o i

SES or miE.

E

PISTRE

RIS K3

SENT

pARE

REO

FRER OIS

?______;_:__::___:___________:___::_:: ::________:___:___:.__:.__:__,_::_:___:_._

J




I

4

R

crmitm  a

ADVERTISEMENT

TO THE

SECOND EDITION.

. IT the coincidence in opinion between unconnecied

“and differently-interefled inveftigators of any fubjeét, be

allowed to firengthen the truth of their deduclions, there
can be little doubt of the foundnefs of the gemeral

reafoning employed in this pamphlet; at leaft as far as

refpeéls the caufes of the embarraffinents of the Weft
India Planters, and their remedy. At the time it was
written (September 1807), no pub[zcatzon on this quef

* tion hadtaken the fide which is here efpoufed 5 but fince
then, two -works have appeared; in which fimilar argu--
* ments and conclufions are enforced. The firft to which I
-allude, is a Pamphlet, publifhed when about two-thirds
of ‘the firft edition of this publication were printed, en-

titled, “ A permanent and effectual Remedy fuggefied

“ for the Ewvils under which the Britif Weft Indies

“ now labour; in a Letter from a Weft India Mer-
“ chant to a Weft India Planter”—The Jecond, an

~article in the 218 Number of the Edinburgh Review,

which was publifhed, in Edinburgh, a fezb days, and in

London three weeks after this Pamphlet. I am happy -

to find the opinions here advanced, confirmed on the one

hand by a Weft India Meréhant, and on the other, by «
Review which has defervedly acquired a high reputation

Sfor its difeuffion of . topzcs connetled wztk Polztzcal

Economy,

February 1808, " R

TH '.B

RADICAL CAUSE

" oF THE PRESENT DISTRESSES OF THE

WEST—INDIA PLANTERS
~ POINTED OUT;

AND THE

1NEFFicIENCY OF THE MEASURES WHICH HAVE BEEM

HITHERTO PROPOSED ¥OE RELIEVING THEM,
DEMONSTRATED:

WITH

REMARKS ON- THE PUBLICATIONS OF
SIR WILLIAM YOUNG, BART.

CHARLES BOSANQUET, ESQ. AND JOSEPH LOWE, ESQ.j

RELATIVE TO THE VALUE OF THE -

WEST-INDIA TRADE.

By WILLIAM SPENCE, wis.
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. THE

RADICAL CAUSE,

&c.”

¥ T is a remark by no l_neansy novel, that the men

who moft zealoufly contend for the trath of the
principles of a Syftem,  are not always thofe who are
moft ready to be guided- by thefe principles in their

_ pradice ;—that the converts who moft tenaciouily
cling to the doétrines of a theory while their.own n~
tereft is unaffeéted, are not feldom among the foremoft

to turn their backsupon it, when they fee that a more
confiftent line of condué& would clath with the attain-
meunt of fome favourite obje&t.—~This remark has not
often been verified more glaringly, than by the con-

-~ dué of thofe, who profefs to affent to the truth of

certain fixed principles in the {cience of Political
Economy. So long as this fcience remained a chaos
of abfurdities; fo long as its principles, if it could be
then faid to have ‘any principles, were favourable to
the intereft of thofe who alone paid any attention to
it ;.it is not to be wondered at, that their practice
fhould clofely coincide with the theory which they

' adoptéd. Tt was perfedily patural that men who be-
lieved nothing to deferye the name of Wealth but gold
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“ and filver, fhould regard a balance of Trade, by which’

alone thefe precious metals could be procuréd, as the
grand objeét of political fagacity ; and that, to effect
this end, they fhould beftow bounties however unjuft or

impolitic, and enforce refiriGtions however abfurd.

‘When, however; the mifis which had {o long hung
over. this fubje@ had been fomewhat difperfed by the
reafonings of a Steuart.and a Hume, and ftill more

‘ nearly diflipated by the luminous arguments of a

Smith ;—when thefe aathors had fo decidedly thewn,
that gold and filver make but the fmalleft portion of
the riches of a nation, and a portion defirable only as
an inftrument of exchange ;—that all the real advan-

tages of comnerce may be acquired'without a balance

oftrade ;—that monopolies, bounties, and reftriélions
in every cafe defeat their own end;—and that the
fimple fecret of increafing the wealth of a nation, is
to let things take their own courfe :—one might have

- expedted that ftatefmen and merchants would have

feen the folly of their predeceflors line of aétion, and
would have adopted one more confonant to truth and
to reafon. Yet, though 'the truth of thefe new doc-
trines is fo clearly demonftrated, that any ftatefinan,
“or merchant who afpires to the charadter of more
than a mere {hopkeeper, would be afhamed to deny
his hearty atfent to them, we fee, with a few excep-

tiows, precifely the fame ruole of conduét purfued by

both, as if the very reverfe of thefe principles -were

- {till their guide. Thus, the late prime minifter, Mr.

Pitt, was for ever proclaiming his admiration of Dr.
. Adam Smith’s ¢ Wealth of Nations”—he fcarcely

made a {peech on any fubjeét conneted with trade,
in which he did not take an opportunity of extolling
the grand difcoveries for which he was indebted to

this author: and yet, Mr. Pitt’s commercial nieafures

5 : : were
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were almoft conftantly in direct oppofition to the:
doérines for which he profeﬂ'ed fuch attachment.

His mafter had repeatedly proved the injuftice and im=

policy of. all monopolies granted to one branch of the

community at the expenfe of another, and had ex=
prefsly pointed out how grofsly thefe terms were appli-
. cable to the monopoly which the woollen manufacturer

has fo long had in this country, at the expenfe of the -

farmerand land proprietor :—the pupil, however, with~
out &ven thinking it neceflary to fhew how his conduct.
* could be reconciled with confiftency; did not hefitate:
to fupport .thefe monopolifts in obtaining an aét of
parliament to make their monopoly fiill more ftriét
and galling. ‘ S ;
An example of inconfifiency, precifely fimilar, is
px'efeyl,tecl-to us al the prefent moment. By thefopera,-»
tion of certain caufes, the Weft India Planters have
fallen into great diftrefs. On every found principle of
mercantile policy, their difeafe does not admit of beingy
cured by the application of any medicine :—it is one
of thofe cafes which muft be lefi to the vis medicatriz
nutire, as the fole agent capable of efie@ing a radical
cure. Yet men, who would-be indignant if you were

" to queftion their affent to the received doctrines of

political economy, are vehemently demanding that
meafures {hall be applied to the relief.of the Wefl

India Planters, fuch as, if tried by the touchftone of .

the principles they, profefs, are cither wholly unjuft
and impolitic, .or plainly nugatory and inefficient.
When, indeed, we reflect, that the mere love of po=
pularity could fo obfcure the perceptive powers of a
ftatefman, ‘endowed with the talents \yhich were un-
queftionably the fhare of M. Pitt, as to make him
blind to the inconfiftency of his conduét on the occa-
fion above referred ta, it is not to be wondered at, that
‘ B2 - the
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magazines-and newspapers. All thefe publications of \:
courfe take the fame fide of the queftion. - I have net o
feen one of them in which the. poffibility as well as - "
neceflity of affording relief to the Planter has natbeen ’
infifted upon. Now, as the' Cemunittee of the Houfe R "
of Comimons appointed to take this queftion into con- l ' |

- L 41 |
i IR “he Welt India Planters, and thofe in the fenate who o
v are conneéted with them, {hould bé unable or unw il o
ing to fee the utter mcompatlbxhty of their demands !

! with every eftablifhed -principle of policy. But not
~ only does no fufpicion of this fort appear to have ever
entered their minds ;—the public voice, . influenced by

i

i
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' their affe@ing ftatements, has been led to re-echo their ﬁ,d.cl.‘“tlf)‘,":b“s made its Report concerning it, and as’ L\‘r
demands: every mewspaper paints in firiking colours the Minifter hias promifed that early atteution ‘to. the I
the diftrefles which affli¢t them, a and calls for imme- fubjeét thall be giveninthe prefent feffion of parliament, : o
1

arguments lending to a different conclufion from that:
which feems to ha.ve been adopted by all who hive -

I itherto confidered the queftion, will {carcely fail,”

whatever their ve Llldlfy‘ may prove, eventually to place

) diate relief, as claimed equally by individual fuhcmm
5>f‘ and national intereft. Lven the Committee appomted
J { o , by the Houfe of Commons to inquire into their cale, e
: do not fo much as hint in their Report at the poﬁi-
i bility of its being incurable, but hefitate folely as to the meafures Whmh may be refolved upon, ona more ' A }
‘ ; V the moft plobable plan of Lﬂeétual lemedv i : ftable foundation, than if one fide of the {ubject only
' " Deeply imprefled as I am with the convxéhon that =} i had been ple\'wuﬂv iub_}e&cd to dx[‘c‘uﬂion.. ‘ .
the modes hitherto pointed out for the reliet of the '

Welt India Planters are wholly at variance with every:
rational principle of political economy, and in fact
utterly inefficient as remedies for a difeafe fo deeply

ooted as that which they are intended to care, I am™

" induced to lay my fentiments on this-fubject before
the public. In doing this, 1 have the three followmo'
ubje&s pxul(:lpally in view.

. To place the fubject in a pomt of view dv[]ezuzt
fionz any n whick I have hitherto fecn it con/zde; ed s
-and thus to contribute materials towar ds @ MOre aAccu=

rate judgment refpecling it, by that ml?t of the public

not immediately and direéily interefied in ots d/ﬂz{ﬂzon. :

- The Weit Tndia Planters, as is very-natural in their

fituation, have endeavoured to make the reft of the

community feel the hardfhip of their cafe, and their
_urgent neceffity for relief; by publications ‘in- evely
{hapb, from that of a qualto, to paragraphs in the
: S magazines

II T 0 emplefs upon the Weft Indza PZantezs them-
jelues the true- caufe of - their calamities more Sforeibly
than has been done by their-own writers ; and thus, by
pointing out to them the only radical cure which their
cafe is fufceptible of, to induce them to adopt at. once -
the firong medicines which it requires, rather than to.
keep lingering on a wretched exifience for years, in. the
Ni a/laczous /wpe of 7elz(j Jrom the temporary, /izmulus of
a few inefficient nofirums.~—Whether from a certain
fhare of difingenuoufoefs wluch the mercantile clafs,
in ftating their own cafe, have not unfi equently been

‘gullty of or from that optical deception which our

felf-intereft is fo apt to occafion,. [ will not fay ; but,
from. one-of thefe canfes, it appears to me, that all the.
writers on this fubjeétin the intereft of the Weft India
Planters, in ftating the caufe of their diftrefs, have dwelt-
ch:eﬂy on matters of inferior and f{ubordinate confe-
quenu—*, dnd h:we kept the Radical Caufe, “ the. rotten
B3 . . corey”’
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core;” which they could not wholly conceal, greatly
oo much in the back ground. " As I fincerely grieve at

_the dlﬂsxeﬁ'es of the Weft India Planters, and havelong

lamented the unfortunate ftate of their affairs;, which
Has now for years kept them conftantly in the ftation

of fuppliants at the Minifter’s levee, it will not perhaps

be too prefuming to conceive, that they may derive
more eflential benefit from the wholefome- though

harfh council of an uninterefted {pectator, than the
foothing but fatal confolation of their brethren ;—that
their wound will be more {peedily healed, if pr obed to

the'bottom by the hand of the: unrelenting furgeon,
than if left to be cured by the falves and plaitels of the ’

fond but 11)Ju(11c1ous nmothcx.

IH To examine the docirines which have of lute.
been fo much and Jo largely infi /ied upon, relative to the
value of our Wf ¢ India trade in o wational poml of"
vicw ; and to point out fome qf t/Le egregious er 7073, as.
I deem them, which have on this jul)/eé? been very con-
ﬂclcnt{/ maintairied.—The obje&t of the writers who-
have:expatiated ‘on the diftrefles -of the Wef India
Planters, has been to “ bring home to the buﬁueis
and bofom™ of each of their 1eadels, the imperious he-

, ceﬁlty of affor dmo relief to mifery, which, according

to their ftatement, threatens fhortly to involve hlmfclf
And to fhew how mumwtely the, mtele{t of eveny

: mdlvxdml in the country, is conneéted with thatof the

Weft India Planter, thefe authors have entered into
extended flatements and” calcu]ahonfs, to plove Lhe
vaﬁ value of the Welt India colonies to us as a

~ mnation, and the immenfe deficit whxca our revenue,
, a"ld confequently our means of defence would expe-

rience, if we were dcpnvul of the commerce which
they give birth ‘to. In endeavommg to {ubflantiate
B - : thefe,

o g e e
LNy
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thefe pofitions, much erroneous reafoning has, accord-
ing-to my ideas, been employed, and many inferences

drawn, whlch, even on the acknowledged premifes of
" the writers  themfelves, are falfe. It cannot, there-

fore, be. entirely ufelefs to fiate. the grounds of my
opinidhs on this head, fince; if unfounded, they will
in the end but more ftrongly conﬁl m the doGrines

they are meant to oppofe, and, if corredt, they may '

tend perhaps, in fome degree, to diffipate one of thofe .
boding clouds with whlch, in the eyes of moit ob~
fervc;rs, our po]itical horizon is now'o{'e‘rcaﬂ:. .

IN endeavomm“ to 10<,0!17p11ﬂ1 the two firft of thefe

och&s, it will be I]C(Eeﬂdl v, in the firfl }J]cu e, to’ pomt ,

out the real and fole caufe of the diftrefles of the
Weft India Piantexs,-—then, after ‘briefly hmtmg at

the radical relief which alotie, to an unprejudiced ob- .
Aerver, an evil pxoducpd by fuch a caufe would feem
. to admit of—-I fhall, fecondl?/, confider the remedies

of a dlﬁ'"e]ent defcnpnon which have been propofed
I thall revert to the confi-
denatlon of the 0:11\/ 1emclly, which the preceding
difcuflion will have {huvn is at all calcuhted to pro-
duce an effectyal <md pennanent cure,

" SUGAR is' well known to be the moft important

~ article of the produce of the Weft India iflands. Prior

to the French revolution, moft of the principal powers
of Lurope were poﬁeﬁ'ed of colonies which fully Tup-
plied them with all of this ar ticle that their own wants

- required, and.with a fufficient furplus alfo, to fell to

‘the other three countries, Germany, Ruflia, and Italy,
whlch had no colonial pofleflions. ~ Although Britain
B 4 ~ f{urnithed
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' furuiﬂ)ed to thefe latter countries a part of ‘this fup-

ply, from her futplus: of this defcription of colonial

produce, yet it muft have been a very finall portion of -

the whole of their demand, fince, for along period

'puox to the year 1793, fhe never cxpmted on the

average morc than 12,000 hogfheads -annually,* a

quantity which could {carcely be a twentieth part of -

the whole demand of three {uch populous territories.
Solong as this ftate of things continded, and Britain
had not the means of difpofing of a quantity of Sugar
much greater than her home market required; the
profits of the Weft India Planters were adequate to
thofe of ‘other branches of trade. The confumption
of- Sugar gladu'ﬂly increafed with the extenfion of our
populatxon and of our habits of luxury, and of cour fe
its cultxvatmn was fiom ume to mme augmen ted, Ye

~ though, in confcquencc of ‘the ‘n"unty which \Veﬂ,
India fpeculations have always had with gambling;
there were often great 1nd1v1dual lofles incurred ;. thefe

evils were but partial, and did not affect the intereft
of the great body of Planters, who in aeneml acquned
opulence. o : .

But. in theyear 1/92, the French revolutlon ex-
tended its baleful influence from Europe to the Weft
Indies. The mad introduction of ¢ liberty and equa-
lity,” thofe watch-words of anarchy and devafiation,
into the ifland of St. Domingo, at firft diminithed, and
at length, in a few years, totally annihilated, the fupply

of 114,615 hogtheads of Sugar, which France and

Europe had been accuftomed to draw from thence,

. This diminution of the ufual tupply, greatly raifed the’

pr 1ce of SuO.u throughout Europe ; and in Britain the
average phce of the hundxud weight, whicli, exclufive

“of

* Sir W, Yo'ung’s Weft India Common-place Book, page 56.
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of duty, in 1791, had been 55s., in 1706, 1797, and

1708, was 62 5.; 64s., and 66s.  Such an increafe of

profit immediately caufed a very g great extenfion of the
Sugar plantations in all the Britilh flands poﬁeﬂ'ed of

‘uncultivated foil; particnlarly in Jamaica, which, in-
the fix years preceding 1799, annually on the aver rage

produced 83,000 hogfheads only, butin the years 1801

and 1802, expor ted upwmds of 143,000 hogfheads,»
making the vaft increafe, in thefe few years, of 60,000,

hoglheads per annum. This increafed quantity was

in part alfo owing to the introduétion of a new variety-
of Sugar Cane, the Bourbon Cane, which is much-

more produé’cive;.efpecial]y in fome {oils, than the old
kind ; and the adoption of which, by the lefs fertile

and more cultivated Windwazd Iflands, enabled them

al{o, in a {mall deglee, to add to their export of Sugar.

During this period like@ife (from 1793 to 1802) the.
capture of fome of the Dutch and French Weft India.

ilands, and above all of the fertile colonies of the

former, Demerara and Surinam, opened a new field
of fpeculation, which was eagerly filled with abundance

of capltal by thofe adventurers who faw in the then

‘high price of Sugar, an inexhaufiible mine of riches.

—-In confeauenw of this 1ncreafed cultivation of
our own 1ﬂands and of the captared colonies of

our enemies, the total import of Sugar into’ Great.

Britain from the Weft Indies, which in the years
793, 1794, and 1795, had been on the average
annua]]y 150,968 hogfheads, in the years 1802
1803, and 1804, was augmented. to 274,580 hogl-
heads; of which nearly 250,000 were from the Butlfh
00101]169; and this quantity they «“ may ‘henceforward
“ be conﬁdeled as p1oducmo" »# Now, aithough the

\ confumption.

* Sir W, Young, page 59.

Lo
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confumption of Sugar in Britain has been progreffively
muo..dmo it is ev1dent that fhe could at no time.con-~
iy but a fmall portion of this vaft addition to her
: accordingly, by far the largett portion
of it has been exported to the Contmwnt, for the pur-
polc of fupplying the demand occafioned. by the lofs
of the French and Puteh colonies. .In fact,. this
country does not confume more than 150,000 hogl-
heads of Sugar per annum, and confequently, ‘to dlf-
pofe of the préfent plOdhCG of our own Wedt India
1ﬂa‘1ds alone, * at all times there will be: 1equued an
“ e;xpon, of 100,000 hogfheads,” and while we retain
the colonies of Surinam and Damexalu, “.the full ex-
port required is 140,000 hogtheads.” = © 00t
f the market of the reft of Eutope had fiill conti
pued to require an 1mp01ht|on of 140,000 hogfheads
of Sugar more than their own co]omes were able -to
farnih them- with, the Britifh Weft [ndia Planters’
would have fold, during the laft five yeais, the w hole
of their produce at a PlOﬁ table price, as they had done

- fu the five )a(us preceding. ~ But, unfortunately for

tnem, this has not been the cafe. Though the moft
valuable COlOI]lLb of the French and Dutcn were
wrefted: from them, the powers ‘of Burope, with whom
we have been {o long at variance; ftill retained pof-
feflions in the Weft I’]dICS of boundlefs exténe and fer-
tility. Though Tobago, Trinidad, Surinam, Demerara,
(cmd atone penod Martinique), were in our pofleffion,
France fill poflefled Guadaloupe, and Spain Porto
Bmo and the vaft ifland of Cuba, which required only
cultivation to enable it alone more than adequate]y to

replace the lofs of St. Domingo. The high price of
bu'ral which 'Lbout the year 1798 {o glew‘dy fimulated

- : , thev '

- * Sir W. Young, page 59.

4
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the cultivation of the Englifh coloniés, operated ex-
aétly in the fame way to the increafed cultivation of
thofe yet remaining in the hands of our enemies. The
plemlum of high price, npldly attracted all that they
were In want o{ — capital ; — and for f{everal years

paft, the produce of Cuba, Porto Rico, Guadaloupe,,

and Martinique - (now again in the hands of the

French), has amp}) fupphed the dpmmds of the
Continent.*

- Bat althouorh the contmenl‘d demmd for Sugar,

which originally fo va&ly augmented the produce of
the Britith colonies, is now fupphcd from another
fource, the latter {ill continue to grow the fame in-
creafed quantity. Hencé, more Sugar being brought

. to market than thereis a demand for, the natural com-
petition among the fellers has reduced its price to the .

fmalleft fum for which the party, that grows it at the
Jeaft' coft, can afford to fell it; and, as the expenfes
of the Planter of Cuba, &e. are fmaller than thofe of
the -Britith Planter, the' price is necef‘“‘mly a lofing
one to the latter. ~

‘ : ' o o As

’

* The Weft India Planters attribute the rapid increafe Jn the

cultivation of the colonies nf our enemies, chiefly to the duty”

of 75. per cwt. whxch M. Pitt, when enebriated w1th his {chemes
of colonial monopolv, attempted to make the foreign confumer

pay on Sugar exported from Britain; and, doubtlefs, fucha

prémium muit have haftened the cultivation of the French and

Spanifh poffeflions; yet I am inclined to believe, that the mere
‘Spanifh ons; y

high price of Sugar would in the end have produced the fame
effet, though perhaps fomewhat later. However this may be,
whether the high price of Sugar in Europe, exclufive of duty, or
the additional high price caufed by the duty which we wifhed to
levy on the foreign confumer, was the chief ftimulus to the in-

“creafed cultivation of the French and Spanifh colonies, the fact

is the fame, namely, that in confequerice of onc or other of thele
caufes, or of both combined, they now pmduce a fufficient fup-
ply for the wants of the Continent,

o

s et
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-4 much of the realoning emoloyed in the fubfe-.

quent pages. of this work will be founded oni the faét.
\bovc mentioned, nau nely, that the produce of Suoar
now fupphed by the fm”lg;u colonies bamply {ufﬁucnt

" for the demand of thcfo.ew"l market, without the need -

of any ﬂpply from. Britain, ‘it _will be’ neceflary to.
enter into a more de‘uuleu ﬁatunent fu]l y to el’mbhﬂl
its accuracy. . o

in the firfi place, the tr ut‘] of this poﬁhon, 1f not
fully eftablithed, is at leaft circumftantially - con-
firmed, by fuch faéts as have come within our reach.
—Since the export of Sugar from Britain, fortwenty:
years prior to the-year 1793, never exceeded: on. the:
average 12,000 hogfheads, a quantity - pufe(,tly in-
conﬁdcmblc in the confumption of Europe, we may
fairly flate that at that time, the produce of the foreign,
colomes was {uflicient for the folelon demand ; f01 1t,
mnft be 1ec0llc&ed that the ﬁnflﬂ quantity wh]ch We
e\')mtcd was foxced by us into the foreign market;as,
ES iuxplus above our awn wants, ¥ athcx than called for:

by it out of the ftock necel ary for our own com-,

famption. Now to determine whether the lofs of the
fources from whieh, priot to 1793, the foreign market-
was mpphed ‘hasbeen of late repaired; we mu[t make

an eftimate of thefe lofles and of the fub{equent gains’

which havexephxced them.——By therevolution, France

venmel) 1oft the fupply of 114,000 how{heads which.-

St Bomingo had formerly annually - iurmﬂ]ed ; und

. by theevents of thewar, T'rance, Spain‘and Holland
TTrini-
-

}m,ve been depnved of ‘the.colonies of 1obao'
f?ad SL. Lucxa, Demer ara, Sunnam, and iome fmalicf
poﬁe{’fons By .the pxoduce of all wlnch T bel ave we,
{hall not undenatc at: 20,000 * hog (headb 1110! e, but to.

' R plcvcnt

o In 1798 Dcmer:ua exportcd only about ,,ooo hodfhe"ids, -
s mmda(l 2,000, ‘and T Ob1g0 ?,oo : ;
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prevent the poﬂlbllxty of a c'w11 let us call their anaual
produce 46,000 ~ hogfheads. 160,000 hogtheads of
Sugar, then, is ‘the utmoﬁt qu'lntxty whlch we can
eflimate the continental markel to have loft by the:
revolution and the war—How has this been replaced 2
1. 'An advocate for the Weft India Planters informs.

, * that “ the illand of Cuba, which till of late pro-
éuced vely little Sugar, laft year e*cpmted between
300,000 and 400,000 chefts, the greater part of them’
cliyed; and weighing from 4 to 5 cwt. each, being’
nearly equal t0'100,000 hogfheads ofcIa; edor 150; 000’
hogtheads of Mufcovado bugal i, then, we fup--
pofe the qu'mtlty of Sugar which | Cuba fupplied-
prior to 1793 to have’ been 10,000 hogtheads only,
which is probably bey ond the ‘truth, we have an'in-

.creafe of 140,000 hogfheads fxom this J‘Lmd alone.

2. The fame writer tells us that the produce of Sugar
from-the Brafils is gréatly increaled. 3. Buonaparte

“boalted, about two years ago, that the Slave popuhtlon

of utquue and Guadaloupe had doubled finc

1789 5% and we may therefore fairly aflumne, that thc
prodace alfo of thefe two iflands has doubled. 4.The
produce of the extenfive ifland of Porto Rico is ftated,
by the Weft India Planters themf{elves, greatly tioj have
anginented within thefe ten years; and if','ds is moft

; plobab]e this incr eafe has been at all proportionate to

that of \Cuba, we cannot take the addmon which 1t

~ has made to the fupply, at lefs than'feveral, thoufand

hogtheads. - Now without the afliftance of any more

- acewrate documents on lhls itlb_)@&, and amitting to
,/ S . tdl\.e

“ s
L, . . :

L% See a letter ﬁaned Mermtor, in Yomc s ch';]j Pol!tzcal
Review for D»cembel 6s- 806, page 848

1~ Extradt ﬁom the. Momtﬂur, in the London pmers of Sep«
?Pmbex 2d” and 3d 1805 ’
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take into account the increafed quanhty of - SUom
grownin the Danifh Weft India Hlands, orin thL othe
Iuengh and c)pdll!ﬂ‘l poﬁe[m)m we nmy, without iem
of exaggeration, eftimate th\e ncrealed pxoduce fiom

the 'l.bOV(., three {omces alone, within thefe e ight or ten

years, to be at leaft 0qual to the half of the auwmemcd
pmduce of Ct.ba, or 70,000 hogfheads; nmlmrfr whu]
added to the increafed produce of Cuba, 210,000

hog! heads, or 50,000 hoomeads more thau the colonies

- which the (,ontmeabal powers have been dcpmed of,

could poﬁlbly foxmcll) have produced. They bave.

‘now, therefore, more than repaired their lofles, and-are

more amply fupplied with Sugar from Lheu’ own colo-
nies, than tncy were plev10us to 1793..

in the fecond place,. the accuracy of this- ftatement
is abundantly confirmed, by reafoning bmlL upon the
acknowledged principles ofpohlxca] economy. In this
fcience no pofition is more certain, than, that, where a
narket is not ful//_/upp[ud with any article of general
demand, fuch a price may be obiained for the quantity
wguz/zte to fill up the deficit, as the [eller choofes to
impofe, pr ovided this przw be not ermbzmnl *  Thus,
if the crop of hops in” this country were in any year
fufficient for half a year’s confamption only, and no

ftock from the former year remained-on. hand, it is.

plain that we fhould leadlly purchafe of any of the
1)u'>hbou1mg Countues, a quantlty of thxs article ne-~
(ehaly to make up the deficiency, at any reafonable

piice, and at a much greater price even than we had

: ' ald

* If any W’eft India Planter hefitate to admit the truth of this

axiom, I beg to refer him to Bryan Edwards, who expl elsly fays;

“ If the quantity (of any commodity) at markets is not equal

to the df-mand, the feller undoubtedly can and always does'

fix his own price on his goods)”' Hift. of the Weft Indiess

" vols il. p. 440.

‘

- paid for the quantity bought at home.
~ there were a demand for Sugar in the continental
~market; at all approaching to the'quantity which we
~anuually produce beyond our own confumption; we
" fhould certainly have the power of fixing our own .
‘price upon this quantity : and though the fozemn con-
fumers .might pulchat 200,000 hoofhcads of their

[ 15 1 -

" T, thérefore,

demand, ﬁom theforeign colonies, at 30s. per ¢wt. yet,
if their fall fupply 1equ11ed 140,000 hogfheads more,
they would affuredly be glad to purchafe this quantity’
of us at 40s. But mft ad of this being the cafe, the

" fadt is,as the ftatéments of the Weit [nd ia Planters

themfelves fully {hew, that we cannot fell a hogfhead

of our furplus Sugar in the foreigh maket, unlefa we

are willing to t'1ke a lefs price forit,than that at which
the ploduce of the fommn colonies is offered. - Now
does not this fact prove beyond the fhadow of a doubt,
that our "Sugar is not wanted in the foreign market,

and that it is able to fqueeze itfelf in thele only by

being unnaturally fold at lefs than prime coft? Can
any one for a moment credit, that if the Continent
really were in want of 100,000 or even of 50,000
‘hogtheads of Sugar more ‘than it is fupplied with
ﬁom the fmemn colomes, that it would pmchaﬁ,
this quanuty of us at a certain price, but would not
give ‘2, per cwt. more than that price ,-~tlmt it
would buy of us 50,000 or 100,000 hogtheads at 32s.
but not a fingle cwt. at 34 s. *—The circumfiance, that
we do export large quantities of Sugar, proves nothing

in oppofition to the fa& I am contending for. An

article may be fold in the moft overftocked market, if
the feller choofes to facrifice fufliciently in its price
and for proofthat the Weft India Planters are obliged
to make 1uch a {acrifice on every hogfhead they fe]l I
need only vefer to their own {tatemenfs.

Thus,
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Thus, then, both fadts and ar gument bear me outin

affer ting, that the foreign colonies are how obundantly
able to fuppl] the contmental nmlkct with all® the

"Sugar it has occafion for.

The. f01ecromo ftatement fully exphmq the nature of

, the diftrefs of the Britih Weft India Bl.mtcm.“ The
:aufe of the evils of which Lhev complain isfimply.and
‘ folely this :—They grow a/mzcallJ a greater quantity Qf

Sugar than the adlual demand aﬁm ds a fa/e joz at a
pr Q/Liab/e price.

. Obvioufly and dc(u].y as this ﬁmplﬂ poﬁ tion accounts
f(n) the unploﬁ rable nature of the Wefl India Planter’s
occupation, one night have expected that, the anthors
who have profeffed to invefiigate the beft mode of re-
medying this evil, would in the firft place have thought
it neceflary explicitly to ftale- this.as its grand caufe,

"~ before they attempted to pointout the means by which

it is:to be eradicated.  But infiead . of adverting thus-
openly to thereal ftate of their cafe, they appear con-
ftantly to keep it in the back-ground, as though it were
a point on which they deemed it haza rdous to com-
ment. -Their pub]~cat;ona, indeed, afford abundant
evidence to ‘enable the reader to m"tl\e this cenclulion

- for himfelf; but they never, in fo many words, have

had the manlinefs to fay,“ Our diftrefes are occafioned
by our produce of Sugar e\ceedmd the demand for it.
This is the germ and radical caufe of all the evils
whlch oppxef's us, and for this we muft feek a remedy.”

" Onthe contlaxy,both their writings, and the Report of

the Committee appeinted to inquire into their cafe,
which Reportis grounded.on the evidence of the Wett
Iadia pmpixetow and merchants; ftate two other caufes |
as the main fource of their diftrefs. Thefe two caufes.
it will be here proper to advert to, in . order to fhow
th'xt; they are by no means entltkd to the weight
: : : ' v»hlch

i '1'7 1

-which bas been given to them, but are in fad mefely

confequences of the ra‘di‘cal caufe whi'ch I have pbini:éd
out.

1t Thev fay, that they alone of all others are fo
e*{tlaordmani) fituated; as to be plecluded fiom in-

- demnifying themfelves for the increafed prime coft of

their produce and the duties levied upon it, by an
equivalent advance of its price to the confumer:—and
as proof- that they, and not the confurmer, pay this
augmentation of prime coft and duty, they refer you
to the pricés which they received formerly, which were

~ much higher then, when thé duty was only 20s. per

cwt., than they are now, when it is 27s. As1thallhave
occafion’hereafter to attend to the latter part of this
flatement, I will not heie advance the arguments

‘which lead me to believe, that, firictly fpeang, hows

ever low . the price of Sugar may be, the duty is ffill
paid by the confumer ; but conceding for 1 moment
that the Planter is {o deplm ably ﬁtuated asthat a great
proportion of the duty levied on his Sugat, i¥ aétually
paid, not by the confamer, who ce‘rtainly o'ught to pay
it, but by hlmfelf s what, I would afk, is the caufe of
his being' placed in this lamentable predlcament P Is'ig
not clem]y manifeft, that the circumftance of his
growing more Sugar than there is a demiarid fof, is the
caufe © When the market is not overftocked with dn
'artxc]e, whatever duty is laid upon itis rea(hly pdidby
the confumier,as well as a reafonable prefit to the feller;
but if the fellers will force into the miarket more than

the quantity demanded, they tiuft éxpeét not only to

fell without profit, but with lofs: i which cafe, in ofig
fenfe, a part of any duty charged upon theit drticlé
may, be fdid to be pmd by thém. But what dan be
more chlldlfh‘ than to fay, as the poﬁttbn Fam noﬁ

low -

g
o
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low price of the Planter’s produce is the -caufe of his
difirefs ? An idiot knows that this is the proximate

caufe of the evil ; -but the grand que{’mon which alone

can be worth attending to, is, what is the caufe of this
low price? And the anfwer which I have aheady given
is alone the true one.

2d. The fecond great caufc, to whlch the Weft Indla
Planters themfelves’ attribute their diftrefs, and that
upon which the Committee of the Houfe of Commons
lays the greateft w excrht, is the low rate at which the
produce of the colonies of our enemies is conveyed by

the thips of neutral nations, and efpecially of America,
‘to the mother countries ; in confequence of which it

can be afforded there cheaper than the produge of the
‘Britith Weft India Planter, Joaded as it is with war

‘ ﬁewhta and m{'uranee, and the double freight which is

mcuned by bringing it firft to Britain, befoxe it can be
ﬂnppcd to the Continent.—But to ftate this as the main
caufe of the diftrefles of the Britith Planters, i3 to

~ take a vczy confined and partial view of the fubjedt.
" Doubtlefs, the low rateat which the produceof foreign
_ colomes is conveyed to the Continent, is the immediate

reafon why.we cannot afford to fell on equal terms ; but

except the maxkeh was overftocked, this dlfference of -
expenfe would not prevent our obtaining a profitable
~price for our produce. If the demand of the Continent

was fufficiently great to require our furplus produce as
well as the produce of their own 1ﬂands, the whole of
this quantxty would be fold for a profit ; and, the on]y
effet which would refult from the difference  of ex-

. penfe to each party in bringing its produce to market,
would be, that their profits’ would be larger than our’s. -

The cafe, however, on the contrary, is, that the Con-

'tment does not require a larger fupply of Sugar than

what 1ts own colomes can aﬁ'oxd ; aud‘, ofcoulfe, if we

Yk _ ) ; , attempt ‘
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attempt to enter into competition with them, we muft.

be content - to fell at a price which, ‘though it Jeaves
them a profit, is a lofing price tous. . To charge the
diftreffés of the Weft India Planters, therefore, upon
the American carriers, is almoft as.abfurd. as it would:
be for the affaffin to lay the blame of murder upon the
arfenic which he had purpofely placed in the fugar-
difh of his friend. If the Weft Indix Planters had not.

continued to raife a furplus of 14,000 hogtheads of

Sugar, when there was no effettive demand for it, the.
Amencwns might, if ‘they pleafed, have. carried the
Sugar of ... 0 cnemles for nothmb, without theleby
1nJurm0‘ them :
1If, then, as T thmk the foredomg drguments Tave

fully proved; the radical caufe of the diftrefles of the
Weft India Planters is. the, circumfiance of, their con-
tinuing to grow Sugar. for -the fupply of a demand,
which exxﬁ“ed ten years ago for a fhort period, but
which now no longer exifts; what, I would afk , is the

‘remedy which an unprejudiced judge, at all acquainted:
with the commoneft: principles of mercantile policv, ‘

would point out for.the care of thisevil? What is the

“medicine which Dr. Adam Smxth if he . were now

alive, would pxefm ibe for. a.difeafe whofe remote and:
effential caufe is {fo incontrovertibly manifeft ? Would
he not, if his opinion were demanded, reply fomewhat.
as follows — As the evils of. which the. Wefi India
Planters complain, are occafioned by their perfifting to
grow a quantity of Sugar greater than the _quantity for
which there is a demand .they. muft aét as all other-
claffes of cultivators or of traders are wont to a¢t in like-
circumftances ,—-—they muft draw from this unprofitable
employment, that furplus of their capital whichis now-
occupied in producing the fuperfluity of Sugar. which.
depleﬁ‘es the malket If, before the deﬁru&non of the:
c 2 plantauom

i
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phmt‘atiibnsof" St. Domingo, ¥2,000 hogflicads were as
much as the foreigh market,afforded a profitable: de-

mand for, they thould ceafe, now that the produce of '

that ifland is more than reftored, by the increafed: cul-
tivation of Cuba, Porto Rico, &c. to grow the addi-
tional 120,000 hegfheads which they were induced to
raife for the purpofe of exporting te fupply that dimi=
nution of produce. I know of no other mode than this
funple one, by: which the price of an article, deprefled
by a production of it greater than the demand; can:be
effectually and‘pemia'nenﬂy raifed.” I

Such, auqueftionably, would have been: the\rébmedy

which in fubftance Dr. Smith: would have preferibed:

fox the evil we are confidering, and fuch muft be the:
remedy which every unprejudiced obferver, in the leaft
acquainted with the principles of political economy,
_ will agree in preferibing.~~But before the Weft. India
‘Planter could have liftened to- the end of fuch a reply;
_hisimpatience: would have made him interrupt-him who
fhould have delivered it. ¢ This is-all very well,” he
would exclaim, ¢ as a remedy in ordinary cafes; butis
totally inapplicable in our’s. The common trader; the
importer. of hemp, of fruit, of corn, may witheut diffi=
culty withdraw his capital frem fupplying & market
which is overftocked ; he has-but one lofs to fuftain,
and that ne great ene. But cur fituation is widely
different.  We are not traders merely, but caltivators
of the foil. Our capitals are funk in the purchafe of
land which will grow nothing but Sugar;—in-the
ereion of buildings which are of no value but to the
Planter ;—and: we can in no other way withdraw our
~ capital from the bufinefs in-which it is engaged;than
_ by:abandoning it alfogether. But furely, you cannot
have the inhumanily to recommend- fuch a defperate.
" meafure tous, .You can:never expedt:that we fhall
e L - ~ calmly
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calmly fubmit to'a ftep which would Jeave many of us.

‘without a farthing. It inight be imprudent-in us fo
greatly to extend our cultivation of Sugar, for the
fupply of ademand which a flight confiderationmight -
have fhiewn us would be temporary ; but baving done
this, and with theencouragement even ofi Government,
"as Britilh fubjeéts we have a right to claim the adop-
“tion of any practicable meafures, {i uitable to. the pecu-
Jiarity of our fituatien, which promife to extricate us:

from themifery in which we are involved.” .
Eyery feeling mind muft admit the weight of this.

~fiatement, which [ have endeavoured to exprefs as.
firongly as a Weft India: Planter- himfelf could wifh ;-

and I'readily concede that it isananfwer to the mode

of reafoning which I have put into the mouth-of Dr..
_ Smith, fo ftrong, that 7 any pradicable mode of- re-
- lieving this numerous and very refpeftable body of

men, confonant. alfo with juﬁice: to other claffes of
fociety, and the'great landmarks of national policy,

- ean be pointed out, ‘the legiflature is. imperiou{ly
called. upon to enforce its adoption. B

Granting, then, as | fincerely do, the propriety of
affording relief to the diftrefles of the Weft India
Planters, if fuch relief be practicable, 1 proceed to the
confideration of the meafures which have been pro-
pofed for this end. But before [ enter upon this dif-

~cuflion, I muft premife two poftulates. as the touch-.
_fione to which all the plans relative to this {ubjet
~ought to be referred, as decifive: of the juftice or
injuftice, the wifdom, or folly, of addpting them. 1ft.

That no meafure fhould be adopted which relieves the--
. Weft India Planters at the expenfe of any other clafs.

of fociety : and 2d, That no meafurethould be adopted.
which does not promife, at_leaft, permanent relief to

“their difirefs,  When I have explained that, by the.

’

c3 firly.

bid
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“firft of thefe pofitions, I do not mean that the Weft
»+ India Planters ought not to have their juft profits paid
4 by the other clafles of ”fociety which confume’ their
- Sugar, but merely, that no particular clafs or claffes
+of f{ociety {hould be injured by the meafures intended
~to produce -thiseffet ; and that, by the laft pofition,
.- I'mean that. no ‘temporary plan of ‘relief; which in
- the end would involve them in deeper mifery, {hould |

be liftened to—I think there are few reafonable Weft

India proprietors who will not aflent to their juftice.

- The.}lans‘ which have been pl"opofe.d fox. the relief
_of the Weft India Planters naturally divide themfelves
-into fuch as refer to the incréafed confumption of

Sugar at home, and into thofe, the objeét of which is to
caufe its increafed exportation. The prior of thefe

- divifions, asrinc]uding meafures on every account the
* moft defirable, I 1hall attend to in the firft place.

The moft important of the modes 'by‘whic.h 1t has
been propofed to increafe the home confumption. of

- Sugar, and that on which the Weft India Planters

placed the greateft reliance, is,

The fubfiitution of Sugar for Grain in the
Difielleres. o .

ON this plan,which at an earlier period 'woulyd have

~afforded great room for difcuflion;, it is not now necef~
“fary to fay much, fince its pradticability and propriety -

have been the fubje of examination by a Committee

“of the Houfe of Commons, ’wl,.li'ch,'af'ter'h'ez’iririg the
 fulleft evidence on all fides, determined, that its adop-
“tion was incompatible alike with the intereft of the
“yevenue, and of the Britifly land proprietor. As, how-
ever, the propriety of this"decifion does not feem "to

have

l
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have been acquiefced in by the Weft India Planters,
it will not be ufelefs to thow, that the plan propofed,

is utterly at variance with the two prnqgi{plesmuth% ‘
“which we fet out in confidering this queflion. .

ol

1. As the quantity of Sugar which the ?l‘antgrs
themielves allow would be required by the diftilleries

is not 30,000 ‘hog{headsﬁ(‘ it muft {firike any one thatj ¢
‘this additional confumption would by no means alle-4¥

viate the ftate of a market deprefled by upwards of
140,000 hogfheads : and, indeed, M. B.ofanquet hm}-
felf admitted to the Weit India Committee, that this

“ pew demand from the home confumption, would be

inadequate to raife the price of Sugar fufﬁmepﬂy.lf
Itis evident, then, that this plan .does not, fulfil the
fecond of our poftalates, in pro,vidlglg an effectual and
rmanent-cure for the exifting evil.
BU; ‘l“;:lf; plan is inadmiffible, even if it could effect
“an entire relief to the Planter, inqﬁnuch as the beneﬁt
conferred on him, would be at the expenfe of two
other claffes of fociety, the farmers and l_andrz-propnfg-
tors. . So obviousis this ijg&ior.x_, that the Welt 'Indm.,
Planters thought it ne{:e‘ﬂ'-fxry,. in the‘ very.ouiieti%f
their propofal for the {ubftitution of.bugz‘ar in the dif-
hat it is groundlefs. To effect this
pufpofe they reafoi)ed as fdll‘ows s €€ Briti’li%‘dl?’{:s riot,
grow grain enough for the food 'of" her f‘m & }Lmi S%
{he imports annually about'a million o quafl sr:o
wheat. Now as there are 500,000 qu?.rters;o ;d‘l ey
‘afed inthe diftilleries, flop the 1mplortgt10n 2§e\50};esz ;3 |
-this gmoﬂnt, and thg farmer and land prop peed

tilleries, to thow t

1

* + % « Ynquiry into the State of the Britifh Weft 1ndies, yby Jof.
Lowe, Efq.” p- 48 . ‘ :
- + Evidencebefore the Committees
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ot Tofe their ordinary profits” - Again ; ; «« The Welt

India iflands,” faid they, ““at prefent are prohibited

- from gettmg moré than a trifling fupply of food from

Butam the bulk of ‘what they confume is obtamed.

Afrom: Ame) ica. 1f the farmers lofe the diftilleries, open
to them the exportation of grain to the Weft Indies.
“We are willing to be fupplied from them, and thus the
‘price of their produce will not be mduced by the) Pxo»
pofed meafure” ‘ :

This reafoning is on the face of it plauﬁble, but
ﬂlght confideration will thow its fallacy. If we were
~in the habit of importing annually 500,000 quarters of
barley, and of confuming 500,000 quarters of the
fame grain in ‘the chftxl!cue», froppage of the im-
‘portation would afluredly prevent the - farmer from

{offering by the fubflitution of Sugar in the diftilleries.

‘But this is not the cafe. The grain which we finpott,
is either ‘wheat for the food of man, or oats for our

horfes. The qu‘mtityof bax]ey‘impmted is always -

m(,onﬁdemb‘e, not more in ordinary years than 40,000
or 50,000 quarters.® 1t is plain, then, that by far the
Targeft pomon of the barlev nfed in the difiilleries is
the produce of our own foil, If, now, the farmer
could grow wheat where he at prefent grows barley,
he mwht fubmit without a murmur to lofe the diftil-
1eues, on having the importation of the former pro-
hibited. But every agriculturift knows, thal -the
farmer would always grow the more profitable crop
wheat, infiead of the lefs profitable crop barley, if his
{oil and a proper rotation of crops would permit him.
On certain {oils in general, and on other foils every
three or four years, the faune; ,ifhe plactxfc good huts

: ’ bandx ‘y,

* In 1805 were nnnorted 46: 249 quarters of oats, 899,856
quarters of wheat, and 44,567 quarters of bmley ‘
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bandry, muft grow barley. He cannot therefore {ub-

fiitute wheat for barley 5 -and confequently, if deprived.
-of one of his principal markets for the latter, its-price

would be greatly diminifhed, notwithftanding the non-

‘Fmportation of wheat. # It the Well Indla Planter

fay s, that the farmer might grow oats where he now
grows barley, to iupply the place of the 400,000

~quarters- of that grain annually nnpoxted T anfwer,

‘he could not do i.hlb and retain the jame profit. .. As

-wheat is a more profitable crop than baxley, {o is bar-
ley more profitable than oats; which is proved by the

fa&, that fo much of the latter grain, and fo little of

“the former, is imported.  If oats were as profitable as

barley, the quantity cultivated of each would be equal,
and the deficiency of each would be fupplied by an
equal importation of both kinds of grain. But we find
that our farmers fully fupply - the home market with
the more profitable grain, barley, while there is a de-

ficiency in the produce of the lefs pxohtab!e glam,

oats, which is fupplied from abroad. :
A train of reafoning fimilar to the foregoing, wili
fhow alfo, that an extenfion of the permiflion to expor
grain for the fupply of the colanies, would by no meuns
compenfate the favmer for the lofs of the diftilleries.

~If the Weft India Planters would engage to purchafe
of the farmers of Great Britain, at the price whichthey

now receive, all the barley which has been hitherto
confumed in the diftilleries, there would be fome pro-
bability of keeping up the value. of that grain; but

althougly,

A fa& which Iqtely came under my notice will conﬁnn the
truth of the above reafoning. A farmer from Coupar, Scotland,
informed me, that they grow confiderable quantities of barlcy‘
there, for which tlieir alnioft fole market is the diftilleries ; and
that on the mere report uf Sugar being about to be f.xbﬁatuted
for barley, its price fell 55 or 65 a q}uqrtcx.. : :
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Wlthough, in their eagerncfs to have the difiilleries
'opened to them, thefe gentlemen have not {crupled to
-exprefs their willingnefs to recéive their requifite {up~
ply of grain from Britain, can wereally credit that they
would be content to pay the fame price for barley ot
’barley‘—ﬂoum ‘that they now pay to America for good
~vheat or wheaten-flour, and loaded too with a freight
three or four times as great? Such’a facrifice would
yender the diftillefies indeed a-dear bargain. And no
oi%ﬁer- pl.mi could-compentate the farmer for the lofs
of this market for his barley, for it bas been already
fhown that he could not fupply the Welt Indies with
with oats, and retain his prefent profit. ‘
.. then, that the propofed plan of relief, by
‘allowing Bugar to be wled in the diftilleries inftead of
grain, is inadmiflible, fetting afide the confideration of
'1711{3 njury it would occafion to the’ revenue, both as
being calculated to effect o partial remedy only, and
as being hoflile to the interefis of other clafles of
fociety.—It is umeceflary to advert to the extention
of this plan to the breweries, which was at one time
‘propofed, as all the preceding objetions would app!sy
‘with tenfold force to fuch aregulation. o
In concluding what 1 have te obferve refpeding this
meafure; as it is not impoflible but its policy may be
again agitated, Fbegto fay a few words 1n reply to one
“argument 10 its ‘favour, which to .me appears highly
ablurd. It has been contended, that it is defirable we
hould ufe Sugar inftead of grain in the breweries and
for the purpofe of rendering unneceflury
portation'of food, the neceflity of which,
ht be produétive of the mofit ferious evil,
nee of an occafional bad harveft. Now,
‘nothing is"touie more obvious, lthun
f our being in the habit
yfoad, makes it of great
importance

Cwheat or
fris plain,

diftilleries,
-our prefent im
it is faid, mig
“on thie occuire
on the contrary;
‘that the very circumftance o
of importing a quantity of ou
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breweries and diftilleries.- What is:the reafon that we
- import annually ‘900,000 quarters of: wheat from the
“Coiitinent and from America?* Not that we do not

gréw "gyldiia A{ufficiént for our-food, for we confume

~upwards ‘of five millions of quarters of barley .in our -

, “breweries and diftilleries : bist becaute vur nice palates
do’ not ' choofe' to eat bread made ‘of barley, -and our
Pg‘od11ce of zo/zcat‘»is‘ not fuﬁ"id@ﬂtjbl‘ us. Now, folong

‘as we'continue to demand an 1;}iirl‘1ji‘iil'1'i|'[3p ly of 000,000
" quarters of wheal froi abroad yfolong will thisquan-
“ti ty continue to be’ (’)1'orluéed abroad for us, and " we
fhall obtain it in fpite of every obfta¢le. ‘Ina 'yéaf’é’f
- occafional fearcity, therefore, we thall {iill receive our
~ufoal fupplyfﬁ'_;(:nkn*'ab}rozid,v"and we have befides the
- barley which is now COltifllx;uéd in-nlanufaéturing ale
and {pirits, to recur to, and appropriate as the food of
~man, if neceflity thall bave tamed our pampered appe-
‘tites. But w hat, 1 afk, would be cur condition, if all

" the grain which we raife, ‘were ufed ‘as the food’ of
“man; if we ufually reccived no {upply of food from
“abroad ; and if, thus ﬁtua'ted,\we were affli@ed with «

fcanty crop; élpecially if to this calamity were fuper-
added any ebfiraétion of our trade? Iy it not clear
'that on this fuppofition we night be obliged to endure
all the hoirors of famine? ~ From ‘the 'danger of this

jmportance to us to rvetdin the ufe;of grain’in otr '

-l
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“moft dreadful of all evils, our prefent cuftom of raifing

fo much grain which we ufually apply to other pur-

pofes than the food of man, but which can be diverted:

“froim

* Tt is very obvious that the ftatements of the neceflity of an

~ annual importation of wheat into this country, have been greatly
exaggerated. ' That in éood years we grow amply fufficient for
our wants, is clearly proved by the fadt, that though we have
been for a long time wholly excluded from any fupply from the

" “Continent, and are at prefent thut out’from Anjérica alfo, notife
in the price of wheat has taken place. ' :
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from thefe purpofes and fo applte& ‘when neceffity

zequires, is our moft important fecurity : and fo far
from ils being defirable that we fhould abrogate this
cuftony, there could be no plan devifed which would

-more offedtually fecure us from the peflibility of fa-
- mine, than to diftil all the fpirits w hich we confume,
froin our own corn, even though fiich a meafure fhould

abhoe usto zmport twice as. much grain as we now do.

) 'Im-: fecond mode tu point of lmpmtance eonne&ed
nlhh the home confumptxon of Sugar, which ‘the W’cﬁ:
India Planters l}ave propoied as calculo.ted to rdxeve
: thelr dxﬁress, is,

A repeal in wlmi‘e, or in part, af’ the additionaf
duty of 7's. per cwt., “which, fince 1803, has

pecn. laid  upor - Sudar mtended joz /zome ‘

wnjumptwm :

THE ‘propofers of this phn (-ontend that < it is
adding infult te e}.a&mn to tell the Wefi mdn Planter,_

that he does not pay the who]e of 75, tax per cwh
Taid on Sugar finee January 1803 ;7% and they feem
te ave no doubt but the repeal of this .xd(dtxonal tax
would greatly leffen theu‘ diftrefles. '

However mconvement it might be to a gover nmem:

Tike our’s, at its wits end for amcles oF taxation, te

bear the defieit of a tax which pxoduce> half a millien
perannom to the yevenue ; no liberal mind would deny
’iha.t fuch a tax onght to be done away, if it really were
she caufe of the deep and univerfal diftrefs w hich op-

,pzeﬂ'es the Weft India Planters, or if its ceflation would ‘
i any confider able degree tend to alleviate fuch de-~

Eﬂ&oxab‘e misfortunes. - But I fear the Weft India

Planters have egreg muﬂy decewed themfelves in em-
bracing

N
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" *Sir W, Young, page5l.

[ 29 1]
bracing this h‘dpé;WhiCh I conceive a few fimple con-~
fiderations will fhow: to be altogethér a delufion ; and

at the fame time prove the error: of the fuppofition, .
that the whole of the duty is not 1eally paxd by th%?)

confumer.

When the home m'n‘ket is greatly over‘ﬁocxeﬂ Wlﬂ!‘

any ar ticle for which there is_fome fale in the foreign:
market, its price in the former, will be regulated by the:

price which can be obtained for it in the latter. ~This

pofition the Weft India Planters explicitly allow. M
Lowe fays, “ When we are overftocked; ourprices fall
to the lowrate at which foreigners can afford to pur~
chafe, after whlch they fall no more.”* Again he {ays,

““In faét our prices are entirely rcgulated by what
the foreigner can afford to give ;- and; once more, "

“ The prices of the whole market have been regulated
by the foreigner’s ffandard.”} Now, if the price of

Sugar in the home malket be determined by its price
abroad, and if its actual fale price to the confumer, -

be e.qual to the price for which it could be fold in the
foreign' market, added to the duty levied upon its

home confumption ; how, I would afk, can it be with'

juftice contended, that the duty is net paid by the
confumer. Thefe conditions are clearly exemphﬁed
in the prefent ftate of the Surrax market. The price

which foreigners will give for Sugar to the Britifl

Planter is, as Mr. Lowe informs us, from 315. to 346
per cwt.§ This fixes the home price, which, exclufive
of duty, is precifely the fame. The confumer, in ad-
dition to this price, pays the duty, which'is 27s. per cwt.,

and thus the Sugar tvhich heconiumes, coftshim Gos.per

Wiy

» s

* Inquiry, page' 69 | 1 Inquiry, page 84.
+ Ibid. page 65.  § Ibid. page7s.
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ewt. How thencarrthe WeftIndia Planter pretend
that any part of this duty falls on him ? It is not-fuf-
“ficient to fay, that he now receives lefs for his Sugar.
than be did before the  additional duty was levied.
"This circumf{tance is occafioned by a caufe altogether.
anconneted with the duty—by . his imprudent con-
* duét in overfrocking - ihe market. . To verify the pofi-
tion; that.any part of the additional 7 5. per cw‘t..duty,
\reexll‘)" falls on him; he fhould be able to prove, either,
that the home price of Sugar is lefs than the régula‘ti;ng
foreign priée, added to the duty ;;‘tl'lat,‘a{’te.xj payl.ngf
27 5. per ewt. duty on his Sugar, when the foreign price-
is 33s., he cannot fell it.to the home confumer’ for

more than 53 s. :—of, that the impofitien of this duty

has diminifhed the home confumption, and thus in-:
direétly contributed to lower the price. But certainly

 fadls are dire€ily in oppofition to “the former fuppofi- -

tion; and if -we are to truft thgiaccuracy of Sir Wi,
Young’s tables, the cafe is*the fame :with theAlat'ter‘,i
for he ftates the home confumption of Sugar to have.
been only 1,483,062 cwt. in 1803, when the fale.price
was 67'3'. including duty, and to have been 2,1 58,656

cwt. in 1804, when the fale price; inclading duty, was

Sos.*  Again, if the additional 7s. duty really fell-
upon the Planter, he wounld be able to fell his:=Sugar,.
when' this duty was taken off, for the price he now.
obtains of the confumer: that js, if the duty were.
only 20s. he would fiill be able to obtain of the con-
fumer 60s. per cwt.-for it. But can any mau in his-
{enfes believe this? Can any man, atail acquainted.
with the principles on-which the prices of articles de-.
pend; and who admits the truth of Mr. Lowe’s poﬁ-r
o tions,

AN

' *bn VV. Young, page 48 and 56 B
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Hons, contend that if the duty on Sugar weic.20s.

“inftead of 27s., that the price of Sugar to the. con~

fumer would coutinue at its prefent .rate ?, The
Gazette price is the aciual market price of Sugar; and:
provided the demand for this article, both in the foreign,

market and the home market, remained the fume, the

Planter would not receive more than this price for-his
SLIgax‘" if the whole 27s. duty were taken: off, .nor
would he receive lefs than this price if the duty were
doubled.  The only way in which an alteration in the

.daty on Sugar confumed at home could affe&t the

intereft of ‘the Planter, would be by increafing or di-
1nini(hjxig it fo much, as that the demand for Sugar
{hould be materially leflened or increafed ; and if the
Planters could prevail upon the Minifter to take off
the whole duty on Sugar, and 1if this meafure would
double the home confumption, therewould be need of
no other regulatioﬁ to enable them to obtain their juft
profits. . But any one, who is aware of the extended
confumption of Sugar in this conntry, will be unwilling
to admit that even a dedudtion of the whole duty
would increafe its confumption to any fuch. rate, as
to take off the whole of the vaft furplus with which the

market is now glutted.—It is ufelels, however, to enter. |

i.nto_'zm y farther difeuffion of this point.. We are well
aflured that the interefts of the revenue will never
allow the experiment- to be made on.the largé feale,
and it has been already {hewn that no trifling diminu-
tion of the'duty, fuch as alone could be hoped for by.
the Planters, would be of any ferviee to them,

The two fox‘egoing plans are the only ones which,

~“as conneted with'the home confumption of Sugar, it

is requifite. to attend to. In addition to thefe modes

of relief, ‘it jh;is ’flgcen propofed 5 kixf;,b_,ehalf'r; éf the Wqﬂ:;

India
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India Planters, that'the con{’um’ption of Rum fhould
be encouraged in the Navy, in preference to, that of

Brandy ;, and that Coffée ought to be geneaally fubfti-

futed in lieu of the Tea for whlch we annually pay {o
much to the Chinefe : but it is plain that neither of
thefe fubordiriate remedies are calculated to eure the
main diftrefs of the Planter, arifing from a fupexﬁmty

of his prime ftaple, Sugar. So fdl as they 'go, there
'can be no' great objeétlon to thems though, w1th> re<
fpect to the firft, the plan of buymg Rum of oui ¢o~

~ lonies at’ a hxgher pnce than we can purchafe Br andy'

forof our enemies, is- not quite confonant with the
“true principles of mercantile policy, which direct us
to buy at the cheapeft market.” And’ with refpe@c to
the general ufe of Coffee m{tead of Teay it is abfurd

to iuppofu that the overthrow of a national habit,, fo~

deeply rooted as the ufe of the latter, could be accom-
plithed in any reafonable period; fo as tobe any alle~
vntxon of the exifting diftr eﬁ“es of the Plantexs. o

1 proueed to the conﬁderutlon of l.he meafures whxch

have been propofed for the relief of the Planter, con=

' ne@edwith the augmentation of the exportation- of
Sugar to foreign nations, either c’hrc&ly from the
Weft Indles, ar after’ havmrv been ﬁrft unpoxtcd mto
Britain. - -

. The prmcxp'ﬂ of the mea{'ures propofed for mcreaﬁng
the éxportation of the fur plus of Sugar wnth Whlch the
- home market is now orlutted is, o

The aZZozuame of an addztzoual Boum‘ y on all
- raw Suoa) erpm ted.

ALTHOL GH o dxawback of the whole of the duty

paxd on tnennpel ‘tation of Sugfn into Blltdlﬂ is allowed :

-on
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on its expoxtatxon s and, allhough in addition to this, a

bounty of 2 s. per cwt. is granted when it is below 40s.
Gazette price, the fupply of the continental confumers
from then own colonies is {fo'ample, that they will not

buy of us in any confiderable quantlty, even at the
plefent reduced prices. 'The Weft India Plantexs,
“therefore, as a further inducement to enfure their pur-

chafing mo:e extenﬁvely, with for a fiill higher
bounty on exportation, which they flatter themfelves
would at the fame time take off the fupuﬂulty of Sug'u

'now in ‘the market, and nnteually increafe the puce
" of ‘that 1ctc1med f01 home confumphon —1 am not 
certain whethel in plopoimo this plan, the Weft India
Planters’ imagine that z any of this bounty would remain

with them 3 but I can fearcely fuppofe they entertain

" fo abfurd a hope; for they muft {ee that, if a bounty is
requifite to induce foreigners to purchafe of us at the

prefent low pr iees, this boun ty muft go into the pockets

~of the foxexon/pulchafex, not into theu o If the ut-

moft which the foreign pl.llCh‘lfel will sc,lve for a {inall

'quantxty of our Su0a1 is g2s. percwt. even with the

temptation of a bounty of 25, per cwt. it is very ob-

‘vious that he would require the whole of any additional

bounty which the Government could with prudence

allow, to mduLe ,mn to pmchafe mme extenﬁvely at

the fame price. :
If, then, the aI]owance of an addltxonal bounty

_iwould be ploduéhve of no direét advantage to the
‘Weft India Planters, we may conclude that the fub-
ftantial benefit to which they look from this meafme,
would pxoceed from the higher price of the Sugar.

confumed -in the home market, which an increafed
expoitation would caufe.—But,’ unlefs I am greatly
miftaken, they deceive themfelves in {fuppofing, either,

' bhat an e:\tenﬁve e‘{pmtatlon would be the refult of

s : o D an




Lo

S

an addzt:onal bmmty, or, tlnt the piice of ‘& ngar "iﬁ
th(, home mall\et would be tl.(‘l be (,onﬁdemb]) 1'11{'0(!
The {o;lowmg are my reafons for this opinion:

~ Our bug it cannot ﬁnd a fale in the foreign market,
“unlefs we offei itat a price 1Cfb than that a t whlch, the
bugax from the foreign colomcs is {old ‘A"bdu‘nty
~ would enable us to offex at this lcducul pricé ; whith

at the firft wo ald mduce thc foxcwn melchant to '

order hmcly from us. -
amply iupphed with Suwar hom othor qutexs, the
;numﬁcm of a qmmtxtv of Bntl‘h Sugar into thls mar-
ket at a ]ovs er price than ufual would muie a ceﬁa-
tion of ihe ohlm'ny demand for f01e10n Sugal, 'md
~ the, price of ‘the laiter would full until it was fold at
the fame mtu as Britith Su aax "When this event had
takcn p,ace, which w rould very Apeedily take place,—
when the price of the Sugar, nnpmted from the Tl@t}Cl}
and Spamfh Coxomes, h'ld fallen as low in the foreign
mar l\et as the pr ice of th at impor ted from. Bntam,
110 more would be i lmpm ted from the laiter countr, V
Om expor Ladon would again ceafe, unlefs, for tlwe kae
of another tempox ary f’clmulus, we chofe to 1emat the
»plocd 5,8 and again increafe the bounty on expor tatlon.
Bf we were fo abfurd as to do this, we might once
mote force the export of a few ﬂddmonal thouf’xnd
hod( heads of Sugar ; but no other effeét would in the
' end be pxoduced by thls meafure than the one I hav
’,ah‘eady pointed ouf. “We thould dep1 efs tbe price of

 foreign Sugar, but ihould f’cop far fhort of the ')omt |

of ndd'no omfelves of: dl]. the fupexﬂuuy whlch op-a
-pxeffes ihe home ‘market. FE :

" The bounty would Qpelate alfo. in anothcl way t@
; 'defeat its own end Suppofe ; that an addmondl
“bounty of 58. per cwt. was 1Cqu11ed to indnce a, falc
" eof the whole fur plus of our Sugm in the f01e10n mar-

ket,.

foreign. dunmd mu[’c ceaiu
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ket, at'the plefcnh price. When the foreign deitiand
had taken 30,000 or 40,000 howfheads out of the mar-

ket, the price of Sugar would advance one or two {hil-
lings per cwt.
5s. per cwt. from the prefent price, (fuppofe 325.) was |

'only {ufficient to induce a demand from the fmelgn

But if the deduéhon of the whol«, of

market, as.foon as ever Lhe price loie to 34s. the

price of Sugar in the honie ‘market, at all adequate

to what’ the ‘Weft India Planters fay they ought to -

}mve, I‘)Lucl‘) Lo fecuxe them from- lofs, would be ef-
fe&ed by:a bounlv, even if thiat bounty were lu{ﬁment

to. enfure . a demand ﬁom the. foreign mallxet fm the

whole - {upc)ﬁuxty of our Sunax, at its pxdent pnce

1f the Weit: India Planters were fo few in number
that they ‘could combine together, and refolve to fell
;to fOl\,l""n(‘E]S at g1s. the whok 140,000 hogfheads of
‘Suagar for. whlch there is no demand at hotne, for the

fake of felling in the home market the remaining
150,000 ‘now‘heads of the import, for the monopoly
price of 623 they would have fome chance of de-

'l’xwmg ‘Dbenefit hom fuch a fommn demand. But
‘among the. mcmbem of fo numelous a body no com-

bination of this } md is piaéhcable. As foon, ther efore,
as ever the foreign demand had taken fo much of the

Auarplus out of the market as would {uffice to raife the
-remainder a few fhillings per cwt. the export would

cea[e 10 Phntel wou]d chooﬁ. to fell his Qiugal for

' a1 s. to the imewncn, whcn he could .obtain 3zs. Qr

a4s. in the home market ; whlch would thus.{till con-
tinue glutted, and the benefit derived. from the bounty
be of the moﬁ tr 1ﬁmg delulptlon. _

/ Althou‘gh

*. In conﬁdenng the menfure of a bount y.on the GXportatxon

‘of Sugar, I have viewed it in the li ght in which the Committee of

» 2 the

Thus, no increale of the .

-
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Although the preceding arguments, fhowing the
ineflicacy of a bounty asto effeéling any {ubftantial
e i relief

-~

the Houfe of Commons, and the Weft India Planters, ai;péar to
have regarded it, namely, as intended to increafe the exportation,

' "byglorwgring the priceto the foreign purchafer : butas Mr. Lowe,
in treating this fTubjett, féems to have confidered its effet ina

different point of -view, I think it neceffary to advert ‘awhile to
his ftatements. He contends, that the effect of granting'a bounty

- omexported Sugar, would be, to enable the foreign purchafer to

buy. of us ata price equal to the prefent price and the bounty

allowed, and thus to raife the price of that portion confumed in .

the home market to the {ame height. 'And it is from the in-
creafed price in the home market, brought about in’ this way,

~that he conceives the: Weft India Planters would derive benefit
“from a bounty, the whole of which he contends would go to
‘them and not to. the foreign purchafer.—But,. in.forming this

opinion as to the effefts of a bounty, two circumitances appear

_to me to have led Mr. Lowe into error. 1. He all along feems

to confider it as an admitted faét; that the - foreign 'demand is

fuffcient to take off the whole of our furplus of Sugar at its
prefent low price. - This idea T have, I think, already thewn o

be unfounded, and the evidence prefented by Mr. Lowe him-

Aelf, at page 35 of his;work, fully confirms my argument. We

are there told, that in January \la(‘c; both Sugar Refiners ai{d

" Weft India Merchants ftated, that the fole reafon why thie ware-

houfss were foloaded with Sugar was, that a'fale for it could net
be found.—z. Mr. Lowe feems to confider the Sugar which 1is

- brought to the foreign market, as having. been ‘purchafed for
fale, at the. colonies, by ¢the neutrals who tranfpert it, and that
_this quantity will not be brought to market if we undéx'fe}l
_them. Thus, at. page 70, he fays, © When your prices are fo
‘low, noteven the neutrals can ftand in competition with you.”

Again, at page 81, fpeaking of the effet of a bounty, he ob-

ferves, it would enallle the foreigner to buy Sugar here “as

cheap or cheaper than neutrals can afford it.” Alfo, at page 85,

_he fays, “ The foreign purchafer will buy Sugar, if the price be

»ohe or two fhillings lefs than he can buy it for from neutrals.”
But this mode of confidering the cenveyance of Sugar from the
market, is contradiéted by

R oL Ll
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yelief for the Weft India Planters, are convincing to

myfelf, yet as their drowning fituation may make

them.

all the (tatements which have been made on this fubje¢t. The
very foundation ef the arguments employed in « War in Dif-

guife,” as-well as of thofe made ufe of i)y the Weft-India -

Planters themfelves, is, that the Americans and the other neu-
trals are merely the -carriers of Weft India produce from the
éolonies to the mother countries, on account of the Planters of

thefe colonies either refiding there or at home.  Now,as this

is the cafe, it follows, that ne lowering of our prices, will pre-
vent any the fmalleft portion of the ufual fupply from reaching
the foreign market. The foreign Planter isin precifely the fame

. predicament with the Britifh Planter: After fupplying the
. American market, which is now as fully fupplied as it can ever

be, he muft fend tlie remainder of his produce to Europe, and
there fell it for the beft price that he can obtain, The on]yéﬁ"e&,

therefore, which would enfue from the forced introduétion of »

our Sugar into the foreign: market would be, that the foreign
Planter muft fink his price to the rate at which the neceflities of
‘the Britifhi Planter force him, or the grant of a bounty enables
him to fell at. Until thisis effected, there is a temporary de-

mand for Britith Sugar in the foreign market:but as foonas ever

the foreign Planter has been obliged to offer his Sugar at as low
a’price as-our’s, the demand for Britifh Sugar ceafes, until it is

“again ftimulated by a further redu@ion of price. This ftate-

ment feems to” be fully confirmed by fa&ts. . For three years paft
the price of Sugar has been getting lower every year. In 1804,

we could difpofe of the whole of our furplus Sugar at §35. The

next year we were forced to take 4gs. for it.* . In December
1906 the price which foreigners would give for our Sugar was
as Mr. Lowe informs’ us (page 66) «34s5. Atprefent (he 4tell;
us) it is about 31.5.5” and even if there had been no interruption
ofaccefs to the Continent, it would, I have no doubt, have béen
ftill lower the next year. In fa&, where a market is conﬁantly

overftocked, firft one feller muft diminith the price of his artigle, -

and then the other, until the price is fo low that the ruin of one
enfues, and he is driven out of the market. And whether the
fore}gn Planter or the Britifh Planter is likely to be the winnér

# Sir William Young, p. 48+ Jﬂ
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'tihem defirous of ,trying by experiment what help even
{ach a ftraw may be capable of affording them, 1
{hink it neceffary, in the fecond place, to point out
the grofs impolicy of granting a bounty on the ex-
“portation of Sugar, and the inj uftice with which fueh
a meafure would be fraught towards the interéfts of
the reft of the community. ooy T

~ All the arguments which Dr. Smfth has urged, with
fuch irrefiftible force, to combat the policy of bounties
" in general, apply with tenfold propriety to.the cafe
of the Welt India Planters. Their’s is not one of the
jnftances in which be has allowed that a bounty may

be fometimes advifables They do not alk for it to

fupport' a manufaflure yet in its infancy, which pro-
miles, if cherifhed in its firft ftage of debility, {peedily
o arrive ata maturity that will no longer require {up-
,i)bi‘t; (jn the .Cdntr'a'i“‘_y',‘ the-y aﬂ_& for a bounty. to en-

courage 4 lofing trade, which, moft affuredly, will

never be otherwife than lofing. They wilh that an

annual tax of £.300,000. or £.400,000. thould be laid
upon the co’mmupity; for the ,purpo‘fe of being given
o our enemies, to induce them to take off their hands
o : R ‘ a fuPérﬁtiitﬂy

in fuch an unequal game, I leave any reafonable man to judge.—
. In confequence of thefe two grand errors, which appear tome to

-pervade the whole of Mr. Lowe’s reaibning on the fubje& of

-bqurities, I am led‘ to believe that .the conclufion which he has
- .drawn, relative to the direct advantage that'the Planter would
:z'éceiyg from this medlure, is al;ogéther unfou}itled, even though
thie-Governiment were to be fo imprudent ‘as to grant the mon-
-firous bounti_es of 18 5. 0r-1z4. per cwt. which he has i)rq”pofed.
And with refpe& to the indireft advantage which alone . the

Planters could poflibly receive from a bounty, nothing that

" NIr, Lowe has advanced has at all convinced me of the fallacy
-of the grguments by which I hiave above maintained an' oppofite
opinion, ' ' o

i
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a fuperfluity of Sugar; in order that thé very.com-
munity. who have paid this tax, may be made to pay
‘twice the fam that they now pay, for the Sugar which
they themf{elves confume: * ~That a trader ihoq‘xd
. ~wifh

o MlLowc ‘takes much pains to prove that' the grant of a
bounty on exported Sugar woeuld not be, ¢ as fome hnagine, to

" enable foreigners to ufe Sugar at 6s.a cwt. lefs than our own
countrymen™ (page.66); and that the plan of & hounty  isnok
for the foreigner’s benefit but for eur an,” (page 73) 3 and I
confefs, if he can make it appear more clearly than he Thas 'yét
done, that the foreign purchafers will be contented without re-
ceiving any of this bounty, in that cafe we fhall not be taxing
ourfelves for the purpofe of bribing foreigners to take our Sugar
_ at lefs than prime coft. The injuftice of this meafure will then
be, that the community are taxed on the Sugar which they con-
fume, in order that the Weft India Planters may receive a pro-
fitable price upon a furplus quantity which they have no occa-
“fon for. M. Lowe fays, There would be no hardfhip in the plan
which he propofes, @iz, “to lay an additional tax on.the home
-confumer, who has fo long pofeffed an undue advantage in the
price of Sugar; and ﬁ'o‘mvt’hat tax to provide a fund fora bf’l,th
on export,” (page 73)- - But, in my mind, never was a plan
" much more opprefiive propofed.- Whom has the Weft' India
Planter to thank for the  undue advantage in the price of Su-
v gé.r, which the home confumer has {o long pgﬂ‘eﬂ'e’d 7 Himfelf;
by glutting the market. Thehome confumer cannot objeét to
_pay fuch a price for his Sugar as will leave a profit to the Weft
India Planter; but furely he may with juftice obje¢t to pay a
“profit to the Planter upon Sugar for the ufe of foreigners. What
fhould we fay, if, when the cotton manufa&turers have glutted
“poth the home and foreign. ‘market with cottons, they were to
- propofe thata tax fhould be laid upon the home confumption of
this article, in order to afford ‘them a profit upon “what they
were before obliged to export ata lofs? Vet exadtly a fimilar
propofal is Mr. Lowe’s, of laying a tax of 8s. percwt. on all
.Sugar ,con{u‘méd at home, in order to gi.ve‘thePlanter 164. .per
cwt. on all Sugar exported,——I ‘may here obferve ‘that Mr.
Lowe’s calculations, as to the fom which the bounty he propofes
S R B D4 S would
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~wifh to have his juft profitis very reafonable ; but what

{hould we think of the modefty of a trader, who thould

‘afk his cuftomers to tax them{'elves, in order that they

mlght be made to pay a double price for the articles

which they bought of him? Precifely fuch a pro-

- -pofal is that of the Weft India Planters for a bounty

And if its injuflice to .other branches of the com-

" ‘munity be fo glaring, its impolicy is equally obvious.

It is at all times highly impolitic to continue to pro-
duce an article which is fold for lofs at home, but the
folly becomes tenfold when it is propofed to fupply
our enemies even with that article at-go or 40 per cent.
lefs than it cofts us to bring it into exiftence. The

“Weft India Planters flate, that when they obtain

32s. per cwt. for their Sugar, they lofe gs. or 4s. per

‘ewt. by it. The nation has already agreed to give a

bounty of 2s. per cwt. on all’ Suo,'n exported.  It,
therefore, at prefent fuftains a lofs of 5s. or Gs. a cwt.

- on all the Sugar which foreigners buy of us. And the

Weft India Planters now propofe, that an additional

~ bounty of 5s. or 6s. per cwt. {hould be granted ; mak-

ing the whole lofs to the nation, on every cwt. of ‘

_Sugar exported, 10s. or 12s., equal to 40 per cent.;

or,

. . AR

- 'would coft the revenue, are by no means accurate. . He ftates at

- two-thirds of our -whele import are confumed in Britain and °

page79g, on the authority of theWett India Report, that more than

- Ireland 5 s Ywhercas at page 18 he ftates, from the fame authority,
‘that eur home confumption of the 280,000 hogtheads imported
 is only 170,000, which wants 16,000 hogfheads of being barely
* two-thirds of the whole import.  Sothat a tax of § 5. per cwt. on

the home confumption would be thort of furnithing. 16s. per cwts
.on the export by £.26a,000. Again, at page 79, he calculates the .

export at enly 1,000,000 cwt., whereas the ledﬂ; export requned

. is frated to be 110,000 ho«r{headb, whxch, at 1 3 cwt. each, are

,4,30,000.

v
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or, in other Wmds, they wifh that a bSuity thould be

eftablifhed for encouraging a hade, by which the na-
tion will-lofe from £. 30. to £.40. on every hundred
pounds worth of Sucr'u which it exports! What amaz-
mg opacity muft dlm the eyes of that man, who, hav-

‘ing taken this view, the only proper view in which the

fub_]e& can be confidered, thall ftill contend that a
bountv on the exportation of Sugar is advifable !

I have thus fhewn, that on every confideration, an
mmeafe of‘the bounty on the e*{po* tation of Surrar is
inadmiffible. Not’a farthing of it would direéily enter
the pockets of the Weft India Planters; and it would
completely fail in indirecily relieving their difirefs, by

‘taking off the prefent furplus, and mcxeaﬁng the.price

of Sugar materially at home. And if it could produce
thefe effeé’cs, its adoption would be utterly inconfiftent
‘with a regard to juftice’towards the reft of the commu-
nity, and to all the acknowled')ed puncxples of mer-
cantlle pohcy o :

" The next of the meafures propofed for the relief of
the Weft India Planters to which I fhall attend, and
which is, in fac, that upon which they have placed

“the greateft hOpe as an efficacious remedy for their

embarraffment, is, -

The blockade of the French and Spanifh
colonies of IMartinique, Guadalmcpe, Cuba,
a’nd Porto Rico.

THE Weﬂ; Indla Planters, as I have befo:e obfer ved

“averting their face from the real caufe of their diftrefs,

namely, their continuing to grow Sugar for the fupply
of a-demand which no lenger exlﬁs, mofi unjuftly lay

o thelr
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"their calamities at the door-of the foreign Planters

and American fhip-owners; as though the former

had not as much right as themfelves to cultivate their

property, and the latter equal liberty with us to carry
goods for thofe who will pay them the higheft freight.
Talang this moft prejudiced view of the fubject, they
have propofed, as a mean of preventing thefe irregular
yraé‘cices,' as they term them; that the principal iflands

" of our enemies fhould be placed in a ftate of blockade;

which ftep, by hindering all accefs of foreign produce
to Europe, would again give us the monopoly of the
continental market. Outrageoufly Tioftile as the chrif-
#ian or ithe moralil muft deem fuch a ;proceduré_to

~every principle which he is accuftomed to reverence,

3 is not in this point of view that I am about to con-
fider this plan. The laws of war have little to do with
either religion or morality, and if the Weft India
Planter can {hew that this meafure is pradlicable, and
that it will permanently relieve his diftrefs, I {hould

deem it a wafle of time to offer any arguments againft '
‘3. But all that I have feen advanced on this topic,
“has failed to couvince me either of its praélicability -

or of the permanency of its effect; and I thall as

priefly as poffible ftate my reafons for believing, 1ft.
-that it is impraéticable ; and 2d. if praéticable, that it

is not only not at all likely-to relieve the diftrefles of

_the Planters for any length of time, but, in fa@, that
‘after a certain period it would plunge them into ten-
- fold mifery. '

~In confidering the practicability of this plan, we
muft inquire what meaning the Plauters affix to the

‘term “ blockade.” If they take it in the fenfe in which
_other nations contend it fhould be underftood, and
‘.‘:,'near’x that we are tofurround the French and Spanith
| “eolontes with armed veflels, {o as cffedtually to prevent

2 . : all

il omsima—
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all commimication with them, there is not need of
anothier word to (how that {fuch a project is altogether
impracicable. Tor, can any ‘man helieve that we can
fpare thips and failors fufficient to cut off effeétually
all naval eommunication with feveral thoufaind miles
of coaft, when fuch golden temptations will be otfered,
to tun every tifk in deceiving the firicteft vigilance D

~ 1If, on the other Ah’and‘,‘ the term “ blockade” is to

tecéive that convenient meaning which we have fome-~

times affixéd to it +—if it is to  be underftood, that our
ivere deelaration, that the French and Spanf{h Wefl
India iflands are blockaded, is to be fuflicient autho-

fity to our thips of war to capture every American

laden with Weft Indian px_’oﬂuce wherever met fwivth,

"~ __then, this meafure will certainly claim a greater

fhare of ?raé‘tica‘bifity; “Tor fuch a “ blockade” (or
inore properly fyftem of piracy) would undoubtedly
enable us to throw great impediments in the way of
'ihé';-n-eféﬁg intercouife of fbl'eig;i nations with their/
‘colonies ; and although we could not wholly prevent
their iéceiving fupplies from them, we fhould {fo much
'i’iitii’éafé the riflc of transfer, that the price of Sugar
:Wo’ui’d' be greatly enhanced. But a quefiion hiere na-=
turally piefents itfelf=—though fuch a  blockade™
might be in part effeGtual, would it be advifable? The
annui¢iation of fuch a novel definition of the term
would moft affuredly plunge us at once into war with
America; and I fubmit it {0° the determination of
thofe Weft India Planters, who fo highly eftimate the
value of their demand for five millions of our produce
and manufaures, whether it would be politic, for the
fuke .(')f retaining a portion of this trade, that we fhould
‘take a ftep which would deprive us of a cuftomer that
,ggm‘iually confames ten millions of our produce ? '

But let u1s confider this meafure as to the perma-

nency

T T A ORI
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nency of the relief which is expected from it. Let us
make the {uppofition, that the blockade of our enemies
~ colonies would effectually exclude their produce from
the European market, and thus give us the monopoly
-of ;hib: mgu‘ket; and moreover let us make the incon=~
gruous fuppofition, that the affeGion of the Amél'ican§
towards us is fo long-fuffering, as that a meafure
which would fubject half their (hips to'détehtién, and
_annihilate the moft profitable part of their trade, would
not lead them to quarrel with us. ' Then, let US‘-inquire
whether any permanent relief would refult to the Weft
India Planters from this meafure. I fear, on the con-
- trary, that we {hall find it would be in the end a griev-
ous aggravation of their misfortunes. )

Though a blockade of the enemies colonies mighe .

prevent their produce from being fent to Europe,
~ even the Weft India Planters themfelves will {fcarcely
be fo fanguine as to expect that this meafure would
deftroy the means of creating this produce. A blockade
of Cuba wouid not kill all the negroes on the. ifland :
it would not overwhelm its fugar works in ruins, or
convert its fertile “brickmould foil” into barren fand.
Tts Planters might be in great diftrefs indeed, but our
own experience has told us, that they would not have
_the power of withdrawing their capital from the bufi-
nefs in which it is invefted. Having no market for
Sugar, they would ceafe o grow it; they would em-

ploy their negroes in raifing the food which America
had formerly fupplied them with, from their now de-

vfgrtleyd fugar plantations ; and?they would carefully
keep up the buildings neceflary for its manufacture,
~-in hopes of better times. As foon as ever, therefore,
thefe better times arrived—as foon as ever the fup-
pofed blockgde ceafed—or, in other words, as foon as
peace once more blefled the nations of Europe, the

e -~ colonies
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colonies of France and Spain would be able fully to
{upply their mother countries with the fame amount
of produce which they now export. In one year after
the conclufion of peace, as much Sugar would be raifed
from thefe colonies as they now grow, ‘even though for

‘three or.four years before, they had not p}‘dduced an

ouiice. Where then, I afl, would be the permanency
of the. relief- which the Wetft India Planters would
derive from this ‘meafure ? It might relieve them in-
deed. for a few. years, but the moment that event ar-
rived, forrwhich, of all the mercantile clafs, they are
moft loudly calling; the moment peace was concluded
with France and Spain, the flood of evils which now
opprels them, augmented by being dammed up for a
while, would return upon them with redoubled vio-

lence, and in" a fhort. period- overwhelm them with
~its fary. I T PR R g
Indeed, not only would the ‘propofed blockading
‘fcheme fail of effeCting any permanent benefit for the

Planters ; it would, in the end, vaftly aggravate their
diftrefles. e e o

 They themfelves juftly attribule a large portion of
their prefent evils, to- the encouragement which the

* high prices of. 1798 held out to the extended cultiva-
~ tion of the conquered Dutch colonies of Demerara and
‘Surinam. And are they fo ignoraut of human nature,
“have they gained fo little knowledge from their woeful

experience, as to believe that fuch a repetition of the
high prices of 1798, as the monopoly of the European
market would confer, would not again -produce the
fame effe@? If fpeculators, notwithftanding the un-
certainty of our tenure at, that period, lured by the
chance of high profits, in a few years inveiled in the
cultivation of thefe iflands the vaft fum of eighteen
millions, do they flatter themfelves that other, fpépu—
Jators would not be induced, by the fame temptation,

eagerly
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eagerly to embrace an opportuiity of employing a
capital equally large, now that moft other commercial
avenues are clofed ? ‘And have ‘they-fuch counfidence
in the prudence of théir own body, as to be fure that
monopoly prices would not again, asin 1798, caufean

extenfion of cultivation in our own iflands of Jamaica,

Tobago, St. V_ihcén t's, Grenadsa, and Trinidad, all of
whick, we are told by Sir Wm. Young#, are capable
of further-cultivation !—IFf, then, there is every proba-
‘bility that the re-acquifition of the monopoly of the
‘Earopean Sugar market would augment tlie produc-
tion - of this fubftance both in the iflands - which we
“have conquered and in our own pofleffions, what can
_be more plain, than that the reftoration of peace,which
‘would«‘de{’cr'oy this inoknopoly—-—which would reftore
PDermerara and Surinam to our enemies with vaflly
increafed means of produdtion, and would find their
own colonies, -Cllba,fi\ﬁ‘alitiniqlle; Porto Rico, and
Guadaloupe, ready, the moment a market was opened
to them, -amply to fupply that market—what, I fay,
_can be more obvious, than that the benefit of fuch-a
‘monopoly would exift dwing war only, and that' the
return of peace would plunge the Weft India Planters

into diftreffes, comjared with which’ thofe they now

‘endure are trifling and infignificant. -
If, therefore, the Weft india Planters can perfuad
the nation, that it will be for its intereft to wage uni-
verfal and eternal war, by all means let thern endea-
‘vour to reprocure a monopoly of the European market
‘by the blockade of the enemies colonies.. ' Bat if, as
they profefs, they are convinced that peace is impe-
rioyfly demanded both by their individaal and the na-
tional intereft, let me entreat them to take warning by
' ' ' ’ their

* Weft-India Common-place Book,; p; 24. :
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their former experience, and fiedfaftly to fet their faces
againft the adoption of a meafure, which- will render
fhat bleflinig to the reft of the world a borrible curfe
to them. * A S

The laft mode of relieving the diftrefles of the Weft
India Planters, the propofal of which has come within’
my knowledge, is, to grant thém e
S T R ‘ - Permiffion

'

T

"% Sijnce the above paragraphs were written, the Orders -of
Council have been-promulgated, by which all diret intercourfe
between the enemies’ colonies and the mother countries, by
means of neutrals, has been cut.off; and more recently, the

‘Americans, difguited with the arbitrary enaftments of the con<
tendinig powérs, have voluntarily “relinquithed their carrying.

trade, and lajd an -embargo upon their veffels. _Thus the Weft

India Planters have gained their hearts’ defire. They: kave once
more: the monepoly of the: European market. But of what ad-

vantage is it to them? None whatever, T he\ii“‘Sugar has not
advaflCéﬂ a fhilling per c»ﬂ.'in.confeqhencé. "So far from a
fyftem of general blockade being likely to prove of permanent
utility to-them, it fails even in'being of tempox‘zx;‘y-fez'vice.' And
‘who, indeed, with the Alighteft infight into human nature, could
have augured any good from it ? How deplorably ignorant of
the charater and temper of Bonaparte muft our Minifters have
been, if they could conceive for an inftant, that he would fuf-
fer them to out~-wit him at his own game. T\ o talk, that a many

‘who has metamorphofed. a'nation of fierce ‘republicans into

‘fiipple ‘and cringing:courtiers,. will find it impoflible to fubdue
the luxuricus habits of his fubjes, is truly wild and prepof-
terous.  'Will men .who have fubmitted to-flavery the moft
abjeét, rather than endure the curfe of another revolution, rebel,

‘becaufe they cannot gratify their palates with Sugar and Coffee?

If the blockading Orders of Courcil were intended merely to

“annoy our enemies, evel though to-our own injury, they will

certainly; in fome degree, cffett their end. -But. if their defign

‘was the relief of the Weft India Planters, never were meafuces

more infane, projected.

|
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Permiffion-to export their Sugar to America
and' the continent_of Turope, without firf
importing it into Britain. ARV

By the Navigation Adt, the Weft India Planters are

- prohibited from exporting their produce to any other

place than Britain, and from employing for its con-
veyance thither, any other than Britifh (hips,  Thefe
regulations have for fome time been flightly relaxed,
fo far as to permit the fale of a certain.quantity of mo-
laffes and rum to the Americans, in return for the
articles which the. colenies receive from them ; and,
from 1738 to 1771, Sugar was allowed to be exported
direétly to any part of Europe in'Britifh fhips.  The

- Planters, with great-truth, urge, that their fituation at
~prefent is more painful than at the period when. this

permiffion was granted, and that now, therefore; when

‘the fupply of Sugaris fo much greater than the home

demand, and when its importation and re-exportation

{o greatly enhance'its price, it is but juft that a fimilar
Telaxation from the ufual friéinefs of our Navigdt_iptL
Laws {hould take place, and that they {hould be per-

miited to export their fuperfluity of Sugar direétly to
the beft market. - o S

~If, which they do not clearly exp-lain, the ‘Weft

‘India Plan ters would be content ‘Wit_l}AbeiAng allowed to
export their Sugar in Britifh thips, T do not {ee thal

an y,objeé?;i()n whatever could be urged againft 3_fuch an
indulgenc/e, which could not in the leaft injure thein-
tereft of the fhip-owners. But if, on the contrary, as

is moft probable, they aim at obtaining free permiffion
. to fell their produce to the Americans, or any other’

powers, with leave for the ‘pm‘chafe‘i's to tranfport it
in their own veflels, in' that cafe ferious obftacles
S o - would
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woulit oppote the dequifition of their defire. Sl aif

additional innovation in-the Navigation A&, :already: .

neceffarily fo much relaxed in time of war, would be:

sealoufly oppofed by all who regard thee firiémaintes _b

nance of this Aét as eflential to our national falva=.
tiont and the large body of (hipowners would actively
fet their faces againft a meaftire which would fo greatly
aggravate the prefent deprefled ftate of their property:
They would contend; that their intereft is'far more
clofely bound up with that of the nation, than. the in-
tereft of thé Weft Tridia Planters ;. dnd. that the latter;
“having fo long énjoyed a favourable monopoly of the

home market, can have no right to be releafed from -
the implied conditions on which' that monopoly was -

granted, now that their own imprudence had_rehderéd
it unfavoarable.—Amidft fuch a jarring of oppofite in<
terefts, it is {carcely probablé that fo extenfive a relax-

ation of the prefent reftrictions would be conceded. |

Without, however, _de‘cid'edlj expreffing: my opinion
whether fuch a meafure would be confiftent with a
due regard for national policy and individual intereft;

I fhall ftate the reafons. which weigh with me to be- -
lieve, thdt the Weft Tndia Planters are deceived, in

expeting that either one plan or the other; of unre-
{irained export. from the colonies, would afford them

~effential and permanent relief.
1. With refpeét to the firft plan~~Much néed nob
be faid to prove that the mere permiflion to export

Sugar direct to America, or the European continent, it
Pritith: veflels, would not yield any material relief to
the diftrefles of the Planters: Such a coneeffion would
by no méans enable them .td convey their Sugar at

_ the fame clreap rate with neutrals; They would fave;

indeed; the. expenfe of 5¢. or Gs. per cwt..indurred by
L ~ S U cammiffion;
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commiffion, &ec. -in ‘Britain, and the .freight .oh re~
exportfrom thence tothe Continent; but the freight

~ and infurance by Britifh veflels to the continent of
Europe would-be as much as to ‘Britain, .and as they -

are at this.time nearly twice as much as by American
veflels, fuch a {mall deduétion as the above would be
far thort of enabling the Britith Planters to enter into
competition with thofe of the foreign colonies. -

.2. But let us inquire more fully, in the {econd place,
whether free permiffion to export their produce to any
place in ‘any veflels, would be likely materially and
permanently to better the condition of the Weft India
Planters : for, if this queftion'be refolved in the nega-
tive, it is unneceffary to difcufs the preceding head
more largely. S o ’

Thie Planters muft expe& to derive advantage from

“this meafure, either direéily, by its enabling :them to

fell the whole of their Sugar for a profitable price; or
indireftly, by its taking off the furplus which now
‘gluts the Britifh market at prime coft, or a fmall lofs,
and thus enhancing the value of that which is fold at
home.—Let us’ inquire, firft, whether there is any
profped that that portion of their Sugar which they
would fell to the foreign purchafer could be fold for
a profit. o o .

The expenfe of producing a hundred weight of
Sugar in the Weft India iflands is ftated to be equal

" to 20s. 10d. in Jamaica, and to 19s. 6d. in the other

iflands. As Jamaica produces above one half of all
the Sugar returned by the Britith colonies, we may
fairly call the average prime coft of a cwt. of Sugar in
the Weft Indies, 20s. 6.d. - If, therefore, the Planter
fells at this price, he fells Av'vitho\'ut profit; if he fells’
for lefs, he fells for lofs. ‘the price which he would
G Wo JERN o ! ; be
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be able to obtain fromi the foreign ptirchafer; would b
regulated by the price at which the foreign Planter

can afford to fell, and muft be always fomething

{ower than thisi for it mift be conftantly borne in
mind, that the foreign colonies nearly, if notentirely;
{apply the demand of the Continent; and confequently;
to procure a fale there for an additional 140,000 hogf=
heads, we muft offer at a price lower than their’s.
What, now, is the price at which the foreign colonies
at prefent fell their Sugar? To determine this; we
mufi confider that the higheft -.price which the conti-
nental market will give us for any confiderable por-
tion of our Sugar, is about 30s. per cwt. They are
fapplied therefore at a rate a little higher from their
own colonies. Let us call the coft of their own Sugar
325 Of this we may fairly reckon 10s. as the amount
of freight, in{'u'rance,commiiﬁon,&c. onits conveyance
to Europe; 22s. per cwt, therefore, is about the

‘price at which, from the data we have to ‘go by,

we may eftimate that the Sugar of foreign colonies is

fold in the colonial market. Now as this isonly 1s. 6 d.

per cwt. above the prime coft of our Sugar, is it not
incontrovertibje, that if the Weft India Planters ex~
pect to fell in the colonies any confiderable portion of
their furplus Sugar to continental buyérs, they muft
be content to fell it at prime coft, or ata lofs?—Even if
we fuppofe that the price of Sugar in the foreign colo-

" nies is more than 22s., that it is 26s. per cwt. for

inflance, yet the introdu&ion of our furplus Sugar
into the continental market, as that market has no
‘demand for fuch an additional quantity, weuld by no
means enable us to obtain this price: the competition
n the overftockéd market would, on the contrary,

probably lower the price 5s.-or 6s. per cwt. The ‘

E2 foreign
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foreign Plantet would, in confequence, obtaig lefs thati
formerly for his Sugar, but the Britith Weft India

" Planter would not obtain more: and when we take

into a:c_counlL the vafily greater fertility of the foreigti
.colonies than of our’s, énd the probability that a con-
fiderable portion of the price now obtained for their
produce is profit, would the foreign Planters, I with

- to-afk, or the Britith Weft India Planters, e beft able
‘to bear the refult of fuch a cowmpetition, or to drive -

their competitors out of the market ?

It does not appear likely, then, that th& tnoft. un-
¢onftrained freedom of fale and of tranfport from thé
“Biitifh colonies, would enablé the Weft India Planters

o fell their prefent fuperfluity of Sugar in the foreign

<market, for a profit; and as the reafoning on which

7 this fuppofition is grounded; is fo very obvious, it is
" natural to conclude that.they expedt to derive benefit

from this meafure; which they value fo véery highly,f
chiefly by its offering them a mode of getting mort
‘eafily rid of the {urplus of Sugar which now gluts the
Britith market, and thus of obtaining a higher price
for the remaining quantity confumed at home. An
application, however, of the teafoning employed re-

lative to the effe@ of 'a bounty on the exportation

of Sugar, to this. cafe; will fhow, that the Weft

India Planters are deceived in expeéting relief from

this mode: of operation of the meafare now under
confideration. o : » . : .

If the Weflt India Planters formed a corpotate body,
whofe concerns, like thofe of the Eaft-India Compan ¥y

. were managed by half a dozen Direétors, it would be

very pradlicable for them to refolve to fell their 111‘pé1‘~'
finity of 140,000 hogtheads of Sugar for prime coft, or
Tofs, to foreigners, for the fake of raifing adequately

s
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the price of the remaining 1 50,000 hogfheads cons

fumed at home ; and their intereft might be greatly

promoted by fuch a facrifice ;- for it would doubtlefs

be far more profitable to an individual Planter to-fell
half the produce of his plantation at prime coft, or a

{mall lofs, in the forcign market; and the remaining

half for ten per cent. ‘profit at home, rather than to

 fell the whole, as he now does, in the home inarket,

for lofs.. But, as the Weft India Planters are not in-

corporated into a trading company, but form a nume- '
+ous unconneéted body of men,whofe interefts are often

oppofite, it 1s impaflible that any combination for the

~ government of the whole can be entered 1nto 5 each -

iidividual muft be left to his own judgment, In ma-
niging his affairs as he deems it bef for his interefk.

Now it-is this ifclated eondition of the Weft India

Planters, which prefents an infuperable bar to their

attainment of any confiderable advantage from per- -

miffion to fell their Sogar in the iflands f01 as the
foreign price muft be a lofing one, or one without
profit, no Planter will fell for this price if be can ob-

tuin a better. But the moment the firft fupply of the .

foreign market has prevented the glut which now de-
pi‘effes the home market, the latter will rife {o as to
‘be more profitable than the foreign. When' this has

enfued, however fmall may be the difference of profit,
1o more will be fold fox the foreign market. Lvery
ane will be anxious to fend his produce to the pro- -

Gtable home market, which will fpeedily again be
glutted. Thus the price of Sugar will be continually
vacillating, fometimes a little higher in the home
market than in the foreign market, and fometimes a

little lower; but the price in the former will be evi- .
dently ‘governed by that in the latter, and can never

B3 L e
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;ﬁ'?, much 'h_i gher.—An illuftrative exﬁamaplel will rendét
this reafoning more clear. Let us fuppole that from
i}l&e 11t of' n,e;;t May, permiffion were gx'anted to thé
! eft India Planters to {ell any quantity of their Sugar
in-the iflands 1o foreig rchafer h

in the i o foreign purchafers; and that at that
time, the utmoft which the foreign purchafer would

- give, was the prime cofl price of 205, 6d. per cwt,;
b 4 *h

while at home, Sugar was ftill at the lofing price of
35s. We can have no hefitation in-decidinygbtz)‘ which
market the Weft Tndia Planter would give the j)l'é;
ference. - He would undoubtedly. fell his prbduée 9

~ the foreign purchafer. Soon, however, the abfirac-

tion of 50,000 or 60,000 hogfheads of Sugar from the

“ufual fapply of the home market, would raife the price,

and it would be {old at home; probably, for the barely
profitable price Aof 40s. When once this had enfued
can we fuppofe that any Planter in the Weft 1n(lie;
would continue to facrifice his individual iﬁtereft for

“the public good. Would he not eagerly fend his Sugar -
& [

to the home market, which offered him a profit of 2
or 3s. per cwt., rather than fell it in the foreign,
market at primf; coft ! Every one, therefore,’ '\\'Ould
mow export his Sugar to Britain, A glut in ihe home
=narket would follow. Sugar would agaiﬁ fall to its
former price; and this vibratory procefs would be
conftantly repeated, without ever permitting it to
1.?ztcl1 that point which the Weft India Plaﬁ’tc?r has a.
right to expe®; and which he would obtain if thé
market were not overftocked. o
Sugar rons the melonics it . oo e
Sugar from the colonies, | his light, it feems to have -
htz’le claim to the titie of a panacea for the d‘eep-ro.(i)'t d
evils of the Weft India Planters. But it i"s»i;ofhbie ‘t‘hit\;
the pxbpofers of this meafure, may have inveftiguted icté.l

-eonfequences
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confequences more narrowly than I have done, They
may perkaps be able to prove, by documents not within

“my reach, that a foreign market for thé whole of the

furplus of their Sugar can be found, fufficiently profit-
able to enfure an adequate price on the total produce
offered for fale—TFor the fake, then, of examining the
fubjed in all its bearings, let us for a moment adopt
this; to me, I confefs, moft-improbable fuppofition,
Let us teke it for granted, that, at the prefent time, the
foreign Sugar market, unlike all other markets; has.a
yearly*demand for ‘140,'000‘hog(heads~ of Sugar a_tzd
certain price, though it has-little or no-demand fof
them at a few fhillings above that price :=—that it will
buy of us in the colonies our furplus of Sugarat 24s. or
25s. per cwt., a price which will leave a profit to the
Planter, though it will not take a quarter of this fur-

plus off our hands; at 32 s. if brought to Earope :=—and

having made thefe conceffions, let us inquire, whether,

'if fuch were the ftate of things, there is any profpect
that in future we fhould be able to retain a foreign de-
mand for fuch a quantity of our prodLICG;: For, if not,
the Welt India Planters themfelves will fczirCely put.
any high value upon a meafure which promifes to re~

~ lieve them for a year or two only, and then threatens
o leave them in a ftate as deplorable as ever. o
. If there be at prefent a demand in the foreign

market for 140,000 hogfheads of our Sugar, it muft be
in confequence of a deficit to this extent from the

. foreign colonies, The queftion then is, whether the
foreign colonies are or are not likely before long, fully -

to fupply this deficiency at & price lower than we can;
for, whenéver this is the cafe, we fhall be {urely driven

from the market. Now when the advantages e’pjoye‘d“

by the- Planters of the' Spanifh- colonies alone, are
e . E4 contralted

v
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con trafied with thofe of the BritithWeft India Planters,
it will be evident, that in.no long period of time the

former muft amply fupply iTt_hv’e CQnti’nc‘né‘;pl’ market

with all the Sugar it can poffibly confume, at a pricg
lower than the latter can. afford to fell for »=In the

].31'i§4i{h' Weft Indiaiflands, mugh-of the laid in coltiva~
- tion has been puychafed at the high ratesof £.30; £.50,

or even £, 100 per acre. In the extenfive and fertile

“coloniesof Cuba and Porto Rico, on the cantrary, the

Spaniards, tauyght a better policy than heretofore, by
‘Bonaparte, pur{ue the {yfiem which they i“pﬁ}]’ef]y
adopted for the cultivation of Trinidad, and gl'ént
¢ cedulas” or allotments of land, for little or .nc_)fthing‘
to any new fettlers who haye a fuflicient ‘anmber of
{flaves to-cultivate them.—In the Britifh Weft Ixxdiés,
cattlg and mules, timber for thill-wc,;rk a‘ndvpther i)-ur-‘;
ppfes, which form a large portion of the expenfes ofd
plantation, are purchafed at high rates froi_n Aviierica .
while the pag't'fy-_uné!em'ed, Spanifh iflands fﬁlly ‘fu(p.p]j:
themfelves with the latter argicles, andvthey’ha.vé'dp;
propriated-ground to the breeding of cattle, "whéncé

they are furnifhed at a cheap rate with thefe ufeful

animals,—In the Britifh Weft India iflands, no more

{laves are to be imported ; and if we arg to believe the" »
reprefentations of the Planters, the 'exi{tii)g, numbep

cannpt be k(‘-}pt up, and, confequently, the aboljtion of
this horrible traffic will make the expenfe of culti-

vating Sugar ftill greater than at.prefent, Whereas

we have no reafon to flatter ourfelves, that the Spa-.
niards will imitate us-in {acrificing intereft at the altar

- of humanity ; - and they will therefore.be able 10 pur- '

chafe all the flaves they have occafion for, at a price

: 1‘efs_.‘thgri ever, now that our: competition is withdrawn
from the flaye market.~Without enumerating, theres

\

~

fare,

o fos7 |
fore, ahy_ minoer advantages which 1_;nquefti91mb1y arg
en‘}o\(_db) the Spanifh colonigs, the mere. ftatement
of thefe three imporiant qnues s fuflicient to convince
any reafpuable man, that if it were the fat, that the
;foxjeign demand for Spgar is not at.prefent fatisfied
from the foreign colonies, thefe colonies alone, with-
out adverting to the pofijble increafe from the French -
colonies,- would, in the courfe of a very fhort period,
';111_'11)1}7 fupply the whole of this de_n’narid, at a ch(_‘:apér
rate than the Prigifh Weft India Planters poffibly
could, -~ . . R

‘But it is not the probable increafed f{upply from

the Spanifh colonies folely, that threatens fpeedily ta

drive’ the Britifh Weft India Planters out.of the con-

tinental market, Vivfindeevd they have any footing in that
market ;—it-muft be remembered, that ‘the vaft and
exuberant ifland of St. DomINGQ, which for many
yéai‘s has pot (;xpOr;ted any p\'g)dl‘lcé;’\'vill,. before' any
long period has elapfed, either under the dominion of
o black chief, or once more of France, again raife a
large QL@an'tit}? of Sugar, and offer it to Euaropean pur~
“chafers at a rate perhaps lower than any other Weft
Indiéi colony. Formerly, this ifland fupplied Europe
with 114,000 hogfheads of Sagar® what reafon is
‘there to fuppofé that, in the courfe of afew years, it
will not again raife al equal if not a greater quantity?
The negroes, after a term of aparchy and confufion,
feem to be about to be reduced under the fubjetion of a

defpotic chief; perhaps the only form of government

that in their prefent fitnation they are fit for, They
will foon return to the occupation of culiivating

the foil; -and the newspapers inform us, ‘that léx'ge
quantities of coffec have already been purchafed of

them,~—If it be urged, that the want of capital will

prevent
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prevént the necloes from under fe]hng the Britifh
Planter; 1 ‘mfwer, that the natural advantages of the
ifland ‘will more than compenfate for this dehcmncy :
which indeed wﬂl not be confiderable, fince the culti-
vation of land in St. ])ommoo does not require the
greater part of the capital eﬁ'ﬁntml to a Britifh Planter,

namely, thal expended in the puuhafe of land and of -
ﬂaves.—e()x] the beft authority, we learn, that while the

average produce of the Sugar pldntatlons in Jamaica
is but bhalf a hogfhead per acre,” In ‘St. Dommgo, fo
fuperior is its femhty, the average produce pei acre,
when in pofleffion of the French, was one and a half
hogfhead per acre.* Now, can it be fuppofed that

the Sugar'of St. Domiingo, produced by free labourers, .

upon land which has coft little or nothing, and which,
with the fame labour, will yield three times as much
per dcre as the largeft of our iflands, could not be
afforded for a lefs price than that of the Briti(h
colonies ? It feems abfurd to have a doubt upon the
ftlb]e& :

I it be conjeured that on the return of peace the
French government will fuceeed in regaining polfeflion
of St. Domingo; precifely fimilar effe@s will enfue,
though probably to a greater extent. If under a negro,
government this ifland is likely to fupply a conﬁduable
quantity of Sugar to the European market; it is very
evident that it wouhl fupply as much, if not more,
when 1e—occupled by the French, who would ftrain

‘ evexy nerve to regain the advantaoes which thcy

once derived from a colony in 1LILH more valuable
than any other in the Weft Indies. And if, o“mg

to the fuperior fcrmhty of St. Dommoo, they were-.

fox me1 ly

. : . \'
- * Brougham on Colonial Policy, vol. i. page 5z,
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foxmerly able to bring their Sugar to market at
a price fo much lowel than the Britifh Planters,
the re-acquifition of this ifland would very ﬂloxtly
confer upon them their fournex fuperiority in thlS
refpect.

Thus, on whatever fide we furvey the fubJe&f there
feems {mall reafon to eftimate at any high rate the
value of the permiffion, which the Weft Indm Planters
{o an\muﬂy demand, of exporting their furplus Sugar

- direétly to the American or European con_tmultdl

markets.  The mere licence to make ufe of Britifh
‘veflels for this end, which fome of them feem to con-
fider ‘as calculated to relieve and re-eftablith their
diftrefled fortunes,” + has been thewn to be wholly
nugatory. And even though our natxonwlpaloufy of

. further relaxation of the N'n igation Laws, and the de-

cided and weighty oppoﬁtxon of the thipping mtcxeit

fhould not prohibit the employment of foreign veflels

in conveying the furplus of Sugar to the foreign

market, this enlarged licence, it h‘ts been proved, wouid

be infufficient as a radical and permaneng relief fox
their difireffes, ’

1 12vE now examined, fingly, each of the prins
cipal meafures which has been brought forward as a
remedy for the deprefled ftate of the Sugar market,
In entering upon this examination, I admitted, that
“if. any meafure fhould be found, calculated perma~
~mently to anfwer the end expeéted from it, withput
“unjuftly :1ﬂ"e(‘:hn{3 the intereft of other clafles of fo-
mety, fuch a meafure ought undoubtedly to beadopted,

But

* Brougham on Colomal Pohcy, vol. 1, page 5303 |
 Sir William Young, page 83¢ *
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Butno fuch meafure has been as yet p_;‘opi)fed. CAx
inveftigation of the whole of them has confirmed the
“dedu&ion of theoretical principle—that the 'on/kz/ 7t
“dical vomedy for the difivefs of the Weft India Planters,
as for them to rvetrace the fleps by which their prefent
cmba«rraﬁ-"mer;é& have begn occafioned,  Eight or nine

years ago they began to increafe the produdlion of
~‘Pugar, for the fupply of a demand then firft ¢reated.
This demand no longer exifts. They maft, therefore,

if they wifl) to regain their priftine prafperity, reduce
the produ{ce‘- of Sugar to nearly its former rate. For
20 years prior fo 1798; the average annual expart of
Sugar from the Britith Weft India colonies to Britain,
did not exceed the home confumption 12,000 hogl=
‘heads,  Whereas at prefent, and henceforward, their,
preduce may be eftimated at 100,000 hoglheads an-
nunally above the home con{umption; and fp long as
‘we 1'etain‘ the coqquered colonies the total furplus
produce is 140,000 hogtheads. As we havctthewn:
that no mean exifis of profitably difpofing of this ex-
¢efs, the only alternative which remains to the Wefk
India Planters is to decreafe their cultivation of Sugar,
fo as to bring to market at leatt 100,000 hoglheads
lefs than they now do. R

But the Weft India Planters will inquire,~ How

“is this to be effe¢ted ¥ I anfwer, in three [everal ways:

on ’caCh of which I fhall make a few abfervatjons.

1. If the g[pfit du ¢orps weye as pawerful in induce

ing men to facrifice_their {elf-intereft for the general
- geod, as in leading them to combine for the purpole

of obtaining advantages for their Particu,lqr hody, at
the expenfe of their fellow-citizens, a meafure ‘might

" be found which would at once velieve the diftrefles .

of the whole body of Planters,—As the cagfe of their
' S .  evily

e

gvils is fimply the growth of 140,000 hoglhdads of

Sugar more than there is a dgmand f(_)'r,' if | each
Planter would engage; id proportion to the extent of
his eftate, to reduce his cultivation of this article, until
no moré than 156,000 hogfheads tvere produced,_ the
iuation of the wholé would be at once telieved, Withi-
out the ruifi of one individual. But utopian, indeed,
muft be liis opinion of human nature, who cén béliEV'é
for an inftant the practicability of fuch a {eheme,
Though the Weft India Planters as a body ate it dif=

‘wrefs, vet the degrees in which different individuals -

fuffer, ate very variouss’ and fome, indeed, are evéit

 now able to cultivite theit eftates with profit.  'While

the generality of plardtations are c:ul'tivate_‘d af afi -
average experife of 283s: 6d. per cwis, fome are {6
favourably circui Ganced us tiot to exceed 148, 2d.t*
and from the jealoufy. withi which the old eftablifhied
Pluiiters. of the Britith Weft India {lands, feein to
veward ghe fpeenlators in Demeratd aitd Bitinain, ¥ we
may copelude that the laiter bilng their Bugar to-

ynarlat atlefs expenfe than the formet; and ate confes

quently not fufferlng pofitive lofs; even at the exifting
low prices, It ean never, therefore; be expedted, that
thofe Planteis who even now are fiot fullaining lofs,
aind whio huve 4 well-founded profped of greater galis,
‘when the hard giipe of tieceffity fhall have ditinified
the produce of Sugar;, fliould voluntaiily relinquill any
portion of their actual benefits, for Uie good of their
{uffering brethren. They willingly joiii thefe tnfortus
hate members of their community i déiiiaﬁdiﬁg "ﬂéa
lief for the whole, but it is it vain to afl of thein, for
this end, any facrifice of their own piofitss ’

ot
+# Tyidente of Mrs Wedderbume before the Weft India
Committee: o ' , ¢
1 ‘Sir William Youngy page 58
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2. Tt-would be abfurd, therefore, to expedt that the
requifite decreafe in the cultivation of Sugar-can be
‘brought' about by any convention ‘amongit the
Planters.—This curative meafure may be effeéted alfo,
by leaving things to take their own courfe, and fuch
an inaélive mode of cure will-be in the end infallible.
In the human frame, difeafes occur which alike baffle
the art of medicine, and the vis medicatriz nature ;
but in commerce, no diforder is fo powerful as not
“finally tb be eradicated by its inherent fanative prin-
~ ciple. . Now that-the cultivation of Sugar is become
~fo generally a lofing concern, a diminution in the
quantity produced will gradually take place. . If fuch
of the Weft India Planters as aré moft unfavourably
circumftanced—thofe, whofe eftates produce the
loweft priced produce, or are cultivated at the greatett
expenfe—will not be content to withdraw, from under-
takings fo ruinous, that part of their capital which is
convertible into money, abandoning their fixed ca-
pital, but perfift in abiding the refult; a-few years
continuation of their. prefent lofles will throw them
into the hands of their creditors: and all thofe, it is
plain, whofe fpeculations have been undertaken with
& borrowed capital, muft {peedily undergo the fame
hard fate. Thus, no other plantations will long con-
tinue to be cultivated, except thofe which at prefent
are moft favourably circumftanced with refpeét to fer-
tilfty of foil, &c.; and fuch as remain in the hands of
‘proprietors {ufficiently rich to bear the lofles which
mutft be {uftained in waiting for better times. When fo
many plantations have been abandoned, as that thofe
which are moit unfavourably fituated begin to afferd
“a profit, no further facrifices ‘will be required, and the
~evil will be remedied. R

=

Certains
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 Certain, however, as it is, the}t theipre{'ent'dxf?iffeq
ﬁaté of the Weft India trade w1ll‘e\'(‘en:tually work ;qu
own cure, it muft not be concealed ,tha:t ;he p)xogzit
of this cure will be gxceedingly ﬂ,ow,. if -th s lanit;
liten to -the pleafing -but _.(‘l_eluﬁvc'e -ﬁatc_melnt,s, of thofe
who maintain that any other fpe.cxﬁc can be o‘f ;fenvgqg
€0'them/than.the';.one T have pointed out. ‘If't~hey A cj—
ceive themfelves with the hope t?lat(gny m’rangemex?gs
of Government, or that the att'c’unme‘nt of' pea%e,, px_o&
mife to afford a remedy for their calamities; buoyed .

" ap with thefe delufions, each individual will proc_ra?h—
n{:xte' his .acquiefcence in the har(h meafures which

: , joins, until neceflity has forced him to
aatiin:l?e;n.‘]m';hé Suger market will ftill continue to
be gluite_d———for ten years to qqme,probably, thg greﬁatex;
part of what is fold; will be fold for lofs ; and thf{ x?a
Je-eftablifhment of a profitable trade, will be effeéted

- only by the fucceffive bankruptey of thofe who in turn -

' nable to fuftain further ‘{'acriﬁces.———,The.ag- :
Zizzzz::divils arifing from this falfe sftimate of th,mg; .
have been duly appreciated by.a We{’c India Plan.tel
himfelf, who in his evidence bgfore the Commyxttee
‘made the following juft obfervations : «U nfortuuat.e‘
ly, the holders of fuch eftates as have become unpro-

" fitable, and which ought in prudence to have been

early abandoned, have lingered on in -hopes of:bettler
times, and from the.extreme relu&ance of making the
) € ‘ ;

facrifice which inevitably attends an abandonnlletx;t; .
il their credit as well as property 1s -gone anf( . ;d
abandonment, inflead of being voluatary, is entorced

by creditors.” -

: 3 ‘The mode in which the cultivation of Sugar can

i requi -oportion, with the
be diminifhed in the leqtllﬁte proportion ‘\‘fma“eﬂ;_

" # John Blackburn, Efq.
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ﬁndlleﬁ lofs to<thiofe who mufi eventudlly be the fufs
ﬂalels, and with the {peedieft reftoration ofthe profx
- perity of the whole, is'that; of which the preceding
bbfervations of Mr. Blackburn fhow' hlm to be aware,
_and which it'is oné of the’principal pbje&siof this
publication to point out : namely; ‘the abandonment;
Jorthwith; of all*thofe plantations which: are moft un+

profitable, by i/wfe .Plante)s w/w are po[/’ ﬂéd qf t]w"

jma/lf;/i capital *
Harlh as this pr efcnptlou nidy appeau ; its pl opuety
will not be difputed by thofe who admit the truth of
the fa¢ts on which its nef'eﬁity is founded. . T have
ﬂ‘IEWﬂ that no radical cure for the d1ﬁ1cﬁes of the
Plantels'

* Iﬂ the pamphiet to which I have alluded in thc adve: tife
mient to this editios, the remedies pointed ot for the relief of
the Weft Tndia Planters, ave the convetfion of & pottion of thé
Sugar plantitions, of eict proprietor, inte provifion giounds,
and the cefiation of the cultivation of Sugar by bired negroes:
Both of thefe plans; as faras they go, fecmvery rationa), though;

for the reafons wiich have been given a few pages back, it is

not likely they will be gerer. ally adopted, Thafe Weff Indid
Planters whofe eftates are even How pxof tuble, will Aill continué
to grow 48 much Sugar ds poffible ; and thie adoption of thefé
plans by the gofleflors of eftates producing the loweft priced
Sugar, may proctaftinate thelr bankruptcy for awhile, but will
be uﬁterly inadequate to diminith the fupply to the reqluixte
quantity.. Indeed, the conjedtural data of the Weft India
Terchant;® do not attubute to thefe meafur(_s, tlie reduétion
of the qﬁaﬁﬂty of $ugax‘ grown, to a gteatel‘ extent than 42, ood
hogtheads ; viz. 28,000 from the ceffation of employing hired

negroes, and 14,000 from applying part of the ¢ane land to the
growth of pl‘oV:ﬁOﬂS. He adds, it is true, 28,000 hogfhead> as
4 fedudtion catfed by the abolition of the Slave Frade ; but he
forgets that if fo large a number of hired negroes are. thrown out
of employment, this veiy ¢ireuinftance would for a long time
eﬁe&ually outwexgh any beneficial effe& from the ccﬁ”atmu of
the xmpouamon of Slavese ,
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Planters exifis, except the diminu tion of the quahtity
of Sugar ai pxcfuﬁ; baouohb to matket. If fuch as

~ cultivate the moft unprofitable eftates with the imalleft: -

capital, do not voluntarily. abandon them, their fuc-
celfive.and fpeedy bankruptey will inevitably enfae,
They-have; therefore, to choofe. between this- fate, at.
the end of no-very long period of. pamfnl fuffering,.

* and the abandonment of a pmtion of their capital at:

prefent, with the prefervation of a part of  it. Can;
they hefitate as to their choice? Sule!y the plopuetox
of a plantation muft fee that it is the part of a wile.

- man at,once to: db;mc‘on half “6f the capital which i is

invelied:in-it, 1eta.1nmo the other half, 1‘uhel than
Lo fubjeé. himfelf 1o a {eries of loffes, whlch in the..

‘end mufl W1eﬁ: the whole hom him.

Although i in entering upon the confider ation of the
meafures plopo{ed fm the relief of the Planters, in:
order that I might concede as much as po{ﬁble in their
iavour 1 ddmltted as accurate the fiatement which
the) haw, lepeatedl) made,- namely, thal the whole
of their capital is fo fixed in the. Well Indies, that no -
portion- of it can be withdrawn for other purpofes;
yet,- it is clear that this admiffion ought. firiétly to be.
made with confiderable refervation. . 'lhouo hin the{e '
times of ‘depreflion, "the land and the buddmgs on a
plantation cannot be. difpofed of],. 'md confequently,.
the capital funk in. their pulolnfe and -, erection
muft, be: wholly loft, if the eftate be abandoned; the
moveable property, the flaves and the cattle can un-.
doubtedly be fold. Now the latter form the moft -
valuable portion of the capital vetfled in a Sugar p]an— ‘-
tation. By the evidence of Mr. Wedderburne before
the Committee of the Houfe of’ Commons, ite appears.

” that the yalue of the flaves and cattle on an efmte in

}i‘ e - which
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which a capital of £.40,000 is employed, is £.23,000;

while the value of the land and buildings is not'more-

‘than-£.17,000,, The Planter, therefore, who aban-
dons_fuch an eftate, it is evident need not lofe his
whole capital. IHe will lofe the value of his land and

of the buildings upon it, but he may certainly fell

“his flaves and hxs cattle, The latter being an article
of conftant fupply, muft be always wanted by more

* profitable eftates. And the foxmex, .if the reprefenta-
_ tions of the Planters as to the nece{hty of an annual
frefh fupply, be well founded, mufi have their value

gneatly enhanced by the late abolition of the tr affic by
which they were procured, Fven if there be not a
demand in our own iflands for all the flaves which a
general abandonment of unprofitable eftates “might
bring to market, they will {eil, as formerly, to other
nations ; and though this trade is at prefent wifely
prohibited, a. tempomny permiflion to fell our {furplus

ftock to fereigners might doubtlefs be obtained,

T ihall be told,pex haps, that this prefervation of part
of the capital vefted in their p]ahtatious, is not prac-
ticable to a large proportion of  the Weft India

Planters, who have bought their land and ere@ed
“their buildings with money. borrowed on mor tgage 3

and, confequently, that whatéver they may obtain for

“their moveable property, will revert to their creditors,

and their own ryin be complete. 1 am fully aware
that many of the Weft India Planters are in this de-
plorable fituation, and I confefs that my advice does-

‘not firiétly applv to them, Their fituation cannot be

worfe than it is; for if they are already ruined, any
further lofs which may attend their perfifting to cul-
tivate their eftates, will fall only upon their creditors,

' Yet every honeﬁ man wﬂl admit that it is the impe-

Yious
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vious duty of fuch perfons, now that no longer any
hope ‘of extrication from their dlﬂﬁcultles remains,
without delay to furrender their property as little as
poﬁxble impaired, to thofe’ who have- a legal clain
upon it. : : - ‘

In thort; by whatevel means it is 1ccomph£hed e
whether now by the energetic facrifices which pru-

" dence demands, or, i future, after a’ tedious courfe

of {uffering, prolonged: by the temporary noﬁxums
which the. Weft India Planters are blindly demandm

there exifts no eﬁe&ml no permanent cure for then
diftreffes, but the redudion of their cultlvauon of
Sugar to that quantity which is requifite. for the fup-
ply of the home market,—then, and not untll then,
whether they " obtain bounties or blockades in their,
favour, will their pmﬁt% reach that amount, and be

: placed upon that ftable foundation wliich they have a,

right to look for ; and whether they choofe to haften
’chls period by painful facrifices now, or procrafiinate.
it in the hope of pne{'eut relief, muft be left to- their
own difcretion. In whatever way they act, I venture
to pxedlét that eventu(\lly they wiil be fenfible of the
truth of.the doctrine dd]veled fome years ago before

" the Houfe of Commons, by the enlightened Tnfpector

of Impmts and Expmts, Mr. vamg, which, indeed,
bitter experience, nétwithftanding its apparent - ab-
furdity in the eyes of Mr. Edwards, is now verifying ;
namely, « that the extenfion of the cultivation of tuc.
Weft India iflands beyond that degree which is requi- '
fite for fupp! ying Great. Britain,. and her immediate -
dependenues, with the principal articles of their
‘produce, s by J 70 means likely to promote the interefis
q‘f | ﬂa,e e?_.‘zpz; e | N
¥ Edwards’s Hiitbry_ of the Weft Indies, vol. il p. 456,
¥ ‘ ,
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IN concluding this part of my fu'bjeé’c‘,'l'bbeg to’

make a few remarks for the information of fuch of

my readers as are not particularly converfant with

mercantile affairs.

Such perfons mly conceive, from the preceding de-
tail, that the diftreffes of the Weft India Planters are
of an unofual and anomalous defcription; and that,
in confequence of the rarity of their occurrence, and

“the extent of - their preﬁm'e, if no indire®& mean of
relieving them can be found, at any rale a direét com-

penfation to the fuflerers, from the funds of Govern-

ment, may be expedient. But fuch premifes, and’
" fuch a conclufion, would be equally erroneous. The’

diftrefies of the Wefl India Planters, though more
extenfive than ufual, are only fuch as are infeparable
from a ftate of fociety where commerce is made a

primarj" objeét, and has elevated to a higher pitch than

ordinary, the fpeculative or gambling difpofition fo
inherent in man. Of fimilar mifery, occafioned by

this canfe; we have had ample and frequent experience '
on a large fcale ; and of individual viétims to the fame’
Apirit, our Gazettes afford us weekly a long enume-

ration. Many a man has at this moment caufe to

Jament.the folly of his anceftors in embarking an

ample fortune in the ruinous South-Sea bubble : and

many a man will in future have to rue the mad fpecu~

Tations of his relatives to BuéndSAyrQS. Does a fcanty
hi}l’Véﬁ: ijdi’fe the price of grain, and.vm‘aké iihportation
profitable to thofe who have firft engaged in it—im-~
mediately numbers eagerly follow “their example:
‘the market is overftocked-—the price greatly falls, and
hundreds of merchants.are rained. —Doges a rife in
the price: of cottons make their manufacture more
?;Qﬁtz_l_ble than, o;dinéxx-y—at once fpinning mills

S S T T and
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and manufa&ories {pring up ‘on all . fides==more 19

'manufaétured. than can be fold—the price falls below
,prim‘e‘i‘vcoﬁ," and ‘many. of the fpeculators lofe every

farthing of their property. Inftances of diftrefs, fuch
as thefe, occafioned by caufes precifely fimilar to thofe

“which" have brought abo_ﬁ,t the mifery of‘, the Wett
India Planters, are occurring every year in this com=

mercial country. And if their frequency be fuch, it

_is evident that the Government can never with pro- '
_priety interfere, except to grant temporary relief, fuch

as the remiffion of heavy duties for a time, upon

: imported articles, when no fale can'be made ; or, the

advance of loans for a while, on the fecurity of pro-
perty which is fure eventually to find a market. - For
if the Governrhent were once to begin to make up the

loffes of unfortunate {peculators, there would be no end-

i0.demands upon it; and as it would be impeffible to -
draw any. line of diftinétion between different, cafes

“of this fort, encouragement would be given to a mofi

pernicious excefs of gambling. If the mof: frequent

_experience, of the extended mifery which a fpirit of

fpeculation is every now and then caufing in . this
country, is infufficient to wain other adventurers from -
:'ﬁmiﬁlar e}{travzxgance, what fort of {peculations ;nigllt
we hot expect, when it was once underftood that the

' Government is to make good the lofs of fuch as prove

“unfortunate ? If the lofles of the Weft India Planters

are to be made good, by the fame rule fhould thelofles

‘of the wild adyenturers to Buenos Ayrevs‘;'. and if the

atter, why may not every bankrupt corn-dealer and

" juined cotton-fpinner, as well as every unlucky lot- -

tery adventurer, claim a reftoration of their pro-

pexty? Co - S

" Nor ought thofe, who are unacquainted with the
I ¥ T o {ubjedt,




fubjedt, to concéive, that the Weft India Planters, -

“prior to the events which' have occafioned their- imme-
diate diftrefs, were in a-flate of general profpetity;
“and ‘that the facrifices which a large proportion of

“their body will be now obliged to ‘take, -are unpre-

~cedented. This is by no means the cafe. ~The culti-
“vation of Sugar has always been a gambling fpécula-
‘tion; and, in cenfequence, -at all Limes multitudes of
thofe who havé engaged in'it have been ruined.* - So
Jong ago as 1780, swhen almoft the whole of the pro=
“duce ‘grown in the Weft Indies ‘was confumed: at
“home, and when, therefore, if ever, we might have
“expected the body of Planters to have'been in-prof-
‘perity—even then it appeared, from ftatements laid
“by the council ‘of Jamaica before the privy-council,
‘that the average profits of the whole capital em-
barked in that ifland was only four per cent., and this
not a regular ordinary profit, for while fome were.
‘gaining. 15 or 20 per cent., others were lofing as
‘much. ‘At the fame time it appeared, that in 20 years,
“from 1760 to 1780, there had been no lefs than eighty
‘thoufund executionsin the fheriff’s court, amounting to .
‘the immenfe fam of £.92,500,000 flerling. And, in
“the fame petiod, nearly one half of all the Sugar eftates

in Jamaica were thrown up as not worth cultivating, ‘

- ’ N or

~* For a vivid pi€ure of the fatal confequences which have
at all times attended a great proportion of Weft India fpecu-
‘lations, caufed by ¢ thé fluétuating nature of their rettrns,” and
alfo of the rapacity with whichmany of thofe coneerned in this

“trade firft lead the unwary adventurer into embarraffinent, and

then, like ¢ Cornith peafants,” haften to plunge him into utter

< ruin that they may. participate in the {poil, I refer the reader to
“the evidence of . Bryan Edwards—Hift. of the Weft Indies,
ol il p.263e : c

’

[ 1 | |
or were in-the hands of crgd?tors\ or -mql'tgageis, #Of
were foldfor theirbenefit. Itis; clci:ax‘l;')r,qyxid?; t, ;) lil_i )
fore; that the prefent 1nife1:y Qf the W e{f. India O<n Hﬁ:
ers, far from beingan unheardv«qf occum1 en<c,,\e.a.x‘i]é g{t
them, is only more ex tenfive- juft now than perhapsi

ever was before. And can we in Atri& juftice even,

greatly commiferate the, .-'fate. .of men, Wl,];:" r,wntth ;if
fo’reg(;irig facts ﬁm‘ingtbgm:m the face, ¢ o;e‘: o.;IP -
bark their pro'pe'rty.in.ib-hazgrdops a concem h‘e',:e
fpeculator will invefi his cap}tal in a lo;fexzy,'i cre
evén inits moftfavourable ftate the chaunces alfe.aba o
him, lie cannot complain if he draws a :)ig?l;t,o?oilie
it reafonable that he fhould call upon the ;.1e.0‘;‘. the
vcéﬁgm:un‘ity, who bad no chance of {haring in any \

prize he might obtain, to make goqd,hxs lofs.

N

: TO fum up in brief the pofitions which Fh-e‘?r??;fx
in:g-in\feﬁigation has been intgnded to eﬁ-abh{fh ﬁ—i— d{c;
radical and fole caufe of the diftrefles of theV ,ef Snal .
Planters is; their continuing to.grow a {urplus of Sugar

. above the home confumption, for which there is nota .

profitable demand in the foreign market. If \ipyh']11{i:, |
pdlitic, and permanent remedy for the evils whic f)p= U
» ers from this caufe, could be &1{'(:ove1 ed;
/ trymenwould .demar?d 1ts.ad?pa
tion. - But, on examination, all the..m.eaiure? W_}:iuil;
“have been propofed for this end, have .be'etzt, ’ounther
- be either Aimpra&icable‘i‘n themfelYes,- . unju {;Om(')ﬂ __ d
“branches of I:hecommuni’ty, ox hoftile to .el ablithe o
- principles of policy; and all, in fat?’c, merely te;:‘,ic;i
Srary. In;veﬁigation,1therefore, obliges us. to_rev

- prefs the Plant
humanity to cur coun

. to the remedy which. theory had- predicted.: to be alone

F4 efficient, "

’
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efficient, and it_has - been thewn that the. diftrefies :gf

the Planters can be' effeétually and’ permanéently re-
lieved only: by- retracing their fteps, .and ceafing to
grow more Sugar than our own confumpiion requires,
I‘a{’ply, it has been fhewn, that the mode in which
this- can be efleéted with the leaft eventual fuffering
to individuals, and the moft {peedy relief to the fyhole

“body -of :Planters, is, the immediate abandonment

PN

of the eftates which are moft unprofitable. - -

- T Now procéed: to-a confideration of the ftatements

‘thade by the advocates of the caufe of the Weft Tadia

Planters, i1"el‘ative‘_;to-. o

 national point of view.

 The value of the Weft India trade, in a

The.writers: who have laid the cafe of tﬁe;Weﬁ:
India Planters before the,public, and whole object it

‘has been to, point out the neceflity and the mode of

relieving their diftrefles, have been aware, that of late
the value’ of colonial poffeflions "has not ranked fo
high in the public opinion as. in former times. They

“know thak the enlightened landed intereft of the pre-

fent day, are much lefs inclined to believe that the beft

: way. of promacting. their.own good is to gra@n‘t all the
‘requefts of .the mercantile body, than their fimple
" grandfathers were. Thefe gentlemien have, therefore, .
~vety rationally taken: much pains in endeaveuring to
fhow that the: Weft India trade contributes more
- largely :than any other branch of commerce. to-the
- revenue,’ to the wealth of the:communi'ty,- and -to the

{fources

i
i
i
i

ANEVEI |
fources of our naval power; and, confequently, that
the intereft of every individual of fociety 1s concerned

. in promoting, as much as poffible, the intereft of the

Weft India Planters. If this flatement were accurate
in Al its parts, the confequence. which has bee\n de- -
.d'ucedl from -it would naturally follow : but .to me
iuch of it appears inaccurate, and many of the infe-~
rences which are drawn, by no means legitimately to
fow from the premifes which are made to {upport
them. Thefe authors feem to me to confound two

- things eflentially different, when they make nodiftine-

tion: between the neceflity of retaining fuch a portion
of the Weft India trade as is requifite for our own
‘i'upply of Weft India produce, and th¢ 'Propriety of
yetaining fuch an extent of this trade as we now
poflefs. On their own premifes, i‘:herefor‘(«:‘, they 'by
_no means make out the neceflity, in a nat}onal point
_of view, of relieving at all events, the difivefles of the
Planters. But befides this, in my judgment, ‘they -
greatly overrate the value of the Welt l'ndia‘trade in
. g‘eneral.t "1 fhall advert to thefe two points In order.
—In the firft place, I fhall_egdeavour.- to .(\how,' that,
 allowing the utmoft value to the VVeﬁ: Indla trade asa
. fource of wealth, of revenue, and of naval power, 1t 1s
" pot neceffary, in order to retain cbefe. benefits, .that
' any remedy fhould be applied by G'ovemment to the
diftreffes of the Planters. ' o
"Of thofe who have given their fentiments to the
- world on thefubjeét of the Weft India trade, Mr.
Lowe is the author who has moft decidedly infifted,
that the interefts of the nation require immediate re-~ -
‘lief. of fome fort to be given to its prefent depreffion..
The works of Sit William Young¥ and of Mzr. Bofan-

’

" & « The Weft-India Common-place Book.™
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quet * areintended to point out thedmportance of :eur:
Weft India trade by authentic documents, and rea-
{oning founded upon them ; and, for the moft part,
they leave their reader to.form his own conclufions, as
to the propriety of upholding the profperity of thofe
“concerned in fo valuable a branch of commerce. To
‘the opxmons of thefe gentlenien I fhall have ocecafion
‘to advert in the fequel. But the “ Inquiry” 4 of
“Mr.-Lowe, goes a ftcp further ; -and I {fhall therefore
‘here chiefly attend to his affertions on this .point.

-Founding his arguments upon the falls difplayed by

his pledeceﬁ'ms, he deduces from them, in- the very
“outfet of his work, this conclufion «—* Thé queftion
‘therefore is reduced to this—the country muit either
' eﬁentla.lly amend the condition of the perfons engaged
“in ‘the ‘Weft -India trade, or renounce that trade for
~ever,” ‘(page 15.) Then, after “attempting to fhow
“thatthe Weft India colonies pl} direttly and indi-
reétly ten millions to- the public revenue, he concludes
“this part of his Inquiry with exclaiming— What
-would be the feelings of the country, 1fwe linew that
.a calamity impended over us which, if not effe¢tually
gucuded againft, would add two hundred millions to
* the amount of our national debt, and oblige us to {ub-
mit to an accumulation of new burthens equdl to half
“the permanent taxes impofed for the laft 15 years?
Yet fuch is the alternative for which we muft be pre-
“pared; if we do not fpeedily and effectually fuccour the
- Weft India Planters.” (p'we 14.) - AZhin, tO\Vﬂldu the
: clofe

o Thoughts on the Value to Great: Britain of Commercein -
o genem] and on the Value and Importance of the Colomal Trade -

il

-in. particular.”
+ ¢ AnInquiry into Lhe Statc of the. Britith Weﬁ: Indles "

o

o7

Jm"e of his chapter on the « confequences of ‘the ruin

of the Britifh Weft Tndies,” which ruin he afferts will
enfue ﬁom inattention to the itate of the Planters, he
afkba--“ Who ‘will replace to the manufaéhnens an

“annual blank of fix millions in the ‘amount of their

exports ? Can the 1kill of our financiers make 0'00([ a

fudden deﬁc1encv of five millions.in direét. and five
' millions of indireét revenue ? \/Vhat will become of.
1,000 fail of - {hxppmo* - and 25,000 feamen ?”

“(page 43)

Now aver y‘ﬂlght conﬁdeiatxon will {how thdt this
is all mere declamation, and, to fay the beft of it, very
idle declamatiou.==In order to prove that all thefe.

“horrible (onfequenccs will refult from inattention to
“the diftrefles of the Weft India Planters,” Mr. Lowe.
fhould have (hewn that fuch inattention will induce

the total lofs of our Weft India trade. But he has
never attempted to prove this ; and who, indeed, does -

‘not fee, that he was wife in not making an attempt
which muft have failed? Does Mr. Lowe mean us
‘to underftarid, that if the Weft India Planters are not
“eniabled to grow a larger quantity of Sugar than our
"home confumptlon requires, that they will ceafe to
grow even the quantlty required for thie home de-
'fmand :—that if they cannot find a profitable fale: for
‘280,000 hogfheads ofSugar, they will, with oue
“accord, cea{e to grow- even ‘the 150,000 hogfheads'
‘which our home confumphon requires? If he does
“not mean this, it is difficult to guefs what he means;

for it will be afterwards thewn, that all the public, all
the private wealth derived from"the Wefl India trade,

“arife from that portion of it onl_y s whlch fupphes the

heme demand. ,
But who can believe, that becaufe the Weft India:
'Plfm ters arée in diftrefs, they will, thh one mmd agree
to
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. to. abandon the cultivation of our colonies ? Was

~there. ever an inftance - of - ah the growers of an
_article, with which the market 'liappbé’ﬁed"’to Dbe
_overflocked, determining one and all to ceafe the
_growth of it altogether? W hep\ftl‘}e‘ high'pl"icé of

hops for a year or two has caufed fuch an increafe of

- hop-grounds,, that. the market becomes .glufted, and

- the price does not pay. for the duty and expenfe of

_cultivation, do all the hop-planters immediately

‘refolve. to grub up their hop-bines ? What {hould we
think, if, in fuch an overfiocked flate of the hop-

_market, a writer were to.addrefs the public in behalf

_of th_e.‘, hqp-.pla;}_teis, a'\nd May — The, growers, of
_hops.are lofing by their bufinefs. If {peedy mea-~

{ures be not taken for' their relief, the hop tradé -
~muft-be renounced for ever: and how will the Go-
- vernment make up, a deficit. of £. 200,000 which it

“derives from this fource ?” Should we nét anfwer an
~appeal fuch as this, by obferving—* This is all very

abfurd. If the hop-planters are in difirefs becaufe

. they have ‘ovei‘ﬁo?cked the market, the evil will foon
remedy itfelf. Some of them will convert their hop-

grounds to other pu'rp’ofes.; -bor, if this be net practica- :

ble, their lofles muft {peedily ruin {fo 'many ‘ofb them,
that the quantity grown will be adapted to the demand.
‘Then their diftrefs will ceafe; and you cannot make
“us believe, that they will diminith the culture of this
,a‘rticlefbelo.w the ‘demand, or that the Government
will ceafe to derive the ufual revenue upomn this quan-

. tity,' which is all it has reafon to expect.” Precifely

“in the fame manner will the prefent diftrefles: of the
‘Weft India Planters operate. They “will, if left to
work their own cure, reduce the éultivatioﬁ\of Sugar
“to the quantity which can be profitably gli‘i_'pofe‘dv of.

‘ ’ o7 Ths

Ut |
This quantity is the amount of the home confu mption;
and this quantity will always continue to be produced.
So-long as the produce fo " greatly exceeds the home

Jemand, bankruptecies and abandonments will take

place; but fome individuals muft hold out longer than

others ; and when the fupply is no more than the de-"

- mand, this corps de referve will ‘immediately emerge

from diftrefs into profperity. o

If then the fappofition that Mr. Lowe meant to
Va/ﬁ'ett, that the delay of relief to the Weft India
Planters would caufe the total abandonment of our
colonies, be {o very prep'oﬁ:'ero:us,:wé inuft have re-"
courle to another explanation of his meaning ; and
one only, as far as 1 can fee, remains. Mr. Lowe
muft mean; that if the cultivation of the colonies is’
not 'k‘ept‘up to its }')xfe{'en"tf height—if we do not enable

the Planters to grow: 140,000 hog{heads of Sugar
more than our own confumption requires, but {uffer

their diftreffes to force them to reduce their pxjdduce

" to 150,000 hoglheads only—that then, fach a dimi-

nution of our Weft India” trade, will caufe < a blank
of fix millions in the amount of our exports, a defi-
- ciency of five millions in dire&, and five millions of
indireét revenue, a lofs of 1,000 fail of thipping and
25,000 feamen.” ) o o
" But an examination of {fuch a fuppofition will thow
it to be nearly as unfounded as the foregoing.—To
eftimate what lofs we fhall fuftain by decreafing our
'Weft India trade to the fupply of the home market
only, we muft calculate the amount of pablic revenue,
of private wealth, and of naval power, which we derive
from the furplus Weft India produce which we are
‘now obliged'to export, and which 'portionvalohe of our
Weft India trade, inattention to the diftrefles. of the
:E’lante;'s will deprive us of. In the firft place then,
‘ ’ - R what
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what -advantage does - the revenue derive from, the
140,000 hoglheads of Sugar. whick we now ann'u:al]y

import above our ownwants and re-ex'port? Not one .

fixpence. On the contrary, at the prices which.Sugar
has borne for many months, the revenue has fuftained
a dead lofs of 25 upon every cwt. of raw Sugar
exported ; a bounty of - that fum being granted when

the Gazette price of Sugar is 40s. or below. Evexy

farthing of the three millions which the revenue de-

rives from Sugar, is paid by that portion which is con--
fumed at home. Aund fince I havedhewn that we fhall .

always continue to produce the quantity required for
the home market, it is clear the revenue will not be

“in the flighteft deg}ree injured, though the diftreffes of

the Planters fhould oblige them to ceafe entirely their

growth of Sugar for exportation.—2. What is the pri-
“vate wealth which the Planters gain by this portion of

their produce? By their own fiatements, none at all: .
. on the contrary, they lofe confiderably by this as by all

the reft of their Sugar.—3. What is the profit gained
by-the manufadturers of the articles which the growth

“of this furplus makes- it neceflary to export? As the
value of our whole export to the Weft Indies is about

fix millions; we may fairly eftimate this diminution of
our exports at about one-third, 61; two millions.  Now
10 know what lofs the nation would fuftain by béinq
deprived of a market for exports to. this amount, we

muft inquire what profit the artifans and manufacturers.

may be reafonably fuppofed _'to, gain upon this export ;
and if we eftimate the profits of all concerned at 20.
per cent,, it will, in thefe times of competition, be
araply fufficient. In this point of view, then, we might

lofe the profits on an export of two millions, which
_are £.400,000, if we cealed to grow the Silgair which

requires this export.—Laftly, we muft inquire. what lofs
11 e - the
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the thip-owners would fuffer, if the demand for fhip-
ping now required by the 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar,

“which we import above our home confumption, were’

done away ; and alfo the injury which would be fuf-
tained by our naval power, from fach a diminution of
the exifting nurfery for feamen. The freight of
140,000 hogfheads of Sugar, at 9s. acwt., is £.819,000.
All this however is £ from being profit; and if we
eftimate 20 per cent.,* ora fifth of it, as the lofs which
our fhip-owners would fuftain, by having fuch a fource
of employment for their thips taken from them, we

“fhall probably exceed the trath. However, to in-

clude the outward freight, Jet us call the profit, which.
the ﬂﬁp»ownefs would- lofe if the import of Sugar.
were®140,000 hogtheads lefs than now, £.200,000,
In eftimating the injury which our paval intereft would
fuffer by a diminution of our ufual import of Sugar, we

* have to determine to what extent we (hould thereby.

lofe employiment for our feamen. As the number

" of feamen which the Weft India trade .employs is

17,700, we cannot fuppofe that more than one-third
or 6,000 would be thrown out of employ, if we were to
import 140,000 hogﬂ!eads of Sugar lefs than at pre-
fent. But this will be efteemed no ferious evil, when
we confider that juft now-our Navy would gladly re-

o - ceive

-

* The writers on the Weft India trade have 2 knackat dealing
in grofs fums. They feem to with to have it confidered by’ the -
thip-owners, that the-whole amount of the freiglit which they
receive from this trade is clear gain to them, But this is plainly
cohtfalfy to the fa&, - The fhip-owner jhltly complaing, that
his heavy wages, high infurance, and increafed expenfes, leave
him bat little profit; and the grofs amount of his freight is no_
proof that he is getting rich by the trade. He would prefera
freight of £.5oo-from tlie Baltic, to one of £.1,000 from the
Wet Indics, | |
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ceive even a greater mumber of hands, and that, in
time of peace, new branches of trade, or at o any rate.
the wife meafure which Mr. Lowe recommends, of
keeping a peace eftablilhme nt of 60,000 feamen s would
readily abforb them.* , - :
Thus, then, the utmoﬁ; lofs which the natxon would

fuffer by reducing the growth of Sugar to our own fup-,b
ply, even if the iuxplus quantity were {old abroad at.
prime coft, is the lofs of the profits of the manufac-

turers and the fhip-owners, which together -amount

to £ 000,000. But we muft not forget, that the Weft:
India Planters lofe by all the Su'f(u which they fell -«

in order, therefore, to detelmnne accurately the na-
tional profit by that brauch of this trade - now undel

confideration, we muft fet the mchv1dua1 loffes on one’

fide, againft the individual profits on the other, and

fee which fide p1epoade1ate» ‘Now Mr. Lowe tells:

us, that on. all the inferior Sugar, which: confiitutes
the bulk of what is brought to market, and confe-

‘quently of what s exported, the Planter lofes 8 5. 6d.

per cwt.b.  If, then, 140,000 hoglheads, of 13 cwt.

cach, be aunually expor ted, the-Planters lofe by this-

quantlt) £.773,500. - So that, fo far from the nation
gaining by that quantity of Sugar which is brought to
market above our'own fupp]y, it in fact lofes (,onﬁ«
derably by it.

From the preceding confider ations it fOHOWa, tlnt: ,

admltung the utmoit valuc to the VV eﬂ: Indla trade as

a fomce .

7

* 1 pu1 ‘pofely omit ePcnnatmg the commlﬂion of the Weﬁ:.

India Merehant, and the profit of the Uaderwriter, upon our

* furplus import of Sugai'; for no one will be fo abfurd as to main-’

tain, that we ought to continue a lofing trade for the fake of

" favouring the intereft of thefe dcfcuptlons of perfons. A

-t Inquuy, page 39

- '
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a fource of revenue, of private wealth, and of naval
power, none of thefe advantages would be leflined by
our fuffering the exifting diftrefles of the Planters ‘to
take their own courfe, and:to effeé. the natural and
only confequence whxch can refult from mattentxon to
them, namely; a reduion of. our ploduce of Sugar
to the meafure of our own wants. 'Ihus, on thevery .
premlfes with which M. Lowe fets out, he’ ‘has com="
pletely failed in the obje& of his work. .. He has | nei=
ther fhewn that, « if the country does not, effentially
amend the condition of the perfons. ‘engaged in the
VVe{t [ncha trade, it muft renounce -that trade for
ever;’—mnor that, if we perfift in this neglect, we fhall

have to:replace a blank of fix millions'in the export of .

our manufa&mes, to plowde for a lofs of 10 millions

in direét and indiret revenue, and of employ f01 1000Q |

thips. and 25,000 feamen.
Among the confequences of inattention to the dlf-
ficulties of the: ‘Weft India Planters, which, in Mr.

‘Lowe’s opinion, we fhall have to lament, he particu=

larly dwells upon the lofs which we fhall fuftain by the
emlgmtlon of our Planters ¢ to {eek a better fortune
in the colonies of our enemies.” . On this 1ub_]e& he
fays, ¢ The Planter, whofe property has been fold by

-public auétion, can tnanfpo;t only himfelf; but his

{kill and activity are not only loft to his countxy, but. -
gained to her enemies. *The removal of negroes will
be ano lefs ferious calamity. He who ill poﬁ'eﬁ'es, in
a Britifh colony, a mixed property of Tand . and ne-
groes; will fell his land, or if, as is likely under pneient
circamftances, there is no one to buy it, he will aban~.
don it ;. but his negroes he will retain and carry. inte
bam[hment dlong wn:h hnn..A ——But to deplore the
S - Lot T Iofs'

VE f[nqﬁiry ’ ;vag“evz}z‘. '
‘ G
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1ofs of men, of whofe fervices the nation has fio need,
_is to take a romantic rather ;han a folid, view of the

fubjec. It is doubtlefs defirable for a country to re-
tain a5 many labourers in any branch- of indufiry as
are requned for fupplymg its wants: but, when their
number has fo greatly incréafed as to force them to
underfell each other, and the whole body is in mifery,

it is childifh to regret the lofs of the furplus members. -
As the growth of more Sugar than our home confump-.

tion requires, is not conﬁ{’cent with the intereft of the

‘Weft India Planters, the nation cannot in juftice re-
pine, that fo many. of them as contribute to overftock -

the market, fhould betake themfelves to regions whele

‘there is ftill an opening for the profitable employmcnt

of their induftry. And as we have evidently more ne-
groes than the cultlvatlon of our own {upply of Sugar
requires, it is defirable, rather than the contrary, that
the furplus number fhould accompany their emigrat-
ing mafter, We fhall always retain both plantels and
negroes f{ufficient for that extent of cultivation in our
colonies wlnch we have any reafon to keep up, thatis,
{o much as is neceffary for the ample fupply of our

"IN the jecond place,. I proceed to. ﬁ'xte the 1eai’0ns
which lead me to think that Sir William' Young and

Mr. Bofanquet, as well as Mr. Lowe, have meatly ‘

overrated the importance ‘of that part of oumx Weft

JIndia trade which does contribute largely to the, pub»

lic revenue ; and that the wealth .of the nation is by

~no means fo gleatly increafed by it, as they would

have us imagine. In examining this queﬁlon, the

- imits of a pdmphlet will prevent my taking that

3 . ’ e . extended

[ 8 1

extended view of it, which, to fet it in a proper lxght it

would require. If, therefore, my train of 1ea{omng

“fhould any where appear to want ‘continuity, I muft -

refer my reader for a more detalled elucidation of my
opinions to a work in which T have tleated on ‘the
yilue of commerce in genelal . Do
The authors above named, in ordet to 1mp1efs upon. -
theii countrymen the importance of the Weft India
trade; firft effimate the grofs value of all the produce .
annually imported from thence ; which. they rightly
calculate at 16 or 17 milliops. ~Of this they fhow
that five millions are abforbed by the 1evenue—fou1 or
five millions paid to the manufacturer in return for ma-~
chinery,.clothing, &c. expmted—-—thlee millions more
paid to the owners of fhips for ﬁelght, the under-\
writers for infurance; &c.—and the remaining three or -
four millions left with the Weft India Planter for the
intereft of his capital and profit of his eftate. + Hav-
ing madeé this enumer ation, they then infer that the
fums thus gained by the revenue, the manufacurer,
the thip-owner, the underwriter, and the planter, are
all brought into exiftence by the Weft India trade—
that in proportion to the annual aggregate amount of
thefe feveral gains; is the wealth of the nation an-
nually augmented—and, confequently, that a ceffa-
tion of the trade from which they {pring, would caufe

‘a deficit to this amount in the national income.—Al-
~ lowing the .accuracy of thefe premifes, I deny ‘the

tru th

" & Bntam mdepcndcnt of Commerce or, Pxooﬁ, deduced
from an Inve(’ugatmn into the true Caufes of the Wealth of Na-n'

txons, that our’ Rlches, Profpeuty, and Power are denved from - .
Sources inherent in ourfelves, ‘and would not be  affeted

even though our Commerce were anmlulated 2 34, ﬁfth edmon
Cadell and Davies, 18083,
1* &u‘ Wllham Young, page 87.~Mr. Bofanquet, page 64
G 2
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fruth of the infgyenées ‘drawn from them ; and con-
tend, as Ifhall now endeavour to fhow, that however

great may be the value in Britaiti of our Weft India

produce, that but a very fmall portion of this value

is any addition to our national wealth ; and thab the '

pation would e juft as rich as itis now, ifnine-tenths
of this trade were annihilated. R
" In eftimating the addition which is made to' the
national wealth, by the profits of any branch of trade;
we otght certainly to inquite from whence thefe pro-
fits are derived. For, however large they are, if they
* be merely transfeired from one branch to-another, of
the fame community, it is incorrect 1o fay that the
wealth, of that c'oinmuxﬁty is increafed by fuch pro-
fits ; fince, in propor'tion as the oue branch is richer,

the other is poorer, and the grofs riches of both united |

remain the fame. Reverfing, then, the vulgar mode
of confidering every acquifition of private riches as
an increafe of public wealth, in order to determine
how far we are indebted to the Weft India trade, let
us inquire from what fource the feveral advantages
which-are faid to arife from it, fpring. .

Firft, then—Whence come the five millions which
are paid to the revenue by Weft India produce? Is

this fam eventually paid from the funds of the Plant-
“ers ? Certainly not. “They themfelves will allow that'

it,is not paid by them when they are in a flate of
profperity 5 and it is to this ftate, not to their prefent

deprefled condition, that my obfervations now refer.
_They advance it in the firft inflance, but they are re-
imburfed fof,'t_heir»advance.mls ‘any part of it paid
by foreigners? At the utmoft about £. 17,000, or

55 part of the whote. Formerly, indeed,. for a few

years, we forced our” foreign cuftomers to pay us a.

much larger proportion of this fum, or nearly 5 of its
Coe e " “amount ;
R

L e 4
amoun}t; but they have long fince ceafed to: fubmit
to thid impofition, and they will pot now give us

-even prime coft for what they once, vin- addilion to a

1pmﬁtgble price, paid a duty of 7s. per cwt. upon.—
From whom, then, is the revenue from Weft India

“produce derived? Undoubtedly from the confumers

of that produce in this country ; who annually pay

in. taxes, upon the Sugar which they ufe, nearly

£.3,000,000 ;- upon the Rum which they drink,

upwards of £.1,500,000; and upon other articles, -

nearly £.500,000 more. :

If, then, the whole of the.imménfe fum wbic_h ‘,‘th/:e

revenue derives from Weft India produce, be paid by
the Bntlﬂl confumers of that p'rod,ucve; it muft firike
any reafonable mind, that it is to thefe confumers,

not ‘to the Weft India trade, we are to give the credit of
bearing fo large a fhare of the public burthens. - Will
any one be fo abfurd as to fay, that the confamers of
Rum, Sugar, and Coffee, would not have the power .
of ‘¢ontiibuting as largely to the yevenue as they do

at prefent, if they were to give up the ufe of thefe
luxuries ? On the contrary, nothing cau be more clear

ihan that as thefe articles are no way neceflary to

comfortable exiftence, the confumers of them might,

if they chofe to ceafe confuming them, confiderably

augment their contribution to the revenue. If my -

family annually confumes a hogfhead. of Sugar, for

‘which I pay £. 40, the duty on this quantity is about
£.18, and fo much I;'*contribute'yeai'ly to the revenue

by my confumption of Sugar. But, furely, my power

of contributing £. 18 yearly to the revenue, does not

depend upon my ufing £. 40 worth of Sugar. 1 I

:’Cau‘! afford to pay £.18 to the reveniue, when charged
as'a tax_upon Sugar, | could afford to pay the fame
fim, although L ufed none of this article,  Indeed, if

eg _ﬂ-'.,}I’,thlly_ :

st e .
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T wholly gave over its ufe, I could then without in-
jury contribute more:largely to the wants of the ftate ;
for as Sugar is no neceflary of life, I thould, in that
cafe, be able to fpare the whole of the £.40 which I
had been.accuftomed to fpend in this luxury.~—It will

be faid, pexh‘xps, that there would be great difficulty
in raifing, by any other mode, the fum which the re- -

venue now deuves from ‘Welt India produce; and

this I readily admit. If the ufe of fuch tempting
luxuries as Rum and Sugar were given up, it would -
© mot be eafy to force their former confumers to pay

the {ame taxes, on articles not fo attractive to the {enfe
of tafte. But this confideration does mot alter the

ofition which I maintain, namely, that the revenue is

indebted for the 'five millions which it annually derives
" from the Weft India trade, not to tha,t trade, which is
merely the medium through which it is paid, but to
the Britifh confumers of Weft India produce, ﬁom
whofe pockets this fium is taken. '

*In the fecond place.—Who finally pays for the four ’

- millions of manufaGuredatticles, neceffary in the culti-

vation of Sugar,’ fuch as mill-machinery, clothing for
the negroes, &ec. which aré annually exported from -

" Britain to the Weft Indies? Does the Weft India,
Planter? No; he advances the coft of thefe articles
in the firft mﬁance, but their value is refunded to him
in the price of his Sugar, his Rum, &c.; in calculat-
lng the GXpenfe of plOdUCHlO‘ which, he always in-
' . o cludes

oy

~ * In this,and the two fucceedin g inquiries, I I leave out of con-
ﬁderatmn the profit 'on the manufactured articles whxch our pre~
fent 1mportahon of a furplus of Sugar above our own wants
requlres to be exported, ds well as thei frexght, &e. whlch is pa:d
‘on this quantxty, ‘becanife T have already {Hewn that 4 riatmz‘:al
Jg/.‘s s f Jﬁalne;d by thxs branch of our Weft India trade.

[ 87 1 . '
cludes the coft of the{'e manufa&uxes. By whom, then,
is the value of thefe articles eventually paid ¢ Clearly
by the Britith confumers of Weft India produce ; and
it is to them that the Britifh manufa&:urer is indebted
for the pxoﬁts retained in the fale of fo ]arge a quan-
tity of his manufactures. The Brltlfh confumers of
Weft India produce, in the price of this produce re-
fund the whole fom which has been advanced for thefe
exported manufadures by the Weft India Planters :

and may be regarded as commiffioning the latter to -

tlanfmute for thein into Sugar, by the procefs of ex-

‘p01tat10n to the Weit Indles, a quantity of cottons,

iron, &c. which are more than_ they need. Every
confumer of £. 10 worth of Sugar is, in fadt, paying
about £: 2 of thisTum towards.the value of the ex-
ports to the Weft Indies; and he‘is thus as eflentially
contributing to the. profperity of the manufadurers of
thefe exports, as if he had direétly pur chafed an equal

amount of their articles at home.—~But, it may be -
afked, © Could the manufaéturers of four millions of =
’goods, exported to the Weft Indies, obtain direéily

from the home ‘confumers, the fame demand for the
ploduce of their induftry, as they now receive indi-
retly by the intervention of the Weft Indies?” I
believe fo. - If there were no home demand for Sugar
or for Bum, there would not be manufatured {o many
of thofe particular articles which are required for the
‘Weft India market, as at prefent. Buta greater con-
fumption of other articles would take place, and as

much encouragement be given to our manufacturers.

- If the confumers of Rum and Sugar in this ifland were

-

to ceafe the ufe of thefe luxuries, whlch now coft them

annually 8 or 10 millions, they -certainly would have

the inclination as well as the power to fpend the fums -

thos faved, in other -gratifications which the Britith
mmuf'u?turer would profent to them,

G 4 o “,T/\fz'rt?@,
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" Thirdly—From whence {pring the' three: mthons
Whlch the ‘fhip-owners and the underwriters derive

from the Weﬁ India trade? Precifely the fame anfwer -

muft be given as before—From the Butlih confumexs
_of Weft Indla pxoduce. T e,

And, lafily—From what fource arife the two or-.

. ‘thlee millions which, whén their affairs are-in prof«
"perlty, the Weft India Planter, the mongftgee, and
‘the ‘annuifant, gain by this trade? Once more I give
_‘the fame reply, From the Bntlﬂl confumels of Weﬂ:
"'Indla produce.

If, then, it be the fa& that the wealth Wthh ac-
“crues from the Weft India trade to the public revenue,

“to the manufaéturer of exports, to the fhip-owner
and underwriter, and to the planters, is (with a very
{light ‘exception which I fhall afterwards peint out)
“wholly-derived from the Britifh confumers of Weft
“India prodace, With what propriety can it be faid that
‘any national wealth, any real addition to the antiual
"revenue of the fociety; is brought into exiftence by
“this trade ? It is true that it enuches fome claffes of

fociety, but precifely in proportion to their gains are '

- -the lofles’ of other clafles of fociety. - It is true that
~the revenue, the manufa&uler, the fhip- ownex, the
“underwriter, and the planter; all derive a great annual
'_acgefﬁon of wealth from this' trade’; but as all this
“wealth comes_from the pockets: of the Britifh con-

~fumers of. Weﬂ, India produce, their gains do not, in

‘the {ligliteft degree, augment the capltal or the annual
-revenue of-the country.—~The truth of this dedu&ion
‘will be flill more apparent, if we attend to the aGual
ftate of the Weft India trade. The Planters tell us;
that Juﬂ: now_the whole of their Sugar which is con-
Afumed in Britain is fold for g5s..per cwt. lefs than

-what it ought' to be fold for, to afford them the rea-
“fonable profit of 10 per cent, on- their capital > con--

Lo o . ‘ : fequent]y,
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i‘equent]y, as the annual Byitifh confumptlon of Sugar
is 150,000 ho‘rfheads, of 13 cwt. each, the Weft Indla
Planters are mow- aétually receiving the vaft fum- ‘of
£.3:412,500 lefs than they ought.to receive, if Sugar

“were fold' at a fair price. - Now, if the figtement of
ithe Weft India Planters, as to thc wealth’ which the

nation derives from their trade, were accurate,—if it

~were true that their profits are national profits—the

nation' would this year be .£. 3,412,500 poorer than if-
Sugar were at 97 s. which they juftly fay, is only a fair
price. But will the confumers of Sugar admit that the

nation is impoverifhed, becaufe they now pay annually

* lefs for their Sugar, by three millions and a halfy than

the Weft [ndia Planters fay they ought to pay ? Will
a man, whofe family confumes yearly a hogfhead of
Sugar, for wbich he now pays &£ 40, admit that the

o grofs revenue of the nation is £. 20 lefs than if he paid

£.60 forit? Surely not.. Every unpze]udiced _}udge‘
mutit clearly fee, that the wealth of the nation is in no

" wife influenced by the gains of the Planters.. If they

get three and a half millions lefs for their Sugar than
they. ought to have, then the confumers of Sugar are

‘three and a half millions richer than'if they paid its
~-proper price. ' And if; by dumm{hmo the production of
‘Sugar to the home demand, its priee were raifed to

97s. inftead of 60s., and the Planters received, as
undoubtedly they ouorht to receive, thye¢ and a half
‘millions for. it more than at prefent ; in that cafe the

. confumers of Sugar would be fo much poorer than -
. they now .are: but the grofs wealth of the nation

would in either cafe remain juft the fame.*
: o Hence,

o Aftef having made thefe remafks, , acéidehtaliy ftumbled
upon the following confirmation of them, which, as coming from
a Weﬁ: India Plantm, will deferve the’ greater wexghfca R

i ' ¢ Ill :
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Hence, too, we fee the incorreétnefs of the reafoning
by which the advocates of the Weft India Planters
endeavour to perfuade us, that great injury will enfue

‘to the revenue, to a large body of manufaéturers, and
to the community in general, on account of the di-

minifhed expenditure of the Planters, now that the

low price of Sugar deprives them of any income.
* Lamentable as is theu cafe, and unjuft asit would be, if
-~ this effe had not been ‘brought about by their own.

imprudence, that they ﬂlould not receive prime coft

-for the Sugar, in raifing which they employ their ca-

pital and their time, yetit is clear their mxsfolt"unea do

not affeét the intereft of fociety at large. Though

their expenditure is thereby greatly leflened, the ex~
pendn‘,u[e of the confumers of Sugar is increafed by

- the very fame caufe. If apoorman now buys a pound
~of Sugar for 6d. for which, if the Weft India Planters

received their juft p1oﬁts, he ought to pay 9d., then,
he now expends in fome other article the gd., of
which the Planters ought to have the fpending; but

.the effeét on the profperity of the nation is juft the
fame, whether this fum is. expended by one defcrip-
“tion of perfons or another.

Were the importance, which the authms whofe
opinions I am combating, attach to the Weft India
trade as a fource of nationalriches, well founded, then
it would follow, that if the whole body of thofe whe.
confume Weft India ploduce, had imbibed the notions;
of a few enthuﬁqﬁ;xc individuals, who fome years back

fancied -

¢ In the a&ual confumptlon ‘of the commodxty (Sugar)
within the kmgdom, the money which it cofts isonly transferred

from the hand of one inhabitant into that of another s hence,.be -

the price high o low, the nation at lirge is not one fhilling the

. richer or the poorer on that account:’—Edwards s Hift. of the

Weﬁ Indles, vol. ii, page 43 Iy
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" fancied every lamp of Sugar and drop of Rum were

tinged with human gore, and had followed their ex-
ample in totally giving up the ufe of thefe polluted
Juxuries, we muft by {fuch a procedure have fuftained a
national lofs of many millions. But, in fac, no fuch
confequence would have. followed. The only refult
which would have enfued from fuch a non-confump-
tion refolution would have been, that the confumers of
Rum and Sugar would have kept in their pockets the
teq millions which they now expend in the gratification
of their "palates. The revenue, indeed, would have
fuﬁamerf alofs for a time, vntil a new mode of raifing

“the fame ‘fam, which is now levied on thefe articles,
could have been adopted. Many of the body of fhip-~ .

‘owners would hiave been thrown into great diftrefs—
and the Weft India Planters ‘would have been com-
P etely ruined. But ftill all thefe calamitous confe-
quences would not have diminifhed the real national
wealth, or the revenue of the fociety. '

‘Even if it be admitted, therefore, that it is proper

the diftrefles of the Weft India Planters fhould be re-
lieved, itis clear that thofe who have infifted on this

propriety, have occupied ground which is'wholly un- .

tenable, when they have aimed to intereft the com-

munity in the attainment of their objed, by infifting -

that the national wealth -is greatly augmented by the
Weft 1ndia.trade. -To have been accurate, inftead of
addiefling themfelves to the pockets of their readers,
they ought to have appealed to their palates.  As
Mr. Lowe infifts that, if fomething be not done for the
Planters, -« the Weft India trade muft be renounced

for ever,” he might on this ground with confiftency "
g g y

have afked the confumers of Sugar— How will you
zeh{h your morning and evening bevexa,de, when its

» %mﬂh aﬁrmgency 4s unqualified with - the delicious

fubﬁ:ance
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fubftance with which we now fupply you? How will
. you ever be able to endure the grating fenfation which
~your teeth will experience, when the acidity of your
. fruits is no longer modified by the juice of our canes ?”
‘And, to the confumers of Rum he might have {aid—
¢ Think what will be the dreadful confequence to

your health, and how mahy years of your exiftence -

‘will be fhortened, if you are forced, by our ruin, to
~ drink the fiery brandiesof France, inftead of the ‘ Rum
mellowed by its long paflage, and the moft wholefome
of fpirits’ with which we now-{upply you ?”—DBut to
‘be feriaus on a fubje&, where nothing but the anxiety
of the Weft India Planters to have the confumers of
their produce believe, that :they are enriched by
fpending money in Sugar and Rum, and .that they
would be ftill more enriched by paying twice as much
for thefe luxuries as they now pay, could have made
me otherwife, I proceed to the confideration of an ob-
jection which will be made, and .to which an anfwer
is requifite, in order to give complete {tability to the
preceding arguments. ~ ‘ S ‘
-~ It may be faid: “ Admitting that the money. which
the revénue, the thip-owner, the planter, &c. gain by
the Weft India trade, is merely transferred from the
pockets of the confumers of Weft India produce,: yet,
fince thefe confumers receive a value for their money ;
 —finee, for every £.10 that they fpend in Sugar or
“Rum, they receive £.10 worth of Sugar or Rum, they
cannot ftriétly be faid to be poorerin propartion to the
~'gain of the Planters, &c.: nor-can the wealth of the,
nation be faid to remain the fame, fince &£.10 worth
of Sugar is brought into it from its Weft India colonies
which did not before exift.”—In anfwer to this fup-
- pofed obje&ion——l admit that the confumers of Welk
~ India produce receive a value for: their money, and.I
er - admit
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admit alfo, that if this value were of a permanent and
durable defcriptiony they might fiillbe as rich as before

‘the exchange.' But the reafon why I maintain an.

oppofite opinion with refpet to Weft India produce,

is, becaufe the’grea,t; bulk of that produce is of {o
¢ranfient or fugitive a nature; that in.a very thort pe-’
riod no trace ofiits exiftence remains; and confe-~

quently the confumers of this produce only retain :

pofleffion of a’value in return for their money: for an

infiant, Thus, if, inftead of the Rum and Sugar for-

which the confumers of Weft India produce now pay

ten millionsannyally, they were accuftomed to expend

the {fame fum in articles ‘as durable as the mahogany
“which is imported fror_’p Jamaica, I fhould certainly
ollow that fuch a traffic did not impoverifh them, in
proportion to the gains of thofe who. fupplied them
with fuch permanent commodities. For, after having
fpent ten millions in articles of this defcription, the
purchafers would retain them for-years, perhaps for
half a century, and would be able, in any partof this
period, to obtain by felling them, atleaft a portion of

Rum and Sugar to thow, for the hundreds of millions

of pounds which they have fpent in thefe articles for

the laft fifty years; or what have they to fhow for the
ten. millions of -thefe luxuries which they confumed
laft year ! Nothing. Not the flighteft veftige of the
value which . they received for their money, now re-
mains; and confequently, as the wealth which the
Weft India_l’lantérs received for their Rum and Sugar
has been merely transferred from the pockets of the
confumers of thefe articles, who have not in exiftence

a particle of what they received in exchange for their =
wealth, the grofs national riches cannot have been

incréafed by this branch of the Weft India trade.
e o ; To

their original coft. But what have the confumers of
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" To make thefe inferences fill more clear, let us ats
, tend a moment to the illuftration which a para]lel cafe
will-afford. - A nobleman, who fpends &£, 500 a year in
the ‘cultivation of pine-apples, aceurately reprefents
Britain with refpet to her cenfumption of Sugarand
‘Rum. As the Britith confumers of thefe luxuries tran{~
fer, in return for them, a portion of their wealth to the
revenue, the manufaurer, the fhip- owner, and the
planter, {o, in like manner, the nobleman, in retur n for

his pine-apples, transfers a portion of his riches to the

coal-dealer, who fupplies him with fuel for his ftove;
_ 1o the tanner for his refufe bark and 10 his gandener

for his {kill and labour:-and #e, alfo, may be faid to
teceive a value for his money. But'would any one
pretend that the national wealth is increafed by fuch
a transfer of money for pme-qpples ; and that the in-
tereft of the commumty is involved in the exiftence of
all the pineries which are to be found in Britain ?
bulely not. The nobleman transfers £. 500 yearly to
. the coal-merchant, to the tanner, and to the gardener,
in return for a momentary gratification of his appes
tite. They are confequently richer than before; he
poorer, than if his avarice had induced him to deny
himfelf fuch a luxury. And as no trace remains with

the eater of pine-apples of the value which he receives

~ for his money, the national wealth is not in the flighteft
degree increafed by this procefs: which precifely ap-
'phes to the home confumption of the ﬁ;aple ploduce
of the Weft India.trade. *

* It is truly aﬁ-omihmg, that wlnle fo many 1mportant dl,{‘cq—
veries have W1th1n thefe fifty years been coue&]y lajd down in
the chart of pohtlcal economy, 1o attention fhould have been
paid to the effential diftinétion Wthh exifts between durable
and tranﬁtory wealth, Al now agree that gold and ﬁlver are

s -, but

‘Anothe-.r |
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Anot’hex objedtion may be made. Since, as thie V\’eﬂ:
Indla Planters have, with juftice, contended, their tr ade

is a home trade, and by no means to be confidered in. .
-~ the fame view with foxexo'n commerce ;—fince the cul--

tivation of Sugar is as celtamly a branch of national

agriculture ‘as the cultivation of wheat ;—it may be

atked, ¢ Where is the difference between the wealth
which all allow is brought into exiftence by the
«rrowth of corn, and that which is brought into
emﬁence by the growth of Sugar? Food is as little

entltled to be 1ega1ded as permanent WE‘,‘I.ll,h as

Sugal 3

but one fort of wea.lth and that a very unimportant one—that a

nation is rich in- pr oportmn to the extent of its cultivated. fand,

the number of its houfes, its machines, its fhips, its roads, its

.canals, and the multiplicity of conveniencies which civilized life

requires; and that, in proportion as its ftock of thefeis greater,
will be its accumulation of real wealth. Yet we continue, juft as
formerly, to believe, that if we can export one defcription of
wealth, ne matter how permanent, and import in exchange for
1t another defcription, no matter how fugitive, which will {elf

at home for more money, we fhall have increafed the wealth of ‘

the nation juft as much asif we had exported perithable articles,

and 1mported in return durable commodities. But how prepof-’
terous is this mode of thinking! Can any man in. his fenfes con-

tend, that if England fupplied France with fteam- -engines i re-

“turn for wine, that fuch a-trade would be as profitable to her as
to France, or that, in fa&, the would make any addition to her

national wealth by the exchange ? When we fee an individual
fpendmg his income in the luxuries of eating and drinkin g, We
fay at once he can never fave a fortune; yet we contend that
Britain gets rich by {pending annually ten millions in Sugar and,
Rum, five millions in Tea, and five millions in Wine, Brandy,
Tobacqo, &c.! She.may increafe her enjoyments by this traffic,
and as. fhe creates from her foil an annual revenue of 120 mil:
lions, and. can thus very well afford to indulge her appetites, it

may be very proper that fhe thould do fo; but to {ay that fthe

theréby increafes her wealth, is furely a mo{t egregious pewer—
fion of language.
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Sugar ; why not then admit, that the Sugar-splanter
.contnbutes to the national wealth, as well as: the
* farmer } "—Many words .will - not be 1equuefl to
do away the apparent force of this objection. ' The
fimple reafon why the pxoduétlon of Sugar or Rum

has not the. fame title. to be regarded as an increafe .

of national wealth with that of wheat or potatoes,
s, that the latter ferve- as the.food of man,: and
that by pelfmmmn’ this valuable fewlce they may. be
tranfimnted into the moft permanent. wealth ; whereas
the former merely ferve .as a temporary g Glatlﬁcatlon
of the palate, and leave no trace of theq ex1ﬁence
when confumed, Thus the wheat and the beef which
‘the farmer annually produces, by ferving. for the food

of labourers and ar tifans, may be convertedinto a pa-

lace, a(,anal abridge, or a fleet of fhxps, and, Wlthout;
the aid of thns food, none of thefe pexmanent deferi ip-
tions of weal Ith could ever exift. But what return of

this kind do we get for the Rum and Suga1 which we

‘annually confume ? Ifit were the cuftom for people to
live wholly or in-part upon Sugar, as doubtlefs .they
‘might do, if we had realized Dr. Darwin’s fpeculatlon,
and chemtcally learnt to fabricate it fromits prin-

ciples; or if it could be fhewn that thofe who confume

Sugar, confume on that account a lefs qua.ntlty of
other kinds of food, I fhould then readlly admit that
otrnational wealth was angmented by its production.
But neither of -thefe-provifoes can be realized. —The

apparent weight of the objeétion I am now confider~

ing, arifes from the prevalent but erroneous idea, pro-
muloated by the French economifts; that the national
wealth receives a permanent augmentatmn by every

_thing which is raifed from the foil, when,.in fact, no

~ addition o' the capital or ftock of the nation'is made
- by a yery large pxopomon of the produé’cs of aoucul-
: - ture.
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fure. Thus the nation is not at all enriched by the oats
which'are yearly’ raifed for the food of horfes merely

kept for pleafure, nor by the barley which is diftilled’
The growers of thefe produétions are’
enriched by their fale, but it is at the expenfe of the.

into alcohol.

confumers of them. Whereas, atthe {fame time that

“the grower of the barley or the wheat, ‘which is con-

fumed by thofe who are employed in building a palace
or making @ canal, isenriched by the fale of this food,
the con{'umels of it, or he who advanced it: to the
confumers,. has receivéd in return for it a ‘palace or a

/

canal, which may continue a pomon of natlonal_.

Wealth for.ages.
.- Let it not be fuppofed that in combwtmg ‘the poﬁ«
tlons mamtamed by the advocates of the Weft India

Planters, relative to, the vaft national wealth denved. A

from their trade; it ismy obJeét to thow that we fhould

be wife in abandoning this trade; orthatit js defirable
we fhould diminifh our confumption of Sugar a and Rum,
and the other pmduce of Weﬁ; India agucultme. In
a nation, as well as in an individual, I {hould deem it
the height of folly to make the acquifition of wealth,
rather than of happinefs, its ultigpate object. And
fince we fancy that our happinefs is increafed by the
ufe of Rum and Sugar, by all means let us ftill continue
1o 1ndu1ge in thefe luxuries. All that T contend fm ls,
that things fhould be called by their proper names =

that the Weﬂ; India Planters have no reafon for ele-

vating a branch of - agriculture, which . is ‘merely a

fource of convenience and of luxurious gratification, .
‘into an inexhauftible mine of riches ;—and that the

Britifh, confumels of Weft India produce, from whom
fprings all the wealth acquired by thofe who are con-
cemed m the Weﬁ: India txade, Ihould not be told
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that the fate oF themfelves and of their ”éou;iii*y"‘ﬁei ‘

pends upon the profperity ‘of this branch 'of comic

Tuovén Ihave thusendeavoured to prove that thé
national wealth has never béen irjcr‘éafe“d by the Weflt
India trade to any fuch extent as Sir Wm. Young;

M. Bofanquet, and Mr. Liowe have contended, yet
I do not -deny that foine national wealth, as well as
fouie advantages, do fpring from this fource and as
it is my wifh to form a correct eftimate of tlie value of
our colonial poffeflions, not -to ‘depreciate ‘them un-
juftly, Iproceed to enumerate thefe favourable itenis

. of the ascount. O

" 1. T adnit that the national wealth has been aug-.

mented by the profits which have been gained ‘on ot
re-export of Weft India produce 5 and if ‘there -were
any profpeét that we fhould in future continue to
carry on this branch of commerce proﬁtafbly,:l {hould
grant that to this extent the Weft India trade Would

iill be 4 fourceof richies. Whien thie demand for Weft
India produce Vas fuch on the Continent, that it was

puarchafed -of usat a p'l‘oﬁtaﬁle' price, We doubtlefs
gained ‘an addition to our national ftock of riches
by the fale; for fince, in that cafe, the profit of ‘the
manufadurer, the fhip-owner, aud the Weft India
Planter, Wé‘i‘e all paid by foréigmners, ‘the profits of
thefe individuals were national profits.  Bat though
we have gained wealth from this fource, we neither
siow gain, mior thall we in future gain wealth from it.
I have already fhewn, that for the tine to 'come We
have no reafon to expet ‘thatt e Thall have any pro=
fitable foreign demand for the main flaple of the Weft

— ' Indies 9.4
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In'dies—Siigar; and the ftatemeén twhich I have given
in the préceding pait of this difcoffion abundantly
proves that we do. not at prefent gain :ahy -nationdl
wealth by what weexport of this article. "Itis on this
laft account that; in -examiihing the pofitions of :Sir
Wm. Young and M r. Bofanquet, I adverted folely to
the home-confumption of ‘Weft India produce, -from
which' alone: any increafe of mational wealth. could
poffibly be derived. - Befides Sugar, we alfo annually
export 4 large quantity :of Coffee: and if ‘the Weft
India Planters.gain a profit upon the fale of this arti-
cle, then; certainly, to this extent are ‘the national
riches :augmented by this ‘branch of ‘the Weft India
tyade. But'I greatly fear:that we have little redfon to
eftimate ‘the walue of this. fource of riches' at any high
rate. . 'The “whole amount of our export of ‘Coffee
does ndt'muéh exceed: £:1,000,000 in value ; and we
are told that its price at prefent is much too low to
afford a reafonable profit to:the Planter. Indeed how

- “fhould it be otherwife, if it be true, as has been af-
ferted, that'the Americans fupply the Continent with

Coffec at/from 20s. to 30's. per cwt.lefs than we' can
with propriety fell at. R

- 2. From oné of the minor articles imported from the
Wefi Indies, our national ‘riches certainly gain & flight
addition. 1 allude to Cotton, which we annually
impott from thence.to the value of £ .1;000,000; Now,
as a confiderable proportion.of this is. marnufactured
and afterwards‘exported, and as the foreign purchafer

‘eventually .pays the freight, duty, and profit of the

Planters charged-upon the raw material, I admit that
an addition to the national wealth is made by‘a portion
of the profits upon this article. - But we'fhould egre- -
gioufly deceive ourfelves, if we were to follow fome
of the Weft India Planters in eftimating the national .

‘ ' H'2 galn
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gain from.Cotton at the grofs amount of the articles .

*munufactured from it. It muft be confidered, that
we ate. not depeiident 6n our Weft India colonies for a
{upply. of the: raw Cotton. required in our -extenfive
wanufaltures. - We could always get fupplied. with
‘what we wanl, from other quarters._ The natioénal gain,
therefore, from our Weft India Cotton, is merely the
amount of . the profits of the thip-owner, the under«

writer; and the planterf,:o‘n', that portion of ouri_mport ‘

" which {erves for the bafis of our exported Cotton ma-
nufadtuies.. We may - alfo negatively gain: by "the
Cotton which we. manufacture for ‘our’ own. ufe. If
Cotton of equal quality coft 2 s.a pound, when im-
ported from:the Brazils, " Georgia, &c. and. only
15. 10 d. to the Weft India Planter, then, though he
may fell it at home for 2s. a pound; yet the nation
faves 2 d.-a pound by its fale ;- becaufe this difference
is paid to our own {ubjeéts, ‘uot to the natives of Por-

" tugal or Georgia.—Thefe confiderations prove that
the utmoft which the nation can gain by the growth
of Cotton:in the Weft Indies is '« 300,000, -or
£. 400,000, annually, and to this amount, it is pof-

fible, the does gain. R o

3. A fimilar train of reafoning to that juft ufed, will

fhow that, to a certain extent, poffibly, the national
riches are negatively increafed by the Sugar with which
the Weft .India colonies furnifh us.- As there is no
caufe for fuppofing that we fhould not confume. this
luxury, though we had no colonies of our own, we
~ thould in that cafe purchafe it of other nations. Now,
if we paid for it the fame price as we do at prefent,
the profits which the Britith Weft India Planters now.
derive from its fale, would be received by the Planters

- of France or of Spain. On fuch a {uppofition thefe
profits would go out of the country, whereas at prefent
. BRI - they.

-

,
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'th'ey.;reméin i‘n’it, and the nation may be therefore
faid to be negatively richer by having colonies of her .

‘own, inafmuch as fhe would be pofitively poorer if {he

were forced to buy her Sugar of foreigners. - This ad-

miffion, however, entirely depends upon the faét,

whether we do or do not.buy as cheap of our own co-

lonies as Wwe could of foreign ones ; for if we could buy

of the latter for a price lefs than what we now pay by
‘the amount of the Britith Weft India Planter’s profit,
in that cafe the national wealth, on either fuppofition,
would remain the fame.’ Thus, if it coft the Britith

Planter 20s. 6d. to raife a cwt. of Sugar in the Brit-i{h
colonies, . it cofts the nation fo ‘much, and the nation
‘would be juft as rich as now, if it were to'buy all the

‘Sugar it ‘confumes, at that -price, of the French or

Spanifh colonies.” But, as the cultivatois of Sugar
‘muft, in the long run, in every quarter, gaim a-profit

‘on their produce, itis certainly more for our intereft

to buy of the Britifh Weft India colo_nie.é at 25 s., t.h'afx
of the foreign eolonies at the fame price ; becaufe,‘ ff
bought ‘of the former, the 4. 6 d. per ¢wt. profit, is

* retained in the mafs of national riches—it 1s merely -
"transferred from the confumers of Sugar to the Weft

India Planters; whereas, if bought of the latter, itis
‘entirelv loft to Britain, and goes'to increafe the wealth
of the Planters of France or Spain. On this h(;ad,

- therefore, we cannotcome to a precife determrination,

“without a knowledge of faéts which are not within our
‘veach. If the price which- the Weft India} Plantgrs
“ought to receive for their Sugar, in order to leave
“them a reafonable profit, be not higher than that

- which we' {hould have to pay the foreign Planter, if

“we pofleflfed no colonies of our own ; then, the whole

- *of thefe profits are fo much negative gain to the na-

“tioh; on the principle. that « a penny faved is-a-penny
N - | ‘ »
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got ;” and, confequently, the poffeffion of our Weft

‘ Indla colonies i is of great advantage to us. Butif, on

.-

the (,onu(ny, we nuoht buy our buwal of folelgnels at
a lefs price than that which we pay the Weft India
Planter; then. thc. national gain by our colomes is
only the differ ence between that price and the prime

*coft ofom ploduce from thence : and if we could buy

of foreigners at as low a price as it now cofts us to
ploduce our Sugar, no addition to the national wealth,
either pofitively or negatively, is made by this produét
of our colonial poffeffions, and we ﬂmuld , in this re-
fpeét beyuﬂ: as well w1thout them,

‘4. Tt is by no means my mtentlon to deny that
fome important natlonal advantages are derived from
our Wett India trade. Of thefe by much the moft

valuable isthe nurfery which it affords for our ieamen :
and as defence is doubtlefs of - far more moment lhan

riches, I allow that it is true policy to plOCllle our

‘Sugars at.a higher price from our own LOlOﬂlPS whence

‘we_can tranfport them in our own fhxps, manned-by

Britith failors, rather than to buy them of any foreign
.colonies, if obliged at the. fame time to receive them
in foreign veflels. ‘But though I admit the value of

the \’Veﬁ, India trade as an auxiliary to naval. power, I .

-cannot follow the Planters in deducmo ﬁom this con-

_ﬁdelat:on the inference, that we are, at all events,

: fmd whatever may be the colt, to keep up this nurfery
-tothe extent which 1th‘13 now unnatuorally and forcedly .
~Jeqched I allow that our Navy derives great benefit

’

ffx om the Weft India ttade, and, toenfure a contmuance

of this '1dvmta<re, the facnﬁce of a few ﬂnl]mgs per

~ cwt. in the price of our own confump*lon of Sugar,

.cannot be objected to; but where would be the wifdom
~of continuing to grow a ﬁuplus of Sucran for the foreign

,maﬂ\et whele it muf’c be fold at 40 per cem;. lofs to

3 , - the

[ 103 ]
he nationy mele]y for Lhe fake of' retaining; the ems
Ployment of 5,000 or booo ieamen? For, if the
Weft India trade w ere contracted. to its proper limits
to-morrow, the wa wouluc»lczrily receive, during the
1emﬂmde1 of the war, all the {eamen. that could pof—
fibly be- thereby thrown out of employment and if,

'on the recurrence. of peace, our exifting | blanches of

commerce are not {ufficiently extenfive to abforb- all
the dlfbanded failors, we had- betteL employ them in
conVeymg iea—land from John- a—Gloats houfe to the

Land’s End, and back again, than in brmgmg Sugar
for the fupply of thc, Contment to be ;('old at lefs than ‘

pmne coﬁ;

HAVING thus enumerated the modes in Whlch
according. to my opmmn, we can alone gam any
acceflion of . natlonal wealth from the Weﬁ; India
trade, and alfo the moft important of the benefits
‘which we confeﬁedly derive from it, it will be necef—
{ary to {um up the refult of -our mveﬁ‘,lgatlon,——-to
p]ace the DF and C* fides of the account in oppofition,
and to firike the balance of real and fohd advantage
f01 which we are mdebted to this fource. -

' We have {hewn, then, on" the one hand, that no -
Jincreafe of national wealth or revenue s derived ﬁom
‘the home confumpnon of Suoax and Rum, which
articles form nine-tenths of the produce of the Weft

" Indiesi—the coft of the manufadures export ted for the

pmpofe of 1a1ﬁng thefe plodu&s,-«the duties lewed
“upon them at the cuﬁom—houie, and excife- ofﬁce,

the pxoﬁts of the fhip-owners, -and of .the Weft India
Planters,—being all eventually pald by the Britifh
confumers of thefe ar ticles, who are exa@ly poorer in
proportion to the gains of thofe concerned in bunglng
them to mc.nket We haye {hewn, alfo, - that though °
LT national
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: ﬁéltio'n’él ploﬁt has been aﬁd"g’iight be gained by the

fale of our fuperfluous produce of Sugar to foreigners,
yet that, in confequence of the favowrable circum-
fances of the foreign colonies, we do not at prefent,
nor have we any rational profpeét that we fhall in
future, ‘gain any acceffion of wealth from this branch
of our Weft India trade.—On the other hand, we have
allowed that 7f the Weft India Planters gain any thing

~by the £. 1,000,000 of Coffee which they are in the
‘habit of expoiting, fuch gain is national gain ;.that

an increafe of mnational wealth to the amount of

£ .'3‘06,00:0 or £ ;400;_060 is probably derived from the"
Cotton which is imported from the Weft Indies; and '
‘that, provided the price paid for the Sugar and Rum

of ‘our own coloniés is not more than what we fhould
bé obliged to pay to foreign colonies, in that cafe we
five the amount of the profits of the Weft India
Planters. The importance of our Weft India colonies,
as a nurfery for feamen, has been alfo admitted. '
Thus, then, inftead of being a fource of national
wealth annually to the amount of fixteen or feventeen

~ millions, the Weft India trade, when rigidly fcrutinized,
" is found to add direéily to the riches of the ftate, not
‘more, at the very utmoft, than a million per annum,

but probably not more than balf ‘this fum; and it
may alfo annually fave to the nation one or two
millions more.  Call the national gains from this

fource, pofitive and negative, three millions. This -

fum is in itfelf confiderable, and, to many of the petty

fiates of E‘urope,"wh‘ofe whole revenue does not amount A
to fo much, the lofs of fuch a trade as that from

which it is’ derived, might be fatal. In their (yftem
it might be a main "artery, whofe rupture would be fol-

lowed'wiih: the moft terrible .confequences. But of .
‘how fmall importance is fueh a trade to a nation

which
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which every year derives an abfolute creation of

wealth from its foil to the amount of one hundred
and twenty millions;—which annually pays in taxes
to the government, upwards of fifty millions! In the
fyftem of Britain, the Weft India Trade is but one of
the finer veins, which may be punétured without fear

-~ of any fatal refult. So long as we can, without enor-
mous expenfe; retain pofleffion of our Colonies, there

is no reafon to abandon them ; but if, by a fuperior
power, they were wrefted from us to-morrow, or by a

‘convulfion of nature funk into the ocean, we {hould

fiill continue rich, fill powerful, and ;nclepéndent of

“the world !

FINIS,
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