n a t ions,  t h e  m e n  w ho
p ro d uc e  w e al th  h ave  b eco m e  s ufficien tly n u m e ro us  a n d
s ufficien tly s t ro n g  to  d ef e n d  it.

Is  t h a t  to  s ay  t h a t  t h ey  a r e  no  long e r  d e s poiled?  
By no  m e a n s;  t h ey a r e  ro b b e d  a s  m u c h  a s  ever, a n d,
w h a t  is m o r e ,  t h ey d e s poil on e  a no t h er.  The  a g e n t
alon e  is c h a n g e d;  it is no  long e r  by viole nc e ,  b u t
by s t r a t a g e m,  t h a t  t h e  p u blic  w e al t h  is s eize d  u po n.

In  o r d e r  to  ro b  t h e  p u blic, it  m u s t  b e  d e c eive d.  
To d e c eive  it,  is to  p e r s u a d e  it  t h a t  it is ro b b e d
for  i t s  ow n  a dva n t a g e;  it is to  m a k e  it a c c e p t  ficti tious
s e rvices ,  a n d  oft e n  wor s e,  in  exch a n g e  for  it s  p ro p e r ty. 
H e n c e  sop his t ry, e co no mic al sop his t ry, poli tical so p his t ry,
a n d  fina ncial sop his t ry—a n d,  sinc e  forc e
is h eld  in ch e ck, sop his t ry is no t  only a n  evil, it
is t h e  p a r e n t  of o th e r  evils.  So  it  b e co m e s  n e c e s s a ry
to  hold  it  in ch eck, in  it s  t ur n , a n d  for  t his
p u r pos e  to  r e n d e r  t h e  p u blic m o r e  a c u t e  t h a n  t h e  c u n nin g;
jus t  a s  it  h a s  b eco m e  m o r e  p e ac eful t h a n  t h e  s t ro n g.         
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