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An Examination of the new Tariff

imposed by the Hon. Henry Baldwin, a representative in Congress. By oNE OF THE
PeopLE. 8vo. pp. 268. Gould and Banks. New-York.

We have in this country a sect of political economists, who confidently assert that
the importation of foreign goods is rapidly bringing the country to ruin, and that
nothing can arrest our fatal progress but legislative interference. The arguments by
which this opinion is supported are, that European ports arc closed to our exports,
while our importations from that quarter are extensive. The balance of trade is
consequently against us, and the foreign debt must be paid in specie, or be met in
beggary. The only possible way in which this impending evil can be averted is, we
are told, to lay such duties on foreign manufactures as shall enable those of our
own country to drive them out of the home market: This measure will give
excitement and activity to labour—raise the value of manufacturing capital—
improve the price of agricultural products—offer a new and profitable field for
internal commerce—and make us independent of Europe. Influenced by the
laudable object of securing to the nation benefits so extensive, Mr. Baldwin, a
member of congress from the state of Pennsylvania, was induced, last winter, to lay
before the house of representatives the plan of a tariff founded on these principles.

The book before us is a very sensible examination of the soundness of this policy,
and of the truth of the facts by which it is supported; and, although the measure
was not adopted at the session of congress at which it was proposed, still this work
will be valuable, so long as the subject it discusses is open to inquiry. The general
sentiments of the writer, on the subject of manufactures, assimilate so entirely with
our own, that we cannot avoid quoting them with unqualified approbation.

'"There, perhaps, never was a nation so admirably formed by nature for the
encouragement of manufactures, or assisted by so many powerful
circumstances. The United States of America are rich in the raw materials
required for all manufactures necessary to a people: they are separated by an
ocean of three thousand miles from every manufacturing country: the
articles of necessity reach them with a heavy addition of charges upon the
price of the manufacture: they enjoy in the highest degree, the blessings of a
free government, furnishing to the nations of the earth the best inducement
to abandon the home of their ancestors and settle among them; their citizens
sprang from, and speak the language of a nation unrivalled in manufactures:
they annually receive from that nation and the other manufacturing
countries of Europe a supply of artisans skilled in every manufacture: these
people follow the business which they have learned at home and understand;
and generally find here capital and enterprise to set them at work: and the
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population of the United States is increasing astonishingly, thereby annually
adding to the number of customers for the manufactures.'

The preliminary fact to be ascertained in the opening of this question is, whether
we are regularly importing and exporting to a loss?—whether the whole amount of
our foreign investments is not sufficient to liquidate our foreign debts? In other
words, whether we, as a nation, have the same relative situation to Europe, that a
farmer bears to a merchant, when the whole crop of the former, comprising all his
annual income, is sold to the latter for five hundred dollars, while he purchases
yearly a thousand dollars in goods? If this question be answered in the affirmative,
there is an end to the argument on both sides. On the one hand, no one can contend
that commerce ought to be pursued on terms so disadvantageous; and, on the other
hand, it is idle to suppose that legislative interference is required to put a stop to it
If the merchant had pursued this mode of doing business for two or three years,
neither he nor the farmer would require an act of congress to compel him to
discontinue it. In the familiar illustration we have given, there is one consideration
that can never apply to national traffic. The merchant may continue to trust on the
credit of the farm, and if he is not prevented by fraud or preference he may in the
end sell the farm and turn the tenant out of doors. It is different with foreign
traders: they have long since discovered, that when an American debtor cannot, or
will not place property in their hands to the amount of their claims, little benefit
results from attempting coercion. It is a fact, that among extensive commercial
failures, nine out of ten have taken from foreigners a vast amount of capital, that
has been consumed in this country. The admission may be mortifying, but it is
nevertheless true, that the state of our insolvent laws, and the want of a national
bankrupt act, have effectually destroyed any belief among foreigners that we may
be compelled to discharge our engagements. There is little danger that Europeans
will suffer us to run in debt to a ruinous extent, or that we will be so conscientious
as to beggar ourselves in paying them.

It is true our commerce is not entirely carried on in cash, or immediate exchanges;
but when we cease to have investments placed abroad to meet the claims against
us, European prudence will anticipate any law of ours to stop the intercourse.
When sandal wood is no longer sought for in the Fegee Islands, the monarch of
that territory need not prohibit the admission of iron hoops and glass beads. We are
told, however, that so strong is commercial cupidity and the spirit of speculation,
that we do persist in buying, and that foreigners do persist in selling to us, more
than our exports can pay for—that this fact appears from the debts our citizens
labour under, from the balance of trade being against us, and from the amount of
the national debt and United States bank shares daily sold to foreigners. As to the
sales of our stock abroad, we think the less said about that the better. We hope,
however, that every sale, quoted from English papers in ours, may have been a
bona fide transfer, and show the actual value of our stock in that country.
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That we are in debt among ourselves cannot be denied; at the same time, it would
be more correct and fair for an English politician to attribute the debts the subjects
of that country owe to each other, to the balance of trade being against them, than
for us to attribute a similar fact to the balance of trade being against us. This is a
subject of serious and painful examination. The following are the judicious
remarks of our author upon it.

'After the storms of thirty years, which have shaken the very foundations of
industry, trade and morals, throughout the world, mankind have a moment's
pause; and seem much astonished at the consequences of a sudden relief
from the horrors and uncertainties of war.

We are in a general calm, but the delirium of the fever which is just leaving
us, still disturbs our fancy with strange dreams; each man undertakes to
account for the general distress, and each one seizes on the circumstances
around him, and ascribes all his misfortunes to them; one attributes all to
Banks; another to want of specie capital; a third to cash duties and lending
the government's money to Englishmen; and a fourth ascribes all to a
ruinous system of revenue, which must be "radically changed." What will
all these croakers say, when they look around the world and find all
mankind involved in the same general ruin? they are driven to the
conclusion either that they have not discovered the cause, or that every
nation is afflicted with similar evils in government, in answer to those who
ascribe our distress to a want of protection to our domestic industry, we may
say, that no nation on earth complains more bitterly and loudly than
England, in the full enjoyment of all the blessings of a system, protecting
industry with bounties and monopolies.

The causes of general distress throughout the world are, however,
paramount to all legislation. They are such as ever have, and ever will
agitate and control the industry of man; and, at times, sweep over nations
with the shock of a whirlwind.

Let us look at the condition of the world in 1815. Europe had just rested
from a war of twenty-five years; the United States had passed through eight
years of embargo, restrictions, and war. During these periods, the industry
of nations had been disturbed and shackled; the capital of mankind waited
an opportunity, when it might be set in motion with security. Europe, by the
restrictions and uncertainty of commerce, had been deprived in a measure,
of the productions of Asia and the Americas; and, on the other hand, these
countries had, for the same reasons, but a small supply of the manufactures
and produce of Europe. The productions of every nation were consequently
in great abundance and low, in that country where they were cultivated or
manufactured; and all foreign, merchandise was scarce and high.
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This was the condition of things in 1815, when the capital and enterprise of
the world were let loose by a general peace: this circumstance was sufficient
of itself; but other causes, almost as powerful, assisted in giving impetuosity
to the tide of commerce. Men who had been almost for a generation idle, or
occupied in the various employments of war, suddenly, and without
experience, entered into a new business; the merchants of the world had
become little better than speculators, amidst the risks, great profits and
heavy losses of war. He, who duly reflects on the importance of all these
causes, will be prepared to expect the consequences which followed. The
years 1815 and 1816 yielded large profits; we were all buyers, and the
productions of one country were hurried to another; this general exchange
was profitably continued during these years; confidence, enterprise and
capital, real and fictitious, contributing to augment the business of the
world, and producing, at length the melancholy reverse of the summer of
1815. The markets of every nation were crowded with the productions of
other countries and foreign merchandise was at a lower price than it would
have commanded at home. Confidence was suddenly destroyed, fictitious
capital lost its powers, enterprise was broken in spirit, the world was in
debt, and ruin was inevitable.

In 1817 and 1818, we were all sellers, and prices fell. Still the debts of the
world were to be paid, and property of every description, real estate, ships,
manufactures and produce, were sacrificed for the payment of these debts;
this sacrifice and this fall were simultaneous throughout the world, as well
as the bankruptcies of 1818 and 1819; which together, relieved mankind
from that mass of debt, which they had been tempted to contract by the
great profits on trade in 1815 and 1816.

The year 1820 has brought us some relief;, we may congratulate ourselves,
that the storm is over, and we may once more venture abroad. We are no
longer alarmed with the fear of bankruptcies; confidence has returned to
give an impulse to trade, and will, through that, operate on industry of every
kind in the country.'

There is, however, another consideration intimately connected with the state of the
times in this country, and to which much of our present distress is attributable. We
had thriven and grown to manhood during the long wars which followed the
French revolution. All our exports were sold at war prices—all our commerce was
carried on at war profits. The regularly sustained value of our productions, and of
our foreign trade, made land and property of every description extravagantly high.
The continuance of this demand was so protracted as to make it the basis of all our
calculations of wealth and gain. It furnished the standard of estimating professional
labour and domestic drudgery—of fixing the value of the warehouses of the city
and the waste lands of the forest. It was the calculation by which family expenses
were to be paid, and by which the debts we contracted with each other were to be
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discharged. While our circumstances were thus flourishing, credit was easily
obtained, for nine profitable speculations would more than pay the tenth bad debt.
If a man could get credit for a hundred acres of land, or for a warehouse of goods,
he felt secure that his industry would enable him to redeem his engagement. This
facility in obtaining credit naturally led to multiplicity of debts, which were readily
discharged, and new ones incurred. We were probably, to a greater degree than any
people on the globe, a nation of debtors and creditors. Even when our commerce
was subjected to belligerent spoliation, the loss of one million of capital did not
impair the value or the profits of that which remained. The risk and insurance were
increased, and so were the gains of those who escaped. The very decrees and
orders in council of Europe were soon ingeniously evaded, and by increasing the
demand in the foreign market, made the reward of the successful adventurer more
tempting.

This state of things continued till our own restrictions commenced, and were
followed by war, and then capital invested in foreign manufactures, of which the
amount was immense, became more valuable than ever. At the .termination of our
war, all Europe being at peace, this artificial value of course fell. For some time
efforts were made to sustain it. The European and American capitalists strove to
keep up the prices until they could dispose of part of their stock. Cotton was
purchased at a high price, by a foreign house in this city, to prevent the
depreciation of an immense quantity which they held in Liverpool. English
manufactures glutted our market, not, as Mr. Brougham supposed, to smother ours,
but because the adventures were intended to be profitable, and the loss in depressed
prices and bad debts was immense. These efforts to sustain value were at length
found to be unavailing. Extravagant profits could no longer be realized—Iland fell
with the value of its productions—capital, invested in articles of commerce,
depreciated as the price of those articles sunk—every thing became depressed but
our debts, and their relative augmentation became the natural consequence. We
never felt what we owed till we lost the means of paying it. These debts are the
result of extravagance, not merely in eating and drinking, clothing and furniture;
but in conducting business, in pushing credit, and hazarding speculations. They
were increased by the excess to which trade was carried on, immediately after the
termination of the war; and the evil is now gradually diminishing by the only
possible remedy—economy. It is to these causes, which operated many years
before our distresses were sensibly felt, that those effects are to be attributed, and
not to any estimated balance of trade.

This balance of trade, although an object of unceasing alarm to statesmen of a
certain description, can never be detected by its actual presence. We are generally
directed to search for it in the books of the treasury department; and if we there
find our imports to exceed our exports, we are confidently assured that this
mysterious influence is exerting itself hostilely to our interest. A simple illustration
of the application of this theory, will show the wisdom of this mode of estimating
national profit and loss. A vessel clears from Baltimore for Liverpool with a cargo
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of cotton, the first cost of which is ten thousand dollars: As we retain a sufficient
quantity of the article for our home consumption, the surplus is useless to us: In
England the cotton is sold and the proceeds laid out in their manufactures, which
are taken' to Lima and there exchanged for copper, which is brought to this country
and sold for 20,000 dollars. Now, the greater the profits of the voyage are found to
be, the more the imports will exceed the exports and the balance of trade is thus
made out to be against us, in the same degree that the voyage has added to the
aggregate wealth of the country. The whale and seal fisheries, and the foreign
carrying trade, in which no exports appear and their returns are all profits, are
proved, by this ingenious theory, to be the most ruinous of all possible commercial
adventures. We refer the reader to the perspicuous view of this subject, which the
work before us contains. We extract his concluding remarks.

'It would be an endless task to follow the capital of this country, winding its
way through a thousand channels, borne on the wings of enterprise, and
guided by profit, until it finally reaches that spot upon the globe, where it
may be profitably vested in the articles which are most wanted in the United
States, and where the best may be bought at the cheapest rate; or seeking
through the medium of exchange, that nation, among the nations of the
earth, to which the United States may at the moment be indebted. And is it
in the power of any Secretary of the Treasury in the world; is it in the power
of any man, to ascertain what becomes of the cargoes shipped from the
United States, after they have left the country? to watch a thousand ships on
every ocean and every sea? to follow every bale of cotton, barrel of flour,
bushel of corn, or hogshead of tobacco, until it reaches the market, where
the American merchant parts with it for ever? Is it in the power of man to
collect from a million of traders the nett amount which each invoice
produced in the foreign country? Until the American merchant parts with
his goods, the property is still his, it still is a part of the property of his
country. And is it not folly, after this property, under the direction of
Americans, has been transferred from place to place for years, (probably
accumulating some profit on each voyage,) and is at last received into the
United States,—is it not downright folly, to make up our account with the
world, and charge it against commerce, as augmenting the balance of trade
against us?

In taking an enlarged view of the business of this nation with the world,
there seems to be an absurdity in the very idea of a balance of trade against
it. It is admitted by ail that this is the most flourishing country in the world,
and that its wealth is increasing, in a ratio to its capital, more rapidly than
that of any other nation. When we see her doubling her population in
twenty-five years, and probably more than doubling her wealth; when we
know that she is receiving an annual increase of population and wealth from
the old nations in the world, it is impossible to believe that an unfavourable
balance of trade can exist.'
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If the imports of a nation exceed its exports, it only shows that more property
comes into the country than passes out of it. If this mode of doing business can be
continued by us for a series of years, the conclusion is inevitable, either that the
condition of those countries with whom we trade is such as to compel them to
exchange with us in a manner highly to our advantage; or that we possess means of
placing investments to our credit abroad, independent of the mere articles we
export. Now, we maintain, that notwithstanding the clamour of distress and ruin
daily rung in our ears, we do enjoy both of these advantages.

It will not be denied by the advocates for the restrictive system, and we are
certainly ready to subscribe to the opinion, that if our territory were enclosed by an
impassable barrier, we could still live, happy and prosperous. From the extent of
our empire, the variety and fertility of our soil, the excellence of our government,
and the activity and intelligence of our citizens, it cannot be doubted that we might
supply ourselves with every thing necessary to our comfort and convenience. The
only question is, whether it is not to our advantage to procure from abroad certain
articles on better terms than we can make them ourselves. We come into the
European markets with no other temptation to buy than the cheapness of the goods
we inquire for. If we find we can obtain them at home at a lower rate, or of a better
quality, we decline repeating the purchase. We are familiar with every market in
the world. We know where we can trade to the most advantage; and frequently
make several intermediate exchanges in articles we do not want, in order to secure
the most gain on the articles we do want. Our southern states can supply the
nations of Europe with articles they cannot raise, while the northern states furnish
the West India islands with provisions and lumber. Quite different are the
circumstances of the Europeans with whom we trade. Many of them, from the
condition of their government and the state of their society, are compelled to work
for the smallest wages that can support existence. Those nations are, or imagine
they are, under a necessity of exporting manufactures. If a market cannot be found
for their commodities, and the employment of their workmen is stopped, beggary
and riots are the consequence. To guard against these evils, their wise statesmen
protect manufactories by restrictions, bounties and drawbacks on excise. The effect
of these regulations is, that the people of those countries are heavily taxed to
support their manufacturers, and to enable them to sell their fabrics to us at half the
price they could otherwise afford. The anxiety to procure a sale of their goods
naturally leads to underbidding. Glass can be manufactured cheaper in Germany
than in England; but we can purchase as cheaply at Liverpool as at Hamburgh,
because the English manufacturer receives a bounty to enable him to support his
business, and to pay a heavy excise, that is laid on the sales at home. When it is
exported, a drawback is allowed, and we can then buy a Staffordshire tumbler as
low as one from Bohemia, and at half the price an Englishman would have to pay
for it.

The laws for the support of national industry are very prevalent in Europe; and as
far as our interests are concerned we hope may long continue in full vigour.
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English statesmen now do not hesitate to acknowledge that this policy is injurious
to the nation; but it has become so interwoven with the institutions of their
government, that the evil there is probably incurable. The effect of these
regulations is, to fill their warechouses with goods at a lower price than they could
be otherwise afforded, which we purchase or not as we find it to be our interest. If
those countries allowed the importation of the manufactures of their neighbours,
the price of similar articles would be equalized; but as they do not, those prices
must necessarily vary, and we have consequently the advantage of selecting the
cheapest. These considerations clearly show that the advantages of traffic are all on
our side, and will enable us to import more than we export. That ability, however,
has increased the operation of another and more powerful cause.

Some writers are in the habit of considering merchants merely as the common
carriers between the different branches of productive industry, adding no more to
the capital of a country than the mail does to that of the banks between which it
conveys exchanges. Mercantile profits are commonly regarded only as fortunate
speculations, which intelligent capitalists have it in their power to secure, and as so
much wealth taken from the manufacturer or consumer. The correctness of this
opinion we shall proceed to examine.

The grand engine of American commerce is its mercantile marine—decidedly
superior to any in the world, in skill, in courage, as well as in the knowledge and
sagacity by which its operations are guided. Its employment is partially directed to
the immediate exchange of our commodities for those of other countries, but this
forms a small part of the benefit it yields to the nation. Even here, however, it
secures to our own citizens the profits of freight, and enables us to pay for
importations to a greater amount than we could afford if foreigners transported the
same articles. Independent of that advantage, an immense amount of capital is
employed in marine industry, which is liberally rewarded in Europe and Asia, and
has annually added largely to the foreign balance in our favour. The cod, the
whale, and the seal fisheries require the exportation of no other cargo than
professional materials and skill. The returns are either beneficially employed at
home, or profitably invested abroad. So adroit are our citizens in this business, that
the French government pays a bounty to our whale ships sailing from the ports of
that country, and even allow them to procure a register. The southern territory,
which England has lately discovered, has for many years supplied our eastern
navigators with seals. The freedom of our commerce, and the intimate knowledge
our merchants possess of the state of every market, and of the productions of every
nation on the globe, secure to them the first, and consequently the best harvest in
every new species of traffic. The importance of the trade to the northwest coast of
America first occurred to a commercial house of this country, who did not hesitate
to hazard an expedition in that quarter, with an outfit amounting to twenty
thousand dollars. Shipping cotton from India to Great Britain was first attempted
by our countrymen, who found the negotiation highly lucrative. It has been
asserted that the introduction of that article into England has injured our export
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trade; but we believe the remark to be unfounded, as the staple of our own cotton is
so superior, that the other can never be substituted for the same fabrics. We have
also realized large sums in the direct trade between Canton and Holland and other
parts of Europe, because we understand the business better than those people, and
can make quicker voyages. Our author has the following remarks on the subject of
our commercial enterprise—besides those of the last extract.

'None but a supernatural being can trace the course of American capital,
until it finally returns to the United States in gold, silver, produce
manufactures, or bills of exchange. Suppose a merchant of New-York sends
his ship to Charleston, and there loads her with a cargo of cotton and rice,
which he sells in Amsterdam for $50,000: now let us follow some few of
the thousand directions, which this capital may take. The vessel may there
receive on board a cargo, or specie, and proceed to Valparaiso; the capital
may be employed in trading some months on the coast of Chili and Peru; it
may be then vested in copper or specie, and the ship may proceed to
Canton; there she may be loaded with a cargo of teas, nankeens, and silks,
and proceed to Hamburgh, where the cargo is sold. Then another expedition
may be commenced with this same capital, and another voyage may be
performed round the world; and this may continue for some years, until the
last cargo is sold in Hamburgh again, and the proceeds remitted to London;
upon which place the American merchant may draw for it, or direct the
amount to be vested in United States six per cents, or United States bank
stock.

Again, a vessel may be loaded in New-York with corn, flour, staves,
candles, beeswax, tobacco, rice, cotton, beef and pork, and may proceed to
Gibraltar, Leghorn, or Trieste; in the Mediterranean, perhaps at Trieste, she
may be loaded with a cargo of German linens and glassware, and proceed to
Buenos Ayres; there she may take in a cargo of hides, and return to the
Mediterranean say to Leghorn. At that place the American surpercargo may
sell his cargo, and purchase bills on London, of another American agent
who may happen to be there. The latter takes this American capital and
proceeds with it to Smyrna, where he vests the amount in opium which he
carries to Canton, sells and vests the proceeds in a cargo of teas, &c. and
returns to the United States, or to Europe as the case may be.'

The fact of more property coming into the country than passes out of it, we think is
rather to be accounted for by the operation of these national advantages, than to be
lamented as productive of national poverty. It is true these emoluments are not so
great as they have been. Our profits are diminished, and our general expenditures
must, consequently, be lessened. While, however, we possess these advantages
over European nations, the encouragement of manufactures, by giving them the
monopoly of the home market, becomes a question of policy, not of necessity.
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The advocates for the restrictive system are wrong ill assuming to themselves the
title of promoters of national industry. That object we all wish to promote. The
point in dispute is, whether it will be better effected by legislative interference. It is
at best an act of violence to force a man to lay aside business which he
understands, for the purpose of pursuing an occupation in which he is ignorant; and
disguising the measure under the plausible name of patriotism will never satisfy the
country of its propriety. Equally incorrect are they in claiming Alexander Hamilton
as the founder of their school. Of the political talents and public virtues of that man
no one entertains a higher estimation than ourselves. His fame could not be
magnified by our feeble eulogy; it has an imperishable monument in the history of
his country. Even he, however, was not infallible in his calculation upon the future.
He is known to have pronounced the period of twenty years, from the adoption of
our present form of government, to be the extreme limit of its duration. He was in
favour of American manufactures, it is true; and who is hostile to them? Still his
protection was limited to an assistance, far below what is now rendered. It is a fact
within our knowledge, that when he introduced the direct tax, (one of the measures
which drove his party from power,) a friend, alarmed at the danger with which it
threatened the administration, urged him to raise the supplies by increasing the
duties on commerce. The reply of Hamilton was, "Commerce is already
sufficiently burthened; there are now no frauds in the revenue; by increasing the
duties, you hold out a temptation to smuggling." Partial as he was to domestic
manufactures, he never wished to encourage them by so heavy impositions on
importations as now exist.

No country has legislated more to protect manufacturing labour than Great Britain;
and, after all her laws to stimulate industry, we find that one tenth of her
population cannot, or will not, earn their bread by the sweat of their brow. He must
be a bold statesman who would introduce a system which has left that country in
such a condition. She has pursued a policy of tempting monopoly and coercive
restriction, which has diverted a great part of her productive labour into unnatural
channels. The consequence is, that she is dependent upon foreign markets, and on
ours principally, for the consumption of her fabrics. It is our interest to preserve
this dependence. The effect is, that her workmen labour for us at the lowest
pittance. We may turn them out of our employ, whenever we find that the natural
course of industry and the progress of population render it our interest to have
those commodities, we now import, made by our own citizens at home. The
approach of that period will be gradual; and, as it arrives, capital will be insensibly
vested in manufactures. If we anticipate its progress by legislation, the first
consequence of the measure will be an incalculable loss of national capital.
Merchants are too independent in their pursuits, and are too much in the habit of
considering themselves citizens of the world, to remain fixed in a country where
their industry is made unlawful. Instead of hazarding speculations in
manufactories, they would, now that the ports of Europe are unfettered by wars and
blockades, rather seek other homes, and remove their capitals to other nations,
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more friendly to their pursuits. The next result to be anticipated is, that Europeans
would smuggle goods into our country, to an extent that would probably glut the
nation with foreign fabrics, to the ruin of our manufactories. The people of this
country are more moral than any other; but we are not to attribute this entirely to
the form of our government, or to the temperature of our climate. Our present
condition holds out every inducement to encourage honest industry, and few
temptations to the commission of crime. Let laws be once considered oppressive,
and let a premium be held out to those who successfully evade them, and we shall
soon be found to be no honester than our neighbours. The business of smuggling
will principally be carried on by Europeans; and it is well known that all merchants
do not consider it dishonourable to violate the revenue laws of a foreign port.
Many of our own citizens, who would blush at being suspected of running teas into
this country, will speak without hesitation of having been successful in forcing
trade on the Spanish main.

'The government of no country has ever yet been able to enforce a
prohibitory system. Among the oppressed nations of Europe, where these
laws are fashionable, smuggling is common with every class of merchants.
There are some honourable exceptions; but it is much to be regretted that
the mass of European merchants look upon such laws as a declaration of
war against their rights. The smuggler is too apt to reason with his
conscience and persuade himself that the law is satisfied if the goods are
seized; and that as he runs all risks, it is but fair, that he should be rewarded
with his profit of three or four hundred per cent. In a little time his
conscience becomes still more submissive, and he persuades himself that
the man who seizes the property, which supports his wife and children, is no
better than a robber, and deserves shooting; he accordingly arms himself,
and if taken is rewarded with the gallows. Let us not suppose, that because
we have heretofore enjoyed just and mild laws, we are exempt from that
infirmity, which is the bone of human nature, and cannot be extracted. We
are as fond of profit as any other people, and with equal pliability, have,
perhaps, more enterprise than any other nation. Let not the moral obligation
to respect our laws be sacrificed, and our money too be wasted, to establish
a system of prohibition here, similar to those which have made half the
traders in Europe smugglers. In Sweden they have a severe prohibitory
system against foreign goods: yet in 1813 an entire village in the suburbs of
Gottenburg was filled with smuggled British goods; the doors of the houses
were closed, but the shelves were as well furnished as any retail stores in
the world. Under the famous continental system of Bonaparte, the Douanier
was often assassinated at his post. Unhappily, the smuggler considers it no
more a crime to kill a custom-house officer, than a soldier does his enemy,
when both are in pursuit of plunder.

Those who are disposed to treat these anticipations as visionary, would do
well to consider the fatal influence, which our experiments in restriction
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have already produced on the morals of our traders. They should look to our
Canadian frontier, and see our citizens annually filling the market of
Quebec with flour and other articles prohibited by the English laws at this
moment; whence they are regularly shipped to England. And they should
well consider some recent occurrences of a more serious nature; three of our
own vessels were captured during the last summer, and one other very
lately, on the coast of Ireland, loaded with tobacco,’ which the crews were
employed in smuggling on shore. Perhaps, unfortunately, they were armed.

Every citizen ought to consider obedience to the laws as a paramount and
most sacred duty; yet a doubt will naturally arise in the mind of every good
and just man, which of the two deserves to be hanged first, the tyrant, who
thus unnecessarily binds the social rights of man in chains, or the poor
wretch who is the victim of his system of prohibition.'

These remarks, it appears to us, must carry conviction to every mind; and in the
absence of every other argument, will clearly prove the utter impracticability of
establishing the continental system in this country.

The advocates for the tariff, however, tell us, that they do not require the people to
be long burdened with the proposed restriction; all they ask is to have their
establishments encouraged in their infancy: when they shall have arrived to
manhood, they will not only dispense with a continuance of this support, but will
be able to remunerate their liberal patrons. If manufactories, after being fostered
for a few years, shall he capable, of supplying us cheaper than we can import, it is
difficult to perceive why they are unable to do it now. Capital can now be procured
at an unusually low rate of interest, and in remarkable abundance. Manufacturing
establishments of every description are now out of employment, and may be
purchased at a reduction of at least one half of their original cost. Labour is lower
than it has been for thirty years; and the means of subsistence are cheap and plenty.
To these temporary causes operating in favour of the manufacturers, must be added
the advantages which they always possess over the merchant in the home market,
allowing their profits to be equal. The importer has to pay the profits of the foreign
manufacturer—the expense of bringing the articles from the interior to the foreign
port where he purchases—the profit or commission of the trader by whom they are
sold—the freight and insurance of the voyage, and the custom-house duties an,d
expenses at home. The author of this work clearly shows that these advantages in
many instances amount to more than one hundred per cent. Is it then possible that
manufacturers can furnish us with commodities cheaper, after ten years of bounty,
than they now can; particularly as they promise to raise the price of grain, and the
demand for labour, and, consequently, to increase the wages of workmen and the
expense of their subsistence? They tell us, however, that one fact is worth a dozen
arguments; and that the low price of coarse cotton goods, which has followed the
heavy duty, amounting to a prohibition of that article, proves the correctness of
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their assertion. The fallacy of this suggestion is very obvious; but we prefer
inserting the language of our author.

'This fall in the price of cottons is considered by those friendly to the
establishment of the British system as an overwhelming; fact, and is
accordingly turned upon its enemies in whatever quarter they appear.
Indeed, if what Mr. Baldwin says be true, we have made a most wonderful
discovery, and the act of 1816, imposing a high duty on cotton goods, may
rival any passed by the Congress of 1774, and truly be styled the "immortal
act;" for it has not only set our own internal industry in motion, but has
operated within the circle, and upon the machinery, of every nation in the
world: it is not only immortal but universal. If, according to Mr. Baldwin,
the low price of cotton goods is owing to this act, the -Congress of the
United States have but one more benevolent office to perform for mankind,
and that is to prohibit the importation into this country of all goods, and
reduce the price of all the fabrics of the world! Had Mr. Baldwin studied the
industry of his own country more, and wandered less among the labyrinths
of the British artificial system, he would have noticed and duly weighed
those natural and previously existing causes, in comparison with which, all
legislation must be light, as the vanity of that man who undertakes to
counteract the decrees of nature.

We shall now endeavour to show that the law of 1816 did not occasion the
reduction in the price of coarse cottons, first by exhibiting the condition of
our factories at that time and the circumstances of the trade in coarse
cottons; and then by noticing those general causes which have reduced the
prices of all cotton goods throughout the world.

We have, in the preceding chapter, traced the history of our cotton factories
to the present time; and have also noticed that their natural vigour was such,
that though distracted by embargoes, restrictions and war, they still
increased. In 1816 the Congress found them, with millions of capital, busily
engaged in the manufacture of coarse cottons of almost every kind. The war
was just over, its necessities no longer existed; the people were not
compelled to, nor would they pay war prices; cotton goods consequently
began to fall, and Congress, to gratify our manufacturers, (as it was said,)
prohibited the importation of coarse East-India cottons; and this prohibition
we are told produced the fall in prices. Now for ten years before that time,
our cotton goods were infinitely superior to the coarser East-India cottons,
which this law prohibited; and the former were preferred by the farmers
throughout the United States. Indeed, there was no competition between
them; for the common East-India goods are made of the poorest Bengal
cotton, the staple of which is so short, that it more resembles the blossom of
the sycamore than it does our cotton. The English and American
manufacturers never use it, except when the price of Georgia cotton is very
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high, and then only a small portion is mixed with other cotton. The Tumel
cotton of Bombay, is of a better quality, but not so silky as Georgia. As
these goods, which are prohibited, are made of the poorest Bengal cotton,
they tear very easily; and for shirts, or such uses, are dear at any price. So
satisfied were the American farmers of this, that long before 1816 they
made use of very little for these purposes, and the merchants of the United
States were compelled to export these East-India goods, principally to the
Mediterranean, for the use of the lower classes of Turks and Moors and
their women. Poor as these goods are, there are some uses to which, if they
were not prohibited, they might be appropriated, without interfering in the
smallest degree with our manufacturers, who make no article so cheap and
worthless. It is difficult to conceive how these goods could interfere in any
important degree with our manufactures. Such then was the actual condition
of our coarse cotton manufactures in 1816, enjoying as much of our home
market as they could supply.

But other circumstances of a more general nature had lowered the price of
cottons in almost every quarter of the earth. In consequence of the sudden
flood of trade after the wars of the world were at an end, prices were raised
to an unnatural height. To this general cause it may be added that the
introduction and improvement of machinery in almost every nation, created
an active demand for cotton; and accordingly we find the price of that
article in 1816 at 32 to 35 cents per Ib. Owing to the increased cultivation of
the article, and the sudden revulsion of trade, the price had fallen in 1820,
when Mr. Baldwin was speaking, to 16 cents, and will fall the present
winter still lower. Had not Mr. Baldwin been blinded by his admiration of a
favourite system, he might have supposed that a fall in the raw material of
more than one half, was a much more natural cause of a fall in the
manufacture, than any feeble experiments in legislation. Secondly.—There
have been improvements made in machinery in England and in this country,
(and some of the latter are not yet known in the former,) by which the price
of the manufacture is reduced. Thirdly.—The price of labour has fallen one
third since 1816—a circumstance which has operated on the prices of all
articles. Fourthly—Activity of trade in 1816; the dullness of it in 1820.
Owing to these causes combined, the prices of cotton goods of every
description have fallen all over the world; and the following statement will
clearly show, that in England, where they have had no such prohibitory law,
(for they allow the importation of East-India cotton goods to encourage
their printing establishments,) the fall in cotton goods has actually averaged
40 per cent.; while the reduction in the price of cotton shirtings, under our
prohibiting system, has been only 25 71-100 per cent.
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UNITED STATES.

Price of cotton shirting (the article said to be protected by the
prohibition of East-India goods) in July and August, 1816, at

New-York, 15 to 20 cents— average quality 17Y%
Price of the same article in 1820, 12 to 14—average 13

—
Being a fall of 25 71-100 per cent.

ENGLAND.
cents.

Cotton shirtings in 1816, from 10%d to 22d—average 16%d
sterling. 30
Do. in 1820, 6 to 14d—average 10d sterling. 18Y

—

A fall of 384 percent.

The above English shirtings are of the lowest quality that can be imported
under our existing Tariff.

fall
Cotton sheetings in England, averaged in 1816, 21d—in
1820, 13% 36 per ct.
Printed calicoes, averaged in 1816, 17%2d—in 1820, 10d. 43 do.

But besides the reduction in the price in England, a similar effect has been
produced in France, Germany, Switzerland; nay, wherever cotton goods are
manufactured or consumed. Will Mr Baldwin tell us that Congress has done
all this? He might as well tell us that it has usurped the province of the sun,
and lowered the price of grain throughout the world.'

We do not apprehend any great danger, that a majority will be found in congress
mad enough to legislate against the laws of nature and the constitutions of society,
and to entail upon this country the evils under which England is now groaning. Yet
we have seen, in our day, strange and contradictory systems of national policy
pursued, and have learned to wonder at nothing. We will venture, however, to
pronounce with confidence, that if any measures should be adopted by our
government, the effect of which would be to give our own citizens the monopoly
of the home market, they would in the end prostrate every manufacturing
establishment in the country.
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Let us examine for a moment what our condition would be, should an act of
congress be passed excluding importations—admitting the practicability of
enforcing its rigid execution.

A late writer" has made a distinction between public and private monopolies,
pronouncing the latter to be unjust and oppressive, and the former to be
advantageous to the nation. We think this gentleman has come to a wrong practical
conclusion, in consequence of not attending sufficiently to the meaning of the
terms he makes use of. He says, "it has never been pretended that private
monopolies were not beneficial to those who enjoyed them: on the contrary, this
constitutes the principle objection to them; for in proportion as they are beneficial
to the monopolists, in the same proportion they are prejudicial to the rest of the
community:—so public monopolies, as a general rule, are beneficial to the nation
that enjoys them." It cannot be questioned, that were it possible for this country to
secure a monopoly, in the same sense that we may confer it on one of our citizens,
it will be highly to our interest. If we had the sole privilege of supplying Europe
with grain, or any other commodity, to the exclusion of their own people, we
would undoubtedly make money by it, because we might charge any price we
pleased; and if this is what Mr. Raymond means by a public monopoly, it would be
highly valuable if it could be obtained. The difficulty however is, that we should
have to pay for the advantage, by granting some other privilege in return. Could it
be gratuitously procured, its benefit doubtless would be all on the side of those
who held the exclusive privilege, and all the injury would be suffered by those who
employed them. But when Mr. Raymond afterwards says, that so long as the
restriction applies only to foreigners, the monopoly is public; and enumerates, as
instances of this description, the restrictions of foreign importations, he does not
appear to be aware that he extends the meaning of the term public monopoly, to
cases where the advantages of his theory can never be realized.

The restricting of importations gives our manufacturers a monopoly in furnishing
the articles required for the home market, but for every advantage which results to
them, the consumer must suffer a loss. The exclusive privilege of supplying the
domestic consumption cannot produce to the community those profitable effects,
which would result from a similar privilege of supplying the foreign demand. Here
the corresponding injury, which balances the advantage of the monopolist, is felt
by our own citizens, who are prohibited from purchasing at a cheaper rate; and
though foreigners may, perhaps, have no right to complain at finding our ports
closed to their commodities, still we may, with justice, remonstrate against a
measure which doubles the price of every thing we buy. A little more attention
would have shown this writer, that giving one class of our citizens the exclusive
privilege of supplying the rest, is a domestic monopoly, and must produce
consequences widely different from those which would result from the nation's
possessing a monopoly of supplying a foreign market. Those who are compelled to
purchase from the monopolists must be injured for the benefit of those that supply
them. If those who suffer are foreigners, it may be nothing to us; but it is obviously
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impolitic to compel the consumers of this country to pay high prices for what they
purchase, for the purpose of supporting any separate class of citizens.

It is also a mistaken opinion that monopolists are benefited in the same degree that
those whom they supply are injured. The natural tendency of monopolies is to
accumulate large profits, and thus to take from the pittance of the labourer to
increase the hoard of the affluent. A measure which would have the effect of
compelling every poor man in this city to pay twenty cents a day to one of our
wealthy merchants, could not be considered as really benefiting him in the same
degree that it would injure the hundreds whom it would deprive of their necessary
food. The spirit of monopoly is equally hostile to the interest of our citizens, and
the genius of our government.

It is difficult to perceive how the advantages which were held out to farmers, from
the proposed restrictions, are to be realized. As the number of mouths to be fed
must continue to be the same, the price of agricultural productions could only be
raised by diminishing the supply; that is, by part of the population being removed
from the farms to workshops. This reduction of the number of cultivators must be
so great as to diminish the supplies from agriculture, or no effect could be
produced on the market This, in effect, will be to pursue the policy of the Dutch in
Batavia—the destroying half the crop, or, which amounts to the same thing,
leaving half the land uncultivated. As this demand for labour increases, so will the
expense of raising the wheat, and, with both, the price to be paid for manufactures.
The revenue, which can no longer be obtained from foreign commerce, must be
raised by land taxes and excise; the first impair the value of the farm, and the
second increases the expense of living on it:—The support of government, the
interest, and, gradually, the principal of our national debt, and a suitable naval and
military force, must be paid for. If an excise of 25 per cent. is laid on domestic
commodities, manufacturers would hardly thank congress for this mode of
encouraging them; and farmers would be as unwilling to take the burden, directly
on their own shoulders, in the shape of a land tax. From the operation of these
causes, the same impatience of suffering inconvenience, that now prompts many of
our citizens to demand from government a cure for their difficulties, will, in a short
time, sicken them of their remedy. The great body of consumers will find the only
method of relieving themselves from heavy taxes and high prices, will be to
employ those unhappy beings who are starving in foreign workshops. With that
ready expedient before them, they will not be long in resorting to it; our ports will
again be opened, and manufacturers will meet with the same fate they did in 1816.

We will here notice a remark frequently made, that if any branch of business
becomes unprofitable, the capital employed in it will be directed to new channels.
It may as well be said that if a man has $10,000 in any description of stock, which
suddenly depreciates one half in the amount of his dividends, he has only to take
away his money and invest it in some other stock that pays better interest. Changes
in the investment of capital should be gradual; even then, the loss is not prevented,
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but its effects are less sensibly felt, and more fairly distributed. All rapid changes
in the course of national industry destroy capital. If commerce, from the operation
of any causes whatever, becomes no longer worth pursuing, the merchant cannot
remove his warchouses to situations adapted to manufactories, nor turn his ships
into jennies and spindles; nor can he sell them, for none will be willing to
purchase. So, when the employment of the manufacturer is stopped, his looms, his
machinery, his extensive establishments, and his skill are rendered useless, and,
consequently, worthless.

No prudent man would invest his fortune in any line of business, where the only
security from ruin would be the continuance of a restrictive act of congress.
Whatever argument might be urged in favour of its policy, the moment it was felt
to be oppressive it would be repealed; and those who had trusted their all upon its
duration, would be beggared.

We trust we have expressed ourselves with sufficient precision to clear us of any
imputation of being hostile to manufacturers. We are as free from prejudice or
attachments in respect to them, as to merchants or farmers. In this country, above
all others, industry should be free; and any law restraining its honest exercise
would be an act of tyranny: our system of revenue lays already a heavy duty on
foreign importations, and that is a sufficient legislative encouragement to our own
manufacturers. The advantages which merchants derive from some of the
navigation laws, may, perhaps, make it proper for them to sustain this burthen.

Our dispute is not, however, with the manufacturers, but with politicians; while the
latter are demanding from congress the trial of a dangerous experiment, those of
the former who understand their business, and pursue it with prudence, ask for no
farther national encouragement. This is known to be the sentiment of the owners of
the Waltham Factory; and we have heard the same language from a proprietor of
an extensive establishment at Paterson. The following remarks merit serious
attention.

'We are beginning a series of years, probably the happiest we have
experienced since 1806. As the nations in the world are all now, more or
less, engaged in commerce, we cannot expect so large a share of foreign
trade as we had, when they were fighting the battles of ambitious men; but
our coasting trade is increasing rapidly, and will permanently supply its
loss. We shall probably, too, enjoy as large a foreign trade as any other
nation.

Indeed, if we could but forget old dreams, we might believe ourselves at
this moment in a happy condition; we have a surplus of money, of food, and
of clothes. Let us have a little patience, and we shall have something better
to do than croak about the times.

If men would but pay more attention to these changes in the world, as
natural as day and night, and trouble their brains less for discoveries of



Writings on Places and Politics 19

fanciful causes and new systems, we should all make better farmers, better
merchants, better manufacturers and better legislators.'

The author must not expect to escape from our hands without having some fault
found with his book; it would be transgressing against the rules of our order: Some
inaccuracies in expression have been suffered to remain, and are more conspicuous
from the general correctness of the style. His great fault, however, is, that he has
not availed himself sufficiently of "the craft and mystery of book-making;" he has
given us, in about 260 pages, more sound information and good argument, than is
often found in a volume of thrice its size: we apprehend some people have their
opinion of a work influenced a little by large type, broad margin, and a formal
division into books, sections, and chapters.

We think this publication calculated to do more good than any work of the kind
that has been written in this country for many years, and we trust the measures of
congress will be in unison with the correct and liberal policy it advocates.



Slavery in the United States

I have read, with regret, in the last number of your publication, an article
concerning slavery in the U. S. of America, which bears the respectable name of
M. Sismondi. Perfectly certain that the writer is governed by humane and
commendable motives, I regret that his want of knowledge of the actual state of
society in that country should have led him into some errors which have a tendency
to create an unfavourable opinion of the national character of my countrymen. It is
not my present intention to enter into any grave discussion of this question, but I so
far crave your indulgence as to request you will admit a few remarks, in answer to
what has already appeared.

On the morality, or even the policy of slavery, there is no very great difference of
opinion in the United States. Most intelligent and liberal slave holders are ready to
admit it is an evil; but they say that it is an evil which is much easier to remedy in
theory than in practice. Slaves were sent into their colonies by England, France,
Spain, &c. with the most cool and calculating cupidity. Removed, themselves,
from the danger, physical and moral, of the practice, they did not hesitate to inflict
the curse on their American dependants with the intention of deriving the greatest
possible resources from their transatlantic possessions. After having created this
unhealthy condition in society, and no longer able to reap its profit, it is doubtless
easy to declaim against a nation which has become so involved in the malign
policy as to find it difficult to extricate itself. It should never be forgotten that the
U. S. of America, when colonies, protested against the introduction of slaves, and
that the grievance was one of the reasons for the Declaration of Independence. I
need not add that this same policy is still pursued by all the nations above named.
M. Sismondi must therefore pay my countrymen the high compliment of expecting
more from them than from any other Christian people, or he is guilty of the
injustice of wishing to extort it. I am certain from his character that he has only
done the former. I am happy to say that he has no just reason to believe himself
altogether disappointed.

The Declaration of Independence found slavery existing in the whole of the
fourteen colonies that originally formed the confederation. I include Vermont, a
state which so far as this question goes, and indeed in everything else but form, has
a perfect right to be included in that decisive measure. I shall now quote the words
of M. Sismondi. He is speaking of the United States—"et 1'on n'y a cependant pas
encore fait un pas vers I'adoucissement du sort des négres, vers leurs protection par
les lois et les magistrats, vers leurs affranchisement." This is certainly a heavy and
comprehensive charge, and should only have been hazarded on good authority. Let
us examine its verity.
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Of the fourteen states in which Slavery existed at the Declaration of Independence
it is now to be found in only five. In the other nine it has been virtually abolished.
If Maine, which is part of the same territory, be included, it is abolished in ten out
of fifteen of the original states. Is this doing nothing?

It should be remembered there is a great difference between philanthropists
legislating in Europe for the interests of a nation in another hemisphere, and in a
people legislating for themselves. The same difference exists between preaching
charity and giving alms. When the American legislator emancipates a slave, he
puts his hand into his own pocket; still it has been done; though perhaps yet not to
the extent which every just man could wish.

It is highly probable that M. Sismondi, in examining this subject, has fallen into an
error which is very common to all Europeans. The Government of the United
States is an anomaly in the political history of the world. While a vast proportion of
the power resides in the several states of which the confederation is composed the
laws of the general government act directly on the people. The peculiarity often
misleads and confounds the foreign enquirer into our policy and institutions. Many
years have elapsed since congress did all, in relation to slavery, that it had the
power to do. In virtue of its right to control the commerce of the country it
prohibited the importation of slaves and proclaimed the traffic, in the citizen of the
United States, to be piracy. We then possessed, and still possess, immense
uncultivated regions from which a profit might be much earlier derived had
congress chosen to imitate the policy of the European states in this particular and to
have improved its revenues at the expense of humanity and justice. When an
Englishman or Frenchman boasts that slaves do not exist in England or France, his
attention should be strongly directed to the colonies of the respective countries, and
it might excite wholesome reflexions by asking him what room there is for their
existence in either kingdom. One is already teeming with an overflowing
population, and the other is compelled to maintain an immense proportion of its
inhabitants as paupers. I do not say that England or France would introduce negro
slavery if they could, but I am safe in saying that both countries maintain them in
all places under their dominion where it is practicable.

If M. Sismondi has searched the laws of the United States in quest of any act in
favour of the slaves, he has looked in the wrong place. Congress does not possess
power to interfere. It rests entirely with the different states; a fact which renders
what has been done, the more commendable, inasmuch as those whose pecuniary
interests have been most affected by the measure, have been the agents of their
own losses. If he had looked into the statute books of New York, Pennsylvania,
New Jersey, &c., he would have found they had in substance abolished slavery.
The reform commenced in Massachusetts, and it had been gradually going south.
Public opinion, by which everything must be moved in the United States, has
already made great progress in the important states of Maryland, Virginia, and
North Carolina. The result is certain, though as all things are done much more for
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use than for theatrical effect in that country its approach may not be sufficiently
rapid to suit the impatience of those who are too much influenced by their feelings
and too little by their judgment.

I shall waive many considerations which are connected with this [subject]. M.
Sismondi says that nothing has been done to ameliorate the condition of the negro.
He is greatly in error. In the free states the black is emphatically a free man. He
enjoys all the rights of the white, with some slight exemptions that grow out of the
peculiarities of the relation which exists between all the states, but which
exemptions are, if anything, priviliges in his favour. They are not a provident race
and a large proportion of them certainly continue ignorant and poor. The effect of
this condition is inevitable. A black face is just as much prima facie evidence that
its possessor is vulgar and uneducated, in the U. S., as titles, stars, and ribbons in
Europe are evidences that their possessors are gentlemen. [It] is however possible
to be mistaken in both. I have known many clergymen, several masters of vessels,
traders, farmers, &c., among the blacks, and a friend has just assured me, that he
knows one who has been a member of the legislature in the state of New
Hampshire; a situation which, though it may not be so honorable as a seat in the
Chamber of Deputies, is quite as much demonstrative of the state of prejudice in
the minds of the people, inasmuch as I fancy it depends something more on the
popular will.

I do not understand M. Sismondi when he says a negro is not protected by the laws.
In the free states they have, with the few exceptions just alluded to, the rights of
other citizens. At all events they enjoy more immunities and greater liberty than the
white man in any other part of the world. Sir, everything possessing animal life is,
in substance, protected by the laws, in my country. A man can use, but he may not
abuse his horse, or his dog, or his pig. The latter is an offense contra bonos mores,
and as such punishable. The negro is property, undoubtedly, where he is a slave,
but as he is of a higher order of being than any animal, he is protected accordingly.
His person can be assaulted, his rights violated, or himself murdered, as well as a
white man; nor is there any material difference in the punishments which the law
inflicts in the respective cases. As each state enacts its own laws, it is difficult to
write with precision on this subject. In the state of South Carolina, alone, I believe,
it was not death to kill a slave, but this law I am told is repealed; a fact which, if
true, furnishes another proof of the errors in which M. Sismondi has fallen. In
many states the relation between slave and owner differs but little from that
between master and apprentice, if allowance be made for the duration of the
servitude.

M. Sismondi has also been misinformed concerning the treatment of slaves in the
United States. Doubtless there are many abuses, but in general they are at least well
clothed and lodged, and far better fed, than half the peasants in Europe. I can
assure him that I daily see women performing offices in France, in the polished
city of Paris itself, far more laborious and onerous than any I have ever witnessed
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among the negro women of America. They are provided for in their age, and are
never seen cumbering the approach to the altars, objects of misery and disgust,
imploring alms and exhibiting their ailings and their wants. I wish not to vindicate
the practice of holding slaves. For near two centuries that my family has been in
America we have never held a slave; but, if called on to give my testimony on such
a question, I should not hesitate to say that, in my judgment, the American slave is
better off, so far as mere animal wants are concerned, than the lower order of the
European peasants. They are a race proverbial for their light heartedness. The
laugh of the negro is merriment itself.

I come now to another quotation from M. Sismondi: "les Américains ont deux
choses a faire non pas seulement s'ils veulent mériter I'éstime du monde, mais s'ils
veulent vivre." The remedies which he prescribes for these two serious dangers are
emancipation of the slaves and amalgamation of the two races. There are probably
in the United States more than 10,000,000 of whites and about 2,000,000 of blacks.
Supposing that the struggle, which M. Sismondi so evidently anticipates, is to be
made with naked hands, on what principle does he imagine that the latter could
ever succeed against such an overwhelming physical superiority. I say nothing of
the advantages of intelligence, concert, and preparation. More than a million of
men, familiar with the use of arms, conscious of their high privileges, and between
the ages of 18 and 45, are actually enrolled in the militia of the United States. It
was four thousand of these men who repelled Sir Edward Packenham with three
times that number of hirelings, and with such terrible slaughter, from before the
lines of New Orleans. When physical power, intelligence, aptitude, and attachment
to their institutions are considered, I am confident that no other country in the
world could supply a million of such devoted defenders. Is it probable that they
would be likely to yield those high advantages, of which they boast, to a race so
inferior in number and qualities! This force might be vastly increased by the
addition, if necessary of half as many exempts. I think that on reflexion, M.
Sismondi, himself, will be willing to admit that his expression has been too
comprehensive and too strong. Eight of those ten millions of Americans, whom he
threatens with such imminent danger, are at this moment virtually living without a
slave amongst them, and however they may deplore the curse which has been
inflicted on their less fortunate countrymen, they stand ready at any moment to
protect them with their resources and with their persons. It is possible for murders
and ravages to be committed in isolated districts, but to talk of danger to the
Republic from this source is absurd.

But the Americans have to emancipate and mingle their blood with their slaves
"s'ils veulent meriter I'estime du monde." By the world, I understand Christendom.
This is a remarkable admission for an European to make to an American. It is, in
substance, telling him, 'we have done a wrong by our injustice and cupidity which
we expect your justice and disinterestedness will repair;' nay, it says more,
'although we can at any moment by an ordonnance of a government whose
interests are but remotely connected with the subject, repair this wrong, yet we are
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unequal to the office. But we expect from you, so much better are you than
ourselves, that you will put your hands into your own pockets and strip yourself of
more than half your personal property (for the right to legislate on the subject is in
each state and consequently in the hands of the slave-holder himself) in order to
effect this humane object. The penalty is the forfeiture of our esteem!' Sir, I thank
M. Sismondi for the compliment. At the same time, I cannot conceal from myself
that my countrymen are human beings; governed by the same motives, and much
influenced by the interests that sway the rest of the human race. For all this, they
may become the subjects of commiseration to those who are their superiors, but I
cannot see on what pretext their equals may pretend to despise them.

I would not willingly hurt the feelings of any of that people, who have, already,
experienced but too much contumely. It is difficult to write intelligibly on the
subject of the amalgamation of the two races without giving offence. But this much
I will say, that such philanthropists in Europe as are single and wish to form one of
those matrimonial connexions to which M. Sismondi alludes, have it easily in their
power to do so. In order to quicken their zeal they have only to remember that as
the evil of which they complain had its origin in European cupidity, it is meet that
European philanthropy should, on this occasion, be foremost in its self-devotion.
As marriages are so rarely made on calculation with us, I am afraid it is idle to
expect the United States will set the example. It is characteristic, it may be the
weakness, of the American to look upward and not downward in the scale of being.
This vanity of his will certainly be understood in Europe, where without any of the
objections of colour and physical peculiarity, matches are daily prevented on
grounds no more substantial than the absence of letters of nobility. It must be
proved that the Southern American who mingles so freely with the Indian and the
negro loses as much by the communion as would his brother of the North, before
his example can be expected to produce the desired result.

M. Sismondi quotes the liberation of the serfs of Europe. Without adverting to the
time they were occupied in the task, I apprehend they were chiefly instrumental in
their own emancipation. The Metiffs and Indians of South America and Mexico
would probably have done the same thing had it become necessary. The United
States are proceeding cautiously to attain their objects, indifferent alike to danger
or reproach. They have no apprehension of the one, and are not conscious of
meriting the other. Theatrical effect is much less consulted than prejudice in all
their political conduct Consequently they have rarely to undo anything which they
have once deliberately performed.

If M. Sismondi is offended with the state of things, which has been inflicted by
Europe on America, the Americans are possibly as much offended by many things,
which Europe has also inflicted on herself. Perhaps it may be well to leave both
hemispheres to conduct their own affairs in their own way. Strangers are much
more liable to raise objections, than to suggest remedies. As to my countrymen, I
think I may be permitted to conclude by saying, without incurring the imputation



