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Pr ef ace

THE foll owi ng Essay owes its origin to a conversation with a
friend, on the subject of M Godwin's essay on 'Avarice and
Profusion' in his Enquirer. The discussion started the genera
question of the future inprovenent of society. and the Author at
first sat down with an intention of nerely stating his thoughts
to his friend, upon paper, in a clearer nmanner than he thought he
could do in conversation. But as the subject opened upon him
sone ideas occurred, which he did not recollect to have nmet with
before; and as he conceived that every least light, on a topic so
generally interesting, mght be received with candour, he
determned to put his thoughts in a formfor publication.

The Essay m ght, undoubtedly, have been rendered nuch nore
conplete by a collection of a greater nunber of facts in
el uci dati on of the general argunent. But a |long and al nost total
interruption fromvery particular business, joined to a desire
(perhaps inprudent) of not delaying the publication much beyond
the tine that he originally proposed, prevented the Author from
giving to the subject an undivided attention. He presunes,
however, that the facts which he has adduced will be found to
formno inconsiderable evidence for the truth of his opinion
respecting the future inprovenent of mankind. As the Author
contenplates this opinion at present, little nore appears to him
to be necessary than a plain statenent, in addition to the nost
cursory view of society, to establish it.

It is an obvious truth, which has been taken notice of by
many witers, that popul ation nust always be kept down to the
| evel of the neans of subsistence; but no witer that the Author
recollects has inquired particularly into the means by which this
level is effected: and it is a view of these neans which forns,
to his mnd, the strongest obstacle in the way to any very great
future i nprovenent of society. He hopes it will appear that, in
the discussion of this interesting subject, he is actuated solely
by a love of truth, and not by any prejudi ces agai nst any
particul ar set of nen, or of opinions. He professes to have read
sone of the speculations on the future inprovenent of society in
a tenper very different froma wish to find themvisionary, but
he has not acquired that conmand over his understandi ng which
woul d enable himto believe what he wi shes, w thout evidence, or
to refuse his assent to what m ght be unpl easing, when
acconpani ed wi th evi dence.

The view which he has given of human life has a nel ancholy
hue, but he feels conscious that he has drawn these dark tints
froma conviction that they are really in the picture, and not
froma jaundi ced eye or an inherent spleen of disposition. The
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theory of mind which he has sketched in the two | ast chapters
accounts to his own understanding in a satisfactory manner for
the existence of nost of the evils of life, but whether it wll
have the sane effect upon others nust be left to the judgenent of
hi s readers.

If he should succeed in drawing the attention of nore able
nmen to what he conceives to be the principal difficulty in the
way to the inprovenent of society and should, in consequence, see
this difficulty removed, even in theory, he will gladly retract
his present opinions and rejoice in a conviction of his error.

7 June 1798

CHAPTER 1

Question stated - Little prospect of a determination of it, from
the enmty of the opposing parties - The principal argunent
against the perfectibility of man and of society has never been
fairly answered - Nature of the difficulty arising from

popul ation - Qutline of the principal argunent of the Essay

THE great and unl ooked for discoveries that have taken place of
|ate years in natural philosophy, the increasing diffusion of
general know edge fromthe extension of the art of printing, the
ardent and unshackled spirit of inquiry that prevails throughout
the lettered and even unlettered world, the new and extraordinary
lights that have been thrown on political subjects which dazzle
and astoni sh the understanding, and particularly that trenmendous
phenomenon in the political horizon, the French Revol ution,
which, like a blazing conet, seens destined either to inspire
with fresh life and vigour, or to scorch up and destroy the
shrinking inhabitants of the earth, have all concurred to |ead
nmany able men into the opinion that we were touching on a period
big with the nost inportant changes, changes that would in some
nmeasur e be decisive of the future fate of mankind

It has been said that the great question is now at issue,
whet her man shall henceforth start forwards with accel erated

velocity towards illimtable, and hitherto unconceived
i mprovenent, or be condemmed to a perpetual oscillation between
happi ness and misery, and after every effort remain still at an

i nmeasur abl e di stance fromthe w shed-for goal

Yet, anxiously as every friend of mankind nust | ook forwards
to the termnation of this painful suspense, and eagerly as the
inquiring mnd would hail every ray of light that m ght assist
its viewinto futurity, it is nmuch to be lanented that the
writers on each side of this nomentous question still keep far
al oof fromeach other. Their nmutual argunents do not nmeet with a
candi d exam nati on. The question is not brought to rest on fewer
points, and even in theory scarcely seens to be approaching to a
deci si on

The advocate for the present order of things is apt to treat
the sect of specul ative phil osophers either as a set of artful
and designi ng knaves who preach up ardent benevol ence and draw
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captivating pictures of a happier state of society only the
better to enable themto destroy the present establishnments and
to forward their own deep-laid schenes of anbition, or as wild
and mad- headed ent husi asts whose silly specul ati ons and absurd
paradoxes are not worthy the attention of any reasonabl e man.

The advocate for the perfectibility of man, and of society,
retorts on the defender of establishments a nore than equa
contenpt. He brands himas the slave of the nost miserable and
narrow prejudi ces; or as the defender of the abuses. of civil
soci ety only because he profits by them He paints himeither as
a character who prostitutes his understanding to his interest, or
as one whose powers of mind are not of a size to grasp any thing
great and nobl e, who cannot see above five yards before him and
who nust therefore be utterly unable to take in the views of the
enl i ght ened benefactor of nankind.

In this unam cabl e contest the cause of truth cannot but
suffer. The really good argunents on each side of the question
are not allowed to have their proper weight. Each pursues his own
theory, little solicitous to correct or inprove it by an
attention to what is advanced by his opponents.

The friend of the present order of things condemms all
political speculations in the gross. He will not even condescend
to exam ne the grounds fromwhich the perfectibility of society
is inferred. Mich less will he give hinself the trouble in a fair
and candid manner to attenpt an exposition of their fallacy.

The specul ative phil osopher equal ly of fends agai nst the cause
of truth. Wth eyes fixed on a happier state of society, the
bl essi ngs of which he paints in the nost captivating col ours, he
allows hinself to indulge in the nost bitter invectives against
every present establishnment, w thout applying his talents to
consi der the best and safest means of renoving abuses and w t hout
seem ng to be aware of the trenmendous obstacles that threaten
even in theory, to oppose the progress of nan towards perfection

It is an acknow edged truth in philosophy that a just theory
will always be confirned by experinment. Yet so nuch friction, and
SO many mnute circunstances occur in practice, which it is next
to i npossible for the nost enlarged and penetrating mnd to
foresee, that on few subjects can any theory be pronounced just,
till all the arguments against it have been nmaturely wei ghed and
clearly and consistently refuted.

| have read sone of the speculations on the perfectibility of
man and of society with great pleasure. | have been warnmed and
delighted with the enchanting picture which they hold forth. |
ardently wish for such happy inprovenents. But | see great, and,
to ny understandi ng, unconquerable difficulties in the way to
them These difficulties it is ny present purpose to state
declaring, at the sane tine, that so far fromexulting in them
as a cause of triunph over the friends of innovation, nothing
woul d give ne greater pleasure than to see themconpletely
removed.

The nost inportant argument that | shall adduce is certainly
not new. The principles on which it depends have been expl ai ned
in part by Hune, and nore at large by Dr Adam Smith. It has been
advanced and applied to the present subject, though not with its
proper weight, or in the nost forcible point of view, by M
Wl lace, and it may probably have been stated by many witers
that | have never nmet with. | should certainly therefore not
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thi nk of advancing it again, though | nmean to place it in a point
of viewin sone degree different fromany that | have hitherto
seen, if it had ever been fairly and satisfactorily answered

The cause of this neglect on the part of the advocates for
the perfectibility of mankind is not easily accounted for. |
cannot doubt the talents of such nen as Godwi n and Condorcet. |
amunw | ling to doubt their candour. To nmy understandi ng, and
probably to that of nost others, the difficulty appears
i nsurnount abl e. Yet these men of acknow edged ability and
penetration scarcely deign to notice it, and hold on their course
in such specul ations w th unabated ardour and undi mi ni shed
confidence. | have certainly no right to say that they purposely
shut their eyes to such argunents. | ought rather to doubt the
validity of them when neglected by such nen, however forcibly
their truth may strike ny owmn mind. Yet in this respect it nust
be acknow edged that we are all of us too prone to err. If | saw
a glass of wine repeatedly presented to a nan, and he took no
notice of it, | should be apt to think that he was blind or
uncivil. A juster philosophy mght teach me rather to think that
ny eyes deceived ne and that the offer was not really what |
conceived it to be.

In entering upon the argument | must premise that | put out
of the question, at present, all nere conjectures, that is, al
suppositions, the probable realization of which cannot be
i nferred upon any just philosophical grounds. A witer may tell
me that he thinks man will ultinmately becone an ostrich. | cannot
properly contradict him But before he can expect to bring any
reasonabl e person over to his opinion, he ought to shew that the
necks of manki nd have been gradually elongating, that the Iips
have grown harder and nore prom nent, that the legs and feet are
daily altering their shape, and that the hair is beginning to
change into stubs of feathers. And till the probability of so
wonderful a conversion can be shewn, it is surely lost tine and
| ost el oquence to expatiate on the happi ness of man in such a
state; to describe his powers, both of running and flying, to
paint himin a condition where all narrow | uxuries would be
cont ermed, where he woul d be enployed only in collecting the
necessaries of life, and where, consequently, each man's share of
| abour would be light, and his portion of |eisure anple.

I think | may fairly nmake two postul ata

First, That food is necessary to the existence of man.

Secondl y, That the passion between the sexes is necessary and
will remain nearly in its present state.

These two | aws, ever since we have had any know edge of
manki nd, appear to have been fixed | aws of our nature, and, as we
have not hitherto seen any alteration in them we have no right
to conclude that they will ever cease to be what they now are,
wi t hout an imedi ate act of power in that Being who first
arranged the system of the universe, and for the advantage of his
creatures, still executes, according to fixed laws, all its
vari ous operations.

| do not know that any witer has supposed that on this earth
man will ultimately be able to live without food. But M Godw n
has conjectured that the passion between the sexes may in tine be
extingui shed. As, however, he calls this part of his work a
deviation into the Iand of conjecture, | will not dwell |onger
upon it at present than to say that the best argunments for the
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perfectibility of man are drawn froma contenpl ation of the great
progress that he has already nade fromthe savage state and the
difficulty of saying where he is to stop. But towards the
extinction of the passion between the sexes, no progress whatever
has hitherto been made. It appears to exist in as much force at
present as it did two thousand or four thousand years ago. There
are individual exceptions now as there always have been. But, as
t hese exceptions do not appear to increase in nunber, it would
surely be a very unphil osophical node of arguing to infer, nerely
fromthe exi stence of an exception, that the exception would, in
time, become the rule, and the rule the exception

Assumi ng then ny postulata as granted, | say, that the power
of population is indefinitely greater than the power in the earth
to produce subsistence for nan.

Popul ati on, when unchecked, increases in a geonetrical ratio.
Subsi stence increases only in an arithnetical ratio. A slight
acquai ntance with nunmbers will shew the imrensity of the first
power in conparison of the second

By that | aw of our nature which nakes food necessary to the
life of man, the effects of these two unequal powers nust be kept
equal .

This inplies a strong and constantly operating check on
popul ation fromthe difficulty of subsistence. This difficulty
must fall somewhere and nust necessarily be severely felt by a
| arge portion of mankind.

Through the ani mal and veget abl e ki ngdons, nature has
scattered the seeds of |life abroad with the nmost profuse and
i beral hand. She has been conparatively sparing in the room and
t he nourishment necessary to rear them The gerns of existence
contained in this spot of earth, with anple food, and anpl e room
to expand in, would fill mllions of worlds in the course of a
few thousand years. Necessity, that inperious all pervading |aw
of nature, restrains themwi thin the prescribed bounds. The race
of plants and the race of animals shrink under this great
restrictive law. And the race of man cannot, by any efforts of
reason, escape fromit. Anong plants and aninals its effects are
wast e of seed, sickness, and premature death. Among nankind,

m sery and vice. The forner, misery, is an absolutely necessary
consequence of it. Vice is a highly probabl e consequence, and we
therefore see it abundantly prevail, but it ought not, perhaps,

to be called an absol utely necessary consequence. The ordeal of

virtue is to resist all tenptation to evil.

This natural inequality of the two powers of population and
of production in the earth, and that great |aw of our nature
whi ch must constantly keep their effects equal, formthe great
difficulty that to me appears insurnmountable in the way to the
perfectibility of society. All other argunents are of slight and
subor di nate consideration in conparison of this. | see no way by
whi ch man can escape fromthe weight of this |aw which pervades
all animated nature. No fancied equality, no agrarian regul ations
in their utnmost extent, could renove the pressure of it even for
a single century. And it appears, therefore, to be decisive
agai nst the possible existence of a society, all the nenbers of
whi ch should live in ease, happi ness, and conparative |eisure;
and feel no anxiety about providing the neans of subsistence for
t hensel ves and fanilies.

Consequently, if the premises are just, the argunent is
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concl usive against the perfectibility of the mass of mankind.

I have thus sketched the general outline of the argunent, but
I will examine it nore particularly, and | think it will be found
t hat experience, the true source and foundation of all know edge,
invariably confirns its truth.

CHAPTER 2

The different ratio in which population and food increase - The
necessary effects of these different ratios of increase -
Gscillation produced by themin the condition of the | ower

cl asses of society - Reasons why this oscillation has not been so
much observed as night be expected - Three propositions on which
t he general argunment of the Essay depends -- The different states
i n which manki nd have been known to exi st proposed to be exam ned
with reference to these three propositions.

| SAID that popul ati on, when unchecked, increased in a
geonetrical ratio, and subsistence for man in an arithnetica
ratio.

Let us exami ne whether this position be just. | think it wll
be all owed, that no state has hitherto existed (at |east that we
have any account of) where the manners were so pure and sinple,
and the neans of subsistence so abundant, that no check whatever
has existed to early marriages, anmpong the |ower classes, froma
fear of not providing well for their famlies, or anong the
hi gher cl asses, froma fear of lowering their condition in life.
Consequently in no state that we have yet known has the power of
popul ation been left to exert itself with perfect freedom

Whet her the law of nmarriage be instituted or not, the dictate
of nature and virtue seens to be an early attachnent to one
woman. Supposing a liberty of changing in the case of an
unfortunate choice, this liberty would not affect population till
it arose to a height greatly vicious; and we are now supposi ng
the exi stence of a society where vice is scarcely known.

In a state therefore of great equality and virtue, where pure
and sinple manners prevailed, and where the neans of subsistence
were so abundant that no part of the society could have any fears
about providing anply for a famly, the power of popul ation being
left to exert itself unchecked, the increase of the human species
woul d evidently be nuch greater than any increase that has been
hi t herto known.

In the United States of America, where the means of
subsi st ence have been nore anple, the manners of the people nore
pure, and consequently the checks to early marriages fewer, than
in any of the nodern states of Europe, the popul ati on has been
found to double itself in twenty-five years.

This ratio of increase, though short of the utnpst power of
popul ation, yet as the result of actual experience, we will take
as our rule, and say, that popul ati on, when unchecked, goes on
doubling itself every twenty-five years or increases in a
geonetrical ratio.

Let us now take any spot of earth, this Island for instance,
and see in what ratio the subsistence it affords can be supposed
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to increase. W will begin with it under its present state of
cul tivation.

If I allowthat by the best possible policy, by breaking up
nmore | and and by great encouragenents to agriculture, the produce
of this Island may be doubled in the first twenty-five years, |
think it will be allowi ng as nuch as any person can well denand.

In the next twenty-five years, it is inpossible to suppose
that the produce could be quadrupled. It would be contrary to al
our know edge of the qualities of land. The very utnost that we
can conceive, is, that the increase in the second twenty-five
years mght equal the present produce. Let us then take this for
our rule, though certainly far beyond the truth, and allow that,
by great exertion, the whole produce of the Island m ght be
i ncreased every twenty-five years, by a quantity of subsistence
equal to what it at present produces. The nost enthusiastic
specul at or cannot suppose a greater increase than this. In a few
centuries it would nake every acre of land in the Island like a
gar den.

Yet this ratio of increase is evidently arithnetical

It may be fairly said, therefore, that the nmeans of
subsi stence increase in an arithnmetical ratio. Let us now bring
the effects of these two ratios together.

The popul ation of the Island is conputed to be about seven
mllions, and we wi |l suppose the present produce equal to the
support of such a nunber. In the first twenty-five years the
popul ati on woul d be fourteen nmillions, and the food being al so
doubl ed, the neans of subsistence would be equal to this
increase. In the next twenty-five years the popul ati on woul d be
twenty-eight mllions, and the nmeans of subsistence only equal to
the support of twenty-one millions. In the next period, the
popul ation would be fifty-six mllions, and the neans of
subsi stence just sufficient for half that nunber. And at the
concl usion of the first century the popul ati on woul d be one
hundred and twelve mllions and the nmeans of subsistence only
equal to the support of thirty-five mllions, which would | eave a
popul ati on of seventy-seven mllions totally unprovided for.

A great emigration necessarily inplies unhappi ness of sone
kind or other in the country that is deserted. For few persons
will leave their famlies, connections, friends, and native |and
to seek a settlenment in untried foreign clines, wthout sone
strong subsi sting causes of uneasiness where they are, or the
hope of some great advantages in the place to which they are
goi ng.

But to nmake the argument nore general and less interrupted by
the partial views of emigration, let us take the whole earth
i nstead of one spot, and suppose that the restraints to
popul ati on were universally renoved. |f the subsistence for nan
that the earth affords was to be increased every twenty-five
years by a quantity equal to what the whole world at present
produces, this would allow the power of production in the earth
to be absolutely unlimted, and its ratio of increase nuch
greater than we can conceive that any possible exertions of
manki nd coul d make it.

Taki ng the popul ation of the world at any nunber, a thousand
mllions, for instance, the human species would increase in the
ratio of -- 1, 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512, etc. and
subsi stence as -- 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 6, 7, 8 9, 10, etc. In two
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centuries and a quarter, the population would be to the neans of
subsi stence as 512 to 10: in three centuries as 4096 to 13, and
in two thousand years the difference woul d be al nost

i ncal cul abl e, though the produce in that tine would have
increased to an i nmense extent.

No Iimts whatever are placed to the productions of the
earth; they may increase for ever and be greater than any
assignabl e quantity. yet still the power of popul ation being a
power of a superior order, the increase of the hunman species can
only be kept commensurate to the increase of the neans of
subsi stence by the constant operation of the strong | aw of
necessity acting as a check upon the greater power.

The effects of this check remain now to be considered

Among plants and aninmals the view of the subject is sinple.
They are all inpelled by a powerful instinct to the increase of
their species, and this instinct is interrupted by no reasoning
or doubts about providing for their offspring. Wierever therefore
there is liberty, the power of increase is exerted, and the
super abundant effects are repressed afterwards by want of room
and nourishnent, which is comon to animals and plants, and anopng
ani nal s by becom ng the prey of others.

The effects of this check on man are nore conpli cat ed.
Inpelled to the increase of his species by an equally powerful
instinct, reason interrupts his career and asks hi m whet her he
may not bring beings into the world for whom he cannot provide
the nmeans of subsistence. In a state of equality, this would be
the sinple question. In the present state of society, other
consi derations occur. WII he not lower his rank in life? WII he
not subject hinself to greater difficulties than he at present
feel s? WIl he not be obliged to | abour harder? and if he has a
large famly, will his utnost exertions enable himto support
then? May he not see his offspring in rags and nmisery, and
clanouring for bread that he cannot give then? And nmay he not be
reduced to the grating necessity of forfeiting his i ndependence,
and of being obliged to the sparing hand of charity for support?

These considerations are calculated to prevent, and certainly
do prevent, a very great nunber in all civilized nations from
pursuing the dictate of nature in an early attachnent to one
worman. And this restraint al nost necessarily, though not
absolutely so, produces vice. Yet in all societies, even those
that are nost vicious, the tendency to a virtuous attachnment is
so strong that there is a constant effort towards an increase of
popul ation. This constant effort as constantly tends to subject
the | ower classes of the society to distress and to prevent any
great permanent anelioration of their condition.

The way in which, these effects are produced seens to be
this. W will suppose the neans of subsistence in any country
just equal to the easy support of its inhabitants. The constant
effort towards popul ation, which is found to act even in the nost
Vi ci ous societies, increases the nunber of people before the
nmeans of subsistence are increased. The food therefore which
bef ore supported seven mllions nmust now be divided anong seven
mllions and a half or eight mllions. The poor consequently nust
live much worse, and many of them be reduced to severe distress.
The nunber of | abourers al so being above the proportion of the
work in the market, the price of |abour nust tend toward a
decrease, while the price of provisions would at the sane tine
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tend to rise. The | abourer therefore nust work harder to earn the
sane as he did before. During this season of distress, the

di scouragenents to marriage, and the difficulty of rearing a
famly are so great that population is at a stand. In the nean
ti me the cheapness of |abour, the plenty of |abourers, and the
necessity of an increased industry anpngst them encourage
cultivators to enploy nore | abour upon their land, to turn up
fresh soil, and to nanure and inprove nore conpletely what is
already in tillage, till ultimately the nmeans of subsistence
beconme in the sane proportion to the population as at the period
fromwhich we set out. The situation of the |abourer being then
again tolerably confortable, the restraints to population are in
some degree | oosened, and the same retrograde and progressive
novenents with respect to happi ness are repeated

This sort of oscillation will not be remarked by superficia
observers, and it may be difficult even for the nbst penetrating
mnd to calculate its periods. Yet that in all old states sone
such vibration does exist, though fromvarious transverse causes,
in a nmuch less marked, and in a nuch nore irregular nmanner than |
have described it, no reflecting man who consi ders the subject
deeply can wel | doubt.

Many reasons occur why this oscillation has been |ess
obvi ous, and | ess decidedly confirmed by experience, than m ght
natural ly be expected.

One principal reason is that the histories of nmankind that we
possess are histories only of the higher classes. W have but few
accounts that can be depended upon of the nmanners and custons of
that part of mankind where these retrograde and progressive
nmoverrents chiefly take place. A satisfactory history of this
kind, on one people, and of one period, would require the
constant and m nute attention of an observing mnd during a | ong
life. Sone of the objects of inquiry would be, in what proportion
to the nunmber of adults was the nunber of nmarriages, to what
extent vicious custons prevailed in consequence of the restraints
upon matrinmony, what was the conparative nortality anong the
children of the nost distressed part of the community and those
who lived rather nore at their ease, what were the variations in
the real price of |abour, and what were the observable
differences in the state of the | ower classes of society with
respect to ease and happiness, at different tines during a
certain period.

Such a history would tend greatly to elucidate the manner in
whi ch the constant check upon popul ation acts and woul d probably
prove the existence of the retrograde and progressive novenents
t hat have been nentioned, though the tinmes of their vibrations
nmust necessarily be rendered irregular fromthe operation of nmany
interrupting causes, such as the introduction or failure of
certain manufactures, a greater or less prevalent spirit of
agricultural enterprise, years of plenty, or years of scarcity,
wars and pestilence, poor |laws, the invention of processes for
shorteni ng | abour without the proportional extension of the
nmarket for the comodity, and, particularly, the difference
bet ween the nominal and real price of |abour, a circunstance
whi ch has perhaps nore than any other contributed to conceal this
oscillation from comon view.

It very rarely happens that the nominal price of |abour
universally falls, but we well know that it frequently renains



Proudly brought to you by www.XionPress.vze.com

the sane, while the nom nal price of provisions has been
gradually increasing. This is, in effect, a real fall in the
price of labour, and during this period the condition of the

| ower orders of the community must gradually grow worse and
worse. But the farmers and capitalists are growing rich fromthe
real cheapness of |abour. Their increased capitals enable themto
enpl oy a greater nunber of nen. Wrk therefore may be plentiful,
and the price of l|abour would consequently rise. But the want of
freedomin the market of |abour, which occurs nore or less in all
conmunities, either fromparish |aws, or the nore general cause
of the facility of conbination anmong the rich, and its difficulty
among the poor, operates to prevent the price of |abour from
rising at the natural period, and keeps it down sone tine |onger;
perhaps till a year of scarcity, when the clamur is too |oud and
the necessity too apparent to be resisted.

The true cause of the advance in the price of labour is thus
conceal ed, and the rich affect to grant it as an act of
conpassi on and favour to the poor, in consideration of a year of
scarcity, and, when plenty returns, indulge thenselves in the
nost unreasonable of all conplaints, that the price does not
again fall, when a little rejection would shew themthat it nust
have risen long before but froman unjust conspiracy of their
own.

But though the rich by unfair conbinations contribute
frequently to prolong a season of distress anong the poor, yet no
possi bl e form of society could prevent the al nost constant action
of misery upon a great part of mankind, if in a state of
inequality, and upon all, if all were equal

The theory on which the truth of this position depends
appears to ne so extrenely clear that | feel at aloss to
conj ecture what part of it can be denied.

That popul ation cannot increase wthout the neans of
subsi stence is a proposition so evident that it needs no
illustration.

That popul ation does invariably increase where there are the
nmeans of subsistence, the history of every people that have ever
exi sted wi Il abundantly prove

And that the superior power of popul ation cannot be checked
wi t hout producing msery or vice, the anple portion of these too
bitter ingredients in the cup of hunan life and the continuance
of the. physical causes that seemto have produced them bear too
convi nci ng a testinony.

But, in order nore fully to ascertain the validity of these
three propositions, let us examne the different states in which
nmanki nd have been known to exist. Even a cursory review wll,
think, be sufficient to convince us that these propositions are
i ncontrovertible truths.

CHAPTER 3

The savage or hunter state shortly reviewed - The shepherd state,
or the tribes of barbarians that overran the Roman Enpire - The
superiority of the power of population to the nmeans of

subsi stence - the cause of the great tide of Northern Enigration.
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IN the rudest state of mankind, in which hunting is the principa
occupation, and the only node of acquiring food, the nmeans of
subsi stence being scattered over a large extent of territory, the
conpar ative popul ati on rmust necessarily be thin. It is said that
t he passion between the sexes is |less ardent anong the North
Aneri can | ndi ans than anong any ot her race of men. Yet,
notwi t hstanding this apathy, the effort towards popul ation, even
in this people, seens to be always greater than the neans to
support it. This appears fromthe conparatively rapid popul ation
that takes place whenever any of the tribes happen to settle in
sone fertile spot and to draw nourishrment fromnore fruitful
sources than that of hunting, and it has been frequently remarked
that when an Indian famly has taken up its abode near any
Eur opean settlenent and adopted a nore easy and civilized node of
life, that one wonan has reared five, or six, or nore children,
though in the savage state it rarely happens that above one or
two in a famly grow up to maturity. The sane observation has
been made with regard to the Hottentots near the Cape. These
facts prove the superior power of population to the neans of
subsi stence in nations of hunters, and that this power always
shews itself the moment it is left to act with freedom

It remains to inquire whether this power can be checked, and
its effects kept equal to the nmeans of subsistence, w thout vice

or msery.
The North Anerican |Indians, considered as a peopl e, cannot
justly be called free and equal. In all the accounts we have of

them and, indeed, of nobst other savage nations, the wonen are
represented as much nore conpletely in a state of slavery to the
men than the poor are to the rich in civilized countries. One
hal f the nation appears to act as Helots to the other half, and
the msery that checks population falls chiefly, as it always
nmust do, upon that part whose condition is |owest in the scale of
soci ety. The infancy of nan in the sinplest state requires

consi derabl e attention, but this necessary attention the wonen
cannot give, condemed as they are to the inconveni ences and

har dshi ps of frequent change of place and to the constant and
unrem tting drudgery of preparing every thing for the reception
of their tyrannic lords. These exertions, sometines during
pregnancy or with children at their backs, must occasion frequent
m scarriages, and prevent any but the nost robust infants from
growing to maturity. Add to these hardships of the wonen the
constant war that prevails anong savages, and the necessity which
they frequently | abour under of exposing their aged and hel pl ess
parents, and of thus violating the first feelings of nature, and
the picture will not appear very free fromthe blot of misery. In
estimati ng the happi ness of a savage nation, we must not fix our
eyes only on the warrior in the prine of life: he is one of a
hundred: he is the gentleman, the man of fortune, the chances
have been in his favour and many efforts have failed ere this
fortunate being was produced, whose guardi an geni us shoul d
preserve himthrough the nunberless dangers w th which he woul d
be surrounded frominfancy to manhood. The true points of

compari son between two nations seemto be the ranks in each which
appear nearest to answer to each other. And in this view I
shoul d conpare the warriors in the prime of life with the

gentl enen, and the wonen, children, and aged, with the | ower
classes of the community in civilized states.
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May we not then fairly infer fromthis short review, or
rather, fromthe accounts that nmay be referred to of nations of
hunters, that their population is thin fromthe scarcity of food
that it would inmediately increase if food was in greater plenty,
and that, putting vice out of the question anong savages, m sery
is the check that represses the superior power of popul ation and
keeps its effects equal to the nmeans of subsistence. Actua
observation and experience tell us that this check, with a few
| ocal and tenporary exceptions, is constantly acting now upon al
savage nations, and the theory indicates that it probably acted
with nearly equal strength a thousand years ago, and it may not
be much greater a thousand years hence.

O the manners and habits that prevail anong nations of
shepherds, the next state of mankind, we are even nore ignorant
than of the savage state. But that these nations could not escape
the general lot of msery arising fromthe want of subsi stence,
Europe, and all the fairest countries in the world, bear anple
testinony. Want was the goad that drove the Scythian shepherds
fromtheir native haunts, |like so many fanm shed wol ves in search
of prey. Set in notion by this all powerful cause, clouds of
Bar barians seened to collect fromall points of the northern
hem sphere. Gathering fresh darkness and terror as they rolled
on, the congregated bodies at |ength obscured the sun of italy
and sunk the whole world in universal night. These trenendous
effects, so long and so deeply felt throughout the fairest
portions of the earth, nmay be traced to the sinple cause of the
superior power of population to the neans of subsistence.

It is well known that a country in pasture cannot support so
many inhabitants as a country in tillage, but what renders
nations of shepherds so formidable is the power which they
possess of nmoving all together and the necessity they frequently
feel of exerting this power in search of fresh pasture for their
herds. Atribe that was rich in cattle had an i medi ate plenty of
food. Even the parent stock m ght be devoured in a case of
absol ute necessity. The wonen lived in greater ease than anong
nati ons of hunters. The men bold in their united strength and
confiding in their power of procuring pasture for their cattle by
change of place, felt, probably, but few fears about providing
for a famly. These conbi ned causes soon produced their natura
and invariable effect, an extended popul ation. A nore frequent
and rapi d change of place becane then necessary. A wider and nore
extensive territory was successively occupi ed. A broader
desol ati on extended all around them Want pinched the |ess
fortunate nmenbers of the society, and, at |ength, the
i npossibility of supporting such a nunber together becane too
evident to be resisted. Young scions were then pushed out from
the parent-stock and instructed to explore fresh regions and to
gai n happi er seats for thenselves by their swords. 'The world was
all before themwhere to choose.' Restless from present distress
flushed with the hope of fairer prospects, and animated with the
spirit of hardy enterprise, these daring adventurers were |likely
to becone form dable adversaries to all who opposed them The
peaceful inhabitants of the countries on which they rushed could
not long withstand the energy of nen acting under such powerful
notives of exertion. And when they fell in with any tribes |ike
their own, the contest was a struggle for existence, and they
fought with a desperate courage, inspired by the reJection that
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death was the puni shnment of defeat and life the prize of victory.

In these savage contests nany tribes nust have been utterly
exterm nated. Some, probably, perished by hardship and fam ne.

Q hers, whose | eading star had given them a happi er direction,
becane great and powerful tribes, and, in their turns, sent off
fresh adventurers in search of still nore fertile seats. The
prodi gi ous waste of human |ife occasi oned by this perpetua
struggle for roomand food was nore than supplied by the mghty
power of popul ation, acting, in sone degree, unshackled fromthe
consent habit of emgration. The tribes that mgrated towards the
Sout h, though they won these nore fruitful regions by continua
battles, rapidly increased in nunber and power, fromthe

i ncreased neans of subsistence. Till at length the whole
territory, fromthe confines of China to the shores of the
Baltic, was peopled by a various race of Barbarians, brave,
robust, and enterprising, inured to hardship, and delighting in
war. Sone tribes naintained their independence. O hers ranged

t hensel ves under the standard of some barbaric chieftain who |ed
themto victory after victory, and what was of nore inportance,
to regions abounding in corn, wine, and oil, the long w shed for
consunmation, and great reward of their |abours. An Alaric, an
Attila, or a Zingis Khan, and the chiefs around them m ght fight
for glory, for the fame of extensive conquests, but the true
cause that set in notion the great tide of northern emgration
and that continued to propel it till it rolled at different

peri ods agai nst China, Persia, italy, and even Egypt, was a
scarcity of food, a popul ation extended beyond the nmeans of
supporting it.

The absol ute popul ati on at any one period, in proportion to
the extent of territory, could never be great, on account of the
unproductive nature of sonme of the regions occupied; but there
appears to have been a nost rapi d succession of hunman bei ngs, and
as fast as sonme were nowed down by the scythe of war or of
fam ne, others rose in increased nunbers to supply their place.
Anmong these bold and i nprovident Barbarians, popul ation was
probably but little checked, as in nodern states, froma fear of
future difficulties. A prevailing hope of bettering their
condition by change of place, a constant expectation of plunder,
a power even, if distressed, of selling their children as sl aves,
added to the natural carel essness of the barbaric character, al
conspired to raise a popul ation which remained to be repressed
afterwards by fam ne or war.

Where there is any inequality of conditions, and anong
nati ons of shepherds this soon takes place, the distress arising
froma scarcity of provisions nust fall hardest upon the |east
fortunate nenbers of the society. This distress al so nust
frequently have been felt by the wonmen, exposed to casual plunder
in the absence of their husbands, and subject to continua
di sappointnents in their expected return

But w t hout knowi ng enough of the mnute and intimte history
of these people, to point out precisely on what part the distress
for want of food chiefly fell, and to what extent it was
generally felt, | think we may fairly say, fromall the accounts
that we have of nations of shepherds, that population invariably
i ncreased anong them whenever, by em gration or any other cause,
t he means of subsistence were increased, and that a further
popul ati on was checked, and the actual popul ation kept equal to
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the means of subsistence, by msery and vice.

For, independently of any vicious custons that m ght have
prevail ed anmongst themwi th regard to wonen, which al ways operate
as checks to population, it must be acknow edged, | think, that
the conmi ssion of war is vice, and the effect of it misery, and
none can doubt the nisery of want of food

CHAPTER 4

State of civilized nations - Probability that Europe is nmuch nore
popul ous now than in the tinme of Julius Caesar - Best criterion
of popul ation - Probable error of Hume in one the criterions that
he proposes as assisting in an estinate of population - Sl ow

i ncrease of population at present in nost of the states of Europe
- The two principal checks to population - The first, or
preventive check examined with regard to Engl and.

IN exam ning the next state of mankind with relation to the
question before us, the state of mixed pasture and tillage, in
which with sone variation in the proportions the nost civilized
nations nust always remain, we shall be assisted in our review by
what we daily see around us, by actual experience, by facts that
cone within the scope of every man's observation

Not wi t hst andi ng t he exaggerati ons of sone old historians,
there can remain no doubt in the nmind of any thinking nman that
the popul ation of the principal countries of Europe, France,
Engl and, CGermany, Russia, Poland, Sweden, and Dennark is nuch
greater than ever it was in forner tines. The obvi ous reason of
t hese exaggerations is the form dable aspect that even a thinly
peopl ed nation rmust have, when coll ected together and novi ng al
at once in search of fresh seats. If to this trenendous
appear ance be added a succession at certain intervals of simlar
em grations, we shall not be nmuch. surprised that the fears of
the timd nations of the South represented the North as a region
absol utely swarm ng with human beings. A nearer and juster view
of the subject at present enables us to see that the inference
was as absurd as if a man in this country, who was continually
nmeeting on the road droves of cattle from Wl es and the North,
was i medi ately to conclude that these countries were the nost
productive of all the parts of the ki ngdom

The reason that the greater part of Europe is nore popul ous
now than it was in forner tines, is that the industry of the
i nhabi tants has nade these countries produce a greater quantity
of human subsi stence. For | conceive that it nmay be laid down as
a position not to be controverted, that, taking a sufficient
extent of territory to include within it exportation and
i mportation, and allowi ng sone variation for the preval ence of
luxury, or of frugal habits, that popul ation constantly bears a
regul ar proportion to the food that the earth is nade to produce
In the controversy concerning the popul ousness of ancient and
nodern nations, could it be clearly ascertained that the average
produce of the countries in gquestion, taken altogether, is
greater nowthan it was in the times of Julius Caesar, the
di spute woul d be at once determ ned.

Wien we are assured that China is the nost fertile country in
the world, that alnost all the land is in tillage, and that a
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great part of it bears two crops every year, and further, that
the people live very frugally, we may infer with certainty that

t he popul ation nust be inmense, wi thout busying ourselves in
inquiries into the nmanners and habits of the | ower classes and

t he encouragenents to early narriages. But these inquiries are of
the utnost inportance, and a mnute history of the custons of the
| ower Chinese would be of the greatest use in ascertaining in
what nanner the checks to a further popul ati on operate; what are
the vices, and what are the distresses that prevent an increase
of nunbers beyond the ability of the country to support.

Hurme, in his essay on the popul ousness of ancient and nodern
nations, when he intermngles, as he says, an inquiry concerning
causes with that concerning facts, does not seemto see with his
usual penetration how very little sonme of the causes he alludes
to could enable himto form any judgenent of the actua
popul ation of ancient nations. If any inference can be drawn from
them perhaps it should be directly the reverse of what Hume
draws, though | certainly ought to speak with great diffidence in
dissenting froma man who of all others on such subjects was the
least likely to be deceived by first appearances. If | find that
at a certain period in ancient history, the encouragenents to
have a famly were great, that early marriages were consequently
very preval ent, and that few persons renained single, | should
infer with certainty that population was rapidly increasing, but
by no neans that it was then actually very great, rather; indeed,
the contrary, that it was then thin and that there was room and
food for a nuch greater nunber. On the other hand, if | find that
at this period the difficulties attending a famly were very
great, that, consequently, few early marriages took place, and
that a great nunber of both sexes remained single, | infer with
certainty that population was at a stand, and, probably, because
the actual popul ation was very great in proportion to the
fertility of the land and that there was scarcely roomand food
for nmore. The nunber of footnen, housemai ds, and ot her persons
remai ning unmarried in nodern states, Hunme allows to be rather an
argunment agai nst their population. | should rather draw a
contrary inference and consider it an argument of their fullness,
though this inference is not certain, because there are many
thinly inhabited states that are yet stationary in their
popul ation. To speak, therefore, correctly, perhaps it nmay be
said that the nunber of unmarried persons in proportion to the
whol e nunber, existing at different periods, in the same or
different states will enable us to judge whether popul ati on at
t hese periods was increasing, stationary, or decreasing, but will
formno criterion by which we can determ ne the actua
popul ati on.

There is, however, a circunstance taken notice of in nost of
the accounts we have of China that it seens difficult to
reconcile with this reasoning. It is said that early marri ages
very generally prevail through all the ranks of the Chinese. Yet
Dr Adam Smith supposes that population in China is stationary.
These two circunstances appear to be irreconcilable. It certainly
seens very little probable that the population of China is fast
i ncreasing. Every acre of land has been so long in cultivation
that we can hardly conceive there is any great yearly addition to
t he average produce. The fact, perhaps, of the universality of
early marriages may not be sufficiently ascertained. If it be
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supposed true, the only way of accounting for the difficulty,
with our present know edge of the subject, appears to be that the
redundant popul ati on, necessarily occasioned by the preval ence of
early narriages, must be repressed by occasional fam nes, and by
t he custom of exposing children, which, in tims of distress, is
probably nore frequent than is ever acknow edged to Europeans.
Rel ative to this barbarous practice, it is difficult to avoid
remarki ng, that there cannot be a stronger proof of the

di stresses that have been felt by mankind for want of food, than
the existence of a customthat thus violates the nost natural
principle of the human heart. It appears to have been very
general anmong ancient nations, and certainly tended rather to

i ncrease popul ati on.

In exam ning the principal states of nodern Europe, we shal
find that though they have increased very considerably in
popul ation since they were nations of shepherds, yet that at
present their progress is but slow, and instead of doubling their
nunbers every twenty-five years they require three or four
hundred years, or nore, for that purpose. Sone, indeed, may be
absolutely stationary, and others even retrograde. The cause of
this slow progress in popul ation cannot be traced to a decay of
t he passi on between the sexes. W have sufficient reason to think
that this natural propensity exists still in undimnished vigour.
Wiy then do not its effects appear in a rapid increase of the
human species? An intimate view of the state of society in any
one country in Europe, which may serve equally for all, wll
enabl e us to answer this question, and to say that a foresight of
the difficulties attending the rearing of a famly acts as a
preventive check, and the actual distresses of some of the | ower
cl asses, by which they are disabled fromgiving the proper food
and attention to their children, act as a positive check to the
nat ural increase of popul ation.

Engl and, as one of the nobst flourishing states of Europe, nay
be fairly taken for an exanple, and the observations rmade wl |
apply with but little variation to any other country where the
popul ati on i ncreases slowy.

The preventive check appears to operate in sone degree
through all the ranks of society in England. There are some mnen,
even in the highest rank, who are prevented frommarrying by the
i dea of the expenses that they nust retrench, and the fancied
pl easures that they must deprive thensel ves of, on the
supposition of having a famly. These considerations are
certainly trivial, but a preventive foresight of this kind has
obj ects of much greater weight for its contenplation as we go
| ower .

A man of l|iberal education, but with an incone only just
sufficient to enable himto associate in the rank of gentlenen,
nust feel absolutely certain that if he marries and has a famly
he shall be obliged, if he nmxes at all in society, to rank
hinmself with noderate farmers and the | ower class of tradesnen
The wonman that a nman of education would naturally nake the object
of his choice would be one brought up in the sane tastes and
sentiments with hinmself and used to the familiar intercourse of a
society totally different fromthat to which she nust be reduced
by marriage. Can a nman consent to place the object of his
affection in a situation so discordant, probably, to her tastes
and inclinations? Two or three steps of descent in society,
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particularly at this round of the |adder, where education ends
and ignorance begins, will not be considered by the generality of
people as a fancied and chimerical, but a real and essentia
evil. If society be held desirable, it surely must be free,
equal , and reciprocal society, where benefits are conferred as
wel | as received, and not such as the dependent finds with his
patron or the poor with the rich

These consi derations undoubtedly prevent a great nunber in
this rank of life fromfollowi ng the bent of their inclinations
in an early attachnent. Qthers, guided either by a stronger
passion, or a weaker judgement, break through these restraints,
and it would be hard indeed, if the gratification of so
delightful a passion as virtuous |love, did not, sometines, nore
than counterbal ance all its attendant evils. But | fear it nust
be owned that the nore general consequences of such marriages are
rather calculated to justify than to repress the forebodi ngs of
t he prudent.

The sons of tradesnen and farners are exhorted not to nmarry,

and generally find it necessary to pursue this advice till they
are settled in some business or farmthat may enable themto
support a famly. These events may not, perhaps, occur till they

are far advanced in life. The scarcity of farms is a very genera
conplaint in England. And the conpetition in every kind of
business is so great that it is not possible that all should be
successful .

The | abourer who earns ei ghteen pence a day and lives with
sone degree of confort as a single man, will hesitate a little
bef ore he divides that pittance anong four or five, which seens
to be but just sufficient for one. Harder fare and harder | abour
he woul d submt to for the sake of living with the woman that he
| oves, but he must feel conscious, if he thinks at all, that
shoul d he have a large famly, and any ill |uck whatever, no
degree of frugality, no possible exertion of his nmanual strength
could preserve himfromthe heart-rendi ng sensation of seeing his
children starve, or of forfeiting his independence, and being
obliged to the parish for their support. The |ove of independence
is a sentiment that surely none would wish to be erased fromthe
breast of man, though the parish | aw of England, it mnust be
confessed, is a systemof all others the nost cal cul ated
gradual ly to weaken this sentinent, and in the end nmay eradicate
it conpletely.

The servants who live in gentlenmen's famlies have restraints
that are yet stronger to break through in venturing upon
marri age. They possess the necessaries, and even the conforts of
life, alnost in as great plenty as their masters. Their work is
easy and their food |uxurious conpared with the class of
| abourers. And their sense of dependence is weakened by the
consci ous power of changing their masters, if they feel
t hensel ves of fended. Thus confortably situated at present, what
are their prospects in marrying? Wthout know edge or capital,
ei ther for business, or farm ng, and unused and therefore unable,
to earn a subsistence by daily |abour, their only refuge seens to
be a m serabl e al ehouse, which certainly offers no very
enchanti ng prospect of a happy evening to their lives. By much
the greater part, therefore, deterred by this uninviting view of
their future situation, content thenselves with renaining single
where they are.
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If this sketch of the state of society in England be near the
truth, and | do not conceive that it is exaggerated, it will be
all owed that the preventive check to population in this country
operates, though with varied force, through all the classes of
the community. The same observation will hold true with regard to
all old states. The effects, indeed, of these restraints upon
narriage are but too conspicuous in the consequent vices that are
produced in al nost every part of the world, vices that are
continually involving both sexes in inextricable unhappi ness.

CHAPTER 5

The second, or positive check to popul ati on exam ned, in Engl and
- The true cause why th imense sumcollected in England for the
poor does not better their condition - The powerful tendency of
the poor laws to defeat their own purpose - Palliative of the

di stresses of the poor proposed - The absolute inpossibility,
fromthe fixed | ans of our nature, that the pressure of want can
ever be conpletely renoved fromthe | ower classes of society -
Al the checks to population nmay be resolved into msery or vice

THE positive check to popul ation, by which | mean the check that
represses an increase which is already begun, is confined
chiefly, though not perhaps solely, to the | owest orders of

soci ety.

This check is not so obvious to comon view as the other | have
nmentioned, and, to prove distinctly the force and extent of its
operation woul d require, perhaps, nore data than we are in
possession of. But | believe it has been very generally remarked
by those who have attended to bills of nmortality that of the
nunber of children who die annually, nuch too great a proportion
bel ongs to those who may be supposed unable to give their

of fspring proper food and attention, exposed as they are
occasionally to severe distress and confined, perhaps, to

unwhol esorme habitations and hard | abour. This nortality anong the
children of the poor has been constantly taken notice of in all
towns. It certainly does not prevail in an equal degree in the
country, but the subject has not hitherto received sufficient
attention to enabl e anyone to say that there are not nore deaths
in proportion anong the children of the poor, even in the
country, than anong those of the mddling and hi gher cl asses.
Indeed, it seens difficult to suppose that a |l abourer's w fe who
has six children, and who is sonetines in absolute want of bread,
shoul d be able always to give themthe food and attention
necessary to support life. The sons and daughters of peasants
will not be found such rosy cherubs in real life as they are
described to be in ronmances. It cannot fail to be remarked by
those who live nmuch in the country that the sons of |abourers are
very apt to be stunted in their growth, and are a long while
arriving at nmaturity. Boys that you would guess to be fourteen or
fifteen are, upon inquiry, frequently found to be ei ghteen or

ni neteen. And the |lads who drive plough, which nmust certainly be
a healthy exercise, are very rarely seen with any appearance of
calves to their legs: a circunstance which can only be attributed
to a want either of proper or of sufficient nourishnent.
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To remedy the frequent distresses of the common people, the
poor |aws of England have been instituted; but it is to be
feared, that though they may have alleviated a little the
intensity of individual msfortune, they have spread the genera
evil over a nmuch larger surface. It is a subject often started in
conversation and nentioned always as a matter of great surprise
that, notw thstanding the i mense sumthat is annually collected
for the poor in England, there is still so nuch distress anong
them Some think that the noney nust be enbezzl ed, others that
t he church-wardens and overseers consunme the greater part of it
in dinners. All agree that sonehow or other it nust be very
ill-managed. In short the fact that nearly three nillions are
collected annually for the poor and yet that their distresses are
not removed is the subject of continual astonishnent. But a nan
who sees a little below the surface of things would be very nuch
nore astonished if the fact were otherwise than it is observed to
be, or even if a collection universally of eighteen shillings in
the pound, instead of four, were materially to alter it. | wll
state a case which | hope will elucidate ny neaning.

Suppose that by a subscription of the rich the ei ghteen pence
a day which nen earn now was nade up five shillings, it mght be
i magi ned, perhaps, that they would then be able to live
confortably and have a piece of nmeat every day for their dinners.
But this would be a very fal se conclusion. The transfer of three
shillings and sixpence a day to every |abourer would not increase
the quantity of neat in the country. There is not at present
enough for all to have a decent share. What woul d then be the
consequence? The conpetition anong the buyers in the market of
meat woul d rapidly raise the price from sixpence or sevenpence,

to two or three shillings in the pound, and the commodity woul d
not be divided anong nmany nore than it is at present. Wen an
article is scarce, and cannot be distributed to all, he that can

shew the nost valid patent, that is, he that offers nost noney,
becones the possessor. |f we can suppose the conpetition anmong
the buyers of neat to continue | ong enough for a greater nunber
of cattle to be reared annually, this could only be done at the
expense of the corn, which would be a very di sadvant agous
exchange, for it is well known that the country could not then
support the sane popul ati on, and when subsi stence is scarce in
proportion to the nunber of people, it is of little consequence
whet her the | owest nenbers of the society possess ei ghteen pence
or five shillings. They nust at all events be reduced to live
upon the hardest fare and in the snallest quantity.

It will be said, perhaps, that the increased nunber of
purchasers in every article would give a spur to productive
industry and that the whole produce of the island would be
i ncreased. This might in some degree be the case. But the spur
that these fancied riches would give to popul ati on woul d nore
than counterbal ance it, and the increased produce would be to be
di vi ded anong a nore than proportionably increased nunber of
people. Al this tinme | am supposing that the sane quantity of
wor k woul d be done as before. But this would not really take
pl ace. The receipt of five shillings a day, instead of eighteen
pence, woul d nake every nman fancy hinsel f conparatively rich and
able to indulge hinself in many hours or days of l|leisure. This
woul d give a strong and i medi ate check to productive industry,
and, in a short tinme, not only the nation would be poorer, but
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the | ower cl asses thensel ves woul d be nuch nmore di stressed than
when they received only ei ghteen pence a day.

A collection fromthe rich of eighteen shillings in the
pound, even if distributed in the nost judicious manner, woul d
have a little the sane effect as that resulting fromthe
supposition | have just rmade, and no possible contributions or
sacrifices of the rich, particularly in noney, could for any tinme
prevent the recurrence of distress anong the | ower nenbers of
soci ety, whoever they were. Great changes night, indeed, be nmade
The rich m ght beconme poor, and sone of the poor rich, but a part
of the society nust necessarily feel a difficulty of living, and
this difficulty will naturally fall on the |east fortunate
nmenber s.

It may at first appear strange, but | believe it is true,
that | cannot by neans of npbney raise a poor nman and enable him
to live much better than he did before, w thout proportionably
depressing others in the same class. If | retrench the quantity
of food consunmed in nmy house, and give himwhat | have cut off, |
then benefit him wthout depressing any.but nyself and fanily,
who, perhaps, may be well able to bear it. If | turn up a piece
of uncultivated | and, and give himthe produce, | then benefit
both himand all the nmenbers of the society, because what he
before consumed is thrown into the common stock, and probably
sonme of the new produce with it. But if | only give himnoney,
supposi ng the produce of the country to remain the sane, | give
hima title to a larger share of that produce than fornerly,
whi ch share he cannot receive wi thout dimnishing the shares of
others. It is evident that this effect, in individual instances,
must be so small as to be totally inperceptible; but still it
nmust exist, as many other effects do, which, |like sone of the
i nsects that people the air, elude our grosser perceptions.

Supposing the quantity of food in any country to remain the
sane for many years together, it is evident that this food nust
be di vided according to the value of each nan's patent, or the
sum of noney that he can afford to spend on this comodity so
universally in request. (M CGodwin calls the wealth that a nan
receives fromhis ancestors a nouldy patent. It may, | think,
very properly be terned a patent, but | hardly see the propriety
of calling it a nouldy one, as it is an article in such constant
use.) It is a denonstrative truth, therefore, that the patents of
one set of men could not be increased in value without
di mi ni shing the value of the patents of sone other set of nmen. If
the rich were to subscribe and give five shillings a day to five
hundred t housand nmen wi thout retrenching their own tables, no
doubt can exist, that as these nmen would naturally live nore at
their ease and consune a greater quantity of provisions, there
woul d be |l ess food renaining to divide anong the rest, and
consequently each nman's patent would be di mnished in value or
t he sane nunber of pieces of silver would purchase a smnaller
gquantity of subsistence.

An increase of population without a proportional increase of
food will evidently have the sanme effect in |owering the val ue of
each man's patent. The food nust necessarily be distributed in
snal l er quantities, and consequently a day's |abour will purchase
a smaller quantity of provisions. An increase in the price of
provisions woul d arise either froman increase of popul ation
faster than the neans of subsistence, or froma different
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distribution of the noney of the society. The food of a country
that has been long occupied, if it be increasing, increases
slowy and regularly and cannot be nade to answer any sudden
demands, but variations in the distribution of the noney of a
society are not infrequently occurring, and are undoubtedly anpbng
the causes that occasion the continual variations which we
observe in the price of provisions.

The poor |aws of England tend to depress the genera
condition of the poor in these two ways. Their first obvious
tendency is to increase popul ation w thout increasing the food
for its support. A poor man nay marry with little or no prospect
of being able to support a fam ly in independence. They nay be
said therefore in sonme neasure to create the poor which they
mai ntain, and as the provisions of the country nmust, in
consequence of the increased popul ation, be distributed to every
man in smaller proportions, it is evident that the |abour of
t hose who are not supported by parish assistance will purchase a
smal l er quantity of provisions than before and consequently nore
of them nust be driven to ask for support.

Secondly, the quantity of provisions consuned in workhouses
upon a part of the society that cannot in general be considered
as the nost val uable part dimnishes the shares that would
ot herwi se belong to nore industrious and nore worthy menbers, and
thus in the sane nanner forces nore to becone dependent. |f the
poor in the workhouses were to live better than they now do, this
new di stribution of the nmoney of the society would tend nore
conspi cuously to depress the condition of those out of the
wor khouses by occasioning a rise in the price of provisions.

Fortunately for England, a spirit of independence still
remai ns anong the peasantry. The poor |aws are strongly
calculated to eradicate this spirit. They have succeeded in part,
but had they succeeded as conpletely as m ght have been expected
thei r pernicious tendency woul d not have been so | ong conceal ed.

Hard as it nmay appear in individual instances, dependent
poverty ought to be held disgraceful. Such a stimulus seens to be
absol utely necessary to pronote the happi ness of the great nass
of mankind, and every general attenpt to weaken this stinulus,
however benevolent its apparent intention, will always defeat its
own purpose. If men are induced to marry froma prospect of
pari sh provision, with little or no chance of nmaintaining their
famlies in independence, they are not only unjustly tenpted to
bri ng unhappi ness and dependence upon thensel ves and chil dren,
but they are tenpted, without knowing it, to injure all in the
same class with thenselves. A | abourer who marries w thout being
able to support a famly may in sonme respects be considered as an
eneny to all his fell owl abourers.

| feel no doubt whatever that the parish | aws of England have
contributed to raise the price of provisions and to | ower the
real price of |abour. They have therefore contributed to
i mpoverish that class of people whose only possession is their
labour. It is also difficult to suppose that they have not
powerfully contributed to generate that carel essness and want of
frugality observabl e anong the poor, so contrary to the
di sposition frequently to be remarked anong petty tradesnen and
smal| farmers. The | abouring poor, to use a vul gar expression,
seem always to live fromhand to nouth. Their present wants
enpl oy their whole attention, and they sel domthink of the
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future. Even when they have an opportunity of saving they sel dom
exercise it, but all that is beyond their present necessities
goes, generally speaking, to the al e-house. The poor |aws of

Engl and nay therefore be said to dimnish both the power and the
will to save anong the comon people, and thus to weaken one of
the strongest incentives to sobriety and industry, and
consequently to happi ness.

It is a general conplaint anong master nanufacturers that
hi gh wages ruin all their worknen, but it is difficult to
concei ve that these nmen would not save a part of their high wages
for the future support of their fanilies, instead of spending it
i n drunkenness and dissipation, if they did not rely on parish
assi stance for support in case of accidents. And that the poor
enmpl oyed i n manufactures consider this assistance as a reason why
they may spend all the wages they earn and enjoy thensel ves while
they can appears to be evident fromthe nunber of famlies that,
upon the failure of any great manufactory, imediately fall upon
t he parish, when perhaps the wages earned in this manufactory
while it flourished were sufficiently above the price of comon
country | abour to have allowed themto save enough for their
support till they could find sone other channel for their
i ndustry.

A man who might not be deterred fromgoing to the al e-house
fromthe consideration that on his death, or sickness, he should
| eave his wife and fam |y upon the parish mght yet hesitate in
thus dissipating his earnings if he were assured that, in either
of these cases, his famly nust starve or be left to the support
of casual bounty. In China, where the real as well as nom na
price of labour is very low, sons are yet obliged by law to
support their aged and hel pl ess parents. Wether such a | aw woul d
be advisable in this country | will not pretend to determ ne. But
it seems at any rate highly inproper, by positive institutions,
whi ch render dependent poverty so general, to weaken that
di sgrace, which for the best and nost hunane reasons ought to
attach to it.

The mass of happi ness anong the conmon peopl e cannot but be
di m ni shed when one of the strongest checks to idleness and
di ssipation is thus renoved, and when nen are thus allured to
marry with little or no prospect of being able to maintain a
famly in independence. Every obstacle in the way of narriage
nmust undoubt edly be considered as a species of unhappi ness. But
as fromthe laws of our nature sone check to popul ati on nust
exist, it is better that it should be checked froma foresight of
the difficulties attending a famly and the fear of dependent
poverty than that it should be encouraged, only to be repressed
afterwards by want and si ckness.

It should be renenbered always that there is an essenti al
di f ference between food and those w ought commodities, the raw
materials of which are in great plenty. A demand for these | ast
will not fail to create themin as great a quantity as they are
want ed. The denand for food has by no neans the same creative
power. In a country where all the fertile spots have been seized,
hi gh offers are necessary to encourage the farmer to lay his
dressing on land from which he cannot expect a profitable return
for sone years. And before the prospect of advantage is
sufficiently great to encourage this sort of agricultura
enterprise, and while the new produce is rising, great distresses
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may be suffered fromthe want of it. The demand for an increased
quantity of subsistence is, with few exceptions, constant
everywhere, yet we see how slowy it is answered in all those
countries that have been | ong occupi ed.

The poor |aws of England were undoubtedly instituted for the
nost benevol ent purpose, but there is great reason to think that
they have not succeeded in their intention. They certainly
mtigate some cases of very severe distress which mght otherw se
occur, yet the state of the poor who are supported by parishes,
considered in all its circunstances, is very far frombeing free
frommsery. But one of the principal objections to themis that
for this assistance which sone of the poor receive, in itself
al rost a doubtful blessing, the whole class of the conmon peopl e
of England is subjected to a set of grating, inconvenient, and
tyrannical laws, totally inconsistent with the genuine spirit of
the constitution. The whol e business of settlements, even in its
present amended state, is utterly contradictory to all ideas of
freedom The parish persecution of nen whose fanmilies are likely
to beconme chargeabl e, and of poor wonen who are near lying-in, is
a nost disgraceful and disgusting tyranny. And the obstructions
continuity occasioned in the market of |abour by these | aws have
a constant tendency to add to the difficulties of those who are
struggling to support thensel ves without assistance.

These evils attendant on the poor laws are in sone degree
irremedi able. If assistance be to be distributed to a certain
cl ass of people, a power nust be given sonewhere of
di scrimnating the proper objects and of managi ng the concerns of
the institutions that are necessary, but any great interference
with the affairs of other people is a species of tyranny, and in
t he common course of things the exercise of this power nay be
expected to becone grating to those who are driven to ask for
support. The tyranny of Justices, Church-wardens, and Overseers,
is a common conpl ai nt anong the poor, but the fault does not lie
so much in these persons, who probably, before they were in
power, were not worse than other people, but in the nature of al
such institutions.

The evil is perhaps gone too far to be renedied, but | feel
little doubt in ny own mind that if the poor |aws had never
exi sted, though there m ght have been a few nore instances of
very severe distress, yet that the aggregate mass of happi ness
among the common peopl e woul d have been nuch greater than it is
at present.

M Pitt's Poor Bill has the appearance of being franed with
benevol ent intentions, and the clanour raised against it was in
many respects ill directed, and unreasonable. But it nust be

confessed that it possesses in a high degree the great and

radi cal defect of all systens of the kind, that of tending to

i ncrease popul ation without increasing the neans for its support,
and thus to depress the condition of those that are not supported
by parishes, and, consequently, to create nore poor.

To renmove the wants of the | ower classes of society is indeed
an arduous task. The truth is that the pressure of distress on
this part of a cormunity is an evil so deeply seated that no
human i ngenuity can reach it. Were | to propose a palliative, and
pal liatives are all that the nature of the case will admt, it
shoul d be, in the first place, the total abolition of all the
present parish-laws. This would at any rate give liberty and
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freedom of action to the peasantry of England, which they can
hardly be said to possess at present. They would then be able to
settle without interruption, wherever there was a prospect of a
greater plenty of work and a higher price for |Iabour. The market
of | abour would then be free, and those obstacl es renoved which,
as things are now, often for a considerable tinme prevent the
price fromrising according to the demand.

Secondly, prem uns mght be given for turning up fresh | and
and it possible encouragenents held out to agriculture above
manuf actures, and to tillage above grazing. Every endeavour
shoul d be used to weaken and destroy all those institutions
relating to corporations, apprenticeships, etc., which cause the
| abours of agriculture to be worse paid than the | abours of trade
and manufactures. For a country can never produce its proper
gquantity of food while these distinctions remain in favour of
arti sans. Such encouragenents to agriculture would tend to
furnish the market with an increasing quantity of healthy work,
and at the sane tinme, by augnenting the produce of the country,
woul d rai se the conparative price of |abour and aneliorate the
condition of the | abourer. Being now in better circunstances, and
seei ng no prospect of parish assistance, he woul d be nore able,
as well as nore inclined, to enter into associations for
provi di ng agai nst the sickness of hinself or famly.

Lastly, for cases of extrene distress, county workhouses
m ght be established, supported by rates upon the whol e ki ngdom
and free for persons of all counties, and indeed of all nations.
The fare should be hard, and those that were able obliged to
work. It would be desirable that they should not be considered as
confortable asyluns in all difficulties, but nerely as pl aces
where severe distress nmight find sone alleviation. A part of
t hese houses m ght be separated, or others built for a nost
beneficial purpose, which has not been infrequently taken notice
of, that of providing a place where any person, whether native or
foreigner, mght do a day's work at all times and receive the
market price for it. Many cases woul d undoubtedly be left for the
exertion of individual benevol ence.

A plan of this kind, the prelimnary of which should be an
abolition of all the present parish | ans, seens to be the best
calculated to increase the nass of happi ness anbng the comon
peopl e of England. To prevent the recurrence of nmsery, is, alas
I beyond the power of man. In the vain endeavour to attain what
in the nature of things is inpossible, we now sacrifice not only
possi bl e but certain benefits. W tell the comon people that if
they will submit to a code of tyrannical regulations, they shal
never be in want. They do submit to these regul ations. They
performtheir part of the contract, but we do not, nay cannot,
performours, and thus the poor sacrifice the valuable bl essing
of liberty and receive nothing that can be called an equival ent
in return.

Notwi t hstandi ng, then, the institution of the poor laws in
England, | think it will be allowed that considering the state of
the | ower classes altogether, both in the tows and in the
country, the distresses which they suffer fromthe want of proper
and sufficient food, fromhard | abour and unwhol esone
habi tati ons, nust operate as a constant check to incipient
popul ati on.

To these two great checks to population, in all |ong occupied
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countries, which | have called the preventive and the positive
checks, may be added vicious custons with respect to wonen, great
cities, unwhol esomre manufactures, |uxury, pestilence, and war.

Al'l these checks may be fairly resolved into msery and vi ce.
And that these are the true causes of the slow increase of
popul ation in all the states of nodern Europe, w |l appear
sufficiently evident fromthe conparatively rapid increase that
has invariably taken place whenever these causes have been in any
consi der abl e degree renoved.

CHAPTER 6

New col oni es - Reasons for their rapid increase - North American
Col oni es - Extraordinary instance of increase in the back
settlenents - Rapidity with which even old states recover the
ravages of war, pestilence, fam ne, or the convul sions of nature.

I T has been universally remarked that all new colonies settled in
heal thy countries, where there was plenty of roomand food, have
constantly increased with astonishing rapidity in their
popul ati on. Sone of the colonies fromancient Geece, in no very
long period, nmore than equalled their parent states in nunbers
and strength. And not to dwell on renote instances, the European
settlenents in the new world bear anple testinony to the truth of
a remark, which, indeed, has never, that | know of, been doubted.
A plenty of rich land, to be had for little or nothing, is so
power ful a cause of population as to overcone all other

obstacles. No settlenents could well have been worse managed t han
those of Spain in Mexico, Peru, and Quito. The tyranny,
superstition, and vices of the nother-country were introduced in
anpl e quantities anong her children. Exorbitant taxes were
exacted by the Crown. The nost arbitrary restrictions were

i nposed on their trade. And the governors were not behind hand in
rapacity and extortion for thenselves as well as their naster.
Yet, under all these difficulties, the colonies made a quick
progress in popul ation. The city of Linma, founded since the
conquest, is represented by Uloa as containing fifty thousand

i nhabitants near fifty years ago.6 Quito, which had been but a
ham et of indians, is represented by the sanme author as in his
time equally populous. Mexico is said to contain a hundred

t housand i nhabitants, which, notw thstandi ng the exaggerations of
the Spanish witers, is supposed to be five tines greater than
what it. contained in the tinme of Mntezunma

In the Portuguese colony of Brazil, governed with al nost
equal tyranny, there were supposed to be, thirty years since, six
hundred thousand inhabitants of European extraction.

The Dutch and French col oni es, though under the government of
excl usi ve conpani es of merchants, which, as Dr Adam Smith says
very justly, is the worst of all possible governnents, stil
persisted in thriving under every di sadvant age.

But the English North Anerican col oni es, now t he powerf ul
people of the United States of America, nade by far the nost
rapi d progress. To the plenty of good | and which they possessed
in conmon with the Spani sh and Portuguese settlenments, they added
a greater degree of liberty and equality. Though not w thout sone
restrictions on their foreign commerce, they were allowed a
perfect liberty of managing their own internal affairs. The
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political institutions that prevailed were favourable to the
alienation and division of property. Lands that were not
cultivated by the proprietor within a limted tinme were decl ared
grantabl e to any other person. In Pennsylvania there was no right
of prinogeniture, and in the provinces of New Engl and the el dest
had only a double share. There were no tithes in any of the
States, and scarcely any taxes. And on account of the extrene
cheapness of good |land a capital could not be nore advant ageously
enpl oyed than in agriculture, which at the sane tine that it
supplies the greatest quantity of healthy work affords nuch the
nost val uabl e produce to the society.

The consequence of these favourabl e circunstances united was
arapidity of increase probably without parallel in history.
Throughout all the northern col onies, the population was found to
double itself in twenty-five years. The original nunber of
persons who had settled in the four provinces of new England in
1643 was 21, 200. (| take these figures fromDr Price's two vol unes
of Cbservations; not having Dr Styles' panphlet, fromwhich he
quotes, by ne.) Afterwards, it is supposed that nore |left them
than went to them In the year 1760, they were increased to half
a mllion. They had therefore all along doubled their own nunber
intwenty-five years. In New Jersey the period of doubling
appeared to be twenty-two years; and in Rhode island still [ess.
In the back settlenents, where the inhabitants applied thensel ves
solely to. agriculture, and | uxury was not known, they were found
to double their own nunber in fifteen years, a nost extraordinary
i nstance of increase. Along the sea coast, which would naturally
be first inhabited, the period of doubling was about thirty-five
years; and in sonme of the maritine towns, the popul ati on was
absol utely at a stand.

(I'n instances of this kind the powers of the earth appear to
be fully equal to answer it the demands for food that can be nade
upon it by man. But we should be led into an error if we were
t hence to suppose that popul ation and food ever really increase
inthe sanme ratio. The one is still a geonetrical and the other
an arithmetical ratio, that is, one increases by nultiplication,
and the other by addition. Wiere there are few people, and a
great quantity of fertile land, the power of the earth to afford
a yearly increase of food may be conpared to a great reservoir of
wat er, supplied by a noderate stream The faster popul ation
i ncreases, the nore help will be got to draw off the water, and
consequently an increasing quantity will be taken every year. But
t he sooner, undoubtedly, will the reservoir be exhausted, and the
streams only renmain. Wen acre has been added to acre, till al
the fertile land is occupied, the yearly increase of food will
depend upon the anelioration of the land already in possession;
and even this noderate streamw || be gradually dim nishing. But
popul ation, could it be supplied with food, would go on with
unexhaust ed vigour, and the increase of one period would furnish
the power of a greater increase the next, and this w thout any
limt.)

These facts seemto shew that popul ation increases exactly in
the proportion that the two great checks to it, msery and vice
are renoved, and that there is not a truer criterion of the
happi ness and i nnocence of a people than the rapidity of their
i ncrease. The unwhol esoneness of towns, to which sone persons are
necessarily driven fromthe nature of their trades, nust be
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consi dered as a species of misery, and every the slightest check
to marriage, froma prospect of the difficulty of maintaining a
famly, may be fairly classed under the sane head. In short it is
difficult to conceive any check to popul ation which does not cone
under the description of sone species of misery or vice.

The popul ation of the thirteen Arerican States before the war
was reckoned at about three millions. Nobody inagines that G eat
Britain is | ess populous at present for the emgration of the
snmal | parent stock that produced these nunbers. On the contrary,
a certain degree of emgration is known to be favourable to the
popul ati on of the nother country. It has been particularly
remarked that the two Spani sh provinces fromwhich the greatest
nunber of people emgrated to America, becane in consequence nore
popul ous. Whatever was the origi nal nunber of British emgrants
that increased so fast in the North American Col onies, let us
ask, why does not an equal nunber produce an equal increase in
the sane tine in Great Britain? The great and obvi ous cause to be
assigned is the want of roomand food, or, in other words,
msery, and that this is a rmuch nore powerful cause even than
vice appears sufficiently evident fromthe rapidity with which
even ol d states recover the desol ations of war, pestilence, or
the accidents of nature. They are then for a short tine placed a
little in the situation of new states, and the effect is al ways
answerabl e to what mght be expected. If the industry of the
i nhabitants be not destroyed by fear or tyranny, subsistence wll
soon i ncrease beyond the wants of the reduced nunbers, and the
i nvari abl e consequence will be that popul ati on which before,
perhaps, was nearly stationary, will begin inmediately to
i ncrease.

The fertile province of Flanders, which has been so often the
seat of the nost destructive wars, after a respite of a few
years, has appeared always as fruitful and as popul ous as ever.
Even the Palatinate lifted up its head again after the execrable
ravages of Louis the Fourteenth. The effects of the dreadful
pl ague in London in 1666 were not perceptible fifteen or twenty
years afterwards. The traces of the nost destructive famnes in
China and I ndostan are by all accounts very soon obliterated. 10
It may even be doubted whether Turkey and Egypt are upon an
average much | ess popul ous for the plagues that periodically |ay
themwaste. |If the nunber of people which they contain be | ess
now than fornerly, it is, probably, rather to be attributed to
the tyranny and oppression of the government under which they
groan, and the consequent discouragenments to agriculture, than to
the loss which they sustain by the plague. The nost trenmendous
convul sions of nature, such as vol canic eruptions and
eart hquakes, if they do not happen so frequently as to drive away
the inhabitants, or to destroy their spirit of industry, have but
atrifling effect on the average popul ati on of any state. Naples,
and the country under Vesuvius, are still very popul ous,
notw t hst andi ng the repeated eruptions of that nmountain. And
Li sbon and Linma are now, probably, nearly in the sane state with
regard to popul ation as they were before the | ast earthquakes.

CHAPTER VI |
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A probabl e cause of epidenmics - Extracts fromM Suessmlch's
tables - Periodical returns of sickly seasons to be expected in
certain cases - Proportion of births to burials for short periods
in any country an inadequate criterion of the real average
i ncrease of population - Best criterion of a permanent increase
of population - Geat frugality of living one of the causes of
the fam nes of China and Indostan - Evil tendency of one of the
clauses in M Pitt's Poor Bill - Only one proper way of
encour agi ng popul ati on - Causes of the Happi ness of nations -

Fam ne, the last and nost dreadful node by which nature represses
a redundant popul ation - The three propositions considered as
est abl i shed.

BY great attention to cleanliness, the plague seens at length to
be conpletely expelled from London. But it is not inprobable that
anong the secondary causes that produce even sickly seasons and
epi dem cs ought to be ranked a crowded popul ati on and unwhol esone
and insufficient food. | have been led to this renark, by | ooking
over sone of the tables of M Suessnilch, which Dr Price has
extracted in one of his notes to the postscript on the
controversy respecting the popul ati on of England and Wl es. They
are considered as very correct, and if such tables were general,
they would throw great |ight on the different ways by which

popul ation is repressed and prevented from i ncreasi ng beyond the
means of subsistence in any country. | will extract a part of the
tables, with Dr Price's remarks

I N THE KI NGDOM OF PRUSSI A, AND DUKEDOM OF LI THUANI A

Proportion

Proportion
Births Burials Marriages of Births to of

Births

Marri ages
Burial s
10 Yrs to 1702 21,963 14,718 5,928 37 to 10 150
to 100
5 Yrs to 1716 21,602 11,984 4,968 37 to 10 180
to 100
5 Yrs to 1756 28,392 19,154 5, 599 50 to 10 148
to 100

"N.B. In 1709 and 1710, a pestilence carried off 247,733 of the
i nhabitants of this country, and in 1736 and 1737, epi dem cs
prevai |l ed, which again checked its increase.'

It may be remarked, that the greatest proportion of births to
burials, was in the five years after the great pestilence

DUCHY OF POVERAN A

Proportion
Proportion
Annual Average Births Burials Marriages of Births to of
Births

Marri ages

Buri al s
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6 yrs to 1702 6, 540 4, 647 1, 810 36 to 10 140
to 100
6 yrs to 1708 7, 455 4,208 1, 875 39 to 10 177
to 100
6 yrs to 1726 8,432 5,627 2,131 39 to 10 150
to 100
6 yrs to 1756 12,767 9, 281 2,957 43 to 10 137
to 100

"In this instance the inhabitants appear to have been al npbst
doubled in fifty-six years, no very bad epi denics having once
interrupted the increase, but the three years inmediately follow
ing the last period (to 1759) were so sickly that the births were
sunk to 10,229 and the burials raised to 15, 068.

Is it not probable that in this case the nunber of
i nhabi tants had increased faster than the food and the
acconmpdat i ons necessary to preserve themin health? The nmass of
t he peopl e woul d, upon this supposition, be obliged to live
harder, and a greater nunber woul d be crowded together in one
house, and it is not surely inprobable that these were anobng the
natural causes that produced the three sickly years. These causes
may produce such an effect, though the country, absolutely
consi dered, may not be extrenely crowded and popul ous. In a
country even thinly inhabited, if an increase of popul ation take
pl ace, before nore food is rai sed, and nore houses are built, the
i nhabi tants nust be distressed in sone degree for room and
subsi stence. Were the marriages in England, for the next eight or
ten years, to be nore prolifick than usual, or even were a
greater nunmber of narriages than usual to take place, supposing
t he nunber of houses to remain the same, instead of five or six
to a cottage, there must be seven or eight, and this, added to
the necessity of harder living, would probably have a very
unfavourabl e effect on the health of the conmon peopl e.

NEUVARK OF BRANDENBURGH

Proportion
Proportion
Annual Average Births Burials Marriages of Births to of
Births

Marri ages
Burial s
5 yrs to 1701 5, 433 3, 483 1,436 37 to 10 155
to 100
5 yrs to 1726 7,012 4,254 1,713 40 to 10 164
to 100
5 yrs to 1756 7,978 5, 567 1,891 42 to 10 143
to 100

"Epi demics prevailed for six years, from 1736, to 1741, which
checked the increase.’

DUKEDOM OF MAGDEBURGH
Proportion Proportion
Annual Average Births Burials Marriages of Births to of
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Births
Marri ages

Burial s

5 yrs to 1702 6, 431 4,103 1, 681 38 to 10 156
to 100

5 yrs to 1717 7,590 5,335 2,076 36 to 10 142
to 100

5 yrs to 1756 8, 850 8, 069 2,193 40 to 10 109
to 100

' The years 1738, 1740, 1750, and 1751, were particularly
si ckly.

Fgr further information on this subject, | refer the reader
to M Suessnmilch's tables. The extracts that | have nade are
sufficient to shew the periodical, though irregular, returns of
sickly seasons, and it seens highly probable that a scantiness of
room and food was one of the principal causes that occasi oned
t hem

It appears fromthe tables that these countries were
increasing rather fast for old states, notwithstanding the
occasi onal seasons that prevailed. Cultivation nust have been
i nproving, and marriages, consequently, encouraged. For the
checks to popul ati on appear to have been rather of the positive,
than of the preventive kind. Wien froma prospect of increasing
plenty in any country, the weight that represses populationis in
sone degree renoved, it is highly probable that the notion wll
be conti nued beyond the operation of the cause that first
impelled it. O, to be nore particular, when the increasing
produce of a country, and the increasing denmand for |abour, so
far ameliorate the condition of the | abourer as greatly to
encourage narriage, it is probable that the customof early

nmarriages will continue till the population of the country has
gone beyond the increased produce, and sickly seasons appear to
be the natural and necessary consequence. | shoul d expect,

therefore, that those countries where subsi stence was increasing
sufficienCy at tinmes to encourage popul ation but not to answer

all its denmands, woul d be nore subject to periodical epidemcs
than those where the popul ation could nore conpl etely accommobdat e
itself to the average produce.

An observation the converse of this will probably also be
found true. In those countries that are subject to periodica
si cknesses, the increase of population, or the excess of births
above the burials, will be greater in the intervals of these
periods than is usual, caeteris paribus, in the countries not so
much subj ect to such disorders. |If Turkey and Egypt have been
nearly stationary in their average popul ation for the |ast
century, in the intervals of their periodical plagues, the births
must have exceeded the burials in a greater proportion than in
such countries as France and Engl and.

The average proportion of births to burials in any country
for a period of five to ten years, will hence appear to be a very
i nadequate criterion by which to judge of its real progress in
popul ation. This proportion certainly shews the rate of increase
during those five or ten years; but we can by no nmeans thence
i nfer what had been the increase for the twenty years before, or
what woul d be the increase for the twenty years after. Dr Price
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observes that Sweden, Norway, Russia, and the kingdom of Napl es,
are increasing fast; but the extracts fromregisters that he has
given are not for periods of sufficient extent to establish the
fact. It is highly probable, however, that Sweden, Norway, and
Russia, are really increasing their popul ation, though not at the
rate that the proportion of births to burials for the short
periods that Dr Price takes would seemto shew. (See Dr Price's
oservations, Vol. ii, postscript to the controversy on the

popul ation of England and WAl es.) For five years, ending in 1777,
the proportion of births to burials in the kingdom of Naples was
144 to 100, but there is reason to suppose that this proportion
woul d i ndicate an increase nuch greater than would be really
found to have taken place in that kingdomduring a period of a
hundred years.

Dr Short conpared the registers of nmany vill ages and mar ket
towns in England for two periods; the first, from Queen Elizabeth
to the mddle of the last century, and the second, fromdifferent
years at the end of the last century to the mddle of the
present. And froma conparison of these extracts, it appears that
in the forner period the births exceeded the burials in the
proportion of 124 to 100, but in the latter, only in the
proportion of 111 to 100. Dr Price thinks that the registers in
the forner period are not to be depended upon, but, probably, in
this instance they do not give incorrect proportions. At |east
there are many reasons for expecting to find a greater excess of
births above the burials in the former period than in the latter.
In the natural progress of the population of any country, nore
good land will, caeteris paribus, be taken into cultivation in
the earlier stages of it than in the later. (I say 'caeteris
pari bus', because the increase of the produce of any country will
al ways very greatly depend on the spirit of industry that
prevails, and the way in which it is directed. The know edge and
habits of the people, and other tenporary causes, particularly
the degree of civil liberty and equality existing at the tine,
must al ways have great influence in exciting and directing this
spirit.) And a greater proportional yearly increase of produce
will alnmost invariably be followed by a greater proportiona
i ncrease of population. But, besides this great cause, which
woul d naturally give the excess of births above burials greater
at the end of Queen Elizabeth's reign than in the mddle of the
present century, | cannot help thinking that the occasiona
ravages of the plague in the forner period nmust have had sone
tendency to increase this proportion. If an average of ten years
had been taken in the intervals of the returns of this dreadful
disorder, or if the years of plague had been rejected as
accidental, the registers would certainly give the proportion of
births to burials too high for the real average increase of the
popul ation. For some few years after the great plague in 1666, it
is pRobable that there was a nore than usual excess of births
above burials, particularly if Dr Price's opinion be founded
that Engl and was nore popul ous at the revol uti on (which happened
only twenty-two years afterwards) than it is at present.

M King, in 1693, stated the proportion of the births to the
buri al s t hroughout the Kingdom exclusive of London, as 115 to
100. Dr Short makes it, in the mddle of the present century, 111
to 100, including London. The proportion in France for five
years, ending in 1774, was 117 to 100. |If these statenents are
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near the truth; and if there are no very great variations at
particular periods in the proportions, it would appear that the
popul ati on of France and Engl and has acconmopbdated itself very
nearly to the average produce of each country. The

di scouragenents to narriage, the consequent vicious habits, war,
| uxury, the silent though certain depopul ation of |arge towns,
and the close habitations, and insufficient food of many of the
poor, prevent popul ation fromincreasing beyond the neans of
subsi stence; and, if | nmay use an expression which certainly at
first appears strange, supercede the necessity of great and
ravagi ng epidemcs to repress what is redundant. Were a wasting
pl ague to sweep off two mllions in England, and six millions in
France, there can be no doubt whatever that, after the

i nhabitants had recovered fromthe dreadful shock, the proportion
of births to burials would be nmuch above what it is in either
country at present.

In New Jersey, the proportion of births to deaths on an
average of seven years, ending in 1743, was as 300 to 100. In
France and Engl and, taking the highest proportion, it is as 117
to 100. Geat and astonishing as this difference is, we ought not
to be so wonder-struck at it as to attribute it to the mracul ous
interposition of heaven. The causes of it are not renote, |atent
and nysterious; but near us, round about us, and open to the
i nvestigation of every inquiring mnd. It accords with the nost
liberal spirit of philosophy to suppose that not a stone can
fall, or a plant rise, without the i medi ate agency of divine
power. But we know from experience that these operations of what
we call nature have been conducted al nost invariably according to
fixed laws. And since the world began, the causes of popul ation
and depopul ati on have probably been as constant as any of the
laws of nature with which we are acquai nt ed.

The passi on between the sexes has appeared in every age to be
so nearly the sane that it may al ways be considered, in algebraic
| anguage, as a given quantity. The great | aw of necessity which
prevents popul ation fromincreasing in any country beyond the
food which it can either produce or acquire, is a law so open to
our view, so obvious and evident to our understandi ngs, and so
conpletely confirmed by the experience of every age, that we
cannot for a monent doubt it. The different nodes which nature
takes to prevent or repress a redundant popul ation do not appear,
i ndeed, to us so certain and regular, but though we cannot al ways
predict the node we may with certainty predict the fact. If the
proportion of births to deaths for a few years indicate an
i ncrease of nunbers rmuch beyond the proportional increased or
acqui red produce of the country, we nmay be perfectly certain that
unl ess an emigration takes place, the deaths will shortly exceed
the births; and that the increase that had taken place for a few
years cannot be the real average increase of the popul ation of
the country. Wre there no other depopul ati ng causes, every
country woul d, without doubt, be subject to periodical
pestil ences or fam ne.

The only true criterion of a real and permanent increase in
the popul ation of any country is the increase of the neans of
subsi stence. But even, this criterion is subject to some slight
variati ons which are, however, conpletely open to our view and
observations. In sone countries popul ati on appears to have been
forced, that is, the people have been habituated by degrees to
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live al nbost upon the smallest possible quantity of food. There
nmust have been periods in such counties when popul ation increased
permanently, without an increase in the neans of subsistence.
China seens to answer to this description. If the accounts we
have of it are to be trusted, the |ower classes of people are in
the habit of living al nost upon the snall est possible quantity of
food and are glad to get any putrid offals that European

| abourers woul d rather starve than eat. The I aw in Chi na which
permts parents to expose their children has tended principally
thus to force the population. A nation in this state nust
necessarily be subject to fam nes. Where a country is so popul ous
in proportion to the neans of subsistence that the average
produce of it is but barely sufficient to support the |ives of
the inhabitants, any deficiency fromthe badness of seasons nust
be fatal. It is probable that the very frugal manner in which the
CGentoos are in the habit of living contributes in some degree to
t he fam nes of indostan.

In Anerica, where the reward of |abour is at present so
liberal, the |l ower classes mght retrench very considerably in a
year of scarcity without materially distressing thenselves. A
fam ne therefore seens to be al nost inpossible. It nmay be
expected that in the progress of the population of Amrerica, the
| abourers will in tine be nmuch less liberally rewarded. The
nunbers will in this case permanently increase wthout a
proportional increase in the neans of subsistence.

In the different states of Europe there nust be sone
variations in the proportion between the nunber of inhabitants
and the quantity of food consunmed, arising fromthe different
habits of living that prevail in each state. The | abourers of the
South of England are so accustoned to eat fine wheaten bread that
they will suffer thenselves to be half starved before they wll
subnit to live like the Scotch peasants. They m ght perhaps in
tinme, by the constant operation of the hard | aw of necessity, be
reduced to live even |like the Lower Chinese, and the country
woul d then, with the same quantity of food, support a greater
popul ation. But to effect this must always be a nost difficult,
and, every friend to humanity will hope, an abortive attenpt.

Not hing is so conmon as to hear of encouragenents that ought to
be given to population. If the tendency of mankind to i ncrease be
so great as | have represented it to be, it may appear strange
that this increase does not cone when it is thus repeatedly
called for. The true reason is that the demand for a greater

popul ation is made w thout preparing the funds necessary to
support it. Increase the demand for agricultural |abour by
promoting cultivation, and with it consequently increase the
produce of the country, and aneliorate the condition of the

| abourer, and no apprehensi ons whatever need be entertai ned of
the proportional increase of population. An attenpt to effect
this purpose in any other way is vicious, cruel, and tyrannical
and in any state of tolerable freedom cannot therefore succeed.

It may appear to be the interest of the rulers, and the rich of a
state, to force population, and thereby |ower the price of

| abour, and consequently the expense of fleets and arm es, and
the cost of manufactures for foreign sale; but every attenpt of
the kind should be carefully watched and strenuously resisted by
the friends of the poor, particularly when it cones under the
decei tful garb of benevolence, and is likely, on that account, to
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be cheerfully and cordially received by the conmon peopl e.
| entirely acquit M Pitt of any sinister intention in that

clause of his Poor Bill which allows a shilling a week to every
| abourer for each child he has above three. | confess, that
before the bill was brought into Parlianent, and for sone tine
after, | thought that such a regul ation would be highly

beneficial, but further reflection on the subject has convi nced
ne that if its object be to better the condition of the poor, it
is calculated to defeat the very purpose which it has in view It
has no tendency that | can discover to increase the produce of
the country, and if. It tend to increase the popul ation, without

i ncreasing the produce, the necessary and inevitable consequence
appears to be that the sane produce nust be divided anbng a
greater nunber, and consequently that a day's |abour will
purchase a smaller quantity of provisions, and the poor therefore
i n general nust be nore distressed

| have nentioned sone cases where popul ati on nay pernmanently
i ncrease without a proportional increase in the neans of
subsistence. But it is evident that the variation in different
states, between the food and the nunbers supported by it, is
restricted to a limt beyond which it cannot pass. I n every
country, the popul ation of which is not absol utely decreasing,
the food nmust be necessarily sufficient to support, and to
continue, the race of |abourers.

Q her circunstances being the sane, it may be affirned that
countries are popul ous according to the quantity of human food
whi ch they produce, and happy according to the liberality with
which that food is divided, or the quantity which a day's | abour
wi Il purchase. Corn countries are nore popul ous than pasture
countries, and rice countries nore popul ous than corn countries.
The lands in England are not suited to rice, but they would all
bear potatoes; and Dr Adam Smith observes that if potatoes were
to becone the favourite vegetable food of the comon people, and
if the same quantity of land was enployed in their culture as is
now enpl oyed in the culture of corn, the country would be able to
support a nuch greater popul ation, and woul d consequently in a
very short tinme have it.

The happi ness of a country does not depend, absolutely, upon
its poverty or its riches, upon its youth or its age, upon its
being thinly or fully inhabited, but upon the rapidity w th which
it is increasing, upon the degree in which the yearly increase of
food approaches to the yearly increase of an unrestricted
popul ation. This approximation is always the nearest in new
col oni es, where the know edge and industry of an old state
operate on the fertile unappropriated | and of a new one. In other
cases, the youth or the age of a state is not in this respect of
very great inportance. It is probable that the food of G eat
Britain is divided in as great plenty to the inhabitants, at the
present period, as it was two thousand, three thousand, or four
t housand years ago. And there is reason to believe that the poor
and thinly inhabited tracts of the Scotch H ghlands are as nuch
di stressed by an overcharged popul ation as the rich and popul ous
provi nce of Fl anders.

Were a country never to be overrun by a peopl e nore advanced
in arts, but left toits own natural progress in civilization
fromthe tine that its produce m ght be considered as an unit, to
the tinme that it mght be considered as a mllion, during the
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| apse of many hundred years, there would not be a single period
when the mass of the people could be said to be free from
distress, either directly or indirectly, for want of food. In
every state in Europe, since we have first had accounts of it,
mllions and mllions of human exi stences have been repressed
fromthis sinple cause; though perhaps in some of these states an
absol ute fani ne has never been known.

Fam ne seens to be the last, the nost dreadful resource of
nature. The power of population is so superior to the power in
the earth to produce subsistence for man, that premature death
nmust in sonme shape or other visit the human race. The vices of
nmanki nd are active and able mnisters of depopul ation. They are
the precursors in the great arnmy of destruction; and often finish
the dreadful work thenselves. But should they fail in this war of
exterm nation, sickly seasons, epidemcs, pestilence, and pl ague,
advance in terrific array, and sweep off their thousands and ten
t housands. Shoul d success be still inconplete, gigantic
inevitable famne stalks in the rear, and with one m ghty bl ow
| evel s the population with the food of the world.

Must it not then be acknow edged by an attentive examn ner of
the histories of mankind, that in every age and in every state in
whi ch man has exi sted, or does now exi st.

That the increase of population is necessarily limted by the
means of subsi stence.

That popul ation does invariably increase when the nmeans of
subsi stence increase. And that the superior power of
popul ation.it repressed, and the actual popul ation kept equal to
the means of subsistence, by msery and vice?

CHAPTER 8

M Wal |l ace - Error of supposing that the difficulty arising from
popul ation is at a great distance - M Condorcet's sketch of the
progress of the human m nd- Period when the oscillation,

mentioned by M Condorcet, ought to be applied to the human race.

To a person who draws the precedi ng obvious inferences, froma

vi ew of the past and present state of mankind, it cannot but be a
matter of astonishnment that all the witers on the perfectibility
of man and of society who have noticed the argunent of an
overcharged popul ation, treat it always very slightly and
invariably represent the difficulties arising fromit as at a
great and al nost i nmeasurabl e di stance. Even M Wl | ace, who

t hought the argunent itself of so nuch weight as to destroy his
whol e system of equality, did not seemto be aware that any
difficulty would occur fromthis cause till the whole earth had
been cultivated |ike a garden and was incapable of any further

i ncrease of produce. Wre this really the case, and were a

beauti ful systemof equality in other respects practicable, |
cannot think that our ardour in the pursuit of such a schene
ought to be danped by the contenplation of so renote a
difficulty. An event at such a distance mght fairly be left to
provi dence, but the truth is that if the view of the argunent
given in this Essay be just the difficulty, so far from being
renote, would be inmmnent and i mmediate. At every period during
the progress of cultivation, fromthe present nonent to the tine



Proudly brought to you by www.XionPress.vze.com

when the whol e earth was becone |ike a garden, the distress for
want of food would be constantly pressing on all mankind, if they
were equal. Though the produce of the earth m ght be increasing
every year, popul ati on woul d be increasing nuch faster, and the
redundancy must necessarily be repressed by the periodical or
constant action of msery or vice.

M Condorcet's Esqui sse d'un Tabl eau Hi storique des Progres
de |'"Esprit Hunamin, was witten, it is said, under the pressure
of that cruel proscription which termnated in his death. If he
had no hopes of its being seen during his life and of its
interesting France in his favour, it is a singular instance of
the attachnent of a man to principles, which every day's
experience was so fatally for hinself contradicting. To see the
human mnd in one of the nost enlightened nations of the world,
and after a | apse of sone thousand years, debased by such a
fernmentation of disgusting passions, of fear, cruelty, malice,
revenge, anbition, nmadness, and folly as woul d have disgraced the
nost savage nation in the nost barbarous age must have been such
a tremendous shock to his ideas of the necessary and inevitable
progress of the human mind that nothing but the firmest
conviction of the truth of his principles, in spite of al
appear ances, could have withstood.

Thi s post hunous publication is only a sketch of a much | arger
wor k, which he proposed shoul d be executed. It necessarily,
therefore, wants that detail and application which can al one
prove the truth of any theory. A few observations will be
sufficient to shew how conpletely the theory is contradicted when
it is applied to the real, and not to an imagi nary, state of
t hi ngs.

In the last division of the work, which treats of the future
progress of man towards perfection, he says, that conparing, in
the different civilized nations of Europe, the actual population
with the extent of territory, and observing their cultivation
their industry, their divisions of |abour, and their neans of
subsi stence, we shall see that it would be inpossible to preserve
t he sane neans of subsistence, and, consequently, the sane
popul ati on, without a nunber of individuals who have no ot her
nmeans of supplying their wants than their industry. Having
all owed the necessity of such a class of nen, and adverting
afterwards to the precarious revenue of those famlies that woul d
depend so entirely on the life and health of their chief, he
says, very justly: 'There exists then, a necessary cause of
i nequal ity, of dependence, and even of m sery, which nenaces,
wi t hout ceasing, the nost nunerous and active class of our
societies.' (To save tinme and long quotations, | shall here give
t he substance of some of M Condorcet's sentinents, and hope |
shall not misrepresent them But | refer the reader to the work
itself, which will anuse, if it does not convince him) The
difficulty is just and well stated, and | amafraid that the node
by which he proposes it should be renoved will be found
i nefficacious. By the application of calculations to the
probabilities of |life and the interest of noney, he proposes that
a fund shoul d be established which should assure to the old an
assi stance, produced, in part, by their own forner savings, and,
in part, by the savings of individuals who in nmaking the sane
sacrifice die before they reap the benefit of it. The same, or a
simlar fund, should give assistance to wonen and chil dren who
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| ose their husbands, or fathers, and afford a capital to those
who were of an age to found a new fanmily, sufficient for the
proper devel opnment of their industry. These establishments, he
observes, night be nmade in the nanme and under the protection of
the society. Going still further, he says that, by the just
application of calculations, neans nmight be found of nore
conpletely preserving a state of equality, by preventing credit
from bei ng the exclusive privilege of great fortunes, and yet
giving it a basis equally solid, and by rendering the progress of
i ndustry, and the activity of conmerce, |ess dependent on great
capitalists.

Such establishments and cal cul ati ons nay appear very
prom si ng upon paper, but when applied to real life they will be
found to be absolutely nugatory. M Condorcet allows that a class
of people which maintains itself entirely by industry is
necessary to every state. Wiy does he allow this? No other reason
can well be assigned than that he conceives that the |abour
necessary to procure subsistence for an extended popul ation will
not be perforned w thout the goad of necessity. |f by
establ i shments of this kind of spur to industry be renoved, if
the idle and the negligent are placed upon the sane footing with
regard to their credit, and the future support of their w ves and
famlies, as the active and industrious, can we expect to see men
exert that animated activity in bettering their condition which
now forns the master spring of public prosperity? If an
inquisition were to be established to exam ne the clainms of each
i ndi vi dual and to determ ne whether he had or had not exerted
hinself to the utnost, and to grant or refuse assistance
accordingly, this would be little else than a repetition upon a
| arger scale of the English poor |aws and woul d be conpletely
destructive of the true principles of liberty and equality.

But independent of this great objection to these
establ i shnments, and supposing for a nonment that they would give
no check to productive industry, by far the greatest difficulty
remai ns yet behi nd.

Were every nan sure of a confortable provision for his
famly, alnost every nman woul d have one, and were the rising
generation free fromthe "killing frost' of msery, population
must rapidly increase. O this M Condorcet seens to be fully
aware hinself, and after having described further inprovenents,
he says:

But in this process of industry and happi ness, each generation
will be called to nore extended enjoynents, and in consequence,
by the physical constitution of the hunan frame, to an increase
in the nunber of individuals. Miust not there arrive a period

t hen, when these | aws, equally necessary, shall counteract each
ot her? When the increase of the nunber of men surpassing their
means of subsistence, the necessary result nust be either a
continual di mnution of happi ness and popul ati on, a novenent
truly retrograde, or, at least, a kind of oscillation between
good and evil? In societies arrived at this term wll not this
oscillation be a constantly subsisting cause of periodica
msery? WIl it not mark the limt when all further anelioration
wi || become inpossible, and point out that termto the
perfectibility of the human race which it may reach in the course
of ages, but can never pass?
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He then adds,

There is no person who does not see how very distant such a
period is fromus, but shall we ever arrive at it? It is equally
i mpossi bl e to pronounce for or against the future realization of
an event which cannot take place but at an era when the human
race will have attained inprovenments, of which we can at present
scarcely form a conception.

M Condorcet's picture of what nmay be expected to happen when
t he nunber of nen shall surpass the neans of their subsistence is
justly drawn. The oscillation which he describes will certainly
take place and will without doubt be a constantly subsisting
cause of periodical msery. The only point in which | differ from
M Condorcet with regard to this picture is the period when it
nmay be applied to the human race. M Condorcet thinks that it
cannot possi bly be applicable but at an era extrenely distant. If
the proportion between the natural increase of popul ation and
food which | have given be in any degree near the truth, it wll
appear, on the contrary, that the period when the nunber of nen
surpass their neans of subsistence has |ong since arrived, and
that this necessity oscillation, this constantly subsisting cause
of periodical msery, has existed ever since we have had any
hi stori es of nmankind, does exist at present, and will for ever
continue to exist, unless sone deci ded change take place in the
physi cal constitution of our nature.

M Condorcet, however, goes on to say that should the period,
whi ch he conceives to be so distant, ever arrive, the human race,
and the advocates for the perfectibility of nman, need not be
alarned at it. He then proceeds to renove the difficulty in a
manner which | profess not to understand. Having observed, that
the ridicul ous prejudices of superstition would by that tinme have
ceased to throw over norals a corrupt and degradi ng austerity, he
al l udes, either to a prom scuous concubi nage, which woul d prevent
breeding, or to sonething else as unnatural. To renove the
difficulty inthis way will, surely, in the opinion of nost nen
be to destroy that virtue and purity of manners, which the
advocates of equality, and of the perfectibility of man, profess
to be the end and object of their views.

CHAPTER 9

M Condorcet's conjecture concerning the organic perfectibility
of man, and the indefinite prolongation of human life - Fallacy
of the argument, which infers an unlinited progress froma
partial inproverment, the limt of which cannot be ascertai ned,
illustrated in the breeding of animals, and the cultivation of
pl ants.

THE | ast question which M Condorcet proposes for exami nation is
the organic perfectibility of man. He observes that if the proofs
whi ch have been al ready given and which, in their devel opment

will receive greater force in the work itself, are sufficient to
establish the indefinite perfectibility of man upon the
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supposition of the sanme natural faculties and the sane

organi zati on which he has at present, what will be the certainty,
what the extent of our hope, if this organization, these natura
faculties thensel ves, are susceptible of amelioration?

Fromthe inprovement of nedicine, fromthe use of nore
whol esorre food and habitations, froma nmanner of |iving which
will inprove the strength of the body by exercise without
inpairing it by excess, fromthe destruction of the two great
causes of the degradation of man, m sery, and too great riches,
fromthe gradual renoval of transm ssible and contagi ous
di sorders by the inprovenent of physical know edge, rendered nore
ef fi cacious by the progress of reason and of social order, he
infers that though man will not absolutely beconme imortal, yet
that the duration between his birth and natural death will
i ncrease without ceasing, will have no assignable term and nay
properly be expressed by the word '"indefinite' . He then defines
this word to nean either a constant approach to an unlimted
extent, without ever reaching it, or an increase. In the
imMmensity of ages to an extent greater than any assignable
quantity.

But surely the application of this termin either of these
senses to the duration of human life is in the highest degree
unphi | osophi cal and totally unwarranted by any appearances in the
laws of nature. Variations fromdifferent causes are essentially
distinct froma regular and unretrograde i ncrease. The average
duration of human life will to a certain degree vary from healthy
or unhealthy clinates, from whol esone or unwhol esone food, from
virtuous or vicious manners, and ot her causes, but it nay be
fairly doubted whether there is really the smallest perceptible
advance in the natural duration of human life since first we have
had any authentic history of man. The prejudices of all ages have
i ndeed been directly contrary to this supposition, and though
woul d not lay nuch stress upon these prejudices, they will in
some neasure tend to prove that there has been no nmarked advance
in an opposite direction.

It may perhaps be said that the world is yet so young, so
conpletely inits infancy, that it ought not to be expected that
any difference shoul d appear so soon.

If this be the case, there is at once an end of all human
sci ence. The whole train of reasonings fromeffects to causes
will be destroyed. W nmay shut our eyes to the book of nature, as
it will no longer be of any use to read it. The wildest and nost
i mpr obabl e conj ectures may be advanced with as rmuch certainty as
the nost just and subline theories, founded on careful and
reiterated experinents. W may return again to the old node of
phi | osophi si ng and nake facts bend to systems, instead of
est abl i shing systens upon facts. The grand and consi stent theory
of Newton will be placed upon the sanme footing as the wild and
eccentric hypotheses of Descartes. In short, if the |aws of
nature are thus fickle and inconstant, if it can be affirnmed and
be believed that they will change, when for ages and ages they
have appeared i mmutable, the human mind will no | onger have any
incitements to inquiry, but nust remain fixed in inactive torpor
or anuse itself only in bew ldering dreans and extravagant
fanci es.

The constancy of the |aws of nature and of effects and causes
is the foundation of all human know edge, though far be it from
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me to say that the sanme power which franed and executes the | aws
of nature may not change themall 'in a nonent, in the tw nkling
of an eye.' Such a change may undoubtedly happen. Al that |
mean to say is that it is inpossible to infer it fromreasoning
I f without any previous observabl e synptonms or indications of a
change, we can infer that a change will take place, we may as
wel | make any assertion whatever and think it as unreasonable to
be contradicted in affirmng that the nmoon will cone in contact
with the earth tonmorrow, as in saying that the sun will rise at
its usual tinme.

Wth regard to the duration of human life, there does not
appear to have existed fromthe earliest ages of the world to the
present norment the snall est permanent synptom or indication of
i ncreasi ng prol ongation. The observable effects of climate,
habit, diet, and other causes, on length of |ife have furnished
the pretext for asserting its indefinite extension; and the sandy
foundati on on which the argunment rests is that because the linmt
of human life is undefined; because you cannot mark its precise
term and say so far exactly shall it go and no further; that
therefore its extent may increase for ever, and be properly
ternmed indefinite or unlimted. But the fallacy and absurdity of
this argument will sufficiently appear froma slight exam nation
of what M Condorcet calls the organic perfectibility, or
degeneration, of the race of plants and ani nals, which he says
may be regarded as one of the general |aws of nature.

| amtold that it is a naxi manong the inprovers of cattle
that you may breed to any degree of nicety you please, and they
found this maxi mupon another, which is that sone of the
of fspring will possess the desirable qualities of the parents in
a greater degree. In the fanous Lei cestershire breed of sheep

the object is to procure themwith small heads and small | egs.
Proceedi ng upon these breeding maxins, it is evident that we
m ght go on till the heads and | egs were evanescent quantities,

but this is so pal pable an absurdity that we may be quite sure
that the prem ses are not just and that there really is alimt,
t hough we cannot see it or say exactly where it is. In this case,
the point of the greatest degree of inprovenent, or the small est
size of the head and | egs, nmay be said to be undefined, but this
is very different fromunlimted, or fromindefinite, in M
Condorcet's acceptation of the term Though | rmay not be able in
the present instance to mark the linit at which further

i mproverrent will stop, | can very easily nmention a point at which
it will not arrive. | should not scruple to assert that were the
breeding to continue for ever, the head and | egs of these sheep
woul d never be so snall as the head and |l egs of a rat.

It cannot be true, therefore, that among aninals, sone of the
of fspring will possess the desirable qualities of the parents in
a greater degree, or that animals are indefinitely perfectible.

The progress of a wild plant to a beautiful garden flower is
perhaps nore nmarked and striking than anything that takes place
anmong ani nmal s, yet even here it would be the height of absurdity
to assert that the progress was unlinmted or indefinite.

One of the nost obvious features of the inprovenent is the
i ncrease of size. The flower has grown gradually |arger by
cultivation. If the progress were really unlimted it mght be
increased ad infinitum but this is so gross an absurdity that we
nmay be quite sure that anong plants as well as anong ani nal s



Proudly brought to you by www.XionPress.vze.com

there is alimt to inprovenent, though we do not exactly know
where it is. It is probable that the gardeners who contend for
flower prizes have often applied stronger dressing w thout
success. At the same tine it would be highly presunptuous in any
nman to say that he had seen the finest carnation or anenone that
could ever be made to grow. He might however assert w thout the
shal | est chance of being contradicted by a future fact, that no
carnation or anenone could ever by cultivation be increased to
the size of a |arge cabbage; and yet there are assignable
guantities much greater than a cabbage. No man can say that he
has seen the | argest ear of wheat, or the |largest oak that could
ever grow, but he might easily, and with perfect certainty, nane
a point of magnitude at which they would not arrive. In all these
cases therefore, a careful distinction should be nade, between an
unlimted progress, and a progress where the limt is nerely
undef i ned.

It will be said, perhaps, that the reason why plants and
ani mal s cannot increase indefinitely in size is, that they would

fall by their own weight. | answer, how do we know this but from
experience? -- from experience of the degree of strength with
whi ch these bodies are forned. | know that a carnation, |ong

before it reached the size of a cabbage, woul d not be supported
by its stalk, but | only know this frommnmy experience of the
weakness and want of tenacity in the materials of a carnation
stal k. There are nmany substances in nature of the sane size that
woul d support as |arge a head as a cabbage

The reasons of the nortality of plants are at present
perfectly unknown to us. No man can say why such a plant is
annual , another biennial, and another endures for ages. The whol e
affair in all these cases, in plants, aninals, and in the human
race, is an affair of experience, and | only conclude that man is
nortal because the invariable experience of all ages has proved
the nortality of those materials of which his visible body is
made:

What can we reason, but fromwhat we know?

Sound phil osophy will not authorize ne to alter this opinion
of the nortality of man on earth, till it can be clearly proved
that the human race has made, and is making, a decided progress
towards an illimtable extent of life. And the chief reason why
adduced the two particular instances fromaninals and plants was
to expose and illustrate, if | could, the fallacy of that
argunent which infers an unlimted progress, nerely because sone
partial inprovenent has taken place, and that the limt of this
i mprovenent cannot be precisely ascertained.

The capacity of inprovenent in plants and aninals, to a
certain degree, no person can possibly doubt. A clear and deci ded
progress has al ready been made, and yet, | think, it appears that
it would be highly absurd to say that this progress has no
[imts. In human life, though there are great variations from
different causes, it nay be doubted whether, since the world
began, any organi c inprovenent whatever in the human franme can be
clearly ascertained. The foundations, therefore, on which the
argunments for the organic perfectibility of man rest, are
unusual | y weak, and can only be consi dered as nere conjectures.

It does not, however, by any neans seem i npossible that by an
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attention to breed, a certain degree of inprovenent, simlar to
that anong aninals, mght take place anong nen. Whether intellect
could be comuni cated may be a matter of doubt: but size,
strength, beauty, conplexion, and perhaps even longevity are in a
degree transmi ssible. The error does not seemto lie in supposing
a small degree of inprovenent possible, but in not discrimnating
between a small inprovenent, the limt of which is undefined, and
an inprovenent really unlimted. As the human race, however

could not be inproved in this way, w thout condeming all the bad
specimens to celibacy, it is not probable that an attention to
breed shoul d ever becone general; indeed, | know of no

well -directed attempts of this kind, except in the ancient famly
of the Bickerstaffs, who are said to have been very successful in
whi t eni ng the skins and increasing the height of their race by
prudent narriages, particularly by that very judicious cross with
Maud, the mil k-maid, by which sonme capital defects in the
constitutions of the famly were corrected.

It will not be necessary, | think, in order nore conpletely
to shew the inprobability of any approach in man towards
inmmortality on earth, to urge the very great additional weight
that an increase in the duration of life would give to the
argument of popul ation.

Many, | doubt not, will think that the attenpting gravely to
controvert so absurd a paradox as the imortality of nman on
earth, or indeed, even the perfectibility of man and society, is
a waste of tinme and words, and that such unfounded conjectures
are best answered by neglect. | profess, however, to be of a
di fferent opinion. Wen paradoxes of this kind are advanced by
i ngeni ous and abl e nen, neglect has no tendency to convi nce them
of their mstakes. Priding thensel ves on what they conceive to be
a mark of the reach and size of their own understandi ngs, of the
extent and conprehensi veness of their views, they will | ook upon
this neglect nmerely as an indication of poverty, and narrowness,
in the nmental exertions of their contenporaries, and only think
that the world is not yet prepared to receive their subline
trut hs.

On the contrary, a candid investigation of these subjects,
acconpanied with a perfect readiness to adopt any theory
warrant ed by sound phil osophy, may have a tendency to convince
themthat in formng inprobable and unfounded hypot heses, so far
fromenl argi ng the bounds of human science, they are contracting
it, so far frompronoting the inprovement of the human m nd, they
are obstructing it; they are throwi ng us back again alnpbst into
the infancy of know edge and weakeni ng the foundations of that
node of phil osophising, under the auspices of which science has
of late made such rapid advances. The present rage for w de and
unrestrained specul ati on seens to be a kind of nental
i ntoxication, arising, perhaps, fromthe great and unexpected
di scoveri es whi ch have been made of |ate years, in various
branches of science. To nmen elate and giddy with such successes,
every thing appeared to be within the grasp of human powers; and,
under this illusion, they confounded subjects where no rea
progress could be proved with those where the progress had been
mar ked, certain, and acknow edged. Coul d they be persuaded to
sober thenselves with a little severe and chasti sed thinking,
they woul d see, that the cause of truth, and of sound phil osophy,
cannot but suffer by substituting wild flights and unsupported
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assertions for patient investigation, and well authenticated
proof s.

M Condorcet's book may be considered not only as a sketch of
the opinions of a celebrated individual, but of many of the
literary nen in France at the beginning of the Revolution. As
such, though nerely a sketch, it seens worthy of attention.

CHAPTER 10

M Godwi n's systemof equality - Error of attributing all the
vices of mankind to human institutions - M Godwin's first answer
to the difficulty arising frompopulation totally insufficient -
M CGodwin's beautiful systemof equality supposed to be realized
- In utter destruction sinply fromthe principle of population in
so short atine as thirty years.

IN reading M Godwi n's ingenious and able work on Political
Justice, it is inmpossible not to be struck with the spirit and
energy of his style, the force and precision of sone of his
reasoni ngs, the ardent tone of his thoughts, and particularly
with that inpressive earnestness of nmanner which gives an air of
truth to the whole. At the sanme tine, it nust be confessed that
he has not proceeded in his inquiries with the caution that sound
phi | osophy seens to require. Hi s conclusions are often
unwarranted by his premises. He fails sometinmes in renoving the
obj ections which he hinself brings forward. He relies too rmuch on
general and abstract propositions which will not admt of
application. And his conjectures certainly far outstrip the
nodesty of nature.

The system of equality which M CGodw n proposes is, without
doubt, by far the nost beautiful and engagi ng of any that has yet
appeared. An anelioration of society to be produced nmerely by
reason and conviction wears rmuch nore the prom se of permanence
than any change effected and mai ntained by force. The unlimted
exercise of private judgenent is a doctrine inexpressibly grand
and captivating and has a vast superiority over those systens
where every individual is in a manner the slave of the public.
The substitution of benevol ence as the master-spring and novi ng
principle of society, instead of self-love, is a consumation
devoutly to be wished. In short, it is inpossible to contenplate
the whole of this fair structure w thout enotions of delight and
adm ration, acconpanied with ardent longing for the period of its
acconplishnent. But, alas! that nmonment can never arrive. The
whole is little better than a dream a beautiful phantom of the
i magi nation. These 'gorgeous pal aces' of happi ness and
inmortality, these 'solem tenples' of truth and virtue will
di ssolve, 'like the baseless fabric of a vision', when we awaken
toreal life and contenplate the true and genui ne situation of
man on earth. M CGodwin, at the conclusion of the third chapter
of his eighth book, speaking of popul ation, says:

There is a principle in hunman society, by which population is
perpetually kept down to the |level of the means of subsi stence.
Thus anong the wandering tribes of Anerica and Asia, we never
find through the | apse of ages that popul ation has so increased
as to render necessary the cultivation of the earth.
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This principle, which M Godwin thus nentions as sone
nmysterious and occult cause and which he does not attenpt to
investigate, will be found to be the grinding | aw of necessity,

m sery, and the fear of msery.

The great error under which M CGodw n | abours throughout his
whol e work is the attributing alnost all the vices and misery
that are seen in civil society to human institutions. Politica
regul ati ons and the established adm nistration of property are
with himthe fruitful sources of all evil, the hotbeds of all the
crimes that degrade mankind. Were this really a true state of the
case, it would not seema hopeless task to renmove evil conpletely
fromthe world, and reason seens to be the proper and adequate
instrument for effecting so great a purpose. But the truth is,
that though human institutions appear to be the obvi ous and
obtrusi ve causes of much mschief to nmankind, yet in reality they
are light and superficial, they are mere feathers that float on
the surface, in conmparison with those deeper seated causes of
impurity that corrupt the springs and render turbid the whole
stream of human life.

M CGodwin, in his chapter on the benefits attendant on a
system of equality, says:

The spirit of oppression, the spirit of servility, and the
spirit of fraud, these are the immediate growth of the
establ i shed adm ni stration of property. They are alike hostile to
intellectual inprovenent. The other vices of envy, nalice, and
revenge are their inseparable conpanions. In a state of society
where nen lived in the mdst of plenty and where all shared alike
the bounties of nature, these sentinents would inevitably expire.
The narrow principle of selfishness would vani sh. No nman being
obliged to guard his little store or provide with anxiety and
pain for his restless wants, each would |ose his individua
exi stence in the thought of the general good. No man woul d be an
enenny to his neighbour, for they would have no subject of
contention, and, of consequence, philanthropy woul d resune the
enpire whi ch reason assigns her. Mnd would be delivered from her
per petual anxi ety about corporal support, and free to expatiate
inthe field of thought, which is congenial to her. Each woul d
assist the inquiries of all

This woul d, indeed, be a happy state. But that it is nerely
an imaginary picture, with scarcely a feature near the truth, the
reader, | amafraid, is already too well convinced

Man cannot live in the mdst of plenty. Al cannot share
alike the bounties of nature. Were there no established
adm ni stration of property, every man woul d be obliged to guard
with force his little store. Selfishness would be triunphant. The
subj ects of contention would be perpetual. Every individual mnd
woul d be under a constant anxi ety about corporal support, and not
a single intellect would be left free to expatiate in the field
of thought.

How little M Godwi n has turned the attention of his
penetrating mnd to the real state of man on earth will
sufficiently appear fromthe manner in which he endeavours to
remove the difficulty of an overcharged popul ati on. He says
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The obvi ous answer to this objection, is, that to reason thus
isto foresee difficulties at a great distance. Three fourths of
t he habi tabl e gl obe is now uncultivated. The parts already
cultivated are capabl e of inmeasurable inprovenent. Myriads of

centuries of still increasing popul ation may pass away, and the
earth be still found sufficient for the subsistence of its
i nhabi t ant s.

| have al ready pointed out the error of supposing that no
distress and difficulty woul d arise froman overcharged
popul ati on before the earth absolutely refused to produce any
nore. But let us inagine for a moment M Godwi n's beauti ful
systemof equality realized in its utnost purity, and see how
soon this difficulty m ght be expected to press under so perfect
a formof society. Atheory that will not admt of application
cannot possibly be just.

Let us suppose all the causes of misery and vice in this
i sland renoved. War and contention cease. Unwhol esome trades and
manuf actories do not exist. Growds no |longer collect together in
great and pestilent cities for purposes of court intrigue, of
conmerce, and vicious gratifications. Sinple, healthy, and
rati onal amusenents take place of drinking, gam ng, and
debauchery. There are no towns sufficiently large to have any
prejudicial effects on the human constitution. The greater part
of the happy inhabitants of this terrestrial paradise live in
ham ets and farnmhouses scattered over the face of the country.
Every house is clean, airy, sufficiently roony, and in a healthy
situation. Al nmen are equal. The | abours of |uxury are at end.
And the necessary | abours of agriculture are shared ani cably
among all. The nunber of persons, and the produce of the island,
we suppose to be the sanme as at present. The spirit of
benevol ence, guided by inpartial justice, will divide this
produce anong all the menbers of the society according to their
wants. Though it would be inpossible that they should all have
ani mal food every day, yet vegetable food, with neat
occasionally, would satisfy the desires of a frugal people and
woul d be sufficient to preserve themin health, strength, and
spirits.

M CGodwi n considers marriage as a fraud and a nonopoly. Let
us suppose the conmerce of the sexes established upon principles
of the nost perfect freedom M Godwi n does not think hinself
that this freedomwould ead to a prom scuous intercourse, and in
this | perfectly agree with him The |ove of variety is a
vi cious, corrupt, and unnatural taste and could not prevail in
any great degree in a sinple and virtuous state of society. Each
man woul d probably select hinmself a partner, to whom he woul d
adhere as long as that adherence continued to be the choice of
both parties. It would be of little consequence, according to M
CGodwi n, how many children a woman had or to whom they bel onged.
Provi si ons and assi stance woul d spontaneously flow fromthe
quarter in which they abounded, to the quarter that was
deficient. (See Bk VIIl, ch. 8; in the third edition, Vol II, p.
512) And every nman would be ready to furnish instruction to the
ri sing generation according to his capacity.

| cannot conceive a formof society so favourable upon the
whol e to popul ation. The irrenedi abl eness of marriage, as it is
at present constituted, undoubtedly deters many fromentering
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into that state. An unshackled intercourse on the contrary woul d
be a nost powerful incitenent to early attachnents, and as we are
supposi ng no anxi ety about the future support of children to
exist, | do not conceive that there would be one woman in a
hundred, of twenty-three, without a famly.

Wth these extraordinary encouragenents to popul ati on, and
every cause of depopul ation, as we have supposed, renoved, the
nunbers woul d necessarily increase faster than in any society
that has ever yet been known. | have nentioned, on the authority
of a panphl et published by a Dr Styles and referred to by Dr
Price, that the inhabitants of the back settlenments of America
doubl ed their nunbers in fifteen years. England is certainly a
nore healthy country than the back settlenments of America, and as
we have supposed every house in the island to be airy and
whol esone, and the encouragenents to have a famly greater even
than with the back settlers, no probable reason can be assi gned
why the popul ation should not double itself in less, if possible,
than fifteen years. But to be quite sure that we do not go beyond
the truth, we will only suppose the period of doubling to be
twenty-five years, a ratio of increase which is well known to
have taken place throughout all the Northern States of Anerica.

There can be little doubt that the equalization of property
whi ch we have supposed, added to the circunstance of the | abour
of the whole community being directed chiefly to agriculture,
would tend greatly to augnent the produce of the country. But to
answer the denands of a population increasing so rapidly, M
Godwi n's cal cul ation of half an hour a day for each man woul d
certainly not be sufficient. It is probable that the half of
every man's tine must be enployed for this purpose. Yet with
such, or much greater exertions, a person who is acquainted with
the nature of the soil in this country, and who reflects on the
fertility of the lands already in cultivation, and the barrenness
of those that are not cultivated, will be very nuch disposed to
doubt whet her the whol e average produce coul d possi bly be doubl ed
intwenty-five years fromthe present period. The only chance of
success would be the ploughing up all the grazing countries and
putting an end alnost entirely to the use of aninal food. Yet a
part of this scheme mght defeat itself. The soil of England wll
not produce much without dressing, and cattle seemto be
necessary to nmake that species of manure which best suits the
land. In China it is said that the soil in sone of the provinces
is so fertile as to produce two crops of rice in the year w thout
dressing. None of the lands in England will answer to this
description.

Difficult, however, as it might be to double the average
produce of the island in twenty-five years, let us suppose it
effected. At the expiration of the first period therefore, the
food, though al nbst entirely vegetable, would be sufficient to
support in health the doubl ed popul ation of fourteen mllions.

During the next period of doubling, where will the food be
found to satisfy the inportunate demands of the increasing
nunbers? Wiere is the fresh land to turn up? Were is the
dressing necessary to inprove that which is already in
cultivation? There is no person with the snallest know edge of
| and but would say that it was inpossible that the average
produce of the country could be increased during the second
twenty-five years by a quantity equal to what it at present
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yields. Yet we will suppose this increase, however inprobable, to
take place. The exuberant strength of the argunent allows of

al nrost any concession. Even with this concession, however, there
woul d be seven nmillions at the expiration of the second term
unprovi ded for. A quantity of food equal to the frugal support of
twenty-one mllions, would be to be divided anong twenty-ei ght
mllions.

Al as! what becones of the picture where nmen lived in the
m dst of plenty, where no man was obliged to provide with anxiety
and pain for his restless wants, where the narrow principl e of
sel fi shness did not exist, where Mnd was delivered from her
per petual anxiety about corporal support and free to expatiate in
the field of thought which is congenial to her. This beautiful
fabric of imagination vanishes at the severe touch of truth. The
spirit of benevol ence, cherished and invigorated by plenty, is
repressed by the chilling breath of want. The hateful passions
that had vani shed reappear. The mighty |aw of self-preservation
expels all the softer and nore exalted enotions of the soul. The
tenptations to evil are too strong for human nature to resist.
The corn is plucked before it is ripe, or secreted in unfair
proportions, and the whole black train of vices that belong to
fal sehood are i mredi ately generated. Provisions no longer flowin
for the support of the nmother with a large fanily. The children
are sickly frominsufficient food. The rosy flush of health gives
place to the pallid cheek and hol | ow eye of m sery. Benevol ence,
yet lingering in a few bosons, makes sone faint expiring
struggles, till at length self-love resunes his wonted enpire and
lords it triunphant over the world.

No human institutions here existed, to the perverseness of
which M Godwi n ascribes the original sin of the worst nmen. (Bk
VIII, ch. 3; inthe third edition, Vol. Il, p. 462) No opposition
had been produced by them between public and private good. No
nonopol y had been created of those advantages which reason
directs to be left in conmon. No man had been goaded to the
breach of order by unjust |aws. Benevol ence had established her
reign in all hearts: and yet in so short a period as within fifty
years, violence, oppression, falsehood, msery, every hatefu
vice, and every form of distress, which degrade and sadden the
present state of society, seemto have been generated by the nost
i mperious circunstances, by |laws inherent in the nature of man,
and absol utely i ndependent of it human regul ati ons.

If we are not yet too well convinced of the reality of this
nmel ancholy picture, let us but look for a nonent into the next
period of twenty-five years; and we shall see twenty-eight
m | lions of human beings without the neans of support; and before
the conclusion of the first century, the popul ati on would be one
hundred and twelve nillions, and the food only sufficient for
thirty-five mllions, |eaving seventy-seven mllions unprovi ded
for. In these ages want woul d be indeed triunphant, and rapine
and nurder rnust reign at large: and yet all this tine we are
supposi ng the produce of the earth absolutely unlimted, and the
yearly increase greater than the bol dest specul ator can inagine.

This is undoubtedly a very different view of the difficulty
arising frompopulation fromthat which M CGodw n gives, when he
says, 'Myriads of centuries of still increasing popul ation may
pass away, and the earth be still found sufficient for the
subsi stence of its inhabitants.'
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I amsufficiently aware that the redundant twenty-ei ght
mllions, or seventy-seven nillions, that | have nentioned, could
never have existed. It is a perfectly just observation of M
Codwi n, that, 'There is a principle in human society, by which
popul ation is perpetually kept down to the |evel of the neans of
subsi stence.' The sole question is, what is this principle? is it
sone obscure and occult cause? Is it sonme nysterious interference
of heaven which, at a certain period, strikes the nmen with
i mpot ence, and the wormen with barrenness? Or is it a cause, open
to our researches, within our view, a cause, which has constantly
been observed to operate, though with varied force, in every
state in which man has been placed? Is it not a degree of msery,
the necessary and inevitable result of the |laws of nature, which
human institutions, so far from aggravati ng, have tended
considerably to mtigate, though they never can renove?

It may be curious to observe, in the case that we have been
supposi ng, how sone of the |aws which at present govern civilized
soci ety, would be successively dictated by the nost inperious
necessity. As man, according to M Godwin, is the creature of the
i mpressions to which he is subject, the goadi ngs of want could
not continue long, before some violations of public or private
stock woul d necessarily take place. As these violations increased
in nunber and extent, the nore active and conprehensive
intellects of the society would soon perceive, that while
popul ati on was fast increasing, the yearly produce of the country
woul d shortly begin to dimnish. The urgency of the case woul d
suggest the necessity of sone nediate measures to be taken for
the general safety. Sonme kind of convention would then be called,
and the dangerous situation of the country stated in the
strongest terms. It would be observed, that while they lived in
the mdst of plenty, it was of little consequence who | aboured
the least, or who possessed the |east, as every man was perfectly
willing and ready to supply the wants of his neighbour. But that
t he question was no | onger whether one man should give to another
that which he did not use hinself, but whether he should give to
hi s nei ghbour the food which was absolutely necessary to his own
exi stence. It would be represented, that the nunber of those that
were in want very greatly exceeded the nunber and means of those
who shoul d supply them that these pressing wants, which fromthe
state of the produce of the country could not all be gratified,
had occasi oned sone flagrant violations of justice; that these
viol ati ons had al ready checked the increase of food, and woul d,
if they were not by sone neans or other prevented, throw the
whol e comunity in confusion; that inperious necessity seened to
dictate that a yearly increase of produce should, if possible, be
obtained at all events; that in order to effect this first,
great, and indi spensabl e purpose, it would be advisable to nake a
nore conplete division of land, and to secure every man's stock
agai nst violation by the nost powerful sanctions, even by death
itsel f.

It mght be urged perhaps by sone objectors that, as the
fertility of the land increased, and various acci dents occurred,
the share of sone nen mght be rmuch nore than sufficient for
their support, and that when the reign of self-love was once
established, they would not distribute their surplus produce
wi t hout sone conpensation in return. It would be observed, in
answer, that this was an inconvenience greatly to be |anented,



Proudly brought to you by www.XionPress.vze.com

but that it was an evil which bore no conparison to the bl ack
train of distresses that would inevitably be occasioned by the
insecurity of property; that the quantity of food which one nan
coul d consunme was necessarily limted by the narrow capacity of
the hunman stomach; that it was not certainly probable that he
should throw away the rest; but that even if he exchanged his
surplus food for the | abour of others, and made themin sone
degree dependent on him this would still be better than that

t hese others shoul d absolutely starve.

It seenms highly probable, therefore, that an adm ni stration
of property, not very different fromthat which prevails in
civilized states at present, would be established, as the best,

t hough i nadequate, renmedy for the evils which were pressing on
the society.

The next subject that woul d cone under discussion, intimately
connected with the preceding, is the conmerce between the sexes.
It would be urged by those who had turned their attention to the
true cause of the difficulties under which the community
| aboured, that while every man felt secure that all his children
woul d be well provided for by general benevol ence, the powers of
the earth woul d be absolutely inadequate to produce food for the
popul ati on which would inevitably ensue; that even if the whol e
attention and | abour of the society were directed to this sole
point, and if, by the nost perfect security of property, and
every ot her encouragenent that could be thought of, the greatest
possi bl e i ncrease of produce were yearly obtained; yet still,
that the increase of food would by no nmeans keep pace with the
much nore rapid increase of popul ation; that some check to
popul ation therefore was inperiously called for; that the nost
natural and obvi ous check seened to be to nake every nman provide
for his own children; that this would operate in some respect as
a neasure and guide in the increase of population, as it mght be
expected that no nan would bring beings into the world, for whom
he could not find the means of support; that where this
notw t hstandi ng was the case, it seened necessary, for the
exanpl e of others, that the disgrace and inconveni ence attendi ng
such a conduct should fall upon the individual, who had thus
i nconsi derately pl Unged hinmself and i nnocent children in msery
and want .

The institution of marriage, or at |east, of sone express or
i nplied obligation on every nman to support his own children,
seens to be the natural result of these reasonings in a comunity
under the difficulties that we have supposed.

The view of these difficulties presents us with a very
natural origin of the superior disgrace which attends a breach of
chastity in the wonman than in the man. It could not be expected
t hat wonen shoul d have resources sufficient to support their own
children. Wien therefore a wonan was connected with a man, who
had entered into no conpact to nmaintain her children, and, aware
of the inconveniences that he mght bring upon hinself, had
deserted her, these children nust necessarily fall for support
upon the society, or starve. And to prevent the frequent
recurrence of such an inconvenience, as it would be highly unjust
to punish so natural a fault by personal restraint or infliction,
the nmen mght agree to punish it with disgrace. The offence is
besi des nore obvi ous and conspi cuous in the wonan, and | ess
liable to any m stake. The father of a child nmay not always be
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known, but the same uncertainty cannot easily exist with regard
to the nother. Were the evidence of the offence was nost

conpl ete, and the inconvenience to the society at the sane tine
the greatest, there it was agreed that the |arge share of bl ane
should fall. The obligation on every man to maintain his
children, the society would enforce, if there were occasion; and
the greater degree of inconvenience or |abour, to which a famly
woul d necessarily subject him added to sone portion of disgrace
whi ch every hunman bei ng nmust incur who | eads another into
unhappi ness, m ght be considered as a sufficient punishnment for
t he man.

That a wonan shoul d at present be al nost driven fromsociety
for an offence which men commt nearly with inpunity, seens to be
undoubtedly a breach of natural justice. But the origin of the
custom as the nost obvious and effectual nethod of preventing
the frequent recurrence of a serious inconvenience to a
comunity, appears to be natural, though not perhaps perfectly
justifiable. This origin, however, is nowlost in the newtrain
of ideas which the customhas since generated. What at first
m ght be dictated by state necessity is now supported by fenal e
del i cacy, and operates with the greatest force on that part of
soci ety where, if the original intention of the customwere
preserved, there is the |least real occasion for it

When these two fundanental |aws of society, the security of
property, and the institution of marriage, were once established,
i nequal ity of conditions nust necessarily follow Those who were
born after the division of property would cone into a world
al ready possessed. If their parents, fromhaving too large a
famly, could not give themsufficient for their support, what
are they to do in a world where everything is appropriated? W
have seen the fatal effects that would result to a society, if
every man had a valid claimto an equal share of the produce of
the earth. The nenbers of a fam |y which was grown too large for
the original division of land appropriated to it could not then
demand a part of the surplus produce of others, as a debt of
justice. It has appeared, that fromthe inevitable | ans of our
nature sone human bei ngs nust suffer fromwant. These are the
unhappy persons who, in the great lottery of life, have drawn a
bl ank. The nunber of these clai mants woul d soon exceed the
ability of the surplus produce to supply. Mral nerit is a very
difficult distinguishing criterion, except in extrene cases. The
owners of surplus produce would in general seek sonme nore obvious
mark of distinction. And it seens both natural and just that,
except upon particul ar occasions, their choice should fall upon
those who were able, and professed themselves willing, to exert
their strength in procuring a further surplus produce; and thus
at once benefiting the comunity, and enabling these proprietors
to afford assistance to greater nunbers. Al who were in want of
food woul d be urged by inperious necessity to offer their |abour
in exchange for this article so absolutely essential to
exi stence. The fund appropriated to the nmai ntenance of | abour
woul d be the aggregate quantity of food possessed by the owners
of land beyond their own consunption. Wen the demands upon this
fund were great and nunerous, it would naturally be divided in
very small| shares. Labour would be ill paid. Men would offer to
work for a bare subsistence, and the rearing of famlies would be
checked by sickness and misery. On the contrary, when this fund
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was increasing fast, when it was great in proportion to the
nunber of claimants, it would be divided in much | arger shares.
No man woul d exchange his | abour w thout receiving an anple
quantity of food in return. Labourers would live in ease and
confort, and woul d consequently be able to rear a numerous and
vi gorous of fspring.

On the state of this fund, the happi ness, or the degree of
m sery, prevailing anmong the | ower classes of people in every
known state at present chiefly depends. And on this happi ness, or
degree of nisery, depends the increase, stationariness, or
decrease of popul ation.

And thus it appears, that a society constituted according to
the nost beautiful formthat imagi nati on can conceive, with
benevol ence for its noving principle, instead of self-love, and
with every evil dispositionin all its nenbers corrected by
reason and not force, would, fromthe inevitable | aws of nature
and not fromany original depravity of man, in a very short
peri od degenerate into a society constructed upon a plan not
essentially different fromthat which prevails in every known
state at present; | nmean, a society divided into a class of
proprietors, and a class of |abourers, and with self-love the
nmai n-spring of the great machine.

In the supposition | have made, | have undoubtedly taken the
i ncrease of population snaller, and the increase of produce
greater, than they really would be. No reason can be assigned
why, under the circunstances | have supposed, popul ation shoul d
not increase faster than in any known instance. If then we were
to take the period of doubling at fifteen years, instead of
twenty-five years, and refl ect upon the | abour necessary to
doubl e the produce in so short a tinme, even if we allowit
possi bl e, we nay venture to pronounce with certainty that if M
Godwi n's system of society was established in its utnost
perfection, instead of nyriads of centuries, not thirty years
coul d el apse before its utter destruction fromthe sinple
princi pl e of popul ati on.

| have taken no notice of emgration for obvious reasons. |f
such societies were instituted in other parts of Europe, these
countries would be under the sanme difficulties with regard to
popul ation, and could admt no fresh nenbers into their bosons.
If this beautiful society were confined to this island, it nust
have degenerated strangely fromits original purity, and
admi nister but a very snall portion of the happiness it proposed;
in short, its essential principle nmust be conpl etely destroyed,
before any of its menbers would voluntarily consent to | eave it,
and |ive under such governments as at present exist in Europe, or
subnit to the extreme hardships of first settlers in new regions.
We well know, fromrepeated experience, how nuch msery and
hardship nmen will undergo in their own country, before they can
determ ne to desert it; and how often the nost tenpting proposals
of enbarking for new settlenments have been rejected by peopl e who
appeared to be al nbst starving.

CHAPTER 11
M CGodwi n's conjecture concerning the future extinction of the

passi on between the sexes - Little apparent grounds for such a
conjecture - Passion of |ove not inconsistent either with reason
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or virtue.

VWE have supported M Godwi n's system of society once conpletely
established. But it is supposing an inpossibility. The sane
causes in nature which would destroy it so rapidly, were it once
establ i shed, would prevent the possibility of its establishnent.
And upon what grounds we can presune a change in these natura
causes, | amutterly at a loss to conjecture. No nove towards the
extinction of the passion between the sexes has taken place in
the five or six thousand years that the world has existed. Men in
the decline of life have in all ages decl ai ned agai nst a passion
whi ch they have ceased to feel, but with as little reason as
success. Those who from col dness of constitutional tenperanent
have never felt what love is, will surely be allowed to be very

i nconpetent judges with regard to the power of this passion to
contribute to the sumof pleasurable sensations in life. Those
who have spent their youth in crimnal excesses and have prepared
for thensel ves, as the conforts of their age, corporeal debility
and nental renorse may well inveigh against such pl easures as
vain and futile, and unproductive of |asting satisfaction. But
the pleasures of pure love will bear the contenplation of the
nost i nproved reason, and the nost exalted virtue. Perhaps there
is scarcely a man who has once experienced the genuine delight of
virtuous | ove, however great his intellectual pleasure nmay have
been, that does not | ook back to the period as the sunny spot in
his whole life, where his imagination |oves to bask, which he
recoll ects and contenplates with the fondest regrets, and which
he woul d nost wish to live over again. The superiority of
intellectual to sensual pleasures consists rather in their
filling up nore tine, in their having a larger range, and in
their being less liable to satiety, than in their being nore rea
and essential .

I nt enperance in every enjoynent defeats its own purpose. A
wal k in the finest day through the nost beautiful country, if
pursued too far, ends in pain and fatigue. The nbst whol esone and
i nvigorating food, eaten with an unrestrained appetite, produces
weakness instead of strength. Even intellectual pleasures, though
certainly less liable than others to satiety, pursued with too
little interm ssion, debilitate the body, and inpair the vigour
of the mnd. To argue against the reality of these pleasures from
their abuse seens to be hardly just. Mrality, according to M
Codwi n, is a calculation of consequences, or, as Archdeacon Pal ey
very justly expresses it, the will of CGod, as collected from
general expediency. According to either of these definitions, a
sensual pleasure not attended with the probability of unhappy
consequences does not offend against the laws of norality, and if
it be pursued with such a degree of tenperance as to | eave the
nost anple roomfor intellectual attainnents, it nust undoubtedly
add to the sumof pleasurable sensations in life. Virtuous |ove,
exalted by friendship, seens to be that sort of m xture of
sensual and intellectual enjoynent particularly suited to the
nature of man, and nost powerfully cal cul ated to awaken the
synpat hi es of the soul, and produce the nost exquisite
gratifications.

M Godwi n says, in order to shew the evident inferiority of
the pl easures of sense, 'Strip the comrerce of the sexes of all
its attendant circunstances, and it woul d be generally despi sed
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(Bk. I, ch. 5; inthe third edition, Vol. |, pp. 71-72). He m ght
as well say to a man who adnmired trees: strip themof their
spreadi ng branches and | ovely foliage, and what beauty can you
see in a bare pole? But it was the tree with the branches and
foliage, and not w thout them that excited admiration. One
feature of an object nmay be as distinct, and excite as different
enoti ons, fromthe aggregate as any two things the nost renote,
as a beautiful woman, and a nmap of Madagascar. It is 'the
symretry of person, the vivacity, the vol uptuous softness of
tenmper, the affectionate kindness of feelings, the imagination
and the wit' of a wonan that excite the passion of |ove, and not
the nere distinction of her being fenmale. Urged by the passion of
| ove, men have been driven into acts highly prejudicial to the
general interests of society, but probably they woul d have found
no difficulty inresisting the tenptation, had it appeared in the
formof a woman with no other attractions whatever but her sex.
To strip sensual pleasures of all their adjuncts, in order to
prove their inferiority, is to deprive a nmagnet of some of its
nost essential causes of attraction, and then to say that it is
weak and inefficient.

In the pursuit of every enjoynent, whether sensual or
intellectual, reason, that faculty which enables us to calculate
consequences, is the proper corrective and guide. It is probable
therefore that inproved reason will always tend to prevent the
abuse of sensual pleasures, though it by no nmeans follows that it
wi || extinguish them

I have endeavoured to expose the fallacy of that argunent
which infers an unlimted progress froma partial inprovenent,
the imts of which cannot be exactly ascertained. It has
appeared, | think, that there are many instances in which a
deci ded progress has been observed, where yet it would be a gross
absurdity to suppose that progress indefinite. But towards the
extinction of the passion between the sexes, no observable
progress whatever has hitherto been made. To suppose such an
extinction, therefore, is nerely to offer an unfounded
conj ecture, unsupported by any phil osophi cal probabilities.

It is atruth, which history | amafraid nakes too clear,
that some men of the highest nmental powers have been addicted not
only to a noderate, but even to an i muoderate indul gence in the
pl easures of sensual love. But allowing, as | should be inclined
to do, notwi thstandi ng nunerous instances to the contrary, that
great intellectual exertions tend to dimnish the enpire of this
passion over nman, it is evident that the mass of manki nd nmust be
i mproved nmore highly than the brightest ornaments of the species
at present before any difference can take place sufficient
sensibly to affect population. | would by no neans suppose that
the mass of manki nd has reached its term of inprovenent, but the
princi pal argunent of this essay tends to place in a strong point
of viewthe inprobability that the | ower classes of people in any
country should ever be sufficiently free fromwant and | abour to
obtai n any hi gh degree of intellectual inprovenent.

CHAPTER 12

M Godwi n's conjecture concerning the indefinite prol ongation of
human life - Inproper inference drawn fromthe effects of nental
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stimulants on the human frame, illustrated in various instances -
Conj ectures not founded on any indications in the past not to be
consi dered as phil osophi cal conjectures - M Godwin's and M
Condorcet's conjecture respecting the approach of man towards
imortality on earth, a curious instance of the inconsistency of
scepticism

MR GODW N S conj ecture respecting the future approach of nan
towards inmmortality on earth seens to be rather oddly placed in a
chapt er which professes to renove the objection to his system of
equality fromthe principle of population. Unless he supposes the
passi on between the sexes to decrease faster than the duration of
life increases, the earth would be nore encunbered than ever. But
leaving this difficulty to M Godwin, |let us examne a few of the
appear ances fromwhich the probable inmortality of man is
i nferred.

To prove the power of the mind over the body, M Godw n
observes:

How often do we find a piece of good news dissipating a

di st enper ? How common is the remark that those accidents which
are to the indolent a source of disease are forgotten and
extirpated in the busy and active? | walk twenty mles in an

i ndol ent and half determ ned tenper and am extrenely fatigued. |
wal k twenty miles full of ardour, and with a notive that
engrosses ny soul, and | cone in as fresh and as alert as when
began ny journey. Enobtion excited by some unexpected word, by a
letter that is delivered to us, occasions the nost extraordi nary
revolutions in our frane, accelerates the circulation, causes the
heart to palpitate, the tongue to refuse its office, and has been
known to occasion death by extrene angui sh or extrene joy. There
i s nothing indeed of which the physician is nore aware than of
the power of the mind in assisting or readi ng conval escence.

The instances here nmentioned are chiefly instances of the
effects of nmental stinmulants on the bodily frane. No person has
ever for a nonent doubted the near, though nysterious, connection
of mind and body. But it is arguing totally w thout know edge of
the nature of stinulants to suppose, either that they can be
applied continually with equal strength, or if they could be so
applied, for a tinme, that they would not exhaust and wear out the
subject. In sone of the cases here noticed, the strength of the
stimul us depends upon its novelty and unexpectedness. Such a
stimulus cannot, fromits nature, be repeated often with the sane
effect, as it would by repetition | ose that property which gives
it its strength

In the other cases, the argunent is froma snall and partia
effect, to a great and general effect, which will in nunberless
i nstances be found to be a very fallaci ous node of reasoning. The
busy and active man may in some degree counteract, or what is
perhaps nearer the truth, may disregard those slight disorders of
franme which fix the attention of a man who has nothing else to
think of; but this does not tend to prove that activity of mnd
will enable a nan to disregard a high fever, the smallpox, or the
pl ague.

The man who wal ks twenty mles with a notive that engrosses
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his soul does not attend to his slight fatigue of body when he
comes in; but double his notive, and set himto wal k anot her
twenty mles, quadruple it, and let himstart a third time, and
so on; and the length of his walk will ultinmately depend upon
nmuscl e and not mind. Powell, for a notive of ten guineas, would
have wal ked further probably than M CGodwin, for a notive of half
amllion. A notive of uncommon power acting upon a frane of
noderate strength woul d, perhaps, nake the man kill hinself by
his exertions, but it would not nake himwal k a hundred mles in
twenty-four hours. This statenent of the case shews the fallacy
of supposing that the person was really not at all tired in his
first walk of twenty mles, because he did not appear to be so,
or, perhaps, scarcely felt any fatigue hinself. The m nd cannot
fix its attention strongly on nore than one object at once. The
twenty thousand pounds so engrossed his thoughts that he did not
attend to any slight soreness of foot, or stiffness of |inb. But
had he been really as fresh and as alert, as when he first set
off, he would be able to go the second twenty mles with as much
ease as the first, and so on, the third, &. Wich |leads to a
pal pabl e absurdity. Wen a horse of spirit is nearly half tired
by the stimulus of the spur, added to the proper nmanagenent of
the bit, he may be put so nmuch upon his nettle, that he would
appear to a standerby, as fresh and as high spirited as if he had
not gone a mle. Nay, probably, the horse hinself, while in the
heat and passi on occasioned by this stinmulus, would not feel any
fatigue; but it would be strangely contrary to all reason and
experience, to argue fromsuch an appearance that, if the
stimulus were continued, the horse would never be tired. The cry
of a pack of hounds will make sone horses, after a journey of
forty mles on the road, appear as fresh, and as lively, as when
they first set out. Were they then to be hunted, no perceptible
abatenent would at first be felt by their riders in their
strength and spirits, but towards the end of a hard day, the
previ ous fatigue would have its full weight and effect, and nake
themtire sooner. Wen | have taken a long walk with my gun, and
net with no success, | have frequently returned hone feeling a
consi der abl e degree of unconfortabl eness fromfatigue. Another
day, perhaps, going over nearly the same extent of ground with a
good deal of sport, | have cone hone fresh, and alert. The
difference in the sensation of fatigue upon comng in, on the
di fferent days, may have been very striking, but on the follow ng
norni ngs | have found no such difference. | have not perceived
that | was less stiff inny linbs, or less footsore, on the
nmorning after the day of the sport, than on the other norning.
In all these cases, stinmulants upon the mnd seemto act
rather by taking off the attention fromthe bodily fatigue, than
by really and truly counteracting it. If the energy of ny mnd
had really counteracted the fatigue of ny body, why should | fee
tired the next norning? if the stimulus of the hounds had as
conmpl etely overcone the fatigue of the journey in reality, as it
did in appearance, why should the horse be tired sooner than if
he had not gone the forty mles? | happen to have a very bad fit
of the toothache at the time | amwiting this. In the eagerness

of composition, | every now and then, for a nonent or two, forget
it. Yet | cannot help thinking that the process, which causes the
pain, is still going forwards, and that the nerves which carry

the information of it to the brain are even during these nonents
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demandi ng attention and roomfor their appropriate vibrations.
The multiplicity of vibrations of another kind may perhaps
prevent their adm ssion, or overcone themfor a tinme when
admtted, till a shoot of extraordinary energy puts all other
vibration to the rout, destroys the vividness of ny argunentative
conceptions, and rides triunphant in the brain. In this case, as
in the others, the mind seens to have little or no power in
counteracting or curing the disorder, but merely possesses a
power, if strongly excited, of fixing its attention on other

subj ect s.

| do not, however, mean to say that a sound and vi gorous m nd
has no tendency whatever to keep the body in a sinmlar state. So
close and intimate is the union of mnd and body that it would be
highly extraordinary if they did not nutually assist each other's
functions. But, perhaps, upon a conparison, the body has nore
ef fect upon the nmind than the m nd upon the body. The first
object of the mind is to act as purveyor to the wants of the
body. Wien these wants are conpletely satisfied, an active mnd
is indeed apt to wander further, to range over the fields of
science, or sport in the regions of. Imagination, to fancy that
it has 'shuffled off this nortal coil', and is seeking its
kindred elenment. But all these efforts are like the vain
exertions of the hare in the fable. The slowy noving tortoise,
the body, never fails to overtake the mind, however widely and
extensively it may have ranged, and the brightest and nost
energetic intellects, unwillingly as they nay attend to the first
or second sumons, nust ultimately yield the enpire of the brain
to the calls of hunger, or sink with the exhausted body in sleep

It seens as if one mght say with certainty that if a
nedi ci ne could be found to inmmortalize the body there would be no
fear of its [not] being acconpanied by the imortality of the
mnd. But the inmmortality of the mnd by no nmeans seens to infer
the imortality of the body. On the contrary, the greatest
concei vabl e energy of mnd woul d probably exhaust and destroy the
strength of the body. A tenperate vigour of mnd appears to be
favourable to health, but very great intellectual exertions tend
rather, as has been often observed, to wear out the scabbard.

Most of the instances which M Godwi n has brought to prove the
power of the m nd over the body, and the consequent probability
of the inmortality of man, are of this latter description, and
coul d such stinulants be continually applied, instead of tending
to immortalize, they would tend very rapidly to destroy the human
frame.

The probabl e increase of the voluntary power of man over his
ani nal frame cones next under M Godwi n's consideration, and he
concl udes by saying, that the voluntary power of sone nmen, in
this respect, is found to extend to various articles in which
other nen are inpotent. But this is reasoning agai nst an al nost
universal rule froma few exceptions; and these exceptions seem
to be rather tricks, than powers that nay be exerted to any good
purpose. | have never heard of any man who could regulate his
pulse in a fever, and doubt much, if any of the persons here
al l uded to have nmade the snall est perceptible progress in the
regul ar correction of the disorders of their franes and the
consequent prolongation of their |ives.

M Godwi n says, 'Nothing can be nore unphilosophical than to
concl ude, that, because a certain species of power is beyond the
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train of our present observation, that it is beyond the limts of
the human mind.' | own ny ideas of philosophy are in this respect
widely different fromM Godwin's. The only distinction that |
see, between a phil osophical conjecture, and the assertions of
the Prophet M Brothers, is, that one is founded upon indications
arising fromthe train of our present observations, and the other
has no foundation at all. | expect that great discoveries are yet
to take place in all the branches of human science, particularly
i n physics; but the nonment we | eave past experience as the
foundati on of our conjectures concerning the future, and, still
nore, if our conjectures absolutely contradict past experience,
we are thrown upon a wide field of uncertainty, and any one
supposition is then just as good as another. If a person were to
tell me that men would ultimately have eyes and hands behi nd t hem
as well as before them | should adnit the useful ness of the
addition, but should give as a reason for ny disbelief of it,

that | saw no indications whatever in the past fromwhich | could
infer the smallest probability of such a change. If this be not
allowed a valid objection, all conjectures are alike, and al
equal Iy philosophical. | own it appears to nme that in the train
of our present observations, there are no nore genui ne

i ndications that nman will becone imortal upon earth than that he
wi Il have four eyes and four hands, or that trees will grow

hori zontally instead of perpendicularly.

It will be said, perhaps, that many di scoveries have al ready
taken place in the world that were totally unforeseen and
unexpected. This | grant to be true; but if a person had
predi cted these di scoveries w thout being guided by any anal ogi es
or indications frompast facts, he woul d deserve the nane of seer
or prophet, but not of philosopher. The wonder that sonme of our
nmodern di scoveries would excite in the savage inhabitants of
Europe in the times of Theseus and Achilles, proves but little.
Persons al nost entirely unacquainted with the powers of a nachine
cannot be expected to guess at its effects. | amfar from saying
that we are at present by any nmeans fully acquainted with the
powers of the human mind; but we certainly know nore of this
i nstrument than was known four thousand years ago; and therefore,
t hough not to be called conpetent judges, we are certainly much
better able than savages to say what is, or is not, withinits
grasp. A watch would strike a savage with as nuch surprise as a
perpetual notion; yet one is to us a nost famliar piece of
nechani sm and the other has constantly eluded the efforts of the
nost acute intellects. In many instances we are now able to
perceive the causes, which prevent an unlimted inprovenent in
those inventions, which seened to promise fairly for it at first.
The original inprovers of tel escopes would probably think, that
as long as the size of the specula and the | ength of the tubes
could be increased, the powers and advantages of the instrunent
woul d i ncrease; but experience has since taught us, that the
snal I ness of the field, the deficiency of light, and the
ci rcunmst ance of the atnosphere being nagnified, prevent the
beneficial results that were to be expected fromtel escopes of
extraordi nary size and power. In many parts of know edge, man has
been al nost constantly maki ng some progress; in other parts, his
efforts have been invariably baffled. The savage woul d not
probably be able to guess at the causes of this mghty
difference. Qur further experience has given us some little
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i nsight into these causes, and has therefore enabled us better to
judge, if not of what we are to expect in future, at |east of
what we are not to expect, which, though negative, is a very
useful piece of information.

As the necessity of sleep seens rather to depend upon the
body than the mind, it does not appear how the inprovenent of the
m nd can tend very greatly to supersede this 'conspi cuous
infirmty' .30 A man who by great excitements on his nmind is able
to pass two or three nights w thout sleep, proportionably
exhausts the vigour of his body, and this dimnution of health
and strength will soon disturb the operations of his
understandi ng, so that by these great efforts he appears to have
made no real progress whatever in superseding the necessity of
this species of rest.

There is certainly a sufficiently marked difference in the
various characters of which we have sone know edge, relative to
the energies of their mnds, their benevolent pursuits, etc., to
enabl e us to judge whether the operations of intellect have any
deci ded effect in prolonging the duration of human life. It is
certain that no decided effect of this kind has yet been
observed. Though no attention of any kind has ever produced such
an effect as could be construed into the smallest senbl ance of an
approach towards inmmortality, yet of the two, a certain attention
to the body seens to have nore effect in this respect than an
attention to the mnd. The man who takes his tenperate neal s and
his bodily exercise, with scrupulous regularity, will generally
be found nore heal thy than the nman who, very deeply engaged in
intellectual pursuits, often forgets for a tinme these bodily
cravings. The citizen who has retired, and whose ideas, perhaps,
scarcely soar above or extend beyond his little garden, puddling
all the norning about his borders of box, will, perhaps, live as
I ong as the philosopher whose range of intellect is the nost
ext ensive, and whose views are the clearest of any of his
contenporaries. It has been positively observed by those who have
attended to the bills of nortality that woren |ive | onger upon an
average than nmen, and, though | would not by any neans say that
their intellectual faculties are inferior, yet, | think, it nust
be allowed that, fromtheir different education, there are not so
many wonen as nen, who are excited to vigorous nental exertion

As in these and simlar instances, or to take a |larger range,
as in the great diversity of characters that have existed during
sone thousand years, no decided difference has been observed in
the duration of human life fromthe operation of intellect, the
nortality of nman on earth seens to be as conpletely established
and exactly upon the sanme grounds, as any one, the nmobst constant,
of the laws of nature. An inmedi ate act of power in the Creator
of the Universe night, indeed, change one or all of these |aws,
ei ther suddenly or gradually, but w thout sone indications of
such a change, and such indications do not exist, it. Is just as
unphi | osophi cal to suppose that the life of man may be prol onged
beyond any assignable linmits, as to suppose that the attraction
of the earth will gradually be changed into repul sion and that
stones will ultimately rise instead of fall or that the earth
will fly off at a certain period to sone nore genial and warner
sun.

The concl usion of this chapter presents us, undoubtedly, wth
a very beautiful and desirable picture, but |ike some of the
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| andscapes drawn from fancy and not imagined with truth, it fails
of that interest in the heart which nature and probability can
al one gi ve.

| cannot quit this subject without taking notice of these
conj ectures of M Godwin and M Condorcet concerning the
i ndefinite prolongation of human Iife, as a very curious instance
of the longing of the soul after imortality. Both these
gentl emen have rejected the light of revelation which absolutely
promi ses eternal life in another state. They have al so rejected
the light of natural religion, which to the ablest intellects in
all ages has indicated the future existence of the soul. Yet so
congenial is the idea of imortality to the mind of man that they
cannot consent entirely to throwit out of their systens. After
all their fastidious scepticisns concerning the only probable
nmode of imortality, they introduce a species of imortality of
their own, not only conpletely contradictory to every |aw of
phi | osophi cal probability, but in itself in the highest degree
narrow, partial, and unjust. They suppose that all the great,
virtuous, and exalted m nds that have ever existed or that may
exi st for sone thousands, perhaps mllions of years, will be sunk
in annihilation, and that only a few beings, not greater in
nunber than can exist at once upon the earth, will be ultimtely
crowned with imortality. Had such a tenet been advanced as a
tenet of revelation | amvery sure that all the enem es of
religion, and probably M CGodwi n and M Condorcet anong the rest,
woul d have exhausted the whole force of their ridicule upon it,
as the nost puerile, the nost absurd, the poorest, the nost
pitiful, the nost iniquitously unjust, and, consequently, the
nmost unworthy of the Deity that the superstitious folly of man
coul d invent.

What a strange and curious proof do these conjectures exhibit
of the inconsistency of scepticism For it should be observed,
that there is a very striking and essential difference between
beli eving an assertion which absolutely contradicts the nost
uni form experi ence, and an assertion whi ch contradi cts nothing,
but is nerely beyond the power of our present observation and
know edge. So diversified are the natural objects around us, so
many i nstances of mghty power daily offer thenselves to our
view, that we may fairly presune, that there are nany forns and
operations of nature which we have not yet observed, or which
perhaps, we are not capabl e of observing with our present
confined inlets of know edge. The resurrection of a spiritua
body froma natural body does not appear in itself a nore
wonder ful instance of power than the germ nation of a bl ade of
wheat fromthe grain, or of an oak froman acorn. Could we
conceive an intelligent being, so placed as to be conversant only
with inanimate or full grown objects, and never to have witnessed
the process of vegetation and growth; and were another being to
shew himtwo little pieces of matter, a grain of wheat, and an
acorn, to desire himto exanmine them to analyse themif he
pl eased, and endeavour to find out their properties and essences;
and then to tell him that however trifling these little bits of
matter mght appear to him that they possessed such curious
powers of sel ection, conbination, arrangenment, and al nost of
creation, that upon being put into the ground, they would choose,
anmongst all the dirt and noisture that surrounded them those
parts which best suited their purpose, that they would coll ect
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and arrange these parts with wonderful taste, judgenent, and
execution, and would rise up into beautiful forns, scarcely in
any respect analogous to the little bits of matter which were
first placed in the earth. | feel very little doubt that the

i magi nary bei ng which | have supposed woul d hesitate nore, would
require better authority, and stronger proofs, before he believed
these strange assertions, than if he had been told, that a being
of m ghty power, who had been the cause of all that he saw around
him and of that existence of which he hinself was conscious,
woul d, by a great act of power upon the death and corruption of
human creatures, raise up the essence of thought in an
incorporeal, or at least invisible form to give it a happier

exi stence in another state.

The only difference, with regard to our own apprehensi ons,
that is not in favour of the latter assertion is that the first
mracle we have repeatedly seen, and the |ast miracle we have not
seen. | admt the full weight of this prodigious difference, but
surely no man can hesitate a nonment in saying that, putting
Revel ation out of the question, the resurrection of a spiritual
body froma natural body, which may be nmerely one anong the nmany
operations of nature which we cannot see, is an event
indefinitely nore probable than the immrtality of man on earth
which is not only an event of which no synptons or indications
have yet appeared, but is a positive contradiction to one of the
nost constant of the |laws of nature that has ever cone within the
observation of nman.

Wien we extend our view beyond this life, it is evident that
we can have no other guides than authority, or conjecture, and
per haps, indeed, an obscure and undefined feeling. Wiat | say
here, therefore, does not appear to ne in any respect to
contradi ct what | said before, when | observed that it was
unphi | osophi cal to expect any specifick event that was not
i ndi cated by some kind of analogy in the past. In rangi ng beyond
the bourne fromwhich no traveller returns, we nmust necessarily
quit this rule; but with regard to events that may be expected to
happen on earth, we can seldomquit it consistently with true
phi | osophy. Anal ogy has, however, as | conceive, great |atitude.
For instance, man has di scovered nany of the |aws of nature:
anal ogy seens to indicate that he will discover nmany nore; but no
anal ogy seens to indicate that he will discover a sixth sense, or
a new species of power in the human nind, entirely beyond the
train of our present observations.

The powers of selection, conbination, and transnutation,
whi ch every seed shews, are truly mracul ous. Who can i nagi ne
that these wonderful faculties are contained in these little bits
of matter? To me it appears much nore phil osophical to suppose
that the mghty God of nature is present in full energy in all
these operations. To this all powerful Being, it would be equally
easy to raise an oak without an acorn as with one. The
preparatory process of putting seeds into the ground is nerely
ordai ned for the use of nan, as one anobng the various other
excitenments necessary to awaken matter into mnd. It is an idea
that will be found consistent, equally with the natural phenonena
around us, with the various events of human life, and with the
successi ve revelations of God to man, to suppose that the world
is a mghty process for the creation and formation of mnd. Mny
vessel s will necessarily cone out of this great furnace in wong
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shapes. These will be broken and thrown aside as usel ess; while
t hose vessel s whose forns are full of truth, grace, and
| oveliness, will be wafted into happier situations, nearer the
presence of the m ghty maker

| ought perhaps again to make an apology to ny readers for
dwel ling so long upon a conjecture which many, | know, wll think
too absurd and i nprobable to require the | east discussion. But if
it be as inprobable and as contrary to the genuine spirit of
philosophy as | own | think it is, why should it not be shewn to
be so in a candid exam nation? A conjecture, however inprobable
on the first view of it, advanced by abl e and ingeni ous nen
seens at |east to deserve investigation. For ny own part | fee
no di sinclination whatever to give that degree of credit to the
opi nion of the probable immortality of man on earth, which the
appear ances that can be brought in support of it deserve. Before
we decide upon the utter inprobability of such an event, it is
but fair inpartially to exam ne these appearances; and from such
an exam nation | think we nay conclude, that we have rather |ess
reason for supposing that the life of man may be indefinitely
prol onged, than that trees may be made to grow i ndefinitely high,
or potatoes indefinitely |arge. Though M Godw n advances the
idea of the indefinite prolongation of human life nerely as a
conjecture, yet as he has produced sone appearances, which in his
conception favour the supposition, he nmust certainly intend that
t hese appearances should be exanmined and this is all that | have
nmeant to do.

CHAPTER 13

Error of M CGodwin is considering nman too nuch in the light of a
being nerely rational - In the conpound being, nan, the passions
will always act as disturbing forces in the decisions of the
under standi ng - Reasonings of M Godwi n on the subject of
coercion - Some truths of a nature not to be conmunicated from
one nman to anot her.

IN the chapter which | have been exam ning, M Godw n professes
to consider the objection to his systemof equality fromthe
principle of population. It has appeared, | think clearly, that
he is greatly erroneous in his statenent of the distance of this
difficulty, and that instead of myriads of centuries, it is
really not thirty years, or even thirty days, distant from us.
The supposition of the approach of man to imortality on earth is
certainly not of a kind to soften the difficulty. The only
argunent, therefore, in the chapter which has any tendency to
renmove the objection is the conjecture concerning the extinction
of the passion between the sexes, but as this is a nere

conj ecture, unsupported by the small est shadow of proof, the
force of the objection may be fairly said to renain uninpaired,
and it is undoubtedly of sufficient weight of itself conpletely
to overturn M CGodwi n's whol e system of equality. | wll,

however, make one or two observations on a few of the prom nent
parts of M Godwi n's reasoni ngs which will contribute to place in
a still clearer point of viewthe little hope that we can
reasonably entertain of those vast inprovenents in the nature of
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man and of society which he holds up to our admring gaze in his
Political Justice

M Godwi n considers nman too nmuch in the |ight of a being
merely intellectual. This error, at |east such | conceive it to
be, pervades his whole work and mixes itself with all his
reasoni ngs. The voluntary actions of men nmay originate in their
opi nions, but these opinions will be very differently nodified in
creatures conpounded of a rational faculty and corpora
propensities fromwhat they woul d be in beings wholly
intellectual. M Godwin, in proving that sound reasoni ng and
truth are capabl e of being adequately comruni cated, exam nes the
proposition first practically, and then adds, 'Such is the
appear ance which this proposition assunes, when examned in a

| oose and practical view In strict consideration it will not
admt of debate. Man is a rational being, etc.' (Bk. I, ch. 5; in
the third edition Vol. |, p. 88). So far fromcalling this a
strict consideration of the subject, | own | should call it the

| oosest, and nost erroneous, way possible, of considering it. It
is the calculating the velocity of a falling body in vacuo, and
persisting init, that it woul d be the sane through whatever
resisting nmediunms it mght fall. This was not Newton's node of

phi | osophi zi ng. Very few general propositions are just in
application to a particular subject. The noon is not kept in her
orbit round the earth, nor the earth in her orbit round the sun,
by a force that varies nerely in the inverse ratio of the squares
of the distances. To nake the general theory just in application
to the revolutions of these bodies, it was necessary to cal cul ate
accurately the disturbing force of the sun upon the noon, and of
the nmoon upon the earth; and till these disturbing forces were
properly estimated, actual observations on the notions of these
bodi es woul d have proved that the theory was not accurately true

I amwilling to allow that every voluntary act is preceded by
a decision of the nind, but it is strangely opposite to what
shoul d conceive to be the just theory upon the subject, and a
pal pabl e contradiction to all experience, to say that the
corporal propensities of man do not act very powerfully, as
di sturbing forces, in these decisions. The question, therefore,
does not mnerely depend upon whether a man nay be nmade to
understand a di stinct proposition or be convinced by an
unanswer abl e argurment. A truth rmay be brought honme to his
conviction as a rational being, though he nay determ ne to act
contrary to it, as a conpound bei ng. The cravings of hunger, the
| ove of liquor, the desire of possessing a beautiful woman, will
urge nen to actions, of the fatal consequences of which, to the
general interests of society, they are perfectly well convinced,
even at the very tine they coomt them Renobve their bodily
cravings, and they would not hesitate a nonent in determning
agai nst such actions. Ask themtheir opinion of the sane conduct
i n anot her person, and they would i nmedi ately reprobate it. But
in their own case, and under all the circunmstances of their
situation with these bodily cravings, the decision of the
conpound being is different fromthe conviction of the rationa
bei ng.

If this be the just view of the subject, and both theory and
experience unite to prove that it is, alnmost all M Godwin's
reasoni ngs on the subject of coercion in his seventh chapter,
wi |l appear to be founded on error. He spends sone tine in
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placing in a ridiculous point of viewthe attenpt to convince a
man' s understanding and to clear up a doubtful proposition in his
m nd, by blows. Undoubtedly it is both ridicul ous and barbarous,
and so is cock-fighting, but one has little nore to do with the
real object of human puni shments than the other. One frequent

(i ndeed nuch too frequent) node of punishnent is death. M Godw n
will hardly think this intended for conviction, at least it does
not appear how the individual or the society could reap nmuch
future benefit froman understanding enlightened in this manner.

The principal objects which human puni shnents have in view
are undoubtedly restraint and exanple; restraint, or renoval, of
an individual nmenber whose vicious habits are likely to be
prejudicial to the society'; and exanple, which by expressing the
sense of the comunity with regard to a particular crinme, and by
associating nore nearly and visibly crinme and puni shnent, hol ds
out a noral notive to dissuade others fromthe conm ssion of it.

Restraint, M Godwi n thinks, may be pernitted as a tenporary
expedi ent, though he reprobates solitary inprisonnent, which has
certainly been the nost successful, and, indeed, alnpbst the only
attenpt towards the nmoral anelioration of offenders. He tal ks of
the selfish passions that are fostered by solitude and of the
virtues generated in society. But surely these virtues are not
generated in the society of a prison. Wre the of fender confined
to the society of able and virtuous nen he woul d probably be nore
i mproved than in solitude. But is this practicable? M Godwin's
ingenuity is nmore frequently enployed in finding out evils than
i n suggesting practical remnedies.

Puni shrment, for exanple, is totally reprobated. By
endeavouring to nmake exanples too inpressive and terrible,
nati ons have, indeed, been led into the nost barbarous cruelties,
but the abuse of any practice is not a good argunent against its
use. The indefatigable pains taken in this country to find out a
nurder, and the certainty of its punishnent, has powerfully
contributed to generate that sentinent which is frequent in the
nmout hs of the conmon people, that a murder will sooner or later
cone to light; and the habitual horror in which murder is in
consequence held will make a man, in the agony of passion, throw
down his knife for fear he should be tenpted to use it in the
gratification of his revenge. In Italy, where nurderers, by
flying to a sanctuary, are allowed nore frequently to escape, the
crime has never been held in the sane detestation and has
consequently been nore frequent. No nman, who is at all aware of
the operation of noral notives, can doubt for a nmonent, that if
every murder in Italy had been invariably punished, the use of
the stiletto in transports of passion woul d have been
conparatively but little known.

That human | aws either do, or can, proportion the punishnment
accurately to the offence, no person will have the folly to
assert. Fromthe inscrutability of notives the thing is
absolutely inpossible, but this inmperfection, though it may be
called a species of injustice, is no valid argument agai nst human
laws. It is the lot of man, that he will frequently have to
choose between two evils; and it is a sufficient reason for the
adoption of any institution, that it is the best node that
suggests itself of preventing greater evils. A continua
endeavour shoul d undoubtedly prevail to make these institutions
as perfect as the nature of themwll admt. But nothing is so
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easy as to find fault with human institutions; nothing so
difficult as to suggest adequate practical inprovenents. It is to
be I anented, that nore nmen of talents enploy their time in the
former occupation than in the tatter.

The frequency of crime anong nmen, who, as the comon sayi ng
is, know better, sufficiently proves, that sonme truths nay be
brought hone to the conviction of the mind w thout always
produci ng the proper effect upon the conduct. There are other
truths of a nature that perhaps never can be adequately
communi cated fromone man to another. The superiority of the
pl easures of intellect to those of sense, M Godw n considers as
a fundanental truth. Taking all circunstances into consideration,
| should be disposed to agree with him but how aml| to
communi cate this truth to a person who has scarcely ever felt
intellectual pleasure? | may as well attenpt to explain the
nature and beauty of colours to a blind man. If | amever so
| aborious, patient, and clear, and have the nost repeated
opportunities of expostulation, any real progress toward the
acconpl i shnent of ny purpose seens absol utely hopel ess. There is
no conmon neasure between us. | cannot proceed step by step.. It
is atruth of a nature absolutely incapable of denbnstration. Al
that | can say is, that the wi sest and best nen in all ages had
agreed in giving the preference, very greatly, to the pleasures
of intellect; and that ny own experience conpletely confirmed the
truth of their decisions; that | had found sensual pleasures
vain, transient, and continually attended with tedi umand
di sgust; but that intellectual pleasures appeared to ne ever
fresh and young, filled up all ny hours satisfactorily, gave a
new zest to life, and diffused a | asting serenity over ny mnd.
If he believe me, it can only be fromrespect and veneration for
my authority. It is credulity, and not conviction. | have not
said any thing, nor can any thing be said, of a nature to produce
real conviction. The affair is not an affair of reasoning, but of
experi ence. He woul d probably observe in reply, what you say nay
be very true with regard to yourself and nany ot her good nen, but
for ny own part | feel very differently upon the subject. | have
very frequently taken up a book and al nost as frequently gone to
sl eep over it; but when | pass an evening with a gay party, or a
pretty worman, | feel alive, and in spirits, and truly enjoy ny
exi st ence.

Under such circunstances, reasoning and argunments are not
i nstruments from whi ch success can be expected. At some future
time perhaps, real satiety of sensual pleasures, or some
acci dental inpressions that awakened the energies of his mnd,

m ght effect that, in a nonth, which the nost patient and able
expostul ati ons night be incapable of effecting in forty years.

CHAPTER 14

M CGodwin's five propositions respecting political truth, on

whi ch his whol e work hinges, not established - Reasons we have
for supposing, fromthe distress occasi oned by the principle of
popul ation, that the vices and noral weakness of nan can never be
whol ly eradicated - Perfectibility, in the sense in which M
Codwi n uses the term not applicable to man - Nature of the rea
perfectibility of man illustrated.
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| F the reasonings of the preceding chapter are just, the
corollaries respecting political truth, which M CGodw n draws
fromthe proposition that the voluntary actions of men originate
in their opinions, will not appear to be clearly established.
These corollaries are, 'Sound reasoning and truth, when
adequat el y comuni cated, nust always be victorious over error
Sound reasoning and truth are capabl e of being so comuni cat ed:
Truth is omipotent: The vices and noral weakness of man are not
invincible: Man is perfectible, or in other words, susceptible of
per petual inprovenent.'33

The first three propositions may be considered a conplete
syllogism |f by adequately comunicated, be neant such a
conviction as to produce an adequate effect upon the conduct, the
maj or may be allowed and the mnor denied. The consequent, or the
omi potence of truth, of course falls to the ground. If by
"adequat el y communi cated' be neant nerely the conviction of the
rational faculty, the najor nust be denied, the mnor will be
only true in cases capabl e of denbnstration, and the consequent
equally falls. The fourth proposition M Godwin calls the
precedi ng proposition, with a slight variation in the statenent.
If so, it nust acconpany the preceding proposition inits fall.
But it may be worth while to inquire, with reference to the
principal argument of this essay, into the particular reasons
whi ch we have for supposing that the vices and noral weakness of
nman can never be wholly overcone in this world.

Man, according to M CGodwin, is a creature forned what he is
by t he successive inpressions which he has received, fromthe
first noment that the germfrom which he sprung was ani mat ed
Coul d he be placed in a situation, where he was subject to no
evil inpressions whatever, though it mght be doubted whether in
such a situation virtue could exist, vice would certainly be
bani shed. The great bent of M Godwin's work on Politica
Justice, if | understand it rightly, is to shew that the greater
part of the vices and weaknesses of nen proceed fromthe
injustice of their political and social institutions, and that if
these were renoved and the understandi ngs of nen nore
enlightened, there would be little or no tenptation in the world
to evil. As it has been clearly proved, however, (at |east as |
think) that this is entirely a fal se conception, and that,

i ndependent of any political or social institutions whatever, the
greater part of mankind, fromthe fixed and unalterable | aws of
nature, nust ever be subject to the evil tenptations arising from
want, besides other passions, it follows fromM Godwin's
definition of man that such inpressions, and conbi nati ons of

i mpressions, cannot be afloat in the world without generating a
variety of bad men. According to M Godwin's own conception of
the formation of character, it is surely as inprobable that under
such circunstances all nen will be virtuous as that sixes wll
cone up a hundred tines foll owi ng upon the dice. The great

vari ety of conbinations upon the dice in a repeated succession of
throws appears to ne not inaptly to represent the great variety
of character that nmust necessarily exist in the world, supposing
every individual to be forned what he is by that conbination of

i mpressi ons which he has received since his first existence. And
this conmparison will, in some neasure, shew the absurdity of
supposi ng, that exceptions will ever beconme general rules; that
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extraordi nary and unusual conbinations will be frequent; or that
the individual instances of great virtue which had appeared in
all ages of the world will ever prevail universally.

| amaware that M Godwin might say that the conparison is in
one respect inaccurate, that in the case of the dice, the
precedi ng causes, or rather the chances respecting the preceding
causes, were always the sane, and that, therefore, | could have
no good reason for supposing that a greater nunber of sixes would
conme up in the next hundred tinmes of throwing than in the
precedi ng same nunber of throws. But, that nman had in sonme sort a
power of influencing those causes that formed character, and that
every good and virtuous nman that was produced, by the influence
whi ch he nust necessarily have, rather increased the probability
t hat anot her such virtuous character woul d be generated, whereas
the coming up of sixes upon the dice once, would certainly not
i ncrease the probability of their comng up a second tine.
adnmit this objection to the accuracy of the conparison, but it is
only partially valid. Repeated experience has assured us, that
the influence of the nost virtuous character will rarely prevai
agai nst very strong tenptations to evil. It will undoubtedly
affect some, but it will fail with a much greater nunber. Had M
CGodwi n succeeded in his attenpt to prove that these tenptations
to evil could by the exertions of man be renoved, | would give up
the conparison; or at least allow, that a nan m ght be so far
enlightened with regard to the node of shaking his el bow, that he
woul d be able to throw sixes every time. But as long as a great
nunmber of those inpressions which formcharacter, |ike the nice
nmotions of the arm renmain absolutely i ndependent of the will of
man, though it would be the height of folly and presunption to
attenpt to calculate the relative proportions of virtue and vice
at the future periods of the world, it rmay be safely asserted
that the vices and noral weakness of mankind, taken in the nass,
are invincible.

The fifth proposition is the general deduction fromthe four
former and will consequently fall, as the foundati ons which
support it have given way. In the sense in which M Godw n
understands the term'perfectible', the perfectibility of man
cannot be asserted, unless the preceding propositions could have
been clearly established. There is, however, one sense, which the
termwll bear, in which it is, perhaps, just. It may be said
with truth that man i s al ways susceptible of inprovenent, or that
there never has been, or will be, a period of his history, in
whi ch he can be said to have reached his possible acne of
perfection. Yet it does not by any neans follow fromthis, that
our efforts to inprove man will always succeed, or even that he
will ever nake, in the greatest nunber of ages, any extraordinary
strides towards perfection. The only inference that can be drawn
is that the precise limt of his inprovenent cannot possibly be
known. And | cannot hel p again rem nding the reader of a
distinction which, it appears to nme, ought particularly to be
attended to in the present question: | nean, the essentia
difference there is between an unlimted i nprovenent and an
i mproverrent the limt of which cannot be ascertained. The fornmer
is an inprovenent not applicable to man under the present |aws of
his nature. The latter, undoubtedly, is applicable.

The real perfectibility of man may be illustrated, as | have
nentioned before, by the perfectibility of a plant. The object of
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the enterprising florist is, as | conceive, to unite size
symmetry, and beauty of colour. It would surely be presunptuous
in the nost successful inprover to affirm that he possessed a
carnation in which these qualities existed in the greatest
possi bl e state of perfection. However beautiful his flower may
be, other care, other soil, or other suns, mght produce one
still nore beautiful.

Yet, although he may be aware of the absurdity of supposing
that he has reached perfection, and though he may know by what
means he attained that degree of beauty in the flower which he at
present possesses, yet he cannot be sure that by pursuing simlar
neans, rather increased in strength, he will obtain a nore
beautiful blossom By endeavouring to inprove one quality, he may
i mpai r the beauty of another. The richer nould which he woul d
enploy to increase the size of his plant woul d probably burst the
cal yx, and destroy at once its symmetry. In a simlar nmanner, the
forcing manure used to bring about the French Revolution, and to
give a greater freedomand energy to the human nind, has burst
the cal yx of humanity, the restraini ng bond of all society; and,
however | arge the separate petals have grown, however strongly,
or even beautifully, a few of them have been nmarked, the whole is
at present a | oose, deforned, disjointed nass, without union,
symmetry, or harmony of col ouring.

Were it of consequence to inprove pinks and carnations,

t hough we coul d have no hope of raising themas |large as
cabbages, we m ght undoubtedly expect, by successive efforts, to
obtai n nore beautiful specinmens than we at present possess. No
person can deny the inportance of inproving the happi ness of the
human speci es. Every the | east advance in this respect is highly
val uabl e. But an experinent with the hunman race is not |ike an
experiment upon inani mate objects. The bursting of a flower nmay
be a trifle. Another will soon succeed it. But the bursting of
the bonds of society is such a separation of parts as cannot take
pl ace wi thout giving the nost acute pain to thousands: and a | ong
time may el apse, and rmuch msery nmay be endured, before the wound
grows up again.

As the five propositions which | have been exam ning may be
consi dered as the corner stones of M Godw n's fanciful
structure, and, indeed, as expressing the aimand bent of his
whol e work, however excellent nmuch of his detached reasoning may
be, he nust be considered as having failed in the great object of
hi s undertaking. Besides the difficulties arising fromthe
conmpound nature of man, which he has by no neans sufficiently
snoot hed, the principal argunent against the perfectibility of
man and soci ety remains whol e and uninpaired fromany thing that
he has advanced. And as far as | can trust ny own judgement, this
argunment appears to be conclusive, not only against the
perfectibility of man, in the enlarged sense in which M CGodw n
understands the term but against any very narked and stri ki ng
change for the better, in the formand structure of genera
soci ety; by which | nean any great and deci ded anelioration of
the condition of the | ower classes of mankind, the nost nunerous,
and, consequently, in a general view of the subject, the nost
i mportant part of the human race. Wre | to live a thousand
years, and the laws of nature to remain the same, | should little
fear, or rather little hope, a contradiction from experience in
asserting that no possible sacrifices or exertions of the rich,
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in a country which had been Iong inhabited, could for any tine
pl ace the | ower classes of the comunity in a situation equal,
with regard to circunstances, to the situation of the comon
peopl e about thirty years ago in the northern States of America
The | ower classes of people in Europe may at sone future
peri od be much better instructed than they are at present; they
nmay be taught to enploy the little spare tine they have in nmany
better ways than at the al e-house; they nmay |ive under better and
nmore equal |aws than they have ever hitherto done, perhaps, in
any country; and | even conceive it possible, though not probable
that they may have nore leisure; but it is not in the nature of
things that they can be awarded such a quantity of noney or
subsi stence as will allowthemall to marry early, in the ful
confidence that they shall be able to provide with ease for a
nunerous famly.

CHAPTER 15

Model s too perfect nay sonetines rather inpede than pronote

i nprovenment - M Godwi n's essay on 'Avarice and Profusion

I npossi bility of dividing the necessary |abour of a society

am cably anong all -lnvectives agai nst | abour nay produce present
evil, with little or no chance of producing future good - An
accession to the mass of agricultural |abour nust always be an
advantage to the | abourer.

MR GODWN in the preface to his Enquirer, drops a few expressions
whi ch seemto hint at some change in his opinions since he wote
the Political Justice; and as this is a work now of sone years
standing, | should certainly think that | had been arguing
agai nst opi nions which the author had hinself seen reason to
alter, but that in sonme of the essays of the Enquirer, M
Codwi n' s peculiar node of thinking appears in as striking a |ight
as ever.

It has been frequently observed that though we cannot hope to
reach perfection in any thing, yet that it nust always be
advant ageous to us to place before our eyes the nost perfect
nmodel s. This observati on has a pl ausi bl e appearance, but is very
far frombeing generally true. | even doubt its truth in one of
t he nost obvi ous exenplifications that would occur. | doubt
whet her a very young painter woul d receive so nuch benefit, from
an attenpt to copy a highly finished and perfect picture, as from
copyi ng one where the outlines were nore strongly nmarked and the
manner of laying on the colours was nore easily discoverabl e. But
in cases where the perfection of the nodel is a perfection of a
different and superior nature fromthat towards which we shoul d
natural |l y advance, we shall not always fail in making any
progress towards it, but we shall in all probability inpede the
progress which we m ght have expected to nmake had we not fixed
our eyes upon so perfect a nodel. A highly intellectual
bei ng, . exenpt fromthe infirmcalls of hunger or sleep, is
undoubtedly a nuch nore perfect existence than man, but were man
to attenpt to copy such a nodel, he would not only fail in naking
any advances towards it; but by unwisely straining to initate
what was inimtable, he would probably destroy the little
intellect which he was endeavouring to inprove.
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The formand structure of society which M Godw n descri bes
is as essentially distinct fromany forns of society which have
hitherto prevailed in the world as a being that can |ive without
food or sleep is froma man. By inproving society in its present
form we are naking no nore advances towards such a state of
things as he pictures than we shoul d nmake approaches towards a
line, with regard to which we were wal king parallel. The
question, therefore, is whether, by |ooking to such a form of
soci ety as our polar star, we are likely to advance or retard the
i mprovenent of the human species? M CGodwi n appears to ne to have
decided this question against hinself in his essay on 'Avarice
and Profusion' in the Enquirer.

Dr Adam Smith has very justly observed that nations as well
as individuals grow rich by parsinony and poor by profusion, and
that, therefore, every frugal man was a friend and every
spendthrift an eneny to his country. The reason he gives is that
what is saved fromrevenue is always added to stock, and is
therefore taken fromthe mai ntenance of |abour that is generally
unproductive and enpl oyed in the maintenance of | abour that
realizes itself in valuable commodities. No observation can be
nore evidently just. The subject of M Godwin's essay is a little
simlar inits first appearance, but in essence is as distinct as
possi bl e. He considers the nischief of profusion as an
acknow edged truth, and therefore nakes his conpari son between
t he avaricious man, and the man who spends his incone. But the
avaricious nan of M CGodwin is totally a distinct character, at
least with regard to his effect upon the prosperity of the state,
fromthe frugal man of Dr Adam Smith. The frugal man in order to
make nore noney saves fromhis incone and adds to his capital,
and this capital he either enploys hinself in the naintenance of
productive | abour, or he lends it to some other person who will
probably enploy it in this way. He benefits the state because he
adds to its general capital, and because weal th enpl oyed as
capital not only sets in notion nore | abour than when spent as
i ncone, but the | abour is besides of a nore valuable kind. But
the avaricious nan of M CGodwin | ocks up his wealth in a chest
and sets in notion no | abour of any kind, either productive or
unproductive. This is so essential a difference that M Godwin's
decision in his essay appears at once as evidently false as Dr
Adam Snmith's position is evidently true. It could not, indeed,
but occur to M Godwi n that some present inconveni ence m ght
arise to the poor fromthus | ocking up the funds destined for the
mai nt enance of |abour. The only way, therefore, he had of
weakeni ng this objection was to conpare the two characters
chiefly with regard to their tendency to accelerate the approach
of that happy state of cultivated equality, on which he says we
ought always to fix our eyes as our polar star.

I think it has been proved in the forner parts of this essay
that such a state of society is absolutely inpracticable. Wat
consequences then are we to expect fromlooking to such a point
as our guide and polar star in the great sea of political
di scovery? Reason woul d teach us to expect no other than w nds
perpetual |y adverse, constant but fruitless toil, frequent
shi pweck, and certain msery. W shall not only fail in making
the snmall est real approach towards such a perfect form of
soci ety; but by wasting our strength of mnd and body, in a
direction in which it is inpossible to proceed, and by the
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frequent distress which we nust necessarily occasi on by our
repeated failures, we shall evidently inpede that degree of
i mprovenent in society, which is really attainable.

It has appeared that a society constituted according to M
Godwi n's systemnust, fromthe inevitable |aws of our nature,
degenerate into a class of proprietors and a class of |abourers,
and that the substitution of benevolence for self-love as the
novi ng principle of society, instead of producing the happy
effects that might be expected fromso fair a nane, woul d cause
the sane pressure of want to be felt by the whole of society,
which is now felt only by a part. It is to the established
adm nistration of property and to the apparently narrow principle
of self-love that we are indebted for all the nobl est exertions
of human genius, all the finer and nore delicate enotions of the
soul, for everything, indeed, that distinguishes the civilized
fromthe savage state; and no sufficient change has as yet taken
place in the nature of civilized man to enable us to say that he
either is, or ever will be, in a state when he nay safely throw
down the | adder by which he has risen to this em nence

If in every society that has advanced beyond the savage
state, a class of proprietors and a class of |abourers nust
necessarily exist, it is evident that, as |abour is the only
property of the class of |abourers, every thing that tends to
di m nish the value of this property nmust tend to di mnish the
possession of this part of society. The only way that a poor man
has of supporting hinself in independence is by the exertion of
his bodily strength. This is the only commodity he has to give in
exchange for the necessaries of life. It would hardly appear then
that you benefit himby narrowing the market for this comodity,
by decreasing the denmand for |abour, and | essening the val ue of
the only property that he possesses.

It should be observed that the principal argument of this
Essay only goes to prove the necessity of a class of proprietors
and a class of |abourers, but by no neans infers that the present
great inequality of property is either necessary or useful to
society. On the contrary, it must certainly be considered as an
evil, and every institution that pronotes it is essentially bad
and inpolitic. But whether a governnent could with advantage to
society actively interfere to repress inequality of fortunes may
be a matter of doubt. Perhaps the generous system of perfect
l'iberty adopted by Dr Adam Smith and the French econom sts woul d
be ill exchanged for any systemof restraint.

M  Godwi n woul d perhaps say that the whol e systemof barter
and exchange is a vile and iniquitous traffic. If you would
essentially relieve the poor nman, you should take a part of his
| abour upon yourself, or give himyour noney, w thout exacting so
severe a return for it. In answer to the first method proposed,
it may be observed, that even if the rich could be persuaded to
assi st the poor in this way, the value of the assistance would be
conparatively trifling. the rich, though they think thensel ves of
great inportance, bear but a snall proportion in point of nunbers
to the poor, and would, therefore, relieve thembut of a snall
part of their burdens by taking a share. Wre all those that are
enpl oyed in the | abours of |uxuries added to the nunber of those
enpl oyed in produci ng necessaries, and could these necessary
| abours be anicably divided among all, each nan's share night
i ndeed be conparatively light; but desirable as such an ami cabl e
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di vi si on woul d undoubt edly be, | cannot conceive any practica
principle according to which it could take place. It has been
shewn, that the spirit of benevol ence, guided by the strict
inmpartial justice that M Godwi n describes, would, if vigorously
acted upon, depress in want and mi sery the whol e human race. Let
us exam ne what woul d be the consequence, if the proprietor were
to retain a decent share for hinself, but to give the rest away
to the poor, w thout exacting a task fromthemin return. Not to
mention the idleness and the vice that such a proceeding, if
general, would probably create in the present state of society,
and the great. risk there would be, of dimnishing the produce of
land, as well as the labours of |uxury, another objection yet
remai ns.

M Godwin seens to have but little respect for practica
principles; but | own it appears to nme, that he is a much greater
benef actor to manki nd, who points out how an inferior good rmay be
attai ned, than he who nerely expatiates on the deformty of the
present state of society, and the beauty of a different state,
wi t hout pointing out a practical nethod, that m ght be
i mredi ately applied, of accelerating our advances fromthe one,
to the other.

It has appeared that fromthe principle of population nore
will always be in want than can be adequately supplied. The
surplus of the rich man mght be sufficient for three, but four
will be desirous to obtain it. He cannot make this sel ection. of
three out of the four w thout conferring a great favour on those
that are the objects of his choice. These persons nust consider
t hensel ves as under a great obligation to himand as dependent
upon himfor their support. The rich man woul d feel his power and
the poor man his dependence, and the evil effects of these two
i mpressions on the human heart are well known. Though | perfectly
agree with M Godwin therefore in the evil of hard |abour, yet |
still think it a less evil, and |less calculated to debase the
human m nd, than dependence, and every history of man that we
have ever read places in a strong. point of viewthe danger to
which that nmind is exposed which is entrusted with constant
power .

In the present state of things, and particularly when | abour
is in request, the man who does a day's work for ne confers ful
as great an obligation upon ne as | do upon him | possess what
he wants, he possesses what | want. W nake an amni cabl e exchange
The poor man wal ks erect in conscious independence; and the m nd
of his enployer is not vitiated by a sense of power.

Three or four hundred years ago there was undoubtedly nuch
| ess labour in England, in proportion to the popul ation, than at
present, but there was nuch nore dependence, and we probably
shoul d not now enj oy our present degree of civil liberty if the
poor, by the introduction of nmanufactures, had not been enabl ed
to give something in exchange for the provisions of the great
Lords, instead of being dependent upon their bounty. Even the
greatest enem es of trade and nanufactures, and | do not reckon
nyself a very determned friend to them nust allow that when
they were introduced into England, liberty came in their train.

Not hi ng that has been said tends in the nost renote degree to
underval ue the principle of benevolence. It is one of the nobl est
and nost godlike qualities of the human heart, generated,
perhaps, slowy and gradually fromsel f-love, and afterwards
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intended to act as a general |aw, whose kind office it should be
to soften the partial deformities, to correct the asperities, and
to snoboth the winkles of its parent: and this seens to be the
anal og of all nature. Perhaps there is no one general |aw of
nature that will not appear, to us at |east, to produce partial
evil; and we frequently observe at the sane tinme, sone bountiful
provi si on which, acting as another general |aw, corrects the
inequalities of the first.

The proper office of benevolence is to soften the parti al
evils. arising fromself-love, but it can never be substituted in
its place. If no man were to allow hinself to act till he had
conpl etely deternmined that the action he was about to performwas
nmor e conduci ve than any other to the general good, the nost
enl i ghtened mnds would hesitate in perplexity and amazenent; and
t he unenlightened would be continually comritting the grossest
m st akes.

As M Godwin, therefore, has not |aid down any practica
principle according to which the necessary | abours of agriculture
m ght be am cably shared anong the whol e cl ass of |abourers, by
general invectives agai nst enpl oying the poor he appears to
pursue an unattai nabl e good through much present evil. For if
every man who enpl oys the poor ought to be considered as their
eneny, and as adding to the weight of their oppressions, and if
the mser is for this reason to be preferred to the man who
spends his incone, it follows that any nunber of nen who now
spend their incomes mght, to the advantage of society, be
converted into msers. Suppose then that a hundred thousand
persons who now enploy ten nen each were to lock up their wealth
fromgeneral use, it is evident, that a mllion of working nen of
di fferent kinds would be conpletely thrown out of all enploynent.
The extensive misery that such an event would produce in the
present state of society M Godwin hinmself could hardly refuse to
acknow edge, and | question whether he mght not find sone
difficulty in proving that a conduct of this kind tended nore
than the conduct of those who spend their incomes to 'place human
beings in the condition in which they ought to be placed.' But M
Codwi n says that the miser really | ocks up nothing, that the
poi nt has not been rightly understood, and that the true
devel opnent and definition of the nature of wealth have not been
applied to illustrate it. Having defined therefore wealth, very
justly, to be the commodities raised and fostered by hunan
| abour, he observes that the niser |ocks up neither corn, nor
oxen, nor clothes, nor houses. Undoubtedly he does not really
lock up these articles, but he | ocks up the power of producing
them which is virtually the same. These things are certainly
used and consuned by his contenporaries, as truly, and to as
great an extent, as if he were a beggar; but not to as great an
extent as if he had enployed his wealth in turning up nore | and,
in breeding nore oxen, in enploying nore tailors, and in building
nmore houses. But supposing, for a nonent, that the conduct of the
m ser did not tend to check any really useful produce, how are
all those who are thrown out of enploynent to obtain patents
whi ch they may shew in order to be awarded a proper share of the
food and rai nent produced by the society? This is the
unconquerabl e difficulty.

| amperfectly willing to concede to M Codwin that there is
much nmore |abour in the world than is really necessary, and that,
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if the lower classes of society could agree anong t hensel ves
never to work nmore than six or seven hours in the day, the
comoditi es essential to human happi ness mght still be produced
in as great abundance as at present. But it is al nost inpossible
to conceive that such an agreenent could be adhered to. Fromthe
principle of population, sone woul d necessarily be nore in want
than others. Those that had large famlies would naturally be
desirous of exchanging two hours nore of their |abour for an
anpl er quantity of subsistence. How are they to be prevented from
maki ng this exchange? it would be a violation of the first and
nost sacred property that a nan possesses to attenpt, by positive
institutions, to interfere with his command over his own | abour

Till M CGodwin, therefore, can point out some practical plan
according to which the necessary |abour in a society mght be
equitably divided, his invectives against |abour, if they were
attended to, would certainly produce nuch present evil w thout
approximating us to that state of cultivated equality to which he
| ooks forward as his polar star, and which, he seens to think,
shoul d at present be our guide in determning the nature and
t endency of human actions. A nmariner guided by such a polar star
is in danger of shipw eck.

Perhaps there is no possible way in which wealth could in
general be enpl oyed so beneficially to a state, and particularly
to the ower orders of it, as by inproving and rendering
productive that land which to a farner woul d not answer the
expense of cultivation. Had M Godwin exerted his energetic
el oquence in painting the superior worth and useful ness of the
character who enpl oyed the poor in this way, to hi mwho enpl oyed
themin narrow | uxuries, every enlightened man nust have
appl auded his efforts. The increasing demand for agricultural
| abour must always tend to better the condition of the poor; and
if the accession of work be of this kind, so far is it from bei ng
true that the poor would be obliged to work ten hours for the
same price that they before worked eight, that the very reverse
woul d be the fact; and a | abourer m ght then support his wife and
family as well by the | abour of six hours as he could before by
the | abour of eight.

The | abour created by luxuries, though useful in distributing
t he produce of the country, without vitiating the proprietor by
power, or debasing the | abourer by dependence, has not, indeed,
the sane beneficial effects on the state of the poor. A great
accession of work from manufacturers, though it nmay raise the
price of |abour even nore than an increasi ng demand for
agricultural |abour, yet, as in this case the quantity of food in
the country nmay not be proportionably increasing, the advantage
to the poor will be but tenporary, as the price of provisions
nmust necessarily rise in proportion to the price of |abour.

Rel ative to this subject, | cannot avoid venturing a few renmarks
on a part of Dr Adam Smith's Wealth of Nations, speaking at the
same time with that diffidence which I ought certainly to feel in
differing froma person so justly celebrated in the politica
wor | d.

CHAPTER 16

Probabl e error of Dr Adam Smith in representing every increase of
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the revenue or stock of a society as an increase in the funds for
t he mai ntenance of |abour - |Instances where an increase of wealth
can have no tendency to better the condition of the Iabouring
poor - England has increased in riches wi thout a proportional
increase in the funds for the maintenance of |abour - The state
of the poor in China would not be inproved by an increase of
weal t h from nmanuf act ures

THE professed object of Dr Adam Smith's inquiry is the nature and
causes of the wealth of nations. There is another inquiry,
however, perhaps still more interesting, which he occasionally
mxes with it, | mean an inquiry into the causes which affect the
happi ness of nations or the happiness and confort of the | ower
orders of society, which is the nost nunerous class in every
nation. | amsufficiency aware of the near connection of these
two subjects, and that the causes which tend to increase the
wealth of a state tend al so, generally speaking, to increase the
happi ness of the | ower classes of the people. But perhaps Dr Adam
Smith has considered these two inquiries as still nore nearly
connected than they really are; at |least, he has not stopped to
take notice of those instances where the wealth of a society may

i ncrease (according to his definition of "wealth') w thout having
any tendency to increase the conforts of the | abouring part of

it. | do not nean to enter into a phil osophical discussion of
what constitutes the proper happi ness of nman, but shall nerely
consi der two universally acknow edged ingredi ents, health, and

t he command of the necessaries and conveni ences of life.

Little or no doubt can exist that the conforts of the
| abouri ng poor depend upon the increase of the funds destined for
t he mai ntenance of |abour, and will be very exactly in proportion
to the rapidity of this increase. The demand for |abour which
such increase woul d occasion, by creating a conpetition in the
mar ket, nust necessarily raise the value of |abour, and, till the
addi ti onal nunber of hands required were reared, the increased
funds woul d be distributed to the sane nunber of persons as
before the increase, and therefore every | abourer would |ive
conparatively at his ease. But perhaps Dr Adam Snith errs in
representing every increase of the revenue or stock of a society
as an increase of these funds. Such surplus stock or revenue
will, indeed, always be considered by the individual possessing
it as an additional fund fromwhich he may naintain nore | abour:
but it will not be a real and effectual fund for the maintenance
of an additional nunmber of |abourers, unless the whole, or at
| east a great part of this increase of the stock or revenue of
the society, be convertible into a proportional quantity of
provisions; and it will not be so convertible where the increase
has arisen nmerely fromthe produce of |abour, and not fromthe
produce of land. A distinction will in this case occur, between
t he nunber of hands which the stock of the society could enpl oy,
and the nunber which its territory can maintain.

To explain nyself by an instance. Dr Adam Smith defines the
wealth of a nation to consist. In the annual produce of its |and
and | abour. This definition evidently includes nmanufactured
produce, as well as the produce of the land. Now supposing a
nation for a course of years was to add what it saved fromits
yearly revenue to its manufacturing capital solely, and not to



Proudly brought to you by www.XionPress.vze.com

its capital enployed upon land, it is evident that it mght grow
ri cher according to the above definition, wthout a power of
supporting a greater nunber of |abourers, and, therefore, without
an increase in the real funds for the. maintenance of |abour.
There woul d, notwi thstanding, be a denmand for |abour fromthe
power whi ch each manufacturer woul d possess, or at |east think he
possessed, of extending his old stock in trade or of setting up
fresh works. This demand woul d of course raise the price of

| abour, but if the yearly stock of provisions in the country was
not increasing, this rise would soon turn out to be nerely

nom nal, as the price of provisions nust necessarily rise with
it. The demand for nanufacturing |abourers mght, indeed, entice
many fromagriculture and thus tend to dimnish the annua
produce of the land, but we wll suppose any effect of this kind
to be conpensated by inprovenents in the instrunents of
agriculture, and the quantity of provisions therefore to remain
the sane. I nprovenents in nmanufacturing machi nery woul d of course
take place, and this circunstance, added to the greater nunber of
hands enpl oyed i n manufactures, would cause the annual produce of
the | abour of the country to be upon the whole greatly increased.
The wealth therefore of the country would be increasing annually,
according to the definition, and m ght not, perhaps, be

i ncreasing very slowy.

The question is whether wealth, increasing in this way, has
any tendency to better the condition of the | abouring poor. It is
a self-evident proposition that any general rise in the price of
| abour, the stock of provisions remaining the sane, can only be a
nomnal rise, as it nmust very shortly be followed by a
proportional rise in the price of provisions. The increase in the
price of |abour, therefore, which we have supposed, would have
little or no effect in giving the |abouring poor a greater
comand over the necessaries and conveniences of life. In this
respect they would be nearly in the same state as before. In one
ot her respect they would be in a worse state. A greater
proportion of themwould be enpl oyed in manufactures, and fewer,
consequently, in agriculture. And this exchange of professions
will be allowed, | think, by all, to be very unfavourable in
respect of health, one essential ingredient of happiness, besides
the greater uncertainty of manufacturing |abour, arising fromthe
capricious taste of man, the accidents of war, and other causes.

It may be said, perhaps, that such an instance as | have
supposed coul d not occur, because the rise in the price of
provi sions woul d i mediately turn sonme additional capital into
the channel of agriculture. But this is an event which may take
pl ace very slowy, as it should be remarked that a rise in the
price of |abour had preceded the rise of provisions, and woul d,

t herefore, inpede the good effects upon agriculture, which the
i ncreased val ue of the produce of the |and mi ght otherw se have
occasi oned.

It might also be said, that the additional capital of the
nation woul d enable it to inport provisions sufficient for the
mai nt enance of those whomits stock could employ. A small country
with a large navy, and great inland accomodations for carriage,
such as Hol land, may, indeed, inport and distribute an effectua
quantity of provisions; but the price of provisions nust be very
hi gh to nake such an inportation and distribution answer in |arge
countries | ess advantageously circunstanced in this respect.
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An instance, accurately such as | have supposed, may not,
per haps, ever have occurred, but | have little doubt that
i nstances nearly approximating to it may be found w thout any
very | aborious search. Indeed | amstrongly inclined to think
t hat Engl and hersel f, since the Revolution, affords a very
striking elucidation of the argunment in question.

The commerce of this country, internal as well as external
has certainly been rapidly advancing during the |last century. The
exchangeabl e value in the market of Europe of the annual produce
of its land and | abour has, w thout doubt, increased very
consi derably. But, upon exam nation, it will be found that the
i ncrease has been chiefly in the produce of I|abour and not in the
produce of | and, and therefore, though the wealth of the nation
has been advancing with a quick pace, the effectual funds for the
mai nt enance of | abour have been increasing very slowy, and the
result is such as mght be expected. The increasing wealth of the
nation has had little or no tendency to better the condition of
t he | abouring poor. They have not, | believe, a greater conmmand
of the necessaries and conveni ences of life, and a nuch greater
proportion of themthan at the period of the Revolution is
enpl oyed in manuf actures and crowded together in close and
unwhol esone roons.

Could we believe the statement of Dr Price that the
popul ati on of Engl and has decreased since the Revolution, it
woul d even appear that the effectual funds for the naintenance of
| abour had been declining during the progress of wealth in other
respects. For | conceive that it nay be laid down as a genera
rule that if the effectual funds for the maintenance of | abour
are increasing, that is, if the territory can naintain as well as
the stock enploy a greater nunber of |abourers, this additional
nunber will quickly spring up, even in spite of such wars as Dr
Price enunerates. And, consequently, if the population of any
country has been stationary, or declining, we may safely infer,
that, however it nmay have advanced in manufacturing wealth, its
ef fectual funds for the maintenance of |abour cannot have
i ncreased.

It is difficult, however, to conceive that the popul ati on of
Engl and has been declining since the Revolution, though every
testinmony concurs to prove that its increase, if it has
i ncreased, has been very slow. In the controversy which the
qguestion has occasioned, Dr Price undoubtedly appears to be much
nore conpletely nmaster of his subject, and to possess nore
accurate information, than his opponents. Judging sinply from
this controversy, | think one should say that Dr Price's point is
nearer being proved than M Howl ett's. Truth, probably, lies
between the two statenents, but this supposition nmakes the
i ncrease of popul ation since the Revolution to have been very
slow in conparison with the increase of wealth.

That the produce of the | and has been decreasing, or even
that it has been absolutely stationary during the [ast century,
few will be disposed to believe. The encl osure of commons and
waste |ands certainly tends to increase the food of the country,
but it has been asserted with confidence that the encl osure of
conmon fields has frequently had a contrary effect, and that
large tracts of land which fornerly produced great quantities of
corn, by being converted into pasture both enploy fewer hands and
feed fewer nouths than before their enclosure. It is, indeed, an
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acknow edged truth, that pasture | and produces a smaller quantity
of human subsi stence than corn |and of the same natura

fertility, and could it be clearly ascertained that fromthe

i ncreased demand for butchers' neat of the best quality, and its

i ncreased price in consequence, a greater quantity of good | and
has annual | y been enpl oyed in grazing, the dimnution of human
subsi stence, which this circunstance would occasi on, night have
count er bal anced t he advantages derived fromthe encl osure of
wast e | ands, and the general inprovenents in husbandry.

It scarcely need be remarked that the high price of butchers
neat at present, and its low price fornerly, were not caused by
the scarcity in the one case or the plenty in the other, but by
the different expense sustained at the different periods, in
preparing cattle for the market. It is, however, possible, that
there m ght have been nore cattle a hundred years ago in the
country than at present; but no doubt can be entertained, that
there is much nore neat of a superior quality brought to narket
at present than ever there was. Wen the price of butchers' neat
was very low, cattle were reared chiefly upon waste |ands; and
except for sonme of the principal markets, were probably killed
with but little other fatting. The veal that is sold so cheap in
sone distant counties at present bears little other resenbl ance
than the name, to that which is bought in London. Fornerly, the
price of butchers, neat would not pay for rearing, and scarcely
for feeding, cattle on land that would answer in tillage; but the
present price will not only pay for fatting cattle on the very
best land, but will even allow of the rearing many, on |and that
woul d bear good crops of corn. The same nunber of cattle, or even
the sane weight of cattle at the different periods when kill ed,
wi Il have consuned (if | may be allowed the expression) very
different quantities of human substance. A fatted beast may in
some respects be considered, in the | anguage of the French
econom sts, 36 as an unproductive | abourer: he has added not hi ng
to the value of the raw produce that he has consumed. The present
systemof grating, undoubtedly tends nore than the former system
to dimnish the quantity of hunman subsistence in the country, in
proportion to the general fertility of the |and.

I would not by any neans be understood to say that the forner
systemeither could or ought to have continued. The increasing
price of butchers' neat is a natural and inevitabl e consequence
of the general progress of cultivation; but | cannot help
thi nking, that the present great denmand for butchers' neat of the
best quality, and the quantity of good land that is in
consequence annual |y enpl oyed to produce it, together with the
great nunber of horses at present kept for pleasure, are the
chi ef causes that have prevented the quantity of human food in
the country from keepi ng pace with the generally increased

fertility of the soil; and a change of customin these respects
would, | have little doubt, have a very sensible effect on the
guantity of subsistence in the country, and consequently on its
popul ati on.

The enpl oynent of nmuch of the nost fertile land in grating,
the inmprovenments in agricultural instrunents, the increase of
large farns, and particularly the dimnution of the nunber of
cottages throughout the kingdom all concur to prove, that there
are not probably so many persons enployed in agricultural |abour
now as at the period of the Revolution. Watever increase of
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popul ation, therefore, has taken place, nust be enpl oyed al nost
whol Iy in manufactures, and it is well known that the failure of
some of these manufactures, nerely fromthe caprice of fashion,
such as the adoption of rnuslins instead of silks, or of
shoe-strings and covered buttons, instead of buckles and netal
buttons, conmbined with the restraints in the market of |abour
arising fromcorporation and parish | aws, have frequently driven
t housands on charity for support. The great increase of the poor
rates is, indeed, of itself a strong evidence that the poor have
not a greater comand of the necessaries and conveni ences of
life, and if to the consideration, that their condition in this
respect is rather worse than better, be added the circunstance,
that a much greater proportion of themis enployed in |arge
manuf actori es, unfavourable both to health and virtue, it nust be
acknow edged, that the increase of wealth of |late years has had
no tendency to increase the happi ness of the |abouring poor

That every increase of the stock or revenue of a nation
cannot be considered as an increase of the real funds for the
mai nt enance of | abour and, therefore, cannot have the same good
ef fect upon the condition of the poor, will appear in a strong
light if the argunent be applied to China.

Dr Adam Snmith observes that China has probably | ong been as
rich as the nature of her laws and institutions will admt, but
that with other laws and institutions, and if foreign conmerce
were had in honour, she mght still be much richer. The question
is, would such an increase of wealth be an increase of the rea
funds for the naintenance of |abour, and consequently tend to
pl ace the | ower classes of people in China in a state of greater
pl enty?

It is evident, that if trade and foreign conmerce were held
in great honour in China, fromthe plenty of |abourers, and the
cheapness of |abour, she might work up nmanufactures for foreign
sale to an imense anount. It is equally evident that fromthe
great bul k of provisions and the amazi ng extent of her inland
territory she could not in return inport such a quantity as woul d
be any sensible addition to the annual stock of subsistence in
the country. Her inmrense amount of manufactures, therefore, she
woul d exchange, chiefly, for luxuries collected fromall parts of
the world. At present, it appears, that no | abour whatever is
spared in the prQduction of food. The country is rather
over -peopl e in proportion to what its stock can enpl oy, and
| abour is, therefore, so abundant, that no pains are taken to
abridge it. The consequence of this is, probably, the greatest
production of food that the soil can possibly afford, for it wll
be general ly observed, that processes for abridging | abour,

t hough they nmay enable a farner to bring a certain quantity of
grain cheaper to nmarket, tend rather to dimnish than increase
t he whol e produce; and in agriculture, therefore, nmay, in sone
respects, be considered rather as private than public advantages.

An immense capital could not be enployed in China in
prepari ng manufactures for foreign trade w thout taking off so
nmany | abourers fromagriculture as to alter this state of things,
and in some degree to dininish the produce of the country. The
demand for manufacturing | abourers would naturally raise the
price of labour, but as the quantity of subsistence would not be
i ncreased, the price of provisions would keep pace with it, or
even nore than keep pace with it if the quantity of provisions
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were really decreasing. The country would be evidently advancing
in wealth, the exchangeabl e val ue of the annual produce of its

| and and | abour woul d be annual ly augnmented, yet the real funds
for the mai ntenance of | abour would be stationary, or even
declining, and, consequently, the increasing wealth of the nation
woul d rather tend to depress than to raise the condition of the
poor. Wth regard to the comand over the necessaries and
conforts of life, they would be in the sane or rather worse state
than before; and a great part of them woul d have exchanged the
heal thy | abours of agriculture for the unhealthy occupations of
manuf acturing industry.

The argunent, perhaps, appears cl earer when applied to China
because it is generally allowed that the wealth of China has been
long stationary. Wth regard to any other country it mght be
al ways a matter of dispute at which of the two periods, conpared,
weal th was increasing the fastest, as it is upon the rapidity of
the increase of wealth at any particular period that Dr Adam
Smith says the condition of the poor depends. It is evident,
however, that two nations might increase exactly with the sane
rapidity in the exchangeabl e val ue of the annual produce of their
I and and | abour, yet if one had applied itself chiefly to
agriculture, and the other chiefly to commerce, the funds for the
nmai nt enance of | abour, and consequently the effect of the
i ncrease of wealth in each nation, would be extrenely different.
In that which had applied itself chiefly to agriculture, the poor
would live in great plenty, and popul ati on woul d rapidly
increase. In that which had applied itself chiefly to conmerce,

t he poor would be conparatively but little benefited and
consequent |y popul ation would i ncrease slowy.

CHAPTER 17

Question of the proper definition of the wealth of a state -
Reason given by the French economi sts for considering al

nmanuf acturers as unproductive |abourers, not the true reason -
The | abour of artificers and manufacturers sufficiently
productive to individuals, though not to the state - A remarkabl e
passage in Dr Price's two volunes of Cbservations - Error of Dr
Price in attributing the happiness and rapi d popul ati on of
Anerica, chiefly, to its peculiar state of civilization - No
advant age can be expected fromshutting our eyes to the
difficulties in the way to the inprovenent of society.

A QUESTI ON seens naturally to arise here whether the exchangeabl e
val ue of the annual produce of the | and and | abour be the proper
definition of the wealth of a country, or whether the gross
produce of the |land, according to the French econom sts, nay not
be a nore accurate definition. Certain it is that every increase
of wealth, according to the definition of the econom sts, will be
an increase of the funds for the naintenance of |abour, and
consequently will always tend to aneliorate the condition of the

| abouri ng poor, though an increase of wealth, according to Dr
Adam Smith's definition, will by no means invariably have the
sane tendency. And yet it nmay not follow fromthis consideration
that Dr Adam Snith's definition is not just. It seens in many
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respects inproper to exclude the clothing and | odgi ng of a whol e
people fromany part of their revenue. Mich of it may, indeed, be
of very trivial and uninportant value in conparison with the food
of the country, yet still it nmay be fairly considered as a part
of its revenue; and, therefore, the only point in which | should
differ fromDr Adam Snmith is where he seens to consider every

i ncrease of the revenue or stock of a society as an increase of
the funds for the maintenance of |abour, and consequently as
tending always to aneliorate the condition of the poor.

The fine sil ks and cottons, the | aces, and other ornanenta
luxuries of a rich country, may contribute very considerably to
augrment the exchangeabl e value of its annual produce; yet they
contribute but in a very snall degree to augment the mass of
happiness in the society, and it appears to nme that it is with
sonme viewto the real utility of the produce that we ought to
estimate the productiveness or unproductiveness of different

sorts of |abour. The French econoni sts consider all |abour
enmpl oyed in manufactures as unproductive. Conparing it with the
| abour enpl oyed upon land, | should be perfectly disposed to

agree with them but not exactly for the reasons which they give
They say that |abour enployed upon land is productive because the
produce, over and above conpletely paying the | abourer and the
farmer, affords a clear rent to the landlord, and that the |abour
enpl oyed upon a piece of lace is unproductive because it nerely
repl aces the provisions that the workman had consuned, and the
stock of his enployer, w thout affording any clear rent whatever.
But supposing the val ue of the wought |ace to be such as that,
besi des paying in the nost conplete manner the workman and his
enpl oyer, it could afford a clear rent to a third person, it
appears to me that, in conparison with the |abour enpl oyed upon
land, it would be still as unproductive as ever. Though
according to the reasoning used by the French econom sts, the man
enpl oyed in the manufacture of lace would, in this case, seemto
be a productive | abourer. Yet according to their definition of
the wealth of a state, he ought not to be considered in that
light. He will have added nothing to the gross produce of the
| and: he has consunmed a portion of this gross produce, and has
left a bit of lace in return; and though he may sell this bit of
lace for three tinmes the quantity of provisions that he consuned
whi Il st he was naking it, and thus be a very productive | abourer
with regard to hinself, yet he cannot be considered as having
added by his |abour to any essential part of the riches of the
state. The clear rent, therefore, that a certain produce can
afford, after paying the expenses of procuring it, does not
appear to be the sole criterion, by which to judge of the
producti veness or unproductiveness to a state of any particul ar
speci es of | abour.

Suppose that two hundred thousand nen, who are now enpl oyed
i n produci ng manufactures that only tend to gratify the vanity of
a fewrich people, were to be enpl oyed upon sone barren and
uncul tivated | ands, and to produce only half the quantity of food
that they thensel ves consumed; they would be still nore
productive | abourers with regard to the state than they were
before, though their |abour, so far fromaffording a rent to a
third person, would but half replace the provisions used in
obtai ning the produce. In their former enploynment they consuned a
certain portion of the food of the country and left in return
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some silks and laces. In their latter enploynent they consuned
the sane quantity of food and left in return provision for a
hundred thousand men. There can be little doubt which of the two
| egaci es woul d be the nost really beneficial to the country, and
it will, I think, be allowed that the wealth which supported the
two hundred thousand nen while they were producing silks and

| aces woul d have been nore useful ly enployed in supporting them
whil e they were producing the additional quantity of food.

A capital enployed upon | and may be unproductive to the
i ndi vidual that enploys it and yet be highly productive to the
society. A capital enployed in trade, on the contrary, nay be
hi ghly productive to the individual, and yet be alnost totally
unproductive to the society: and this is the reason why | should
cal | manufacturing | abour unproductive, in conparison of that
which is enployed in agriculture, and not for the reason given by
the French economists. It is, indeed, alnobst inpossible to see
the great fortunes that are made in trade, and the liberality
with which so many nerchants live, and yet agree in the statenent
of the econom sts, that manufacturers can only grow rich by
depriving themsel ves of the funds destined for their support. In
nmany branches of trade the profits are so great as woul d al | ow of
a clear rent to a third person; but as there is no third person
in the case, and as all the profits centre in the naster
manuf acturer, or merchant, he seens to have a fair chance of
growi ng rich,w thout nuch privation; and we consequently see
large fortunes acquired in trade by persons who have not been
remarked for their parsinony.

Dai | y experience proves that the | abour enployed in trade and
manufactures is sufficiently productive to individuals, but it
certainly is not productive in the same degree to the state
Every accession to the food of a country tends to the inmedi ate
benefit of the whole society; but the fortunes nade in trade tend
but in a renmote and uncertain nmanner to the same end, and in sone
respects have even a contrary tendency. The hone trade of
consunption is by far the nost inportant trade of every nation.
China is the richest country in the world, w thout any other
Putting then, for a noment, foreign trade out of the question,
the man who, by an ingeni ous nmanufacture, obtains a double
portion out of the old stock of provisions, will certainly not to
be so useful to the state as the man who, by his | abour, adds a
single share to the forner stock. The consunabl e comodities of
sil ks, laces, trinkets, and expensive furniture, are undoubtedly
a part of the revenue of the society; but they are the revenue
only of the rich, and not of the society in general. An increase
inthis part of the revenue of a state, cannot, therefore, be
consi dered of the sane inportance as an increase of food, which
forms the principal revenue of the great nass of the people.

Forei gn comrerce adds to the wealth of a state, according to
Dr Adam Smith's definition, though not according to the
definition of the economsts. Its principal use, and the reason,
probably, that it has in general been held in such high
estimation is that it adds greatly to the external power of a
nation or to its power of comrandi ng the | abour of other
countries; but it will be found, upon a near exam nation, to
contribute but little to the increase of the internal funds for
t he nmai nt enance of |abour, and consequently but little to the
happi ness of the greatest part of society. In the natura
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progress of a state towards riches, manufactures, and foreign
comrerce would follow, in their order, the high cultivation of

the soil. In Europe, this natural order of things has been
inverted, and the soil has been cultivated fromthe redundancy of
manuf acturing capital, instead of manufactures rising fromthe

redundancy of capital enployed upon | and. The superi or
encour agenent that has been given to the industry of the towns,
and the consequent higher price that is paid for the |abour of
artificers than for the | abour of those enployed in husbandry,
are probably the reasons why so much soil in Europe remnains
uncul tivated. Had a different policy been pursued throughout
Europe, it mght undoubtedly have been nuch nore popul ous than at
present, and yet not be nore incunbered by its popul ation.

| cannot quit this curious subject of the difficulty arising
from popul ati on, a subject that appears to nme to deserve a ninute
i nvestigation and abl e di scussi on much beyond ny power to give
it, without taking notice of an extraordinary passage in Dr
Price's two volunes of Chservations. Having given sone tables on
the probabilities of life, intows and in the country, he says
(Vol. I'l, p. 243):

Fromthis conparison, it appears with how much truth great cities
have been called the graves of mankind. It nust al so convince al
who consider it, that according to the observation, at the end of
the fourth essay, in the forner volune, it is by no nmeans
strictly proper to consider our diseases as the origina
intention of nature. They are, wi thout doubt, in general our own
creation. Were there a country where the inhabitants led |ives
entirely natural and virtuous, few of themwould die without
neasuring out the whole period of present existence allotted to
them pain and di stenper woul d be unknown anong them and death
woul d corme upon themlike a sleep, in consequence of no other
cause than gradual and unavoi dabl e decay.

I own that | felt myself obliged to draw a very opposite
conclusion fromthe facts advanced in Dr Price's two vol unmes. |
had for sone tinme been aware that popul ation and food increased
in different ratios, and a vague opi nion had been floating in ny
mnd that they could only be kept equal by some species of msery
or vice, but the perusal of Dr Price's two vol unes of
Goservations, after that opinion had been conceived, raised it at
once to conviction. Wth so many facts in his viewto prove the
extraordinary rapidity with which popul ation increases when
unchecked, and with such a body of evidence before himto
el uci date even the manner by which the general |aws of nature
repress a redundant population, it is perfectly inconceivable to
nme how he could wite the passage that | have quoted. He was a
strenuous advocate for early nmarriages, as the best preservative
agai nst vicious manners. He had no fanciful conceptions about the
extinction of the passion between the sexes, |like M Godw n, nor
did he ever think of eluding the difficulty in the ways hinted at
by M Condorcet. He frequently talks of giving the prolifick
powers of nature roomto exert thenselves. Yet with these ideas,
that his understanding could escape fromthe obvi ous and
necessary inference that an unchecked popul ati on woul d i ncrease,
beyond conmparison, faster than the earth, by the best directed
exertions of man, could produce food for its support, appears to
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me as astonishing as if he had resisted the concl usion of one of
the plainest propositions of Euclid.

Dr Price, speaking of the different stages of the civilized
state, says, 'The first, or sinple stages of civilization, are
t hose whi ch favour nost the increase and the happi ness of
manki nd.' He then instances the American col onies, as being at
that time in the first and happi est of the states that he had
described, and as affording a very striking proof of the effects
of the different stages of civilization on population. But he
does not seemto be aware that the happi ness of the Anericans
depended nmuch | ess upon their peculiar degree of civilization
t han upon the peculiarity of their situation, as new col oni es,
upon their having a great plenty of fertile uncultivated land. In
parts of Norway, Denmark, or Sweden, or in this country, two or
three hundred years ago, he m ght have found perhaps nearly the
same degree of civilization, but by no neans the same happi ness
or the sane increase of population. He quotes hinself a statute
of Henry the Ei ghth, conplaining of the decay of tillage, and the
enhanced price of provisions, 'whereby a marvell ous nunber of
peopl e were rendered i ncapabl e of naintaining thensel ves and
famlies.' The superior degree of civil liberty which prevailed
in Anerica contributed, without doubt, its share to pronote the
i ndustry, happi ness, and popul ati on of these states, but even
civil liberty, all powerful as it is, will not create fresh | and
The Americans may be said, perhaps, to enjoy a greater degree of
civil liberty, now they are an independent people, than while
they were in subjection in England, but we nay be perfectly sure
that population will not long continue to increase with the same
rapidity as it did then.

A person who contenpl ated the happy state of the | ower
cl asses of people in America twenty years ago would naturally
wish to retain themfor ever in that state, and m ght think
perhaps, that by preventing the introduction of manufactures and
luxury he mght effect his purpose, but he might as reasonably
expect to prevent a wife or mstress fromgrow ng old by never
exposing her to the sun or air. The situation of new col oni es,
wel | governed, is a bloomof youth that no efforts can arrest.
There are, indeed, many nodes of treatnment in the political, as
wel |l as aninal, body, that contribute to accelerate or retard the
approaches of age, but there can be no chance of success, in any
node that coul d be devised, for keeping either of themin
per petual youth. By encouraging the industry of the towns nore
than the industry of the country, Europe may be said, perhaps, to
have brought on a premature old age. A different policy in this
respect would infuse fresh Iife and vigour into every state.
Wiile fromthe | aw of prinopgeniture, and other European custons,
| and bears a nonopoly price, a capital can never be enployed in
it with nuch advantage to the individual; and, therefore, it is
not probable that the soil should be properly cultivated. And
though in every civilized state a class of proprietors and a
class of | abourers nmust exist, yet one pernanent advantage woul d
always result froma nearer equalization of property. The greater
t he nunber of proprietors, the snaller nust be the nunber of
| abourers: a greater part of society would be in the happy state
of possessing property: and a smaller part in the unhappy state
of possessing no other property than their |abour. But the best
directed exertions, though they nay alleviate, can never renove



Proudly brought to you by www.XionPress.vze.com

the pressure of want, and it will be difficult for any person who
contenpl ates the genuine situation of nan on earth, and the
general laws of nature, to suppose it possible that any, the nost
enlightened, efforts could place mankind in a state where 'few
woul d di e without measuring out the whole period of present

exi stence allotted to them where pain and distenper woul d be
unknown anong them and death woul d come upon themlike a sleep

i n consequence of no other cause than gradual and unavoi dabl e
decay.'

It is, undoubtedly, a nost disheartening reflection that the
great obstacle in the way to any extraordi nary inprovenent in
society is of a nature that we can never hope to overcone. The
perpetual tendency in the race of nan to increase beyond the
neans of subsistence is one of the general |aws of aninmated
nature whi ch we can have no reason to expect will change. Yet,

di scouragi ng as the contenplation of this difficulty nust be to
those whose exertions are laudably directed to the inprovenent of
the human species, it is evident that no possible good can arise
fromany endeavours to slur it over or keep it in the background
On the contrary, the nost bal eful mschiefs nay be expected from
the unmanly conduct of not daring to face truth because it is
unpl easi ng. I ndependently of what relates to this great obstacle,
sufficient yet remains to be done for mankind to animate us to
the nost unremtted exertion. But if we proceed without a

t hor ough knowl edge and accurate conprehensi on of the nature,
extent, and magnitude of the difficulties we have to encounter,
or if we unwisely direct our efforts towards an object in which
we cannot hope for success, we shall not only exhaust our
strength in fruitless exertions and rermain at as great a distance
as ever fromthe sunmt of our wi shes, but we shall be
perpetual ly crushed by the recoil of this rock of Sisyphus.

CHAPTER 18

The constant pressure of distress on man, fromthe principle of
popul ati on, seens to direct our hopes to the future - State of
trial inconsistent with our ideas of the foreknow edge of God -
The worl d, probably, a mghty process for awakening matter into
mnd - Theory of the formation of mnd - Excitenents fromthe
wants of the body - Excitenents fromthe operation of genera

laws - Excitenments fromthe difficulties of life arising fromthe
princi pl e of popul ation.

THE view of human life which results fromthe contenpl ation of
the constant pressure of distress on man fromthe difficulty of
subsi stence, by shewing the little expectation that he can
reasonably entertain of perfectibility on earth, seenms strongly
to point his hopes to the future. And the tenptations to which he
must necessarily be exposed, fromthe operation of those | aws of
nature which we have been exam ning, would seemto represent the
world in the light in which it has been frequently considered, as
a state of trial and school of virtue preparatory to a superior
state of happiness. But | hope | shall be pardoned if | attenpt
to give a viewin sone degree different of the situation of man
on earth, which appears to nme to be nore consistent with the
various phenonena of nature which we observe around us and nore
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consonant to our ideas of the power, goodness, and foreknow edge
of the Deity.

It cannot be considered as an uni nprovi ng exercise of the
human mnd to endeavour to 'vindicate the ways of God to nan' if
we proceed with a proper distrust of our own understandi ngs and a
just sense of our insufficiency to conprehend the reason of al
we see, if we hail every ray of light with gratitude, and, when
no |ight appears, think that the darkness is fromw thin and not
fromw thout, and bow with hunbl e deference to the suprene w sdom
of hi mwhose 'thoughts are above our thoughts' 'as the heavens
are hi gh above the earth.

In all our feeble attenpts, however, to 'find out the
Almghty to perfection', it seens absolutely necessary that we
shoul d reason fromnature up to nature's God and not presune to
reason from God to nature. The noment we al |l ow ourselves to ask
why sone things are not otherw se, instead of endeavouring to
account for themas they are, we shall never know where to stop
we shall be led into the grossest and nost childish absurdities,
all progress in the know edge of the ways of Providence nust
necessarily be at an end, and the study will even cease to be an
i nprovi ng exercise of the human nmind. Infinite power is so vast
and i nconprehensible an idea that the mnd of nman nust
necessarily be bewi ldered in the contenplation of it. Wth the
crude and puerile conceptions which we sonetines formof this
attribute of the Deity, we might inagine that God could call into
bei ng nyriads and nyriads of existences, all free frompain and
i mperfection, all em nent in goodness and wi sdom all capabl e of
t he hi ghest enjoynents, and unnunbered as the points throughout
infinite space. But when fromthese vain and extravagant dreans
of fancy, we turn our eyes to the book of nature, where al one we
can read Cod as he is, we see a constant succession of sentient
bei ngs, rising apparently fromso nmany specks of matter, going
through a I ong and sonetines painful process in this world, but
many of themattaining, ere the termnation of it, such high
qualities and powers as seemto indicate their fitness for sone
superior state. Qught we not then to correct our crude and
puerile ideas of infinite Power fromthe contenplation of what we
actually see existing? Can we judge of the Creator but fromhis
creation? And, unless we wish to exalt the power of CGod at the
expense of his goodness, ought we not to conclude that even to
the great Creator, almighty as he is, a certain process nay be
necessary, a certain tine (or at |east what appears to us as
time) nmay be requisite, in order to formbeings with those
exalted qualities of mind which will fit themfor his high
pur poses?

A state of trial seens to inply a previously formed existence
that does not agree with the appearance of man in infancy and
i ndi cates sonething |ike suspicion and want of foreknow edge,

i nconsi stent with those ideas which we wi sh to cherish of the
Suprene Being. | should be inclined, therefore, as | have hinted
before, to consider the world and this |life as the mghty process
of God, not for the trial, but for the creation and fornation of
m nd, a process necessary to awaken inert, chaotic matter into
spirit, to sublimate the dust of the earth into soul, to elicit
an ethereal spark fromthe clod of clay. And in this view of the
subj ect, the various inpressions and excitenents which man
receives through life may be considered as the form ng hand of
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his Creator, acting by general |aws, and awakeni ng his sl uggish
exi stence, by the animating touches of the Divinity, into a
capacity of superior enjoynent. The original sin of man is the
torpor and corruption of the chaotic matter in which he nay be
said to be born

It could answer no good purpose to enter into the question
whet her m nd be a distinct substance fromnatter, or only a finer
formof it. The question is, perhaps, after all, a question
merely of words. Mnd is as essentially mnd, whether fornmed from
matter or any other substance. W know from experience that sou
and body are nost intimately united, and every appearance seens
to indicate that they grow frominfancy together. It would be a
supposition attended with very little probability to believe that
a conplete and full formed spirit existed in every infant, but
that it was clogged and inpeded in its operations during the
first twenty years of life by the weakness, or hebetude, of the
organs in which it was enclosed. As we shall all be disposed to
agree that God is the creator of mind as well as of body, and as
they both seemto be form ng and unfol ding thensel ves at the sane
tinme, it cannot appear inconsistent either with reason or
revelation, if it appear to be consistent with phenomena of
nature, to suppose that God is constantly occupied in form ng
m nd out of matter and that the various inpressions that man
receives through life is the process for that purpose. The
enpl oynment is surely worthy of the highest attributes of the
Deity.

This view of the state of man on earth will not seemto be
unattended with probability, if, judging fromthe little
experi ence we have of the nature of mnd, it shall appear upon
i nvestigation that the phenonena around us, and the various
events of human |ife, seempeculiarly calculated to pronote this
great end, and especially if, upon this supposition, we can
account, even to our own narrow understandi ngs, for nany of those
roughnesses and inequalities in Iife which querul ous man too
frequently makes the subject of his conplaint against the God of
nat ure.

The first great awakeners of the mind seemto be the wants of
the body. (It was ny intention to have entered at some |ength
into this subject as a kind of second part to the Essay. A long
interruption, fromparticular business, has obliged ne to |ay
aside this intention, at least for the present. | shall now,
therefore, only give a sketch of a few of the | eading
circunst ances that appear to ne to favour the general supposition
that | have advanced.) They are the first stimulants that rouse
the brain of infant man into sentient activity, and such seens to
be the sl uggi shness of original matter that unless by a peculiar
course of excitenents other wants, equally powerful, are
generated, these stinulants seem even afterwards, to be
necessary to continue that activity which they first awakened.
The savage woul d sl unber for ever under his tree unless he were
roused fromhis torpor by the cravings of hunger or the pinchings
of cold, and the exertions that he nakes to avoid these evils, by
procuring food, and building hinself a covering, are the
exercises which formand keep in notion his faculties, which
ot herwi se would sink into listless inactivity. Fromall that
experience has taught us concerning the structure of the hunan
mnd, if those stinmulants to exertion which arise fromthe wants
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of the body were renoved fromthe mass of mankind, we have nuch
nore reason to think that they would be sunk to the I evel of
brutes, froma deficiency of excitenents, than that they would be
rai sed to the rank of phil osophers by the possession of |eisure.
In those countries where nature is the nost redundant in

spont aneous produce the inhabitants will not be found the nost
remarkabl e for acuteness of intellect. Necessity has been with
great truth called the nmother of invention. Sone of the nobl est
exertions of the human m nd have been set in notion by the
necessity of satisfying the wants of the body. Want has not
unfrequently given wings to the inagination of the poet, pointed
the flow ng periods of the historian, and added acuteness to the
researches of the philosopher, and though there are undoubtedly
many mnds at present so far inproved by the various excitenents
of know edge, or of social synpathy, that they would not rel apse
into listlessness if their bodily stimulants were renoved, yet it
can scarcely be doubted that these stinulants could not be

wi thdrawn fromthe nass of manki nd w t hout producing a genera
and fatal torpor, destructive of all the gerns of future

i nprovemnent .

Locke, if | recollect, says that the endeavour to avoid pain
rather than the pursuit of pleasure is the great stimulus to
action in life: and that in looking to any particul ar pl easure,
we shall not be roused into action in order to obtain it, til
the contenplation of it has continued so long as to anmbunt to a
sensation of pain or uneasiness under the absence of it. To avoid
evil and to pursue good seemto be the great duty and busi ness of
man, and this world appears to be peculiarly calculated to afford
opportunity of the nost unremtted exertion of this kind, and it
is by this exertion, by these stinulants, that mind is fornmed. If
Locke's idea be just, and there is great reason to think that it
is, evil seens to be necessary to create exertion, and exertion
seens evidently necessary to create nind.

The necessity of food for the support of life gives rise,
probably, to a greater quantity of exertion than any other want,
bodily or nental. The Suprenme Being has ordained that the earth
shal | not produce good in great quantities till nuch preparatory
| abour and ingenuity has been exercised upon its surface. There
is no conceivabl e connection to our conprehensions, between the
seed and the plant or tree that rises fromit. The Suprene
Creator mght, undoubtedly, raise up plants of all kinds, for the
use of his creatures, wi thout the assistance of those little bits
of matter, which we call seed, or even without the assisting
| abour and attention of nman. The processes of ploughing and
clearing the ground, of collecting and sowi ng seeds, are not
surely for the assistance of God in his creation, but are nade
previously necessary to the enjoynent of the blessings of life,
in order to rouse man into action, and formhis mnd to reason

To furnish the nost unrenmitted excitenents of this kind, and
to urge man to further the graci ous desi gns of Providence by the
full cultivation of the earth, it has been ordai ned that
popul ati on shoul d i ncrease much faster than food. This genera
law (as it has appeared in the former parts of this Essay)
undoubt edl y produces much partial evil, but alittle reflection
nmay, perhaps, satisfy us, that it produces a great overbal ance of
good. Strong excitenents seem necessary to create exertion, and
to direct this exertion, and formthe reasoning faculty, it seens
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absol utely necessary, that the Suprenme Being shoul d act al ways
according to general |aws. The constancy of the |laws of nature,

or the certainty with which we may expect the sane effects from
the sane causes, is the foundation of the faculty of reason. If
in the ordinary course of things, the finger of God were
frequently visible, or to speak nore correctly, if God were
frequently to change his purpose (for the finger of God is,

i ndeed, visible in every blade of grass that we see), a general
and fatal torpor of the human faculties woul d probably ensue;
even the bodily wants of mankind woul d cease to stinulate themto
exertion, could they not reasonably expect that if their efforts
were well directed they would be crowned with success. The
constancy of the laws of nature is the foundation of the industry
and foresight of the husbandman, the indefatigable ingenuity of
the artificer, the skilful researches of the physician and

anatom st, and the watchful observation and patient investigation
of the natural philosopher. To this constancy we owe all the
greatest and noblest efforts of intellect. To this constancy we
owe the imortal mnd of a Newton.

As the reasons, therefore, for the constancy of the |aws of
nature seem even to our understandings, obvious and striking; if
we return to the principle of populati on and consider man as he
really is, inert, sluggish, and averse from|labour, unless
conmpel l ed by necessity (and it is surely the height of folly to
talk of man, according to our crude fancies of what he m ght be),
we may pronounce with certainty that the world woul d not have
been peopled, but for the superiority of the power of popul ation
to the neans of subsistence. Strong and constantly operative as
this stimulus is on nman to urge himto the cultivation of the
earth, if we still see that cultivation proceeds very slowy, we
may fairly conclude that a | ess stinmulus would have been
i nsufficient. Even under the operation of this constant
excitenent, savages will inhabit countries of the greatest
natural fertility for a long period before they betake thensel ves
to pasturage or agriculture. Had popul ati on and food increased in
the sane ratio, it is probable that nman m ght never have energed
fromthe savage state. But supposing the earth once well peopled
an Al exander, a Julius Caesar, a Tanberlane, or a bl oody
revol ution mght irrecoverably thin the human race, and defeat
the great designs of the Greator. The ravages of a contagi ous
di sorder would be felt for ages; and an earthquake m ght unpeopl e
a region for ever. The principle, according to which popul ation
i ncreases, prevents the vices of mankind, or the accidents of
nature, the partial evils arising fromgeneral |aws, from
obstructing the high purpose of the creation. It keeps the
i nhabitants of the earth always fully up to the level of the
neans of subsistence; and is constantly acting upon nman as a
power ful stunulus, urging himto the further cultivation of the
earth, and to enable it, consequently, to support a nore extended
popul ation. But it is inmpossible that this | aw can operate, and
produce the effects apparently intended by the Suprene Being,
wi t hout occasioning partial evil. Unless the principle of
popul ation were to be altered according to the circunstances of
each separate country (which would not only be contrary to our
uni versal experience, with regard to the laws of nature, but
woul d contradict even our own reason, which sees the absolute
necessity of general laws for the formation of intellect), it is
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evident that the same principle which, seconded by industry, wll
people a fertile region in a few years nust produce distress in
countries that have been | ong inhabited.

It seens, however, every way probable that even the
acknow edged difficulties occasioned by the |aw of popul ation
tend rather to pronote than inpede the general purpose of
Provi dence. They excite universal exertion and contribute to that
infinite variety of situations, and consequently of inpressions,
whi ch seens upon the whole favourable to the growth of mnd. It
is probable, that too great or too little excitenment, extremne
poverty, or too great riches may be ali ke unfavourable in this
respect. The middl e regions of society seemto be best suited to
intellectual inprovenent, but it is contrary to the anal ogy of
all nature to expect that the whole of society can be a nmddle
regi on. The tenperate zones of the earth seemto be the nost
favourable to the nmental and corporal energies of nman, but al
cannot be tenperate zones. A world, warmed and enli ghtened but by
one sun, must fromthe |laws of natter have sone parts chilled by
perpetual frosts and others scorched by perpetual heats. Every
pi ece of nmatter lying on a surface nust have an upper and an
under side, all the particles cannot be in the nmddle. The nost
val uabl e parts of an oak, to a tinber nmerchant, are not either
the roots or the branches, but these are absolutely necessary to
the existence of the mddle part, or stem which is the object in
request. The tinmber merchant could not possibly expect to nake an
oak grow wi thout roots or branches, but if he could find out a
node of cultivation which would cause nore of the substance to go
to stem and less to root and branch, he would be right to exert
hinself in bringing such a systeminto general use.

In the sane manner, though we cannot possibly expect to
excl ude riches and poverty fromsociety, yet if we could find out
a node of governnent by which the nunbers in the extrene regions
woul d be | essened and the nunbers in the mddl e regions
i ncreased, it would be undoubtedly our duty to adopt it. It is
not, however, inprobable that as in the oak, the roots and
branches coul d not be di m nished very greatly without weakening
the vigorous circulation of the sap in the stem so in society
the extrene parts could not be dimnished beyond a certain degree
wi t hout | essening that ani mated exertion throughout the mddle
parts, which is the very cause that they are the nost favourable
to the growth of intellect. If no man could hope to rise or fear
to fall, in society, if industry did not bring with it its reward
and idleness its punishnent, the mddle parts would not certainly
be what they now are. In reasoning upon this subject, it is
evident that we ought to consider chiefly the nmass of manki nd and
not individual instances. There are undoubtedly many m nds, and
there ought to be many, according to the chances out of so great
a mass, that, having been vivified early by a peculiar course of
excitenents, would not need the constant action of narrow notives
to continue themin activity. But if we were to revi ewthe
various useful discoveries, the valuable witings, and other
| audabl e exertions of mankind, | believe we should find that nore
were to be attributed to the narrow notives that operate upon the
many than to the apparently nore enlarged notives that operate
upon the few.

Leisure is, without doubt, highly valuable to man, but taking
nman as he is, the probability seens to be that in the greater
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nunber of instances it will produce evil rather than good. It has
been not infrequently renarked that talents are nbre comon anong
younger brothers than anong el der brothers, but it can scarcely
be i magi ned that younger brothers are, upon an average, born wth
a greater original susceptibility of parts. The difference, if
there really is any observable difference, can only arise from
their different situations. Exertion and activity are in genera
absol utely necessary in one case and are only optional in the

ot her.

That the difficulties of life contribute to generate talents,
every day's experience nust convince us. The exertions that men
find it necessary to nake, in order to support thensel ves or
famlies, frequently awaken faculties that m ght otherw se have
lain for ever dormant, and it has been commonly remarked that new
and extraordinary situations generally create mnds adequate to
grapple with the difficulties in which they are invol ved.

CHAPTER 19

The sorrows of life necessary to soften and humani ze the heart -
The excitenent of social synpathy often produce characters of a
hi gher order than the nere possessors of talents - Mral evi
probably necessary to the production of noral excellence -
Excitements fromintellectual wants continually kept up by the
infinite variety of nature, and the obscurity that involves

net aphysi cal subjects - The difficulties in revelation to be
accounted for upon this principle - The degree of evidence which
the scriptures contain, probably, best suited to the inprovenents
of the hunman faculties, and the noral amerlioration of nankind -
The idea that mind is created by excitenents seens to account for
t he existence of natural and noral evil.

THE sorrows and distresses of |ife form another class of
excitenments, which seemto be necessary, by a peculiar train of

i mpressions, to soften and humani ze the heart, to awaken socia
synpathy, to generate all the Christian virtues, and to afford
scope for the anple exertion of benevol ence. The general tendency
of an uniformcourse of prosperity is rather to degrade than
exalt the character. The heart that has never known sorrow itself
will seldombe feelingly alive to the pains and pl easures, the
wants and wi shes, of its fellow beings. It will sel dom be
overflowing with that warnmth of brotherly |love, those kind and
am abl e affections, which dignify the human character even nore
than the possession of the highest talents. Talents, indeed,

t hough undoubtedly a very promnent and fine feature of mnd, can
by no neans be considered as constituting the whole of it. There
are many mnds whi ch have not been exposed to those excitenents
that usually formtalents, that have yet been vivified to a high
degree by the excitements of social synpathy. In every rank of
life, in the lowest as frequently as in the highest, characters
are to be found overflowing with the mlk of human ki ndness,
breathing | ove towards God and man, and, though w thout those
peculiar powers of mind called talents, evidently holding a

hi gher rank in the scal e of beings than many who possess them
Evangel i cal charity, meekness, piety, and all that class of
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virtues distinguished particularly by the nane of Christian
virtues do not seemnecessarily to include abilities; yet a soul
possessed of these am able qualities, a soul awakened and
vivified by these delightful synpathies, seens to hold a nearer
commerce with the skies than nere acuteness of intellect.

The greatest talents have been frequently m sapplied and have
produced evil proportionate to the extent of their powers. Both
reason and revel ati on seemto assure us that such mnds will be
condemed to eternal death, but while on earth, these vicious
instruments performed their part in the great nass of
i npressions, by the disgust and abhorrence which they excited. It
seens highly probable that noral evil is absolutely necessary to
the production of noral excellence. A being with only good pl aced
inviewnay be justly said to be inpelled by a blind necessity.
The pursuit of good in this case can be no indication of virtuous
propensities. It mght be said, perhaps, that infinite Wsdom
cannot want such an indication as outward action, but would
foreknow with certainly whether the being would choose good or
evil. This mght be a plausible argunment agai nst a state of
trial, but will not hold against the supposition that mnd in
this world is in a state of formation. Upon this idea, the being
that has seen noral evil and has felt disapprobation and di sgust
at it is essentially different fromthe being that has seen only
good. They are pieces of clay that have received distinct
i mpressions: they nust, therefore, necessarily be in different
shapes; or, even if we allow themboth to have the same | ovely
formof virtue, it nust be acknow edged that one has undergone
the further process, necessary to give firmess and durability to
its substance, while the other is still exposed to injury, and
liable to be broken by every accidental inpulse. An ardent |ove
and admiration of virtue seens to inply the existence of
sonet hing opposite to it, and it seens highly probable that the
sanme beauty of form and substance, the sanme perfection of
character, could not be generated w thout the inpressions of
di sapprobati on which arise fromthe spectacle of noral evil

Wien the mind has been awakened into activity by the
passions, and the wants of the body, intellectual wants ari se;
and the desire of know edge, and the inpatience under ignorance,
forma new and i nportant class of excitements. Every part of
nature seens peculiarly calculated to furnish stinulants to
nental exertion of this kind, and to offer inexhaustible food for
the nost unrenitted inquiry. Qur nortal Bard says of O eopatra:

Cust om cannot stale
Her infinite variety.

The expression, when applied to any one object, may be considered
as a poetical anplification, but it is accurately true when
applied to nature. Infinite variety seens, indeed, emnently her
characteristic feature. The shades that are here and there
bl ended in the picture give spirit, life, and prom nence to her
exuberant beauties, and those roughnesses and i nequalities, those
inferior parts that support the superior, though they sonetines
of fend the fastidi ous mcroscopic eye of short-sighted nan,
contribute to the symmetry, grace, and fair proportion of the
whol e.

The infinite variety of the forms and operations of nature,
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besi des tending imredi ately to awaken and i nprove the mind by the
variety of inpressions that it creates, opens other fertile
sources of inproverment by offering so wide and extensive a field
for investigation and research. Uniform undiversified perfection
coul d not possess the sane awakeni ng powers. Wen we endeavour
then to contenplate the system of the universe, when we think of
the stars as the suns of other systens scattered throughout
infinite space, when we reflect that we do not probably see a
mllionth part of those bright orbs that are beaming |ight and
life to unnunbered worlds, when our mnds, unable to grasp the

i mreasur abl e conception, sink, |ost and confounded, in admration
at the mghty inconprehensible power of the Creator, |let us not
querul ously conplain that all climtes are not equally genial,

t hat perpetual spring does not reign throughout the year, that it
Cod's creatures do not possess the sane advantages, that clouds
and tenpests sonetines darken the natural world and vice and

m sery the moral world, and that all the works of the creation
are not formed with equal perfection. Both reason and experience
seemto indicate to us that the infinite variety of nature (and
vari ety cannot exist without inferior parts, or apparent

bl em shes) is admirably adapted to further the high purpose of
the creation and to produce the greatest possible quantity of
good.

The obscurity that involves all netaphysical subjects appears
to nme, in the same manner, peculiarly calculated to add to that
class of excitements which arise fromthe thirst of know edge. It
is probable that nan, while on earth, will never be able to
attain conplete satisfaction on these subjects; but this is by no
means a reason that he should not engage in them The darkness
that surrounds these interesting topics of human curiosity nmay be
i ntended to furnish endless notives to intellectual activity and
exertion. The constant effort to dispel this darkness, even if it
fail of success, invigorates and inproves the thinking faculty.

If the subjects of human inquiry were once exhausted, m nd would
probably stagnate; but the infinitely diversified forns and
operations of nature, together with the endless food for
specul ati on whi ch netaphysi cal subjects offer, prevent the
possibility that such a period should ever arrive.

It is by no nmeans one of the wi sest sayings of Sol onon that
"there is no new thing under the sun.' On the contrary, it is
probabl e that were the present systemto continue for mllions of
years, continual additions would be making to the nmass of human
know edge, and yet, perhaps, it may be a matter of doubt whet her
what nay be called the capacity of mnd be in any marked and
deci ded nanner increasing. A Socrates, a Plato, or an Aristotle,
however confessedly inferior in know edge to the phil osophers of
the present day, do not appear to have been nuch bel ow themin
intellectual capacity. Intellect rises froma speck, continues in
vigour only for a certain period, and will not perhaps admt
while on earth of above a certain nunber of inpressions. These
i npressions may, indeed, be infinitely nodified, and fromthese
various nodifications, added probably to a difference in the
susceptibility of the original gerns, arise the endless diversity
of character that we see in the world; but reason and experience
seem both to assure us that the capacity of individual mnds does
not increase in proportion to the mass of existing know edge. (It
is probable that no two grains of wheat are exactly alike. Soi
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undoubt edly nmakes the principal difference in the blades that
spring up, but probably not all. It seens natural to suppose sone
sort of difference in the original gerns that are afterwards
awakened into thought, and the extraordinary difference of
susceptibility in very young children seens to confirmthe
supposition.)

The finest mnds seemto be fornmed rather by efforts at
original thinking, by endeavours to form new conbinations, and to
di scover new truths, than by passively receiving the inpressions
of other men's ideas. Could we suppose the period arrived, when
there was not further hope of future discoveries, and the only
enpl oynent of mind was to acquire pre-existing know edge, w thout
any efforts to formnew and origi nal conbi nations, though the
nmass of human know edge were a thousand tines greater than it is
at present, yet it is evident that one of the noblest stimulants
to mental exertion would have ceased; the finest feature of
intellect would be lost; everything allied to genius would be at
an end; and it appears to be inpossible, that, under such
ci rcunst ances, any individuals could possess the sane
intellectual energies as were possessed by a Locke, a Newton, or
a Shakespeare, or even by a Socrates, a Plato, an Aristotle or a
Honer .

If a revelation fromheaven of which no person could feel the
snal | est doubt were to dispel the msts that now hang over
nmet aphysi cal subjects, were to explain the nature and structure
of mind, the affections and essences of all substances, the node
in which the Suprene Being operates in the works of the creation,
and the whole plan and schenme of the Universe, such an accession
of know edge so obtained, instead of giving additional vigour and
activity to the human mnd, would in all probability tend to
repress future exertion and to danp the soaring w ngs of
intellect.

For this reason | have never considered the doubts and
difficulties that involve sonme parts of the sacred witings as
any ardent against their divine original. The Supremne Being
m ght, undoubt edly, have acconpani ed his revel ations to nan by
such a succession of mracles, and of such a nature, as would
have produced universal overpowering conviction and have put an
end at once to all hesitation and discussion. But weak as our
reason is to conprehend the plans of the great Creator, it is yet
sufficiently strong to see the nost striking objections to such a
revelation. Fromthe little we know of the structure of the human
under st andi ng, we mnust be convinced that an over powering
conviction of this kind, instead of tending to the inprovenent
and noral anelioration of man, would act like the touch of a
torpedo on all intellectual exertion and would al nost put an end
to the existence of virtue. If the scriptural denunciations of
et ernal puni shment were brought home with the sane certainty to
every man's mnd as that the night will follow the day, this one
vast and gl oony idea would take such full possession of the human
faculties as to | eave no room for any other conceptions, the
external actions of nen would be all nearly alike, virtuous
conduct would be no indication of virtuous disposition, vice and
virtue woul d be bl ended together in one common mass, and though
the all-seeing eye of God might distinguish themthey nust
necessarily nake the sane inpressions on man, who can judge only
from external appearances. Under such a dispensation, it is
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difficult to conceive how human beings could be fornmed to a
detestation of noral evil, and a love and adnmiration of God, and
of noral excellence

Qur ideas of virtue and vice are not, perhaps, very accurate
and wel | -defined; but few, | think, would call an action really
virtuous which was perfornmed sinply and solely fromthe dread of
a very great punishment or the expectation of a very great
reward. The fear of the Lord is very justly said to be the
begi nni ng of wi sdom but the end of wisdomis the | ove of the
Lord and the admiration of noral good. The denunci ations of
future punishnent contained in the scriptures seemto be wel
calculated to arrest the progress of the vicious and awaken the
attention of the careless, but we see fromrepeated experience
that they are not acconpanied with evidence of such a nature as
to overpower the human will and to rmake nmen |l ead virtuous |ives
with vicious dispositions, nerely froma dread of hereafter. A
genuine faith, by which I nmean a faith that shews itself in it
the virtues of a truly Christian life, may generally be
consi dered as an indication of an am able and virtuous
di sposi tion, operated upon nore by |ove than by pure unm xed
fear.

When we reflect on the tenptations to which man nust
necessarily be exposed in this world, fromthe structure of his
frane, and the operation of the laws of nature, and the
consequent noral certainty that nmany vessels will conme out of
this mghty creative furnace in wong shapes, it is perfectly
i npossible to conceive that any of these creatures of CGod's hand
can be condemmed to eternal suffering. Could we once admt such
an idea, it our natural conceptions of goodness and justice would
be conmpl etely overthrown, and we could no |onger | ook up to God
as a nerciful and righteous Being. But the doctrine of life and
Mortality which was brought to light by the gospel, the doctrine
that the end of righteousness is everlasting life, but that the
wages of sin are death, is in every respect just and mnerciful,
and worthy of the great Creator. Nothing can appear nore
consonant to our reason than that those bei ngs which cone out of
the creative process of the world in lovely and beautiful forms
shoul d be crowned with inmortality, while those which cone out
m sshapen, those whose minds are not suited to a purer and
happi er state of existence, should perish and be condemed to m X
again with their original clay. Eternal condemation of this kind
nmay be considered as a species of eternal punishnent, and it is
not wonderful that it should be represented, sonetinmes, under
i mages of suffering. But life and death, salvation and
destruction, are nore frequently opposed to each other in the New
Testanent than happi ness and mi sery. The Suprene Bei ng woul d
appear to us in a very different viewif we were to consider him
as pursuing the creatures that had offended himwith eternal hate
and torture, instead of nmerely condeming to their origina
insensibility those beings that, by the operation of genera
| aws, had not been forned with qualities suited to a purer state
of happi ness.

Life is, generally speaking, a blessing independent of a
future state. It is a gift which the vicious would not always be
ready to throw away, even if they had no fear of death. The
partial pain, therefore, that is inflicted by the supreme
Creator, while he is form ng nunberl ess beings to a capacity of
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t he hi ghest enjoynments, is but as the dust of the balance in
conpari son of the happi ness that is communicated, and we have
every reason to think that there is no nore evil in the world
than what is absolutely necessary as one of the ingredients in
the m ghty process.

The striking necessity of general laws for the formation of
intellect will not in any respect be contradicted by one or two
exceptions, and these evidently not intended for partia
pur poses, but calculated to operate upon a great part of nankind,
and through many ages. Upon the idea that | have given of the
formation of mnd, the infringement of the general |aw of nature,
by a divine revelation, will appear in the light of the imediate
hand of God m xing new ingredients in the mghty nmass, suited to
the particular state of the process, and calculated to give rise
to a new and powerful train of inpressions, tending to purify,
exalt, and inprove the human m nd. The miracles that acconpanied
t hese revel ati ons when they had once excited the attention of
nmanki nd, and rendered it a matter of nost interesting discussion,
whet her the doctrine was from God or man, had perforned their
part, had answered the purpose of the Creator. and these
comuni cations of the divine will were afterwards left to nake
their way by their own intrinsic excellence; and, by operating as
noral notives, gradually to influence and i nprove, and not to
over power and stagnate the faculties of man

It woul d be, undoubtedly, presunptuous to say that the
Suprenme Bei ng coul d not possibly have effected his purpose in any
ot her way than that which he has chosen, but as the revel ation of
the divine will which we possess is attended with some doubts and
difficulties, and as our reason points out to us the strongest
objections to a revelation which would force imediate, inplicit,
uni versal belief, we have surely just cause to think that these
doubts and difficulties are no argument against the divine origin
of the scriptures, and that the species of evidence which they
possess is best suited to the inprovenent of the human faculties
and the noral anelioration of nankind.

The idea that the inpressions and excitenents of this world
are the instrunments with which the Suprene Being forns matter
into mnd, and that the necessity of constant exertion to avoid
evil and to pursue good is the principal spring of these
i mpressi ons and excitenments, seens to snooth many of the
difficulties that occur in a contenplation of human life, and
appears to ne to give a satisfactory reason for the existence of
natural and noral evil, and, consequently, for that part of both,
and it certainly is not a very small part, which arises fromthe
principle of population. But, though, upon this supposition, it
seens highly inprobable that evil should ever be renoved fromthe
world, yet it is evident that this inpression would not answer
t he apparent purpose of the Creator, it would not act so
powerfully as an excitement to exertion, if the quantity of it
did not dinmnish or increase with the activity or the indol ence
of man. The continual variations in the weight and in the
distribution of this pressure keep alive a constant expectation
of throwing it off.

Hope springs eternal in the Human breast,
Man never is, but always to be blest.
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Evil exists in the world not to create despair but activity.
We are not patiently to submit to it, but to exert ourselves to
avoid it. It is not only the interest but the duty of every
i ndi vidual to use his utnmost efforts to renove evil from hinself

and fromas large a circle as he can influence, and the nore he
exercises hinself in this duty, the nore wisely he directs his
efforts, and the nore successful these efforts are, the nore he
wi |l probably inprove and exalt his own mnd and the nore

conpl etely does he appear to fulfil the will of his Creator.



