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ANTI-RESTRICTIONIST

ON

THE CORN LAWS.

These Letters are published from a full persuasion that the prin- -

ciples laid down are those alone which can raise us from our present
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difficulties and maintain us a great and powerful nation, The subject
is beyond a party question, and, from its importance, should commend
iiself to every man’s reason rather than to his Passions or prejudices.

The Restriction equal to a Tax of +e.0.40... £27,500,000.

Families employed in Agriculture .......... 978,655.
Yearly Number of Poor relieved, without
reckoning Children, about eeevesevenons. 950,000.

PER QUARTER.
On Wheat. Barley, &c. Oats,
Tithe, &c. amounts to a Charge of ;o 2 ,6 oo 1 2 ,. 0 10
And Poor-Rate cevueeescssasenese 110 oo 0 11..0 9
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LETTERS,

&c. &c.

No. 1.

- (In The Times of August 10th, 1826.)

SIR,

HaviNG observed, in some most respec-
table publications, the distress of our manufac-
turers attributed. to the supply of manufactured
productions exceeding the demand, the posi-
tion appears to -me fraught with so much evil
to the country, that 1 address you, with the
view of leading to a more correct consideration
of the subject. That supply exceeds demand,
under the present restriction-laws, may very
possibly be the case, and indeed demand
might be much further reduced by narrowing,
through prohibition, the import of all articles

which contribute to the subsistence of this

steat and essentially manufacturing country ;
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such as sugar, cocoa, and innumerable other
articles.  But let the following quotations from
Mr. Jacobs’s Report on Poland and Prussia
show that supply only exceeds demand, orin
other words, that the manufacturers cannot
get bread for their productions, only because
we will not receive it from those who would
gladly send it us in exchange for them.

-« One farm, of about 4000 acres, let on lease ,

for £180, about 10d. per acre, only twelve
miles from Warsaw, and with an excellent
road to within one mile of it.

« Two thousand three hundred acres, two-
sevenths of it water-meadow, on the banks of
the Vistula, and with a castle or capital man-
sion on it, let for £95 per annum,” about 9d.
per acre, including the residence; and so,
general]y, land is to be had from 7d. to 10d.
per acre: but all is in misery, because they
cannot dispose of their agricultural'producve,——

that very bread which our starving population

would with gratitude consume.

« Examples have recently been set by some
of the first families of estabhshmw manufacto-
ries, with a view of raising a race of consumers
on their own domams, -among whom a ‘vent
may be created for the production of the soil.”

And again,—¢ Of late years the attention of
government, of private nobles, and of the richer
Jews, has been drawn to manufacturing. = The

very low rate of all mere manual labour, the
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extensive market of the vast Russian domi-
nions being opened to.the Poles, and the
cheapness of raw products, have conti‘ib’ﬁted
to the ‘establishment of numerous, though not
large undertakings.” = Such ‘is ‘the .case in
Poland. co .

- The cause, therefore, of the presen.t dlstress
may, in a degree, be obviated, . though not per-
haps immediately; and although you say “ the
openmg new markets would only afford a tem-

porary relief, because the production of manu-

factures will again exceed -the .demand,” ‘yet,
with all Eastern Europe, Asia, and America
before us, may we not put off to a more distant
day the limits assignable to our manufacturing
industry ?7 . S '

If it were the mere question of giving food
to 300,000 or 400,000 artisans, the extent of
the evils to be apprehended would compara-
twely be trifling ; but our very existence as a
nation depends on an immediate abolltlon of
our restriction of . food. :

Those dependent on agriculturé in Gleat
Britain may be about 5,000,000 ; those in ma-
nufacture and commerce, about 10,000, 000.
We are therefore essentially a manuf‘acturlnv
and commercial people. . - :

The existence of a manufacturing nation de-
pends on an ability to afford manufactured
productions at a lower rate than they can be
affmded by any other nation, because people
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will purchase where they can obtain the articles
they require at the lowest rate.

If the continental nations can both supply
themselves and others at a cheaper rate than
we can supply them, it is evident that our com-
merce must decrease. ~

If our commerce, or the demand for our ma-
nufactures decrease, numbers of people must
be thrown out of employment, and of the means
of gaining their subsistence.: :

The disadvantages under which we should
then labour are not subject to any limits, but,

by degrees, must become more serious and de-
" structive.

Where manufactures are once advantage-
ously established, they naturally give birth to
an increasing accumulation of capital, which
again re-acts upon itself by a wider diffusion
of its produce, and an increased ability to

supply.

Such is the case at present with the conti-

nent, where the necessaries of life are so muqb
cheaper ; it.is found that capital can be advan-
tageously vested in manufactures, and they are
depriving us, by degrees, of the various mar-
kets we have hitherto enjoyed.

The idea of continuing to support a large
population by charitable subscriptions is ridi-
culous.

The number of persons thrown out of em-
ployment eventually come upon the poor-rates
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for subsistence ; thus not only ceasing to sup-
ply themselves, but reducing to poverty a large
addltlonal number

must fall on the returns of capltal yet engaged |

or, in other words, on the proﬁts of the still
existing establishments. ' '

- Such an additional charge must either be
met with by an increase of price in the com-
modities produced, which would .add to our
inability to compéte with the foreigner, or
would so reduce the returns to capital, as to
occasion its bemg transferred to other coun-
tries. :
Progressively, therefore, an immense Marit-
facturing population must come upon the land
for subsistence. This very dermand must re-

~duce the profits on agrlculture and occasion

land to be thrown out of cultivation, and even-
tually bring about general ruin.
- Such, sir, I think it will be generally admit-
ted, must be the natural upshot of our restric-
tions on the import of food. How far the
supporting the present rents by such a system
may be conducive to the interests of the land-
lords, I leave to them to consider. .
The system is already at work in producmg
its effects ; the distresses of the manufacturers
are already affecting the other classes of the
community., Builders, carpenters, butchers,
bakers, and numerous others in the manufac-
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turing districts, no longer obtain a livelihood:
even landlords cannot obtain their rents. Ou1

L shlpplng, from the same cause, will be sup-

planted, as far as the laws admit, by that of

‘other states ; as-an instance, 1 refer you to the

last report. from Prussia.

Our taxes must be levied upon a decreased
means of meeting them; in short, the first step
of a declining state involves in it an accumu-

‘lation of evils.*

. Ere it is too late, it behoves all well-wishers

to their country to contribute - their aid in
- bringing about a system of law which shall

admit, without any restriction whatever, the
free admission of corn and other chief articles
of subsistence : there may seem some tautology

in this expression; but on so momentous an

occasion, I mean that we should not even levy
a protecting duty (as it is miscalled) to the
amount of the tithe and poor-rate: let these

.and any other taxes be levied on produce, not

cut at the very root of production.
T am yours, &ec.
ANTI-RESTRICTIONIST.
* Smce the pubhcat:on of this letter in The Times, of

the 10th August, -this position is beginning to develope
itself, : :

No. 2 '

(In The Times of August 22d, 1826.)

Sig,

Havine made evident in my former letter
how necessar y itis to our very existence as a
nation, that we keep the lead in :manufactul ing
industry, and that if we do not so, the greater
part of our manufacturing population must, by
degrees, be thrown upon the land for its subsis-
tence, I am'led, by the daily symptoms of our
power departing from us, to address you again
on this most important subject.

I wish, in my present letter, to show how un-
real and unsubstantial are the advantages which
it is supposed our country derives ﬁom the
present system of monopoly.

It may be calculated that the annual con-
sumption of Great Britain is about, as follows:—
15,000,000 quarters of wheat—12,000,000 quar-
ters of barley, 26,000,000 quarters of oats,
2,000,000 quarters of rye, peas, beans.

Taking, from the best authorities, the aver age
of the . difference between the prices, existing
in this country, on the various description of

grain, and the prices which importation would

establish, ten shillings may be calculated as _thé
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differenceon the aggregate, making £27,500,000
raised on the country, beyond the actual ne-

cessary cost.
The returns to capital and labour, vested in

‘agriculture, are to be devided in about the fol-

lowing proportions—Two- ninths as rent to the
landlord, two-ninths as labourers’ wages, five-
ninths as returns to the tenant for his capital
and outgoings. |

It is well known that the farmer, on an
average, reaps only the benefit of a common
return for his capital and employment.

The labourers throughout the country are on
wages which are just sufficient for their exist-
ence. The landlords, therefore, are the only
party who benefit to the amount of their two-
ninths, or about £6,000,000. Their income,
according to the lastreturns of the income tax,
is about £45,000,000, upon which £6,000,000
is about 131 per cent. but as the price of every
article is more or less increased, in consequence
of the high price of provisions, it may be
doubted whether -the difference to them on
their expenditure would not be nearer 20 per
cent. than 13, and that, therefore, they are posi-
tively losers. |

But even supposing them to gain the whole
£6,000,000, is it not the most destructive sys-
tem of taxation, to raise £27 000,000 to obtain
£6,000,000? ?

e T,

<11

In proof of the exceeding injury it is to the

~country, it is to be remembered, that the re-

maining £21,000,000, as no one benefits by it,
is to be placed to the account of unprofitable
labour.

To explain this, it is necessary to advert to
the progress of cultivation :

‘Let it be supposed, that the labour of twenty
men, on a first qualtity of land, can raise suffi-
cient food for one hundred persons,—on a se-
cond quality for 80—on a third, for 60—on a
fourth, for 40,—on a fifth, for 20—is it not evi-
dent that if, by the exchange of manufactures,
we can obtain for the labour of twenty manu-
facturers the food which is raised on the second

and third quality ofland in Poland, we shall =

obtain enough for eighty or sixty persons? where-
as, if we employ those twenty on a fifth quality
of land in our own country, we can only get
sufficient for twenty.

The progress of such result is that which
now presents itself to this country ; the increase
of population has rendered necessary the re-

sort to inferior soils, which afford little, if any,

advantage.

The progressive difficulty of raising the
means of subsistence affects, in an equal de-
gree, those employed in manufactures.

‘When the necessaries of life are easily raised .

in abundance, and with comparatively little

-
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labour, the agriculturist can afford a large por-
tion in exchange for the manufactures he may
require: but, as it becomes more difficult to
raise agricultural produce, and a smaller return
is obtained to the same quantity of labour, the

less he can afford m exchange for manu-

factures.
- If from the richness of soil, the labour of

‘twenty men can raise sufficient food for one

hundred, it is evident that four-fifths of the pro-

duce of their labour: may be spent or ex-

changed for a large proportion of necessaries,
or comforts ; whereas, if they can only raise
food for twenty, in consequence of the decreas-
ing goodness of the soil, to obtain any part of
the produce of the labour of others, as clothes
or any other article of necessity, they must
part with a portion of their food.  Labour can-
not for any considerable time together be richly
repaid in one occupation and badly in anéther,
because people would cease from the less pro-
fitable employment to enter the more profit-
able: independent, therefore, of the argument
of the gmaller portion of food, which the agri-
culturist would retain for himself, or could
afford to spare, it is clear that all trades or oc-
cupations must suffer alike.—If we judge, there-
fore, either from the amount of the tax caused
by the monopoly, or from the natural result at-
tending our restricting ourselves to our own

o
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soils, for the first necessaries of life, the state of
the agricultural labourer. or the manﬁfact‘urér 1s
no longer a problem,—misery unavoidable at-
tends unprofitable labour, or the cultivation of
poor soils. : _

We can. only produce, Sub51stence to a cer tam
extent, and by that extent must our population
be limited : when we arrive at a state at which
population becomes stationar y or is decreasing
it must be the result of misery and the conco-

_ mitant of decline. ‘The squalid wretchedness

and diseases, which are the invariable atten-
dants on poverty, are the natural checks to in-
crease of, and the natural agents in diminish-
ing, a populatlon I refer you to the manufac-
turing districts for the example. I do not say,
that our present distresses arise solely from the
corn monopoly, but that they are highly aggra-
Vated by it: by its immediate .abandonment,
and admitting even now what the continent can
spare us, a demand for our manufactures would
be created, and our distress be much miti-
gated, if not quite done away.

The present harvest presents rather under an
average supply of wheat, though excellent in
quality, and only about half a crop of barley
and oats.—We shall, therefore, now have to ex-
perience all the disadvantages of coming on

countries unprepared - to supply us, and whose

agriculture has been ruined by our own
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‘wretched policy. ‘We might, at any rate, by

immediate measures provide against the recur-
rence of so great an evil. |

It may be worth while to add a few words
on the general principle of our having recourse
to less thickly-populated countries for part of
our supply.

If we take advantage of their produetive

soils, through the medium of exchange for our -

manufactures, whether they be Poles or Egyp-
tians who till the ground, is it not essentially
the same thing as if the land were in our own

_country? It enables an increasing population to

be abundantly supplied ; in that abundance con-
sists the prosperity of individuals, and of indi-
viduals the state is made up.

The proposition, that our procuring corn from
Poland or Egypt being in effect the same thing,
as if the land were in our own country, may
appear extravagant; in making it, I consider the
entire nation, and not any particular class of
persons ; and 1 would ask, in what essentially
consists the difference between one occupation
and another, whose ultimate effect is the pro-
duction of food. '

As well might the manufacturers, as a body,
claim the right of clothing the landlords, and
then charge them a price which would keep
them half naked, as the landlord be permitted
to half starve a nation of manufacturers. It
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is not by the industry, or from any peculiar
merits of the landlord that his rents are in-

creased, but from a cause with which he has
no connexion—namely, the uncontrollable in-

-crease of population; therefore, a cause from

which he can have no right to derive any
additional advantage. |

I am Sir,
&c. &ec.

ANTI-RESTRICTIONIST.
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No. 3.
(In The Times of 13th September, 1826.)

SIR, ‘
In the prosecution of my subject, I
come next to consider the objections which are
commonly made against the free importation of
grain; they may be classed as follows :—

1. Our liability to be deprived of the re-

~ quisite supply by war, or by any arbi-
trary regulations of the government of
the countries supplying us. - o

2. That our land would be thrown out of
cultivation.

3. That our agricultural labourers would
be thrown out of employment.

4. That the taxes or charges on our agri-
culture do not allow of a competition
with that of foreign countries.

With regard to the first objection, it may be
argued that states, like individuals, are generally
influenced by their-interest, and it is hardly to
be imagined that two countries, who are aware
of their dependence on each other for benefit,
and whose friendly intercourse is attended with
great mutual advantage, would either go to
war on slight ground or continue at variance
for any length of time. The causes of

17

jealousy and variance amongst powers are pro-
hibition and restriction ; — commerce begets
liberality and forbearance. If our importations
remained small, say even as far as two millions
of quarters of grain of all kinds, and were the
produce of one country, as Poland, they would
not constitute one twenty-seventh part of the
consumption of Great Britain, about twelve
days’ supply. Our being deprived of such a sup-
ply would not be productive of famine—as our
importations became larger we should draw
them from various sources, as Prussia, the
Russian provinces on the Black Sea, Egypt,
America, and other countries; and then the
quantity we should receive from any one coun-
try with which we might go to war would bear
even a less proportion to our consumption than
that above-mentioned, and, consequently, the
privation of it would be attended with less in-
convenience. ‘

If the interest of the countries from which
we might import be considered, it is to be re-
membered that grain cannot be kept for any
length of time without very considerable de-
terioration and expense, and that, as England
would be the only country which could take
off any great quantity, it could not find a mar-
ket elsewhere. The disadvantage, therefore,
on our part, would be triﬂiﬁg, whilst a con-
tinuation of interdicted intercourse, on the part
of another country, would lead to a total loss

B
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of its surplus agricultural produce, and to con-
siderable distress among its population. Much
more might be said on this head ; but, perhaps,
the foregoing will suffice to show that any fears
of deprivation by war are altogether ground-
less. -~

~ ‘On the second head, that of ﬂu‘owing our -

land out of cultivation.—If a difference of ten
shillings per quarter were caused by free im-

portation, that land only which pays a rent

‘of ten shillings and under, and - which s
under tillage, would be affected ; in fact, the
least profitable description of land that has
‘come under the plough, and on ‘which, as is
‘expressed very generally, the raising of grain,
especially of wheat, ought never to have been
attempted. Instead, however, of these poorer
lands becoming valueless, it is most probable
that they would becone more valuable under a

free trade in grain ; the impulse given to manu-"  §
factures would occasion, as has heretofore - §

done, a very ceﬁsidera‘bly\ increased demand
for meat, and give full, and, what is more im-
portant, ‘a profitable, occupation to any land

that might be thrown out of tillage. - It will be

conceded by all parties that the supply of meat

is altogether dependent on the demand ; where

much is required, which includes the ability to
pay for it, much will be reared ; where little is
reéquired, from an inability to pay for it, little
- will be reared. Extensive and advantageous

19

production is riches—the contrary is poverty :
but, independent of any direct means of na-
tional wealth from this source, the advantage
to agriculture, generally, from increased stock,
requires some detailed consideration.

The following may be stated as the expense |
attending the preparation for wheat of an acre
of land of the best quality, only twenty miles
from London, and with a canal running through
the estate :— '

Ploughing and harrowing..£1 0 0

Seed.....covvni.t. e 1 4 O

Manuring. ........ccu.... 3 00
the latter constituting three-fifths of the ex-
pense, the land capable of producing thirty
bushels of wheat per acre. - But this is viewing
the question in the most favourable light for
opponents ; for the manuring of land costs,
often, as high as £10 and £12 per acre.

I repeat, that an immense accession of na-
tional riches, from these sources, may fairly be
presumed upon ; but the rearing and fattening
of flocks and herds must emanate from the de-
Ieands of an increasing and prosperous popula-
tion ; not from a population who are deprived
of the means of maintaining themselves, through
a system which renders their industry of no
avail, _ '

It may, perhaps, be remarked, with advan-

tage, here, that the increase of riches to the

landlord, instead of being risked, is secured,
B 2

e e e BB



A

ST F R A b A

20

by their delaying their accession until it be si-
multaneous with the increase of riches and

prosperity to the other classes of the state ; the

demands of an increasing and prosperous po-
pulation will ever be acting on the means of
subsistence, or productions of the land, and
giving them by degrees a greater value ; and
every step in this progress must be accom-
panied with an accession of rent. This pro-
gress is, however, to greater and greater diffi-
culty, not to greater facility, and, therefore,
must be made, as far as it can be, in common
with other countries ; for, if we precede them
in the disadvantageous course, it is evident
that we leave them the ability to manufacture

more cheaply than ourselves, and, therefore, to

undersell us. It is the attempt, on the part of
the landlords, by unnatural means, to force a
premature prosperity for themselves that the
great evil to the nation is prod uced : their pros-

perity, in the one case, proceeds from the

prosperity of the commercial part of the naiion,
and is accompanied with a general accession of
viches : in the other, it is obtained by the pri-
vation and disadvantage of the other classes,
and must end in the ruin of all.

21

No. 4.

SIR,

IN continuation of the subject of my letter
of yesterday, 1 proceed to the remaining ob-
jections againstthe importation of grain, namely ;

That of our depriving a certain portion of

our agricultural labourers of their em-
ployment : and of the inability, in con-
sequence of tithes and rates, of our agri-
culture to compete with that of foreign
countries.. ' - o
The first head has to be considered as it regards
the nation, the landlords, and the labourers.
As a national question, if the employment of
the labourers depend upon a continuation of
the restrictive system,—I have already shown
that it is attended with a tax upon the country
of about _£30,000,0600 a year, and that it is
such a check upon our foreign commerce as
must be attended with its final ruin.
Asit regards the landlords, I have shown, in
a former letter, that their participation in the
extra amount levied upon the country is about
£6,0(?0,000‘, in return for which, besides the ex-
tra prices charged to them in their expenditure
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generally, I observe that a sum of £4,602,252
was levied upon lands, as poor-rates, in 1823;
besides their proportion of £1,853,859 levied
upon dwelling houses and manorial profits.
That the present employment of our population,
therefore, is highly to the disadvantage of the
landlords is a fact reducible to figures. It may-
be contended that a large proportion of the
amount required for poor rates is levied for the
manufacturing poor. Conceding the point to
any extent, the opening of our trade, so that
the produce of the manufacturers may find a
market, would lmmedlate]y give full employ-
ment, and relieve the*country of the. burthen;
but if the greater part be levied for the agri-
cultural poor, it does away every argument in
support of their present employment. I am
not here alluding to the distress.of the last year,
Which has evidently over-speculation for its
cause, but to that state of distress which is per-
manent, and which as regularly attaches a
charge of some millions as the year itself re-
volves ; nelther do I attribute the common state
of distress of the agricultural and other labour-
ers to the ex1stmg Corn Laws, as it is easily to

be tlaoed to their own imprudence and igno-

rance, and can only be counteracted by educa-
tion and a knowledge of their true interests;
but I state the case as a matter of fact, that,
instead of being dependent on their own exer-
tions for their maintenance, they are a continual

23

burthen on the landlord and othels, to the
amount above stated :

 As the question regards the labourels them-=
selves, it may be shortly - stated that in the
year 1821, there appeared to be in Great Butaln
978,656 famllles employed in. aO‘rlculture the
yearly number relieved, accordmg to letumc;,
must have been about 950,000, without reckon-
ing children; ‘and the total sum levied and
expended for relief, including law expenses,
&c. may be taken at £7,000,000; adding to
these facts, that the state of the agricultural
labourer is one of abjectness and privation, I
would ask the supporters of the present system
to point out either its moral beauty, or to show
how the individual welfare of the labourer is
promoted on the high price of corn. Finally,
on this head, it remains to be proved whether
any number would really be deprived of em-
ployment. Cheaper subsistence is coupled
with additional means of giving employment ;
and general prosperity and advantageous oc-
cupation of capital, with an increased demand
for labourers ; there is every reason, therefore,
to believe that from whatever cause the present
condition of the agricultural labourer has arisen,

. a free trade would be the means of raising him
from it, by giving full employment; and by pla-
cing the means of subsistence in advance of the

existing population, would restore. the country
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to a wholesome and prosperous state, when
it would depend upon the wisdom of govern-
ment to prevent the return to so degraded a
condition, by altering the poor laws and ma-
king every man, in every rank of life, dependent
upon his own prudence and energies.

Sir, _ ‘
THE last objection against the free impor-
tation of grain, on which I proposed to ad-
dress you, was the inability of our agriculture
to compete with that of foreign countries, in
consequence of the tithes and charges attending
our cultivation.

It is necessary to examine, first, whether ansr

charge does now attach to our cultivation from -

the tithe and poor-rate, and, next, in what
degree it exists. o

It may be expedient to preface what 1 may
have to say by entering upon the theory of
rent, as it is closely connected with the sub-
ject of my present letter.

We will suppose, then, that the cultivation
of an acre of land will cost £5: that a first
quality of land will yield five quarters of wheat.
It is necessary that the price in the market be
£1 per quarter, which will pay the expense of
cultivation, but afford no rent. a

As society advances, and population in-

creases, a demand takes place for more wheat,
which naturally raises the price, we will sup- -

pose to £1:5s. per quarter. This rise admits
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of the cultivation of a second quality of land,
which will produce only four quarters of wheat:
and in this case, as there cannot exist two
prices in the market for the same commodity
at the same time, the five quarters raised on the
first quality of land will equally fetch 25s. per
quarter, and thus produce £1 beyond -the
expense of cultivation : this additional value
is -naturally laid hold of by the proprietor;
and thus rent is established.

As population again increases, and. creates
fresh demands, a further rise takes place, say
to 33s. 4d. which admits of a third quality of
land being brought into tillage, and which
will produce only three quarters of wheat. In
this case, the value of the five. quarters, the
produce of the first quality of land, will be
£8:6:8, affording a rent of £3:6:8; and the
second quality, which produces four quarters,
will give £1:13:4 vent: and thus, as.popu-
lation advances, rents are increased, there
being always one - description of land, that
last cultivated, which pays no rent, however
nommally it may do so by being mixed up

and averaged with other superior lands. The

apphcatton of addltlonal capital and labour
to land already in cultivation to procure a
dlmlmshed return . is equlvalent to: the culti-
vatmg of ‘a poorer: soil ;. for instance, if £5
addmonal be expended on a: ﬁ1 st quality of land
to obtam tln ee quarters of Wheat addltlona,] it 15
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the same as cultivating the third quality of
land.

The price of wheat, as well as that of every
other commodity, depends upon the quantity
in the market, compared with the demand;
and the quantity of grain raised and brought

to market must depend, in the aggregate, on . |

the price it can obtain, as that price must, to
allow of cultivation being carried on, cover
all attendant expenses. Suppose, on a fifth
quality of land, which would produce two
quarters of wheat, the expenses are, -

Rent ..... U, e £0 5 0

Tithe............... .. teeere.. 03 0

Poor-rate ......... e 0 2 0

Other expenses, interest of farmer’s

~ capital, &c. ... i, 510 0
Together. ....L6 0 0

If the two quarters will sell for only £5: 15s.
instead of £6, it is evident that the land must
be thrown out of tillage; or if it be not, it
must be in consequence of the tithe and poor-
rate being thrown on, and paid by the land-
lord, through the medium of a reduction of
rent; and in this case any inferior quality of
land cultivated which preduced less grain, and
which :only. repaid the expense of ‘cultivation,
without affording - rent;.. must - ev1denﬂy be

.thrown out of ‘tillage. -, G st g
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In exemplifying my position, I.mean not to
state the various sums as positive, but only to
use them as general terms: any altelatlon in
the division of the sums, which others may
deem more correct, will” always leave the
principle of my argument untouched.

It may be objected by some that in letting a

farm no distinctions are made between the -

quality of one acre and another; and that a

farm of 300 acres may let, say for £300; the

farmer, however, in taking it, knows well
what land is worth 30s. what 10s. what 5s.
and what is worth no rent, and thus averages it:
and, again, on the quality of land, the term
fourth or tenth will equally well serve my pur-
pose ¢ of illustration as those I have adopted.
Now as every quarter of wheat ralsed on a
farm on the fourth, third, second, and first
qualities of land must undergo the same re-
duction in price, as there cannot exist two
prices for the same article at the same time,
so the whole of the tithe and poor-rate is

thrown on the landlord.

In or der to th1 ow the tithe and poor-rate on
the landlmd it is not necessary that a posztwe
1etrocessmn or diminution in his rents take
place;, hlS belng deprived of ploglessmn, or
of an: m(,rea‘;e of rent, which would have
taken place ﬁom mc1eased demand has the

same, effect i in. prmc;ple
If our snpp\y were restricted to that land
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only in England which a// paid tithe and poor-
rate, and the demand for the consumption of
England were fourteen millions of quarters of
wheat ; and that to raise these fourteen millions
it were necessary to include in our cultivation.
the sixth quality of land, whose produce
would pay all the attendant expenses of tithe
poor-rate, and of cultivation itself, (but af-
forded no rent,) together estimated at the £5:15
as above, it is certain .that all those charges
would be paid by the consumer; but if the
portion of wheat raised on the sixth quality
of land, say, for sake of illustration, 300,000
quarters, can be supplied from any other
source for £5:10s. the effect must be to throw
the sixth quality of land out of tillage, and to
cast the tithe and poor-rate of the fifth and
every superior quality of land on the landlord,
as before exemplified. ,

The question, then, as regards the landlords,
is to what extent the quantity of wheat which
is brought into England from any other coun-
try, whose lands are exempt from tithe and
poor-rate, or is produced on our own tithe-
free or church-lands, (over and above what
would be so imported or produced, if they
were subject to tithe,) has had the effect'T have
mentioned above, of either diminishing"bm' cul-
tivation or lmpedmg its progeselon, for, in
whatever proportion this is the case, thé land-
lords to that extent have no longer to contend
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against the disadvantages of fufure privation
on these accounts. It remains to be ascer-
tained to what extent the extra portion of
wheat, -which the éxistence of the tithe causes
to be raised in Scotland, and “on our own
tithe-free and church lands, and supphed to
our markets, prevents the tithe and poor-rate
from being thrown upon the consumer by
means of a rise of price. : ‘

The question is one, to determme whlch
requires that evidence and practlcal acquamt—
ance with- facts, which it is hardly within the
sphere of an individual with no advantage of
power, &c. to obtain +—it is more within the
ability and province of government, and its de-

- cision is of so much importance as to be wm‘thy

any labour of investigation. .

In order to show how little ground% for com-
plaint the landlords really have for any small
disadvantage to them, that may now attend a
measure fraught with the most important con-
sequences to the countr y,—that of allowingof
1mp01tat10n, T will here introduce a compara-
tive tablé of rent, and, I hope, the knowledge

of ‘the benefit-of nearly £100 per cent. which
acciued to them, without exertion or risk: on

their_part, between 1790 and 1814, will for
ever silence the demand for a protectmg duty,
which. shall have the. effect of giving, them any

addition to .their: income; ,thl ough. a tax Wthh :

bears peculiarly heavy on the poorest classes
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of the state, and a]togethel fettexs our manu—
factuung industry. '

Comparative Statement of Rent and Expense attending
the Cultivation of 100 Acres of Land.

| ©1790. . 1803. 1814,
Rent*. ... £88....£121.....L£161 -

Tithe - ... .. 20,14..:..26,8....38,17
Rates. ..... 17..... .81 ....38,19
Wear& tear'15...... 22, ... 31
Labour'. ;..85 ....118 ....161 .
Seed ™ ... .f.46 e 49, ...099 0
‘Manure. ... 48 ..... 68......87F

: Team‘ G ;67 veie..80.. 134

Nothing can more clearly. demonstra:’pe: “the:

principle, explained in a former letter, of:the
progressive increase of rent to the landlord,
and also the progressive difficulty and expense
of raising . subsistence, than the above table, ..

- .As regards the amount of protecting-duty
which should be:levied upon.importations,, the
onlyzobject to be had in view is to prevent any
part:of:the capital vested in agriculture being
turned-into less - lucrative employment, in con-
sequence of any.charge or rate being 1aid_iqp£0~n

culated to be the same as m 1814 or1815.

T The ar tlcle ‘of manure is under-rated-in the last column 3

weré' it “fully ‘stated, the dggregdte of 1813 ‘would :have: ‘ex-
ceeded £800. : NV
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the produce of our cultivation beyond the
amount laid upon the agriculture of any other
country whence we may draw our supplies;
for example :—

If land of the fourth quality abroad produces
corn which, when charged with the expenses
of transport, comes as dear to us as corn
grown on our sixth quality of land, it is evi-
dently more for our advantage to cultivate our

-fifth quality, than to import the produce of

land No. 4 from abroad. Now, if the amount

of tithe, &c. added to the cost of cultivating.

our fourth quality of land, raise the price to

“what the cultivation of our sixth quality would

cost, it is evident, that, if we permitted corn

“to be imported without a countervailing duty,

we should pay the foreigner an amount equal
to the cost of cultivating our sixth quality,
before our fifth quality was in cultivation, and,
therefore, capital would be more disadvanta-
geously applied, by being laid out in importa-
tion, than if it were employed in our own cul-
tivation : the disadvantage in its employment
is the same as paying a dearer price for our

corn, and, to obviate it, a countervailing duty
‘to the extent of the charge on our own culti-

vation must be laid.

England therefore, is in “the anomalous si-
tuation of its consumption. being partially ex-
empt from tithe, through the effect of the
produce of tithe-free land, and yet of not being

o oA el s
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able to import from foreign countries, without
levying the whole of tithe, or a sum equal to it,
upon its. 1mportatlom I submit, if. it should
prove, on myestlgatlon that the tithe%gnd poof-
rate fall chiefly on the landlords, whether it
would not be politic in them, and ‘highly,ﬂbene—
ficial to the country, if they were to. méke over
the fee 51mple in land to the clergy and to the
lay impropriator ;, the landlord would., .thereby
reap, a great advantage in exemption from tithe,
on all future Jincrease, to the value of hls pro-

pelty, (which . increase. I have’ shown to be.

progressively eertain ,) and as the clergy.and
lay impropriator would then only hold the situa-

- tion.of la,ndlords, the cultlvatlon of our country -

would be reheved from a tax, which. s1ts hke
an mcubus .on our national prosperity. :
. ANTI-’RESTRICT'IONIST‘.

" The domg away with the tithe would imme-
dlately cause a great addition to our cultlvatlon,
and’this addition would reduce the poor-rates,
by ci‘eatmg profitable employment for labour-

“The clergy would, also, be provided for

in'a far superior and more mdependent Way
than"at present. ' :
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No. 6.

SIR,
In conclusion of the subject of my last
' letter,,'it remains to counsider to what amount
tithe, poor-rate, &c. act as a charge upon ‘our
cultivation, even if no part of them fall on
rent.
‘ It appears that the poor-rate levied on lands,
in 1823, was £4,602,252. This charge belongs
exclusively to England and Wales, and there-
fore falls upon their cultivation only. As the
total produce of grain for Great Britain is esti-
mated at 55,000,000 quarters, which, at the
common average of price, would be equal to
£100,000,000, and the total of the agricultural
produce is computed at rather more than
£200,000,000, so, if the half of the £4,600,000,
say £2,300,000, be considered as falling on
grain, and the other half on cattle and other
produce, it, perhaps, will not be far from the
trath.
‘Allowing, for England and Wales, the fol-
lowing quantities as their produce, and that

|

35

they bear the proportion and prices affixed to
them, say .
Of the £2,300,000

Quarters of Wheat. Per Quarter.

12,000,000 at 64s. or & = £f = £1,126,500 = 1s. 10d.
Oats.
20,000,000 at 24s. or % = f0 == £704,100 = 9d.
Barley, &c.

10,000,000 at 32s. or 4% = L0 = £469,400 = 11d.

It appears that 1s. 10d.—9d.—and 11d. are the
charges which respectively fall on the wheat,
oats, and barley, in consequence of poor-rate,

The tithe, for England, Wales, and Treland, _
may be ab()ut-oouow Becsetsecacs svoas £ 6,000,000

Church, high and bye way, militia, &c. rates 1,600,000

Together - - - £7,600,000

Taking the one-half, or £ 3,800,000, as falling
upon grain, and calculating the production as
only equal to that of Great Britain, the quan-
tities may be taken and computed, in their re-
spective proportions and prices, as follows :—

Of the £3,800,000.
Quarters of Wheat. per Quarter.
15,000,000 at 64s. or & — 129 — £1,795,200 = 2s. 5d.

Oats. :
26,000,000 at 24s. or % = ;%8 = £1,166,880 = 10d.
Barley, &ec.

14,000,000 at 32s. or A& == 36 = £837,760 = 1s.2d.

I have thought it best thus to give the detail

of the calculations, to show the grounds of the
computation. Any error I may be under in
the amount of tithe and poor-rate will scarcely

affect the result of the calculation. The tithe, -

I expect, I have over-calculated.
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It appears, then, from the above statements,
that

On Wheat. On Oats. On Barley,
8. s. ds s d

d. N
The poor-rate is a charge of ++-+ 110 -2 0 9 .- 011
And the tithe and other ratese-se 2 5 -+ 0 10 - 1 9

——e e e

Togethersessseeses 4 3 1 7 2 1

e s

These sums, respectively, therefore, constl-

tute the amount which would be requisite, as
countervailing duties, allowing even that no
part of them is, at present, a- deduction from
rent. '

In concluding these letters, I cannot for-
bear pressing the important point of immediate
decision and action on the part of government.

Independent of the evil which attends un-
certainty, and the allowing the seed time to
pass over, the present moment is peculiarly
fitted for opening the trade, as the late convul-

sions have injured or destroyed many foreign

establishments, as well as those of our own
country. By an immediate change in our
system, which may enable us to supply Anmerica
and other countries, their capital would flow to
other channels of employment than in produ-
cing the munufactures with which we could,
more advantageously, supply them.,

THE END.

Marchant, Printer, Ingram-Court, Fenchurchi-Street,
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