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“Friend, | dotheenowrong.

Didst notthouagreewith mefor a penry?

Take thatthineis, andgo thy way.

| will give untothis lastevenasuntothee’

“If yethink good,give memy price;

And if not, forbear

Sothey weighedfor my pricethirty piecesof silver”
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Preface

Thefor following essaysverepublishedeighteemmonthsagoin the Corhill Magazine, andwererepro-
batedin aviolentmannerasfarasl couldhear by mostof thereaderghey metwith.

Not awhit theless,| believe themto bethebest thatis to say thetruest,therightest-worded,andmost
serviceable¢hingsl have everwritten; andthelastof them,having hadespeciapainsspentonit, is probably
thebestl shalleverwrite.

“This,” thereademayreply, “it mightbe,yet notthereforewell written?” Which,in no mockhumility,
admitting,| yetsatisfiedwith thework, thoughwith nothingelsethat| have done; andpurposingshortlyto
follow outthe subjectsopenedn thesepapersas| mayfind leisure,l wish the introductorystatementso
be within the reachof ary onewho may careto referto them. Sol republishthe essaysisthey appeared.
Oneword only is changedgorrectingthe estimateof aweight;andnoword is added.

Although,however, | find nothingto modify in thesepapersit is a matterof regretto methatthe most
startlingof all statementén them,— thatrespectinghe necessityof the organizationof labour with fixed
wages— shouldhave found its way into the first essay;it beingquite one of the leastimportant,though
by no meansthe leastcertain,of the positionsto be defended.The real gist of thesepaperstheir central
meaningandaim, is to give, asl believe for thefirst timein plain English,— it hasoftenbeenincidentally
givenin goodGreekby Platoand XenophonandgoodLatin by CiceroandHorace— alogical definition
of WEALTH: suchdefinition beingabsolutelyneededor a basisof economicakcience.The mostreputed
essayon thatsubjectwhich hasappearedn moderntimes,afteropeningwith the statementhat“writers on
political economyprofessto teach,or to investigaté, the natureof wealth’ thusfollows up the declaration
of its thesis— “Every one hasa notion, sufficiently correctfor commonpurpose,of what is meantby
wealth” ...“It is no partof thedesignof this treatiseto aim at metaphysicahicety of definition”

Metaphysiciahicety we assuredlydo not need;but physicalnicety andlogical accurag, with respect
to a physicalsubjectwe asassuredldo.

Supposehe subjectof inquiry, insteadof beingHouse-lav (Oikonomia), hasbeenStarlaw (Astrono-
mia), andthat,ignoring distinctionbetweenrstarsfixed andwandering asherebetweenvealthradiantand
wealthreflective, the writer hadbegunthus: “Every onehasa notion, sufficiently correctfor commonpur
pose,of what is meantby stars. Metaphysicalnicety in the definition of a staris not the objectof this
treatise”;— the essayso openedmight yet have beenfar moretruein its final statementsanda thousand
fold more serviceableo the navigator, than ary treatiseon wealth, which foundsits conclusionon the
popularconceptiorof wealth,canever becomeo the economist.

It was, therefore,the first object of thesefollowing papersto give an accurateand stabledefinition
of wealth. Their secondobjectwasto shav thatthe acquisitionof wealthwasfinally possibleonly under

Which?for whereinvestigatioris necessaryteachings impossible.
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certainmoral conditionsof society of which quite the first was a belief in the existence,and even, for
practicalpurposejn the attainabilityof honesty

Without venturingto pronounce— sinceon suchmatterhumanjudgemenis by no meansconclusve
— whatis, or is not, the noblestof God’s works, we may yet admitso muchof Popes assertiorasthatan
honestmanis amongHis bestworkspresentlyvisible, and,asthingsstand,asomeavhatrareone;but notan
incredibleor miraculouswork; still lessanabnormabne.Honestyis notadisturbingforce,which deranges
the orbits of economy;but a consistenandcommandindgorce, by obediencdo which — andby no other
obedience— thoseorbitscancontinueclearof chaos.

It istrue,l have sometimesieardPopecondemnedor thelownessjnsteadf theheight,of hisstandard:
— “Honestyis indeeda respectable&irtue; but hov muchhighermay menattain! Shall nothingmorebe
asled of usthanthatwe behonest?”

For the presentgoodfriends,nothing. It seemghatin our aspirationdo be morethanthat,we have to
someextentlost sightof the proprietyof beingso muchasthat. Whatelsewe may have lost faith in, there
shallbe hereno question;but assuredlywe have lost faith in commonhonesty andin the working power
of it. And this faith, with the factson which it may rest, it is quite our first businesgo recoser andkeep:
not only believing, but evenby experienceassuringoursehes,thatthereareyetin the world menwho can
berestrainedrom fraud otherwisethanby thefear of losingemployment; nay, thatit is evenaccuratelyin
proportionto the numberof suchmenin ary State thatthe said Statedoesor canprolongits existence.

To thesetwo points,then, the following essaysare mainly directed. The subjectof the organization
of labouris only casuallytouchedupon; becauseif we oncecangetsuficient quantity of honestyin our
captainsthe organizationof labouris easy andwill developitself without quarrelor difficulty; but if we
cannotgethonestyin our captainsthe organizationof labouris for evermoreimpossible.

Theseveralconditionsof its possibilityl purposeo examineatlengthin thesequel.Yet, lestthereader
shouldbe alarmedby the hints thrown out during the following investigationof first principles,asif they
wereleadinghim into unexpectedlydangerouground,l will, for hisbetterassurancestateatoncetheworst
of thepolitical creedatwhich I wish him to arrive.

1. First,— thatthereshouldbe training schoolsfor youth establishedat Governmentcost, andunder
Governmentdiscipline, over the whole country; that every child born in the country should,at the
parents whish, be permitted(and,in certaincasespe underpenaltyrequired)to passthroughthem;
andthat, in theseschools,the child should (with other minor piecesof knowledge hereafterto be
considered)mperatively betaught,with the bestskill of teachingthatthe countrycouldproducethe

2The effectualdisciplinewhich is exercisedover aworkmanis notthatof his corporationbut of his customerslt is thefearof
losingtheiremploymentwhich restrainghis frauds,andcorrectshis negligence. (Wealth of Nations, Book I, chap.10.)

Note to Second Edition. — Theonly addition! will make to thewordsof thisbookshallbeaveryearnestequesto ary Christian
readerto think within himselfwhatan entirely damnedstateof soulany humancreaturemusthave gotinto, who could readwith
acceptancsucha sentencasthis; muchmore,write it; andto opposeto it, the first commerciawordsof Venice,discoreredby
mein herfirst church:

“Aroundthis temple let the Merchants law bejust, his weightstrue,andhis contractguileless.

If ary of my presenteaderghink thatmy languagein this noteis eitherintemperatepr unbecoming] will beg themto read
with attentionthe Eighteenttparagraphof Sesame and Lilies; andto beassuredhat! never, myself,now use,in writing, ary word
whichis not,in my deliberatgudgementthefittestfor theoccasion.

VENICE,
Sunday, 18th March, 1877.

31t will probablybeinquiredby nearsightedpersonsput of whatfundssuchschoolscouldbe supportedThe expedientmodes
of directprovision for theml will examinehereafterjndirectly, they would befarmorethanself-supportingTheeconomyin crime
alone,(quite oneof the mostcostly articlesof luxury in the modernEuropeammartet,) which suchschoolswould induce,would
suffice to supportthemtentimesover. Theireconomyof labourwould be pureagain,andthattoo largeto be presentlycalculable.
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following threethings: —

(a) Thelaws of health,andthe exercicesanjoinedby them;
(b) Habitsof gentlenesandjustice;and
(c) Thecalling by whichheistolive.

2. Secondly— that,in connectiorwith thesetrainingschoolsthereshouldbe establishedalsoentirely
under Governmentregulation, manufctoriesand workshopsfor the productionand sale of every
necessaryf life, andfor the exerciseof every usefulart. And that, interferingno whit with private
entreprise hor settingary restraintsor tax on private trade, but leaving both to do their best,and
beatthe Governmenif they could,— thereshould,attheseGovernmentmanufctoriesandshopshe
authoritatvely goodandexamplarywork done,andpureandtrue substancesold; sothatamancould
be sure,if hechoseto paythe Gavernmentprice,thathe got for his monegy breadthatwasbread,ale
thatwasale,andwork thatwaswork.

3. Thirdly, — thatary man,or woman,or boy, or girl, out of employment,shouldbe at oncerecevedat
thenearesGovernmenschool,andsetto suchwork asit appearedpntrial, they werefit for, atafiwed
rateof wagesdeterminablevery year;— that,beingfoundincapableof work throughignorancethey
shouldbetaught,or beingfoundincapableof work throughsicknessshouldbetendedjput thatbeing
found objectingto work, they shouldbe set, undercompulsionof the strictestnature,to the more
painful anddegradingforms of necessaryoil, especiallyto thatin minesandotherplacesof danger
(suchdangermeing,however, diminishedto the utmostby carefulregulationanddiscipline),andthe
duewagesof suchwork be retained,costof compulsionfirst abstracted— to be at the workmans
commandsosoonashehascometo soundemind respectinghelaws of emplgyment.

4. Lastly, — thatfor theold anddestitute comfortandhomeshouldbe provided; which provision, when
misfortunehadbeenby the working of sucha systensifted from guilt, would be honourablénstead
of disgracefulto therecever. For (I repaethis passageut of my Political Economy of Art, to which
thereaderis referredfor fartherdetail) “a labourerseneshis countrywith his spadejustasamanin
the middle ranksof life senesit with sword, pen,or lancet.If the servicebeless,and,therefore the
wagesduringhealthless thenthe rewardwhenhealthis broken maybeless,but notlesshonourable;
andit oughtto be quite asnaturalandstraightforvard a matterfor alabourerto take his pensionfrom
his parish,becausée hasdeseredwell of his parish,asfor amanin higherrankto take his pension
from his country becausdne hasdeseredwell of his country’

To which statementl will only add,for conclusionyespectinghedisciplineandpayof life anddeath,
that, for both high andlow, Livy’s lastwordstouchingValeriusPublicola,“de publico estelatus*, ought
notto beadishonourableloseof epitaph.

Thesethings, then,| believe, andam about,as| find power, to explain andillustratein their various
bearingsfollowing out alsowhat belongsto themof collateralinquiry. Herel statethemonly in brief, to
preventthe readercastingaboutin alarmfor my ultimate meaning;yet requestinchim, for the presentto
rememberthatin a sciencedealingwith so subtleelementsasthoseof humannature,it is only possible
to answerfor the final truth of principles,not for the direct succes®f plans: andthatin the bestof these
last, whatcanve immediatelyaccomplisheds alwaysquestionableandwhatcanbefinally accomplished,
inconcevable.

DENMARK HiLL,
10th May, 1862.

P, Valerius, omnium consenstprincepsbelli pacisqueartibus, anno post moritur; gloria ingenti, copiis, familiaribus adeo
exiguis, ut funeri sumtusdeessetde publicoestelatus.Luxerematronaaut Brutum.— Lib. ii. c. xvi.
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Essay I.
The Roots of Honour

Amongthedelusionsvhich atdifferentperiodshave possessethemselesof themindsof largemasses
of the humanrace,perhapshe mostcurious— certainlythe leastcreditable— is the modernsoi-disant
scienceof political economybasedntheideathatanadvantageousodeof socialactionmaybedetermined
irrespectiely of theinfluenceof socialaffection.

Of courseasin theinstance®f alchemyastrology witchcraft,andothersuchpopularcreedspolitical
economyhasa plausibleideaat theroot of it. “The socialaffections; saysthe economist;are accidental
anddisturbingelementsn humannature;but avariceandthe desireof progressareconstantlements.Let
useliminatethe inconstantsand,consideringhe humanbeingmerelyasa covetousmachine examineby
whatlaws of labour purchaseandsale the greatesaccumulatie resultin wealthis obtainable Thoselaws
oncedeterminedit will befor eachindividual afterwardsto introduceasmuchof thedisturbingaffectionate
elementashe choosesandto determinefor himselftheresultonthe new conditionssupposed.

This would be a perfectlylogical and successfumethodof analysis,if the accidentalsafterwardsto
be introducedwere of the samenatureasthe powers first examined. Supposinga body in motion to be
influencedby constanandinconstanforces,it is usuallythe simplestway of examiningits courseto trace
it first underthe persistentonditions,andafterwardsintroducethe cause®f variation. But the disturbing
elementsn the socialproblemarenot of the samenatureasthe constanbnes:they alterthe essencef the
creatureunderexaminationthe momentthey areadded;they operate hot mathematicallybut chemically
introducingconditionswhich renderall our previousknowledgeunavailable. We madelearnedexperiments
uponpurenitrogen,andhave corvincedoursehesthatit is a very manageablgas: but, behold! the thing
which we have practicallyto dealwith is its chloride;andthis, the momentwe touchit on our established
principles,sendsusandor apparatushroughtheceiling.

Obsere, | neitherimpugnnor doubtthe conclusionof thesciencdf its termsareacceptedl amsimply
uninterestedn then,asl shouldbe in thoseof a scienceof gymnasticswvhich assumedhat menhadno
skeletons. It might be shavn, on that supposition that it would be advantageouso roll the studentsup
into pellets,flattentheminto cakes, or stretchtheminto cables;andthatwhentheseresultswereeffected,
the re-insertionof the skeletonwould be attendedwith variousincorveniencego their constitution. The
reasoningnight be admirable the conclusiondrue, andthe sciencedeficientonly in applicability Modern
political economystandson a preciselysimilar basis.Assuming,not thatthe humanbeinghasno skeleton,
but thatit is all skeleton,it foundsan ossifianttheory of progresson this negation of a soul; andhaving
shavn the utmostthat may be madeof bones,andconstructech numberof interestinggeometricafigures
with deaths-headandhumeri,successfullyprovestheincorvenienceof the reappearancef a soulamong
thesecorpuscularstructures.l do not dery the truth of this theory: | simply dery its applicability to the
presenphaseof theworld.
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Thisinapplicability hasbeencuriouslymanifestediuringthe embarrassmemausedy the late strikes
of our workmen. Here occursoneof the simplestcasesjn a pertinentand positive form, of thefirst vital
problemwhich political economyhasto dealwith (therelationbetweeremplo/er andemplgyed); and,ata
severecrisis,whenlivesin multitudesandwealthin massesreatstale, thepolitical economistarehelpless
— practicallymute: no demonstrablesolutionof the difficulty canbe givenby them,suchasmaycorvince
or calmthe opposingparties.Obstinatelythe mastergake oneview of the matter obstinatelythe operatves
anotherandno political sciencecansetthematone.

It would be strangsdf it could, it beingnot by “science”of ary kind thatmenwereever intendedto be
setat one. Disputantafter disputantvainly strivesto shawv thatthe interestsof the mastersare,or arenot,
antagonistico thoseof the men: noneof the pleaderever seemingo remembethatit doesnotabsolutely
or alwaysfollow thatthe personanusthe antagonisticoecauseheir interestsare. If thereis only a crust
of breadin the house,andmotherandchildrenarestarving,their interestsarenot the same.If the mother
eatsit, the childrenwantit; if the childreneatit, the mothermustgo hungryto herwork. yet it doesnot
necessarilfollow thattherewill be “antagonism”betweerthem,thatthey will fight for the crust,andthat
the mother beingstrongestwill getit, andeatit. Neither in ary othercase whatever the relationsof the
personsnaybe,canit beassumedor certainthat,becauseheirinterestsarediverse they mustnecessarily
regardeachotherwith hostility, anduseviolenceor cunningto obtainthe adwantage.

Evenif this wereso, andit wereasjust asit is corvenientto considermenas actuatecby no other
moralinfluenceghanthosewhich affect ratsor swine,the logical conditionsof the questionarestill inde-
terminable.lt cannever be shavn generallyeitherthattheinterestsof masterandlabourerarealike, or that
they areopposedfor, accordingto circumstanceshey may beeither It is, indeed,alwaysthe interestof
boththatthework shouldbe rightly done,anda just price obtainedfor it; but, in the division of profits,the
gain of theonemay or may not be the lossof the other It is notthe masters interestto pay wagesso low
asto leave the mensickly anddepressedyor theworkmans interestto be paid highwagesf the smallness
of the masters profit hindershim from enlaging his businesspr conductingt in a safeandliberalway. A
stoker oughtnotto desirehigh payif thecompalry is too poorto keeptheengine-wheeli repair

And the varietiesof circumstancesvhich influencethesereciprocalinterestsare so endlessthat all
endeaour to deduceulesof actionfrom balanceof expedieny isin vain. And it is meantto bein vain. For
no humanactionsever wereintendedby the malker of mento be guidedby balancesf expedieng, but by
balancef justice. He hasthereforerenderedall ende&oursto determinesxpedieng futile for evermore.
No manever knew, or canknow, whatwill betheultimateresultto himself,or to others of ary givenline of
conduct.But every manmayknow, andmostof usdo know, whatis ajustandunjustact. And all of usmay
know also,thattheconsequences justicewill beultimatelythebestpossible bothto othersandourseles,
thoughwe canneithersaywhatis best,or how it is likely to cometo pass.

| have said balancesof justice, meaning,in the term justice, to include affection, — suchaffection
asonemanowesto another All right relationsbetweenmasterandoperatve, andall their bestinterests,
ultimatelydependonthese.

We shallfind thebestandsimplestillustration of therelationsof mastermandoperatve in the positionof
domesticsenants.

We will supposehatthe masterof a householddesiresonly to getasmuchwork out of his senants
ashecan,at the rate of wageshe gives. He never allows themto beidle; feedsthemaspoorly andlodges
themasill asthey will endureandin all thingspushesis requirementso the exactpoint beyondwhich he
cannotgo without forcing the senantto leave him. In doingthis, thereis no violation on his partof whatis
commonlycalled“justice” He agreeswith the domesticfor his wholetime ad service,andtakesthem;—
thelimits of hardshipin treatmenbeingfixedby the practiceof othermastersn his neighbourhoodthatis
to say by the currentrate of wagesfor domesticlabour If the senantcangeta betterplace,heis freeto

10
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take one,andthe mastercanonly tell whatis therealmarket valueof his labour by requiringasmuchashe
will give.

Thisis thepolitico-economicaliew of thecaseaccordingo thedoctorsof thatsciencewho asserthat
by this procedurehe greatestverageof work will be obtainedfrom the senant, andthereforethe greatest
benefitto the community andthroughthe community by reversion,to the senanthimself.

That, however, is not so. It would be soif the senantwerean engineof which the motive power was
steam,magnetismgravitation, or ary otheragentof calculableforce. But he being, on the contrary an
enginewhosemotive power is a Soul, theforce of this very peculiaragent,asan unknavn quantity enters
into all the political economiss equationsithout his knowledge,andfalsifiesevery oneof their results.
Thelargestquantity of work will not be doneby this curiousenginefor pay, or underpressureor by help
of ary kind of fuel which may be suppliedby the caldron. It will be doneonly whenthe motive force, that
is to say thewill or spirit of the creaturejs broughtto its greatesstrengthby its own properfuel: namely
by theaffections.

It may indeedhappenanddoeshappenoften, thatif the masteris a man of sensead enegy, a large
guantity of materialwork may be doneundermechanicapressureenforcedby strongwill andguidedby
wise method;alsoit may happenanddoeshapperoften,thatif the masters indolentandweak (however
good-natured)a very small quantity of work, andthat bad, may be producedby the senant’s undirected
strengthandcontemptuougratitude.But theuniversallaw of thematteris that,assumingry givenquantity
of enegy andsensén mastermandsenant,thegreatesiaterialresultobtainableoy themwill be,notthrough
antagonisnto eachother but throughaffectionfor eachother;andthatif themasterinsteadof endeaouring
to getasmuchwork aspossiblefrom the senant, seeksratherto renderhis appointedandnecessaryvork
beneficialto him, andto forward his interestsin all just and wholesomeways, the real amountof work
ultimatelydone,or of goodrenderedby the personso caredfor, will indeedbethe greatespossible.

Obsenre, | say “of goodrendered, for a senant’s work is not necessarilyor alwaysthe bestthing he
cangive his master But good of all kinds, whetherin materialservice,in protectve watchfulnesof his
masters interestandcredit, or in joyful readiness$o seizeunexpectedandirregularoccasion®f help.

Nor is this onewhit lessgenerallytrue becauséndulgencewill befrequentlyabtused,andkindnesamet
with ingratitude.For the senantwho, gentlytreatedjs ungrateful treatedungently will berevengeful;and
themanwhois dishonesto aliberal mastemwill beinjuriousto anunjustone.

In ary caseandwith ary personthis unselfishtreatmentwill producethe mosteffective return. Ob-
sene, | am hereconsideringthe affectionswholly asa motive power; not at all asthingsin themseles
desirableor noble,or in ary otherway abstractedlygood. | look at them simply asan anomaloudorce,
renderingevery one of the ordinary political economiss calculationsnugatory;while, evenif he desired
to introducethis new elementnto his estimateshe hasno power of dealingwith it; for the affectionsonly
becomeatrue motive power whenthey ignoreevery othermotive andconditionof political economy Treat
the senantkindly, with the ideaof turning his gratitudeto account,andyou will get,asyou desere, no
gratitude,nor ary valuefor your kindness;but treathim kindly without ary economicalpurpose andall
economicapurposesvill beansweredin this, asin all othermatterswhosoeer will save hislife shalllose
it, whosolosesit shallfind it.1

1The differencebetweerthe two modesof treatmentandbetweertheir effective materialresults,may be seenvery accurately
by a comparisorof the relationsof Estherand Charliein Bleak House,with thoseof Miss Brassandthe Marchionessn Master
Humphrg's Clock.

Theessentialalueandtruth of Dickenss writings have beenunwiselylost sightof by mary thoughtfulpersonsmerelybecause
hepresentsis truthwith somecolourof caricature Unwisely becaus®ickenss caricaturethoughoftengross,is never mistalen.
Allowing for his mannerof telling them, the things he tells us are alwaystrue. | wish that he could think it right to limit his
brilliant exaggeratiorto works written only for public amusementandwhenhe takes up a subjectof high nationalimportance,
suchasthatwhich he handledin Hard Times, thathe would useserererandmore accurateanalysis. The usefulnes®f thatwork
(to my mind, in severalrespectsthe greatestie haswritten) is with mary personsseriouslydiminishedbecausévir Bounderbyis

11
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The next clearestand simplestexampleof relationbetweemmasterand operatve is that which exists
betweerthecommandepf aregimentandhis men.

Supposingheofficer only desiredo applytherulesof disciplinesoas,with leasttroubleto himself,to
malke theregimentmosteffective, hewill notbeable,by ary rulesor administratiorof rules,on this selfish
principle,to developthefull strengthof his subordinateslf a manof senseandfirmnesshe may, asin the
formerinstance producea betterresultthanwould be obtainedby theirregularkindnessof a weakofficer;
but let the senseandfirmnessbe the samein both casesandassurediythe officer who hasthe mostdirect
personalrelationswith his men,the mostcarefor their interests,andthe mostvalue for their lives, will
develop their effective strength throughtheir affection for his own person,andtrustin his characterto a
degreewholly unattainabldy othermeansThislaw appliesstill morestringentlyasthenumbersconcerned
arelarger: a chage may often be successfulthoughthe mendislike their officers; a battle hasrarely been
won, unlessthey lovedtheir general.

Passingrom thesesimpleexampleso themorecomplicatedelationsexisting betweera manugcturer
andhis workmen,we are metfirst by certaincuriousdifficulties, resulting,apparentlyfrom a harderand
colderstateof moral elements.lt is easyto imaginean enthusiasti@affection existing amongsoldiersfor
the colonel. Not so easyto imaginean enthusiasti@affection amongcotton-spinnergor the proprietorof
themill. A body of menassociatedor purposef robbery(asa Highlandclanin ancienttimes)shallbe
animatedby perfectaffection,andevery memberof it bereadyto lay down his life for thelife of his chief.
But a bandof menassociatedor purposef legal productionand accumulationis usually animated,it
appearspy no suchemotions,andnoneof themarein ary wise willing to give his life for thelife of his
chief. Not only arewe met by this apparentanomaly in moral matters,but by othersconnectedwith it,
in administrationof system.For a senant or a soldieris engagedt a definiterate of wagesfor a definite
period; but a workmanat a rate of wagesvariableaccordingto the demandfor labour andwith the risk
of beingat ary time thrown out of his situationby chancesf trade. Now, as,underthesecontingencies,
no action of the affectionscantake place,but only an explosive action of disafections,two points offer
themselesfor considerationn the matter

Thefirst— How far therateof wagesmaybe soregulatedasnotto vary with the demandor labour

Thesecond— How farit is possiblethatbodiesof workmenmay be engagedindmaintainedat such
fixed rate of wages(whatever the stateof trademay be), without enlaging or diminishingtheir number
so asto give thempermanentnterestin the establishmentvith which they areconnectedlike that of the
domesticsenantsin anold family, or anespritde corps,like thatof thesoldiersin a crackregiment.

The first questionis, | say how far it may be possibleto fix the rate of wages,irrespectiely of the
demandor labour

Perhapsone of the mostcuriousfactsin the history of humanerror is the denialby the commonpo-
litical economistof the possibility of thusregulatingwages;while, for all the important,and much of the
unimportantJabour ontheearth,wagesarealreadysoregulated.

We do not sell our prime-ministershipoy Dutch auction; nor, on the deceasef a bishop, whatever
may be the generaladvantagesof simory, do we (yet) offer his dioceseto the clegymanwho will take
the episcopag at the lowest contract. We (with exquisite sagacityof political economy!)do indeedsell
commissionsput not openly generalshipssick, we do not inquire for a physicianwho takeslessthana
guinea;litigious, we never think of reducingsix-and-eight-perecto four-and-sixpencecaughtin a shaver,

adramaticmonsterinsteadof a characteristiexampleof a worldly master;and StepherBlackpoola dramaticperfection,instead
of a characteristiexampleof anhonestworkman. But let us not losethe useof Dickenss wit andinsight, becausée choosego

speakin acircle of stagefire. He is entirelyright in his maindrift andpurposen every book he haswritten; andall of them,but

especiallyHard Times,shouldbe studiedwith closeandearnestareby personsnterestedn socialquestionsThey will find much

thatis partial,and,becaus@artial, apparentlyunjust; but if they examineall the evidenceon the otherside,which Dickensseems
to overlook, it will appearafterall their trouble,thathis view wasthefinally right one,grosslyandsharplytold.
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we do not carvassthe cabmento find onewho valueshis driving atlessthansixpencea mile.

It is truethatin all thesecaseghereis, andin every concevable casetheremustbe, ultimatereference
to the presumedifficulty of the work, or numberof candidatedor the office. If it werethoughtthatthe
labournecessaryo make a goodphysicianwould be gonethroughby a sufficient numberof studentswith
the prospecbf only half-guineafees,public consentvould soonwithdrav the unnecessarialf-guinea.ln
this ultimate sensethe price of labouris indeedalways regulatedby the demandfor it; but, sofar asthe
practicalandimmediateadministratiorof the matteris regardedthe bestlabouralwayshasbeen andis, as
all labouroughtto be,paidby aninvariablestandard.

“What!” thereademperhapsansweramazedly:!pay goodandbadworkmenalike?”

Certainly Thedifferencebetweeroneprelates sermonsandhis successos'— or betweerone physi-
cian’s opinion and anothers — is far greater as respectghe qualities of mind involved, and far more
importantin resultto you personallythanthedifferencebetweergoodandbadlaying of bricks(thoughthat
is greatethanmostpeoplesuppose).Yet you pay with equalfee, contentedlythe goodandbadworkmen
uponyour soul,andthegoodandbadworkmenuponyour body; muchmoremayyou pay, contentedlywith
equalfees,thegoodandbadworkmenuponyour house.

“Nay, but | choosemy physicianand(?) my clegyman,thusindicatingmy senseof the quality of their
work.” By all meansalso,chooseyour bricklayer;thatis the properreward of the goodworkman,to be
“chosen. Thenaturalandright systemrespectingall labouris, thatit shouldbe paid atafixedrate,but the
goodworkmanemplged, andthe badworkmanunemplyed. The false,unnaturalanddestructie system
is whenthe badworkmanis allowedto offer hiswork at half-price,andeithertake the placeof thegood,or
force him by his competitionto work for aninadequatesum.

This equalityof wagesthen,beingthefirst objecttowardwhich we have to discorer thedirectestvail-
ableroad;theseconds, asabore statedthatof maintainingconstannumbersof workmenin employment,
whatezer may bethe accidentademandor thearticlethey produce.

| believe the suddenand extensie inequalitiesof demand which necessarilyarisein the mercantile
operationsof an active nation, constitutethe only essentiadifficulty which hasto be overcomein a just
organizationof labour The subjectopensinto too mary branchego admitof beinginvestigatedn a paper
of this kind; but the following generafactsbearingon it maybenoted.

Thewagesvhichenableany workmanto live arenecessarilyigher if hisworkis liableto intermission,
thanif it is assuredandcontinuousandhowever severethe strugglefor work maybecomethe generalaw
will alwayshold, thatmenmustgetmoredaily payif, ontheaveragethey canonly calculateon work three
daysa weekthanthey would requireif they were sureof work six daysa week. Supposinghata man
cannotlive on lessthana shilling aday, his sevenshillingshe mustget, eitherfor threedays’violent work,
or six days’deliberatework. Thetendenyg of all modernmercantileoperationds to throw bothwagesand
tradeinto the form of a lottery, andto make the workmans pay dependon intermittentexertion, andthe
principal’s profit on dexterouslyusedchance.

In whatpartialdegree,| repeatthismaybenecessarin consequencef theactvities of moderntrade,|
donothereinvestigatecontentingnyselfwith thefact,thatin its fatalesaspectét is assuredliyunnecessayy
andresultsmerelyfrom love of gamblingon the part of the mastersandfrom ignoranceandsensualityin
themen. The mastersannotbearto let ary opportunityof gainescapehem,andfrantically rushat every
gap and breachin the walls of Fortune,ragingto be rich, and affronting, with impatientcovetousness,
every risk of ruin, while the menpreferthreedaysof violent labour andthreedaysof drunkennessto six
daysof moderatenvork andwise rest. Thereis no way in which a principal, who really desirego help his
workmen,may do it more effectually thanby checkingthesedisorderlyhabitsbothin himself andthem;
keepinghis own businesperationson a scalewhich will enablehim to pursuethemsecurelynotyielding
to temptationf precariougyain; and,at the sametime, leadinghis workmeninto regular habitsof labour
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andlife, eitherby inducingthemratherto take low wagesin the form of a fixed salary thanhigh wages,
subjectto thechanceof their beingthrown out of work; or, if thisbeimpossible by discouraginghe system
of violent exertion for nominally high day wages,andleadingthe mento take lower pay for moreregular
labour

In effecting ary radical changesof this kind, doubtlesgherewould be greatinconvenienceandloss
incurredby all the originatorsof movement.Thatwhich canbe donewith perfectcorvenienceandwithout
loss,is notalwaysthething thatmostneedgo be done,or which we aremostimperatively requiredto do.

| have alreadyalludedto the differencehithertoexisting betweerregimentsof menassociatedor pur
posesf violence,andfor purpose®f manufcture;in thattheformerappearcapableof self-sacrifice— the
latter, not; which singularfactis therealreasorof thegeneralownessof estimatan whichthe professiorof
commercas held,ascomparedwith thatof arms.Philosophicallyit doesnot, at first sight,appeareason-
able(mary writers have endeaouredto prove it unreasonablehata peaceabl@ndrationalpersonwhose
tradeis buying andselling, shouldbe held in lesshonourthanan unpeaceablandoftenirrational person,
whosetradeis slaying. Neverthelessthe consenbf mankindhasalways,in spiteof the philosophersgiven
precedencéo thesoldier

And thisis right.

For thesoldiers trade verily andessentiallyis not slaying,but beingslain. This, withoutwell knowing
its own meaning,the world honoursit for. A bravo’s tradeis slaying; but the world hasnever respected
bravos morethan merchants:the reasonit honoursthe soldieris, becauséhe holds his life at the service
of the State. Recklesshe may be — fond of pleasureor of adwenture-allkinds of bye-motvesandmean
impulsesmay have determinedhe choiceof his professionandmay affect (to all appearancexclusively)
his daily conductin it; but our estimateof him is basedn this ultimatefact— of whichwe arewell assured
— thatputhim in afortressbreachwith all the pleasure®f the world behindhim, andonly deathandhis
dutyin front of him, hewill keephisfaceto thefront; andheknows thathis choicemaybe putto him atary
moment— andhasbeforehandaken his part— virtually takessuchpartcontinually— does,in reality, die
daily.

Not lessis the respectwe pay to the lawyer and physician,foundedultimately on their self-sacrifice.
Whatever the learningor acutenessf a greatlawyer, our chief respecfor him dependsn our belief that,
setin ajudges seat,hewill strive to judgejustly, comeof it whatmay Could we supposehat he would
take bribes,andusehis acutenesandlegal knowledgeto give plausibility to iniquitousdecisionsno degree
of intellect would win for him our respect. Nothing will win it, shortof our tacit corviction, thatin all
importantactsof hislife justiceis first with him; his own interest,second.

In thecaseof a physicianthegroundof thehonourwe rendethim is clearerstill. Whatever hisscience,
we would shrink from him in horrorif we found him regard his patientsmerelyas subjectsto experiment
upon; muchmore,if we foundthat, receving bribesfrom persondnterestedn their deathshe wasusing
his bestskill to give poisonin the maskof medicine.

Finally, the principle holdswith utmostclearnesssit respectslergymen.No goodnes®f disposition
will excusewantof sciencen a physician,or of shrevdnessn anadvocate;but a clegyman,eventhough
his pawer of intellectbesmall,is respectednthepresumedjroundof hisunselfishnesandserviceableness.

Now, therecanbe no questionbut thatthe tact, foresight,decision,andothermentalpowers,required
for the successfumanagementf alarge mercantileconcern,jf not suchascould be comparedwith those
of a greatlawyer, general,or divine, would at leastmatchthe generalconditionsof mind requiredin the
subordinateofficers of a ship, or of a regiment, or in the curateof a country parish. If, therefore,all
the efficient membersof the so-calledliberal professionsarestill, somehwy, in public estimateof honour
preferredbeforethe headof acommerciafirm, thereasormustlie deepetthanin the measurementf their
severalpowersof mind.
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Andtheessentiateasorfor suchpreferencevill hefoundto lie in thefactthatthemerchants presumed
to actalwaysselfishly His work maybevery necessaryo thecommunity but themotive of it is understood
to be wholly personal. The merchans first objectin all his dealingsmustbe (the public believe) to get
as muchfor himself, andleave aslittle to his neighbour(or customer)as possible. Enforcing this upon
him, by political statute asthe necessarprinciple of his action;recommendingt to him on all occasions,
andthemselesreciprocallyadoptingit, proclaimingvociferously for law of the universe,that a buyer's
functionis to cheapenanda sellers to cheat— the public, neverthelessinvoluntarily condemrthe manof
commerceor his compliancewith their own statementandstamphim for ever asbelongingto aninferior
gradeof humanpersonality

This they will find, eventually they mustgive up doing. They mustnot ceaseo condemnselfishness;
but they will have to discover akind of commercevhichis notexclusively selfish.Or, rather they will have
to discover thattherenever was, or canbe, ary otherkind of commercethatthis which they have called
commercevasnotcommercatall, but cozeningandthatatruemerchantdiffersasmuchfrom amerchant
accordingo laws of modernpolitical economyasthe heroof the Excursionfrom Autolycus. They will find
thatcommerceis an occupatiorwhich gentlemerwill every day seemore needto engagein, ratherthan
in the businesse®f talking to men, or slayingthem;that, in true commerceasin true preachingor true
fighting, it is necessaryo admittheideaof occasionaloluntaryloss;— thatsixpenceshave to belost, as
well aslives,underasensef duty. thatthe market may have its martyrdomsaswell asthe pulpit; andtrade
its heroismsaswell aswar.

May have — in thefinal issue musthave-andonly hasnot hadyet, becausenenof heroictemperhave
always beenmisguidedin their youthinto otherfields; not recognisingwhatis in our days, perhapsthe
mostimportantof all fields; sothat,while mary ajealouspersonoseshislife in trying to teachthe form of
agospelveryfew will loseahundredpoundsin shaving the practiceof one.

Thefactis, thatpeoplenever have hadclearly explainedto themthetrue functionsof a merchantvith
respecto otherpeople.l shouldlike thereadetto bevery clearaboutthis.

Five greatintellectualprofessionsrelatingto daily necessitie®f life, have hitherto existed— three
exist necessarilyin every civilised nation:

The Soldiers professioris to defendit.

ThePastorsto teachit.

ThePhysicians to keepit in health.

Thelawyer's to enforcejusticein it.

TheMerchants to provide for it.

And theduty of all thesemenis, on dueoccasionto die for it.
“On dueoccasiori, namely:-

The Soldier ratherthanleave his postin battle.
ThePhysicianyatherthanleave his postin plague.
ThePastor ratherthanteachFalsehood.

Thelawyer, ratherthancountenancénjustice.

The Merchant— whatis his “due occasion”of death?

It is themainquestiorfor themerchantasfor all of us. For, truly, themanwho doesnotknow whento
die, doesnotknow how to live.
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Obsenre, the merchans function (or manufcturers, for in the broadsensédn whichit is hereusedthe
word mustbeunderstoodo includeboth)is to provide for thenation. It is no morehis functionto getprofit
for himself out of that provision thanit is a clegymans functionto gethis stipend. This stipendis a due
andnecessanadjunct,but not the objectof his life, if he be a true clegyman,ary morethanhis fee (or
honorarium)is the objectof life to a true physician.Neitheris his fee the objectof life to atrue merchant.
All three,if truemen,have awork to be doneirrespectie of fee— to bedoneevenat ary cost,or for quite
thecontraryof fee;the pastors functionbeingto teach thephysicians to heal,andthe merchans, asl have
said,to provide. Thatis to say he hasto understando their very root the qualitiesof the thing he dealsin,
andthe meansof obtainingor producingit; andhe hasto applyall his sagacityandenegy to the producing
or obtainingit in perfectstate,anddistributing it atthe cheapespossiblepricewhereit is mostneeded.

And becausehe productionor obtainingof ary commodityinvolves necessarilfthe ageng of mary
livesandhandsthe merchanbecomesn the courseof his businesgthe masterandgovernorof largemasses
of menin a moredirect, thoughlessconfessedvay, thana military officer or pastor;sothaton him falls,
in greatpart,theresponsibilityfor thekind of life they lead: andit becomeshis duty, not only to bealways
consideringhow to producewhat he sells,in the purestand cheapestorms, but how to make the various
employmentsinvolvedin the production or transferencef it, mostbeneficialto the menemployed.

And asinto thesetwo functions,requiringfor their right exercisethe highestintelligence,aswell as
patience kindness,andtact, the merchantis boundto put all his enegy, sofor their just dischage he is
bound,assoldieror physicianis bound,to give up, if needbe, hislife, in suchway asit maybedemanded
of him. Two main pointshe hasin his providing functionto maintain:first, his engagementgaithfulness
to engagementbeingthe real root of all possibilities,in commerce);and, secondly the perfectnesand
purity of the thing provided; so that, ratherthanfail in any engagementpr consentto ary deterioration,
adulteration,or unjustandexorbitantprice of thatwhich he provides, he is boundto meetfearlesslyary
form of distresspoverty, or labout which may, throughmaintenancef thesepoints,comeuponhim.

Again: in his office asgovernorof the menemplg/ed by him, the merchanbr manufctureris invested
with a distinctly paternalauthorityandresponsibility In mostcasesa youth enteringa commercialestab-
lishmentis withdravn altogetherfrom homeinfluence;his mastermustbecomehis father elsehe has,for
practicalandconstantelp, no fatherat hand:in all caseghe masters$ authority togethemwith the general
toneandatmospheref his businessandthe characteof the menwith whomtheyouthis compelledn the
courseof it to associatehave moreimmediateandpressingveightthanthe homeinfluence andwill usually
neutralizeit eitherfor goodor evil; sothatthe only meanswhich the mastethasof doingjusticeto themen
employed by him is to askhimselfsternlywhetherheis dealingwith suchsubordinateashewould with his
own son,if compelledby circumstanceso take sucha position.

Supposinghe captainof afrigate saw it right, or wereby ary chanceobliged,to placehis own sonin
the positionof a commonsailor: ashe would thentreathis son, he is boundalwaysto treatevery one of
the menunderhim. So, also, supposinghe masterof a manufctory saw it right, or wereby ary chance
obliged,to placehis own sonin the positionof an ordinaryworkman;ashewould thentreathis son,heis
boundalwaysto treatevery oneof his men. This is the only effective, true, or practicalRule which canbe
givenon this point of political economy

And asthe captainof a shipis boundto bethelastmanto leave his shipin caseof wreck,andto share
his lastcrustwith the sailorsin caseof famine,sothe manugctureyin any commerciakrisis or distressjs
boundto take the suffering of it with his men,andevento take moreof it for himselfthanheallows his men
to feel; asafatherwouldin afamine,shipwreck or battle,sacrificehimselffor his son.

All whichsoundsrery strange theonly realstrangenesis the matterbeing,neverthelessthatit should
so sound. For all this is true, and that not partially nor theoretically but everlastingly and practically:
all otherdoctrinethanthis respectingmatterspolitical beingfalsein premisesabsurdin deduction,and
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impossiblein practice,consistentlywith any progressie stateof nationallife; all the life which we now

possesasanationshaving itself in theresolutedenialandscorn,by afew strongmindsandfaithful hearts,
of the economicprinciplestaughtto our multitudes,which principles,so far asaccepted|ead straightto

nationaldestruction.Respectinghe modesandforms of destructionto which they lead,and,on the other
hand,respectinghefartherpracticalworking of true polity, | hopeto reasorfartherin afollowing paper
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Essay I1.

The Vans of Wealth

The answemwhich would be madeby ary ordinarypolitical economisto the statementgontainedn
the precedingpaperis in few wordsasfollows:

“It is indeedtrue that certainadwvantagesf a generalnaturemay be obtainedby the developmentof
social affections. But political economistaever professednor profess,to take adwvantagesof a general
natureinto considerationOur sciences simply the scienceof gettingrich. Sofar from beinga fallacious
or visionaryone,it is found by experienceto be practically effective. Personsvho follow its preceptsio
actuallybecomerich, andpersonavho disobg thembecomepoor Every capitalistof Europehasacquired
his fortune by following the known laws of our science,andincreasesis capital daily by an adherence
to them. It is vain to bring forward tricks of logic, againstthe force of accomplishedacts. Every man of
businesknows by experiencehow money is made,andhow it is lost”

Pardonme. Men of businessdo indeedknow how they themseles madetheir money, or how, on
occasionthey lostit. Playingalong-practisedjame they arefamiliarwith thechance®f its cards,andcan
rightly explaintheirlossesandgains.But they neitherknow who keepghebankof thegambling-housejor
whatothergamesamay be playedwith the samecards,nor whatotherlossesandgains,far away amongthe
darkstreetsareessentiallythoughinvisibly, dependenbn theirsin the lightedrooms.They have learneda
few, andonly afew, of thelaws of mercantileeconomyput not oneof thoseof political economy

Primarily, which is very notableandcurious,| obsere that menof businesgarely knov the meaning
of the word “rich.” At least,if they know, they do not in their reasoningsallow for the fact, thatit is a
relative word, implying its opposite“poor” aspositively asthe word “north” impliesits opposite“south’”
Men nearly always speakandwrite asif richeswereabsolute,andit were possible,by following certain
scientificpreceptsfor everybodyto berich. Whereagichesarea power like thatof electricity actingonly
throughinequalitiesor negationsof itself. Theforce of the guineayou have in your poclket dependsvholly
on the default of a guineain your neighbours poclet. If he did notwantit, it would be of no useto you;
the degreeof power it possessedependsccuratelyuponthe needor desirehe hasfor it, — andtheart of
makingyourselfrich, in the ordinarymercantileeconomiss senseis thereforeequallyandnecessarilfhe
artof keepingyour neighbourpoor

I would not contendin this matter(andrarely in ary matter)for the acceptancef terms. But | wish
thereaderclearly anddeeplyto understandhe differencebetweenthe two economiesto which theterms
“Political” and“Mercantile” might not unadvisedlybe attached.

Political economy(the economyof a State,or of citizens)consistssimply in the production presera-
tion, anddistribution, at fittesttime andplace,of usefulor pleasurablehings. Thefarmerwho cutshis hay
attheright time; the shipwrightwho driveshis boltswell homein soundwood;the builder who lays good
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bricks in well-temperedmortar; the hous&vife who takes careof her furniture in the parlour andguards
againstall wastein herkitchen;andthe singerwho rightly disciplines,andnever overstrainshervoice, are
all political economistsn the true andfinal sense:addingcontinuallyto the richesandwell-being of the
nationto which they belong.

But mercantileeconomytheeconomyof “merces”or of “pay,” signifiestheaccumulationin thehands
of individuals,of legal or moralclaim upon,or power over, thelabourof others;every suchclaimimplying
preciselyasmuchpaoverty or debton oneside,asit impliesrichesor right ontheother

It doesnot, therefore necessarilynvolve anadditionto theactualproperty or well-being,of the State
in which it exists. But sincethis commercialwealth,or powver over labour is nearlyalwayscorvertible at
onceinto realproperty while realpropertyis notalwayscorvertible at onceinto power overlabour theidea
of richesamongactive menin civilized nations,generallyrefersto commercialwealth;andin estimating
their possessionghey rathercalculatethe value of their horsesandfields by the numberof guineasthey
could getfor them,thanthe value of their guineashy the numberof horsesandfields they could buy with
them.

Thereis, however, anothemreasorfor this habitof mind; namely thatanaccumulatiorof real property
is of little useto its owner, unless togetherwith it, he hascommercialpower over labour Thus,suppose
ary personto be putin possessionf a large estateof fruitful land, with rich bedsof gold in its gravel,
countlessherdsof cattlein its pastures;houses,and gardens,and storehouses$ull of useful stores;but
supposeafterall, thathe could getno senants?In orderthathe maybe ableto have senants,someonein
his neighbourhoodnustbe poor, andin wantof his gold — or his corn. Assumethatno oneis in wantof
either andthatno senantsareto be had. He must, therefore bake his own bread,make his own clothes,
ploughhis own ground,andshepherdis own flocks. His gold will beasusefulto him asary otheryellow
pebbleson his estate.His storesmustrot, for he cannotconsumehem. He caneatno morethananother
mancould eat,andwearno morethananothemancouldwear He mustleadalife of severeandcommon
labourto procureeven ordinary comforts; he will be ultimately unableto keepeitherhousesn repair or
fieldsin cultivation; andforcedto contenthimselfwith a poor man’s portion of cottageandgarden,in the
midstof a desertof wasteland, trampledby wild cattle,andencumberedby ruinsof palaceswhich he will
hardlymockat himselfby calling “his own”

The mostcovetousof mankindwould, with small exultation, | presumeacceptrichesof this kind on
theseterms.Whatis really desired underthe nameof riches,is essentiallypower over men;in its simplest
sensethe power of obtainingfor our own adwantagethe labourof senant, tradesmanandartist; in wider
senseauthorityof directinglarge masse®f thenationto variousends(good,trivial or hurtful, accordingto
themind of therich person).And this power of wealthof courseis greateror lessin directproportionto the
poverty of the menover whomit is exercised,andin inverseproportionto the numberof personsvho are
asrich asourseles,andwho arereadyto give the sameprice for anarticle of which the supplyis limited.
If themusicianis poor, hewill singfor smallpay, aslong asthereis only onepersonwho canpay him; but
if therebetwo or three,hewill singfor the onewho offers him most. And thusthe power of therichesof
the patron(alwaysimperfectanddoubtful,aswe shallseepresentlyevenwhenmostauthoritatve) depends
first on the poverty of the artist,andthenon the limitation of the numberof equallywealthypersonswho
alsowantseatsat the concert.Sothat, asabove stated the art of becoming‘rich,” in the commonsenseis
not absolutelynor finally the art of accumulatingnuchmoney for oursehes,but alsoof contriving thatour
neighboursshall have less. In accuratderms,it is “the art of establishinghe maximuminequalityin our
own favour”

Now, the establishmendf suchinequalitycannotbe shavn in the abstracto be eitheradvantageousr
disadwantageouso thebodyof the nation. Therashandabsurdassumptionthatsuchinequalitiesareneces-
sarily advantageoudijes attheroot of mostof the popularfallacieson the subjectof political economy For
the eternalandinevitable law in this matteris, thatthe beneficialnessf theinequalitydependsfirst, onthe
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methodshby which it wasaccomplishedand,secondlyon the purposedo which it is applied. Inequalities
of wealth,unjustly establishedhave assuredlyinjuredthe nationin which they exist duringtheir establish-
ment; and, unjustly directed,injure it yet more during their existence. But inequalitiesof wealth, justly

establishedbenefitthe nationin the courseof their establishmentand,nobly used,aid it yet moreby their

existence.Thatis to say amongevery active andwell-governedpeople thevariousstrengthof individuals,

testedby full exertionandspeciallyappliedto variousneed,issuesn unequal but harmoniougesults,re-

cewing reward or authorityaccordingto its classandservicé; while, in theinactive or ill-governednation,

thegradationsof decayandthevictoriesof treasorwork outalsotheir own ruggedsystenmof subjectionand

successandsubstitute for the melodiousinequalitiesof concurrenipower, the iniquitousdominancesand

depressionsf guilt andmisfortune.

Thusthe circulationof wealthin a nationresembleshat of the bloodin the naturalbody Thereis one
guicknes®f thecurrentwhich comesof cheerfulemotionor wholesomesxercise;andanothemwhich comes
of shameor of fever. Thereis aflushof the bodywhich s full of warmthandlife; andanothemwhich will
passinto putrefiction.

The analogywill hold down even to minute particulars. For as diseasedocal determinationof the
bloodinvolvesdepressiomf thegenerahealthof the systemall morbidlocal actionof richeswill befound
ultimatelyto involve awealeningof theresource®f the body politic.

The modein which this is producedmay be at onceunderstoody examiningoneor two instancef
thedevelopmentof wealthin the simplestpossiblecircumstances.

Supposdwo sailorscastaway on an uninhabitedcoast,and obligedto maintainthemseles thereby
their own labourfor aseriesof years.

If they bothkepttheir health,andworked steadilyandin amity with eachother they might build them-
selwesa corvenienthouse andin time cometo possesa certainquantity of cultivatedland, togethemwith
variousstoreslaid up for future use. All thesethingswould be realrichesor property;and,supposinghe
menbothto have worked equallyhard,they would eachhave right to equalshareor useof it. Their polit-
ical economywould consistmerelyin carefulpreseration andjust division of thesepossessionsPerhaps,
however, after sometime oneor othermight be dissatisfiedwith the resultsof their commonfarming;and
they mightin consequencagreeto divide theland they hadbroughtunderthe spadeinto equalsharesso
thateachmight thenceforardwork in his own field, andlive by it. Supposdhatafterthisarrangemenhad
beenmade oneof themwereto fall ill, andbeunableto work onhislandata critical time— sayof saving
or hanest.

He would naturallyasktheotherto sow or reapfor him.

1| have beennaturally asled several times, with respecto the sentencén the first of thesepapers‘the badworkmenunem-
ployed; “But whatareyou to do with your badunemplgedworkmen?”Well, it seemgso methe questionmight have occurredto
you before.Your housemaid placeis vacant— you give twenty poundsa yeartwo girls comefor it, oneneatlydressedtheother
dirtily; onewith goodrecommendationghe otherwith none. You do not, underthesecircumstancesjsuallyaskthe dirty oneif
shewill comefor fifteen pounds,or twelve; and,on her consentingtake herinsteadof the well-recommendedne. Still lessdo
youtry to beatbothdown by makingthembid againsteachother till you canhire both,oneat twelve poundsayeat andthe other
at eight. You simply take the onefittestfor the place,and sendaway the other not perhapsoncerningyourselfquite asmuchas
you shouldwith the questionwhich you now impatientlyputto me,“What is to becomeof her?” For all thatl adviseyouto do, is
to dealwith workmenaswith senants;andverily the questionis of weight: “Y our badworkman,idler, androgue— whatareyou
to dowith him?”

We will considerof this presently:remembethatthe administrationof a completesystemof nationalcommerceandindustry
cannotbe explainedin full detail within the spaceof twelve pages. Meantime,considerwhether therebeing confessedlysome
difficulty in dealingwith roguesandidlers,it maynotbe advisableto produceasfew of themaspossible.If you examineinto the
history of roguesyouwill find they areastruly manufcturedarticlesasarything else,andit is just becaus®ur presensystemof
political economygivesso large a stimulusto thatmanufcturethat you mayknow it to be a falseone. We hadbetterseekfor a
systemwhich will develophonestmen,thanfor onewhichwill dealcunninglywith vagabondsLet usreformour schoolsandwe
shallfind little reformneededn our prisons.
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Thenhis companiormight say with perfectjustice,“l will do this additionalwork for you; but if | do
it, you mustpromiseto do asmuchfor me at anothertime. | will counthow mary hoursl spendon your
ground,andyou shallgive meawritten promiseto work for the samenumberof hourson mine,wheneer |
needyour help,andyouareableto giveit.” Supposdhedisablednans sicknesgo continue andthatunder
variouscircumstancedpr severalyears requiringthe help of the other he on eachoccasiorgave awritten
pledgeto work, assoonashewasable,at his companiors orders for the samenumberof hourswhich the
otherhadgiven up to him. Whatwill the positionsof the two menbe whentheinvalid is ableto resume
work?

Consideredasa “Polis;” or state,they will be poorerthanthey would have beenotherwise:poorerby
thewithdrawal of whatthe sick man’s labourwould have producedn theinterval. His friend may perhaps
have toiled with anenegy quickenedby the enlaged need,but in the endhis own land andpropertymust
have sufferedby the withdraval of so muchof his time andthoughtfrom them: andthe unitedpropertyof
thetwo menwill becertainlylessthanit would have beenif bothhadremainedn healthandactuity.

But therelationsin which they standto eachotherarealsowidely altered. The sick manhasnot only
pledgedhis labourfor someyears,but will probablyhave exhaustedhis own shareof the accumulated
storesandwill bein consequenctor sometime dependenon the otherfor food, which hecanonly “pay”
or rewardhim for by yet moredeeplypledginghis own labour

Supposinghe written promisesto be held entirely valid (amongcivilized nationstheir validity is se-
curedby legal measured, the personwho hadhithertoworked for both might now, if he chose restalto-
getherandpasshis time in idlenessnot only forcing his companiorto redeemall the engagementse had
alreadyenterednto, but exactingfrom him pledgedor furtherlabour to anarbitraryamount for whatfood
hehadto adwanceto him.

Theremight not, from first to last, be the leastillegality (in the ordinary senseof the word) in the
arrangementhput if a strangerarrived on the coastat this advancedepochof their political economy he
would find onemancommerciallyRich; theothercommerciallyPoor He would see perhapswith nosmall
surprise,one passinghis daysin idleness;the otherlabouringfor both, andliving sparely in the hopeof
recovering his independencat somedistantperiod.

This is, of course,an exampleof oneonly out of mary waysin which inequality of possessiomay
be establishedetweerdifferentpersonsgiving riseto the Mercantileforms of RichesandPoverty. In the
instancebeforeus, oneof the menmight from the first have deliberatelychosento beidle, andto put his
life in pavn for presentase;or he might have mismanagedhis land,andbeencompelledto have recourse
to his neighbourfor food and help, pledginghis future labour for it. But what | wantthe readerto note
especiallyis the fact,commonto a large numberof typical case<f this kind, thatthe establishmenof the
mercantilewealthwhich consistdn a claim uponlabour signifiesa political diminution of the realwealth
which consistdn substantiapossessions.

Take anotherexample,moreconsistentvith the ordinarycourseof affairs of trade. Supposehatthree
men,insteadof two, formedthelittle isolatedrepublic,andfoundthemselesobligedto separatein order
to farmdifferentpiecesof land at somedistancefrom eachotheralongthe coast: eachestatefurnishinga
distinctkind of produce,andeachmoreor lessin needof the materialraisedon the other Supposedhat
the third man,in orderto save the time of all three,undertaks simply to superintendhe transferencef

2Thedisputesvhich exist respectingherealnatureof money arisemorefrom thedisputantexaminingits functionson different
sidesthanfrom ary realdissentn their opinions.All money, properlysocalled,is anacknavledgmentof debt;but assuch,it may
eitherbe consideredo representhe labourandpropertyof the creditor or theidlenessandpenuryof thedebtor Theintricacy of
the questionhasbeenmuchincreasedy the (hithertonecessaryliseof marketablecommaoditiessuchasgold, silver, salt, shells,
etc.,to give intrinsic value or securityto curreng; but the final and bestdefinition of money is thatit is a documentarypromise
ratified andguaranteedby the nationto give or find a certainquantityof labouron demand.A mans labourfor a dayis a better
standardf valuethana measuref any produce becaus&o produceever maintainsa consistentateof productibility.
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commoditiesfrom onefarmto the other; on conditionof receving somesuficiently remuneratie shareof
every parcelof goodscornveyed, or of someotherparcelrecevedin exchangdor it.

If this carrieror messengealways bringsto eachestate,from the other whatis chiefly wanted,at
the right time, the operationsof the two farmerswill go on prosperouslyandthe largestpossibleresult
in produce,or wealth,will be attainedby the little community But supposeno intercoursebetweenthe
landavnersis possible exceptthroughthe travelling agent;andthat, aftera time, this agent,watchingthe
courseof eachmans agriculture keepsbackthearticleswith which hehasbeenentrustedintil therecomes
a periodof extremenecessityfor them,on onesideor other andthenexactsin exchangefor themall that
thedistressedarmercanspareof otherkinds of produce:it is easyto seethatby ingeniouslywatchinghis
opportunitieshe might possessimselfregularly of the greatempart of the superfluougproduceof the two
estatesandat last, in someyearof severesttrial or scarcity purchaseboth for himself and maintainthe
formerproprietorghenceforvard ashis labourersor senants.

This would be a caseof commercialwealth acquiredon the exactestprinciplesof modernpolitical
economy But more distinctly even thanin the former instance,it is manifestin this that the wealth of
the State,or of the threemenconsideredasa society is collectively lessthanit would have beenhadthe
merchanbeencontentwith justerprofit. The operationof the two agriculturistshave beencrampedo the
utmost;andthe continuallimitations of the supplyof thingsthey wantedat critical times,togethemwith the
failure of courageconsequenbn the prolongationof a strugglefor mereexistence,without ary senseof
permanentgain, musthave seriouslydiminishedthe effective resultsof their labour; andthe storesfinally
accumulatedn the merchans handswill notin ary wise be of equivalentvalueto thosewhich, had his
dealingsheenhonestwould have filled atoncethegranariesof thefarmersandhis own.

The whole question,therefore,respectingnot only the advantage but even the quantity of national
wealth, resolhesitself finally into one of abstracfustice. It is impossibleto conclude,of ary given mass
of acquiredwealth, merely by the fact of its existence,whetherit signifiesgoodor evil to the nationin
the midst of which it exists. Its real value dependson the moral sign attachedto it, just as sternly as
that of a mathematicaljuantity dependson the algebraicalsign attachedo it. Any given accumulation
of commercialwealthmay be indicative, on the one hand,of faithful industries,progressie enegies,and
productive ingenuities:or, on the other it may be indicative of mortal luxury, mercilesstyranry, ruinous
chicane.Sometreasureareheary with humantears,asanill-stored hanestwith untimelyrain; andsome
goldis brighterin sunshinghanit is in substance.

And thesearenot, obsere, merelymoralor patheticattributesof riches whichtheseeler of richesmay;
if hechoosesdespisethey are,literally andsternly materialattributesof riches,depreciatingor exalting,
incalculably the monetarysignification of the sumin gquestion. One massof money is the outcomeof
actionwhich hascreatedanotherof actionwhich hasannihilated,— tentimesasmuchin the gatheringof
it; suchandsuchstronghandshave beenparalyzed asif they hadbeennumbedby nightshade:so mary
strongmen’s couragebroken, so mary productize operationshindered;this andthe otherfalsedirection
givento labour andlying imageof prosperitysetup, on Duraplainsdug into seven-times-heateflirnaces.
That which seemgo be wealthmay in verity be only the gilded index of farreachingruin: a wrecler’'s
handfulof coin gleanedirom the beachto which he hasbeguiled an argosy; a camp-follaver’s bundle of
ragsunwrappedrom the breastsof goodly soldiersdead;the purchase-piecesf potters fields, wherein
shallbe buriedtogetherthe citizenandthe stranger

And therefore,the ideathat directionscan be given for the gaining of wealth, irrespectiely of the
consideratiorof its moral sourcesor thatary generalandtechnicallaw of purchaseandgain canbe set
down for nationalpractice,is perhapghe mostinsolentlyfutile of all thatever beguiled menthroughtheir
vices.Sofarasl know, thereis notin historyrecordof anything sodisgracefuko the humanintellectasthe
modernideathatthe commercialtext, “Buy in the cheapestnarket andsell in the dearest, representsor
underary circumstancesould representan available principle of nationaleconomy Buy in the cheapest
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market? yes;but whatmadeyour market cheap?Charcoalmay be cheapamongyour roof timbersaftera

fire, andbricks maybe cheapin your streetsafteran earthquag; but fire andearthqua& may not therefore
he nationalbenefits. Sell in the dearest?— Yes, truly; but what madeyour market dear? You sold your

breadwell to-day: wasit to a dying manwho gave hislastcoin for it, andwill never needbreadmore;or to

arich manwho to-morraw will buy your farmover your head;or to a soldieron his way to pillage thebank
in which you have putyour fortune?

None of thesethingsyou canknow. Onething only you canknow: namely whetherthis dealingof
yoursis ajustandfaithful one,whichis all you needconcernyourselfaboutrespectingt; surethusto have
doneyour own partin bringingaboutultimatelyin theworld a stateof thingswhichwill notissuein pillage
or in death.And thusevery questionconcerninghesethingsmemgesitself ultimately in the greatquestion
of justice,which, the groundbeingthusfar clearedfor it. | will enteruponthe next paperleaving only, in
this, threefinal pointsfor thereaders consideration.

It hasbeenshawvn thatthe chief value andvirtue of mone/ consistsin its having power over human
beings;that, without this power, large materialpossessionareuselessandto ary personpossessinguch
power, comparatiely unnecessaryBut powver over humanbeingsis attainableby other meansthan by
mong. As | saida few pagesback,the mone/ power is alwaysimperfectand doubtful; thereare mary
thingswhich cannotbe reachedwith it, otherswhich cannotbe retainedby it. Many joys may be givento
menwhich cannotbe boughtfor gold, andmary fidelitiesfoundin themwhich cannotbe rewardedwith it.

Trite enough— thereadethinks. Yes:butit is notsotrite, — | wishit were,— thatin thismoralpower,
quiteinscrutableandimmeasurabl¢houghit be,thereis a monetaryaluejust asrealasthatrepresentetly
moreponderougurrenciesA manshandmaybefull of invisible gold,andthewave of it, or thegrasp shall
do morethananothers with a shaver of bullion. Thisinvisible gold, also,doesnot necessarilydiminishin
spendingPolitical economistsill dowell somedayto take heedof it, thoughthey cannottake measure.

But farther Sincethe essencef wealthconsistdan its authority over men,if the apparenbr nominal
wealthfail in this power, it fails in essencein fact, ceaseso be wealthat all. It doesnot appearately
in England,thatour authorityover menis absolute.The senantsshawv somedispositionto rushriotously
upstairsunderanimpressiorthattheirwagesarenotregularly paid. We shouldaugurill of ary gentlemars
propertyto whomthis happenedavery otherdayin his draving-room.

So, also, the power of our wealthseemdimited asrespectghe comfort of the senants,no lessthan
their quietude.The persondn the kitchenappeartto be ill-dressed,squalid,half-stared. Onecannothelp
imaginingthattherichesof the establishmentnustbe of a very theoreticabnddocumentargcharacter

Finally. Sincetheessencef wealthconsistsn powverovermen,will it notfollow thatthenoblerandthe
morein numberthepersonsareoverwhomit haspower, thegreatetthewealth?Perhapst mayevenappear
aftersomeconsiderationthatthe personghemselesarethewealththatthesepiecesof gold with whichwe
arein the habit of guidingthem,are,in fact, nothingmorethana kind of Byzantineharnesr trappings,
very glittering and beautiful in barbaricsight, wherevith we bridle the creaturesbut that if thesesame
living creaturescould be guidedwithout the fretting andjingling of the Byzantsin their mouthsandears,
they mightthemselesbe morevaluablethantheirbridles. In fact,it maybediscoseredthatthetrueveinsof
wealtharepurple— andnotin Rock,butin Flesh— perhapgventhatthefinal outcomeandconsummation
of all wealthis in the producingasmary aspossiblefull-breathed bright-e/ed, andhappy-heartechuman
creatures.Our modernwealth, | think, hasrathera tendeng the otherway; — mostpolitical economists
appearingo considemultitudesof humancreaturesot conducve to wealth,or atbestconducve to it only
by remainingin a dim-eyedandnarrav-chestedstateof being.

Neverthelessit is open,| repeatto seriousquestionwhich | leave to the readers ponderingwhether
amongnationalmanuactures,that of Soulsof a good quality may not at last turn out a quite leadingly
lucrative one?Nay, in somefar-away andyet undreamt-ohour, | canevenimaginethatEnglandmay cast
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all thoughtsof possesse wealthbackto the barbaricnationsamongwhomthey first arose;andthat, while
the sandsof the Indusandadamanbf Golcondamay yet stiffen the housingof the chager, andflashfrom
the turbanof the slave, she,asa Christianmother may at last attainto the virtuesandthe treasureof a
Heatherone,andbeableto leadforth her Sons saying,—

“TheseareMy Jawvels!
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Essay |11.

Qui Judicatis Terram

Somecenturiedeforethe Christianera,a Jav merchantargely engagedn businessonthe Gold Coast,
andreportedto have madeone of the largestfortunesof his time, (held alsoin reputefor muchpractical
sagacity) left amonghis ledgerssome generalmaxims concerningwealth, which have beenpresered,
strangelyenoughgvento our own days. They wereheldin considerableéespecby the mostactive traders
of themiddleagesgspeciallyby the Venetianswho evenwentsofarin theiradmirationasto placea statue
of theold Jav ontheangleof oneof their principal public buildings. Of late yearsthesewritings have fallen
into disrepute being opposedn every particularto the spirit of moderncommerce.Neverthelesd shall
reproducea passager two from themhere partly becaus¢hey mayinteresthereadeiby theirnovelty; and
chiefly becausehey will shov him thatit is possiblefor a very practicalandacquisitve tradesmaro hold,
througha not unsuccessfutareeyr that principle of distinction betweenwell-gottenandill-gotten wealth,
which, partially insistedonin my lastpapey it mustbe our work morecompletelyto examinein this.

He saysfor instancejn oneplace:“The gettingof treasuredy alying tongueis a vanity tossedo and
fro of themthat seedeath:“adding in another with the samemeaning(he hasa curiousway of doubling
his sayings):“T reasure®f wickednesgrofit nothing: but justicedeliversfrom death’. Boththesepassages
arenotablefor their assertiorof deathastheonly realissueandsumof attainmenby ary unjustschemeof
wealth. If we read,insteadof “lying tongue, “lying label, title, pretencepr adwertisement, we shallmore
clearly perceve the bearingof the wordson modernbusiness.The seekingof deathis a grandexpression
of the true courseof mens toil in suchbusiness. We usually speakasif deathpursuedus, andwe fled
from him; but thatis only soin rareinstances Ordinarily he maskshimself— makeshimselfbeautiful—
all-glorious;not like the King’s daughterall-gloriouswithin, but outwardly: his clothing of wroughtgold.
We pursuehim frantically all our days,heflying or hiding from us. Our crovning successtthree-scorand
tenis utterly andperfectlyto seize andhold him in his eternalintegrity — robes,ashesandsting.

Again: the merchantsays,“He that oppressethhe poor to increasehis riches, shall surely cometo
want! And again,morestrongly: “Rob notthe poorbecauséneis poor; neitheroppresghe afflicted in the
placeof businessFor Godshallspoil the soul of thosethatspoiledthem?

This “robbing the poor becauséhe is poor” is especiallythe mercantileform of theft, consistingin
talking advantageof a man’s necessitiesn orderto obtainhis labouror propertyat a reducedprice. The
ordinary highwaymans oppositeform of robbery— of therich, becauséneis rich — doesnot appearto
occursooftento the old merchans mind; probablybecauseheinglessprofitableandmoredangeroushan
therobberyof thepoor it is rarely practisedoy personsf discretion.

But thetwo mostremarkablgassagem their deepgenerakignificancearethe following: —

“The rich andthe poorhave met. Godis their maler”
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“The rich andthe poorhave met. Godis their light.”

They “have met:” moreliterally, have stoodin eachothers way (obviaverunt). Thatis to say aslong
astheworld lasts,the actionandcounteractiorof wealthandpoverty, the meeting faceto face,of rich and
poor, is just asappointedandnecessara law of thatworld asthe flow of streamto sea,or theinterchange
of power amongtheelectricclouds:— “God is their maker” But, also,this actionmaybe eithergentleand
just, or convulsive anddestructie: it may be by rageof devouring flood, or by lapseof serviceablavave;
— in blacknes®f thunderstro&, or continualforce of vital fire, soft, andshapeabl@to love-syllablefrom
far away. And which of theseit shall be dependson both rich and poor knowing that God is their light;
thatin the mysteryof humanilife, thereis no otherlight thanthis by which they canseeeachothers faces,
andlive; — light, which is calledin anotherof the booksamongwhich the merchant maximshave been
presered,the“sun of justice’,! of whichit is promisedthatit shallriseat lastwith “healing” (health-gving
or helping, makingwhole or settingat one)in its wings. For truly this healingis only possibleby means
of justice;no love, no faith, no hopewill doit; menwill be unwiselyfond-vainly faithful, unlessprimarily
they arejust; andthe mistale of the bestmenthroughgeneratioraftergenerationhasbeenthatgreatoneof
thinking to helpthepoorby almsgving, andby preachingof patienceor of hope,andby every othermeans,
emollientor consolatoryexceptthe onething which God ordersfor them,justice. But this justice,with its
accompaying holinessor helpfulnessheingeven by the bestmendeniedin its trial time, is by the mass
of menhatedwhereser it appearssothat, whenthe choicewasonedayfairly putto them,they deniedthe
Helpful Oneandthe Just; anddesireda murderey sedition-raisgrandrobber to be granted to them; —
the murdererinsteadof the Lord of Life, the sedition-raiseinsteadof the Princeof Peaceandtherobber
insteadof the JustJudgeof all theworld.

| have just spolen of theflowing of streamdo the seaasa partialimageof the actionof wealth.In one
respecit is nota partial, but a perfectimage. The populareconomisthinks himselfwisein having discov-
eredthatwealth,or theformsof propertyin generalmustgowherethey arerequiredthatwheredemands,
supplymustfollow. Hefartherdeclareghatthis courseof demandandsupplycannoteforbiddenby human
laws. Preciselyin the samesenseandwith the samecertainty the watersof the world go wherethey are
required.Wherethelandfalls, the waterflows. The courseneitherof cloudsnor riverscanbeforbiddenby
humanwill. Butthedispositionandadministratiorof themcanbe alteredby humanforethought. Whether
the streamshall be a curseor a blessing,dependsiponmans labour andadministratingntelligence. For
centuriesafter centuriesgreatdistricts of the world, rich in soil, andfavouredin climate,have lain desert
underthe rageof their own rivers; nor only desert,but plague-struck.The streamwhich, rightly directed,
would have flowedin softirrigation from field to field — would have purifiedtheair, givenfoodto manand
beastandcarriedtheir burdensfor themon its bosom— now overwhelmsthe plain, andpoisonsthewind;
its breathpestilenceandits work famine.In like mannetthis wealth“goeswhereit is required. No human
laws canwithstandits flow. They canonly guideit: but this, thelendingtrenchandlimiting moundcando
sothoroughly thatit shall becomewaterof life — the richesof the handof wisdon?®; or, on the contrary
by leaving it to its own lawlessflow, they may male it, whatit hasbeentoo often, the lastanddeadliesbf
nationalplagueswaterof Marah— thewaterwhich feedstherootsof all evil.

Thenecessityof thesdaws of distribution or restraintis curiouslyoverlookedin the ordinarypolitical

IMore accuratelySunof Justnesshut, insteadof the harshword “Justness$, the old English“Righteousnessbeingcommonly
emplo/ed, has,by gettingconfusedwith “godliness; or attractingaboutit variousvagueand broken meanings.preventedmost
persondrom receving theforce of the passagem whichit occurs.Theword “righteousnessproperlyrefersto thejusticeof rule,
or right, asdistinguishedrom “equity,” which refersto the justiceof balance More broadly Righteousnesss King's justice;and
Equity, Judges justice; the King guiding or ruling all, the Judgedividing or discerningbetweenoppositeqthereforethe double
guestion,;‘Man, who mademearuler— dikastes— or a dividermeristes— overyou?”) Thus,with respecto the Justiceof Choice
(selectionthe feeblerandpassie justice),we have from lego, — lex, legal, loi, andloyal; andwith respecto the Justiceof Rule
(direction,the strongerandactive justice),we have from rego, — rex, regal, roi, androyal.

2In anotherplacewritten with the samemeaning“Just,andhaving sahation”

3«Length of daysin herright hand;in herleft, richesandhonour’
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economiss definition of his own “science. He callsit, shortly the “scienceof gettingrich.” But thereare
mary sciencesaswell asmary arts,of gettingrich. Poisoningpeopleof large estatesywasoneemplo/ed
largely in the middle ages;adulterationof food of peopleof small estatesjs one employed largely now.

The ancientandhonourableHighlandmethodof blackmail;the moremodernandlesshonourablesystem
of obtaininggoodson credit,andtheothervariouslyimproved methodsof appropriation— which, in major
andminor scalef industry down to the mostartistic pocket-picking,we owe to recentgenius— all come
underthegeneraheadof sciencesor arts,of gettingrich.

Sothatit is clearthepopulareconomistjn calling his sciencehescienceparexcellenceof gettingrich,
mustattachsomepeculiarideasof limitation to its characterl hopel do notmisrepresentim, by assuming
thathe meanshis scienceto bethe scienceof “getting rich by legal or justmeans. In this definition, is the
word “just,” or “legal; finally to stand?For it is possibleamongcertainnations,or undercertainrulers,or
by help of certainadwcates that proceedingsnay be legal which areby no meangust. If, therefore we
leave atlastonly theword “just” in thatplaceof our definition, theinsertionof this solitary andsmallword
will make a notabledifferencein the grammarof our science.For thenit will follow that,in orderto grow
rich scientifically we mustgrow rich justly; and,therefore knonv whatis just; so that our economywill
no longerdependmerelyon prudencebut on jurisprudence— andthat of divine, not humanlaw. Which
prudencas indeedof no meanorder holdingitself, asit were,highin theair of heaven,andgazingfor ever
onthelight of the sunof justice;hencethe soulswhich have excelledin it arerepresentetly Danteasstars,
forming in hearenfor everthe figure of the eye of aneagle:they having beenin life the discernerof light
from darknesspr to the whole humanrace,asthe light of the body which is the eye; while thosesouls
which form thewingsof thebird (giving power anddominionto justice,“healingin its wings”) tracealsoin
light theinscriptionin heaven: “DILIGITE JUSTITIAM QUI JUDICATIS TERRAM.” “Ye who judgethe
earth,give” (not, obsere, merelylove, but) “diligent love to justice:” the love which seekddiligently, that
is to say choosingly andby preferenceto all thingselse.Which judging or doingjudgmentin theearthis,
accordingto their capacityandposition, requirednot of judgesonly, nor of rulersonly, but of all merf: a
truth sorravfully lostsightof evenby thosewho arereadyenoughto applyto themselespassagem which
Christianmenare spolen of ascalledto be “saints” (i.e. to helpful or healingfunctions);and“chosento
be kings” (i.e. to knowing or directing functions); the true meaningof thesetitles having beenlong lost
throughthe pretencesf unhelpfulandunablepersongo saintlyandkingly characteralsothroughtheonce
popularideathatboththe sanctityandroyalty areto consistin wearinglong robesandhigh cronns,instead
of in merg/ andjudgment,whereasall true sanctityis saving power, asall true royalty is ruling power; and
injusticeis partand parcelof the denialof suchpower, which “makes menasthe creepingthings, asthe
fishesof the seathathave no ruler overthem?®

Absolutejusticeis indeedno moreattainableghanabsoluteruth; but therighteousmanis distinguished
from theunrighteousy his desireandhopeof justice,asthetruemanfrom thefalseby his desireandhope
of truth. And thoughabsolutgjustice be unattainableas muchjustice aswe needfor all practicaluseis
attainableby all thosewho make it their aim.

We have to examine,then,in the subjectbeforeus, whatarethe laws of justicerespectingpaymentof
labour— no smallpart,these pof thefoundationsof all jurisprudence.

| reducedjn my lastpapertheideaof monegy paymento its simplestor radicalterms. In thoseterms

4] hearthatseveral of ourlawyershave beengreatlyamusedy the statemenin thefirst of thesepapershatalawyer’s function
wasto dojustice. | did notintendit for a jest; neverthelesst will be seenthatin the above passag@eitherthe determinatiomor
doing of justice are contemplateasfunctionswholly peculiarto the lawyer. Possibly the more our standingarmies,whetherof
soldiers pastorspr legislators(the genericterm“pastor” includingall teachersandthe genericterm“lawyer” includingmakersas
well asinterpreterof law), canbe supersededly the force of nationalheroism,wisdom,andhonestythe betterit may be for the
nation.

%It beingthe privilege of thefishes asit is of ratsandwolves, to live by thelaws of demandandsupply;but the distinctionof
humanity to live by thoseof right.
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its nature andthe conditionsof justicerespectingt, canbebestascertained.

Money paymentastherestated consistgadicallyin a promiseto somepersonworking for us,thatfor
thetime andlabourhe spendsn our serviceto-daywe will give or procureequialenttime andlabourin his
serviceat ary futuretime whenhe maydemandt.®

If we promiseto give him lesslabourthanhe hasgiven us, we underpay him. If we promiseto give
him morelabourthanhe hasgivenus, we over-pay him. In practice,accordingto the laws of demandand
supply whentwo menarereadyto do the work, andonly one manwantsto have it done,the two men
underbideachotherfor it; andthe onewho getsit to do, is undefpaid. But whentwo menwantthe work
done,andthereis only onemanreadyto doit, the two menwho wantit doneover-bid eachother andthe
workmanis over-paid.

| will examinethesawo pointsof injusticein successiorhut first | wishthereadeto clearlyunderstand
the centralprinciple,lying betweerthetwo, of right or just payment.

Whenwe askaserviceof ary man,hemayeithergiveit usfreely, ordemandaymenfor it. Respecting
free gift of service thereis no questionat presentthat beinga matterof affection— not of traffic. But if
he demandpaymentfor it, andwe wish to treathim with absoluteequity it is evidentthatthis equity can
only consistin giving time for time, strengthfor strength,andskill for skill. If a manworks an hour for
us,andwe only promiseto work half-an-hourfor him in return,we obtainan unjustadvantage.lf, onthe
contrary we promiseto work anhouranda half for him in return,he hasanunjustadwantage.Thejustice
consistdn absoluteexchangepr, if therebeary respecto the stationsof theparties,t will notbein favour
of theemployer: thereis certainlyno equitablereasorin a main’s beingpoor, thatif he give me a poundof
breadto-day | shouldreturnhim lessthana poundof breadto-morrav; or ary equitablereasonn aman’s
beinguneducatedthatif he usesa certainquantity of skill andknowledgein my service,l shouldusea
lessquantityof skill andknowledgein his. Perhapsultimately it mayappeadesirablepr, to saytheleast,
graciousthatl shouldgive in returnsomevhat morethan| receved. But at presentwe areconcernecn
thelaw of justiceonly, whichis thatof perfectandaccurateexchange;— onecircumstancenly interfering
with the simplicity of this radical idea of just payment— that inasmuchas labour (rightly directed)is
fruitful justasseedis, thefruit (or “interest; asit is called)of the labourfirst given, or “advanced, ought
to be taken into account,and balancedby an additionalquantity of labourin the subsequentepayment.
Supposingherepaymento take placeattheendof ayear or of ary othergiventime, this calculationcould
be approximatelynade;but asmone (thatis to say cash)paymentinvolvesno referenceo time (it being
optionalwith the personpaidto spendwhatherecevesat onceor afterary numberof years),we canonly
assumegenerally that someslight advantagemustin equity be allowed to the personwho adwancesthe
labour sothatthetypical form of baigainwill be: If you give me anhourto-day | will give you anhour
andfive minuteson demand.If you give me a poundof breadto day | will give you seventeenounceson
demandandsoon. All thatit is necessaryor the readerto noteis, thatthe amountreturnedis at leastin
equitynotto belessthantheamountgiven.

Theabstractdea,then,of justor duewagesasrespectshelaboureyis thatthey will consistin asumof
mone whichwill atany time procurefor him atleastasmuchlabourashe hasgiven,rathermorethanless.
And thisequityor justiceof payments, obsere, wholly independenof ary referenceo the numberof men
whoarewilling to dothework. | wantahorseshoéor my horse.Twentysmiths,or twentythousandgmiths,
may be readyto forge it; their numberdoesnot in one atoms weight affect the questionof the equitable

®It might appeanat first thatthe market price of labourexpressedsuchan exchange but this is a fallagy, for the marlet priceis
the momentaryprice of the kind of labourrequired,but thejust priceis its equivalentof the productive labourof mankind. This
differencewill beanalyzedn its place.It mustbenotedalsothat!l speakhereonly of the exchangeablealueof labout not of that
of commodities.The exchangeablealue of a commodityis that of the labourrequiredto produceit, multiplied into the force of
thedemandfor it. If the valueof thelabour= x andthe force of demand= y, the exchangeablealue of the commodityis xy, in
whichif eitherx =0,o0ry =0,xy =0.
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paymentof the onewho doesforgeit. It costshim a quarterof an hour of his life, andso muchskill and
strengthof armto malke thathorseshodor me. Thenat somefuture time | am boundin equity to give a
guarterof anhour, andsomeminutesmore,of my life (or of someotherpersons at my disposal)andalso
asmuchstrengthof armandskill, andalittle more,in makingor doingwhatthe smithmay have needof.

Suchbeingthe abstractheoryof just remuneratie paymentjts applicationis practicallymodifiedby
thefactthatthe orderfor labour givenin paymentjs generalwhile labourrecevedis special. The current
coin or documentis practically an orderon the nationfor so muchwork of ary kind; andthis universal
applicabilityto immediateneedrenderst so muchmorevaluablethanspeciallabourcanbe, thatanorder
for alessquantity of this generaltoil will alwaysbe acceptedhsa just equivalentfor a greaterquantity of
specialtoil. Any givencraftsmarwill alwaysbewilling to give anhourof his own work in orderto receve
commandver half-an-houror evenmuchless,of nationalwork. This sourceof uncertaintytogetherwith
the difficulty of determiningthe monetaryvalueof skill’, rendershe ascertainmenfeven approximatepf
the properwagesof ary givenlabourin termsof a currengy matterof considerableompleity. But they do
not affect the principle of exchange.The worth of the work may not be easilyknown; but it hasa worth,
just asfixedandreal asthe specificgravity of a substancethoughsuchspecificgravity may not be easily
ascertainablevhenthe substancés unitedwith mary others.Nor is thereso muchdifficulty or chancein
determiningit asin determiningthe ordinary maximaandminimaof vulgar political economy Thereare
few bagainsin which the buyer canascertairwith anything like precisionthatthe sellerwould have taken
noless;— or theselleracquiremorethana comfortablefaith thatthe purchasewould have givenno more.
Thisimpossibility of preciseknowledgepreventsneitherfrom striving to attainthe desiredpoint of greatest
vexationandinjury to theother nor from acceptingt for a scientificprinciplethatheis to buy for theleast
andsellfor themostpossiblethoughwhattherealleastor mostmaybehecannotell. In like mannerajust
personlaysit down for a scientificprinciplethatheis to payajust price,and,without beingableprecisely
to ascertairthe limits of sucha price, will neverthelessstrive to attainthe closestpossibleapproximation
to them. A practicallyserviceablepproximatiorhe canobtain. It is easierto determinescientificallywhat
amanoughtto have for his work, thanwhat his necessitiesvill compelhim to take for it. His necessities
canonly be ascertainedy empirical,but his dueby analytical,investigation.In the onecase you try your
answerto the sumlike a puzzledschoolby — till you find onethatfits; in the other you bring out your
resultwithin certainlimits, by procesof calculation.

Supposingthen,thejustwagesof ary quantityof givenlabourto have beenascertainedet usexamine
thefirst resultsof justandunjustpaymentwhenin favour of the purchasepr emplgyer;i.e. whentwo men
arereadyto dothework, andonly onewantsto have it done.

"Underthe term“skill” | meanto include the unitedforce of experienceintellect, and passionin their operationon manual
labour: andunderthe term“passion, to includethe entirerangeandageng of the moralfeelings;from the simple patienceand
gentlenes®f mind which will give continuity andfinenesgo the touch,or enableone personto work without fatigue,andwith
goodeffect, twice aslong asanotherup to the qualitiesof charactewhich renderssciencepossible— (theretardatiorof science
by envy is oneof the mosttremendoudossesn the economyof the presentcentury)— andto theincommunicableemotionand
imaginationwhich arethefirst andmightiestsourcef all valuein art.

It is highly singularthatpolitical economistshouldnotyet have perceved, if notthemoral,atleastthepassionatelementto be
aninextricablequantityin every calculation.l cannotconceve, for instancehow it waspossiblethatMr Mill shouldhave followed
thetrueclue sofarasto write, — “No limit canbe setto theimportance— evenin a purely productive andmaterialpoint of view
— of merethought, without seeingthatit waslogically necessaryo addalso,“and of merefeeling” And this the more,because
in hisfirst definition of labourheincludesin theideaof it “all feelingsof a disagreeabl&ind connectedvith the employmentof
ones thoughtsin a particularoccupatiori. True; but why not also,“feelings of anagreeabl&ind?” It canhardly be supposedhat
the feelingswhich retardlabourare more essentiallya part of the labourthanthosewhich acceleratét. Thefirst arepaid for as
pain,thesecondaspower. Theworkmanis merelyindemifiedfor thefirst; but the secondboth producea partof the exchangeable
valueof thework, andmateriallyincreasets actualquantity

“Fritz is with us. He is worth fifty thousandmen” Truly, a large additionto the materialforce; — consisting,however, beit
obsered,not morein operationarriedon in Fritz’'s head thanin operationsarriedon in his armies’heart.“No limit canbe set
to the importanceof merethought. Perhapsiot! Nay, supposesomeday it shouldturn out that“mere” thoughtwasin itself a
recommendablebjectof production,andthatall Material productionwasonly a steptowardsthis morepreciousimmaterialone?
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The unjustpurchasefforcesthe two to bid againsteachothertill he hasreducedtheir demandto its
lowestterms.Let usassumedhatthelowestbidderoffersto do thework at half its just price.

The purchaseemploys him, anddoesnot employ the other The first or apparentesultis, therefore,
thatoneof the two menis left out of emplgy, or to stanation, just asdefinitely asby the just procedureof
giving fair price to the bestworkman. The variouswriters who ende&ouredto invalidatethe positionsof
my first papemever sav this, andassumedhatthe unjusthirer employed both. He employs both no more
thanthejust hirer. The only difference(in the outset,is thatthe just manpayssuficiently, the unjustman
insuficiently, for thelabourof the singlepersonemplged.

| say “in the outset;” for this first or apparentdifferenceis not the actualdifference. By the unjust
procedurehalf the properprice of the work is left in the handsof the employer. This enableshim to hire
anothemanatthe sameunjustrate,on someotherkind of work; andthefinal resultis thathe hastwo men
working for him at half price,andtwo areout of emplay.

By thejust procedurethewhole price of thefirst pieceof work goesin the handsof the manwho does
it. No surplusbeingleft in the emplo/er’s handshe cannothire anothemanfor anotherpieceof labour
But by preciselysomuchashis power is diminished the hiredworkmans power is increasedthatis to say
by theadditionalhalf of the pricehe hasreceved; which additionalhalf hehasthe power of usingto employ
anothemanin hisservice.l will supposefor themomenttheleastfavourable thoughquite probable case
— that, thoughjustly treatedhimself,heyet will actunjustlyto his subordinateandhire at half-price,if he
can.Thefinal resultwill thenbe,thatonemanworksfor theemplogyer, atjustprice;onefor theworkman,at
half-price;andtwo, asin thefirst casearestill outof emplg. Thesetwo, asl saidbefore,areoutof employ
in bothcasesThedifferencebetweerthe justandunjustproceduraloesnotlie in thenumberof menhired,
but in the price paidto them,andthe persondy whomit is paid. The essentiatiifference thatwhich | want
thereadetto seeclearly is, thatin theunjustcase fwo menwork for one,thefirst hirer. In thejustcasepne
manworksfor thefirst hirer, onefor the personhired,andsoon, dovn or up throughthe variousgradesof
service;theinfluencebeingcarriedforwardby justice,andarrestedy injustice. The universalandconstant
actionof justicein this matteris thereforeto diminishthe power oF wealth,in the handsof oneindividual,
over masse®f men,andto distribute it througha chainof men. The actualpower exertedby the wealth
is the samein both caseshut by injusticeit is put all into onemans hands sothathe directsat onceand
with equalforcethelabourof acircle of menabouthim; by thejust procedureheis permittedto touchthe
nearesonly, throughwhom,with diminishedforce,modifiedby nev minds,theenegy of thewealthpasses
onto others,andsotill it exhaustgtself.

Theimmediateoperationof justicein this respecis thereforeto diminishthe power of wealth,first in
acquisitionof luxury, and,secondlyin exerciseof moral influence. The emplo/er cannotconcentrateso
multitudinouslabouron his own interestsnor canhe subduesomultitudinousmindto his own will. Butthe
secondanrpperationof justiceis notlessimportant. The insuficient paymentof the groupof menworking
for one,placeseachundera maximumof difficulty in rising above his position. Thetendeng of the system
is to checkadwancement.But the sufiicient or just payment,distributed througha descendingeriesoF
officesor gradesor labouf, giveseachsubordinateghersorfair andsufficient meansof rising in the social

8 am sorry to losetime by answeringhowever curtly, the equivocationsof the writers who soughtto obscurethe instances
given of regulatediabourin thefirst of thesepaperspy confusingkinds, ranks,andquantitiesof labourwith its qualities. | never
saidthata colonelshouldhave the samepay asa private,nor a bishopthe samepay asa curate.Neitherdid | saythatmorework
oughtto be paidaslesswork (sothatthe curateof a parishof two thousandsoulsshouldhave no morethanthe curateof a parishof
five hundred) But | saidthat,sofarasyouemplq it atall, badwork shouldbe paidnolessthangoodwork; asabadclergymanyet
takeshistithes,abadphysiciantakesbis fee,andabadlawyer his costs.And this, aswill befarthershavn in the conclusion] said,
andsay partly becauséhe bestwork never was, nor ever will be, donefor mone at all; but chiefly becausethe momentpeople
know they haveto paythebadandgoodalike, they will try to discerntheonefrom theother andnotusethebad.A sagaciousvriter
in the Scotsmarasksmeif | shouldlike any commonscribblerto be paidby MessrsSmith,ElderandCo. astheirgoodauthorsare.
I should,if they emplaoyed him-but would seriouslyrecommendhem,for the scribblers sale, aswell astheir own, notto employ
him. The quantityof its money which the countryat preseninvestsin scribblingis not, in the outcomeof it, economicallyspent;
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scale,if hechoosego usethem;andthusnot only diminishestheimmediatepower of wealth,but removes
theworstdisabilitiesof poverty.

It is onthisvital problemthattheentiredestiry of thelaboureris ultimatelydependentMany minorin-
terestanaysometimesppeato interferewith it, but all branchfrom it. For instancegonsiderablagitation
is often causedn the mindsof the lower classesvhenthey discorer the sharewhich they nominally and
to all appearanceactually pay out of their wagesin taxation(l believe thirty-five or forty percent). This
soundsvery grievous; but in reality the labourerdoesnot payit, but his employer. If theworkmanhadnot
to payit, hiswageswould belesshy just thatsum: competitionwould still reducethemto thelowestrateat
which life waspossible.Similarly the lower ordersagitatedfor the repealof the cornlaws?, thinking they
would be betteroff if breadwerecheapernever perceving thatassoonasbreadwaspermanentlycheaper
wageswould permanentlyfall in preciselythat proportion. The cornlaws wererightly repealednot, how-
ever, becausedhey directly oppressedhe poor, but becausdhey indirectly oppressedhemin causinga
large quantityof their labourto be consumedinproductiely. Soalsounnecessartaxationoppressethem,
throughdestructiorof capital,but the destiry of the poordependgrimarily alwayson this onequestionof
duenes®f wages.Their distresgirrespectiely of thatcausedy sloth,minor error, or crime) ariseson the
grandscalefrom the two reactingforcesof competitionandoppression.Thereis not yet, nor will yet for
agesbe, ary realoverpopulationin theworld; but a local over-population,or, moreaccuratelya degreeof
populationlocally unmanageablanderexisting circumstance$or want of forethoughtand sufficient ma-
chinery necessarilyshavs itself by pressureof competition;andthe taking advantageof this competition
by the purchaseto obtaintheir labourunjustly cheap consummateat oncetheir suffering andhis own; for
in this (asl believe in every otherkind of slavery) the oppressosuffersatlastmorethanthe oppressedand
thosemagnificentinesof Pope evenin all theirforce, fall shortof the truth—

“Yet, to bejustto thesepoormenof pelf,

Eachdoesbut HATE HIS NEIGHBOURAS HIMSELF:
Damnedo the mines,anequalfatebetides

Theslave thatdigsit, andthe slave thathides

The collateraland reversionaryoperationsof justicein this matterl shall examinehereafter(it being
needfulfirst to definethe natureof value); proceedinghento considerwithin whatpracticaltermsa juster

andeventhe highly ingeniouspersonto whom this questionoccurredmight perhapshave beenmorebeneficiallyemplo/ed than
in printing it.

°| have to acknavledgeaninterestingcommunicatioron the subjectof freetradefrom Paisley (for ashortletterfrom “A Well-
wisher” at my thanksare yet more due). But the Scottishwriter will, | fear, be disagreeablysurprisedto hear that! am, and
alwayshave been an utterly fearlessandunscrupuloudree-trader Sevenyearsago,speakingof the varioussignsof infang in the
Europearmind (Stonesof Venice,vol. iii. p. 168),] wrote: “The first principlesof commercevereacknaviedgedby the English
parliamenbnly afew monthsago,in its free-trademeasuresandarestill solittle understoody themillion, thatno nationdaresto
abolishits custom-houses.

It will be obseredthat!l do not admiteventheideaof reciprocity Let othernations,if they like, keeptheir portsshut; every
wise nationwill throw its own open.lt is notthe openingthem,but a suddenjnconsiderateandblunderinglyexperimentaimanner
of openingthem,which doesthe harm. If you have beenprotectinga manufcturefor along seriesof years,you mustnot take the
protectionoff in amoment,soasto throw every oneof its operatves at onceout of emplogy, any morethanyou musttake all its
wrappingsoff afeeblechild at oncein cold weatherthoughthe cumberof themmay have beenradicallyinjuring its health.Little
by little, you mustrestoreit to freedomandto air.

Most peoples mindsarein curiousconfusionon the subjectof freetrade,because¢hey supposét to imply enlagedcompetition.
Onthe contrary freetradeputsan endto all competition.“Protection” (amongvariousothermischievousfunctions,)endeaours
to enableone countryto competewith anotherin the productionof an article at a disadwantage. Whentradeis entirely free, no
countrycanbecompetedvith in thearticlesfor theproductionof whichit is naturallycalculatednor canit competewith ary other
in the productionof articlesfor which it is not naturallycalculated.Tuscam, for instance cannotcompetewith Englandin steel,
nor Englandwith Tuscary in oil. They mustexchangetheir steelandoil. Which exchangeshouldbe asfrank andfree ashonesty
andthe sea-windsanmalke it. Competition,indeed,arisesat first, andsharply in orderto prove which is strongestn ary given
manugcturepossibleto both;this point onceascertained;ompetitionis atanend.
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systemmaybeestablishedandultimatelythevexedquestiorof thedestinieof theunemplyedworkmert®.
Lest, however, the readershouldbe alarmedat someof the issuesto which our investigationsseemto be
tending,asif in their bearingagainstthe power of wealththey had somethingin commonwith thoseof
socialism, wish him to know in accuratderms,oneor two of the mainpointswhich | have in view.

Whethersocialismhasmademoreprogressamongthe armyandnavy (wherepayments madeon my
principles),or amongthe manufcturingoperatves (who are paid on my opponents’principles),| leave
it to thoseopponentdo ascertairanddeclare. Whatever their conclusionmay be, | think it necessaryo
answeifor myselfonly this: thatif therebeary onepointinsistedon throughouimy worksmorefrequently
thananotherthatonepointis theimpossibility of Equality My continualaim hasbeento shav the eternal
superiorityof somemento others sometimegvenof onemanto all others;andto shav alsotheadvisability
of appointingsuchpersonsor personto guide,to lead, or on occasioneven to compeland subdue their
inferiors,accordingo their own betterknowledgeandwiserwill. My principlesof Political Economywere
all involvedin asinglephrasespolenthreeyearsagoat Manchester“Soldiersof the Ploughsharaswell as
soldiersof the Sword:” andthey wereall summedn asinglesentencén thelastvolumeof ModernPainters
— “Governmentandco-operatiorarein all thingsthe Laws of Life; Anarchyandcompetitionthe Laws of
Death

And with respecto themodein whichthesegenerabrinciplesaffectthe securgossessionf property
sofaram| from invalidating suchsecurity that the whole gist of thesepaperswill be found ultimatelyto
aimatanextensionin its range;andwhereast haslongbeenknown anddeclaredhatthe poorhave noright
to thepropertyof therich, | wishit alsoto beknown anddeclaredhattherich have noright to the property
of thepoor

But thatthe working of the systemwhich | have undertakn to developewould in mary waysshorten
theapparentinddirect,thoughnottheunseerandcollateral power, bothof wealth,asthe Lady of Pleasure,
andof capitalasthe Lord of Toil, | do not dery on the contrary | affirm it in all joyfulness;knowing that
the attractionof richesis alreadytoo strong, astheir authority is alreadytoo weighty, for the reasonof
mankind.| saidin my lastpaperthatnothingin history hadever beenso disgracefuto humanintellectas
theacceptancamongus of the commondoctrinesof political economyasa science.l have mary grounds
for sayingthis, but oneof the chief maybegivenin few words. | know no previousinstancen historyof a
nations establishinga systematiaisobedienceo thefirst principlesof its professedeligion. Thewritings
which we (verbally) esteemasdivine, not only denouncehe love of mone/ asthe sourceof all evil, and
asan idolatry abhorredof the Deity, but declaremammonserviceto be the accurateandirreconcileable
oppositeof God’s service:and,wheneer they speakof richesabsolute andpaoverty absolute declarewoe
to therich, andblessingo the poor Whereuponwe forthwith investigatea scienceof becomingrich asthe
shortestoadto nationalprosperity

“Tai Cristiandannerd’ Etiope,
Quandasi partiranna duecollegi,

10 shouldbegladif thereademould first clearthe groundfor himselfsofarasto determinevhetherthedifficulty liesin getting
thework or gettingthe payfor it. Doeshe considemccupatioritself to beanexpensie luxury, difficult of attainmentpf which too
little is to befoundin theworld? or is it ratherthat,while in theenjoymenteven of themostathleticdelight, menmustnevertheless
bemaintainedandthis maintenancés notalwaysforthcoming?We mustbe clearon this headbeforegoingfarther asmostpeople
arelooselyin the habitof talking of thedifficulty of “finding employment’ Is it employmentthatwe wantto find, or supportduring
emplg/ment?Is it idlenesswve wish to putanendto, or hungerWe have to take up bothquestionsn successionpnly not bothat
thesametime. No doubtthatwork is aluxury, andavery greatone. It is, indeed atoncealuxury andanecessityno mancanretain
eitherhealthof mind or bodywithoutit. Soprofoundlydo | feelthis, that,aswill beseenin thesequelpneof the principalobjects
I would recommendo ben&olent andpracticalpersonsis to inducerich peopleto seekfor a larger quantity of this luxury than
they at presenipossessNeverthelessit appeardy experiencethateventhis healthiesof pleasuresnay be indulgedin to excess,
andthathumanbeingsarejust asliable to surfeitof labourasto surfeitof meat;sothat,ason the onehand,it maybe charitableto
provide, for somepeople lighter dinner andmorework, for others,it maybe equallyexpedientto provide lighter work, andmore
dinner
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L’'UNO IN ETERNORICCO,E L'ALTRO INOPE?
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Essay | V.

Ad Valorem

We saw thatjust paymentof labourconsistedn a sumof mone/ which would approximatelyobtain
equialentlabouratafuturetime: we have now to examinethe meansof obtainingsuchequialence Which
guestioninvolvesthedefinitionof Value,Wealth,Price,andProduce.

Noneof thesetermsareyet definedsoasto be understoody the public. But the last, Producewhich
onemight have thoughtthe clearesbf all, is, in use,the mostambiguousandthe examinationof the kind
of ambiguityattendanbnits presenemploymentwill bestopentheway to our work.

In his chapteron Capitat, Mr J.S.Mill instancesasa capitalist,a hardwaremanugcturey who, having
intendedto spenda certainportion of the proceed®f his businessn buying plateandjewels, changesis
mind, and,’paysit aswagesto additionalworkpeopl€. The effectis statedby Mr Mill to be,that“more
foodis appropriatedo the consumptiorof productve labourers.

Now | do notask,though,hadl written this paragraphit would surelyhave beenasled of me, Whatis
to becomeof the silversmiths?f they aretruly unproductie personsye will acquiescén their extinction.
And thoughin anotherpart of the samepassagethe hardware merchants supposedlsoto dispensewith
a numberof senants,whose“food is thussetfree for productive purposes, | do notinquire whatwill be
the effect, painful or otherwise ,uponthe senants,of this emancipatiorof their food. But | very seriously
inquirewhy ironwareis produce andsilverwareis not? Thatthe merchantonsumeghe one,andsellsthe
other certainlydoesnot constitutethe difference unlessit canbe shavn (which, indeed,l perceve it to be
becomingdaily moreand morethe aim of tradesmeno shav) thatcommaoditiesare madeto be sold, and
not to be consumed.The merchanis an agentof corveyanceto the consumetin onecase,andis himself
theconsumein theothe?: but thelabourersarein eithercaseequallyproductie, sincethey have produced
goodsto thesamevalue,if the hardwareandthe platearebothgoods.

And what distinction separateshem? It is indeedpossiblethatin the “comparatve estimateof the
moralist, with which Mr Mill sayspolitical economyhasnothingto do (l1l. i. 2), asteelfork mightappear
amoresubstantiaproductionthana silver one: we may grantalsothatknives,no lessthanforks, aregood
produceandsgthesandploughshareserviceablarticles.But, how of bayonetsBupposinghe hardware

1Book|. chap.iv. s. 1. To save spacemy futurereferenceso Mr Mill' swork will beby numeralsonly, asin thisinstance]. iv.
|. Ed. in 2 vols. 8vo. Parker, 1848.

2If Mr Mill hadwishedto shaw thedifferencen resultbetweerconsumptiorandsale,heshouldhave representethe hardware
merchantisconsuminghis own goodsinsteadof sellingthem;similarly, the silver merchantisconsuminghis own goodsinsteadof
welling them.Hadhe donethis, hewould have madehis positionclearer thoughlesstenable;and perhapghis wasthe positionhe
really intendedto take, tacitly involving his theory elsavherestatedandshavn in the sequebf this paperto befalse thatdemand
for commoditiesis not demandfor labour But by the mostdiligent scrutiry of the paragrapmow underexamination,I cannot
determinewhetherit is afallacy pureandsimple,or the half of onefallacy supportedy thewholeof agreaterone;sothatl treatit
hereon thekinderassumptiorthatit is onefallagy only.
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merchantto effect large salesof these,by help of the “setting free” of the food of his senantsand his
silversmith,— is he still emplgying productie labourersor, in Mr Mill’ s words, labourerswho increase
“the stockof permanentmeansof enjoyment” (1. iii. 4)? Or if, insteadof bayonetshe supplybombs will
not the absoluteandfinal “enjoyment” of eventheseenegetically productve articles(eachof which costs
tenpounds) be dependentn a properchoiceof time andplacefor their enfantementghoice thatis to say
dependingon thosephilosophicakonsiderationsvith which political economyhasnothingto da*?

| shouldhave regrettedthe needof pointing out inconsisteng in ary portion of Mr Mill’ s work, had
not the value of his work proceededrom its inconsistenciesHe deseres honouramongeconomistsy
inadwertently disclaimingthe principleswhich he states,andtacitly introducingthe moral considerations
with which hedeclaresis sciencehasno connectionMarny of his chaptersare thereforetrueandvaluable;
andtheonly conclusionf hiswhich | have to disputearethosewhich follow from his premises.

Thus,the ideawhich lies at the root of the passageve have just beenexamining,namely thatlabour
appliedto produceluxurieswill not supportsomary personsaslabourappliedto produceusefularticles,
is entirelytrue; but theinstancegivenfails — andin four directionsof failure atonce-becausklir Mill has
not definedthe realmeaningof usefulnessThe definitionwhich he hasgiven-" capacityto satisfya desire,
or sene a purpose”(lll. i. 2) — appliesequallyto theiron andsilver. while the true definition which he
hasnot given, but which neverthelesainderliesthe falseverbaldefinitionin his mind, andcomesout once
or twice by accident(asin thewords“any supportto life or strength”in 1. iii. 5) — appliesto somearticles
of iron, but not to others,andto somearticlesof silver, but not to others. It appliesto ploughs,but not to
bayonetsandto forks, but notto filigree>.

Theeliciting of thetruedefinitionswill give usthereplyto ourfirst question,'What is value?”respect-
ing which, however, we mustfirst hearthe popularstatements.

“The word 'value, whenusedwithout adjunct,alwaysmeansijn political economyvaluein exchange”
(Mill, N1. Q. 2). Sothat,if two shipscannotexchangetheir rudderstheir ruddersare,in politico-economic
languagepf novalueto either

But “the subjectof political economyis wealth” — (Preliminaryremarkspagel)

And wealth“consistsof all usefulandagreeablebjectswhich possesgxchangeablealue’ — (Pre-
liminary remarkspagel0.)

It appearsthen,accordingto Mr Mill, thatusefulnesandagreeableneamderliethe exchangevalue,
andmustbeascertainedo exist in thething, beforewe canesteenit anobjectof wealth.

Now, the economicalsefulnes®f athing dependsiot merelyonits own nature but on the numberof
peoplewho canandwill useit. A horseis uselessandthereforeunsaleableif no onecanride,— asword,
if no onecanstrike, andmeat,if no onecaneat. Thusevery materialutility dependsn its relatve human
capacity

Similarly: Theagreeableness athing dependsot merelyonits own likeablenesdyut on thenumber
of peoplewho canbegotto like it. Therelative agreeablenesandthereforesaleablenessf “a pot of the
smallestale; andof “Adonis paintedby a runningbrook; dependssirtually on the opinion of Demos,in
the shapeof ChristopherSly. Thatis to say the agreeablenessf a thing dependson its relatively human
dispositioff. Therefore political economybeinga scienceof wealth, mustbe a sciencerespectinghuman

3| take Mr Helps’ estimaten his essayon War.

4Also whenthe wroughtsilver vasesof Spainwere dashedo fragmentsby our custom-housefficers, becauséullion might
be importedfree of duty, but not brains,wasthe axe that broke them productive? — the artistwho wroughtthemunproductie?
Or again. If thewoodmans axe is productie, is the executioners? asalso, if the hempof a cablebe productve, doesnot the
productvenesf hempin ahalterdependonits moralmorethanonits materialapplication?

SFiligree: thatis to say generally ornamentiependenbn compleity, noton art.

5Thesestatementsoundcrudein their brevity; but will befound of the utmostimportancevhenthey aredeveloped. Thus,in
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capacitiesanddispositions.But moral consideration®iave nothingto do with political economy(lll. i. 2).
Therefore moralconsiderationfiave nothingto do with humancapacitiesanddispositions.

| do notwholly like thelook of this conclusionfrom Mr Mill' s statements:— let ustry Mr Ricardos.

“Utility is notthe measureof exchangeabl&alue,thoughit is absolutelyessentiato it.” — (Chap.l.
sect. i) essentialn whatdegree,Mr Ricardo? Theremay be greaterandlessdegreesof utility. Meat, for
instancemay be sogoodasto befit for ary oneto eat,or sobadasto befit for no oneto eat. Whatis the
exactdeggreeof goodnessvhich is “essential’to its exchangeabl&alue,but not “the measure’of it? How
goodmustthe meatbe,in orderto possesary exchangeabl&alue;andhow badmustit be— (I wish this
werea settledguestionin Londonmarkets)— in orderto possessone?

Thereappeardo be somehitch, | think, in the working even of Mr. Ricardos principles;but let him
take his own example.“Supposethatin the early stagesf societythe bows andarraws of the hunterwere
of equalvaluewith the implementsof the fisherman.Undersuchcircumstanceshe value of the deery the
produceof the hunters day’s labour would be exactly equalto the value of the fish, the productof the
fishermars day’s labour The comparatie value of the fish andgamewould be entirely regulatedby the
quantityof labourrealizedin each’ (Ricardo,chap.iii. OnValue).

Indeed! Therefore,if the fishermancatchesone sprat,andthe huntsmanone deer one spratwill be
equalin valueto onedeerbut if thefishermarcatchesho sprat,andthe huntsmanwo deer no spratwill be
equalin valueto two deer?

Nay but — Mr Ricardos supportersnay say— he meanspn anaverage— if the averageproductof
aday’s work of fisherandhunterbe onefish andonedeer the onefish will alwaysbe equalin valueto the
onedeer

Might | inquirethe specie®f fish? Whale?or white-baif ?

the above instance economisthave never perceved that dispositionto buy is a wholly moral elementin demand:thatis to say
whenyou give amanhalf-a-cravn, it depend®n his dispositionwhetherheis rich or poorwith it — whetherhewill buy disease,
ruin, andhatred,or buy health,advancementanddomesticlove. And thusthe agreeableness exchangevalueof every offered
commoditydepend®on production,not merelyof the commodity but of buyersof it; thereforeon the educatiorof buyers,andon
all themoralelementsy which their dispositionto buy this, or that,is formed. | will illustrateandexpandinto final consequences
every oneof thesedefinitionsin its place: at presenthey canonly be givenwith extremestbrevity; for in orderto put the subject
atoncein a connectedorm beforethereader| have thrown into one,the openingdefinitionsof four chapterspnamely of thaton
Value(“Ad Valorem”);on Price(“Thirty Pieces”);on Production(*"Demeter”);andon Economy(“The Law of the House”).

"Perhapst maybesaid,in farthersupportof Mr Ricardo,thathe meant,‘when the utility is constanor given, the price varies
asthe quantityof labour” If he meantthis, he shouldhave saidit; but, hadhe meantit, he could have hardly missedthe necessary
result, that utility would be onemeasureof price (which he expresslydeniesit to be); andthat, to prove saleablenes$e hadto
prove a givenquantityof utility, aswell asa given quantityof labour:to wit, in his own instancethatthe deerandfishwould each
feedthe samenumberof men,for the samenumberof days,with equalpleasureo their palates Thefactis, he did not know what
he meanthimself. The generalideawhich he hadderived from commercialexperiencewithout beingableto analyzeit, was,that
whenthe demandis constantthe price variesasthe quantity of labourrequiredfor production;or, — usingthe formulal gave
in lastpaper— wheny is constantx y variesasx. But demandnever is, nor canbe, ultimately constantjf x variesdistinctly;
for, aspricerises,consumersall avay; andassoonasthereis a monopoly(andall scarcityis aform of monopoly;sothatevery
commodityis affectedoccasionallyby somecolourof monopoly),y becomeghe mostinfluential conditionof the price. Thusthe
price of a paintingdependdesson its meritsthanon theinteresttakenin it by the public; the price of singinglesson the labourof
thesingerthanthe numberof personsvho desireto hearhim; andthe price of gold lesson the scarcitywhich affectsit in common
with ceriumor iridium, thanon the sunlightcolourandunalterablepurity by which it attractsthe admirationandanswerghe trust
of mankind.

It mustbekeptin mind, howvever, thatl usethe word “demand”in a somevhat differentsensefrom economistsusually They
meanby it “the quantityof athingsold’ | meanby it “the forceof thebuyer’s capabléntentionto buy.” In goodEnglish,apersons
“demand”signifies,not whathe gets,but whathe asksfor.

Economistalsodo not noticethatobjectsarenot valuedby absoluteoulk or weight,but by suchbulk andweightasis necessary
to bring theminto use. They say for instancethatwaterbearsno pricein the marlet. It is true thata cupful doesnot, but a lake
does;justasahandfulof dustdoesnot, but anacredoes.And wereit possibleto malke eventhepossessionf the cupful or handful
permanent(i.e. to find a placefor them,)the earthandseawould be boughtup for handfulsandcupfuls.
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It would be wasteof time to purposehesefallaciesfarther;we will seekfor atrue definition.

Much storehasbeensetfor centuriesuponthe useof our English classicaleducation. It wereto be
wishedthat our well-educatednerchantsecalledto mind alwaysthis muchof their latin schooling— that
the nominatve of valorem(a word alreadysuficiently familiar to them)is valor; a word which, therefore,
oughtto be familiar to them. Valor, from valere,to bewell or strong;— strong,life (if a man),or valiant;
strong for life (if athing),or valuable.To be“valuabl€, thereforejsto “avail towardslife.” A truly valuable
or availing thing is thatwhich leadsto life with its whole strength.In proportionasit doesnot leadto life,
or asits strengthis broken, it is lessvaluable;in proportionasit leadsaway from life, it is urvaluableor
malignant.

The valueof a thing, therefore s independenof opinion, andof quantity Think whatyou will of it,
gainhow muchyou may of it, the value of the thing itself is neithergreatemor less. For ever it avails, or
avails not; no estimatecanraise,no disdainrepressthe power which it holdsfrom the Maker of thingsand
of men.

Thereal scienceof political economywhich hasyet to be distinguishedrom the bastardscienceas
medicinefrom witchcraft,andastronomyfrom astrology is thatwhich teachesationsto desireandlabour
for thethingsthatleadto life: andwhichteacheshemto scornanddestry thethingsthatleadto destruction.
And if, in astateof infangy, they supposedndifferentthings,suchasexcrescencesf shell-fish,andpieces
of blueandredstone to bevaluable andspentlarge measuresf thelabourwhich oughtto beemplo/edfor
theextensionandennoblingof life, in diving or diggingfor them,andcuttingtheminto variousshapes, off,
in the samestateof infangy, they imaginepreciousandbeneficenthings,suchasair, light, andcleanliness,
to be valueless,-oif, finally, they imaginethe conditionsof their own existence by which alonethey can
truly posses®r usearything, such,for instanceas peace trust, andlove, to be prudentlyexchangeable,
whenthe markets offer, for gold, iron, or excresrencesf shells— the greatandonly scienceof Political
Economyteacheshem,in all thesecaseswhatis vanity, andwhatsubstanceandhow the serviceof Death,
thelord of Waste,andof eternalemptinessdiffersfrom the serviceof Wisdom,the lady of Saving, andof
eternalfulness;shewho hassaid,“l will causethosethatlove meto inherit SUBSTANCE; andl will FILL
theirtreasures.

The“Lady of Saving,” in a profoundersensdahanthat of the savzings bank,thoughthatis a goodone:
MadonnadellaSalute,— Lady of Health,— which,thoughcommonlyspolenof asif separatérom wealth,
is indeeda partof wealth. This word, “wealth; it will beremembereds the next we have to define.

“To bewealthy”saysMr Mill, “is to have alarge stockof usefularticles: | accepthisdefinition. Only
let usperfectlyunderstand. My opponent®ftenlamentmy not giving themenougHhogic: | fearl mustat
presenusea little morethanthey will like: but this businesof Political Economyis no light one,andwe
mustallow no loosetermsin it.

We have, therefore to ascertainn the above definition, first, whatis the meaningof “having,” or the
natureof PossessioriThenwhatis the meaningof “useful; or the natureof Utility.

And first of possessionAt the crossingof thetransept®of Milan Cathedrahaslain, for threehundred
yearstheembalmedody of St. CarloBorromeo.It holdsa goldencrosier andhasa crossof emeraldson
its breast. Admitting the crosierandemeralddo be usefularticles,is thebodyto be consideredis“having”
them?Do they, in the politico-economicakenseof property belongto it? If not, andif we may, therefore,
concludegenerallythat a deadbody cannotpossesproperty what degreeand period of animationin the
bodywill rendermpossessiopossible?

As thus: lately in awreck of a Californianship, oneof the passengertastened belt abouthim with
two hundredpoundsof goldin it, with which hewasfoundafterwardsatthebottom. Now, ashewassinking
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— hadhethegold?or hadthegold him®?

And if, insteadof sinking him in the seaby its weight, the gold had struck him on the foreheadand
therebycausedncurabledisease— suppos@alsyor insanity — would thegoldin thatcasehave beenmore
a“possessionthanin the first? Without pressingthe inquiry up throughinstancef graduallyincreasing
vital power over the gold (which | will, however, give, if they areasledfor), | presumeahereademwill see
thatpossessiomr “having,’ is notanabsolute put a gradatedpower; andconsistaot only in the quantity
or natureof thething possessedut also(andin agreaterdegree)in its suitablenest the persorpossessing
it andin hisvital power to useit.

And our definition of Wealth, expanded becomes:“The possessionf usefularticles,which we can
use. Thisis avery seriouschange.For wealth,insteadof dependingnerelyon a “have; is thusseento
dependon a“can!’ Gladiators death,on a “habet”; but soldiers victory, and States salation, on a “quo
plurimum posset. (liv. VII. 6.) And what we reasonedf only asaccumulationof material,is seento
demandalsoaccumulatiorof capacity

Somuchfor ourverh Next for our adjectve. Whatis the meaningof “useful”?

Theinquiry is closelyconnectedvith thelast. For whatis capableof usein thehandsof somepersons,
is capablejn the handsof others,of the oppositeof use,calledcommonly“from-use’; or “ab-us€’. And
it dependson the person,much morethan on the article, whetherits usefulnesor ab-usefulnessvill be
the quality developedin it. Thus,wine, which the Greeks,in their Bacchus,maderightly the type of all
passionandwhich, whenused,“cheerethgodandman” (thatis to say strengthen®oththedivine life, or
reasoningoower, andthe earthy or carnalpower, of man);yet, whenakused,becomesDionysos, hurtful
especiallyto the divine partof man,or reason.And again,the body itself, beingequallyliable to useand
to aluse,and,whenrightly disciplined,serviceabldo the State,both for war andlabour — but whennot
disciplined,or alused valuelesgo the State,andcapableonly of continuingthe private or singleexistence
of theindividual (andthatbut feebly)— the Greekscalledsucha bodyan“idiotic” or “private” body from
their word signifying a personemplo/edin no way directly usefulto the State;whencefinally, our “idiot,”
meaninga persorentirely occupiedwith his own concerns.

Hence,it follows thatif athingis to beuseful,it mustbenotonly of anavailing nature but in availing
hands.Or, in accurateerms,usefulnesss valuein the handsof the valiant; sothat this scienceof wealth
being,aswe have justseenwhenregardedasthescienceof Accumulationaccumulatie of capacityaswell
asof material— whenregardedasthe Scienceof Distribution, is distribution notabsolutebut discriminate;
not of every thing to every man, but of the right thing to the right man. A difficult science dependenbn
morethanarithmetic.

Wealth, therefore,is “THE POSSESSIONDF THE VALUABLE BY THE VALIANT”; andin con-
sideringit asa power existing in a nation, the two elementsthe value of the thing, andthe valour of its
possesspmustbe estimatedogether Whenceit appearghatmary of the personscommonlyconsidered
wealthy arein reality no morewealthythanthelocks of their own strongboxesare,they beinginherently
and eternallyincapableof wealth; and operatingfor the nation,in an economicalpoint of view, eitheras
poolsof deadwater andeddiesin a stream(which, solong asthe streamflows, areuselesspr sene only
to drown people,but may becomeof importancein a stateof stagnatiorshouldthe streamdry); or else,
asdamsin ariver, of which the ultimate servicedependsot on the dam, but the miller; or else,asmere
accidentaktaysandimpedimentsactingnot aswealth,but (for we oughtto have a corresponderterm)as
“ilith,” causingvariousdevastationandtroublearoundthemin all directions;or lastly, actnotatall, but are
merelyanimatedconditionsof delay (no usebeingpossibleof anything they have until they aredead,)in
which last conditionthey are neverthelesoften usefulasdelays,and“impedimentd, if a nationis aptto
move toofast.

8CompareGeogeHerbert, The ChurchPorch,Staza28.
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This being so, the difficulty of the true scienceof Political Economylies not merelyin the needof
developingmanly characteto dealwith materialvalue,but in the fact, thatwhile the manly characteand
materialvalueonly form wealthby theirconjunction they have neverthelessmutuallydestructie operation
on eachother For the manly characteiis aptto ignore,or even castaway, the materialvalue: — whence
thatof Pope:—

“Sure,of qualitiesdemandingraise,
More goto ruin fortunes thanto raise'

And on the other hand, the materialvalue is apt to underminethe manly character;so that it must
be our work, in the issue,to examinewhat evidencethereis of the effect of wealth on the minds of its
possessorslso,whatkind of personit is who usuallysetshimselfto obtainwealth,andsucceed doing
so; and whetherthe world owes more gratitudeto rich or to poor men, either for their moral influence
uponit, or for chief goods,discoveries, and practicaladvancements.l may, however, anticipatefuture
conclusionssofarasto statethatin acommunityregulatedonly by laws of demandandsupply but protected
from openviolence, the personswho becomerich are, generallyspeaking,industrious,resolute,proud,
covetous,prompt, methodical sensible unimaginatie, insensitve, andignorant. The personsvho remain
poorarethe entirely foolish, the entirelywiseg, theidle, therecklessthe humble,the thoughtful,the dull,
theimaginatve, the sensitve, the well-informed, theimprovident, the irregularly andimpulsively wicked,
the clumsyknave, the openthief, andthe entirely merciful, just,andgodly person.

Thusfar, then,of wealth. Next, we have to ascertairthe natureof PRICE;thatis to say of exchange
value,andits expressiorby currencies.

Notefirst, of exchangetherecanbeno profitin it. It is only in labourtherecanbe profit — thatis to
say a“making in advance, or “makingin favour of” (from proficio). In exchangethereis only adwvantage,
i.e.,abringingof vantageor powerto theexchangingpersonsThus,oneman,by saving andreapingturns
onemeasuref corninto two measuresThatis Profit. Another by diggingandforging, turnsonespadeénto
two spadesThatis Profit. But the manwho hastwo measuresf cornwantssometimedo dig; andtheman
who hastwo spadesvantssometimeso eat: The exchangehegainedgrainfor thegainedtool; andbothare
thebetterfor theexchangeput thoughthereis muchadwantagdn thetransactionthereis no profit. Nothing
is constructedr produced.Only thatwhich hadbeenbeforeconstructeds givento the personby whomit
canbeused.If labouris necessarto effecttheexchangethatlabouris in reality involvedin the production,
and,like all otherlabour bearsprofit. Whatezer numberof menareconcernedn themanugcture,or in the
corveyance,have sharein the profit; but neitherthe manugcturenor the corveyancearethe exchangeand
in theexchangeitself thereis no profit.

Theremay, however, beacquisitionwhichis avery differentthing. If, in theexchangepnemanis able
to give whatcosthim little labourfor whathascostthe othermuch,he “acquires”a certainquantityof the
produceof the others labour And preciselywhathe acquiresthe otherloses.In mercantilelanguagethe
personwhothusacquiress commonlysaidto have “madeaprofit”; andl believe thatmary of ourmerchants
areseriouslyundertheimpressiorthatit is possiblefor everybody somehav, to make a profitin thismanner
Whereasby the unfortunateconstitutionof the world we live in, the laws both of matterandmotion have
quite rigorouslyforbiddenuniversalacquisitionof this kind. Profit, or materialgain, is attainableonly by
constructionor by discovery; not by exchange.Wheneer materialgain follows exchange for every plus
thereis a preciselyequalminus.

Unhappilyfor the progresf the scienceof Political Economy the plus quantities,or, — if | maybe
allowed to coin an awkward plural — the pluses,make a very positive and venerableappearancin the
world, sothatevery oneis eagerto learnthe sciencewhich producesresultsso magnificent;whereagshe

%0 Zeusdipou penetai"— Arist. Plut. 582. It would but wealen the gradwordsto leanon the precedingones:— “Oti tou
PlatonparechdBeltionas,andpaskai tin gnomenkai tenidean’
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minuseshave, onthe otherhand,atendeng to retireinto backstreetsandotherplacesof shade;— or even
to getthemseleswholly andfinally put out of sightin graves: which rendersthe algebraof this science
peculiar anddifficultly legible; alarge numberof its negative signsbeingwritten by theaccount-keperin a
kind of redink, which stanationthins,andmakesstrangelypale,or evenquiteinvisible ink, for the present.

The Scienceof Exchangeopr, asl hearit hasbeenproposedo call it, of “Catallactics’, consideredhs
oneof gain,is, therefore simply nugatory;but consideredsoneof acquisition|t is avery curiousscience,
differing in its dataandbasisfrom every otherscienceknonvn. Thus: — if | canexchangea needlewith a
savagefor adiamond my power of doingsodepend®itheronthesavages ignoranceof socialarrangements
in Europe,or on his wantof power to take advantageof them, by selling the diamondto ary oneelsefor
moreneedleslf, farther | make the baigainascompletelyadvantageouso myselfaspossible by giving to
the savagea needlewith no eyein it (reachingthusa sufficiently satisactorytype of the perfectoperation
of catallacticscience)the adwantageto me in the entire transactiondependswvholly uponthe ignorance,
powerlessnessor heedlessnessf the persondealtwith. Do away with these,and catallacticadwantage
becomedmpossible. So far, therefore,asthe scienceof exchangerelatesto the adwvantageof one of the
exchangingpersononly, it is foundedon the ignoranceor incapacityof the oppositeperson.Wherethese
vanish,it alsovanishes.lt is thereforea sciencefoundedon nescienceandan art foundedon artlessness.
But all othersciencesndarts,exceptthis, have for their objectthedoingaway with their oppositenescience
andartlessnessThis science aloneof sciencesmust,by all available means promulgateandprolongits
oppositenescienceptherwisethe scienceitself is impossible. It is, therefore,peculiarly and alonethe
scienceof darknessprobablya bastardscience— not by ary meansa divina scientia,but one begotten
of anotherfather that fatherwho, advisinghis childrento turn stonesinto bread,is himself emplo/ed in
turning breadinto stonesandwho, if you aska fish of him (fish not beingproducibleon his estate)canbut
give you aserpent.

The generallaw, then, respectingust or economicalexchangejs simply this: — Theremustbe ad-
vantageon both sides(or if only advantageon one, at leastno disadwantageon the other)to the persons
exchanging;andjust paymentfor his time, intelligence,andlabour to ary intermediatepersoneffecting
the transaction(commonlycalleda merchant);and whaterer advantagethereis on eitherside,andwhat-
ever pay is givento the intermediatgoerson,shouldbe thoroughlyknown to all concerned All attemptat
concealmentmplies somepracticeof the opposite,or undiine science foundedon nescience.Whence
anothersayingof the Jav merchant — “As a nail betweerthe stonejoints, so doth sin stick fastbetween
buyingandselling” Which peculiarriveting of stoneandtimber, in mens dealingswith eachother is again
setforth in the housewhich wasto be destrged — timber and stonestogether— whenZecharials roll
(moreprobably“curved sword”) flew overit: “the cursethatgoethforth over all the earthuponevery one
that stealethand holdethhimself guiltless; instantlyfollowed by the vision of the GreatMeasure;— the
measurée'of the injustice of themin all the earth” (auti i adikia autonen pasete ge), with the weight of
leadfor its lid, andthe woman,the spirit of wickednesswithin it; — thatis to say Wickednessiddenby
Dulnessandformalized,outwardly, into ponderoushestablishearuelty “It shallbe setuponits own base
in theland of Babel’1°

I have hithertocarefullyrestrictedmyself,in speakingof exchangeto theuseof theterm“advantage”;
but thattermincludestwo ideas;the adwvantage hamely of gettingwhatwe need,andthat of gettingwhat
wewishfor. Three-fourth®f thedemandsxistingin theworld areromantic;foundedonvisions,idealisms,
hopesandaffections;andtheregulationof thepurseis, in its essenceagegulationof theimaginationandthe
heart.Hence theright discussiorof the natureof priceis a very high metaphysicahndpsychicalproblem;
sometimesgo be solved only in a passionateénanney asby David in his countingthe price of the water of
thewell by the gateof Bethlehemjut its first conditionsarethe following: — The price of anything s the
guantityof labourgiven by the persondesiringit, in orderto obtainpossessionf it. This pricedepend®n

1023. zech.v. ii.
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four variablequantities A. Thequantityof wishthepurchasehasfor thething; opposedo a, thequantityof
wishthesellerhasto keepit. B. Thequantityof labourthe purchasecanafford, to obtainthething opposed
to B, the quantity of labourthe sellercanafford, to keepit. Thesequantitiesareoperatve only in excess;
i.e. the quantityof wish (A) meanghe quantityof wish for this thing, above wish for otherthings;andthe
guantityof work (B) meanghe quantitywhich canbe sparedo getthis thing from the quantityneededo
getotherthings.

Phenomenaf price,thereforeareintenselycomple, curious,andinteresting— toocomple, however,
to beexaminedyet; every oneof them,whentracedfar enoughshaving itself atlastasa partof the baigain
of thePoorof the Flock (or “flock of slaughter”),“If yethink good,give ME my price,andif not, forbear”
Zech.xi. 12; but asthe price of everythingis to be calculatedinally in labour it is necessaryo definethe
natureof thatstandard.

Labouris the contestof thelife of manwith anopposite— theterm*life” includinghisintellect,soul,
andphysicalpower, contendingwith questiondifficulty, trial, or materialforce.

Labouris of a higheror lower ordet asit includesmoreor fewer of the elementof life: andlabour
of goodquality, in ary kind, includesalwaysasmuchintellectandfeelingaswill fully andharmoniously
regulatethe physicalforce.

In speakingof the valueandprice of labour it is necessaralwaysto understandabourof a givenrank
andquality, aswe shouldspeakof gold or silver of a givenstandardBad (thatis, heartlessinexperienced,
or senselesdpbourcannotbevalued;it is like gold of uncertainalloy, or flawediron*.

Thequality andkind of labourbeinggiven, its value,like thatof all othervaluablethings,is invariable.
But the quantityof it which mustbe givenfor otherthingsis variable:andin estimatingthis variation,the
priceof otherthingsmustalwaysbe countedby thequantityof labour;notthe priceof labourby thequantity
of otherthings.

Thus,if we wantto plantanapplesaplingin rocky ground,it maytake two hours'work; in softground,
perhap®nly half anhour Grantthe soil equallygoodfor thetreein eachcase.Thenthevalueof thesapling
plantedby two hours’work is nowise greaterthanthatof the saplingplantedin half anhour. Onewill bear
no morefruit thanthe other Also, onehalf-hourof work is asvaluableasanotherhalf-hour; nevertheless
the onesaplinghascostfour suchpiecesof work, the otheronly one.Now the properstatemenof this fact
is, notthatthelabouronthe hardgroundis cheapethanonthe soft; but thatthetreeis dearer Theexchange
valuemay; or maynot, afterwardsdependn thisfact. If otherpeoplehave plentyof softgroundto plantin,
they will take no cognizanceof our two hours’labour in the pricethey will offer for the planton therock.
And if, throughwant of sufficient botanicalsciencewe have plantedan upastreeinsteadof anapple,the
exchange-aluewill beanegative quantity;still lessproportionateo thelabourexpended.

Whatis commonlycalledcheapnessf labour signifies,thereforejn reality, thatmary obstacledhave
to be overcomeby it; sothatmuchlabouris requiredto producea small result. But this shouldnever be
spolen of ascheapnessf labour but asdearnessf the objectwroughtfor. It would be just asrationalto
saythatwalkingwascheap pecauseve hadtenmilesto walk hometo our dinner asthatlabourwascheap,
becauseve hadto work tenhoursto earnit.

Thelastword whichwe have to defineis “Production’

Habourwhichis entirelygoodof its kind, thatis to say effective, or efficient, the Greekscalled“weighable’, or axios, translated
usually“worthy” andbecaus¢hussubstantiahndtrue,they calledits pricetime, the“honourableestimate’of it (honorarium)zthis
word beingfoundedon their conceptiorof truelabourasadivine thing, to be honouredwith the kind of honourgivento the gods;
whereaghe price of falselabour or of thatwhichled away from life, wasto be,nothonour but vengeancefor whichthey resered
anotherword, attributing the exaction of suchprice to a peculiargoddesscalled Tisiphone,the “requiter (or quittance-takr) of
death”; a personversedin the highestbrancheof arithmetic,andpunctualin her habits;with whom accountsurrenthave been
openedalsoin moderndays.
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I have hithertospolen of all labouras profitable;becausét is impossibleto considerunderonehead
the quality or valueof labour andits aim. But labourof the bestquality may be variousin aim. It maybe
eitherconstructie (“gathering”"from conandstruo),asagriculture;nugatoryasjewel-cutting;or destructie
(“scattering, from deandstruo),aswat. It is not, however, alwayseasyto prove labour apparenthnugatory
to beactuallyso?; generallytheformulaholdsgood: “he thatgatheretmot, scattereth”thus,thejeweller’s
artis probablyvery harmfulin its ministeringto a clumsyandinelegantpride. Sothat, finally, | believe
nearlyall labourmaybeshortlydividedinto positive andnegative labour: positive, thatwhich producedife;
negative, thatwhich produceseath;the mostdirectly negative labourbeingmurder andthe mostdirectly
positive, the bearingandrearingof children;sothatin the precisedegreein which murderis hateful,on the
negative sideof idlenessjn the exactdegreechild-rearingis admirable pnthe positive sideof idlenessFor
which reasonandbecaus®f the honourthatthereis in rearingchildrer}3, while the wife is saidto be as
the vine (for cheering) the childrenare asthe olive branch,for praise: nor for praiseonly, but for peace
(becausédarge familiescanonly berearedn timesof peace)thoughsince,in their spreadingandvoyaging
in variousdirections,they distribute strength they are,to the homestrength,asarrivesin the handof the
giant— striking here,andtherefar away.

Labourbeingthusvariousin its result,the prosperityof ary nationis in exactproportionto the quantity
of labourwhich it spendsin obtainingand emplgying meansof life. Obsere, — | say obtainingand
emploging; thatis to say not merelywisely producing but wisely distributing andconsuming Economists
usuallyspeakasif therewereno goodin consumptiorabsoluté*. Sofar from this beingso, consumption
absoluteis the end, crown, and perfectionof production;andwise consumptioris a far moredifficult art
thanwise production. Twenty peoplecangain mone for onewho canuseit; andthe vital question for
individual andfor nation,is, never “how muchdothey make?” but “to whatpurposedothey spend?”

Thereademay, perhapshave beensurprisedat the slightreferencd have hithertomadeto “capital;
andits functions.lIt is herethe placeto definethem.

Capitalsignifies“head,or sourceor root material’— it is materialby which somederivative or sec-
ondarygoodis produced.lt is only capital proper(caputvivum, not caputmortuum)whenit is thuspro-
ducingsomethingdifferentfrom itself. It is aroot, which doesnot enterinto vital functiontill it produces
somethingelsethanaroot: namely fruit. Thatfruit will in time againproduceroots;andsoall living capital
issuedn reproductiorof capital;but capitalwhich producesothingbut capitalis only root producingroot;
bulb issuingin bulb, never in tulip; seedissuingin seedneverin bread.The Political Economyof Europe
hashitherto devoted itself wholly to the multiplication, or (lesseven) the aggregation, of bulbs. It never
saw, norconceved, suchathing asatulip. Nay, boiled bulbsthey might have been— glassbulbs— Prince
Ruperts drops,consummateih powvder (well, if it wereglass-pavder andnot gunpavder), for ary endor
meaningthe economistdhadin definingthe laws of aggrgation. We will try andgeta clearernotion of
them.

The bestand simplestgeneraltype of capitalis a well-madeploughshare.Now, if that ploughshare
did nothingbut beget otherploughsharesn a polypousmanner— however the greatclusterof polypous

12The mostaccuratelynugatorylabouris, perhapsthatof which notenoughis givento answera purposeeffectually, andwhich,
therefore hasall to be doneover again. Also, labourwhich fails of effect throughnon-co-operationThe cureof a little village
nearBellinzona,to whom| hadexpressedvonderthatthe peasantallowedthe Ticino to flood their fields, told methatthey would
notjoin to build an effectualembankmenhigh up the valley, becauseverybodysaid“that would help his neighboursasmuchas
himself’ So every proprietorbuilt a bit of low embankmenabouthis own field; andthe Ticino, assoonasit hada mind, swept
away andswallowedall up together

B0bsere, | say rearing, not“begetting” Thepraiseis in the seventhseasonnotin sporitos,norin phutalia,but in opora.lt is
strangethatmenalwayspraiseenthusiasticallyarny personwho, by amomentaryexertion, savesalife; but praisevery hesitatingly
apersonwho, by exertionandself-denialprolongedthroughyears,createsone. We give the crown “ob civem senatum”; — why
not“ob civemnatum?”Born,| mean o thefull, in soulaswell asbody Englandhasoakenough| think, for bothchaplets.

“wWhenMr Mill speakf productie consumptionhe only meanszonsumptiorwhich resultsin increaseof capital,or material
wealth.Seel. iii. 4, andl. iii. 5.
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ploughmight glitter in the sun, it would have lost its function of capital. It becomedrue capitalonly by
anotherkind of splendour— whenit is seen“splendescersulco’ to grow bright in the furrow; rather
with diminution of its substancethanaddition,by the noblefriction. And thetruehomequestionto every
capitalistandto every nation,is not, “how mary ploughshave you?” but, “where areyour furrows?” not
— “how quickly will this capitalreproducdtself?” — but, “what will it do during reproduction?”What
substancsvill it furnish,goodfor life? whatwork constructprotectve of life? if none,its own reproduction
is useless— if worsethannone,(for capitalmaydestry life aswell assupportit), its own reproductionis
worsethanuselessit is merelyanadwancefrom Tisiphone,on mortgage— nota profit by any means.

Not a profit, asthe ancientstruly sav, andshaved in the type of Ixion; — for capitalis the head,or
fountainheadof wealth— the “well-head” of wealth,asthe cloudsarethe well-headsof rain; but when
cloudsarewithout water andonly begetclouds,they issuein wrathat last,insteadof rain, andin lightning
insteadof hanest; whencelxion is saidfirst to have invited his gueststo a banquetandthenmadethem
fall into a pit, (asalso Demas’silver mine,) after which, to shav the rageof richespassingfrom lust of
pleasureo lust of power, yet power not truly understood|xion is saidto have desiredJuno,andinstead,
embracinga cloud (or phantasm)to have begottenthe Centaursthe power of merewealthbeing,in itself,
astheembraceof a shadw, — comfortless(soalso“Ephraimfeedethon wind andfollowth afterthe east
wind;” or “that whichis not” — Prov. xxiii. 5; andagainDantes Geryon thetypeof avariciousfraud,ashe
flies, gathergheair up with retractileclaws, — “I'aer aseraccolse*®) but in its offspring,amingling of the
brutalwith the humannature;humanin sagacity— usingbothintellectandarrow; but brutalin its bodyand
hoof, for consumingandtramplingdown. For which sin Ixion is at lastboundupona wheel— fiery and
toothed,androlling perpetuallyin the air: — thetype of humanlabourwhenselfishandfruitless(keptfar
into the Middle Agesin theirwheelsof fortune);thewheelwhich hasin it no breathor spirit, but is whirled
by chanceonly; whereasof all truework the Ezekielvisionis true,thatthe Spirit of theliving creaturds in
thewheels andwheretheangelsgo, the wheelsgo by them;but move no otherwise.

This beingtherealnatureof capital,it follows thattherearetwo kindsof true production alwaysgoing
onin anactive State:oneof seedandoneof food; or productionfor the Ground,andfor the Mouth; both
of which are by covetouspersonghoughtto be productiononly for the granary;whereaghe function of
thegranaryis but intermediateandconserative, fulfilled in distribution; elseit endsin nothingbut mildew,
andnourishmenbf ratsandworms. And sinceproductionfor the Groundis only usefulwith future hope
of hanest,all essentiaproductionis for the Mouth; andis finally measuredby the mouth;hence asl said
above, consumptioris the crown of production;andthewealthof a nationis only to be estimatedy whatit
consumes.

Thewantof ary clearsightof this factis the capitalerror, issuingin rich interestandrevenueof error
amongthe political economists.Their minds are continually seton monegy-gain, not on mouth-gain;and
they fall into every sortof netandsnare dazzledby the coin-glitterashbirds by the fowler’s glass;or rather
(for thereis notmuchelselik e birdsin them)they arelik e childrentrying to jump on the headsof their own
shadavs; themoneg/-gainbeingonly the shadev of thetrue gain,whichis humanity

Thefinal objectof political economythereforejs to getgoodmethodof consumptionandgreatquan-
tity of consumption:in otherwords,to useeverything,andto useit nobly. whetherit be substanceser
vice, or serviceperfectingsubstance The mostcuriouserrorin Mr Mill' s entirework, (provided for him

B30alsoin thevision of thewomenbearingthe ephahpeforequoted,‘the wind wasin theirwings; notwings“of astork! as
in our version;but “miivi,” of akite, in the Vulgate,or perhapsnoreaccuratelystill in the Septuagint;hoopo€; a bird connected
typically with the power of richesby mary traditions,of which thatof its petitionfor a crestof gold is perhapghe mostinteresting.
The“Birds” of Aristophanesin whichits partis principal,arefull of them;noteespeciallythe “fortification of the air with baked
bricks, like Babylon; I. 550; and, again,comparethe Plutusof Dante,who (to shawv the influenceof richesin destrging the
reasonjs theonly oneof the powersof the Infernowho cannotspeakintelligibly andalsothe cowardliest;heis notmerelyquelled
or restrainedput literally “collapses”at a word; the suddenandhelplessoperationof mercantilepanicbeingall told in the brief
metaphor“as the sails,swollen with thewind, fall, whenthe mastbreaks.
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originally by Ricardo,)is his ende&our to distinguishbetweendirectandindirectservice,andconsequent
assertiorthatademandor commoditieds notdemandor labour(l. v. 9, etseq.).Hedistinguishebetween
labourersemplgyedto lay out pleasureggrounds andto manufcturevelvet; declaringthatit makesmaterial
differenceto the labouringclassesn which of thesetwo waysa capitalistspendshis money; becausdhe
employmentof the gardenerss a demandor labour but the purchasef velvetis not. Error colossalas
well asstrange.lt will, indeed,malke a differenceto the labourerwhetherwe bid him swing his sgythe in
thespringwinds, or drive theloomin pestilentialair. but, sofar ashis pocketis concernedit makes,to him
absolutelyno differencewhetherwe orderhim to make greenvelvet, with seedanda sgythe, or red velvet,
with silk andscissorsNeitherdoesit anywise concerrhim whethey whenthevelvetis made we consume
it by walking onit, or wearingit, solongasour consumptiorof it is wholly selfish.But if ourconsumption
is to bein anywise unselfishnot only our modeof consuminghearticleswe requireinterestshim, but also
the kind of article we requirewith a view to consumption.As thus(returningfor a momentto Mr Mill’ s
greathardwaretheory’): it matterssofar asthelabourers immediateprofit is concernednotaniron filing
whetherl employ him in growing a peach,or forging a bombshell;but my probablemodeof consumption
of thosearticlesmattersseriously Admit thatit is to bein bothcasesunselfish; andthedifferenceto him,
is final, whethemwhenhis child isill, | walk into his cottageandgive it the peachor droptheshelldown his
chimney, andblow hisroof off.

The worst of it, for the peasantis, that the capitalists consumptiorof the peachis aptto be selfish,
andof the shell, distributive'®; but, in all casesthis is the broadand generalfact, that on due catallactic
commercialprinciples,somebodys roof mustgo off in fulfilment of the bomb’ destiry. Youmaygrow for
your neighbouyatyour liking, grapesor grape-shothewill also,catallactically grow grapesor grape-shot
for you,andyouwill eachreapwhatyou have sovn.

It is, thereforethe mannerandissueof consumptiorwhich aretherealtestsof production.Production
doesnot consistin thingslaboriouslymade but in thingsserviceablyconsumableandthe questionfor the
nationis nothow muchlabourit employs, but how muchlife it producesFor asconsumptioris theendand
aim of production solife is theendandaim of consumption.

| left this questionto the readers thoughttwo monthsago, choosingratherthat he shouldwork it out
for himselfthanhave it sharplystatedto him. But now, thegroundbeingsuficiently broken (andthe details
into whichtheseveralquestionshereopenedmustleadus,beingtoo comple for discussiornn the pagesof

1Thevalueof raw material,which has,indeedto be deductedrom the price of thelabour is not contemplatedn the passages
referredto, Mr. Mill having falleninto the mistale solelyby pursuingthe collateralresultsof the paymentbof wagesto middlemen.
He says”The consumedoesnot, with his own funds,paythe weaver for his day’s work. “Pardonme;the consumenf the velvet
paysthe weaver with his own funds as much as he paysthe gardener He pays, probably an intermediateship-avner, velvet
merchantandshopman;payscarriagemoney, shoprent, damagemonsy, time mongy, andcaremoney; all theseareabove and
besidethevelvetprice, (justasthewagesof a headgardenewould beabore thegrassprice). but thevelvetis asmuchproducedy
theconsumes capital,thoughhe doesnot payfor it till six monthsafterproduction,asthegrasss producedy his capital,though
he doesnot paythe manwho mowed androlled it on Monday till Saturdayafternoon.l do notknow if Mr. Mill' s conclusion,—
“the capitalcannotbe dispensedvith, the purchasersan® (p. 98), hasyetbeenreducedo practicein the City onary largescale.

Wwhich, obsere, is the preciseoppositeof the one underexamination. The hardware theory requiredus to dischage our
gardenerandengagemanuficturersthevelvet theoryrequiresusto dischage our manufcturersandengagegardeners.

181t is onevery awful form of the operationof wealthin Europethatit is entirely capitalists'wealthwhich supportsunjustwars.
Justwarsdo not needso muchmongy to supportthem;for mostof the menwho wagesuch,wagethemgratis; but for an unjust
war, men’s bodiesandsoulshave bothto be bought;andthe besttools of war for thembesideswhich makessuchwar costlyto the
maximum;not to speakof the costof basefear, andangrysuspicion petweemationswhich have not gracenor honestyenoughin
all their multitudesto buy anhour’s peaceof mind with: as,at presentfFranceandEngland,purchasingf eachothertenmillions
sterlingworth of consternatiomnnually (aremarkablylight crop, half thornsandhalf asperieaves,— sown, reapedandgranaried
by the“science”of themodernpolitical economistfeachingcovetousnesisteadof truth.) And all unjustwar beingsupportableif
notby pillage of theenemy only by loansfrom capitaliststheseloansarerepaidby subsequertaxationof the people who appear
to have nowill in the matter thecapitalists'will beingtheprimaryrootof thewar; but its realrootis the covetousnessf thewhole
nation,renderingit incapableof faith, franknesspr justice,andbringing about,thereforein duetime, his own separatédossand
punishmento eachperson.
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aperiodical,sothatl mustpursuethemelsavhere),| desire,in closingthe seriesof introductorypapersto
leave this onegreatfactclearly stated. THEREIS NO WEALTH BUT LIFE. Life, includingall its powers
of love, of joy, andof admiration.Thatcountryis therichestwhich nourisheghe greateshumberof noble
and happy humanbeings;that manis richestwho, having perfectedthe functionsof his own life to the
utmost,hasalsothewidesthelpfulinfluence both personalandby meansof his possessionsverthelives
of others.

A strangepolitical economythe only one,neverthelessthatever wasor canbe: all political economy
foundedon self-interest’ being but the fulfilment of that which oncebroughtschisminto the Policy of
angelsandruin into the Economyof Heaven.

“The greatestnumberof humanbeingsnoble and happy.” But is the noblenessonsistentwith the
number?Yes,not only consistentwith it, but essentiato it. The maximumof life canonly be reachecdby
the maximumof virtue. In this respecthelaw of humanpopulationdifferswholly from thatof animallife.
Themultiplicationof animalsis checled only by wantof food, andby the hostility of racesthe population
of thegnatis restrainedy the hungerof the swallow, andthatof the swallow by the scarcityof gnats.Man,
consideredasan animal,is indeedlimited by the samelaws: hungey or plague,or war, arethe necessary
andonly restraintauponhis increase;— effectualrestraintshitherto,— his principalstudyhaving beenhow
mostswiftly to destry himself, or ravagehis dwelling-placesandhis highestskill directedto give rangeto
thefamine,seedo the plague andsway to the sword. But, consideredsotherthanananimal,hisincrease
is not limited by theselaws. It is limited only by thelimits of his courageandhis love. Both of thesehave
their bounds;andoughtto have; his racehasits boundsalso;but thesehave not yet beenreachednor will
bereachedor ages.

In all the rangesof humanthought| knon none so melancholyas the speculationsof political
economiston the populationquestion. It is proposedto betterthe condition of the labourerby giving
him higherwages. “Nay,” saysthe economist— “if you raisehis wages,he will eitherpeopledown to
the samepoint of miseryat which you found him, or drink your wagesaway.” He will. | know it. Who
gave him thiswill? Supposét wereyour own sonof whomyou spole, declaringto methatyou darednot
take him into your firm, nor even give him his just labourers wages,becausef you did he would die of
drunkennessandleave half a scoreof childrento the parish.“Who gave your sonthesedispositions?"—
| shouldenquire.Hashethemby inheritanceor by education?By oneor otherthey mustcome;andasin
him, soalsoin the poor. Eitherthesepoorareof a raceessentiallydifferentfrom ours,andunredeemable
(which,however, oftenimplied, | have heardnoneyetopenlysay),or elseby suchcareaswe have oursehes
receved, we may make them continentand soberas ourselhes-wiseand dispassionatas we are models
arduousof imitation. “But,” it is answered;they cannotreceve educatiori. Why not? Thatis preciselythe
point atissue. Charitablepersonssupposehe worstfault of therich is to refusethe peoplemeat;andthe
peoplecry for their meat,keptbackby fraud, to the Lord of Multitudeg®. Alas! it is not meatof which the

%1 all reasoningaboutprices,the proviso mustbe understood;supposingall partiesto take careof their own interest! —
Mill, 1II. i. 5.

2jameg. 4. Obsere, in thesestatements amnottalking up, nor countenancingnewhit, thecommonsocialistideaof division
of property;division of propertyis its destructionandwith it the destructiorof all hope,all industry andall justice: it is simply
chaosa chaostowardswhich the believersin modernpolitical economyare fasttending,andfrom which | am striving to save
them. Therich mandoesnot keepbackmeatfrom the poorby retaininghisriches;but by baselyusingthem.Richesareaform of
strength;anda strongmandoesnot injure othersby keepinghis strength put by usingit injuriously. The socialist,seeinga strong
manoppressaweakone,criesout. — “Break the strongmans arms’ but | say “Teachhim to usethemto betterpurpos€. The
fortitude andintelligencewhich acquirerichesareintended by the Giver of both, not to scatter nor to give away, but to employ
thoserichesin the serviceof mankind;in otherwords,in the redemptiorof the erring andaid of the weak— thatis to say there
is first to bethe work to gain money; thenthe Sabbattof usefor it — the Sabbathwhoselaw is, notto loselife, but to save. It is
continuallythe fault or thefolly of the poorthatthey arepoor, asit is usuallya child’s faultif it fallsinto a pond,anda cripple’s
weaknesghat slips at a crossing;neverthelessmostpassers— by would pull the child out, or help up the cripple. Putit at the
worst, thatall the poor of theworld arebut disobedienthildren,or carelesripples,andthatall rich peoplearewise andstrong,
andyouwill seeatoncethatneitheris thesocialistrightin desiringto make everybodypoor, powerless andfoolish asheis himself,
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refusalis cruelestpr to whichtheclaimis validest. Thelife is morethanthe meat.Therich notonly refuse
food to the poor;they refusewisdom;they refusevirtue; they refusesahation. Ye sheepwithout shepherd,
it is not the pasturethat hasbeenshutfrom you, but the PresenceMeat! perhapsyour right to that may
be pleadableput otherrights have to be pleadedfirst. Claim your crumbsfrom thetable,if you will; but
claimthemaschildren,notasdogs;claim your right to be fed, but claim moreloudly your right to be holy,
perfect,andpure.

Strangewordsto be usedof working people:“What! holy; without ary long robesnor anointingoils;
theserough-jacleted,rough-wordedpersonssetto namelesanddishonouredservice?Perfect! — these,
with dim eyesand crampedimbs, and slovly wakening minds? Pure— these,with sensualdesireand
grovelling thought;foul of body andcoarseof soul?” It maybe so; neverthelesssuchasthey are,they are
the holiest,perfectestpurestpersonghe earthcanat presenshaov. They maybewhatyou have said;but if
so,they yetareholierthanwe, who have left themthus.

But whatcanbedonefor them?Who canclothe— who teach— who restraintheir multitudesNVhat
endcantherehefor thematlast, but to consumeoneanother?

I hopefor anotherend, thoughnot, indeed,from ary of the threeremediedor overpopulationcom-
monly suggestethy economists.

Thesethreeare,in brief — Colonization;Bringing in of wastelands;or Discouragememf Marriage.

Thefirst and secondof theseexpedientsmerely evadeor delaythe question. It will, indeed,be long
beforetheworld hasbeenall colonized andits desertall broughtundercultivation. Buttheradicalquestion
is not how muchhabitablelandis in the world, but how mary humanbeingsoughtto be maintainedon a
givenspaceof habitabldland.

Obsene, | say oughtto be,not how mary canbe. Ricardo,with his usualinaccurag, defineswhathe
callsthe“naturalrateof wages~as“that which will maintainthelabouref Maintainhim! yes;but how? —
the questionwasinstantlythusasked of me by a working girl, to whom 1 readthe passagel will amplify
herquestionfor her “Maintain him, how?” As, first, to whatlengthof life? Out of a given numberof fed
persondow mary areto beold — how mary young;thatis to say will you arrangeheirmaintenancsoas
tokill themearly— sayatthirty or thirty-five ontheaveragejncludingdeathof weaklyor ill-fed children?
— or soasto enablethemto live out a naturallife? You will feeda greatemumber in thefirst casél, by
rapidity of successionprobablya happiemumberin the second:which doesMr Ricardomeanto betheir
naturalstate andto which statebelongsthe naturalrateof wages?

Again: A pieceof landwhichwill only supportenidle, ignorant,andimprovidentpersonswill support
thirty or forty intelligentandindustriousones. Which of theseis their naturalstate,andto which of them
belongsthe naturalrateof wages?

Again: If apieceof land supportforty personsn industriousignoranceandif, tired of thisignorance,
they setapartten of their numberto studythe propertiesof conesandthe sizesof stars;thelabourof these
ten,beingwithdravn from the ground,musteithertendto theincreaseof food in sometransitionalmanney
or thepersonssetapartfor sidereabbndconicpurposesnuststane, or someoneelsestare insteadof them.
Whatis, therefore the naturalrate of wagesof the scientificpersonsandhow doesthis raterelateto, or
measuretheir revertedor transitionalproductveness?

Again: If thegroundmaintainsatfirst, forty labourerdn a peaceabl@andpiousstateof mind, but they
becomen afew yearssoquarrelsomandimpiousthatthey have to setapartfive,to meditateuponandsettle
their disputesi— ten,armedto theteethwith costlyinstrumentsto enforcethe decisionsandfiveto remind
everybodyin aneloquenimannerof the existenceof a God; whatwill betheresultuponthe generalpower

northerich manright in leaving the childrenin the mire.
ZThe quantityof life is thesamein bothcaseshut it is differentlyallotted.

49



UNTO THIS LAST

of production,andwhatis the “naturalrateof wages”of the meditatve, muscularandoraculadabourers?

Leaving thesequestionsto be discussedpr waived, at their pleasure by Mr Ricardos followers, |
proceedto statethe main factsbearingon that probablefuture of the labouring classeswvhich hasbeen
partially glancedat by Mr Mill. That chapterandthe precedingone differ from the commonwriting of
political economistsn admittingsomevaluein theaspecbf nature,andexpressingegretat the probability
of the destructionof naturalscenery But we may spareour anxieties,on this head. Men can neither
drink steam nor eatstone. The maximumof populationon a given spaceof land implies alsothe relative
maximumof ediblevegetablewhetherfor menor cattle;it impliesamaximumof pureair; andof purewater
Therefore:a maximumof wood,to transmutdahe air, andof slopingground,protectedoy herbagdrom the
extremeheatof the sun,to feedthe streams All Englandmay; if it sochoosesbecomeonemanufcturing
town; and Englishmen sacrificingthemselesto the good of generalhumanity may live diminishedlives
in the midst of noise,of darknessandof deadlyexhalation. But the world cannotbecomea factory nor
amine. No amountof ingenuitywill ever make iron digestibleby the million, nor substitutehydrogenfor
wine. Neithertheavaricenortherageof menwill everfeedthem,andhowevertheappleof Sodomandthe
grapeof Gomorrahmayspreadheirtablefor atime with daintiesof ashesandnectarof asps;— solong as
menlive by bread thefar away valleys mustlaughasthey arecoveredwith the gold of God,andthe shouts
of His happy multitudesring roundthewine-pressaandthe well.

Nor needour moresentimentakconomistdearthe too wide spreadof the formalitiesof a mechanical
agriculture. The presencef a wise populationimplies the searchfor felicity aswell asfor food; nor can
ary populationreachits maximumbut throughthat wisdomwhich “rejoices” in the habitablepartsof the
earth.Thedeserhasits appointecblaceandwork; theeternalengine whosebeamis theearths axle,whose
beatis its year andwhosebreathis its oceanwill still divide imperiouslyto their desertkingdoms,bound
with unfurravable rock, and sweptby unarrestedsand,their powers of frost andfire: but the zonesand
landsbetweenhabitablewill beloveliestin habitation. The desireof the heartis alsothelight of the eyes.
No sceneis continuallyanduntiringly loved, but onerich by joyful humanlabour; smoothin field; fair in
garden;full in orchard;trim, sweet,andfrequentin homesteadtinging with voicesof vivid existence.No
air is sweetthatis silent; it is only sweetwhenfull of low currentsof undersound-tripletsof birds, and
murmurandchirp of insects,anddeep-tonedvordsof men,andwayward treblesof childhood. As the art
of life is learned;t will befoundatlastthatall lovely thingsarealsonecessary:=— thewild flower by the
wayside,aswell asthe tendedcorn; andthe wild birds andcreaturef the by every wondrousword and
unknavablework of God. Happy, in thathe knew themnot, nor did his fathersknow; andthatroundabout
him reacheyetinto theinfinite, theamazemenof his existence.

Note,finally, thatall effectualadvancementowardsthistruefelicity of thehumanracemustbeby indi-
vidual, not public effort. Certaingeneralmeasuresnay aid, certainrevisedlaws guide,suchadwancement;
but the measureandlaw which have first to be determinedarethoseof eachmans home. We continually
hearit recommendetly sagacioupeopleto complainingneighbourgusuallylesswell placedin theworld
thanthemseles), that they should“remain contentin the stationin which Providencehasplacedthem’
Thereare perhapssomecircumstancesf life in which Providencehasno intentionthat peopleshouldbe
content.Neverthelessthe maximis on the wholea goodone;but it is peculiarlyfor homeuse. Thatyour
neighbourshould,or shouldnot, remaincontentwith his position,is not your businessput it is very much
your businesgo remaincontentwith your own. Whatis chiefly neededn Englandat the presentday is to
shawv the quantity of pleasurethat may be obtainedby a consistentwell-administereccompetencemod-
est, confessedandlaborious. We needexamplesof peoplewho, leaving Hearen to decidewhetherthey
areto risein theworld, decidefor themsehesthatthey will be hapyy in it, andhave resohedto seek-not
greatewealth,but simplerpleasurenot higherfortune,but deepefelicity; makingthefirst of possessions,
self-possessiorgndhonouringthemselesin the harmlesgpride andcalm pursuitsof piece.

Of which lowly peacet is written that“justice” andpeacehave kissedeachother;” andthatthefruit of

50



UNTO THIS LAST

justiceis “sown in peaceof themthat make peace; not “peace-ma&rs” in the commonunderstanding—
reconcilersof quarrels(thoughthatfunctionalsofollows onthegreaterone;)but peace-Creatorssiversof
Calm. Whichyou cannotgive, unlessyoufirst gain; nor s this gainonewhich will follow assuredlyon ary
courseof businesscommonlyso called. No form of gainis lessprobable businessheing(asis shavn in
the languageof all nations— poleinfrom pelo, prasisfrom perao,venire,vendre,andvenal,from venio,
etc.)essentiallyrestless— andprobablycontentious:— having a raven-like mindto the motionto andfro,
asto the carrionfood; whereaghe olive-feedingandbearingbirdslook for restfor their feet: thusit is said
of Wisdomthatshe*hath builded herhouse andhewn out herserenpillars;” andevenwhen,thoughaptto
wait long atthe doorposts,shehasto leave herhouseandgo abroad herpathsarepeacealso.

For us, at all events,herwork mustbegin at the entry of the doors: all true economyis “Law of the
hous€. Strive to make thatlaw strict, simple,generouswastenothing,andgrudgenothing.Carein nowise
to make moreof monegy, but careto make muchof it; rememberingalwaysthe great,palpable,inevitable
fact— therule androot of all economy— that what one personhas,anothercannothave; andthat every
atomof substancepf whatever kind, usedor consumedis so muchhumanlife spent;which, if it issuein
the saving presentlife, or gainingmore, is well spent,but if not, is eitherso muchlife prevented,or so
muchslain. In all buying, considerfirst, whatconditionof existenceyou causeén the producersf whatyou
buy; secondlywhetherthe sumyou have paidis just to the producerandin dueproportion,lodgedin his
handé€?; thirdly, to how muchclearuse,for food, knowledge,or joy, this thatyou have boughtcanbe put;
andfourthly, to whomandin whatway it canbe mostspeedilyandserviceablydistributed: in all dealings
whatsoger insistingon entireopennesandsternfulfilment; andin all doings,on perfectionandloveliness
of accomplishmentespeciallyon finenessand purity of all marketablecommodity: watchingat the same
time for all waysof gaining, or teaching,powersof simple pleasureand of shaving osonen asphodelps
gey oneiar— the sumof enjoymentdependingiot on the quantity of thingstasted but on the vivacity and
patienceof taste.

And if, on dueandhonestthoughtover thesethings,it seemghatthe kind of existenceto which men
arenow summonedy every pleaof pity andclaim of right, may, for sometime atleast,not bealuxurious
one; — considerwhether even supposingt guiltless, luxury would be desiredby ary of us, if we sav
clearlyat our sidesthe suffering which accompanieg in theworld. Luxury is indeedpossiblein thefuture
— innocentandexquisite; luxury for all, andby the help of all; but luxury at presentcanonly be enjoyed
by the ignorant;the cruelestmanliving could not sit at his feast,unlesshe satblindfold. Raisethe veil
boldly; facethelight; andif, asyet,thelight of the eye canonly bethroughtears,andthelight of the body
throughsackcloth,go thou forth weeping,bearingpreciousseed,until the time come,andthe kingdom,
when Christ’s gift of bread,and bequestbf peace,shall be “Unto this last as unto thee”; and when, for
earths severedmultitudesof the wicked andthe weary thereshall be holier reconciliationthanthat of the
narrav home,andcalmeconomywherethe Wicked cease— not from trouble,but from troubling— and
theWearyareatrest.

22The proper offices of middle-men,namely overseersor authoritatve workmen), corveyancers(merchantssailors, retail
dealersgetc.),andordertakers(personemplo/edto receve directionsfrom the consumer)must,of course pe examinedbeforel
canenterfartherinto the questionof just paymentf thefirst producer But | have not spolen of themin theseintroductorypapers,
becausehe evils attendanbn the atuseof suchintermediatefunctionsresultnot from ary alleged principle of modernpolitical
economybut from privatecarelessnessr iniquity.
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