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LUXURY.

CHAPTER L
THE QUESTION AT ISSUE.

In the 18th ecentury people held long and?lively
discussions on thé subject of Luxury. To-day we do
not discuss it so frequently; we are content with
indulging in it to excess.

Is luxury useful? This is the question we need to
decide. I have read somewhere, no matter where, a
s.a.yi'ng which seems to me exactly to i\‘lm up the

discussion. A financier and an economist of the last

century held entirely different opinions dn this subject.”
A
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«f matnfain, for my part,” said the financier, “that
it is luxury W}}icll upholds States.” “ Yes,” replied the
economis.t, “just as the executioner’s rope upholds the
hanged 1.13&11.” I agree with the economist. The
philosophers of old times and the fathers ‘of the
Church alike condemned. luxury in the strongest
_terms, and they were right in so doing. It is per-
nicious to the individual, and fatal to society. Primi-
tive Christianity reproved it in the name of charity
and of humility ; political economy condemn's it in the

name 9‘(‘ utility, and right in the name of equity.



CHAPTER II.
WHAT 1S LUXURY?

First let us make it plain what we understand by
luxury.: “M. Baudrillart, in his excellent book,
“Histoire du luxe,” does not trouble to seek a
definition. H? takes for granted that every one
knows what it*means. I do not quarrel with him
for this, but we shall be none the worse for a little
precision,

I understand by a luxury anything which does
ot answer to our primary needs, and which, since it
.cos'ts muqh money to buy, and conseq:ently mugh
lg,boux: to produce, is only within reach of the few.,

' The extreme of luxury is that which destroys thg |
3
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pro'ductn of many days of labour without bringing
any rational satisfaction to the owner. The queen of
the ba,ll-r?om destroys in the mazes of the waltz a
lace skirt'gworth 10,000 franes: there you ha:ve the
equivalent of 50,000 hours of labour, and labour of the'
most tedious kind, and fatal to the eyes, destroyed in
a moment. And what advantage bag anyone derived
from it? M. de Keratry defines luxury as “that
which creates imaginary needs, exaggerates real wants,
diverts them from their true end, establishes a habit
of prodigality in society, and offers through the senses
a satisfaction of sclf-love which puffs up, Bt does not
nourish, the heart, and which presents to others the
picture of ahappiness to which they can never attain.”

The very definition of luxury which to me seems
the best contains in it the condemnation of luxury.
It follows fr%in it that a thing may be an object’ of
luxury at one period, and may cease to be =0 at another,

when it can bes procured without great expense. As



WHAT IS LUXURY?

Rﬁscher‘éﬁys, in his chapters on this subject E‘SP.rinci;)les
oF Political Economy "), luxury i entn'ely relative.

- -Every nation a,n.d eVery age considers everything
a8 superﬁuous whlch tbey do not habifually use.
Hohnshed in his chronicle, groans over the ultra-re-
finement of the English in his times (1577), becausc
they were: everlyjyéhere introducing chimneys, instead
-of Sallowiéév the smoke to escape through cracks in the
roof, aqg,i‘ ‘we‘re using vessels of earthenware, or aven
of tin, ifl place of the old wooden bowls and jugs.
Another author of the same period, Slaney, “ Oa Rural
ExR‘enditu’ro," is‘indignant that oak should be used in
building, instead of willow. “ Formerly,” he exclaims,
* houses were of willow and men were of oak ; now-a-
da.fs, houses are of oak and men are of willow.” In
the Middle Ages linen was so rare that.‘princesses
woiild make a present of a shirt'to the‘: betrotheg,
and it was the general custom in going to bed to take

off even this first garment. It wouldebe considered®
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to-?lay the ‘very extreme of misery to be reduced to
dispensing with this. When flowered cottons and
muslins first were introduced from India, wealthy
ladies only could wear tl.lem; now, working-men’s
wives despite them. Thus the progress of mechanical
skill brings by degrees more and more objects within
reach of the majority. But the above definition re-

mains true : everything is a luxury which is at the

same time dear and superfluous.



CHAPTER IIL
SENTIMENTS WHICH GIVE RISE TO LUXURY.

M. BAUDRILLART, in his book alrcady quoted, gives
a fine and searching analysis of the various sentiments
in man which give rise to luxury. e istinguishes
three, which he finds to be natural and universal,
.
vanity, sensuality, and the instinct of adornment,.
First, vanity : the wish to distinguish one’s sclf and
to appear of more importance than others. Since
wealth and power win the admiration of the crowd,
one is happy when one is considered rich and powerful.
Hcre is a necklace of valuable peaulb woman wijl

pay £4,000 for it. Is it for the sa,ke of possessing a

beautiful thing, or does she hope to heautify herself
7



8 LUXURY.

B .

by™ weaxing it ? No, for artificial pearls are more
regular ?nd have asanuch brilliancy. But a necklace
which cost an immense amount of money will be the
sign and symbol of her wealth. Those who see it will
say, “ She ‘is rich,” and her rivals, who are not so rich
as herself, will be jealous, w.hich will seas(;n the sauce
of her vanity. People scck satisfaction, afld, so to
speak, a factitious existence, in the opinion of others.
This is a very general sentiment and wonderfully
powerful.

Whe.p public opinion bows only before virtue, vanity
or self-love becomes a powerful: stimulus for good.
When, on the contrary, public opinion4vorships wealth,
this sentiment urges men to luxury and corruption.

Vanity, and the love of fine clothes which it engen-
ders, are very marked among the savages who tattoo
themsclves“sefore putting on garments; and they
b'ecome more refined in civilised man, in what i called

society. But a high state of culture and the growing
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L4
empire of reason temper them and give them e loss

evil direction. Formerly, men as well as women wore
brilliant stuffs, ribbons, laces, and jewels, and it.is still
the custom in China and among savage pcopleé. Bus
since the .beginning of this century, civiliseds nations
have borrowed from England the black suit of the
quaker. For a man to wear diamonds, even as shirt
buttons, is considered very bad taste. Simplicity,
cxtreme neatncss, a:nd cleanliness counstitute the whole
of masculine elegance.

. Women, on the other hand, still love to piercg ’their
ears to hang from.them certain stones, or to surround
.their neck with beads or small pieces of metal,
as in the Isles .of .the Pacific, or in the days of
pre-historic man. Every year they seck some new
mage of rendering their garments more inconvenient
and more costly. How shall we sct abeflt curing
th'is inﬁrmity, thié relic of primitive barbarism ?

Stuart Mill tells us in his book on the condition of
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womaiy : Give her such instruction as will set her at
work on the matters of mind, and, like the modern
man, s.he will cease to find pleasure in feathers and
finery. :t A chimera, do you say ? Feminine vanity is
an incurable cvil ? T do not believe a word of it.
Christianity wrought this miracle among the Quakers,
and in the monasteries ; why should it not be wronght
to-day by the scnse of justice allied to the culture of
reason ? .

_ The timsa is not so far distant since Buckingham, at
the Court of France, wore in his costumc such qua.utl-.
ties of diamonds that he could sca,bbcl themn on the
floor and see the queen’s ladies-in-wdlting on their
knees picking them up. If the blz;,ck dress-coat has
taken the place of the silken garments and trimmings
of lace, why should not a similar change be wrought
in the c§tume of women? Throughout the whole
period of classical antiquity, were they not contc;nt

with the lipen tunic and the chlamys of.fine wool ?
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As luxury in this instance has its root in vgrfity,
- what we need is to change the eurrent of opinion.
If public ;)pihion were sufficiently cnlightene;d to
understand that luxury is a2 thing barbarm.l's, in-
' funti.ne, im.moml, and, above all, wrong, the woman,
who to-day dresses herself in.costly clothes in order
to please and to be imposing, would content herself
with being beautiflg or pretty at a slight cost, which
is certainly the most charming fashion of so beir;g.
Among the orators of the pulpit we find the most
eloquent condomna:tions of the luxury which ig\f,the
result of vanity. Bossuet _is admirable on this
aiubject. “Look at that woman in hLer superb
beauty, in her ost'entg,tion, in her grand array. She
wdosires to :on'quer, to be adored as a goddess in
.’human form, but she adores hgrsélf first of all ; her-
-self i3 her own idol” And again: “M ake a

' disi)lay of their daughters; they render them a
* spectacle of vanity and the objects of public cupidity.



12 LUXURY

"

.y . —_—— ——

' They.‘?‘oster in this way their vanity and that of
others.” And, finally, in a terribly powerful passage :
« This W(;man,” he ecries, “ambitious, and vain
think:i to enhance her own value by loading
herselfe with gold, with precious stones, a;ld a t‘i)ou-
sand other adornments. In order to deck her in
braver array the whole nation exhaustsitself ; the arts
groan and sweat in the laborious service; the whole
range of industry wears Iitself out:”

_ This kind of luxury then, springing from ostenta-
tioxzkneeds only that its childish i.'folly and emptiness
be universally demonstrated in order for its ex-
tirpation. _

But the second kind, that, na.mzaly, which has its
root in the cravings of sensuality, is far mox"e“ diffi-
cult to contend with, inasmuch as this does at l'éast
afford s\fw satisfaction and enjoyment, very sui)er-'

- ficial no doubt, but, nevertheless, reai. " On i':his

subject M. Baudrillart has some very just reflections



SENTIMENTS WHICH GIVE RISE TO LUXURY. 13

to offer. “Matter is in its nature finite, and ¢ensu-
ality, like it, has also its limits.” Buf man cherishes
the illusion that this is not so. It seems to him that
he has never sucked out all the sweets of enjoysment ;
and ;vhen he has exhausted one form of pleasure, he
runs after another. Every’ refinement of delight
admits of still further refining, and another must
always be ready when the last has ceased to charm.
Here again, how many factitious wants are satisfied
which never had any existence, save in the imagina-
tion! What priceless value comes to' be attached to
shades of difference indiscoverable by any but ex-
perts. In the same way self-love establishes a
superiority in the wveriest trifles, and there are
delicacies distinguished by marks which are not
patetit to the senses of the vulgar. The heavy price
paid for such things enhances the enjoymentf them,
since it ‘a,d.ds to their intrinsic charm Yhe piquancy of a

difficulty overcome.”
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me.ity exalts sensuality, but very often serves it
to no good purpose. The extreme of refinement and *
of a.bunda.nce alike engender satiety. Nowadays our
menuy are so clowdcd that the tables ot kmgs can
find néthing to add to them, and all vauetles bt wine
circulate in succession, 5o that soon the jaded palate
ceases to distinguish one taste from another, and the
guest eats at random. How mucly more savoury, how
much more charming, were once those little dinners,
so well depicted by Brillat Savarin, where they made
wmarpy over some fine, old, home-made wine, some
choice dish carcfully prepared, a masterpiece of
culinary art, which was appreciated at”its full valye
by the unspoilt appetite of the guests. They tasted
everything with a shade of compunction, and
at dessert came outbursts of frank laughter, merry-
Jjokes Xrid songs. Whither is it departéd, thé'
sparkling gaiety’ of our fathers ? Luxur‘;r and the

pursuit ofeinillions have destroyed it altogether.
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Man has one stomach, and onc only. Wheneall is
said, his needs are but limited. Tt is possible without
excessive spending to afford the senses ail real satis-

. .
faction, and a man who ains at real comfort will not
be r.uined.. What costs so much is oslenlation, the
desire to shine. To this, in -fact, there is no limit.
When Cleopatra swallowed a pearl which had been
dissol‘:e;l in her golden chalice, when Heliogabalus
devoured a plateful of nightingales’ tongues, was it
from sensuality ? . ... ..

Abundance of al.l that is uscful may be assured to
us by the progress made in the art of production, hub
when once men are fired with the ambition to dis-
tinguish themselves, it Lecomes a question of the
lavish’ use of all that is most costly and rare; and
henge of the destruction in a moment of the result of
long and arduous labour. Herein lics"“iﬁi very

essence of luxury, and herein also its inhuman per-

versity. Let us hope that good sense widll at long
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“last* gorrect and regulate cven this species of- de-
menti?,.

M. Baudrillart, as we have seen, traces a third
source.cof luxury, the in'stinct of adornment. He says
very truly, “This instinct is to be distingui.shed ;rom
ostentation even when-it closely borders on it,-and
from sensuality which it may sometimes subserve.”
This instinet it is which gives birth to decorative and
industrial art. It is a very primitive huinan instinet;
.even the pre-historic races who lived in caves during
the glacial period have left engraved on fragments of
bone, drawings of the reindeer and the beaver, which
in those days inhabited these lands.-: Being constantly
cultivated and refined it grows into the asthetic
sensc, that love of the beauliful which has created all
the arts—urchitecture, sculpture, painting, and the art
of the pd\}wx’ Far from condemning it, we should seek”

to uphold and clevate it, for in our public monuments

it becomes_an agent of civilisation and a source of
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?

pure disinterested enjoyment which is a,ec;,ssi‘ble at
all times, and to the whole nation. ”Applied in private
life to the decoration of dwellings, to furniture,.utensils,
and in everything to the c.hoice of beautifel forms,

R e )
as in the days of classic antiquity, it purifies taste
and becomes thus an instrurment of progress.

Animals, even, arc attracted by brilliancy of colour,
and perhaps, alsoby the beauty of lines! N zmturﬂ.list.:
find in this one of the principal causes of the perfecting
of species.

The love of bea:uty, therefore, in itself would swork
for the amelioration of the buman species, if it were

not so often checked by the love of riches. Suppress
the dowry, or establish equality of conditions, and

your strong, handsome youth will marry a beautiful

. WWThus there is in Australia a bird, the Chlamyderi) called in
. the English colonies the bower-bird, which makos. fitle gardens
in front of its nest, adorned with shells and bright-coloured
flowers. Again, in the grotto of Spy in B8lgium, once inhabited
by primitive men with Hlattened skulls, objects have been found

engraved with markings which form the rudiments*of decoration.
. B
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and g'rac.chul girl : from their union will come gencra-
tions .of vigorous’ and healthy men and women. In
these days a misshapen dwarf or a wretched hunch-
back, a:;med with their mllhons, will find a mate, and
will trahsmit to their descendants their own defocts
of character and form. . Thus the race is ruined by
extreme inequality of conditions.

The love of the beautiful and thg instinet of adorn-
ment are things good in themselves, and they do not
necessarily encourage luxury, since they take delight,
if they are pure, not in the costliness of the material,
but in the harmony of the colourin:r and in the purity
of the lines. A gold or silver statue covered thh
jewels is revolting to good taste. The figures of this
kind which are to be seen in Catholic churches
are horrible. But what can be more charming than .
these l?ﬁfvwferra-cottit statucttes of Tanagra; made

from materials that cost less than a halfpenhy! It is

to periods of decay in art that the poet’s words apply:
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“ Materiamn superabat opus,” and that the.&'e‘nmrk
could be made to a Greck sculptor, “You have *made
Venus riéh because you could not make her beautiful.”

~ M. Buudrillart brings ;ut very skilfully tho
ﬁiﬁ';;':;l;; which there is between luxury ‘and art.
“Art has for its aim the realisation of the ideal of
beauty, or, again, the reproduction of certain forms.
L\;xury has but owe object : to make a display. The
object of art is essentially disinterested; that of
luxury essentially selfish. The beautiful itsclf, which
is the goal passionately sought by the truc: amtist,
always longing for perfection, what does it mean to
Jhe devotee of luxury ? Nothing but what glitters.
The luxurious pay for art by the yard and by the
pound : they buy its masterpieces as they lavish
money on jewels and stuffs.”

' 1_\1[ Baudrillart names lastly, as an additional source
of luxury, the desire for change. This for the most

. . . . !
part expresses itself in the caprices of fashion, and is,
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in fa,ét,-t:he scourge of our time. In former days each
country had its ovn mode of dress, generally dictated
by the. necessities of climate or of local produc-
tion. These national coétumes, picturesque, solid, and
durable,'were transmitted from gencration Gyﬁem-
tion. Now-a-days socicty everywherc has the same
general style of dress, but the fashions, especially
among women, change every spring. A faméus
dressmaker Invents a new cut, and from Paris to
Shanghai, from London to San-Francisco, everyone
willadopt it, discarding the costtlni?s of the previous
year. There are many different evils traceable
entircly to these fluctuations of faghion. M. Bau:
drillart illustrates them by some apt. quotations.

First, they cngender frivolity, and distract the mind
from matters with which it ought to be occupied
« Thosc.zngh‘b pride themselves on being elegant are:
obliged to occupy*a considerable portion of their t.ime

with their elathes, and to study them in a way which’
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assuredly does not tend to elevate the mind or to
render it capable of great things.” This is the moral

evil.

The economic evil is well described by J. 8. Say :
“ Fashion is privileged to consider things usclc.ss which
have not yet come to be so, fhings, often, which have
not even lost their first freshnes : fashion multiplies
consumption, and *ondemns what is still in excellent
condition, convenient, it may be pretty, to be no longer
good for anything. Thus the rapid changes of fashion
impoverish a state both by what they consume® and
by what they do not consume.”

For the manufacturc of any new designs in silk,
wool, or cotton, there arc first expenses in the way
of models, cartoons, printing rollers, and I know not
whiit hesides.  All that does not scll in the sage year
beconles sale-stock to be cleared oft at‘ i)ow prices;
some goods are not fancied, remain .unsold, and go at

last at half-price. All thesc outlays and alf these losses
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must, af last, be covered by the proceeds of sale, or the

manuf'wturer w111 be ruined and will cease to produce.
The changes of fashion thus considerably incrcase the
price of 81l articles which arc subject to them, __

Suppo;e we had, as formerly, an unvarying
national costume: the current manufacture of
wmaterial it would require could be done at much
less cost than that of the thousand®’of different styles
which every year break out in the spring and winter
tashions. The Queen of Roumania is trying to induce
the Tadics of her country to adopt the delightful
costume of the Wallachian peasantry, and she herself
is setting them the example.

“What!” you will say; “you wish to condemin us
to a stupifying monotony, and to deprive us of the
piquanaey of novelty!” Do you then believe that the
best use l;dnkind can make of capital, sciencé and
taste, is to place t};em at the services of the purveyors

of fashions ? Have women nothing better to do than
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to invent new combinations for their toilettes fo talk
incessantly about dress and fashior, and to envly cach
other the possession of such things ? .
It is possible to conceive :)f garments suitgd to the
seasons.of the year which would combine in a high
degree comfort and elegance. Material, cut, and
colours would all be decided on wsthetic lines and on
hygienic principles. This once done, it should be
everywhere kept to.
* In England a society of ladies has been formed fo
forward the: introduction of rational dress. * o
But already I hear it said, * Good hcavens! why
not give us at once the gown of the Carmelite or the
robe of the Capuchin ?” I reply first that it was a
profound and far-reaching idea which imposed on the
religious orders a costume which has remgined un-
changed for cighteen centuries. It i a means Dby,
which the human soul is withdr&wn, at least on one

side, from the region of those futilitics inwhich vanity *
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takes ‘dglight, that it may be the more free to rise
towards the level df things eternal. Further, let us
not forg;)t that from the most ancient Greck vases
down tof the frescoes in catacombs of the third and
fourth cehturies, ancient art presents to us fig.m'es all
clad in the same manner. -

Leisure and studied clegance induce frivolity, and
from this spring the caprices of fashjon. When laws
shall be more just, and men’s souls more noble, and

their brains better supplied with good sense, then we

shall at Jength come to do as did the ancients.



CHAPTER IV.
LUXURY IS UNJUSTIFIADLE.

HaviNa a,nzﬂ)’rscdc., the various sentiments of  the
human heart which give rise to luxury, we pass on
to consider in what light we ought to regard it.
Many authoers,and among them M. Baudrillaxt, take up
an intermediate position between the austere school,
which preaches the retrenchment of needs, aud the
laxer school, which considers luxury as a thing
agrecable to the individual and neccssary for the
State, making a distinction hetween luxury which is
“honest, permissible, praiseworthy even, ind luxury
which iy improper and immoral. I, for my part, do

“not admit this distinction, and I believe that the
25
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austére school were altogether right. '}Tllose con-
demﬁa.tions of lukury which, with so much unanimity
and so much eloquence, have been pronounced alike
by thd;philosophers and sages of antiquity, and by
the fathers of the Church, and the orators of the
Christian pulpit, are completely justified by the re-
searches of modern science. They were ignorant of
political economy, but they werg in'spired by the
instinct of justice and of right, and, after the
Christian cra, by the idea of charity and of human
brotherhood. .

All that is really luxury cannot be other than
immoral, unjust, and inhuman. Let us hear what
one of the fathers of political economy has to say on
this: “Those persons,” said J. B. Say, “ who by means
of great talents or the possession of great power seek
to spread tht taste for luxury are guilty of conispir-*
ing against the wdil-being of nations.”

Luxury consists, as we have seen, in the consump-
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tion of what has cost great labour to produce, ‘t'o'r_ -th‘c
satisfaction of spurious needs. When labouy "is so
neeessary to procurc for mankind the satisfagtion of
legitimate needs, when so many human bein-gs still
live in almost entire destitution, can it be’good or
even legitimate to use a large proportion of the forces
placed at our ’disposn,] by capital and labour for the
production of superfluities which, indeed, in many
cases, we had hetter be without ?

" In order to emphasise clearly the point wherein I
“vénture to ditfer from M. Baudrillart, I will take one
of his own examples, that of diamonds. M. Blanqui,
swriting of the Kohinoor or “ Mountain of Light,” had
said : “Diamonds have always scemed to me very
;_iiobiish and useless things, although women always
coVet them as the chicfest of ornaments.” M. RBaudrill-
ant r:aplies that for the year 1878, to sawy nothing of
the ten preceding years, diamonds' found represented

& value of 350 millions, that more than 20,000 work-
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n'mn.‘;m\, employed in getting them out of ines,
and ﬂlqre than 8000 lapidaries of Holland, Belgium,
and France in cutting thfnn, and that these earn good
salarics,ehalf-a-crown for the apprentices, and the
master l;x.pidaries from 12s. to 16s. “Is all this,”
he asks, finally, “ of no use at all 2”

It is my opinion that a thing may be valued at
enormous sums, and be, not only.«uite uscless, but
very harmful. The Chinese buy from the English
£16,000,000 worth of opium ; thisis woise than useless.
It isea-poison, and the Emperor of, China would do
well to fling into the sca all the cases of this abomin-
able narcotic which England palms ,off upon him.,
These are what I call false riches. To maintain that
wealth consists of labour is, as Bastiat says, nothing
but a sigyphism, or making work for work’s suke. * I

o See thousand% of workers, it is true, at work in the
mines or in the sfops, and receiving good salaries.

" Bub if the diamonds which they are finding, or cu‘t-
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ting, have no oﬂmer cffect than to excite bad ddejin,
to arouse vanity in thosc that posseds them, and Ienvy
in those who cannot, would it not be better to scek
.
the ocean-bed for these prec:ious stones, in ¢émpany
with the opium? If these same workers Were em-
ployed in making shirts, and: shoes, and stockings for
those who have none, would there not he better eause
for congratulatign? For my own part, I would
rather see fifty women cach wearing a dress that cost

a pound than onc wearing a ball-dress which cosp

£400.

)
I am not calling for sumptuary laws, but 1 rejoice

.V{’hen I see a country like Norway, and the mountain
Cantons of Switzerland, where no one buys diamonds,
but cveryone has sufficient means to procure the
nacessaries of lifo.

-.Tﬁe main point, and the one which is Most often for-
gotte!{,_ is this: every article of duxury costs much

labour—could not this labour be utilized in a more
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fatigﬁa} fashion ? If we take the case of an isolated
indiéﬁdual we shdll see more clearly the point of this.
Would any man be insane enough to devote three
years of his existence to making himself a piece of
jewelry which in point of fact will be of no real use to
him ? It is the phenomena of exchange which hide
from us the absurdity of it, the fact that he who wears
it has ordered it from some one else. But when we
consider the whole of humanity as one being, obliged
to satisfy his wants by his labour, we can see clearly
that jt is folly for him to waste precious time in cut-
ting diamonds, if he still has often to wa]k*with bare
feet. The inhabitants of any country* have but a_
certain limited number of hours in the day to dispose
of; i they devote half this time to making useless
trifles, it is inevitable that half the population should
, g0 witltout, ¢he necessaries of life. An Emperor of
China once said : ““If one of my subjects is idle and

does not work, then there is somewhere in my State
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another who suffers from hunger and cold.” I% dif
a hole and fill it up again, to embrbider shirt-fronts,
or set precious stones, is not really to work, f<;1' it is
not productive of the least ut'ility.

My quarrel with M. Baudrillart is not for being
too indulgent towards what he calls “ mischievous
luxury”; it is for admitting that there can be luxury
which is not misghievous. Luxury, to my thinking,
cannot be other than wmischiecvous. The very word, it
seems to mo, implies an idea of blame. When he
deals with “mischievous luxury,” M. Baudgillart
attacks it eloquently and with energy. Let us hear
,him: “Men were right in regarding as an axiom the
proposition: luxwry is enervating. They were not
less right in adding: and it corrupts. It destroys the
manly encrgy of the mind by cultivating a taste for
meré enjoyment, and a pride in mere®frivolity. It
kills the spirit of self-sacrifice, swithout which no

“#bciety can continue to exist; it undermincs at once
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dhe power of any lively impulse towards good, and of
any" determined ‘resistance of evil. Men live[for the
sake (;f pleasure; public spirit ceases to have any

motive.. power. Historians and moralists are unani-

mous in pointing out the inevitable deccay which

follows on the worship of ease and refinement, and the

debasement of character which this produces. More

than ever, in our days, the mere owner of wealth, idle

and dissiputed, seems a shocking anomaly. We are

finding it hard to accept the idea of rights without

dutigs.- Luxury then brings moral discredit on owner-

ship, dissipating in frivolity and wrong-doing.”

In another fine passage, M. Baudritart sums up
Rousseau’s diatribe against towns, though, he adds,
that in this matter we must not forget what statisties
show as to the advantages they procure and the virtues
they d:velop “Towns are hot-beds of luxury and
corruption! It isethere that men’s wants are over-

excited by a thousand stimulants, it is there that are
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crowded togebher all those species of delights whiély
not wait upon desire but call it forth. Thore ul(t:;
vanities and all the vices spread in contagious compctt-
tion. The art of frivolity settles on the ruing'of the
useful arts, nay, the very necessary arts whith serve
the needs of all are choked:out of existence by this
flux of superfluities which arc scrviceable only to the
few. Every moment the revolting contrast strikes
one between excessive opulence and exticmnc misery
—rags, tatters, and cven nakedness, on the one hand,
and on the uther the flaunting array of all the jrap-
pings of opulence. Here, splendid dwellings; there, a
hearth without a fire; here, vice, clegant and gay;
there, vice in its most brutal form, the crime of those
who seek both vengeance on, and a participation in
(;his wealth which crushes them down. 1“0£ them
" there'is temptation everywhere; shops By thousands,
‘filled with all that the poor lack, displaying stores of

gold, jewels, and fine costumes. Out of this state of
c
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hﬂ”{‘é& spring hatred and cnvy in the hearts of the
poo;k, raging thefe in sceret, only to break out from
time to time in thosc tumults in which he who has
notlnnw seeks to cnforce a claim to his share of
enjoymént.” What more could be said even by the
most fervent disciple of the austere school, whom,
nevertheless, M. Baudrillart taxes with extravagance ?
But the point of difference is that he regards a certain
degree of luxury—a moderate, and not immoral degree,
.of course—as an indispensable stimulus to work which
woud. not be found in the supply of necessary wants
alone. In this T cannot agrec with him, and I will
proceed to give my reasons.

I admit with Stuart Mill that, in order to arousa
those races which are still in the savage state from
the sozt of animal inertia and dull stagnation in which
they live, itmay be good to excite in them new wants’
which will make them work and contrive in order to |

satisfy them. But among the nations of Europe it is
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not the desire for consumption which needs stimulating.

“ Nay, but see,” says M. Baudrillart, “the wretched
creatures crowded into the cgllars of Lille, the doss-
houses of London. They are happy in their dirt and
darkness, and have no desire to come out of‘ it” 1
ask, Is this reproach well-founded? 'l‘hes.c unfortunate
creatures work, nevertheless; they toil and suffer to
earn subsistence. *Can we reproach them with the
fact that what they can earn is so insufficient that it
drives’ them into holes and corners where a farmer’
would not house his dogs or even his pigs? The very
“large majority of even a rich nation like the French
Iras not the lodging, furniture, raiment, or food, which
hygiene prescribes, and they all most certainly wish
forit. Isit possible that this desire for the necessaries
“of 1tfe would not be strong enough to stimulats men
..to( wo;'k ? Tt is the only stimulus of' those who
~ perform manual labour, and it is prec‘isely the idle wha

- seek for superfluities.
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'\\Bd’t what will you do, wiseacres,” cries M. Bau-
drillarg, “with th:a thousands of artists and hundreds of
thousapds of workmen who work in metals, stuffs,
ivory, wood, or gems, executing products of infinite
taste?”' Yet, some pages further on, the eminenf;
economist himself answers this question, in refuting
the argument of those who maintain that “France
produces too much.” “In what respect does she pro-
duce too much, this happy country of ours? It is not
in respect of the whole sum of useful and pleasant
thinfs in life—for there are too many poor! Show
me, if you can, the article which is produced in
superabundance. Is it flanncl, when So many are '
cold? Is it corn, when so many lack bread ?”

Here lics the solution of the problem: those work-
men who work in ivory and in gems should produce
the ﬂannel;;nd the corn which you say.are so much"
wanted now, and'the problem would be solved. The

same amount of work, but of a more useful kind.
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“But you cannot distinguish,” our author goes on fo
“urge, “ botween the superfluous which you mean to pro-
scribe and the necessary you wish to multiply.” It is
true the idea of luxury is relative and depends on the
means of production : what is superfluous to.tlay will
be no longer so to-morrow, if the pzegress of the
mechanical arts have placed it within reach of all.
Yet, for all that, I.hold that the distinetion is always
easy to make: is an objeet worth the pain it would
require and the time it would take for me to male it
myself?  If so, it is not a luxury, and I am r'!g.lxt i1.1
séeuring it ; but if, in obtaining it, I divert 111;1nzL11
'cﬁ'ort from a channel in which it would be more useful,
I am wrong. I sacrifice things .necessary to things
superfluous. I am making a bad use of my own

4 v
or my fellow-creatures’ powers.
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th‘(zugh'tful effort. His labour creates for him -a
new world. We may even say, it makes a new
man of him; in fine, it makes all that we mean by
man. Work brings forth new faculties. Work de-
mands .prudence and forethought; it pre-supposes
a knowledge.of the relation of means to ends. Is
this all? No; it means also the ecstablishment
of relations with other men, relgtions necessarily
of a reciprocal kind; it means the first beginnings
of social life, properly so called. And this social
life will go on spreading, little by little, to the
ends of the earth, through the interchange of
services and of products of all kinds.”

This fine panegyrie of labour is completely justified
so long as it is applied to the production of nc-
cessaries,  When it is devoted to the creation of
‘useless ';riﬂes, dt is a culpable waste of time, which
'is the stuff our lives are made of, and is given us

for hisher ends; it is so much stolen from the
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training of the mind, and from the cultivation of
domestic and social relations,

So far from the extreme development of wants
being a ‘sign of tihe progross. of civilisation, .{t is in
times of laxity, corruption and decay that wants
become most numerous, and. are carricd to an ex-
treme of refinement. The Roman Empire serves as
example and proof of this. Roscher speaks well on
this point. There we see men oceupicd in the pursuit
of the impossible, and their ideal of luxury is to find
the highest pleasure in what is most perverse.  As
Sencea says of Caligula : “Nihil tam efficere con-
Eupisceba.t quam quod posse effici negarctur. Hoce
est Juxurise propositum gaudere perversis.” Men thus
do violenece to nature. Such an Emperor will join
Baise to Pucciola by a bridge across the sca, solely
‘that lre. may pass along it in bis triumphal car. .Such
iogher will have mountains levelled or raised.

o’

Msop, the comedian, places before his guests a dish
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consisting of the tongues of parrots which had learned
to speak ; this represented a cost of £56,000. Hor- -
tensius would water his trees with wine. I nced go
no fu;'(ther; the insanc vagaries of the thirst of
cnjoyment are well known to us all. I say then, have
we here any. conncction between the development of
wants and moral progroess ?

It is the habit of economists, % know, and of the
general current of opinion also, to measure the degree
.of civilisation of any country by its power of pro-
duction. The end is considered to be attained when
we arrive at counting by millions the tons of iron
which have been wrought, the yards of ﬁlanufacturqg
cottons, or the tale of exports and imports. In such
a country, the wealthy lay the whole world under
contribution for the adornment of their palaces, and.
the I;ying uf their tables. In their cities, by the
blazing gas-lightc, behind sheets of plate-glass, are

spread the glittering cut brilliants, ﬁnely-wrouglﬁ
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gold, or silks of a thousand colours. And wet o
"million of paupers arc supported by official relief ; a
third of the population is entirely illiterate, another
third is without the nccessaries of life, and there is
a é&lk of enlarging the prisons and proc.laiming
martial law. It is no matter; this as the most
cwilised country in the world. In another country
you may sec honest country folks, owning their
houses and fields, winning by their own labour all
that is necessary for themselves. No one is without
a certain degree of ease and education. But ngvzherc:
is there any luxury. This is considered a very back-
;war(l country. Such are the judgments passed
habitually nowadays. To my thinking they are
false and superficial, and produce the most fatal
'consequences

Mnn has a twofold existence, and &herefore two

k,lpds of needs ; needs of the body, gr corporeal needs ;

needs of the mind, or intcllectual needs. He who
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lives for his senses only will not hesitate, if he can
command by his riches or his power the work of *
thousands of men, to employ it in satisfying all his
f:J.ncies'r,‘g driven, it may .be, to the piteh of insanity by
the insatiable pursuit of enjoyment, “lassata sed non
satiata.” He, on the -contrary, who cultivates the
life of the mind, will have few material wants, and
may cven come to neglecting the most primary ones.
Take on the one hand Heliogabolus, or, better still
‘that arch-type of imperial Rome in her sensuality and
luxyry, Trimalcion. On the other, seec John the
Baptist, living on locusts and wild honey ; or Saint
Paul, earning his bread by tent-making, as Spinoza did
later on by polishing the glass of watches.

The greatest of artists, Michael Angelo, once said to
his fxiend Condivi: “I, though I am rich, have always
lived like a poor man.” “Yes,” said Condivi to- him,"
“you have always lived like a poor man, because you

have always given away like a rich man.” In which
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of these types do we find the highest moral develop-
ment ? .

A certain level of culture: creates wa.nts,.a, still
higher level retrenches them. All that admginisters
to rational needs is legitimate and good, bedause we
must maintain the efficiency 6f our bodily forces, since .
without them intellectual work becomes difficult or
impossible. But all that is yiclded to spurious needs
is immoral and bad, because it is so much time taken
of one’s own and of others, which might be better
employed. The great Reformers who have chgnged
the whole direction of thought in any country—Moses,
Socrates, Bucldha, Jesus—have all lived on very little,
It is not at the shrine of luxury that the flame is
kindled which will purify humanity. We may almost
go so far as o say that moral greatness is, not jn pro-
pqrﬁon, but in inverse ratio to wants.

M. Renan has written a pagd on this subject

-which is not easily fugotten. “The mistake lies,” he
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says, “not in proclaiming industry to be good and
useful, but in attaching too much importance to the
pursuit of perfection in certein details. In minor
matters, once a good thing has been produced, it is
little worth while to improve upon it indefinitely.
Tor if the aim of human life is happiness, this has
been very well realised in the past without these
superfluities, and if, as the wise"think with good
reason, it is moral and intellectual grandeur which
alone is necessary, these accessories contribute very
littlecto it. History affords us examples of high intel-
lectual attainments and a golden age of happiness
which have been reached by men w‘lblose material state
was crude enough. = The Brahmans in India, while
still living, as far as exterior civilisation was concerned,
on the level of the most backward societies, attainéd
an order of philosophical speculation which Gerxﬁ‘&ny
alone in our days has been able to surpass. The ideal

"of the Gospels, unique and unsurpassable, in which the
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moral sense is wrought out Wiﬂn the most maryctous
delicacy, takes us into the midst of a life as
simple as that of our rural solitudes, a 1.ife in
which the complications of cxtorior things find but
little place. Far from the progress of art tunning
parallel with the progress made by any nation in

the taste for the comforts of life, we may say,

without paradox,, that those times and those
countries in which the comforts of life have become
the I;m,in objeet of socicty, have been the least
highly gifted in the things of art” (“Essayg on

Morals and Criticism.”)



CHAPTER VI

IS LUXURY‘ NECESSARY FOR THE SAKE OF KEEPING

MACHINERY EMPLOVYED ?

WE will now turn to another set of considerations,

Bastiat, who in many of his writings preaches

.modemtion of desires, is yet driven, as it were in
spitg of himself, in his “Economic Harmonies,” to
justify luxury, and that for a reason which seems
to be a very serious one. “It s not possible,” ho
says, “to find a satisfactory solution to the problems
of machinery, of foreign competition, and of luxury,
50 l%lg as we regard wants as an invariable
quantity, an pay no heed to their indefinite vapa-
city for expansion” To solve economic problems

then, according to Bastiat, we must urge men
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incessantly to multiply and refine their wants, thus
setting political economy entirely at variance wit'h
the whole of moral teaching, both ancient and
.modern. Bastiat sces this. * “I hear you s$ay,” he
- procecds, “Economist, you are caught ’.tripping
already. You announced that your scicnce was in
agreement with morality, and here you are justify:“
ing sybaritism,”—-.which in fact he docs.

- What is his reply to this ohjection? “And you,
ansterc philosopher and preacher of morals, are
you content with satisfying the needs of primitivé
man?”  But this is no answer at all. No tr.natter
.v.vhat the philosopher may do, Bastiat himsclf,
there is no doubt, as he himsglf puts it, declares
sybaritism to be necessary.

Let us sce how be is led into this deplorable con-
“tradiction, which does, it must be confegsed, apfmea,r to
fésult from the doctrines of the crthodox Political

Economy. Machinery cconomises labour; the morc,
D
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tnherefore, machines are increased and perfected, the
.
fewer hours of labour are necded to obtain the same
products. To diminish the hours of work means to
diminish the demand for hands, and to throw out of -
employ:’pent an increasing number of workers. In
order that they may be kept supplied with occupation,
it is necessary that, in proportion as actual wants are
satisfied with less effort, new wm?ts should arise to
utilize those hours of labour which the perfecting of
mechanical engines and technical processes has left to
'be disposed of anew. It thus appears that the in-
PR
definite expansiveness of wants is indispensable, for
without it the indefinite progress of science and
mechanics must suppress an ever-inereasing number
of \;vorkers. This is, in point of fact, the spectacle
presented to us by economic development. In
propo;-ti'on as the necessaries of life were more -

easily obtainable, spurious needs arose for this

countless array of clegant and costly trifles which
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encumber our shops, and arc bought by an ‘cver
larger circle of consumers. Shorf of suppressing
machinery, there is thus no course left to us but
cither to press on to sybari.tism, or clse to, resign
ourselves to the cexlinction of a constantly’increas-
ing number of workers. It'is thus thit a certain.
school of Political Economy sets itself at variance
with traditional morality.

As I cannot admit that the moralists of antiquity
and the fathers of the Church were wrong in.
urging us to limit our appetites and our desires,
I belicve that there must be a solution to the
problem of machinery other than that indicated
by Bastiat. And this, I believe, is the ’t'ollowing:é

Machinery, producing wmore quickly, can ensure
$o us either more products or more leisuge. I
'n)a’intuin that, when our rational wants are satisfied,
.What we need is not to create a Juperfluity for the

satisfaction of spurious needs, but to apply our
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leisure to the cultivation of our minds, and to the
enjoyment of the socicty of our fellows, and of
the beautics of nature and art. I compare humanity
to Rol.)cinson Crusoc on' his island. At first, he must
work from morning till night, mercly to keep him-
self alive;® later on, ‘by mcans of all kinds of
improved machinery, he can produce, in six hours
of work a day, cverything that his rational wants
demand. Will he proceed to use the six additional
_hours, now placed at his disposal, in wearying
bimgelf further for the sake of clothing himself
in ribbons and velvets, in brocaded silks and laces?
No, the higher he stands in elefation of mind and
in culture, the less<he will think of such childishness.
He will desire only to enjoy God, nature, and
himsglf.

Machinery has been called the liberator of human-
ity. This is not so if machinery is to plunge us

. deeper in the mire of matter by carrying sensuality
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to a finer piteh ; but it will be true if it sets humanity
free from a great part of that severe labour, at the
price of which it gains its existence. ¢ It is doubt-
ful,” says John Stuart Mill, “ whether all our
machinery has diminished by one hour thd labour
of a single human being.” Not only so, Dut men toilw:
nowadays 'more than cver before. Of old, night
brought men “sweet sleep and the oblivion of cares,”
as says the Latin poet. Nowadays, in consequence
of the greater activity of industry, how many are.
there who work all night long in mines, in ‘swgar
factories, on steamers, on railways, in postal and
telegraph services; and, indeed, I know not where
besides ? As Hamlet says: “ What might be toward
that this sweaty haste doth make the night joint
‘labourer with the day?” Life in our civilised
."cou'ntries has grown far more intense, ‘and the ex-
penditure of nervous force far greafer. We all, from

the summit of the social ladder to its base, from the*
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eabinet minister, who succumbs under the mass of
business which overwhelins him, to the miner at the
bottom of the coal-pit, are becoming the slaves of a
gigantie social cngine whose motion constantly
accelerates. It is not thus that machinery will en-
franchise the human race. It ouyht to securc men,
first, the morc and more ecasy sntisfactioﬁ of their
rational wants; and next, more leisure, with, as a
consequence, a higher intellectual culture.

But, you will say, what are these “ rational wants”
of which you speak so often? Who is to mark the
limit ? Do you wish us once more to live on acorns,
and clothe oursclves with the skin$ of animals 2

By rational wants I understand those that reason
supports, and hygiene determines. The latter can
tell ys with great exactness what nourishment, what
clothing, and what kind of lodging is most suited to
cach season and to any given climate. To this add

sthose inexpensive accessories that the progress of
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industry already places within reach of every “one’s
purse. J. B. Say defines luxury, ri.ghtly, as I think,
as “ the use of those things that are rare and costly.”
A thing that is costly represents much labwur and
much time. If it only satisties a spurious “want, we
are wrong in ordering it. There is no .diﬁiculty +
fixing the limit between rational and irrational
methods of consutption. Is the satisfaction which
this article affords you worth the time and effort
necessary for its production ? This is the question
which must be asked in deciding cach partfeular
case.

M. Baudrillart holds that luxury consists mainly in
what is superfluous. I agree rather with J. B. Say
that it consists in what is very costly. To take some
examples given by M. Baudrillart; a penny Japanese
fin, or a mirror costing a few shillings., are, perhaps,
superfluities; but ‘since they cost but a very small

amount of labour, the satisfaction they give is worth
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fhis little sacrifice. When the cultivator drinks his
own wine which he could scll, perhaps, at eightpence a
gallon, this is not luxury. When a millionaire dnnks
Johannisberg wine at 32s. a bottle, the expense for
him relatively is less ; but he consumes the equivalent
or twenty ;lu.ys’ work.” These twenty days, taken
from the whole time which humanity has to satisfy its
primary nceds, of what avail were they? They
availed only to sccurc the fugitive enjoyment.of a
tertain flavour which it is difficult cven for the most
delicfite palates to appreciate. No one ean hesitate
to pronounce this time wasted. But the fact escapes

rd

general recognition under the complex phenomena of’
exchange, though, a.]‘ready, it is beginning to be under-
stood : already the gencrality of men cry shame
at cettain forms of foolish spending, even when'
committed byL those who can afford it without ruining
themselves. It is a waste which cries out for

vengeance,” we hear it said. It is, indeed, a waste of
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men’s time, secing that so many suffer too often from,
" cold and hunger. .

When the eye of God beholds our earth, and on it
millions of men engaged in. m&nufzxcturing..useless
things, such as jewecls and laces, or hurmf)}l things
like opium and spirits, side by side witlt millions of
other mcn. in the extremity of want, how foolish, h‘c‘;w
infantile, how basbarous must we appear to Him!
We pass our time in making ribbons and trinkets,
and we have not sufficient food or clothing! The
fathers of the Church came to this same conclusion,
guided by the light of the Gospels, and so did the
ofathers of Political Economy, taught Ly the indue-
tions of science, before the sdphistries by which

luxury is justified had poisoned the pulpits of our

Church and the chairs of our Universities.
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¢
THREE ASPECTS OF TIIE QUESTION OF LUXURY.

Luxury may be considered from three different
points of view. Fivst, as a question of morals, for
the individual as such: Within what limits ig the

effort to satisfy wants favourable to the normal

development of human faculties 2 Seccondly, as a
question of economics: To what extent does luxury
serve to advance or hinder th; accumulation of
wealth? Thirdly, as a question of right and
justice: Is luxury compatible with the equitable
distribption of products, and with the principle that
each man’s remuneration should be in proportion to
the amount of useful labour accomplished by

him ?
58
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The third aspect of the problem has scarcely<ever.
yet been touched upon. It has lHitherto not been
clearly recognised that the prmclples of Justlce ought
to be applied to economic dlstrlbutlon It must not
be forgotten, however, that Christian tea,chlﬁg, which
makes charity a positive duty, has always condemrfd
luxury, se‘eing that it leads men to squander in use-
less, and thercfore unjustifiable, superfluities what

ought rather to be given to the poor.



CHAPTER VIIL
LUXURY AND THE IDEAL LIFE.

WE will first deal with luxury from the point of
view of the individual. Ts it beneficial to him or the
reverse ? Let us put aside for the present all
considerations which concern his fellows, and the
duties towards them which justice and charity

o
demand. To answer the above question, we must:

determine wherein consists human well-being, and
what is the aim and destiny of man. Clearly the end
to be pttained is the normal development of all his
faculties, and' the happiness which ensues there-
from.

Here the pessimists will arrest me, perhaps, by
- 60
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saying that the morc our faculties are develgped,
the more they become sources of suffering to u; ; that
“the man who thinks is a depraved animnalj” that
the brute is lappier than the so-called lord of
creation ; that the plantis still happicr than t}:c brute,
and the mineral than the plant; and 4n fine, that
Nonentity, or the Buddhist Nirvana, is the supr:ﬁle
felicity.

But I shall not pause to discuss here the doctrines
of I;’cssimism. Whatever Schopenhauer and Hart-
mann may suy, it seems difficult to believe that all
this immense evolution starting from matter, d.iﬁiusc
.and amorphic, to result, after an infinite serics of
transformations, in conscious pessonality and human
intelligence—it is difficult, I say, to believe that this
vast process is nothing but an uninterrupted progress
in misery, leading up to final despair. Frt;m the
first beginnings of life, every being aspires to self-

preservation and perpetuation, to constant growth
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p,nd,expnnsion. It is the universal law of life, and
the co;viction seems forced upon us that its accom-
plishmént must be attended with satisfaction and
achiovid with glaulness. We must thercfore strive
toward; perfection ; and even were it true.that our
happiness’does not ingrease in proportion as wg
aE)I')roach nearer to it, might we not see in this the
proof that our destiny is not to be accomplished
entirely in this life on earth ?

Perfection for man consists in the full dcvelo[;mont
of all his forces, physical and intellectual, and of all
his ‘émobions, his family affection and love of
humanity, his sense of the bedutiful in nature and)
in art.

Here we find ourselves confronted with two
different types of human perfection: the Christian
type, and the dype conccived by the ancients, The
ideal of Christian perfection appears to me to be the

higher in all that concerns our duties to our fellows,
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our brothers, as it holds them, and in all those prac-
:ftices it imposes, of justice and of, charity, which
.the ancient philosophers saw only in confused and
‘uncertain outlines. But the Christian idca,l?léglects
the physical man. This is because it gr.ew up
imbued with the idea that the world was,é'ﬁortly to
come to an end. and it, therefore, had only in view
.“ the kingdom of heuven whieh is at hand.” This
Elt was which gave to the whole Christian conception
jof life the ascctic colouring which has been so often
objected agaivst it. It arose naturally enough as
o consequence of these ideas concerning the en.(l of
the world. If this world is to come to an end
s.peedily, as the carly Christiang believed, and if
“the Lord will come in His kingdom before this
JZeneration pass away,” as the Gospel, or Good News
‘of the approaching new creation, foretolg, no pr:nlcnt
"ma.n can do other than make prgparation for this

coming event. It is not therefore to the rule of



04 LUXURY.

* o .
ascetic Christianity that we must look for guidanc

as to the true life of the individual. If we took ib.

literally it would reduce us to the life of the
Anchbx’*i"te, or even of & Stylite. |

Tt is to Greece that we must look for an example
here. >N«a.c young OCreek cultivates by constant
exercise both the muscles of his body and the
faculties of his mind. He passes his mornings in
the Gymnasium, his afternoons in the open air,
conversing with philosophers and sages. He thus
achieves the desired ideal, “mens sana in corpore
sanc:.” As Herbert Spencer justly says in his
excellent book on “Edueation,” theessential thing is
to “maintain sound health, for of what avail are run.lg,
honours, and wealth, to an invalid or a valetudin-
arian 2”  Greek life then must be our model, as it
has .been in the English universitiecs. The onlyJ
thing it lacks iy manual labour, which among the

Greeks devolved upon slaves. This was a grave
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nustake, nay, let us rather say a grave cmm,‘fon it
was the violation of a natural law, a,nd as sugh was
punished by inevitable decgy. Nature Twnands
work from all. Wo all have certain needs, &and we
are all supplied with organs, and an iutel}ligenco to
.direct them in procuring the satisfaction of theso
needs. All organic heings live thus by personal
effort. If we shif¢ off upon others all the labour
necessary to procure our subsistence, we are in-
evitably punished by anwmia, DLy dy-pepsia, by -
melancholy, by spleen; in a word, by all the 8vils
which spring from idlencss and ennui. The man
who desires to preserve as long as possible his health
and strength by obedience to the laws of nature will
exact from himself and regularly perform some
llmd. of bodily exercise. The ancients wexe cueful
;to do this: a good part of each day thcv devoted
to strengthoning and exercising their muscles in

the bath or on the ficld of Mars. For the modern



66 LUXURY.

<

man’ who has no slaves to serve him, gymnastic
exercises of no pdrticular economic value ought to be
suppler;y:.nted by the practice of arms, and by some .
really 'yseful kind of ;nanual labour. This at once
preserves him from effeminacy and ultra-refincment.
Life un%ng the ancients was elegant, but simple.
At Athens and at Rome, cven the man oé ease and
wealth did not crowd his house with such a quantity
of objects as is considered indispensable by us to-day.
Enter one of the houses at Pompeii; you can there
undgrstand at a glance the way the ancients under-
stood life, and the manner in which they lived it.
First and foremost, they sought fhe beautiful ip
everything, and in‘everything gave it the first place.
Art beautified cverything, forums, baths, temples,
every part of a private house, court, garden, walls;
furniture, an¥l even the humblest kitchen utensils.
But they had few needs, and but little means of

satisfying them. Their Ledrooms were like convent-
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cells, with only room for a bed, a chair, and a.:sma\l
“hest, which would not even contain the wardrobe of
a working-man of to-day. Their garments .gvére as

~,

simple as those of the religious orders, consisting of

a linen tunic.and a simple woollen cloak, witich was

nothing but a plain picce of stuff drupéd on the

shoulders. ~Hence, it is easy to sce why they had
no wardrobes. Chapges of fashion were unknown,

and their costume remained the same for more than a

.

thousand years. In their repasts, too, the ancients
were simple and abstemious. Think of how Hopace

was wont to sup, Horace who was yet an epicurcan —

*¢ Vivitur parvo bene cui paternum
Splendet in mensa tenui Splinum.”
Carm. ii. 16.
¢ That man lives happily at a small cost who sees on his
frugal table the shining salt-box of his fathers.”

In another passage, speaking of his mgals, he says:
 Inde domum me .

Ad porri et ciceris refero laganique catinum.”
Sat. i. 6, 115.
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“Then T go home to my dish of leeks or peas, or it may be
some fritters.”

Or again—

0 quando faba Pythagore cognata simulque
Uncta satis pingui ponentur oluscula lardo 2”
. Sat. ii. 6, 63.
“Q wheywill the bean, first cousin to Pythagoras, appear on
my table, and fine herbs seasoned with rich bacon-fat?”

At Athens, people of the highest rank lix;ed on very
little, as the Neapolitans do to-day. Kach could say
with the philosopher, *Omnia mecum porto.i’ “1

.carry my all on my person.” Those giant repasts of
Trimgaleion, and the extravagant expenditure of some
of the emperors, are the fruit of the madness of
absolnte power. We find nothing of the ‘kind in
Greece, or cven at'Rome in ordinary life. In those
days a man’s wants being few in number, he could
devote all his time to the cultivation of his faculties;
to sesthetic pleasures or cares of State, to gymna.stics.
or philosophy, o literaturc or politics, or the

drama.
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Modern luxury and the thousand and one rdquire-
.
-ments of modern comfort are attended by a twofold
inconvenience. First, there is valuable timg wasted
in making the money which is’ spent on these useless
[ ]

trifles, and then there is the waste of the little leisure
that remains on spending it. The whole wifin is thus
drawn into the vortex of material pursuits ; nothi.ng
is left of him for the life of the mind and heart.
Look at the existence of a financier who counts
his millions by tens. lis aflairs gencrally, his
calculations, his clients, his colleagnes take up, his
whole day; and in the evening also, in the midst of
all those pleasures for the sake of which he pursues

»
this chase for wealth, he is stilledrcaming of new
operations by which he may increase a fortune whose
revenues already are sufficient to eover a thousand
times over all the wants that he can imagine or con-
ceive. He is like one overwhelmedsby the weight of

his possessions. No doubt, he is uscful as a wheel in
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the :r}ast machinery of production; but is he walking

in the path thatleads to happiness and to perfection #
“At Pa,ns you may see a man who has enough to
live u).)on till the day of judgment, but who yet works '
incessantly and runs the risk of shortening his days

for the s;x'ke of increasing his means.” (“Montesquieu,

L;ttres Persanes.”) This is the kind of life led by'
those princes of opulence at New York, Astor, Vander-

bilt and Stewart, cach of whom left a fortune of

more than £20,000,000. .

Tgme man of few wants has few cares. He is as gay
as the sky-lark or Lafontaine’s cobbler who sings from
carly dawn. Thanks to the marvels of 'science a?d
mechanics, .we produce in these days so much
wealth that the figures which measure it for the
statistician are so large as to amaze us—and yet ours
is an age of sadness, of pre-occupation and overstrain.
Men do not laugh as once they laughed, nor ﬁndu

amusement where once they found it. There is effort
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and anxiety everywhere, and everywhere mea’ over-

reach and deceive each other. .
Bossuct speaks on this point in his “Treatise on

.
Concupiscence,” and one catnot fail to adnlire the
force and grandeur of his language. “ 'l‘he‘body it
is,” he says, “ which drags us down frowthe loftier
levels of thought, which chains us to the carth, when
we ought to be breathing the pure air of lheaven.”
.

Listen again to the great preacher, as he shows us in a
word what should be the goal of all our cfforts:
“Why will you turn your very necessitics into vanity'?
You must have a house to protect you from t.he air
which might injure you; but this is your weakness.
'You need nourishment to repaip your forces, which
waste and consume every moment; anothcr weak-
ness. You need a bed to lie on when you are tirved,
| where you may seek the slumber whigh swathes and

enfolds your reason: another dgplorable weakness.

And all these needs, which are but witnesses and
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proofs‘ of your miserable weakness, you turn into

means * of displaying your vanity, as if you would
exult in the vcr): infirmitics which compass you on
every sidé.” .

We s@metimes find Bossuet pushing the doctrine of
self-deniai‘ to the cxtent of asceticism, but at
bottom must we not admit that he is right? Is nob
every onc of our nceds a weakness, a subservience to
infirmity, and a temptation to sacrifice true well-
being and the pursuit of right to sensuality ? -Dig-
nity of life, uprightness of conduct, fidelity to prin-
ciple—®are not these most often to be found in con-
junction with great simplicity of living 2= The fewer
one’s wants, the more one is free to follow the dictates’
of (luty; and the less .one is likely to be influenced by
the promptings of cupidity in important matters,
such as the choice of a career, of a wife, or of a
political pa.rty..

In England, we are told by Helvetius in his book,
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“On Mind,” a cabinet minister went one day»l(: a
member of the opposition in the House of Commons
in order to buy his vote, as was then the custom
..frequently practised. He fountl the membez.* Mining
.on a shoulder of mutton, and drinking only, :vater,
and the response he met with was, “I should have
thought the-simplicity of my repast might have savéd
me the insult of your offer.”
The memory of t};c greatest orator of the French
Revolution is tarnished by his venality. Why did
Mirabeau consent to touch a pension out of the king's
privy purse, if it was not to keep up his luxury and
his dissolute life? Whatever may be said against
him, I admire Jcan J acques Rousseau for obstinatcly
refusing all the gifts that were offered him, and con-
tinuing to live in his little room on the proceeds of
“his musie copying.
;,Diogenes one day saw a man drinl.cing water from

the palm of his hand, and immediately threw away
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his bowl to do likewise. Economically, he was
wror;g, for these is more satisfaction and less trouble
in drinking from a glass than from one’s hand; but:
the {dea upon which he acted was, in my opinion,
sensil:lo enough,

When* discussing thjs question of luxury one day I
egpresscd a wish that instead of having fcet which we
must constantly proteet from stones and thorns as
well as from damp, we might have horses’ hoofs, and
so dispense with shoes and stockings and all their
atte.mda.nt discomforts. T was laughed at for this idea,
and it was nicknamed “Sabotism” (sabot = hoof).
But I persist in believing with Bossuet that our
needs are so many weaknesses which divert us fr:)m
the ideal and overwhelm us in worldly interests.
Without wants, we might be like the lilies of the
Gospel, “ which toil not, neither do they spin,” or we

L
might even resemble those persons of independent

means who pass from one delightful spot to
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another, enjoying at their ease the beauties, of
* nature.
I am not forgetting that man is so constituted that
" in his present existence work "is for him a ne?:essary
" condition of physical and moral health ; bubi; it not
desirable, to say the least, that this work %hould be
. distributed in such a manner as to be nowhere so };ro-
longed or so arduoug as to brutalize him ?

Self-denial should not be allowed to go to the
length. of producing coarseness of wmanners or a
numbed state of intelligence, still less, to the n.pgthc—‘
osis of dirt, as in the case of St. Labre; or to sclf-
mutilations, as practised by Lt‘nc fakirs: but of these
things we need have no fear, our age has no leanings
in this direction. The universal bent is towards a
refinement of sensuality, and it is this growing
tendency that we need to combat.

Let us have the courage to set up as models,

Socrates, whose vigorous frame, when in the army,
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eniilﬁ'ed heat, cold and fatigue better than the
vetera"ns, and who being without wants lived only
for philosophy and justice; or, again, St. Paul, en-
during v.vithout shrinking every kind of trial—im-
prisom;le_nt, stripes, shipwreck, poverty, ¢ many
deaths "—sfor the service of truth. The soul of an
apostle in a frame of iron—this is what we must
‘hold up to the admiration of _our age, and the
imitation of our rising generation; not the pursuit
of an over-refined luxury for the pawmpering of

"encrvated tastes, and senses blunted by satiety.



CHAPTER IX.

LUXURY IN RELATION TO THE PROSPERIFY OF
NATIONS.

WE have in the next{ place to consider luxury from
the point of view of national prosperity, and to
ask ourselves if it has a favourable influence on it,
as some maintain.

It is on this point that the most dangerous form
of, error is current. Those who indulge in large
cxpenditure on luxuries flatter® themsclves that
they are thereby bencfiting their fellows, especially
of the labouring class; and the governing classes
Seem to have the samec idea, for therd are certain
functionaries who are allowed sp8cial grants for

the express purpose of setting an cxample of this
77
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kind‘.of dissipation. The most elementary notions
of Political Ecénomy show how completely falla-
cious is this idea. .

The: progress of in:lustry depends on the growth
of capithl, and capital comes by saving. The
waste of money which luxury entails is the very
rev.ersc of saving, and so far from givi.ng an im-
pulse to industry, it, retards if. We must here
recall the wise remark of John Stuart Mill: the
.demand for any commodity does not furnish the
means of producing it. I may wish this year to
buy some velvet, to manufacture which machines
are required, and all kinds of mechanical ap-
pliances. My demand will not furnish this neces-
sary capital. This must be contributed by some-
one who, instead of consuming, has been saving,
We can themefore be useful to the working-classes,

and we can giwe them work to do, not by our-

selves consuming, but by increasing their consump-
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tion, while they produce the tools, engines,, and
preliminary appliances necessary for' a new manu-
facture.
' So far from contributing to raise wages, lgxury
“retards their rise. When is it that the wages of
1.;he working-classes rise, in point of fact.? It is
when capit:a,l increases more rapidly than the
number of workmexs, or, as Cobden puts it, when
two masters run after. one man. But for two
masters to compete over one man in the labour
market, both must first have accumulated capital
‘by saving. It is therefore by saving, and not by
expensive luxury, that it becomes possible to start
new manufactures, and thus to enfploy more work-
men.

.No doubt, in very rich countries luxury does
pot, as a matter of fact, prevent the®growth of
capital, since the national revehues are large

enough to suffice for both. Side by side with
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thé spendthrifts, we find the men who sav
and who accumulate. When a man has a yearh
Inconltlz » which he counts by millions, he can in
dulgeca good many fancies and still make con
siderable savings every year. Before the recen
ﬁn‘ancial‘cl‘isis the annual incrcase of capital ir
England was estimated at about 120 million:
sterling. This increase was employed in the creatior
of new enterprises, not in England only, but al
over the world. . Moreover, can there be any doubl
butethat, if the practico of saving were yet more
general, the risc in value of the whole amount of
productive capital and the gencral ‘growth of ia-
dustry would attain still higher proportions ?

«But,” it will be said, “at least you will not
deny that luxury is good for trade. This is an
axiom which‘every one admits.” ,

J. B. Say tells a story a propos of this. When

at college he used to spend his sundays at the
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house of an uncle of his who went in for good

living seasoned with philanthropy. One day at
dessert the said uncle, having.emptied an old bottle
of choice wine, broke his gla.sses with the I;;mark:
“Everyonc must get a living.” This indident set
young Say thinking. He asked himsolf wh)‘r, if
Lis wncle wished to make a livelihood for the work-
men, he did not Lygak up all the glass and erockery
on his table, as well as his furniturc and his
windc;w-panes? By this means he would give
still more empioyment. On the same plea it follows
that Nero was inspired by truc cconomic principles
vs.'hen he sang over the spectacle of Rome in
flames. .

An economic writer of the time of the restoration
‘in France, and a professed champion of Protection,
by name Saint-Chamant, supposes the case of the
dest;uction of Paris by fire. As a citizen, he deplores

the calamity ; but as an economist he rejoices over it,
B
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He t.l-finks it an excellent thing for labour, to which
it ca.m;ot fail to give a tremendous impulse.

Now,\t}xis is the conclusion to which we arg in-
evitably driven, so lon;;' as we regard not the result
of lab(;ur, but only labour in itself. This is the
fallacy which Bastiat bhas aptly called Sisyphism.
Political Economy, if it procceded on these lines,
would be the science, not of the production, but -of
the destruction of wealth. It is evident that there
is some mistake herey,and it is important that this
'shou}‘d be clearly disentangled, and once for all
refuted.

To 'quote Bastiat again: “ We mist distinguish
what we see from what we do not see.” What “:e
see is the workman replacing what has Dbeen de-
stroyed : what we do not sce is another workman
producing other articles which might have been
paid . for by the money thus employed. Let us

admit, as the English proverb says, that “it is ar
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ill wind that blows nobody any good,” or'.again,
“that every dark cloud has a silver linir.lg.” No
doubt, when J. B. Say’s uncle broke his glasses, he
gave the glass manufacto'z.'y work in supplying
him with others. But if he had not spent, the money
thus, he might have bought some chairs and tables,
or some¢ new and finer glass, by which mesns he
would have given as much in wages and have had
more goods him;elf. His own wealth, and conse-
quently that of hi:q country, would have bcen
increased.

At Paris the monuments which were burnt in 1871
are being rebuilt; undoubtedly this has given
occupation to many trades, byt with the millions
spent on this the Fren'ch might have raised other
monuments, or established schools, or laid down
many leagues of rapilroad. Ultimately, Paris would
heve still had her monuments and palaces, while

France would have gained in addition new educational
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premi:ses,t or new mcans of transport, which, as it
is, she will only obtdin at the price of new sacrifices.

“This is'all very well,” our opponents insist, “but
with these fine theories of yours, which are descended
in a direct ltne from the Porticoes, from the Thebaid,
or even from the tub of Diogencs, you would bring
starvation on thousands of tradesmen and of
artisans.” ,

Let us examine this objection by the light of an
example. A rich banker devotes £40,000 a year' to
dinners, balls, and entertainments of every kind,
and he induces those whom he invites to spend
perhaps three times as much again. The purveyors
of fashions, the tailors, milliners, hair-dressers, and
provision dealers, do a thriving trade and make
their golden pile. The public is delighted. “Trade
is brisk.” Thére comes on the*scenc a preacher
imbued, not with the lax theories of the Church
of to-day, but with the holy rigour of the early
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fathers. He thunders against luxury.. Society
listens, is touched ; socicty reforms. No more balls,
no more festivities. Austerity is the 'Qrevailing
régime ; society seems made up of quakegs. What
will be the result of so great a change ?

It is clear that the bavker and all I;is tribe are
not goirhlg to throw all their money into the river.
What will they «lo with it? One thing is certain,
they will want to' make a profit on it. How, then ?
One has an outlying property long neglected; this
he improves, plants, and drains: he repairs the
buildings on it, and makes roads. Another has a
factory which he will enlarge. A third tajies rail-
way shares, and thus, indirecf,ly, lays down some
yards of railroad. In a word, every one of them
will set labour in motion, and labour of a useful
and productive kind, since they'cou.nt on securing
interest on their investments. 'The same awmount

of money will be spent—for nowadays it is not
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the fashion to Lury onc’s gold underground. The
same amount of lz.l.bour is set in motion, the same
number ‘o‘f' workmen fed; but these are at work in
the courtry where we do not see them, and no
longer in “the hair-dresser’s shop, or behind the
.

countgr, or in the show-room, where they were
constantly in view. There is therefore no suppression
of labour, but it is diverted into new channels,

But let us consider what diffirence this will make
to the wealth of the country. When the lights of
the bafl-room are put out, and the entertainer has
scen the last of his guests, what reﬁlains to show

.
for it ? Nothing, unless it be the stings of wounded.
vanity, the discomforts of an uneasy digestion, the
restlessness of over-strained nerves. Social capital
has diminished in two senses—in commodities, and in
human strcngt‘i). "But in the other case supposed,

€ 3
when the useful works, which gave as much em-

ployvment, are terminated, there remains a field,
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well drained and manured, which will yield “mnore
corn; a forest, better planted, whi.ch will give more
wood ; a new machine set up which wilt ‘tpm out
more manufactured articles; a new line oferailway
constructed which will carry men and merchandise
at chca,pe'ar rates. The couitry will be er;riche(} and
will produce the more. Consequently, in the follow-
ing year the worleman will be better off. The price
of commodities will . diminish, and to work the
increased capital there will be a demand for fresh
hands; wages will rise. There will thus bee profit
on both sides.

» But there are yect other advantages. .I have
hitherto supposed the same amount of capital, di-
vested from cxpenditure on luxury into useful
- channels, to be able to maintain only the same
number of labourers in the country as it had done
in town. But it will, in point of fact, support a larger

number, for wages being lower and living less ex-
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pensive in the country, the same money will pay
more workmen. In the second place, the production
of useful eommodities and of the necessaries of life is
much rgore”stable than that of luxuries, which can
be more® readily dispensed with upon occasion.
When publric confidence s shaken, at the time of any
political or economic crisis, and the rovenue is de-
clining, it will be in the dircction,of these factitious
wants that cconomies will first be practised, by which
means the workmen cngaged in the manufacture of
luxurjes will be thrown out of employment. Also
the changes of fashion will no longer be productive
of such suffering as at present. I ha¥e often seen in
Flanders young girls and children making what is
known as Valenciennes lace. The fashion changes in
favour of Brussels lace, Alengon or Venetian point;
and these budy workers have their wages lowered
to a point which brings hunger and suffering upon

them. Nothing is more heart-breaking than to see
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the spindle in these delicate, skilful, and most; in-
dustrious fingers paralysed by the chprice of some
celebrated dressmaker. Thus luxury not only,arrests
the accumulation of capital, bl;.t also emp]oys. less
*labour, and that of a more precarious and irre.gular

kind, than the production of useful commodities.

. -

“But all the same,” I hear some onc say,  money
must circulate.” Nonsense again, I answer. The
circulation in itself is not what matters. Money
circulat;as nowhere more rapidly than at the gaming
table. Millions are there lost and won, but Wher.ein
is the country the richer ? Money will always
circulate, at least, as long as you do not bury %t in
an old pot; the important point is whether in pass-
ing from hand to hand it has realised an equivalent
-in, permanent improvements and the satisfaction of
real human wants, or whether, instcad of this, it has
::reated the mass of uscless tritles in which the

sengual, the vain, and the frivolous take delight.
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+On some great oceasion we give a display of fire.
works which *ecost £8,000. The philosopher, the
theoldgian, and the economist disapprove ; the idlers
look"on and applaud. “Docs not the money remain
in the country?” This is folly and nothing else.
No doubt the money remains, but wealth to the

. ‘ .
amount that it represents has been dissipated.
There were here two kinds of capital, the one in
money, the other in powder, This powder might
have been used for the extraction of coal or other
miperals  from  the ecarth. or for tunnelling a
hill or an isthmus for the passage of trains or vessels.
When the fireworks have gone of?', nothing remains
but the money. ‘The second capital has vanished in
smoke. To consume is always to destroy. What we
have to insist on is that this destruction should give,
as compensitioh, satisfaction to real wants, or the

creation of some*new means of production.

All consumption is, at bottom, a form of exchange.
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You give a certain actual value : what do you get in
o
exchange? Bodily strength and mental nourish-

‘ment ? then you have struck a good bargain.. “The

L]

means of cxciting pride and vanity, which arc Jess
t‘lmn nothing worth ? then you have bargained Badly.

It follows from what has been’said above that the
State pursucs a senseless and blameworthy polic§ i:l
encouraging its functignaries by grants “for cost of
representation” to set an cxample of luxury ; for by
this means it puts a check on the growth of capital ;
hence on industry and on the rise of wages. It js
desirable, on the contrary, for those who represent
public authority to lead simple and even austere lives.
With a view to this, the democracies of Switzerland
and the United States of America make less difference
'in the amount of salaries. The lower grades are
more highly paid, and the supeitor ®less than
with us.

Economists have unsparingly denounced, and with
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good reason, the subsidies paid to theatres by large
towns on tHe Continent. I would allow the most
a.mr»le expendlture for the spread of light and know-
ledge of hLealthy notions of mnorality, or the taste f01
the beautiful. But who would dare to say that the
stage as it now is, except at such places as the Theatre
i"rangais, has any share in forming taste‘ and elevating
the mind ? As Rousscau sayssin his letter to d’Alem- ‘
bert on theatres, “public, money is spent in opening
schools of bad cxamples and a hot-bed of corrupt
manners.” Is it just that the poor should pay for the
pleasure of the rich, and that contributions should be
levied on all to assure ticket-holders their seats at half-
price ? Too oftén what is really wanted, instead of a
public grant, is a suppression of the license on the
score of injury to public morality. Here again is.
generally ‘plestded that theatrical displays “ecirculate
'money and are’good for trade.” We have already ex-

posed the pernicious fallacies contained in this plea. /
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Owing to the fact that ccofiomic analysis had n'ot
in “those days displayed the absurdtty of these
;not.ions, we find many contradictory statementse on
;;hi's subject in writers of the 18th .::entury. Volba‘i.re
in’ several passages condemns luxury; but in® the
“Mondain ” and others of his writings he extols it,
owi.ng to the influence exerted on him by the thél;
celebrated “ Fable of the Bees,” which is an elaborate
apology for luxury. In Mon.t.esquieu this incoherence
and hesita:ncy ie still more marked. He goes to the
‘root of the matter, and sees clearly that luxury is g
cause of demoralisation and decay, and yet he is
paml):sed in his denunciation of it by the belief,
which he shared with all his century, that luxury is a
source of wealth. Thus he says: “Fashion is an
important matter ; the increasing frivolity of men’s
m.ix.lds is ever multiplying new branches of trade.”
Vol.ta,ire reproduces the same idea in his defence of

the worldling :—
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‘¢ Sachez surtoutrque le luxe enrichit
Un grand Etat, il en perd un petit.
Lé& pauvre y vit de vanités des grands,”

“XKnow then that lu).ury, my friends, which ruins the small State,
Wil bring prosperity and wealth and spleadour to the great ;
The rich man’s vanities become the poor man’s livelihood.”

¢

La Fontaine, too, echoes the universal misconcep-

1

tion:

¢ Je ne sais d’homme nécessaire
Que celui dont le luxe épat.d beaucoup do biens.
Nous en usons, Dieu soit. Notre plaisir occupe
L/ artisan, lo vendeur'. . . .” .

“I know no man so necessary as he whose luxury scatters
treasures everywhere. Heaven only knows how much we con-
sume ! Bub our pleasures give occupation to the artisan and
truédesmnn.”

Even Rousscau thinks that “luxury may be
‘necessary to give the poor a livelihood.” But he,
it is true, goes on to say: “Yet if there were nc
luxury, tkere.,would be no poor.” '

It is of paramount importance to uproot from f:he

public mind this fundamental error of believing
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that luxury is economically uscful, because it feeds

labour. Let it be clearly understoods that ostenta-
ti'on, idleness, and debauchery fritter away the re-
sSources which might otherwise e so advantagcously
‘utilized.  The precepts of morality will not, it .is to
‘%e feared, mect with an immediate responge; but,
at least, let ho one flatter himself in future that”in
cutting the corn before it is ripe, and devouring
capital at its source, ;w is renderingz;, service to his
fellow-men. .

Sismondi in his “New Principles of Political
Economy ” (Bk. ii. Ch. 2.) makes this smtement:———‘.‘ If
the wealthy classes suddenly resolved to live by
la.b‘our as the poor do, and to add, their income to
their capital, the working-classes would be brougﬁt
to_desperation, and would die of starvation very
"soon”  Sismondi forgets that in ordgr te add their
income to their capital they would have to spend it

on machines, or on agricultural improvements, in
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investments of every kinfl, and that thus they would
give employmeht to as many workmen as in buyinf

useless. Juxuries. )
'.

It" is, however, true that any sudden change in.
the ditection of the revenue would ruin those to
whom it Lad previously given a livelihood, supposing
th;:liu to be unable to perform the new kinds <;f
labour required. It would therefore be desirable
that the change should be accomplished gradually.
But there is no reason te fear as yet that the 'v‘voalthy

clagses will all at once betake themselves to russct

gowns and coarse broth.



CHAPTER X.
LUXURY AND JUSTICE.

W have said thgt there was a third aspect in
which we must regard 'luxur&: namely, in its rela-
tion to law and cquity.  We must in fact ask
ourselves whether luxury is compatible with jusfice ?
The whole of Christian tradition, from its source
dgwnwards, answers this question in the ncar'ati\'c.
How many passages might we hot cite from the
Gospels to this effect!  Lazaras is veceived into
Abrabam’s bosom, while the rich man is cast into
tlorments. “It is easier for a camel—dr a cable of
.

camel’s hair—to pass through the ieedle’s eye, than

for a rich man to enter into the Kingdom of God.”
97 @
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“Woe unto them that are iich, for they find their

happiﬁess in this world” Luxury, which is the
selfish and unprincipled use of wealth, thus stands
absolutely condemned 'll)y Christian ethies.

The.fathcrs of the Church recognise a kind of
cquality of vights. Those who have a superfluity of
wealtl cannot lawfully spend it all on themselves.
It is their duty to share it with Ehose who lack even
the bare necessaries of life. As Salvien says, “the
rich is only the steward of the poor.” M. Baudrillart
quot(e)s a passage from a sermon of Bourdaloue
on Almsgiving in which this doctrine is most
expliditly set forth: «According € the law of
nature,” he says, “all things ought to be the common
property of all.  As all men are equally men, no
one man by himself and by his own nature has any
richts more e extensive or better established than
any other. Thuseit scemed natural that God should”

give them the good things of the earth that they
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might gather its fruits, dach according to his present
need. . .. When™ the rich mah gives alms, let

him not flatter himself on the score of.diberality,

g

for in giving it he is but acquitting himsg.lf of a
debt which the poor can lawfully claim from him,
and which he cannot without injustice refuse.” The
Church, however, has but one remedy to offm“'ﬁ)r this
inequality of cond'itions and the luxury which results
from it: and this remedy is almsgiving, always alms-
givil;g, and nothing else. But what is to be done
when Political  Economy, by an appeal to, facts,
demonstrates that almsgiving engenders idleness,
.mendicity, inertia, and debasement of cluu'ac'ter, and
that when ultimately analysed it is scen to be
iniquitous, since it is itself exploited in one form or
,other, by rent or by taxation, from those who toil for
the benefit of those who do noté¢ & B. Say, who
may be called the Adam Smith of France, shows

very clearly that a too unequal distribution of wealth
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is the source of luxury. “The too great inequality
.

of fortunes is hostile to every form of consumption
properly-so called. It developes imaginary wants,
and at th(, same time real wants are less and less
cfﬁmcntly‘ supplied.  The extremity of misery and
the surfeit “of wealth stand everywhere side by side.
The t?)'x"ﬁ wrung from onc portion of huma.nity pro-
vides for the uceds of the other portion. Splendid
colonnades, and loathsome ‘hovols; the rags of
poverty, and the exacting demands of luxury; in a
word, the most uscless profusion in the midst of the
most urgent need.”

Monfesquicu admits with Bourdaloue that “pris,
vate fortunes have increased only at the cost
of a loss of mnecessary physique to a large part
of the nation: this loss, then, must be made good
to them.” Aml low does he propose to do this ?
By certain kinds of cxpenditure on the part of the

rich, to be imposed, if need be, by the Governmen
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The great political writer's solution is even .worse

than the great pulpit orator’s. The authors of the
French Revolution, and the ct)mpllels of the French
Civil Code caught a ghmpso of the true solutlon
and endeavoured, though with 1nsufﬁ(:icnt logie,
perhaps, to follow it up. This solution consists in
btinging. about such a distribution of wcuitﬁ as to
endow the largest, possible nwmnber of citizens with
property in some shape or form. Let every one
hold some property in land or in stocks or de-
bentures ; in a word, « liltle capital.  Demogralise
property. The result will be that every man will
enjoy the produce of his own labour to the full, and
this baneful luxury, which is the inevitable result of
extreme incquality, and which is condemmed no less
.by economic science than by Christianity, will alto-
gether disappear. Then, if the protrress of mechanics
allows of the multiplication and ‘refinement of pro-

ducts, at least they will be brought within the reach
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of all.. :I‘his is the state of things which already ex-
ists in those couhtries where civil laws, and the
usurpatlons of fcuda,hsm and royalty, have not
destxoyed the agrarian system or the forms of
property handed down from primitive times.

Voltaire, {VV]IO, like the rest of his contemporaries,
said m‘any foolish things on the subject of‘ luxury,
has yet a very sensible passage relating to it in his

»

“Dictionnaire Philosophique.” “If by luxury we
mean everything over and above what is actually
necessagy, then luxury is a natural result of human
progress; and, to be logical, every one who opposes it
ought to bolieve with Rousseau that the id;al state
of happiness and virthie for man is that not even of
the savage, but of the ourang-outang. It is felt, how-
ever, that it would be absurd to regard as an evil
commodities which &ll men enjoy. The word luxury,

therefore, is generally restricted to those superfluities

which only a small number of individuals can in-
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dulge. In this sense, luxury is a neeessatys out-
come of property—without which ‘no socicty could
exist—and of a great inequagty of fortunes which
.
is the result, not of proprietary rights in theypselves,
but of bad laws. Luxury then is the *offspring
-of bad laws, and by good laws it may bc.dcstl‘oycd.
Moralists should address their sermons to lcgiéil,to1's,
and not to private,individuals, because it is possible
in this order of things that a man virtuous and en-
lightened should have power to make reasonable
laws, while it is not to be expeeted from human
naturce that all the rich men of a country shiould give
yp, for virtue’s sake, procuring themselves in cx‘change
for money all the varied enjoymehts of the pleasure-

seeking and the vain.”



CHAPTER XL
STATE LUXURY.

THER.E {3, in my opinion, but one kind of luxury
which is justifiable, and that is puldic or State luxury
and this only on condition that it is well and wisely
directed. .

M. ,Baudrillart has some excellent remarks -on
this subject. Here are some of them :—“From
time to time the State will invite the publ‘ic to enjoy
certain pleasures, stich as public gardens, fountains,
or theatrical displays. Again, it will display the
treasures of beauty to multitudes who are cut off.
from the posselsioft of statuary or paintings. It keeps

up museums for the arts, libraries for science and

literature, exhibitions and shows for industry. In all
104
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its forms, in fact, this cllective luxury, if well

directed, is profitable to all. 1t rafses the general
level and fertilises the genius of production,. This
.kind of luxury furthermore h';s one striking: ad-
vantage: it takes away from pomp and di.splay
that character of selfishness and isolation ‘Which it
l.)ears when it is the affair only of private individfials.
It places within 1'eacl‘; of the many enjoyments which.
are the habitual portion only of the rich, and which
are by i:hem displayed oniy to a few, and by transient
glimpses.” .

In the last chapter of this look which we
baye so much quoted, M. Baudvillart examinet the
question of the reforms to le intreduced into State
luxury, and his views on this point are very just and
" very useful.  The more demoeratic socicty becomes,
_iihe more the State is justified ineintervening to

encourage truc art, which is the only form of luxury

it should allow itself. At Athens, under Pericles, two
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thirds of the revenue was devoted to public monu-

ments. Pindar’says”in the 7th Olympiad: “In the

day when the Rhodans shall ercet an altar ta

Minegva, a rain of gold will fall upon the isle” The
golden rain which falls on any people when litera-
ture and’ the fine arts-are cncouraged as they deserve
to 1»?3, is & shower of pure and disinterested delights.

. Felix Ravaison justly says, iy, speaking of Ar/ in
the Schovls (“Dictionnaire de Pédagogie ¢t d'Instruc-
tion Primaire”): “Though education, ought at first to
be garried on by means of real things and medels,
this is only that these may serve as vehicles to cany
the mind upwards to the sublimest ‘iutcllectnal
heights.”  Would *the baser superfluitics, and coarse
and degrading kinds of consumption hold so much
place in the desires of the masses if these could
learn, in evet sd® small a mcasure, to take delight in,.

that kind of divihe and healthful intoxication, which

is produced through the ear and through the eye, by



STATE LUXURY. 107
R - .
sweet harmonies and by falr proportions ? Might

not the man of the people, on whom the curse of
matter weighs with so heavy a.'load, find the best
k.ind of alleviation for his hard condition, if his .c:ycs
were open to what Leonardo da Vinel calls la belleza
‘deZ mondo, “ the beautiful things of the carth” if he
too were thus. prepared to enjoy the splendours which
he secs prof'u;;ely scattgred through all this vast uni-
verse, and which, becoming, as Pascal puts it, pereept-
ible to the heart, will soften his cadness, and give him
a preséntiment and foretaste of higher destinies? o
This is a question which touches on so many
diffowent intercsts that a whole volume might. be
written uponit. I will not dwell onl it further here.
I am completely at one with M. Baudrillart in his
.conclusions on this point, and I believe that states-
men and administrators would find in his Pook much

excellent advice to follow.



CHAPTER XIL

LUXURY AS CONNECTED WITH DIFFERENT FORMS
OF GOVERNMENT.

I mAVE still a few words to say on lukury as con-
nected with different forms of government. The
subject 15 so vast that I cannot here do more than
touch the fringe of it. M. Baudrillart has a
chapter on it, and many of his remarks arg pro-
fotindly truc. But here again I am inclined to be a
little more of a puritan than he.  He seems to a.c'llmit
that under a menarchy a certain mecasure of luxury
is a necessity. “The monarchy could hardly be sup-
posed to do without external state. A certain amoynt
of this is neccseary to monarchical institutions.”
Further, he believes that Montesquieu, if he Wroze

to-day, would no longer say as he does: “In the
108
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republics, where there is etuality of wealth, there
cun be no luxury; it is indeed+in this very tl.ling
tl_m,t the exccllence of a republic consists, angd the
less luxury there is, the more I;.erfect the republic.
In all republies where this cquality is noé .lost
“sight of, the commercial instinct and the promptings
of industry and virtue combined make it pogsible
to every one to live on his own resources, and con-
sequently therc is litt.le or no luxury.” I believe,
on the .contmry, that M;)ntcsquieu would find, in
the geperal aspect of the world to-day, many go.od
rcasons for mot changing his opinion. There ought
not to be luxury either in monarchy or republic.

“We are talking of humanity asdt is, and not of
humanity as it might be,” says M. Baudrillart.

No doubt we must take the actual for our start-
“ing-point; but in treating of morale science it is

.

no less certain that our search shoudd be for what

might be, and above all for what ought to be. There
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1s an ideal to be pursued ; this it is which economists,

to x(ny mind, have too often forgotten.

In, olden times the pomp and pageant of kings
was, no doubt, us:;ful, not to the people, but for
the?maintenance of the throne; for which, as did.
the ceremonial of religion, it inspired a superstitious
awe, and reverence. The sovereign, in the blaze
of magnificence which surrounded his throne,
appeared as an all-powerful deity. Luxury was
onc of the bases of powcr: To-day these sﬁlendours
no longer have power to impose; théy only irritate;
this is proved by the response made by the regicides
somic time ago at Berlin, Madrid, end Naples.
“Why did you wish to kill the king?” Passanante

was asked. And he replied: “Because he is the

chief among the spoilers of the pcople who are

reduced tec misery by their exactions. I have no
hatred against King Humbert in himself, for he

is good and devoted.”



DIFFERENT FORMS OF GOVERNMENT. ' 111

—_ —F
Montesquieu thinks that a monarchy must surround
L]

ttself with luxury and corruption %o prevcnt. the
people from longing for liberty. The kings of
to-day understand that devotf:)n to public ‘ends
and simplicity of life are the best titles to the. love
of their country. XKing Humbert, like his father,
Vietor Ewmmanucl, who was a soldier and hungsinan,
has a horror of pomp and ceremonial. At Vienna
L]
again, while on the “Ring” superb palaces aie
springil'lg up, the Emper;)r of Austria continues to
live in the olu fortress of his ancestors, and he is
L]
right in not desiring another. King Leopold of
Be].gium comes upon his private purse fore the
rrsfeans of generously cncouraging literature, art,
and agriculture, and of furthering that great phil-
anthropic work, the civilisation of Central Africa.
Is not Queen Victoria also foolighly 4 reproached
for setting an example of cconomy?  The people

would be still less likely to forgive luxury
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in. the high dignitarie5 of a republic than in

kings. It would shock them as a kind of scandal,
for they would see in it the ostentation of g
pa'rv’gnu, whose snp;rﬂuitics would be taken from .
the necessaries of the workers.

A mischiecvous notien has beecome eurrent, to the
effect that happiness consists in great ‘wealth. Ii‘,
Js for the chiefs of a great republican State to show
that the highest functions are compatible with
the greatest simplicity, and that they are some-
thing quite other than a weans of procuring for
one’s sclf all the refinements of sensuality and
pride(.

Montesquieu was right in maintaining that demo-
cracy excludes luxury beeause it discourages extreme
inequality. “If in any State,” he says, “riches are
equally disttibuted, there will be no luxury, for it

is fonnded only *on commoditics that one procures

through the labour of others.”
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“ History sufficiently shows us,” says M. Coy;rcclle-
Seneui], “that luxury springs' up <.)nly among those
who acquire wealth without wogk—cither by bhmbling,
or by war, or by intrigue.”

We must not forget that all the ancient demo-
cracics perished under the stress of social conflicts.

.The same’ danger is always before our eyess and it
breaks out from timg to time in fearful catastrophes.

Enlightened by the knowledge of these facts, no
Writel: has understood better than did Aristotle the
formidable problem presented by the establishgnt of
a democratic system. In his admirable work, tho
“ Politics,” he shows at once the peril and the
remedy. “Incquality,” he says, “Is the source of all
revolutions.” (Bk. V., chap. i) “Men being equal
in one rospect have desived to be in all; equal in

_.liberty, they have desired an ahsolfite equality.
Not obtaining it, they are persuaded that they are

muleted of their rights, and raise an insurrcetion.”
I
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The" only method, he believes, of preventing in-
surrcctions and srevolutions is to avoid too great
inequality. “Let even Athe poorest,” said he, “ have
"a little inheritance.” - This is precisely what was
eﬁ‘ecte(cl by the French Revolution, and it is a fact
that twiee over the, cstablished order has been.
maintained by these very “country folk ”'with their
small inheritances.

‘ It is in this same dircction that we must continue
to move. The popularisatim; of property is the only
solid‘ basis of democracy. When the head of eyery
family owns a little land, a house, some stocks, or
bonds or some stable sourde of income, tficre will 1o
longer be any social revolution to fear. The labour-
ing classes, from their infaney, and in their schools,
must be taught to acquire the practice and habit of
thrift. The ( government must facilitate in every
possible way the cacquisition of property ; repeal all

the laws which tend to keep it in the hands of a
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few, and substitute for them laws caleculated tb'.bring
it within reach of the greatest possible numbe;.

As for the leisured classes, it is their duty. to assist
this emancipatory movement. A striet aplziication
to work, love of the ficlds and country, simplicity of
life, high moral and intellectual culture:—theso are
the exambples they must set before the eyes of the
people.

Christianity was right: wealth has its obligations,
Thosé who lave ab their disposal the net produce of
the country ought to use their superfluous wealth,
not in multiplying and refining material cnjoyments,
or in exciting the unhcalthy promptings of°*vanity
“and pride, but in works of public usefulness, as do
already many leading citizens in America, and more
than one Sovereign in Europe. The Gospel has
brought salvation, even in this werlds The ancient

' democracies perished in corruption and civil strif

because, being founded on slavery, thev could not
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maintdin a just social onganisation. Modern de-
mocru.c‘y will escape these perils if it succeeds in
realising.the ideal proposed by Christ, and imaged by
the Ld(rd’s Supper of “primitivc times—that of true
human brother ood.

Volbaire,: on his side, was also right ; it will not be
the sermons of preachers nor the arguments of
economists that will bring about the disappearance of

luxury, but the slow and continuous progress of

institutions and of laws.



LAW AND MORALS IN POLITICAL
ECONOMY.






CHAPTER L

POLITICAL ECONOMY AS RELATED TO OTHER BRANCHES
OF SOCIAL SCIENCE.

PorrricaL Keonomy is closely connected with th.e
other sciences of the same group; those, namely,
which deal with philosophy, religion, morality, law,
and politics. The object of Political Economy is
to determine what laws and what institutions are
'most favourable to the productivity of labolw, and.
ultimately to the growth and §ust distribution of
*wealth.

I have found in the “ Encyclopwedeia Awmcricana,”
what I think is a very good defthitien of Political
Teconomy. “The object of Politkal Economy is to

stuly the conslitution of governwents and laws,
119 .
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juldi¢igl, social, and ﬁnanci\_al institutions, education,
religri(m, mauners  and  customs, the soil, the
geographical position, c'linmte, the arts, in so far
as all these circumstabces afleet the character and
condition of nations velatively to publie wealth,
that is to the production, distribution, and con-
sumption of all things uscful and agreeable in
life.” ‘

"Roussean  almost detined it when at the first
appearance of the “ Contrat Social,” he said: “I
wish to discover if there ean be in the civil order
some legitimate and stable system of adwministration,
iaking men as they are and laws as theg ought to
be. I shall endeavour always, in this investigation,
to associate the dictates of right with those of
interest, so that justice and utility may not be in
any degree at Yuriz}ucc.” The alliance of right with
interest, of justice with utiliby—this is the main

and most important point.
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It is too often forgotter® that this is the ligfntn in
‘which the creators of Political “Economy, the Phy-
siocrats in France, and Adam_ Smith in KEnagland,

. .
regarded the seience which they founded. Political
Feonomy,” says the latter, “ regavded as a brineh of
seience for statesmen and legislators, has two proper
o.bjccts: to render the citizens capable of proeuring
for themsclves abundant means of subsistence, and
to furnish the government with a revenue propor-
tionate .to the public serviee; in a word, to enrich
the people and tl: sovercign.”  We have, theng to
deal with State laws and not with natural laws.

Bpt, it has been said, it is not then a science at
all, it is gn art: and it has been proposed to
constitute on the onc side a science, to deal with
;genera,l and incvitable laws, and on the other an
'a,}'ﬁ, to study the methods of applyihg these laws.
But this is to forget that if we apply the term art

to every kind of knowledge which pursues an end,
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all* the moral sciences would deserve this name.
Moral Science 'prop(;rly so called does not content
itself with describing human passions as they are;
it lays down what men ought to do, what duties"
they should fulfil, and what virtues they ought to
pra,ctise.r Jurisprudence aims at (leterlgixling wh&j;'
laws ought to be adopted in order that justice may
«be donme.  Political science studies what are the
forms of government and of institutions that ought
to flourish among any given people in order that
they may attain the highest degree of civilisation-
and of prosperity of which they are capable.

Tl:e moral sciences have all the same ead in vivw :
to lead men up to good, to happiness, to perfection.
Need they, therefore, be called arts? I think nbt.
Art begins only when we study the means ‘of
winning ac‘cept;.nce for the rules of action which
these sciences have discovered.

The. economist ought to have in view an ideal:
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namely, the well-being ol a,li, in conformity with,the

p.rescriptions of what is just. He will.then seck out
what laws and what institutionsglead to this,'t:mk_ing
into account human nature in general, andethe
‘temperament of each people in particular, and r.clying
6q the facts presented to him by history, by st.atistics,
and by the deseriptions of different countries he
can obtain. He wilb draw out the relations of
cause and cffect and deduce from thence practical
rules.

Thu$ an innmense horizon opens before us.  We gre
no longer occupied only in stating these so-called
natural laws of which we hear so much, and which
are nothing but simple truisms, or in analysing with
xlnor'e or less detail the effects of the law of supply
and’ demand, but in studying what are the laws and
what the institutions which a socicty ought to adopt

| ]
in order to arrive at the highest good.

In this order, a preliminary question presents itself
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all the moral sciences would deserve this name.
Moral Science .propf;rly so called does not content
itself with deseribing human passions as they are;
it lays down what men ought to do, what duties"
they should fulfil, and what virtues they ought to
practise.‘ Jurisprudence aims at deternfiuing what
laws ought to be adopted in order that justice may
<be done. Political science studies what are the
forms of government and of institutions that ought
to flourish among any given people in order that
they may attain the highest degree of civilisation:
and of prosperity of which they are capable.

Tl:e moral scicnces have all the same éhd in view:
to lead men up to good, to happiness, to perfection.
Need they, therefore, be called arts? 1 think not.
Art begins only when we study the means “of
winning acl:eptdnce for the rules of action which
these sciences have discovered.

The economist ought to have in view an ideal:
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namely, the well-being of alf, in conformity with,the

p.tescriptions of what is just. He will.then seck out
v?'hat laws and what institutionsglead to this,'t‘a,lging
into account human nature in general, andethe
‘temperament of each pcople in particular, and r::lying
611_ the facts presented to him by ‘history, by st:xtistics,
and by the descriptions of different countries he
can obtain. He wilb draw out the relations of
cause and effect and deduce from thence practical
rules.

Thus an immense horizon opens before us.  We #re
no longer occupicd only in stating these so-callcd
nat\}ral laws of which we hear so much, and which
are nothing but simple truisms, or in analysing with
more or less detail the cffects of the law of supply
'-z;nd'demand, but in studying what are the laws and
what the institutions which a society o.ugh.t to adopt
in order to arrive at the highest good.

In this order, a preliminary question presents itself



124 LAW AND MORALS IN POLITICAL ECONQAMY.

- -
f

wliich brings out thé close connection between
cconomic and political science.  Which form of
government is mogt favourable to the increase of
we:rxlth? This point is not dealt with in mzmual;a,
but some writers, among them Montesquieu and:
Tocque“ville, have thrown light upon it. I will quojoé,
for iustance, such words as these, in th;s “« Eprit des
Lois :” “Countrics are not cpltivated by rcason of
their fertility, but Dby reason of their liberty.”
“Despotism is like the savage who cuts down the
tree to gather the fruit.” I may refer likewise to the
following admirable chapters. “How in the
democratic state cquality is cstablished by laws”
(v. 6), and that entitled “ Luxury in China,” which
containg a burning satire on the abuses of the ancient

.

régime *; again the 18th Book :—*“On the relation.

‘ «

1 «¢Qur ancestors,’ said an Emperor of the Tang dynax:y,
¢ considered it a maxim that if therc was one man who did no
labour, and one woman who altogether failed to spin, then there
was someone in the empire who suffered from hunger and cold,’
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which the levying of taxgs and the greatness :.of
public revenuecs bear to liberty ;” sthe 18th, “ On Taws
in conncetion with the nature of the soil;” the, 20th,
“On laws in relation to comme'x.'cc,” and, finally; the
whole book which deals with population. )
Roussehu again puts forth here and there very
p'rofound views on this subject, as when he shows by
the examples of Greeece, Rome, and the Italiar
Republies that the a,gi.tations produced by liberty arc
less fatal than the 1‘epose. of despotism. “ Riots and
civil wars are formidalle enoug!l to those in authority;
but it is not they which cause the real unhappir:ess
of the people” Their true prosperity or calamity
springs out of their permanent conditipns. When all are

cryshed under the yoke, then everything droops and
. .

and’ on this principle he caused an immense nwnber of
monasteries of bonzes to be destroyed.  So, many men being
desmpied in making the clothes for one, how in the world can
there fail to be many who lack clothing ? There are ten men to
consume the revenue to one who labours to produce it : how in
the world can there fail to be numbers who lack nourishment ?”
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withers, and their rulers destroy them at their ease—
“ ;b’i solitudigem ., fuctunt pacem apellant ”—they
have gxude a desert, and call it peace. Greece was
vigorous and ﬂourisi‘linq of old, in spite of the most
cruel wars; blood flowed in torrents, and, neverthe- '
less, the, fields were cqvered with men. 3

“It seemed,” said Macllia\;elli, “that in the midst
of m\;rders, proscriptions, civil wars, our republic
became but thc more powerfﬁl: the virtue of its
citizens, their manners, their independence, had
more effect in strengthening than all its dissensions
in weakening it. A little agitation gives a spring
to the mind, and it is less to peace than to liberty
that the race owes what prosperity it ‘ha.s." 'E‘his
is an instance of how history throws light on
economic problems. '
Rousseau makes another remark which is

strikingly true: “Our laws ought to be such that

as a means of acquiring abundance, labour should
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be always necessary and never useless.” And aga:.in,
a saying which constantly (?cwrred to my ;nind
when I was travelling recently in Russig; At
each palace which I see rise ir.; the capital, in’ my
mind’s eye I seem to sce a whole countr).r-side
reduced to ruins.”

" If anyoné wishes to have an idea of the, effect
of bad government let him read the history of the
decay of Spain from.Philip IL. onwards, or let him
cross the deserted l)lain.s, the bare hill-sides, the
fever stricken valleys of Asia Minor, and thinlf of
the wealthy citics and the immense populations
which in the olden days inhabited that beadtiful
country.

Tocqueville has drawn a never-to-be-forgotten
pigture of the influence of democracy in the pur-
suit of wealth. “All the causcs thatenourish in

the human heart the love of theegood things of

this  world develope commcerce and industry.
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Equality is one of these causes. It favours com-

mer;:e, not dirveetly I giving men a taste for business,
but indirectly in strengthening and universalising
" '
in li}cn’s minds the desire for well-being.” “I do
not kunow,” he says again, “if one could name a
single - commercial and manufacturing pco}le, ﬁ'orbn.
the Tyrians down to the Florentines and the English,
which has not been a free people. There is there-
fore a close relation and mneccssary connection be-
tween these two thing’s, liberty and industry.” N
How clearly he points out the danger involved,
even from a purely economic point of view, in seek-
ing salvation from absolute power! “Men who have
a passion for material enjoyment usually discover
how much the agitations produced by liberty dis-
turb their prosperity long before they perccivo how
liberty itsell setves to ensure it, and when the least
sound of popular passion penetrates the petty

pleasures of their private life, they are aroused and
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disquicted at once; for a long time the fe'm: of
anarchy keeps them incessantly im suspense, and
,always ready to part with the.ir liberty at,the first
symptoms of disorder. A nation which expects
from its government nothing but the ma,int.enance
of order 1s already, in its heart, a slave: it i¢ the slave
‘of its own prosperity, and at any moment {he man
may appear who will actually place it in chains.”
Here we have thc. events of 18532 predicted Iong:r
beforchand. .

The same writer shows also great insight and
observation in the chapters in which he deseribes
tle characteristics of modern industry, and tit rclas
tions betwecon employer and employed which result
thercfrom.

. In Dupont White’s clever and thoughtful works
we see again abt cvery page thescloge conncetion

between Economies and Politics.

Another chapter might be written, and would con-
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tain anore than one piquant and instructive paragraph,
L3

on the influence cxerted by different forms of worship
on the productivity of. labour and the prosperity of
nation.q, What renders labour productive is the
application of science to industry, and the _mainten-
ance of jt.lstice in laws’ Every rcligion, then, which
condemns the study of nature, or which c;onsecrateé
deep-scated iniquitics or great absurdities, would
prove an obstacle to economic progress. The ancient
religion of China, and the creed of Zoroaster, both
placed agriculture and the planting of trees in “the
rank of acts of picty. Hence the great prosperity of
Ehinauand Persia afterwards, while to thig*day the
Parsecs in India are almost all very rich, and th;3
Chinese make their fortunes cverywhere. :
The Mosaic creed proved also very conducive to the

progress of etonomic well-being. It transformed the,
barren rocks of Phlestine into an extremely flourish-

ing and fertile country, witb an abundant food
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supply, and ten times richer and more populoug than

the Palestine of our time. - Bofore our eyes to-day,
the followers of Moses becomg everywhere' the kings
of commerce and of finance. In some countrees, such
as those of Eastern Europe, where the popuia,tion has
not y.et wholly recovered from the cﬁ'ccts.of oppres-
sion, as soon as the way is open to free competition,
the Jews carry thg day so triumphantly against all
comers that exceptional measures are passed to
handicap them, and sometimes they are even inas-
saéred, as in Russia.

Mahomedanism has been the ruin of all countrigs
.wherc it has reigned supreme, with the cxccp.bion of
Egypt, which, thanks to the beneficent Nile, it could
‘not altogether devastate. Its dogmas differed but little
from those of Judaism; but it established despotism,

Jisdained science, and inculeated a halit of fatalistic
indifference this was quite sufficient to storilize

everything. The cult which began by burning the
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librarty of Alexandria could'not be favourable to the
advance of enligh.tenmfcnt, nor, consequently, to the
accumulation of wealths!

Christianity, by preparing the way for the enfran-
chiscmen£ of all mankind, and by introducing every-
where idea; of equality and justice, brought about the
magnifieént cxpansion of modern civilisatio;l. To be
convinced of this we have only to compare the
powerful position of the Christian States with those of
-other countries, and to note that the freest and most
prospérous peoples are preciscly those which by re-
Jigious reform have approached most nearly to the
princir:lcs of the Gospel. More than this, the scots
which have applied'thcse principles in almost all thei1.‘
strictness—the Quakers in England and Ameriea, the
Mennonites in Holland and Germany, have no
paupers, and Slmost all their members are in casy or

[}
opulent circumstances. A Quaker lives cxactly as

1 See my book on the Balkan Peninsula, 11. Ch. 6,
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Jesus would have men li\.re, and as Political Ecdnomy
to-day advises. He works steadily and with «ardour ;
he is sober ; he avoids luxﬁry in his clothing and in
his house ; he helps his fallow-men, a,nd at  the
same time he saves; he thus t‘rucbiﬁes. tndustry,
" creates capital, and lays the foundations of liberty.
It is the spirit of the I’ilgrh;l Fathers to which is due

the astonishing development of the United States.



CHAPTER IL
POLITICAL ECONOMY AS RELATED TO MORALITY.

(QUESTIONS of morality lic at the very roots of
Political Economy. For of what(, in fact, docs its
subject-matter consist? The accumulation of wealth.
But what is wealth ¢ It is, as Roscher justly says,
everytliing which satisfies a true human need—a need,
sl is, wvorthy of human nature and recogniged by“
human reason ; in a word a rational need.

Now, who is to say what are rational needs ? It is
for hygiene to determine what are the real require-
ments of the b?dy, and it is for morality to preseribe
within what limits it is right to give them satisfaction.

The moral law condemns on the one hand the asceti-
134
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cism which canonises Simo.n Stylites for living pgrched
on the summit of a column, or Saint Labre for li-vi;lg in
dirt and idlencss; and, on the other hand, the Sybarite
who awakens amid the scent of rose leaves z.u.ld.whom
the service of a thousand domestics cannot sa,.tl'sfy.

It is not right to so abuse a.nd mortify thg body that
it can no- longer be the instrument of the mind, but
neither is it right to soften and enervate if; s0 that
it keeps us incessanfly occupied with its fancies. Tle
Grecks, as I said before, may serve us as models in
thi.s respect. They took much thought for the body,’
but only to fortify and invigorate it so that it might be
insensible of fatigue, proof against the weather, nusk
hjmost beyond the reach of disease. At the same
time, they carried on the cultivation of the mind by
discussions on philosophy and politics, and by the
pursuit of art considered as a meang of fducation.

Moral teaching at all times has preached moder-

ation of desircs. On the other hand, most cconomists
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regn?rd it as a cause for congratulation that the de-
sires 6f man arg unljmited : because thus, however
rapid progress nmchine.ry may make, there will
always be as much wo%k to be done. Of these con-
ﬂictingld‘octrines, which is the right one ? Kvidently
that held,by the moralists. If machinery shortens
the time nccessary for affording satisfaction to
«
rational wants, arec we to use this leisure which
science has won for us in manufacturing useless
trifles, solely to make work ? This is what Bastiat
“calls “sisyphism,” that is, making work for work’s
sake, ‘digging holes in order to fill them up, pouring
swater into the Danaid’s cask; and yet Bastiat de-
- )
clared this sisyphism to be nccessary for solving the
problem of machinery. Shall we invent childish
fancies, for no reason but to give employment to
workmen ? 1’& sensible man, having once by per-

fecting his processes of work arrived at procuring

what he requires in a day’s work of eight hours, will
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not surely devote the rest of hLis day to embroidgring
*his cuffs or carving himself trinkets. Like .thc
Athcnian citizen he will put on a garment of wool
and go to hear Socrates lccturc': to applaud a play of
Sophocles, or to carry on a discussion wi.t}; De-
mosthenes. It is thus that the human rage should
'employ itself. Sece the shops in our large .towns:
what lost labour does this innumerable variety of
uscless objects reprc;ent, and how much better it’
would have been to have devobed it to the manu-
facture of mnecessarics! The supreme utility of
machinery is not to allow of the indefinite dcv:,-lop-
me.nt of luxury, but to assurc to everyone the pecess
saries of life, and to leave men leisure for cultivation
of their minds, for the enjoyment of nature and of
the society of their fcllowmen. Our inaterial wants
are the chaims which enslave us. To, sati.sfy them re-

L3
quires a sacrifice of time, the precioys and too scanty

material of which our lives arc made. He who be-
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cofags their slave renounces liberty to devote himseltﬁ
in tpeace to the pleaspires of an idle life. .
Economists have be;:n wrong to disregard on thi.s}
point the words of ;horalists, both pagan and Chris-'
tians. Lrue economic science is in complete agreement
with true morality. '
It is the moralist again who must deal with this
fundamental question: is everything wealth which
"has an exchangeable value 2 D(xpont de Nemours, the
latest of the Physiocrats, exiled from France at the
Restoration, wrote on the 22nd of April, 1815, from the
vessel which was carrying him to America to J. B,
“Bay, reproaching him for having confined the dom.ain
of Political Economy within too narrow limits. “TIt
is,” he maintains, “ the science of justice applied to all
social relations. You hold that cverything that can
be exchanged is wealth. Lais and Phryne take in
exchange for their favours large sums of money:

must we conclude from this that they are wealth-
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producers, and that a country is prosperous in pr-'b-
portion to the number of girls it ,contgins who nfaL.:c
money by their charms? No, » he adds truly, “good
women are, the nation’s true treasureb, whose price
is in inverse proportion to their passing from, fand
to hand.”.

'An author writes an immoral book, which s?l]s to
a hundred editions and brings him in £2000. Those
who buy it are worth less than they were before they
read it: they will fulfil their duties less cfficiently.
Is this book, whose salc has brought such enormous
profits to publisher and author, a form of wealth ? )

The English sell the Chinese 12 millions worth of
opim;l yearly : is that really wealth ? Clearly not.
As a matter of fact, if the Emperor had all this opium
flung into the sea, so far from China’s losing by it,
she would gain immenscly by having fewer of her

pe'of).lc brutalised and incapable of working. Can

that be called wealth the loss of which enriches?
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@pium has a value for the merchant, when he finds -
'

p'edple foolish, enoygh to give him in exchange for
it the money which' will procure him useful com-
moditics. But for tho nation_ and for the race it h;xs
no 'va;lue, since it serves only to produce stupefaction
and idjocy. It is the same in a less degree v'vith,
tobacco and strong liquors.  These -are poisons
produced at the cost of labour and capable of ex-
change, hence, according to the economists, they are
forms of wealth—and yet their complete destruction
would be a benefit to mankind. We must then
di.‘stinguish between true and false wealth, and it is
to gorals and hygicne that we must look to make
this important distinction.

The influence of the moralist is felt at every step
in dealing with economic ucstions. The basis of‘
credit is‘conﬁdence, and confidence rests on the

security of honesty and of good laws. Where

commercial good faith is lacking, credit cannot exist,



ECONOMY AS REIATED TO MORALITY. 141

-

or the rate of interest wile be cxorbitant. Theye
would be an end of industry if therd were nov.el' a
cashier but drained the contexi.ts of the cash-box,
not a treasurer but manipulated his accounts, I}(.)t a
director but made false balance-sheets in orller to
dispose of his shares, not a promoter of enterprise
but applied.for starting companies that he might rob
the public. We do not expect to sce commodities mul-
tiply and commeree flourish in a Forest of Bondy; and
it is not hard to discover why the East is not like
Engtand. Countries where there is no honesty anjong
officials suffer scverely from this cause. Russia and
Turkey afford every day sad examples of this,

Moral forces act powerfully on®the productivity
of labour. The workman who, as the saying is,
has his heart in his work, and who fulfils his task
froyn a sense of duty, or even of self-resmpeet, will do
by far the best work. He would’not do half the

amount, of course, if lie thought of only applying the

o
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famous rule of self-intetest, which consists in giving

thetlea.st possible quantity at the highest possibl;
price. - . '

ﬁpw important, again, is commercial honesty ir‘i
the delivery of goods! The salesman who deceives
his customers, espectally those in foreign éountries,
closes' this opening not only for himself but also for
the country to which he belongs.

The landlord who does not press his tenants too
hard, but helps them when they are in trouble, and
thuys establishes kindly relations between himself
and t;hem, averts that hostility between class and
‘class’ which is the peril of the future.

The well-known population question, which in
Political Economy overshadows all others, must be
solved mainly by considerations which belong 'to‘
the domain of ‘morals. What is wanted to engure
that the number of inhabitants shall not outstrip

the available food supply? Foresight, prudence,
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and self-restraint alone are santed, and these are E:,l]
Virtues which presuppose moral foree. *
. The creation of capital is qoften a virtuous aect,
:especia.lly on the part of people in modest ch;c'um—
stances. It involves the renunciation of an im-
mediate enjoymeént for the sake of a future good ;
and this a;gain requires moral force. As for con-
sumption in general, ‘which, as we have seen, ulti-
mately gives the cue to production, it is determined
cntirely by the more or less moral direction which is
given to life. Itis through a decline of morals fhat
a people comes to spend on strong drink an amount
sufficient to sct it entirely free from misery and \:vant,
and it is from the same cause that the rich seb
the example of prodigality and disorderly living.

. The ancients, and cven Montesquieu, believed that
the_increase of wealth leads nations "ine?itably into

effeminacy and decay. This is how they explain

the downfall of empires. Tt is true that{if a people,
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01:,,cinel'gi11g from primitizre simplicity, grows rapidly
rich without at the' same time acquiring the neces-'
sary moral foree to (;na,ble it to make a good use of
its Wealth then thls latter will become a source of.
immorlity and the cause of its ruin. This it is
which we sce going on to-day in the United States.
Demoeracies have always been ruined by excessiv;a
inequality rather than by excess of wealth. But

a whole book would be necessary to deal fully with

such considerations as thesc.



CHAPTER ITL

POLITICAL® ECONOMY AS RELATED TO LA&W.

WirHouT Political Economy it is impossible to go at
“
the root of law, just as without the study of law
one cannot go at the root of DPolitical Economy.
The-best jurists are those who are also cconomists,
and the best cconomists those who are also jurists.
But, this fact has not been fully l'ccognisc& by.
either side, and hence both are oftén superficial.
‘The old school of cconomie science paid almost no
attention whatever to questions of law. It conceived
of man as acting in complete liberty, following

economic laws that were everywhere necessary and

everywhere the same. In this region of abstraction
145 ’ K
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thc're'wu,s no need to consider civil i_nstitutions and

ostablished laws. All “that was required was the
entire abolition of S{ate interfercnce, by which Wa.S'.
undemtood only the abolition of certain restrictions
on indi\'ridual liberty, such as customs, guild-master-
ships a,n!d laws against usury. It ‘was. alt':ogethetz
forgottén that the State also intervenes in imposing
«ertain forms of property and,of inheritance, in a
word, the whole civil code, and that, consequently, to
call for the absolute suppression of State intervention
was %0 ask for a return to the savage state,

. It was thought that the so-called natural laws of
I’oliti‘ca.l Economy were the same for all nations and
for all countries. * Political Economy,” said one of the
late Chancellors of the Exchequer, Mr. Lowe, © does not
belong to any people in particular. It is founded on
the cha,ractoi‘isti(; attributes of human nature, andeng’

‘
power can change it.” These are purc abstractions.

1t is true that no legislator can change the human
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body or its faculties, can ‘give a man four arms or

root out his love of self. But ho can teach him to
'i'egula.te his egoism by inspiring him with an’ enthu-
siasm for justice, charity, and progress. Further, if
the law keeps three parts of the population in slav ery,
as at Athenb or at Rome, economic laws Wlll have a
quite different cftect from what they have in countrics
where liberty reigus. | And again the distribution ofs
wealth in a country where entail is by law established
will differ widely from that in a country under the
systém of cqual partition.

In all societies, excepi;, perhaps, where primitive
barbarism lingers, a wman’s liberty has play only
within the limits imposed by judicinl institutions and
government regulations. The student who is not
content with mere vague and abstract theories will
find it necessary first to study the ilgﬂue:lce of these
laws and of these institutions. Tiley are not the

same in different countries and at different times, and
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thdy modify profoundly tlic system of production, and

still more the distribution of wealth, Thus Sir
Henry Maine tells ug,that in Central India the Welll-"
knowar law of supply and demand almost entirely-
fails to apply, since everything is regulated by cus-
tom. The distribution of the produéts of the soil i§>
very difterently carricd out, according as .the system
-of land-tenure in a country jis that of metayage
(or petty farming on half profits) or of leasehold,
hereditary or otherwise ; that of small or large pro-
perties ; that of communal ownership or private owner-
Qship. Different forms of inheritance produce essenti-
ally zliﬁ'ercnt and corresponding modificaflons irt the
economic system ;(as, for instance, in France, democra-
tising the possession of land ; in England, on the con-
trary, concentrating it in the hands of a few great
families. Wagés will be much more variable in &
country where tho workmen are crowded into large

industrial gqgntres, where they must at any price sell
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their labour, than in a country where the artisans “gre
scattered, as in Switzerlfmd., over the .ﬁelds and plz;,ins
and can thus supplement their resources by the culti-
vation of their little plot of land.

Can we speak of money without asking, wha? silver
a.;ld gold coins does the law allpw to be universally re-
‘ceived as payment, and to cancel every debt? If we
study credit, we cannot fail to take account. of the
laws which concern® banking, lending at interest;
bankrupteies and trading companies. The relations
of,men and things, and of men among themselves are
evidently determined by law.  Political Ecox.mmy

must thercfore neeessary assimilate the philgsophy
and history of law.

. These seiences, it is true, ought not to be confused
the one with the other, but yet the one cannot be
3t1:dicd without the other. It is ampggsible other-
wise to discuss thoroughly the doctrines of So-

dialism,  Socialists have, in fact, maintained that
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th¢ economic condition of wages is the result of
existing institutions, &Y}d' they demand the reform .
of the latter, because they are, as they believe, the
real eause of misery: If we are to reply to thom
with 4nything more than mecre vague generalitics, we '
must work back to the subject of civil law, and
examine how far they arc necessary and useful, and
how far they are prejudicial to national prosperity
and the well-being of each and #11.

We have seen that the civil organisation of a

society determines to a very great extent its methods

.

in the production and distribution of wealth, and
that consequently a knowledge of law is indiipensa:b]e
to the economist. The knowledge of Political
Economy is no le.;s necessary to the legislator who
gives his vote to make laws, to the judges who a,pply
them, and to tlie jurists who interpret them. No
doubt when :)nc is content with mere dissertations on-

.

the meaning of the text, the special commentaries arc
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all that one needs; but if one wishes to trace lfa;ck

.

the enactments of law to.their cource, there pré in
many cases economic reasons V:’hieh.supply the key
' to difficulties of interpretation.. I shall prové' this by
passing rapidly in review the principal divisions of
the cade, beginning with that of property, w‘hich lies
at the baso of all social order. .
Why do we allow to cartain‘persons, under the
name of property, the exclusive right to dispose of

certain things? Thoser who hold the theory of

natural rights will suy it is because this right is the

LY

sine qud non of man’s individual development #nd of
his liberty. He must have a domain in wh.ich l.le
can act as master, otherwise he is a slave. Property
is the external sphere of liberty'; it is thercfore a
;mtura.l right. This theory is incomplete if it is not
based on Political Economy, and, in any casc, it

appears too absolute. It is only becsmse man has

wants to satisfy that he necdq to bave certain things
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at Jiis own exclusive dxsposal What good would the
distinetion between 1mjing and thine be to the angels ?
Would you say that if men, like the early Christians,.
animated by a profou’nd religious sentiment, should
hold evegything in common, they should ccase to be
frec? Is not rather the most perfeet liberty -to b;a
found in the most absolute detachment from worldly
interests. ?  Further, would it not appear to be suffi-
dient to apply this exclusive rigfit only to objects of
consumption produced by personal activity ? 'Is it
‘necessary to extend it to the soil, to capital, to the
very nstruments of production ? Clearly this can-
nab be decided on @ priori grounds. We must bripg
in economic considerations in order to solve the
question. Workmen, farmers, even directors and
managers, all work by means of capital, and on land
which does n‘ot belong to them: are they by this

*
means deprived of “the external spherc of their

personal liberty 2”  Tf property is the sine qud non
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of liberty, how comos it that so many millions of men
have none? We sec, therefone, that natural ;ight
without Political Economy will not suffice to give us
a solid basis for property.

~ According to the theory of Roman ]aw,. which
has Deen taken up by modern Jurists, property is
derived from occupation. He who assumed control
over an objeet which hithetto belonged to no one,
res nullius, acquires‘ the power of disposing of it to
the exclusion of all others.—This explanation is even
less, satisfactory than the preceding. For an act to
give rise to a right, the act must be legitim;te in
itsglf, and it must be, at the same time, just andeuseftul
that this act should so give risesto a right. So far
from founding the legitimacy “of property on oceupa-
tion, we have first to demonstrate the legitimacy of
the occupation in itsclf. Now this, as above stated,
re;ts on an erroneous hypothesis. here is in reality

no such thing as a res nullius. Every territory,
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with gll that it contains, bpfore the establishment of
priv:xt& property, belopgs to the tribe or nation; this
latter may, it is true, determine that the first who
encloses a picce of ]a;\d or takes a picce of game
becomes thereby the possessor of it ; but in this case,
it is the Jaw which creates the property, and, if it
does so it is from motives of gencral utility of the -
economi(; kind. Ts it enough for me to plunge my
sword into a field or plant my Zag upon a continent
in order that I may become the owner thercof ¢ And
“can I, merely by the exercise of my will, trace the
limits: of my right? Evidently not. It is in the
nzme of justice, and not from a mere act Of. appropria-
tion, that the right to dispose of an object is to be
vindicated. Thus occupation can be a mode of
acquiring property sanctioned by law. It cannot be.
itself the judicial basis of property.

No, the eco‘nomirits will tell you labour is the true -

basis of property. Is it not just and expedient that
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he who creates the value of an object, and he Sgho
fertilizes the soil, should b;cqme. the owner of bhc. one
‘and of the other? Here property is founded on a
purcly economic basis. We t;an, of course.,. take as
the ideal to be attained such a system of civil Institu-
tions.as will ensure to cach, out of the sup total of
the national produce, a part pl'op?rtioned to the share
he bas had in the work of production; but ee:momists
have failed to sec wlsere their theory would lead. Tt

is this very theory that'has furnished the Socialists

with their most dangerous weapons. If it is labour

which crcates value, they say, then the wholg pro-
duct of labour ought to go to the labourer. Jabowr,
yotx say, is the basis of property. If this is so, then
pray explain to us how it comes to pass that in every
age and in all countries they who labour have no
property, and they who have property (.]0 not labour.
“It*is clear that the theory of the economists, if it

is to be the foundation of the social system of
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the :fu.ture, is not that of{ the system which exists
to-day’

There remain to c'onsider the theories of the.
social ‘contract, and of law. The first supposes that
in the ‘baginning men made an agreement that they
would substitute private property for. common* pro;
perty. This is evidently an imaginary transaction,
but, even were it real, it could not serve as a basis
for an existing institution. Fow could -civilised
societies hold themselves hound by a contract formed
'by our ancestors while still in a state of savagery ?
The ‘only thing that is really important is the
métivec which should lead them to set, aside phe
system of common property. This motive was the
consideration that the change would give more in-
dividual freedom, more inducement to labour, and, ag
a result, the better cultivation of the soil.  This is,
in fact, the reason.why, in the course of history and ’

by suceessive stages of progress, the private owner-
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ship of the soil has beensgradually substitutéd,®for
the collective ownership. °*And this reason is evi-
"dently of the economic order.

The theory of the social contract has lost, credit,
but the theory which derives property front positive
law still has many adherents. It is so far evident
that it is.the law which dcfines® property amd which
determines its pri:ileges, obligations, limits, and
modes of acquisition; but the moral law is not
made by the legislator. He can cven lay down
rules contrary to equity, as in sanctioning slavery.
His decisions are legitimate only on condition that
t,hby are consistent with justice and with' pul.)]ic
order. At any given time, forf any given people,
‘there is a system, a set of institutions, which is more
favourable than any other to the well-being and
progress of the individuals and of ‘the Socicty. Laws
which approximate to this systém are good laws,

those which are averse to it are bad laws. This is
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RIG(}IIT: or the moral law, that is to say, the right
course, the shortest and best path towards perfec-
tion. This order or system is evidently not the same.
for alix times and for all peoples. Institutions that
are excellent for civilised men would lead savages
to their ruin. It is for the wise to disgoveli the
right and for the legislator to proclaim it. To pre-
tend that a legislator creates right is as much as
to say that man creates truth. TIf' private property
is the form most favourable to liberty, and to the
well-being of man, it must be established by law.
If another forn of property would be In;)re advan-
taé?cous(, then it must be adopted.  In seckind the tiae
basis of institutions, therefore, it is not enough to
point to the laws which create them, we must go
back to the reasons which render these laws just
and good. ‘

We have now passed rapidly in review the five

principal theories concerning the origin of property.
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They all, in whatever of truth they contain,srest
ultimately on consideratiods whicll belong ;,o the
‘economic order. At bobtom: the motives which
justify private properiy are very simple. ‘I.n the
fist place, it is just to recompense an individual
for l;is troublo and his sacrifides by allowinér him the
fruits of his toil.  In the secohd place, to give a
person the entire disposal of the objects produced
by him, and even of‘a portion of the soil, is the best
means of inducing him to produce the greatest pos-
sible amount, and lence, to better his own conglition
and to contribute bis share to the national wealth,
It #s, therefore, cconomic utility which is tlte tI:w
basis of property, and this it i$ which det rmines
what shall be its privileges, obligations and limits.
It is for economic reasons also, that rights of property
arg more or less extensive, according to*the different
objects to which they refer : Leing "almost absolute in

relation to objects which are moveableg, but alveady
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linlited when we come to arable land; still more
restricted for houscs dndrforests, and finally, for mines
and railways closcly hedged in by the intervention of-
public: authority. |

The ttuc foundation of property is very clearly
brought out by the rcasons which ate allegec‘l for
establishing this new right which has been called
f:ha.t of intellectual property, the right of the author,
inventor, patentee, trade lllgl'k;s, and limited com-
panies. There are two motives which prompi; this
novelty : one of justice, and one of utility. It is
just that the composer of a book or work of art, the
inventor of an industrial process, the foumder of. a
business firm, should have some recompense for hi.s
merit and for his efforts.  And further, this is the best
means of multiplying good books and pictures, and
of encouraging ustful inventions by which the whole
society will profif. It has been thought well to

limit the durg,tion of rights, because a monopoly for
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a certain mumber of Years scemed enoug.h‘—to
stimulate genius, and afterMhat it séomed better
that all should be able to profit by the idca,,"wishout
*paying tribute to the descendants of the one who
first conceived it. This was thought to be Ehe best
~ynetms: of harmonising public “and private .interests.
Experienco' alone, that is the obscrvation ®of the
results attained, can decide how far this plan hase
been successful. It n‘s the same with every other
form of property. Not by philosophical deductions,
but by a study of facts,by the light of historyeand
statistics, can it be determined what restrictions it
is right to impose on private property, having regard

to .the objects to which it applies.

‘Let us take some more detailed instances: why

were servitudes established ? For cconomic reasons,

It ig_expedient that I should have an ouflet for my

water, or use the party-wall for the suppory of my

beams. It may not suit you that I sheuld do so,
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bht From considerations of general interest the law
allows it me. ‘My &stdte is enclosed within yours:
it is expedient that I should be able to cultivate it:.
you‘yvill have to allow' me a right of way through“
yours, *
In the matter of preseription we' can see .clem'ly'
how rights give way before cconomic interest. A
_ right is in its nature perpetual ; it ought not, there-
fore, to be extinguished b)/r the lapse of time.
Nevertheless, Roman law, and modern law following
its steps, laid down that whoever occupies an estate
10 or 20 years in good faith and by just title acquires
;,mrigT\t of property in it, even against the will, and
perhaps without the fault of the real owner. Why
have we this deflection from the strietness of judiclal
principles ? Hear what the jurists reply; they call
in cconomic considerations in support of it : He Wwho-
gives additional value to a holding, who keeps it up,

who improves it, incorporates with it, as it were, a
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part of himself. It is ljke an outcome and ,hn
extension of his own persor *This angument; con-
tains the whole theory of the ,economists. Further-
more, property cannot remai.n long in suf;penso
without injury to the public interest. Troplong, in
his well-known- “ Treatise on Prescription,” sets forth
.these considerations in a manner worthy of Adam
Smith or J. B. Say. dt is Political Economy which
ultimately decides thee questions.

Afte.r property, the .system of inheritance has
most, influence on the distribution of wealth. [Free
contract, upon which the economists base everything,
doeg not come into play until each man’s shafe has
been decided by the laws of succession and bequest.
On what are these l.a,ws founded ? Not on natural
rights, the jurists say. Heirs, even when they are

.children, have no absolute right to® theeinheritance,
.sint;e they can be entirely shut out® from it. On the

other hand, the presumed or even the expressed wish
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of the deceased is not law, since many codes lay
restri::tions cn him, ° It is economic interest again
which has served as the basis for various systems of
inheritance. At Rom;, a man’s will decides the re-
version df his goods: the last testament is sovereign :
uti legasset ita Jus esto. Among the Germanie tribes,
as amorg the Slavs and in primitive times generally,
‘there was no will. The children were, so to speak,
co-proprietors, or rather the‘ estates were the posses-
sion of the family rcgarded in the eyc of the law
as a perpetual entity; successive generations . had
only a life interest in them. Among the Germanic
trribes,hns in Great Russia to-day, heredity come
into play only withregard to the furniture, the houée,
and the small adjoining enclosure. The possession
of land was temporary, and for life only.

Why hasc herBdity becn established? Not cer-
tainly from the ‘motive of justice. According to

modern ideas, merit and demerit cannot be handed
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down. We no longer admit that *the curscs of
the Almighty descends from'. generation to gt;nerw
-tion.” My father occupied a kigh position “because
.-he was worthy of it; that is no rcason why it s);ould
afterwards pass to me. In the same way', if he
had committed’ a crime, it would not be just vto
make me bear tho penalty.  Responsibility is a
personal matter; every” one should be treated accord-,
ing to his personal :uer'it or demerit. The lazy
ought always to suffer the immediate conscquences
of his idlencss, and the laborious man to enjoy, the
fruits of his work. The considerations which have
led %o the establishment of heredity and the causcs
which have guided the history of its devclopment
~were exclusively cconomic. If the father has no
certainty that the fruits of his toil, and still more
‘of hjs savings, will pass to his children, he will dis-
[;lay far less activity, and he will Gonsume at once

all that ho produces. Production will thus be less,
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and ‘the formation of capital mil. Inheritance is

therei'ore uséful as a stimulus to the accumulation

of szalth. To what *degree ought collateral succes;'.
sions .to extend ? Evidently, not beyond the degree’
af; which they can act as an encouragement to work

and savfng; carried further, they will l?e nothing

but & source of law-suits. It is for this reason that

.many jurists propose to limit them to the fifth or

sixth degree.

Should the father of a family be free to dispose
of the whole of his fortune after his death, or should
a reserve be established in favour of his children ?
l\.’[ostbeconomists are in favour of abBolute lesta-
mentary freedom. M. Le Play, with a wealth of argu-
ments and facts which has carried conviction to many,
makes out that the enforced reserve is one of the
chief causes of social disorganisation on the Continent.’

This fatal clauée, he says, ruins paternal authority,

destroys the continuity of industrial enterprises, in-
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duces the minute sub-divisiou of land, and ca‘uégs a
crowd of other ‘evils to arjse, Thp %uthors'ot: the
French Civil Code aimed at; furthering thg progress
of equality, and of placing p:"operty in the hands of
the largest pos.sible,_number. For this rea,s:)n they
'a.boiished entgil, substitution, and the abgolute free-
dom of 'i)equest. Who j'udged.‘ rightly, tlu.z authors
of the Civil Code, or M. Le Play? This is a
difficult question tosanswer, and has to be regzu'dad
on many different sides. T cannot even attempt to
deal with it here. Al I wish to prove is that in
or:lcr to discover which of the two systems. is the
be'st, we must turn to ceconomic consideratiens, eand
“examine which of the two is mogt conducive to public

, prosperity.!

+ 1 The arguments on both sides of this question have been
well summed up by M. V. Thiry, Rector of the University o
Liege (On Reserve and Freedon of Beques%). Me Thiry, who pro
notnces in favour of reserve, brings opt clearly the economic
aspect of the question. “Of all the civil laws relating to
goods,” he says, ‘“none are of more importance than those which
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L.e’o us examine now the other branches of the Civil
L]

-

. .
Code, the guardianship of minors, the marriage con-
&

tract and its various regulations, legal and conven-
. .

tional eommunities, the*institution of the dowry, the
contracfs of sale and hire, privileges and hypotheca-
tions, and fhroughout them all it will be seen t:hatl
what the lcgislator' has had in view was the
preservati'on, the good administration, and the easy
trinsfer of wealth. And this isgprecisely the object
“of political economy. The aim of the different social

sciences is the same: to carry man to the highest

€

pitch St perfection which he is capable of attaining.

Only cach one deals with the things that are in its
- [N

proper domain. The scicnee of law determines the:

regulate the patrimony we leave behind us. On these laws
depend not only the just distribution of the wealth of the de-
ceased, as well as the more or less active creation of new wealth
by its means; but alsq, they exert a powerful influcnce on the
constitution of the family, on the inter-relations of its membess,
and on the harmony and affection which ought to prevail among
them, and through this channel, on public order gencrally.”
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relations of men to bhings and to cach other, .Eoli-
tical Economy, studying the pffects o.f actual .laws,
dictates to law-makers the “rules they ought to lay
down.

Commerce and industry, in proportion ag Ehey de-
.velop, occupy.an ever larger place in modera law. The
branches which deal with them acquire more import-
ance cvery day. The attention of the bar is most
frequently called ww matters having reference to
minds, reilways, factories, great enterprises of all
kinds for employing the capital of the nation. Joint-
stock companies, bankrupteics, regulation .of ac-
co:mts, responsibility in matters of transpaet, give
rise every day to disputes of the, greatest importance.
The wealth represented Ly titles of all kinds alrcady
far exceeds the amount of property in land, and thus
law-suits concerning the former kind deal with much
more extensive interests than those which relate to

landed property. Is it not therefore indispensable
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for ,a.r gising barrister to be thoroughly conversant
with Pdlitical Ecenomy in order that he may deal

with all these essentially economic questions ?



CHAPTER 1V.
POLITICAL ECONOMY AS RELATED TO HISTORY.

I HAVE a few remarks to make in conclusion. The
jurist cannot ignore‘thg leading facts of history, SiI.lC(i
lay, as is morc and more admitted, is of historic
growth. Now, in tracing back the causes which pro‘-
duced the rise and fall of nations, we find them to be
atways cconomic. This is very casily accottnted for.
Is not the power of empires founded on the growth of
population and of wealth, and when these once begin
to diminish, is not decay the inevitable result ?

o Western civilisation began i Egypt, where the
people had their riches brougltt to their feet, as it

were, ready-made, by the Nile. Their prosperity,
171
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thug 'i"a.,voured by heaven, held its own against all re-
verse's, beca.use‘it, was the avork of nature and not of
man. Thci Greck republ.ics all succumbed under the
pressurt ofl the social aifﬁculty, which harasses and
threatens .modern society to-day. In ecarly days,
when everyithing was at a low level, all the citizens
had some l.ittle property, and the legislators tried, by
a great variety of expedients, which Aristotle enumne-
rates, to maintain equality of €onditions. In the
i)resence of slavery, a free man could not or wo'u'1d
not live by his own labour, and thus when he ha;d
no othe:' possession left him but his arms, he be-
cameea menace to the existing order. In peoportion
as thc rich absorbed, more of the na.(:iona.l wealth,
the proletariat increased in numbers. Hence the
struggle between rich and poor, which broke out, not
all at once, but suocessively in all parts. After a
series of revolutions and counter revolutions, and suc:

cessive periods of anarchy and despotism, which
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alternately engendered gach other, this shm;‘ggle
brought about the loss of liberty and,of proSperity,
and finally resulted in the ruin of the State.,

The history of the Roman E‘mpire teaches us'a like
lesson. At first we see Italy scattered ov'elj with
small republics ; their peasants free, industrious, and
equal, all bearing the sword,. cultivating, each a
little domain, and keeping up large flocks and herds
on the common pastures. These republies We;c
simil;n' in all respects ‘to the primitive cantons of
Sv{itzeﬂund. Rome hersclf was one of these at the
first. She was already powerful at a time wh:m her
gregt men still drove the plough with thdéir @wn
hands. But the constant wars she waged were the
ruin of the plebeians. The patricians would en-
troach on the common lands, the ager publicus which
was always being enlarged by the cgnfiscation of

vanquished territory. War furmished them with

slaves to work them. Thus the “latifundic” were
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formed. Tiberius Gracchus, returning from Spain
across ' Italy, . beheld * nething but deserted plains
everywhere. The free man has disappeared; culti-
vation has ceased; there remain nothing but immense
pa,sture:s sover which wander herds of cattle cmq
slaves. Gracchus sees .the cause of the evil He
desires to do what has been done by the French
Revolution, to multiply small proprietorships by an
t;quitable division of the ager publicus. But neither
his agrarian laws, nor those of Licinius, and a ;*apore
.of other Tribunes of the Plebs, nor yet the distril%litm
ing of lands made by victorious generals, had power
to hrre®t the advancing progress of large properties,
and the destructioneof freemen. Inequality goes on
increasing. The rich and powerful enrich themsclves
still further out of the spoils of provinces—the triak
of Verres showvs u8 by what means. The number of
poor goes on increasing. When the republic l‘;as

become the prey of a few oligarchs who dispute the
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supremacy among themselves, then sho is ripe*fo? a

.&espotisxn. Although from tirde to *tirge pow:ar may
fall into the hands of good wen, the empire, on the
whole, only accelerates the causes that are leadmg to
social disorganisation. The depopulation® spreads
'fror;l Italy to’ the provinces. When the Larbarians
swarm ix;, they occupy by degrées the vacamt spaces.
The latifundic and Slavery have been the ruin of
everxthing.

In the whole of modern history there is nc more
'St;'i‘king fact than the rapid fall of Spain from the
16th century onwards. Up to the time of Charles V.
shes is populous, rich, very well cultivated,” enjoy-
i;lg a greater measure of local® independence than
hny other people, full of prosperous industries of
all kinds—Ileather work at Cordova, arms at Toledo,
stuffs at Segovia, silks at Seville,” felts at Valencia.
By a series of political crimes and®economic mistakes,

the Jews, banks and commerce, the Mooys, agriculture,
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ar€.ofic by one exterminated; labour is subjected to

fines; (industw handicapped by scnseless, taxation;'
activity «and initiative killed by dospotism and’
thec;gliq,cy; every onc ;uined by imposts. The foun-

tain of wealth dries up; the population melts away;

farms are a..ba,ndoned ;+ the  despoplados or desert
spreads its confines: Like Italy, after the. time of

the Gracehi, Castille becomes ‘a great pasture land

for the sheep of the mestra. Yven the Court itself

is reduced to misery. ()nlly the convents a,rc' rich

and populous. In less than a hundred years, Sp;;ih,"
which onee made Europe tremble, is reduced to be

no 'more than a State of the third mnf{.’ During

this time, liberty afid commerce are founding thé

greatness, first of Holland and then of England, who'
rule by turns upon the ocean. Ilere, again, we have’
the effects of economic causes.

In M. Taine’s fiie book on “ The Origins of Con-

temporary Frgnce” there is a chapter which ought
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&Q Ve read in this connection, on the fearful misgry of
" . .

L ]
France under the old »éyime. It is a companion
. ~ . . * .
.picture to that of Spain under the descendanty of
"Philip 1. Here again the land lies waste, tlle’ most

industrious citizens are proseribed by intolerance,
. o . .
‘ . .

marriages .are sterile, population diminishes, misery
.

becomes general. Despotisin here as elsewhere accom-

plishes its accursed wurjt of ruin and desolation.

How has it come about, that the German Empire
has passed from the hands of Austria into those of
Prussia? A Hohenzolleran, petty Margravé of
Nuremberg, and very economical, lends some money
to _th‘e magnificent Emperor Sigismund, who is very

3- T
lavish. The latter, not being able to pay his creditor
ei;:her interest or capital, hands over to him in pay-
.m(;nt the March of Biandenburg. Out of this grows
"Prussia, who among her arid sands ln)a,s made her way
by economy. Frederic II, type of his race, formed the

nation on his own model: having no perfonal wants,
M
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he dg}‘rates all his means to the State. He improves
the breéd of horses, founds model farms, builds
schools, makes roads a.u(gl dikes, and thus, notwith-
(standi};;r some disastrou; wars, enriches his country,
while Lt;ltis; XIV. and XV. were ruining theirs. On
the fateful: dziy of Sadowa, modest Prussia stood
supplied with the meost I;erfect instruments of war,
because she had known how to. manage her limited
re;ources with the strictest cccaomy, and by this
;neans she conquered Austria, a country much more
v.vea,lt.hy, much more powerful, but always bad:ly
a.dmini;bered.

Sée again what is hauppening in the East. In the
last war between Russia and Turkey (1877), the
latter succumbed in spite of the bravery of her
goldiers, less by the victories of her enemies than
by her own .economic incompetence. The Turks

L ]
have reduced to -Barrenness every country they

occupy; they have never taken any measures to
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encouragia labour. They have cven allowed roads and
bridges to:. fall into ruins whichewere mafle before.
their time. They have wo knowledge .of how to
create capital, and by théir detestable s:ié{em of
imposts they hinder others from accumulating it.
Thus the Qttoman empire, attacked i)y *an incurable
econo?nic malady, has declined steadily. It has lost
its provinces one «by ome. Its boundaries have
shrunk. Its population has diminished. :I‘lle
revenues squandered, the treasury empty, bankruptcy
ensues, and proves the destruction of credit. '.[‘}'xc
introduction of railways, the working of mines,
apd the larger forms of industry woul® ﬂrcely
better the condition of the W%, for these works
would bring profit chietly to the Christians, who
would thus become their masters.

Thus it has been clearly slowne that economic
(:auses are at work in producthy the risc and fall

- of empires.
THE END.









