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THE

RADICAL CAUSE,

&c.

[ T is a remark by no means novel, that the men
who mofi zealoufly contend for the truth of the
principles of a {yftem, are not always thofe who are
moft ready to be guided by thefe principles in their
pradtice ;—that the converts who moft tenacioudly
cling to the dodtrines of a theory while their own in-
tereft is unaffected, are not feldom among the foremoft'
to turn their backs upon it, when they fee that a more
confiftent line of conduct would clafh with the attain-
ment of {fome favourite obje¢t.—This remark has not
often been verified more glaringly, than by the con-
duct of thofe, who profefs to affent to the truth of cer-
tain fixed principles in the {cience of Political Eco-
nomy. So long as this fcience remained a chaos of
abfurdities; fo long as its principles, if it could be .
thes faid to have any principles, were favourable to
the intereft of thofe who alone paid any attention to
1t ; it is'not to be wondered at, that their practice
fhould clofely coincide with the theory which they
adopted. It was perfeétly natural that men who be-
lieved nothing to deferve the name of wealth but gold
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- ~and filver, thould regard a balance of trade, by which

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

or impolitic, and enforce reftri¢tions however abfurd.
When, however, the mifts which had fo long hung
over this fubje¢t had been fomewhat difperfed by the
reafonings of a Steuart and a Hume, and ftill more
nearly diflipated by the luminous arguments of a
Smith ;—when thefe authors had fo decidedly thewn,
that gold and filver make but the fmalleft portion of
the riches of a nation, and a portion defirable only as
an infirument of exchange ;—that all the real advan-
tages of commerce may be acquired without a balance
of trade ;—that mounopolies, bounties, and reftriétions
in every cafe defeat their own end ;—and that the
fimple {ecret of increafing the wealth of a nation, is
to let things take their own coutfe :—one might have
expelted that ftatefmen and merchants would have
feen the folly of their predeceffors line of adtion, and
would have adopted one more confonant to truth and
to reafon. Yet, though the truth of thefe new doc~
trines is fo clearly demonfirated, that any flatefman
or merchant, who afpires to the charaéter of more
than a mere {hopkeeper, would be afhamed to deny
his bearty aflent to them, we fee, with a few excep-
tions, precifely the fame rule of conduét purfued by
both, as if the very reverfe of thefe principles wers
{till their guide. Thus, the late prime minifter, Mx.
. Pitt, was for ever proclaiming his admiration of Dr.
Adam Smith’s ¢ Wealth of Nations”—he f{carcely |
made a {peech on any fubjeét connected with trade,
in which he did not take an opportunity of extolling
the grand difcoveries for which he was indebted to |
this author: and- yet, Mu. Pitt’s commercial meafures.
were
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were almoft conftantly in dire@t oppofition to the
dodtrines for which he profefled fuch attachment.'
His mafter had repeatedly proved the injuftice and im-
policy of all monopolies granted to one branch of the
community at the expenfe of another, and had ex-
prefsly pointed out how grofsly thele terms were appli=
cable to the monopoly which the woollen manufaéturer
has o long had in this country, at the expenfe of the
farmer and land proprietor :—the pupil, however, with=
out even thinking it neceflary to thew how his conduét
could be reconciled with confiftency, did not hefitate
to fupport thefe monopolifts in obtaining an act of
parliament to make their monopoly ftill more firict
and galling.

An example of incoriﬁﬁency, precifely fimilar, is
prefented to us at the prefent moment. By the opera-
tion of certain caufes, the Weft India Planters have
fallen into great diftrefs. On every found principle of
mercantile policy, their difeafe does not admit of being
cured by the application of any medicine :—it is one
of thofe cafes which muft be left to the vis medicatrix
nature, as the fole agent capable of effecting a radical
cure. Yet men, who would be indignant if you were
to queftion their aflent to the received doctrines of
political economy, are vehemently demanding that
meafures fhall be applied to the relief of the Weft
India Planters, fuch as, if tried by the touchfione of
the principles they profefs, are either wholly unjuft
and impolitic, or plainly nugatory and inefficient.
When, indeed, we refleét, that the mere love of popu-
lavity could fo obfcure the perceptive powers of a
ftatefman, endowed with the talents which were un-
queitionably the fhare of Mr. Pitt, as to make him
blind to the inconfiftency of his conduét on the occa-
fion above referred to, it is not to be wondered at, that
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the Weft India Planters, and thofe in the fenate who
are connected with them, thould be unable or unwill-
ing to fee the utter incompatibility of their demands
‘with every eftablithed principle of policy. But not
only does no f{ufpicion of this fort appear to have ever
entered ¢herr minds ;—the public voice, influenced by
their affecting ftatements, has been led to re-echo their
demands: every newspaper paints in firiking colours
the diftreflfes which affli¢t them, and calls for imme-
diate relief, as claimed equally by individual fuffering
and national intereft. Even the Committee appointed
_ by the Houfe of Commons to 'inquire into their cafe,
L do not-fo much as hint in their Report at the poffi-
bility of its being incurable, but hefitate folely as te

the moft pr obable plan of effe¢tual remedy.
Deeply imprefled as I am with the conviétion, that
j the modes hitherto pointed out for the relief of the
' Weft India Planters are wholly at variance with every
' rational principle of political economy, and in faé
| . utterly inefficient as remedies for a difeafe fo deeply
rooted as that which they are intended to cure, I am
induced to lay my fentiments on this fubject before
the public. In doing this, I have the three following

' objeéts principally in view.

L. To place the fubject in.a point of view different

Sfrom any in which I have hitherto feen it confidered ;

and thus to contribute materials towards a more accu=

' rate judgment refpecting it, by that part of the public
' not immediately and direétly interefied in its difcuffion.
’ —The Weft India Planters, as is very natural in their |
| fituation, have endeavoured to make the reft of the |
community feel the hardfhip of their cafe, and their |

urgent neceflity for relief, by publications in every |

fhape, from that of a quarto, to paragraphs in the ma-

gazines |

|
|
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azines and newspapers. All thefe publications of
ourfe take the fame fide of the queftion. I have not
een one of them in which the poffibility as well as
eceflity of affording relief to the Planter has not been
nfifted hpdn. Now, as the Committee of the Houfe of
ommons appointed to take this queftion into confi-
eration, has made its Report concerning it, and as the
inifter has promifed that early attention to the fubjeét
all be given in the enfuing feflion of parliament, ar-
uments tending to a different conclufion from that
hich feems to have been adopted by all who have
itherto confidered the queftion, will fearcely fail,
hatever their validity may prove, eventually to place
he meafures which may be refolved upon on a more
able foundation, than if one fide of the fubject only
ad been previoufly fubjeéted to difcuffion.

II. To imprefs upon the Weft India Planters them-
elves the true caufe of their calamities more forcibly
han has been done by their own writers ; and thus, by
ointing out to them the only radical cure which their
safe is fufceptible of, to induce them to adopt at once
he firong medicines which it requires, rather than to
ceep lingering on a wretched exifience for years, in the
allacious hope of relief from the temporary fiimulus of
few inefficient nofirums.—~Whether from a certaim
1are of difingenuouinefs which the mercantile clafs,
in ftating their own cale, have not unfrequently been

elf-intereft is fo apt to occafion, I will not fay ; but,
rom one of thefe caufes, it appears to me that all the

hiefly on matters of inferior and fubordinate confe=
uence, and haye kept the radical caule, ¢ the rotten
B3 core,”
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uilty of, or from that optical deception which our

vriters on this fubject in the intereft of the Weft India
lanters, in ftating the caufe of their difirefs,havedwelt
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eore,” which they could not wholly conceal, greatly too
much in the back ground. AsI fincerely grieve at the
diftrefles of the Weft India Planters, and have long
lamented the unfortunate ftate of their affairs, which
has now for years kept them conftantly in the ftation
of fuppliants at the Minifter’s levee, it will not perhaps
be too prefuming to conceive, that they may derive
more eflential benefit from the wholefome though
harfh council of ;an uninterefted fpectator, than the
faething but fatal confolation of their brethren ;—that
their wound will be more fpeedily healed, if probed to
the bottom by the hand of the unrelenting furgeon,
than if left to be cured by the {alyes and plafters of the
fond bat injndicious mother.

III.  To examine the doétrines which have of late
been fo much and fo largely infified upon, relative to the
value of our Weft India trade in a national point of
view ; and to point out fome of the egregious errors, as
I deem them, which have on this fubjeéi been very con-
Sidently maintained.—The objeét of the writers who
have expatiated on the diftrefles of the Weft India
Planters, has been to “bring home to the bufinels and

- bofom” of each of their readers, the imperious necef-

fity of affording relief to mifery, which, accordin g to
their {tatement, threatens fhortly to involve himfelf.
And to fhew bow intimately the intereft of every
individual in the country is connected with that of the
Weft India Planter, thefe authors have entered into
extended ftatements and calculations, to prove the
valt value of the Weft India colonies to us as a
nation, and the immenfe deficit which our revenue,
and confequently our means of defence would expe-
rience, if we were deprived of the commerce which
they give birth to. In endeavouring to fubftantiate

3 | thefe
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thefe pofitions, much erroneous reafoning has, accord-
ing to my ideas, been employed, and many inferences
drawn, which, even on the acknowledged premifes of
the writers themfelves, are falfe. It cannot, there-
fore, be entirely ufelefs to ftate the greunds of my
- opinions on this head, fince, if unfounded, they will
in the end but more firongly confirm the doétrines
they are meant to oppofe, and, if correct, they may
tend perhaps, in fome degree, to diffipate one of thofe
boding clouds with which, in the eyes of moft obfervers,
our political horizon is now overcatt.

IN endeavouring to accomplith the two firft of thefe
objects, it will be neceflary, in the fir/i place, to point
out the real and fole caufe of the diftrefles of the
Weft India Planters;—then, after briefly hinting at the
radical relief which alone, to an unprejudiced obferver,
en evil produced by fuch a caule would feem to admit
of—I fhall, fecondly, confider the remedies of a dif-
ferenl defcription which have been propofed for this
end—and, lafily, 1 {hall revert to the confideration of
the only remedy which the preceding difcuflion will
have thewn is at all calculated to produce an effectual
and permanent cure. :

SUGAR is well known to be the moft important
“article of the produce of the Weft India iflands. Prior
to the French revolution, molt of the principal poweis
of Europe were pofiefled of colonies which fully {upe
plied them with all of this article that their own wants
required, and with a fufficient {urplus alfo, to fell to
the other three countries, Germany, Ruffia, and Italy,
which had no colonial poffeflions. Although Britain
B 4 ~ furnithed
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furnifhed to thefe latter countries a part of this fupply,

. from her furplus of this defeription of colonial pro-

duce, yet it muft have been a very {mall portion of the
whole of their demand, fince, for a long period prior
to the year 1793, fhe never exported on the average
more than 12,000 hogfheads annually,* a quantity
which would {careely be a twentieth part of the whole
demand ot three fuch populous territories. So long
as this ftate of things continued, and Britain had not
the means of difpofing of a quantity of Sugar much
greater than her home market required, the profits of

‘the Weft India Planters were adequate to thofe of

other branches of trade. The confumption of Sugar
gradually inereafed with the extenfion of our popu-
lation and of our habits of luxury, and of courfe its
cultivation was from time to time augmented. Yet,
though in confequence of the affinity which Weft India
fpeculations have always had with gambling, there
were often great individual leffes incurred ; thefe evils
were but partial, and did not affeét the intereft of the
great body of Planters, who in general acquired
opulence.

But in the year 1792, the French revolution ex-
tended its baleful influence from Europe to the Weft
Indies. The mad introduction of “ liberty and equa-
lity,” thole watch-words of- anarchy and devafation,
mto the ifland of St. Domingo, at fir{t diminifhed, and
at length, in a few yeays, totally annihilated, the fupply
of 114,615 hogfheads of Sugar, which France and
Furope had been accuftomed to draw from thence.
This diminution of the ufual {fupply, greatly raifed the
price of Sugar throughout Europe ; and in Britain the
average price of the hundred weight, which, exclufive

of
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® Sir W. Young’s Weft India Common-place Book, .page 56.
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of duty, in 1791, had been 55s., in 1796, 1797, and
1708, was 62s., 64s., and 66s. Such an increafe of
profitimmediately caufed a very great extenfion of the
Sugar plantations in all the Britifh iflands poffefled of
uncultivated foil ; particularly in Jamaica, which, in
the fix years preceding 1799, annually on the average
produced 83,000 hogfheads only, but in the years 1801
and 1802 exported upwards of 143,000 hogtheads;
making the vaft increafe,in thefe few years, of 60,000
hogtheads per annum. This increafed quantity was
in part alfo owing to the introduction of a new variety
of Sugar Cane, the Bourbon Cane, which is much
more productive, efpecially in fome foils, than the old
kind ; and the adoption of which, by the lefs fertile
and more cultivated Windward Iflands, alfo enabled
them in a fimall degree to add to their export of Sugar.
During this period likewife (from 1703 to 1802) the
capture of {fome of the Dutch and French Weft India
iflands, and above all of the fertile colonies of the
former, Demerara and Surinam, opened a new field
of fpeculation, which was eagerly filled with abundance
of capital, by thofe adventurers who faw in the then
high price of Sugar an inexhauftible mine of riches.
— In confequence of this increafed cultivation of
our own iflands and of the captured colonies of
our enemies, the total import of Sugar into Great
Jritain from the Welft Indies, which in the years

1795, 1796, and 1797, had been on the average
annually 127,000 hoglheads, in the years 1802,
1803, and 1804, was augmented to 274,580 bLogf-
" heads ; of which nearly 250,000 were from the Britith
colonies, and this quantity they “ may henceforward
¢ be confidered as\producing.”_* Now, although the
confumption

* Sir W. Young, page §9. -
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confumption of Sugar in Britain has been progrefiively
increafing, it is evident that fhe could atno time con-
fume but a fmall portion of this vaft addition 1o her
- annual import : accordingly, by far the largeft portion
of ' it has been exported to the Continent, for the pur-
pofe of fupplying the demand occafioned by the lofs
of the French and Dutch colonies. In fact, this
country does not confume more than 150,000 hogi-
heads of Sugar per annum, and confequently, to dif-
pofe of the prefent produce of our own Weft India
Hlands alone, ¢ at all times there will be required an
< export of 100,000 hogfheads,” and while we retain
the colonies of Surinam and Demerara, ¢ the full ex-
port required is 140,000 hogfheads.”*

[f the market of the reft of Europe had ftill conti-
nued to require an importation of 140,000 hogfheads
of Sugar more than their own colonies were able to
furnifh them with, the Britith Weft India Planters
would have fold, during the laft five years, the whole
of their produce at a profitable price, as they had done
in the five years preceding. But, unfortunately for
them, this has not been the cafe. Though the moft
valuable colonies of the French and Dutch were
wrefted from them, {till the powers of Europe with
whom. we have been {o long at variance, retained pof-
feflions in-the Weft Indies of boundlefs extent.and fer-
tility. Though Tobago, Trinidad, Surinam, Demerara,
¢and at one period Martinique), were in our poffeflion,
Franee ftill poffefled Guadaloupe, and Spain Porte
Rico and the vaftifland of Cuba, which required only
cultivation, to enable it alone more than adequately to
replace the lofs of St. Domingo. The high price of
Sugar, which about the year 1798 fo greatly {ftimulated
the

Al 3

* Sir W. Young, page 59.
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the cultivation of the Englifh colonies,bperated exactly
in the fame way to the increafed cultivation of thofe -
yet remaining in the hands of our enemies. The pre-
mium of high price, rapidly attraéted all that they
were in want of — capital ;' — and for feveral years
paft, the produce of Cuba, Porto Rico, Guadaloupe,
and Martinique (mow again in the hands of the
French), has amply fupplied the demands of the Con-
tinent.* '

But although the continental demand for Sugar,
which originally f{o vaftly augmented the produce of
the Britifh colonies, is now {upplied from another
fource, the latter fiill continue to grew the {fame in-
creafed quantity. Hence, more Sugar being brought
tomarket than there is a demand for, the natural com-
petition among the fellers has reduced its price to the
{malleft fum for which the party, that grows it at the
leaft coft, can afford to fell it; and, as the expenfes of
the Planter of Cuba, &c. are {maller than thofe of the
Britith Planter, the price is neceflarily a lofing one to

the latter.
As

* The Weft India Planters attribute the rapid increafe in the
cultivation of the colonies of our enemies, chiefly to the duty
of 7s5. per ewt. which Mr. Pitt, when enebriated with his fchemes
of colonial monopoly, attempted to make the foreign confumer
pay on Sugar exported from Britain; and, doubtlefs, fuch a
preminm muit have haftened the cultivation of the French and
Spanifth poffeffions; yet I am inclined to believe, that the mere
high price of Sugar would in the end have produced the fame
effeét, though perhaps fomewhat later. However this may be,
whether the high price of Sugar in Europe, exclufive of duty, or
the additional high price caufed by the duty which we wifhed to
levy on the foreign confumer, was the chief ftimulus to the in-
creafed cultivation of the French and Spanifh colonies, the fact
1s the {ams, namely, that in confequence of one or other of thefe
caufes, or of both combined, they now produce a fufficient fup-
ply for the wants of the Continent. |
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As much of the reafoning employed in the fubfe-
quent pages of this work will be founded on the fact
above-mentioned, namely, that the produce of Sugar
now {upplied by the foreign colonies is amply fufficient
for the demand of the foreign market, without the need
of any fupply from Britain, it will be neceffary to
enter into a more detailed ftatement, fully to eftabli(h
its accuracy. |

In the firfi place, the truth of this pofition, if not
fully eftablithed, is at leaft circumftantially con-
firmed, by fuch faéts as have come within our reach.
—Since the export of Sugar from Britain, for twenty
years prior to the year 1793, never exceeded on ihe
average 12,000 hogfheads, a quantity perfectly in-
confiderable in the confumption of Europe, we may
fairly ftate that at that time the produce of the foreign
eolonies was fuflicient for the foreign demand ; for it
muft be recolleéted, that the fmall quantity which we
exported, was forced by us into the foreign market as
a {urplus above our own wants, rather than called for
by it out of the ftock necefiary for our own con-
fumption. New to determine whether the lofs of the
fources from which, prior to 1793, the foreign market
was fupplied, has been of late repaired, we muft make
an eftimate of thefe loffes and of the fubfequent gaing
‘which have replaced them.—By the revolution, France
(fntix'e]y loft the fupply of 114,000 hogfheads which
St. Domingo had formerly annually furnithed ; and
by the events of the war, France, Spain and Holland,
have been deprived of the colonies of Tobago, Tri-
nidad, St. Lucia, Demerara, Surinam, and {fome {maller
pofleflions: the produce of all which 1 believe we
fhall not underrate at 20,000 * hogfheads more, but to

prevent

b 3 In 1798 Demerara exported only about 2,080 hqwme&db
Trinidad 2,000, and Tobago §;000.
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prevent the poflibility of a cavil, let us call their annual
produce 46,000 hogfheads. 160,000 hogfheads of
Sugar, then, is the utmoft quantity which we can
eftimate the continental market to have loft by the
revolution.and the war~—How has this been replaced ?
1. An advocate for the Weft India Planters informs
us, * that “ the ifland of Cuba, which till of late pro-
duced very little Sugar, laft year exported between
400,000 and 400,000 chefts, the greater part of them
clayed, and weighing from 4 to 5 cwt. each, being
nearly equal to 100,000 hogtheads of clayed or 1 50,000
hogtheads of Mufcovado Sugar;” if, then, we fup-
pofe the quantity of Sugar which Cuba fupplied
prior to 1793 to have been 10,000 hogfheads only,
which is probably beyond the truth, we have an in-
creafe of 140,000 hoglheads from this ifland alone.
2. The fame writer tells us that the produce of Sugar
from the Brafils is greatly increafed. 3. Buonaparte
boafted, about two years ago, that the Slave population
of Martinique and Guadaloupe had doubled fince
1789 ;+ and we may therefore fairly aflume, that the
produce alfo of thefe two iflands has doubled. 4. The
produce of the extenfive ifland of Porto Rico is ftated,
by the Weft India Planters themf{elves, greatly to have
augmented within thefe ten years; and if, as is moft
probable, this increafe has been at all proportionate to
that of Cuba, we cannot take the addition which it
has made to.the {upply at lefs thar feveral thoufand
hogfheads. Now without the affiftance of any more
accurate documents on this fubject, and omitting to

| take

* See aletter, figned Mercator, in Yorke’s Weekly Political
Review for December 6, 1806, page 848.

+ Extraét from the Moniteur, in the Lordon papers of Sep-
tember 2d and 3d, 1805
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take into account the increafed quantity of Sugar
grown in the Danifh Weft India iflands or in the other
French and Spanifh pofleflions, we may, withont fear
of exaggeration, eftimate the increafed produce from
the above three fources alone, within thefe eight or ten
years, to be at leaft equal to the half of the augmented
produce of Cuba, or 70,000 hogtheads ; making, when
added to the increafed produce of Cuba, 210,800
hog(heads, or 50,000 hog{heads more than the colonies.
which the continental powers have been deprived of
could poffibly formerly have produced. They have
now, therefore, more than repaired their loffes, and are
more amply {upplied with Sugar from their own colo-
nies, than they were previous to 1793.

In the fecond place, the accuracyof this ftatement
is abundantly confirmed, by reafoning built upon the
acknowledged principles of political economy. In this
fcience no pofition is more certain than that, where @
market s not fully fupplied with any article of general
demand, fuch a price may be obtained for the quantity
requifite to fill up the deficit as the feller choofes to
smpofe, provided this price be not exorbitant® Thus,
if the crop. of hops in this country were in any year
fufficient for half a year’s confumption only, and no
ftock from the former year remained on hand, it is
plain that we fhould readily purchafe of any of the
neighbouring countries, a quantity of this article ne-
ceflary to make up the deficiency, at any reafonable
price, and at a much greater price even than we had

paid

* If any Weft India Planter hefitate to admit the truth of this
axiom, I beg to refer him to Bryan Edwards, who exprefsly fays,
“¢ If the quantity (of any commodity) at market, is not equal
to the demand, the feller undoubtedly can and always does
_ fix his own price on his goods.® Hift. of the Wefk Indies,

vol. 11, p.440. ;
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paid for the quantity bought at home. 1If] therefore,
there were a demand for Sugar in the continental
market, at all approaching to the quantity which we
annually produce beyond our own confamption, we
fhould certainly have the power of fixing our own
price upon this quantity: and though the foreign con-
fumers might purchafe 200,000 hogfheads of their
demand from the foreign colonies at 30s. per cwt., yet,
if their full {upply required 140,000 hogfheads more,
they would affuredly be glad to purchafe this quantity
of us at 40s. DBut inftead of this being the cafe, the
fact 1s, as the ftatements of the Wefl India Planters
- themf{elves fully fhew, that we cannot fell a hogfhead
of our furplus Sugar in the foreign market, unlefs we
are willing to take a lefs price for it, than that at which
the produce of the foreign colonies is offered. Now
does not this faét prove beyond the thadow of a doubt,
that our Sugar is not wanted in the foreign market,
and that it is able to fqueeze itfelf in there only by
being unnaturally fold at lefs than prime coft? Can
any one for a moment credit, that if the Continent
yeally were in want of 100,000 or even of 50,000
hogfheads of Sugar more than it is fapplied with
from the foreign colonies, that it would purchafe
this quantity of us at a certain price, but would not
give 2s. per cwt. more than that price;—that it
would buy of us 50,000 or 100,000 hoglheads at 32s.
but nota fingle cwt. at 34 s.”—The circumitance, that
we do export large quantities of Sugar, proves nothing
in oppofition to the fact I am contending for. An
article may be fold in the moft overftocked market, if
the feller choofes to facrifice fufficiently in its price :
and for proof that the Weft India Planters are obliged
to make fuch a facrifice on every hogthead they fell, §
need only refer to their.own ftatements.

Thus,
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Thus, then, both faéts and argument bear me out int
afferting, that the foreign colonies are now abundantly
able to fupply the continental market with all the
Sugar it has occafion for.

The foregoing ftatement fully explains the nature of
the difirefs of the Britith Weft India Planters. The
caufe of the evils of which they complain is fimply and
folely this :—They grow annually a greater quantity of
Sugar than the aéiual demand affords a fale for at a
profitable price.

Obvioufly and clearly as this fimple pofition accounts
for the unprofitable nature of the Weft India Planter’s
occupation, one might have expected that the authors
who have profefled to inveftigate the beft mode of re-
medying this evil, would in the firft place have thought
it neceflary explicitly to ftate this as its grand caufe,
before they attempted to point out the means by which
it is to be eradicated. But inftead of adverting thus
openly to the real ftate of their cafe, they appear con-
fiantly to keep it in the back ground, as though it were
a point on which they deemed it hazardous to com-
ment. Their publications, indeed, afford abundant
evidence to enable the reader to make this conclufion. -
for himfelf; but they never, in fo many words, have
bad the manlinefs to fay, ¢ Our diftrefles are occafioned
by our produce of Sugar exceeding the demand for it.
This is the given and radical caufe of all the evils
which opprefs us, and for this we muft feek a remedy.”
On the contrary, both their writings, and the Report of
the Committee appointed to inquire into their cafe,
which Report is grounded on the evidence of the Wefk
India f)roprietors and merchants, itate two other caufes
as the main fource of their diftrefs.  Thefe two caufes
it will be here proper to advert to, in order to thow
that they are by no means entitled to the weight

which
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which has been given to them, but are in faét nierely
confequences of the radical caufe which 1 have pointed

out. :
1ft. They fay, that they alone of all others are {o

extraordinarily fituated, as to be precluded from in-
demnifying themfelves for the increafed prime coft of
their produce and the duties levied upon it, by an
equivalent advance of its price to the eonfumer :—and
-as proofs that they, and not the confumer, pay this
augmentation of prime coft and duty, they refer you
to the prices which they received formerly, which were
much higher then, when the duty was only 20s. per
cwt., than they are now, when itis27s. As I (hall have
occalion hereafter to attend to the latter part of this
ftatement, I will not here advance the arguments
which lead me to believe, that, firiétly {peaking, how-
ever low the prices of Sugar may be, the duty is fill
paid by the confumer; but conceding for a moment
that the Planter is {o deplorably fituated, as that a great
proportion of the duty levied on his Sugar is a¢tually
paid, not by the confumer, who certainly ought to pay
it, but by himielf; what, I would afk, is the caufe of
his being placed in this lamentable predicament ? Is it
not clearly manifeft, that the circumftance of his
growing more Sugar than there is a demand for, is the
caufe ! When the market 1s not overftocked with an
article, whatever duty is laid upon it is readily paid by
the confumer, as well as a reafonable profit to the feller;
but if the fellers will force into the market more than
the quantity demanded, they muft expeét not only to
fell without profit, but with lofs : in which cafe, in one
fenfe, a part.of any duty charged upon their article
may be faid to be paid by them. But what can be
more childifh than to fay, as the pofition I am now
commenting upon, in reality merely fays, that the

C low
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low price of the Planter’s produce is the caufe of his
difirefs ? An idiot knows that this is the proximate
caufe of the evil; but the grand queftion which alone
can be worth attending to, is, what is the caufe of this
low price ! And the aniwer which I have already givea

1s alone the true one.
2d. The fecond great caufe to which the Weft India
Planters them{elves attribute their diftrefs, and that
upon which the Committee of the Hounfe of Commmons
lays the greateft weight, is the low rate at which the:
produce.of the colonies of our enemies i1s conveyed by
the fhips of neutral nations, and efpecially of America,
to the mother countries; in conifequence of which it
can be afforded there cheaper than the prodice of the
Britith Weft India Planter, loaded as it is with war
freights and infurance, and the double freight which is
) tncurred by bringing it firft to Britain, before it can be
' ' fhipped to the Continent.—DBut to {tate thisas the main
' caufe of the diftrelles of the Britifh Planters, is to
‘ take a very confined and partial view of the fubjeét.
: Doubtlefs, the low rate at which the produce of foreign
“colonies is conveyed to the Continent, is the immediate
reafon why we cannot afford to fell on equal terms; but
except the market was overftocked, this difference of
v expenfe would not prevent our obtaining a profitable
price for our produce. lf the demand of the Continent
*' was fufficiently great to require our furplus produce as

1
]
)

]
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well as the produce of their own iflands, the whole of

‘ | this quantity would be {old for a profit; and the only
‘ efle¢t which would refult from the difference of ex-
‘ penfe to each paity in briuging its produce to market
" would be, that ¢hezr profits would be larger than our’s.
The cafe, however, on tlie contrary, is, that the Con-
tinent does not require a larger {upply of Sugar than |
wliat its own colonies can atiord ; and, of cousfe, if we
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#ltempt to enter into competition with them, we muf:

be content to fell at a price which, though it leaves
them a profit, is a lofing price to us. To clmnwe the
diftrefles of the Wetft L] lia Planters, therefore, upon
the American carriers, is almoft as abfurd as it would
be for the aflaflin to ld_} thc blame of murder upon the
arfenic which he had purpofely placed in the fugar-difh
of his friend. If the Weft India Planters had not con-
tinued to raife a furplus of 140,000 hogiheads of Sugar,
when there was no effeétive demand for it, the Ame-
ricans might, if they pleafed, have carried the Sugar
of our enemies for nothing, witheut thereby i m_;urmcr
them.

If, then, as I think the foregoing arguments have
fully proved, the radical caufe of the difirefles of the
Welt India Planters is the circumftance of their con-
tinuing to grow Sugar for the fupply of a demand,
which exifted ten years ago for a (hort period, but
which now no longer exifts ; what, T would afk, is the
remedy which an unple.]ud ced judge, at all acquainted
with the commoneft principles of mercantile pollcy,
would point out for the cure of thisevil? What is the
medicine which Dr. Adam Smith, if he were now
alive, would prefcribe for a difeafe whofe remote and
eflential caufe is fo incontroyertibly manifefi @ Would
he not, if his opinion were demanded, reply fomewhat
as follows ?— As the evils of which the Weft [ndia
Planters complain are occafioned by ihelr perﬁﬁmg to
grow a quantity of Sugar greater than the quantity for
which there 15 a demand, ihey muft aét as all other
clafles of cullivators or of traders are wont to aét in like
circumftances ;—they muft draw from this unprofitable
employment that furplus ot their capital which is now
occupied in producing the fuperfluity of Sugar which
deprefles the market. [f, before the defiru&ion of the
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plantations of St. Domingo, 12,000 hogfheads were as
much as the foreign market afforded a profitable de-
mand for, they fhould ceafe, now that the produce of
that ifland 1s more than reftored, by the increafed cul- |
tivation of Cuba, Porto Rico, &c, to grow the addi-
tional 120,000 hogfheads which they were induced to
raife for the purpofe of exporting to fupply that dimi-
nution of produce. I know of no other mode than this
fimple one, by which the price of an article, depreffed
‘by a production of it greater than the demand, canbe
effectually and permanently raifed.”

Such, unqueftionably, would have been the remedy
which in {ubftance Dr. Smith would have preferibed
for the evil we are confidering, and fuch muft be the

" remedy which every unprejudiced obferver, in the leaft
acquainted with the principles of political economy, |
will agree in preferibing.—But before the Weft India
Planter could have liftened to the end of {uch a reply,
his impatiencewould have made him interrupt him who

. fhould have delivered it.  This is all very well,” he
would exclaim, “as a remedy in ordinary cafes, but is |
totally inapplicable in our’s. The common trader, the
importer of hemp, of fruit, of corn, may without diffi-
culty withdraw his capital from fupplying a market
which is overftocked ; he has but one lofs fo fuftain,
and that no great one. But our fituation is widely
different. We are not traders merely, but cultivators
of the foil. Our capitals are funk in the purchafe of
land which will grow nothing but Sugar;—in the
erection of buildings which are of no value but to the
Planter ;—and we can in no other way withdraw our
capital frem the bufinefs in which it is engaged, than |
by abandoning it altogether. But furely you cannot |
have the inhumanity to recommend fuch a defperate |
meafure to ws. You can never expeét that we fhall
calmly |

|
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calmly fubmit to a ftep which would leave many of us
without a farthing. It might be imprudent in us fo
greatly to extend our cultivation of Sugar, for the
fupply of a demand which a flight confideration mwight
have thewn us would be temporary ; but having done
this,and with the encouragement even of Government,
as Britifh {ubjeéts we have a right to claim the adop-
tion of any praéticable meafures, {uitable to the pecu-
liarity of our fituation, which promife to extricate us
from the mifery in which we are involved.”

Every feeling mind muft admit the weight of this
{tatement, which I have endeavoured to exprefs as
ftrongly as a Weft India Planter himf{elf could wifh;
and I readily concede that it isan an{wer to the mode
of reafoning which I have put into the mouth of Dr,
Smith, {o firong, that if any practicable mode of re-
lieving this numerous and very refpectable body of
men, confonant alfo with juftice to other clafles of
fociety, and the great landmarks of national policy,
can be pointed out, the legiflature is imperioully
called upon to enforce its adoption.

Granting, then, as I fincerely do, the propriety of
affording relief to the diftreflfes of the Weft India
Planters, if fuch relief be pradticable, I proceed to the
confideration of the meafures which have been pro-
pofed for this end. But before I enter upon this dif-
cuflion, I muit premife two poftulates as the touch-.
ftone to which all the plans relative to this fubject
ought to be referred, as decifive of the juftice or
injuftice, the wifdom or folly, of adopting them. 1ft.
That no meafure {hould be adopted which relieves the
Wedt India Planters at the expenfe of any other clafs
of lociety : and 2d, That no meafure fhould be adopted
which does not promife, av leaft, permanent relief ta
their diftrefs. When I have explained that, by the

c3 firfy
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firft of thefe pofitions, I do not mean that the Weft
lndia Planters ought not to have their juit profits paid
by the other clafles of fociety which confume their
Sugar, but merely, that no particular clafs or claffes
of fociety thould be injured by the meafures intended
to produce this effect; and that, by the laft pofition,
I mean that no temporary plan of relief, which in
the end would involve them 1n deeper mifery, thould
be liftened to—TI think there are tew reafonable Weft
India proprietors who will not affent to their juftice.

The plans which have been propofed for the relief
of the Weft India Planters naturaliy divide themfelves
into fuchasrefer to the increafed confumption of Sugar
at home, and into thofe, the object of whichis to caufe
its increafed exportation. The prior of thefe divifions,
as including meafures on every accountthe moft-defir-
able, I thall attend to in the firft place,

The moft important of the modes by which it has
been propoied to increafe the home confumption of
Sugar, and that on which the Weit India Planters
placed the grealeft reliance, is,

The fubfiitution of Sugar for Grain in the
Dyfirlleries.

ON this plan, which at an earlier period would have
afforded great room for difcuifion, it is not now necef-
{ary to fay much, fince its practicability and propriety
have been the fubjeét of examination by a Committee
of the Houfe of Commons, which, after hearing the
fulleft eyidence on all fides, determined, that its adop-
tion was incompatible alike with the intereft of the
revenue, and of the Britifh land proprietor. As, how-
ever, the propriely of this decifion does not feem to

have
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bave been acquiefced in by the Weft India Planters,
it will not be ufelefs to thow, that the plan propoled
1s .utterly at variance with the two principles with
which we fet ont in confidering this queftion.
As the quantity of Sugar which the Planters
themfelves allow would be required by the diftilieries
not 30,000 hogtheads,® 1t muft ftrike any one that
this additional confumption would by no means alle-
viate the ftate of a market deprefled by upwards of
140,000 hogfheads : and, indeed, Mr. Bofanquet him-
felf admitted to the Welt India Committee, that this
new demand in tlie home confumption would be
inadequate to raife the price of Sugar fufiiciently.
It is evident, then, that this plan does not fulfil the
fecond of our poftulates, in providing an effectualund
permanent cure for the exilting enl.

2. This plau 1s inadmifiible, even if it could effeét
an’entire relief to the Planter, inafinuch as the benefit
conferred on him would be at the expenfe of two
other clafles of {ociety, the farmers and land proprie-
tors. So obvious is this objection, that the Weft India
Planters thought it neceflary, in the very outfet of
their propolal for the fubftitution of Sugar in the dif-
tilleries, to thow that it is groundlefs. To efiect tis
purpofe they reafoned as follows: ¢ Britain does not
grow grain enough for the food of her inhabitanis:

{he imports annually about a million of quaiters of

wheat. Now as there are 500,000 quarters of Bailey
ufed in the diftilleries, {top the importation of wheat to
this amount, and the farmer and land proprietor need

not

* % Tnquiry into the State of the Britith 'Weft Indies, by Jof,
Lowe, Elgq.”” p. 48.
1+ Evidence before the Commlttee.
¢4
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not lofe their ordinary profits.” Again; “ The Weft
India iflands,” {aid - they, “ at prefent are prohibited
from getting more than a trifling {upply of food from
Britain: the bulk of what they cenfume is obtained
from America. If the farmers lofe the difiilleries, open
o them the exportation of grain to the Weft Indies.
We are willing to be fupplied from them, and thus the
price of their produce will not be reduced by the pro- -
pofed meafure.”

This reafoning is on the face of it plaufible, but a
flight confideration will fhow its fallacy. "If we were
in the habit of imperting annually 500,000 quarters of
barley, and of confuming 500,000 quarters of the
{fame grain in-the diftilleries, a ftoppage of the impor-
tation would afluredly prevent the farmer from fuffering
by the f{ubftitution of Sugar in the.diftilleries. But
this is not the cafe. The grain which we import, 1s
either wheat for the food of man, or oats for our horfes.
The quantity of barley which we import is always
inconfiderable, not more in ordinary years than 40,000
or 50,000 quarters.* Tt is plain, then, that by far the
largeft portion of the barley ufed in the diftilleries is
the produce of our own foil. If, now, the farmer
could zrow wheat where he at prelent grows barley,
he might fubmit without a murmur to lofe the diftil-
leries on having the importation of the former pro-
hibited. But every agriculturift knows, that the
farmer would always grow the more profitable crop,
wheat, inftead of the lefs profitable crop barley, if his
{oil and a proper rotation of crops would permit him.
On certain foils in general, and on other foils every
three or four years, the farmer, if he practife good huf-

bandry,

* In 1805 were imported 461,z4§ quarters of cats, 899,856

- fquarters of wheat, and 44,567 quarters of barley.
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bandry, muft grow barley. He cannot therefore fub-
{titute wheat for barley ; and confequently, if deprived
of one of his principal markets, its price would be
greatly diminifhed, notwithftanding the non-importa-
tion of wheat .*—If the Weft India Planter fays, that
the farmer might grow oats where he now grows barley,
to [upply the place of the 400,000 quarters of that
grain annually imported ; I anfwer, he could not do
this and retain the fame profits. As wheatis a more
profitable crop than barley, {o is barley more profitable
than oats; which is proved by the faét, that {fo much
of the latter grain, and {o little of the former, is im-
ported. If oats were as profitable as barley, the quan-
tity cultivated of each would be equal, and the defi-
ciency of each would be fupplied by an equal impor-
tation of both kinds of grain. But we find that our
farmers fully fupply the home market with the more
profitable grain, barley, while there is a deficiency in
the produce of the lefs profitable grain, oats, which is

fupplied from abroad. |
A train of reafoning fimilar to the foregoing will
fhow alfo, that anextenfion of the permifiion to export
grain for the fupply of the colonies would by no means
compenfate to the farmer the lofs of the diftilleries.
If the Weft India Planters would engage to purchafe
of the farmers of Great Britain, at the price which they
now receive, all the barley which has been hitherto
confumed in the diftilleries, there would be fome pro-
bability

* A falt which lately came under my notice will confirm the
truth of the above reafoning. A farmer from Coupar, Scotland,
informed me, that they grow confiderable quantities of barley
there, for which their almoft fole market is the diftilleries; and
that on the mere report of Sugar being about to be {fubftituted for
barley, its price fell 5. or 64. a quarter,
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bability of keeping up the value of that grain; but
although, in their eagernefs to bave the. difrilleries
opened to them, thefe gentiemen huve not. {crapied to
exprefe their willingnefs to receive Lheir requifite fup-
ply of grain from Britain, can we really credit that they
would be content to pay the fame price for barley or

barley-flour, that they now, pay to America for good

.wheat or wheaten-tlour, and loaded too with a freight

three or four times as great? Such a facrifice would
render the diftilleries indeed a dear bargain. And no
other plan could compeui'uté the tarmer for the lofs
of this market for his barley, for it bas been already
{hewn that he could not fupply the Weft Indies
with wheat or with oats, and retain his prefent profit.

It is plain, then, that the propofed plan of relief, by
allowing Sugar to be ufed in the diftiileries inftead of
grain, is inadmiffible, fetting afide the confideration of
the injury it would occafion to the revenue, both as
being calculated to effect a partial remedy only, and
as being hoftile to the interefts of other claffes of
fociety.—Itis unneceflary to advert to the extenfion of
this plan to the breweries, which was at one time pro-
pofed, as all the preceding objections would apply with
tenfold force to fuch a regulation.

In concluding what I have to obferve refpeéting this
meafure, as it is not impofiible but its policy may be

. again agitated, I beg to fay a few words in reply to one

argument in its favour, which to me appears highly
abiurd. It has been contended, that it is defirable we
thould ufe Sugar inftead of grain in the breweries and
diftilleries, for the purpofe of rendering unneceflary
our prefentimportation of food, the neceliity of which,
itisfaid, might be produdtive of the moft ferious evil,
on the occurrence of an occafional bad harveft. Now,
on the contrary, nothing is to me more obvious, than

that
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that the very cirenm{tance of our being in the habit of

importing a quantity of our food, makes 1t of great

mmportance to us to retain the ufe of crain in our

breweries and diftilleries. What is the reafon that we

import annuaily 000,000 quarters of wheat from the
Continent and from America ?  Not that we do not
grow grain {ufficient for our food, for we confume
upwards of five millions of quarters of barley in our
breweries and diftilleries : but becaufe our nice palates
do not choofe to eat bread made of barley, and our
produce of wkeat is not fufficient for us. Now, fo long
as we continue to demand an annual fupply of goo,000
quarters of wheat from abroad, fo long will this quan-
tity continae to be produced abroad for us, and we

thall obtain it in {pite of every obftacle. In ayear of
occafional {carcity, therefore, we fhall ftill receive our
ufual {upply from abroad, and we have befides the
barley which is now con{fumed in manufaéturing ale
and {pirits to recur to, and appropriate as the foed of
man, if neceflity {hall have tamed our pampered appe-
tites. But what, I afk, would be our condition, if all
the grain which we raife were ufed as the food of man;
If we ufually received no fupply of food from

abroad ; and if, thus fituated, we were afflicted with a
fcanty crop ; efpecially if to this calamity were {fuper-
added any obftruction of our trade? [sit not clear
that on this {uppofition we might be obliged to endure
all the horrors of famine? Frem the danger of this
mofit dreadful of all evils, our prefent cuftom of raiting
fo much grain which we ufually apply to other pur

pofes than the food of man, but which can be diverted
from thefe purpofes and fo applied, when neceflity

requires, is our mofi important fecurity: and fo far
from its being defirable that we fhould abrogate this

cuftom, there could be no plan devifed which would

more
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more effeCtually fecure uws from the poffibility of
famine, than to diftil all the {pirits which we confume,
from our own corn, even though fuch a meafure
fhould oblige us to import twice as much grain as
we now do.

TuE fecond mode in point of importance conneéted
with the home confumption of Sugar, which the Weft
India Planters have propofed as calculated to relieve
their diftrefs, is,

A repeal in whole or in part of the additional
duty of 7s. per cwt., which, fince 1803, has
been laid upon Sugar intended for home con-
Sumption. :

TnE propofers of this plan contend, that « it is ad-
ding infult to exa®ion to tell the Weft India Planter
that he does not pay the whole of 7s. tax per cwt.
laid on Sugar fince January 1803” * and they feem to
have no doubt but the repeal of this additional tax
would greatly alleviate their difireffes.

However inconvenient it might be to a government
like our’s, at its wits end for articles of taxation, to
bear the deficit of a tax which produces half a million
per annum to therevenue; no liberal mind would deny
that fuch a tax ought to be done away, if it really were
the caufe of the deep and univerfal diftrefs which op-
prefles the Weft India Planters, or if its ceflation would
in any confiderable degree tend to alleviate fuch de-
plorable misfortunes. But [ fear the Weft India
Planters have egregioufly deceived them{elves in em-

bracing

* Sir W. Young, pagegy, °
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bracing this hope, which I conceive a few fimple con-
fiderations will {how to be altogether a delufion ; and
at the fame time prove the error of the fuppofition, that
the whole of the duty is not really paid by the con-
fumer. g
When the home market is greatly over-ftocked with
any article for which there 1s fome fale in the foreign
market, its pricein the former will be regulated by the
price which can be obtained for it in the latter. This
pofition the Weft India Planters explicitly allow. Mr.
Lowe fays, “ When we are overftocked, our prices fall
to the low rate at which foreigners can afford to pur-
chafe, after which they fall no more.”* Agzain he fays,
¢ In fact our prices._ are entirely regulated by what
the foreigner can afford to give;’+ and, once more,
““ The prices of the whole market have been regulated
by the foreigner’s ftandard.”f Now, if the price of
Sugar in the home market be determined by its price
abroad, and if its actual fale price to the confumer
be equal to the price for which it could be fold in the
foreign market, added to the duty levied upon its
home confumption ; how, I would afk, can it be with
juftice contended, that the duty is not paid by the
confumer? Thefe conditions are clearly exemplified
in the prefent ftate of the Sugar market. The price
which foreigners will give for Sugar to the Britifh
Planter is, as Mr. Lowe informs us, from 31s. to 34s.
per cwt.§ This tixes the home price, which, exclufive
of duty, is precifely the fame. The confumer, in ad-
dition to this price, pays the duty,which is 27s. percwt.,
and thus the Sugar which he confumes cofts him 6os. per

cwi.
¢ Inquiry, page 69, 1 Inquiry, page 84.
1+ Ibid. page 65. -§ Ibid. page 73.
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éwt. How then can the Weft India Planter pretend
that any part of this duty falls on him ? It is not fuf-
ficient to fay, that he now receives lefs for his Sugar
than he did before the additional duty was levied.
This circumftance is occafioned by a caufe altogether
unconneéted with the duty—by his impradent con-
dudt in overfiocking the market. To verity the pofi-
tion, that any part of the additional 7s. per cwt. duty
really falls on him, he fhould be able to prove, either,
that the home price of Sugar is lefs than the regulating
foreign price, added to the duty ; that, after paying
27 s. per cwt. duty on bisSugar, when the foreign price
i1s 33 5., he cannot fell it to the home confumer for
miore than 53 s.:—or, that the impofition of this duty
has diminithed the home confumption, and thus in-
directly contributed to lower the price. But certainly
facts are direétly in oppofition to the former {uppofi-
tion ; and if we are to truft the accuracy of Sir Wm.
Y oung’s tables, the caife is the fame with the Lnten ;
for he ftates the home confumption of Sugar to have
been only 1,483,062 cwt. in 1803, when the fale price
was 67 s. including duty, and to bave been 2,158,636
cwt. in 1804, “fl‘\,u the fale price, including duty, was
8os.} Again, if the additional 7s. duty really fell
upon the PLm ter, he would be able to fell his Sugar,
when this duty was taken off, for the price he now
obtains of the confumer: that i1s, if the duty were
only 20s. he would ftill be able to obtain of the con-
fumer 60 5. per cwt. for it. But can. any man in his
{enfes believe thist Can any man, at all acquainted
with the principles on which the prices of articles de-

- pend, and who admits the truth of Mr. Lowe’s pofi-

tions,

+ Sir W. Young, page 43 and 56.
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tions, contend that if the duty on Sugar were 20s.
inftead of 27s., that the price of Sugar to the con-
fumer would continue at its prefent rate? The Ga-
zette price is the actual market price of Sugar; and
provided the demand for this article, both in the foreign
market and the home market, remained the fame, the
Planter would not receive more than this price for his
Sugar if the whole 27s. duty were taken off, nor
would he receive lefs than this price if the duty were
doubled. The only way in which am alteration of the
duty on Sugar confumed at home could affeét the
interelt ot Lhe Planter, would be by increafing or di-
minithing "it {o much, as that the demand for Sugar
fhould be maierially leflened or increafed : and if the
Planters could prevail upon the Minifter to take off
the whole duty on Sugar, and if this meafure would
double the home countumption, there would be need of
no other regulation to enable them (o obtain thewr jult
profits. But any one, who is aware of tlie extended
confumption of “ugarin this country, will be unwilling
to admit that even a deduction of the whole duty
would increafe its confumption to any iuch rate, as
to take off the whole of the vaft turplas sith which the
market i1s now glutted.—It 1s ufelefs, hewever, to enter
into any further dilcuflion ot this point. We are well
aflured that the interefts of the revenue will never
allow the experiinent to be made on the large feale,
and it has been already {hewn that no trifling diminu-
tion of the duty, fuch as alone could be hoped for by
the Planters, would be of any fervice to'them.

The two foregoing plans are the only ones which,
as connected with the home confumption of Sugar, it
is requifite to attend to. In addition to thefe modes
of relief, it has been propofed, in behalf of the Weft
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India Planters, that the confuniption of Rum fhould
be encouraged in the Navy, in preference to that of
Brandy ; and that Coffee ought to be generally fubfti-
tuted in lieu of the Tea for which we annually pay fo
much to the Chinefe: but it is plain that neither of
thefe fubordinate remedies are calculated to cure the
main difirefs of the Planter, arifing from a fuperfluity
of his prime ftaple, Sugar. So far as they go, there
can be no great objeétion to them : though, with re=
fpeét to the firft, the plan of buying Rum of our co-
lonies at a higher price than we can purchafe Brandy
for of our enemies, is noet quite confonant with the
true principles of mercantile policy, which direét us
to buy at the cheapeft market. And with re{peét to
the general ufe of Coffee inftead of Tea, it is abfurd
to fuppofe that the overthrow of a national habit, fo
deeply rooted as the ufe of the latter, could be accom-
plithed in any reafonable period, fo as to be any alle-
viation of the exifting diftrefles of the Planters.

T proceed to the confideration of the meafures which
have been propofed for the relief of the Planter, con-
nected with the augmentation of the exportation of
Sugar to foreign nations, either direétly from the
Weft Indies, or after having been firft imported into
Britain. .

The principal of the meafures propofed for increafing
the exportation of the furplus of Sugar with which the
home market is now glutted, is,

The allowance of an additional Bounty on all
raw Sugar exported.

AvrtHOUGH adrawback of the whole of the duty
paid on the importation of Sugar into Britain is allowed
4 on
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on its exportation; and, although in addition to this, a
bounty of 2s. per cwt. is granted when it is below gos,
Gazette price, the fupply of the continental confumers
from their own colonies is {fo ample, that they will not
buy cf wus in any confiderable quantity, even at the
prefent reduced prices.. The Weft India Planters,
therefore, as a further inducenient to enfure their pur-

chafing more extenfively, with for a f{iill' higher:

bounty on exportation, which they flatter themielves
would at the fame time take off the fuperfluity of Sugar
now in the market, and materially increafe the price
of that retained for home conivmption.~—I am not
cerlain whether in propofing this plan, the Weft Ludia
Planters imagine that any of this bounty would remain
with them ; but I can {carcely fuppole they entertain
{o abfurd a hope: for they muft fee that, if a bounty 1s
requifite to induce foreigners to purchafe of us at the
prefent low prices, this bounty muit go into the pockets
of the foreign purchafer, not into their’s. If the ut-
moft which ithe foreign purchafer will give for a {fmall
quantity of our Sugar is 32s. per cwt. even with the
' temptation of a bounty of 2s. per cwt., it 1s very ob-
vious that he would require the whole of any additional
bounty which the Government could with prudence
allow, to induce him to purchafe more extenfively at
the {ame price.

If, then, the allowance of-anadditional bounty
would be produétive of no direc? advantage to the
Weft India Planters, we may conclude that the fub-
ftantial benefit to which they look from this meafure,
would proceed from the higher price of the Sugar
confumed in the home market, which an increafed
exportation would caufe.—But, unlefs T am greatly
miftaken, they deceive them{elves in fuppofing, either,
that an extenfive exportation would be the refult of
. D an
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an additional bounly, or, that the price of Sugar e
the home market would be thereby confiderably raifed-
The following are my reafons for this opinion :

Our Sugar cannot find a fale in the foreign market,
unlefs we offer it at a priee lefs than that at which the
Sugar from the foreign colonies is fold. A bounty
would enable us to offer at this reduced price ; which
at the firft would iuduee the foreign merchant to
order largely from us. Baut as the foreign market is
amply fupplied with Sugar from ether quarters, the
intrufion of a guantity of Biitifh Sugar into this mar-
ket at a lower price than ufual, would caufe a cefla-
tion of the erdinary demand for foreign Sugar, and
the price of the latter would fall until it was fold at
the {ame rate as Britih Sugar. When this event had

\ taken place, which would very fpeedily take place,—

i when the price of the Sugar, imported from the French

| and Spanith Colonies, had fallen as low in the foreign

' _ market as the price of that imported from Britain,—-

| ' » Do more would be imported from the latter country.

: Our exportation would again ceafle, unlefs, for the fake

of another temporary fiimulus, we ehofe to repeat the

procefs, and again increafe the bounty on exportation.

If we were fo abfurd as Lo do this, we might ence

more force the export of a few additional thoufand

hogtheads of Sugar ; but no other effect would in the

: end be produced by this meafure than the one I have
already pointed out. We fhould deprels the price of

| foreign Sugar, but fhould fiop far thort of the point

: of ridding ourfelves of all the fuperfluity which op-

J prefles the home market.

; The bounty would operate alfo in another way to
defeat its own end. Suppofe that an additional
bounty of 5s. per cwt. was required, toinduce a fale
of the whole furplus of our Sugar in the foreign mar-
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ket, at the prefent price. When the foreign demand

had taken 30,000 or 40,000 hogfheads outof the mar=
ket, the price of Sugar would advance one or two fhil

lings per cwt. Daut if the dedudion of the whole of

58. per cwt. from the prefent price, (fuppofe 325.) was
only fuflicient to induce a demand from the foreign

market, as {oon as ever the price rofe to 24s. the ‘

foreign demand muft ceafe. Thus, noincreafe of the
price of Sugar in the home market, at all adequate
to what th(, Weft India Planters lay they ought to
have, barely to fecure them from lofs, would be ef-
tected by a bounty, even if that bounty were {ufficient
to enfure a demand from the foreign market for the
whole fupertluity of our Sugar, at its prefent price.
If the Weft India Planters were {o few in number
that they could combine together, and refolve to iell
to foreigners at 31s. the whole 140,000 hoglheads of
Sugar for which there is no demand at home, for the
fake of {felling in the home market the remaining
150,000 l]O“"ﬂled(lS of the import, for the monopo]y
piu,e of 62s., they would ha.ve fome cliance of de-
riving benefit from fuch a foreign demand. But
among the members‘of fo nunerous a body no com-
bination of this kind is practicable. As{oon, therefore,
as ever the foreign demand had taken fo much of the
furplus out of the market as would fuffice to raife the
remainder a few fhillings per cwt., the export would
ceafe : no Planter would choofe to fell his Sugar for
31s. to the foreigner, when he could obtain 32s. or
34s. in the home market; which would thus fiill con-
tinue glutted and the benefit derived from the bounty
be of the mofi trifling deiumtion Although the

preceding

T

* In confidering the meafure of a bounty on the exportation .

of Sugar, I have viewed it in the light in which the Committee of
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preceding arguments, fhowing the inefficacy of a
bounty as to effecting any fubflantial relief for the
Welt

the Houfe of Commons, and the Weft India Planters, appear to
have regarded it, namely, as intended to increafe the exportation,
by lowering the price to the foreign purchafer: butas Mr. Lowe,
in treating this fubject, feems to have confidered its eifect n 2
different point of view, I think it neceffary to advert awhile to
his ftatements. He contends, that the effeét of granting a bounty
on exported Sugar would be to enable the foreign purchafer to
buy of us ata price equal to the prefent price and the bounty
allowed, and thus to raife the price of that portion confumed 1n
¢he home market to the fime height. Andit is from the in-
creafed price in the home market, brought about i this way,
that he conceives the Weft India Planters would derive benefit
from a bounty, the whole of which he contends would go to
¢hem and not to the foreign purchafer.—But, in forming this
opinion as tothe effefts ofa bounty, two circumftances appear
to me to have led Mr. Lowe into error. 1. Heall along feems
to confider it as an admitted fa&, that the foreign demand 1s
fufficient to take off the whole of our farplus of Sugar at its
prefent low price. This idea I have, I think, already (hewn to
be unfounded, and the evidence prefented by Mr. Lowe him-
felf, at page 35 of his work, fully confirms my argument. We
are there told, that in January laft, both Sugar Refiners and
Weft India Merchants fated, that the {ole reafon why the ware-
houfes were foloaded with Sugar was, that a fale for it'could not
be found.—z. Mr. Lowe feems to confider the Sugar which 1s
brought to the foreign market, as having been purchafed for
fale, at the colonies, by the neutrals who tranfport it, and that
this quantity will not be brought to market if we underfell
them. Thus, at page 7¢, he fays, ¢ When your prices are {o

low, not even the neutrals can ftand in competition with you.”
Again, at page 81, fpeaking of the effeét of a bounty, he ob- :
ferves, it would enable the foreigner to buy Sugar here “as |
cheap or cheaper than neutrals can afford it.”> Alfo, at page 85, |
he fays, “ The foreign purchafer will buy Sugar, if the price be |

one or two fhillings lefs than he can buy it for from neutrals.”
But this mode of confidering the conveyance of Sugar from the

foreign colonies te the continental market, is contradicted by |

all |
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Weft India Planters, are convincing ta myfelf, yet as

their drowning fituation may make them defirous of
trying

all the ftatements which have been made on this fubjeét. The
very foundation ef the arguments employed in ¢ War in dif=
guife,” as well as of thofe made ufe of by the Weft India
Planters themfelves, 1s, that the Americans and the other new-
trals are merciy the carriers of Weft India produce from the
colonies to the mother countries, on account of the Planters of
thefe colonies either refiding there or at home. Now, as this
is the cafe, it follows, that no lowering of our prices, will pre-
vent any the {malleft portion of the ufual fupply from reaching
the foreign market. The foreign Planter is in precifely the fame
predicament with the Britith Planter. After fupplying the
American market, which is now as fully fupplied as it can ever
be, hie muft {fend the remainder of his produce to Europe, and
there fell it for the beft price that he can obtain. The only effe&,
therefore, which would enfue fromn the forced introdu&ion of
our Sugarinto the foreign market would be, that the foreign
Planter muft {inl€ his price to the rate at which the neceilities of
the Britith Planter force him, or the grant of a bounty enables
him to fell at. Until thisis effeéted, there is a temporary de-
mand for Britith Sugarin the foreign market: but as foon as ever
the foreign Planter has been obliged to offer his Sugar at as low
a price as our’s, the demand for Britifh Sugar ceafes, until it is-
again ftimulated by a further reduftion of price. This ftate-
ment feems to be fully confirmed by falts. For three years paft
the priceof Sugar has been getting lower every year. In 1804
we could difpofe of the whole of our furplus Sugar at 535. The
next year we were forced to take 4gs. for it. * In December
1806 the price which foreigners would give for our Sugar was_
as Mr. Lowe informs us (page 66) < 34s. At prefent (he tells
us) it is about 31 s.;” and even if there had been no interruption
of accefs to-the Continent, it would, I have no doubt, have been
ftill lower the next year. In faét, where a market is conftantly
overitocked, firft one feller muft diminifh the price of his article,
and then the other, until the price is fo low that the ruin of one
enfues, and he is driven out of the market. And whether the
foreign Planter or the Britifh Planter is likely to be the winner
i

)

® Sir William Young, p. 48,
n 2
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trying by experiments what help even fuch a ftraw
may be capable of affording them, I think it néeef-
fary, in the fecond piace, to point out the grofs im-
policy of granting a bounty on tlie exportation of
Sugar, and the injuftice with which fuch a meafure
would be fraught towards the interefts of the reft of
the coomnmunity.

All the arguments which Dr. Smith has urged, with
fuch mLﬁfuble force, to combat the policy of bounties
in general, apply with tenfold propriety. to the cafe
of the Weft India Planters. Thelt’s is not one of the
inftances in which he has aliowed that a bsunty may |
be fometimes advifable. They do not afk for it to
fupport a manufacture yet in its infancy, which pro-
mifes, if cherithed in its firft ftage of debility, {peedily
to arrive at amaturity that will no longer require fup-
port. On the contrary, they afk for a bounty to en-
courage a lofing trade, which, mokt afluredly, will
never be otherwife than loﬁnrr They wifh that an
annual tax of £.300,000 or £.400,000 fhould be laid
upon the community, for the: purpofe of being given
to our enemies, to induce them to take off their hands

a fuperfluity

’

in fuch an unequal game, T leave any reafonable man to judge.—
In confequence of thele two grand errars, which appear to me to
pervade the whole of Mr. Lowe’s reafoning on the {fubje& of
bounties, I am led to believe that the conclufion which he has
drawn, relative to the dire& advantage which the Planter would
receive from this meafure, 1s aitogether unfounded, even though
the Government were to be fo imprudent as to grant the mon-
firous bounties of 18+, or 12s. per cwt. which he has propofed,
And with refpect to the indireff advantage which alone the
Planters could poffibly receive from a bounty, nmhing which
Mr. Lowe has advanced has at all convinced me of the fallacy

of the arguments by which I have above maintained an oppofits
OFIDIOI’L




g
a fuperfluity of Sugar ; in order that the very cem-
munity who have paid this tax may be made to pay
twice the fum that they now pay for the Sugar which
they themfelves confume.®. That a trader fhould

wifh

* Myr. Lowe takes- much pams to prove that the grant of a
~bounty on exported Sugar would not be, ¢ as fome imagine, to
enable foreigners to ufe Sugar at 6s.a cwt. lefs than our own
countrymen’ (page 66); and that the plan of a bounty ¢ is not
for the foreigner’s benefit but for our own’’ (page 73); and I
confefs, if he can make it appear more clearly than he has yet
done, that the foreign purchalers will be contented without re-
cciving any of this bounty, in that cafe we fhall not be taxing
ourfelves forthe purpofe of bribing foreigners to take our Sugar
at lefs than prime eoft. The injuitice of this meafure will then
be, that the commanity are taxed on the Sugar which they con-
fume, in order that the Weft India Planters may receive a pro-
fitable price furplus upon a quantity which they have no occa-
fion for, Mr. Lowe fays, There would be no hardfhip in the plan
which he propofes, wiz., “ro lay an additional tax on the home
coufumer, who has {o long pofiefled an undue advantage in the
price of Sugar; and from that tax to provide a fund for a bounty
on export,” (page 73). Buy, in my mind, never was a plan
much more oppreflive propofed. Whom has the Weft 1andia
Planter to thank for the “ undue advantage in the price of Su-
gar, which the home confumer has fo long poffefifed ¢ Bimfelf,
by glutting the market. The home confumer cannot object to
pay fuch a price for bis Sugar as will leave a profit to the Wett
India Planter; but furely he may with jaftice object to pay a
profit to the Planter upon Sugar for the ufe of foreigners. What
thould we fay, if, when the cotton manufacturers have glutted
both the home and foreign market with cottons, they were tQ
propofe thata tax would be laid upon the home confumption of
this article, in order to afford them a profit upon what they
were before obliged to export at alofs? Yet.exaltly a limilar
propofal is Mr. Lowe’s, of laying a tax of 8+. per cwt. on all
Sugar confumed at home, in order to give the Planter 16+. per
cwt. on all Sugar exported. I may here obferve that Mr.
JLowe’s calculations, as to the fum which the bounty he propofes
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wilh to have hisjuft profit is very reafonable ; but what
{hould we think of the modefty of a trader, whofhould
alk his cuftomers to tax themfelves, in order that they
might be made to pay a double price for the articles
which they bought of him? Precifely fuch a pro-
pofal is that of the Weft India Planters for a bounty.

And if its injuftice to other branches of the com-
munpity be fo glaring, its impolicy is equally obvious.
1t is at all times highly impolitic to contine to pro-
duce an article which is {old for lofs at Aome, but the
folly becomes tenfold when it is propofed to fupply
our enemies even with that article at 30 or 40 per cent.
lefs than it cofls us to bring it into exifience. The
Weft India Planters fiate, that when they obtain
32s. per'cwt. for their Sugar, they lofe 35. or 4s5. per
cwt. by it. The nation has already agreed to give a

. ‘bounty of 2s. per cwt. on all Sugar exported. I¢,

therefore, at prefent fuflains alofs of 5s. or 65. a cwt.
onall the Sugar which foreigners buy of us. And the
W’ei‘% India Planters now propofe, that an additional
bounty of 5s. or 6s. per cwt. fhould be granted ; mak-
ing the whole lofs to the nation, on every cwt. of
Sugar exported, 10s. or 12s., equal to 40 per cent.;

or,

would coft the revenue, are by no means accurate. He ftates at
page 79, on the anthority of theWelt India Report, that zore than
two-thirds of our whole import are confumed i Britain and
Ireland ; whereas at page 18 he fiates, from the fame authority,
that eur home confumption of the 280,000 hogtheads imported
is only 170,000, which wants 16,000 hogfheads of being barely
two-thirds of the whole import. Sothat a tax of 8s. per cwt. on
the home confumption would be thort of furnifhing 16s. per cwt,
on the export by £.260,000. Again, at page 79, he calculates the
export 2t .only 1,600,000 cwt., whereas the leaft export required
is {tated to be 110,000 hogtheads, which, at 13 cwi. ezl.{;_h_3 ate
1,4 30,0004 X
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ry ia other words, they wifh that a bounty fhould be
{tablifhed for encouraging a trade, by which the na-
ion will lofe from £.30. to £.40. on every hundred
. ounds worth of Sugar which it exports! What amaz-
ng opacity muft dim the eyes of that man who, hav-
ng taken this view, the only proper view in which the
ubject can be confidered, fhall {fiill contend that a
ounty on the exportation of Sugar is advifable !

I have thus thewn that on every confideration an
ncreafe of the bounty on the exportation of Sugar is
nadmiflible. Not a farthing of it would direéily enter
he pockets of the Weft India Planters ; and it would
ompletely fail in indireétly relieving their diftrefs, by
aking off the prefent furplus,and increafing the price
f Sugar materially at home. And if it could produce
hefe effeéts, its adoption would be utterly inconfiftent
ith a regard to juftice towards the reft of the commu-
ity, and to all the acknowledged principles of mer-
antile policy.

The next of the meafures propofed for the relief of
he Weft India Planters to which I fhall attend, and
vhich is, in fact, that upon which they have placed
he greatelt hope as an efficacious remedy for their
mbarrafiment, 1s,

The blockade of the French and Spanyh co-
lonies of Martinique, Guadaloupe, Cuba, and
Porto Rico.

Tur Weft India Planters, as I have before obferved,
verting their face from the real caufe of their diftrefs,
amely, their continuing to grow Sugar for the fupply
f a demand which no longer exifts, mofi unjuftly lay
' ' | their
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their calamities at the door of the foreign Planters
and American fhip-owners; as though the former
~had not as much right as themfelves to cultivate their
‘property, and the latter equal liberty with us to carry
goods for thofe who will pay them the higheft freight.
Taking this moft prejudiced view of the fubject, they
have propofed, as a mean of preventing thefe irregular
practices, as they terin them, that the principal iflands
of our enemies fhould be placed in a ftate of blockade;
which ftep, by hindering all accels of foreign produce
to Europe, would again give us the monopoly of the
continental market. Qutrageoufly hoftile as the chrif~
tian or the moralift muft deem fuch a proecedure to
every principle which he is accuftomed to reverence,
it 1s not in this point of view that I am about to' con-
fider this plan. The laws of war have little to do with
either religion or morality, and if the Weft India
Planter can fhew that this meafure is praéticable, and
that it will permanently relieve his difirefs, I fhould
deem it a walte of time to offer any arguments againfg
it. But all that I have feen-advanced on this topie
has failed to convince me either of its practicability
or of the permanency of its effect; and I fhall as
briefly as poffible ftate my reaions for believing, 1ft,
that it is impracticable ; and 2d, if pradticable, that it ~
1s not only not at ‘all likely to relieve the diltreffes of
the Planters for any length of time, but, in fa&t, that
after a certain period it would p]unﬂ'e them into ten-
fold mifery. -

In confidering the pradticability of this plan, we
muit inquire what meaning the Planters affix to the
term “ blockade.” If they take it in the fenfe in which
other nations contend it fhould be underfiood, and
mean that we are to {furround the French and Spanith
colonies with armed veflels, {o as effectually to prevent

10 all
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Il communication with them, there is not need of
inother word to fthow that fuch a project i1s altogether
mpracticable. For, can any man believe that we can
pare fhips and failors fufficient to cut off effetually
Il naval communication with feveral thoufand miles
f coalt, when fuch golden temptations will be cffered,
o run every rifk in deceiving the ftri¢teft vigilance ?
If, on the other hand, the term “ blockade” is to.
‘ecelve that convenient meaning which we have fome-
imes atlixed to it;—if ilis to be underftood, that our
were declaration, that the French and Spanifh Weit
ndia iflands are blockaded, is to be {uflicient autho-
ity to our fhips of war to capture every American
aden with Welt Indian produce wherever met with,

e T e B e o Ml L i B i L e e et o et i 0

then, this mealure will certaiuly claim a greater
1are of praéticability. For fuch a  blockade” (or
nore properly fyftem of piracy) would undoubtedly
nable us to throw great impediments in the way of
he prefent inlercourie of foreign nations with their
olonies ; and although we could not wholly prevent
heir réceiving fupplies from them, we thounid fo much
ncreale the rifk of transfer, that the price of Sugar
vould be greatly enhanced. But a queftion here na-
uraily prefents itfelf :—though fuch a “ blockade”
night be in part effe¢tual, would it be advifable ? The-
nnunciation of {uch a novel definition of the term
rould moft affuredly plunge us at once into war with
merica; and I {ubmit it to the determination of
hofe Weft India Planters, who fo highly eftimate the
ralue of thewr demand for five millions of our produce
o< manofactures, whether it would be politic, for the
ake of retaining a portion of this trade, that we {hould
ake a ftep which would deprive us of a cuftomer that
innuvally confumes ten millions of our produce ?

but let us confider this meafure as to the permas
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nency of the relief which is expefled from it. Let us
make the fuppofition, thatthe blockade of ourenemies
colonies would effectuaily exclude their produce from
the European market,and thus give us the monopoly
of this market; and moreover let us make the incon-
gruous (uppofition, that the affection of the Americans
towards us is {o long-{uffering, as that a meafure .
which would fubject half their thips to detention, and
annihilate the moft profitable part of their trade, would
not lead them to quarrel with us. Then, let us.inquiie
whether an y permanent relief would refult to the Weft

India Planters from this meafure. I fear, on the con-

trary, that we {hall find it would be in the end a griev-
ous aggravation of their misfortunes.

Though a blockade of the enemies colonies might
prevent their produce from being fent to Europe, yet
even the Weft India Planters themfelves will {carcely
be fo fanguine as to expect that this meafure would
deftroy the means of creating this produce. A blockade
of Cuba would not kill all the negroes on the ifland :

it would net overwhelm its fugar works in ruins, or

convert its fertile ¢ brickmould foil” into barren {and.
Its Planters might be in great diftrefs indeed, but our
own experience has told us, that they would not have
the power of withdrawing their capital {from the bufi-

. nefs in which it is invefted. Having no market for

Sugar, they would ceafe to grow it; they would em-
ploy their negroes in ratfing the food which America
had formerly fupplied them with, frem their now de-
ferted fugar plantations; and they would carefully
keep up the buildings neceffary for its manufacture,
in hopes of better times. As foon as ever, thercfore,
thefe better times arrived—as foon as ever the fup-
poied blockade ceafed—or, in other words, as foon as
peace once more blefled the nations of Europe, the
; colonies |
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colonies of France and Spain would be able fully to
fupply their mother countries with the fame amount
of produce which they now export. In one year after
the (\:(mc]uﬁon of peace, as much Sugar would be raifed
from thefe colonies as they now grow, even though for
three or four years before i,lmy had not pmcl\z\ed an
ounce. Where then, I atk, would be the permanency
of the relief which the Weft India Planters would
derive from this meafure? [t might relieve them in-
deed for a few years, but the moment that event ar-
rived, for which, of all the mercantile clafs, they are
moft loudly calling ; the moment peace was concluded
with France and Spain, the flood of evils which now
opprels them, :mgmpnted by being dammed up for a
few years, would return upon them with redoubled
violence, and in a fhort period overwhelm them with
its fury.

Indeed, not enly would the propofed blockading
{fcheme fail of effecting any permanent beunefit for the
Planters ; it would, in the end, valtly aggravate their
diftrefles.

They themfelves juftly attribute a large portion of
their prefent evils to the encouragement which the
high prices of 1798 held out to the extended cultiva-
tion of the conquered Dutch colonies of Demerara and
Surinam. And are they {o ignorant of human nature,
have they gained {o little knowmdge from their woful
experience, as to believe that {fuch a repetition of the
high prices of 1708, as the monopoly of the European
market would confer, would not again produce the
{fame effect? If {peculators, notwithitanding the un-
certainty of our tenure at that period, lured by the
chance of high profits, in a few years invefted in the
cultivation of thefe iflands the vaft {fum of eighteen
millions, do they flatter themfelves that other ipecu-

fators
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lators would not be induced, by the fame temptation,
eagerly to embrace an opportunity of employing a
capital equally Targe, now that moft other commercial
avenues are clofed? And have they fuch confidence
in the prudence of their own body, as to be fure that
monopoly prices would not again, as i 1798, caufe an
extenfion of cultivation in our own iflands of Jamaica,
Tobago, St.Vincent’s, Grenada, and Trinidad, all of
which we are told by Sir Wm. Young ¥, are capable
of further cultivation /—1If, then, there is every proba-
bility that the re-acquifition of the monopoly of the
European Sugar market would augment the produc-
tion of this fubftance both in the iflands which we
have conquered and in our own poffeflions, what can
be more plain, than that thereftoration of peace, which
would deftroy this monopoly— which would refiore
Pemerara and Surinam to our enemies with vaftly
increafed means of produétion, and would find their
own colonies Cuba, Martinique, Porto Rico, and
Gnadaloupe, ready, the moment a market was opened
to them, amply to {upply that market—what, 1 fay,
can be more obvious, than that the benefit of fuch a
monopoly would exift during war only, and that the
return of peace would plunge the Weft India Planters
into difireffes, compared with which thofe they now
endure are trifling and infignificant. .

If, therefore, the Weft India Planters can perfuade
the nation, that it will be for its intereft to wage uni-
verfal and eternal war, by all means let them endea-
vour to reprocure a monopoly of the European market
by the blockade of the enemies colonies. But if, as
they profefs, they are convinced. that peace is impe-
rioufly demanded both by their individual and the na-

| tional

* Weft-India Common-place Book, p. 24.
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‘tional intereft, let me entreat them to take warning by
their former experience, and ftedfaltly to fet theirfaces
againft the ad\bption of a meafure, which will render
that blefling to the reft of the world a horrible curfe
to them,

The laft mode of relieving the diftreffes of the Weft
India Planters, the propofal of which has come within
my knowledge, is, to grant them

Permiffion to export their Sugar to America
and the continent of Europe, without firft tm-
porting it into Britain.

By the Navigation Aéts, the Weft India Planters are
prohibited from exporting their produce to any other
 place than Britain, and fiom employing for its con-
veyance thither, any other than Britith thips. Thefe
'regulations have for fome time been {lightly relaxed,
{o far as to permit the fale of a certain quantity of mo-
lafles and rums to the Americans, in return for the
articles which the colonies receive from them ; and,
from 1738 to 1771, Sugar was allowed to be exported
direétly to any part of Burope in Britifh thips. "' The
Planters, with great truth; urge, that their fituation at
prefent is more painful than at theé period when this
permiflion was granted, and that now, therefore, when
the fupply of Sugar is fo much greater than the homg
demand, and when its importation and re-exportation
{fo greatly enhances its price, itis but juft that a fimilar
relaxation from the ufual {triétnels of our Navigation
Laws (hould take place, and that they fhould be per-
mitted to export their fuperfluity of Sugar direétly to
the beft market,

If,
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" If, which they do not clearly ‘explain, the Weft?
ludia Planters would be content with being allowed to
export their Sugarin Brityh {hips, 1 donot fee that
any objection whatever cou ld be urged againit fuchan
indulgence, which could not in the leafi injure the in~
tereft of the fhip-owners. Bat if, on the contrary, as
is moft probable, they aim at obtaining free permiflion
to fell their produce to the Americans, or any other
powers, with leave for the purchafers to traniport it
in their own veflels, in that cafe ferious obftacles
would éppofe the acquifition of their defire. Such an
additional innovation in the Navigation Adts, already
neceflarily fo much relaxed in time of war; would be
zealoufly oppofed by all who regard the firi¢t mainte-
nance of thefe adts as effential to our national falva-
tion : and the large body of fhip-owners would actively
fet their faces againit a meafure which would fo greatly
aggravate the prefent deprefied fiate of their property.
They would contend, that their intereft is far more
clofely bound up with that of the nation, than the in-
terelt of the Weft India Planters; and that the latter,
having {o long enjoyed a favourable monopoly of the
home market, could have no right to be releafed from
the implied conditions on which that monopoly was
granted, now that their own imprudence had rendered
it unfavourable.~Amidft fuch a jarxing of oppofite in-
terefis, it is fcarcely probable that fo extenfive a relax-
ation of the prefent reftrictions would be conceded.
Without, however, decidedly exprefling my opinion
whether fuch a meafure would be confiftent with a
due regard for national policy and individual intereft,
I fhall ffate the reafons which weigh with me Lo be-
lieve, that the Weft India Planters are deceived, . 1n

expecting that either one plan or the other, of unre-
{ftrained

-




[ 49 ]

firained export from the colonies, would afford them
effential and permanent relief, -

1. With refpect to the firft plan.~Much need not
be faid to prove that the mere permiffion to export
Sugar direél to America, or the Eu ropean continent,in
Britith veflels, would not yield any material relief to
the diftrefles of the Planters. Such a conceffion would
by no means enable them to convey their Sugar at
the fame chieap rate with neutrals. They would fave,
indeed, the expenfe of 5s. or 6s. per cwt. incurred
by commiffion, &c. in Britain, and the freight on re-
export from thenceto the Continent ; but the freight
and infurance by Britith veflels to the continent of
Europe would be as much as to Britain, and as they
are at this time nearly twice as much as by American
veflels, fucha fmall deducion as the above would be
far fhort of enabling the Britith Planters to enter on
competition with thofe of the foreign colonies,

2. Butlet us inquire more fully, in the fecond place,
whether free permiffion to export their produce to any
place in any veflels, would be likely materially and per-
1manently to better the conditipn of the Weft India
Planters : for, if this queftion be refolved in the nega-
tive, it is unnecellary to difcufs the preceding head more
largely. .

The Planters muft expe& to derive advantage from
this meafure either direétly, by its enabling them to
fell the whole of their Sugar for a profitable price; or
andireéily, by its taking off the furplus which now
gluts the Britith market at prime coft, or a fmall lofs,
and thus enhancing the value of that which is fold at
home.—Let us inquire, firft, whether there is any
profpect that that portion of their Sugar which they
would fell to the foreign purchafer could be fold for
2 profit, ' i
| ‘ E The
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The expenfe ‘of producing a hundred weight of
Sugar in the Weft Tundia iflands is ftated to be equal

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

ilands. As Jamaica produces above one half of all
the Sugar returned by the Britifh colonies, we may
fairly call the average prime coft of a cwt. of Sugar in
the Weft Indies 20s. 6d. If, therefore, the Planter
fells at this price, he fells without profit; if he fells
for lefs, he fells for lofs. The price which he would
be able to obtain from the foreign purchafer, would be
regulated by the price at which the foreign Planter
can afford to fell, and muft be always fomething
lower than this; for it muft be conftantly borne in
mind, that the foreign colonies nearly, if not entirely,
fupply the demand of the Continent,and confequently,
toprocure a fale there for an additional 140,000 hogi-
heads, we muft offer at a price lower than their’s.
What now is the price at which the foreign colonies
at prefent fell their Sugar? To determine this, we
muft confider that the higheft price which the conti-
nental market will give us for any confiderable por-
tion of our Sugar is about g0s. per cwt. They are
fupplied therefore at a rate alittle higher in theirown
colonies. Let us call the coft of their own Sugar 32 s.
Of this we may fairly reckon- 10s. as the amount of
freight, infurance, commiflion, &c. on its conveyance
to Europe; 22s. per cwt., therefore, is about the
price at which, from the data we have to go by, we
may eftimate that the Sugar of foreign colonies is fold
in the colonial market. Now as this is only 1s. 64d.
per cwt. above the prime coft of our Sugar, is it not
incontrovertible, that if the Weft India Planters ex-
pe& to fell in the colonies any confiderable portion of
their furplus Sugar to continental buyers, they muft
be content to fell it at prime coft, or at alofs?—Even if

1 we
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we fuppofe that the price of Sugar in the foreigti go-
lonies is more than 22s., that it is 265, per cwt. for
ififtance, yet the introduétion of our furplus Sugar
into the continental market, as that market has no
demand for fuch an additional quantity, would by no
means enable us to obtain this price : the competition
in the oveMtocked market would, on the contrarys
probably lower the price 5s5. or 6s. per cwt. The
foreign Planter would, in confequence, obtain lefs than
formerly for his Sugar, but the Britith Weft India
Planter would not obtain more : and when we take into
account the vafily greater fertility of the foreign colo-
nies than of our’s, and the probability that a confidera-~
ble portion of the price now obtained for their produce
Is profit, would the foreign Planters, I with to afk, or
the Britith Weft India Planters, be bef able to bear
the refult of fuch a competition, or to drive their
competitors out of the market ?

It does not appear likely, then, that the moft un=
conftrained freedom of fale and of tranfport from the
Britith colonies would enable the Weft India Planters
to fell their prefent fuperfluity of Sugar in the foreign
market for a profit; and asthe reafoning on which
this fuppofition is grounded is fo very obvious, it is
natural to conclude that they expect to derive benefit
from this meafure, which they value fo very highly,
chiefly by its offering them a mode of getting more
ealily rid of the furplus of Sugar which now gluts the
Britifh market, and thus of obtaining a higher price
for the remaining quantity confumed at home. An
application, however, of the reafoning employed rela-
tive to the effect of abounty on the exportation of Sugar
to this cafe, will thow, that the Weft India Planters
are deceived in expcéting relief from this mode of

operation of the meafure now under confideration.
E 2 Kt
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If the Weft India Planters formed a corporate body
whofe concerns, like thofe of the Eaft-India Company,
were managed by half a dozen Diredtors, it would be
very pradticable for them to refolve to fell their {uper-
fluity of 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar for prime coft, or
a lofs, to foreigners, for the fake of raifing adequately
the pnce of the remaining 150,000 hogfheads con-
fumed at home ; and theu intereft mlght be greatly
.promoted by fuch a facrifice; for it would doubtlefs
be far more profitable to an individual Planter to fell
half the produce of his plantation at prime coft, or a
{mall iofs, in the foreign market, and the remaining
half for ten per cent. profit at home, rather than to
fell the whole, as he now does, in . the home market,
for lofs. But, as the Weft India Planters are not in-
corporated into a trading company, but form a nume-
rous unconneéted body of men, whofe interefis are often
oppofite, it is impoflible that any combination for the
government for the whole can be entered into; each
individual muft be left to his own judgment, in ma-
naging his affairs as he deems it beft for his intereft.
Now it is this ifolated condition of the Weft India
Planters which prefents an infuperable bar to their at-
tainment of any confiderable advantage from permii-
fion to fell their Sugar in the iflands; for as the
foreign price muft be a lofing one, or one without
profit, no Planter will fell for this price if he can ob-
tain a better. But'the moment the firft {upply of the
foreign market has prevented the glut which now de-
prefles the home market, the latter will rife {o as to
be more profitable than the foreign. When this has
enfued, however (mall may be the difference of profit,
no more will be fold for the foreign market. Every
one will be anxious to fend his produce to the pro-
filable home market, which will fpeedily again be
glutted,
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glutted. Thus the price of Sugar will be continually
vacillating, fometimes a little higher in the home
market than in the foreign market, and fometimes a
little lower; but the price in the former will be evi-
dently governed by that in the latter, and can never
rife much higher.—An illuftrative example will render
this reafoning more clear. Let us {fuppofe that ‘from
the 1t of next January permiffion were granted to the
Weft India Planters to fell any quantity of their Sugar
in the iflands to foreign purchafers; and that at that
time the utmoft which the foreign purchafer would
give was the prime coft price of 20s. 6d. per cwt.;
while at home Sugar was ftill at the lofing price of
35s. We can have no hefitation in deciding to which
market the Weft India Planter would give the pre-
ference. He would undoubtedly fell his produce to
the foreign purchafer. Soon, however, the abftrac-
tion of 50,008 or 60,000 hogtheads of Sugar from the
ufual {upply of the home market would raife the price,
and it would be fold at home, probably, for the barely
profitable price of 465 When once this had enfued,
can we {uppofe that any Planter in the Weft Indies
would continue to facrifice his individual intereft for
the public good. Would he not eagerly fend his Sugar
to the home market, which offered him a profitof 2 s.
or 3s. per cwt., rather than fell it in the foreign
market at prime coft? Every one, therefore, would
now export his Sugar to Britain. -~ A glut in the home
market would follow. Sugar would again fall to its
former price; and this vibratory procefs would be
conftantly repeated, without ever permitting it to
reach that peint which the Weft India Planter has a
right to expect, and which he would obtain if the
market were not overfiocked. =
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Viewing the propofal, of allowing the free export of
Sugar from the colonies, in this light, it feems to have
little claim to the title of a panacea for the deep-rooted
evils of thie Weft India Planters. But it is poffible that
the propofers of this meafure may have inveftigated its
confequences more narrowly than I have done. They
may perhaps be able to prove, by documents not within
my reach, that a foreign market for the whole of the
furplus of their Sugar can be found, fufficiently profit-
able to enfure an adequate price on the total produce
offered for fale.—For the fake, then, of examining the
fubjeét in all ils bearings, let us for a moment adopt
this, to me, I confefs, moft improbable fuppofition.
Let us take it for granted, that, at the prefent time, the
foreign Sugar market, unlike all other markets, has a
yearly demand for 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar at a
gertuin price, thongh it bas little or no demand for
them at a few fhillings aboue that price :—that it will
buy of us 2n the colonies our furplus of Sugar at 24s. or
255. per cwt. a price which will leave a profit to the
Planter, though it will not take a quarter of this {urpius
off our hands, at 32s. if brought to Europe:—and
having made thefe conceflions, Iet us inquire, whether,
if fuch were the ftate of things, there is any profpect
that in future we thould be able to retain a foreign de-
mand for fuch & quantity of our produce. For, if not,
the Weft India Planters themfelves will fcarcely put
any high value upon a meafure which promifes to
relieve them for a year or two only, and then threatens
to leave them in a ftate as deplorable as ever.

If there be at prefent a demand in the foreign
market for 140,000 hogtheads of ouy Sugar, it muft be
n confequence of a deficit to this extent from the

.foreign colonies. The queftion then is, whether the
foreign colonies are or are not likely before long fully
to
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to fupply this deficiency at a price lower than we can;
for, whenever this 15 the cafe, we thall be {urely driven
from the market. Now when the advantages enjoyed
by the Planters of the Spanifth colonies alone are
contrafted with thofe of the BrititlhWeft India Planters,
1t will be evident that in no long period of time the
former muft amply fupply the continental market
with all the Sugar it can polfibly confume, at a price
lower than the latter can afford to fell for.—In the
Britifh Weft India iflands, all the land in cultivation
has been purchafed at the high rates of £.50, £. 50,
or even £.100 per acre. In the extenfive and fertile
colonies of Cuba and Porto Rico, on the conjrary, the
Spaniards, taught a better policy than heretofore, by
Buonaparte, purfue the {yftem which they formerly
adopted for the cultivation of Trinidad, and grant
¢ cedulas” or allotments of land for little or nothing,
to any new {ettlers who have a {ufficient number of
ilaves to cultivate them.—In the Britith Weft Indies,
cattle and mules, timber for mill-work and other pur-
pofes, which form a large portion of the expenfes of a
plantation, are purchafed at high rates from America:
whilg the partly-unclaimed Spanifh iflands fully fupply
themfelves with the latter articles, and they have ap-
propriated ground to the breeding of cattle, whence
they are furnifhed at a cheap rate with thefe ufeful
animals.—In the Britith Weit India iflands, no more
flaves are to be imported ; and if we are to believe the
reprefentations of the Planters, the exifting number
cannot be kept up, and, confequently, the abolition of
this hovrible traffic will make the expenfes of culti-
vating Sugar ftill greater than at prefent. Whereas
we have ne reafon to flatter ourfelves that the Spa-
niards will imitate us in facrificing intereft at the altar
of humanity ; and théy will therefore be able to pur-
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chafe all the {laves they have occafion for, at a priee -
Iefs than ever, now that our competition is withdrawn
from the flave market.—Without enumerating, there=
fore, any minor advantages which unqueftionably are
enjoyed by the Spanifh colonies, the mere ftatement
of thefe three important ones is fuflicient-to convince
any reafonable man, that if it were the faét, that the
foreign demand for Sugar is not at prefent fatisfied
from the foreign colonies, thefe colonies alpne, with-
out adverting to the poflible increafe from the French
colonies, would, in the courfe of a very fhort period,
amply {upply the whole of this demand at a cheaper
rate than the Britilh Weit India Planters poflibly
could,

But it is not the probable increafed fupply from
the Spanilh colonies folely that threatens fpeedily to
drive the Britith Weft India Planters out of the con-
tinental market, if indeed they have any footing in that
market ;—it muft be remembered, that the vaft and
exuberant ifland of St. DoMiNgo, which for many
years has not exported any produce, will, before any
long period has elapfed, either under the dominion of
a black chief, or once more of France, again raife a
large quantity of Sugar, and effer it to European pur-
chafers at a rate perhaps lower than any other Weft
India colony. Formerly, this ifland fupplied Europe .
with 114,000 hogfheads of Sugar: what reafon is there
to fuppofe that, in the courfe of a few years, it will
not again raife an equal if not a greater quantity ?
The negroes, after a term of anarchy and confufion,
feem to be reduced under the fubjetion of a defpotic
chief; perhaps the only form of government that
in their prefent fituation they are fit for, They
will foon return to the occupation of cultivating

~ the foil; and the newspapers inform us, that large

quantities
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dquantities of coffee have already been purchafed of
them.—If it be urged, that the want of capital will
prevent the negroes from underfelling the Britith
Planter ; I anfwer, that the natural advantages of the
ifland will move than compenfate for this deficiency =
which indeed will not be confiderable, fince the culti-
vation of land in St. Domingo does not require the
greater part of the capital eflfential to a Britith Planter,
namely, that expended in the purchafe of land and of
flaves.—On the beft authority, we learn, that while the
average produce of the Sugar plantations in Jamaica
1s but half a hogfhead per acre, in St. Domingo, fo
fuperior is its fertility, the average produce per acre,
when in pofleflion of the French, was one and a half
hogthead per acre.* Now, can it be {uppofed that
the Sugar of St. Domingo, produced by free labourers,
upon land which has coft little or nothing, and which,
with the fame labour, will yield three times as much
as the largeft of our iflands, could not be afforded for a
lefs price than that of the Britith colenies? It feems
abfurd to have a doubt upon the fubject.

If it be conjedtured that on the return of peace the
French government will fucceed inregaining pofieffion
of St. Domingo ; precifely fimilar effeéts will enfue,
though probably to a greater extent. If undera negro
government this ifland is likely to fupply a confiderable
quantity of Sugar to the European market, it is very
evident that it would fupply as much, if not more,
when re-occupied by the French, who would ftrain
every nerve to regain the advantages which- they

once derived from a colony in itfelf more valuable -

than any other in the Weft Indies. And if, owing
to the fuperior fertility of St. Domingo, they were
formerly

* Brougham on Colonial Pelicy, vol. i. page 5zo0.
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formerly able to bring their Sugar -to market at
a price fo much lower than the Britifh Planters,®
the re-acquifition of this ifland would very {hortly
cenfer upon them their former fuperiority in this
refpect. _

Thus, on whatever fide we {urvey the fubjeét, there
feems finall reafon to efltimate at any high rate the
value of the permiflion, which the Weft [ndia Planters
fo anxioufly demand, of expoiting their furplus Sugar
diretly to the American or European continental
markets. The mere licence to make ufe of Britifh
veflels, for this end, which {ome of them {eem to con-
fider as calculated to “ relieve and re-eftablifh their
diftrelled fortunes,” - has been fhewn to be wholly nu-
gatory. And even though our national jealouly of
further relaxation of the Navigation Laws, and the de-
cided and weighty oppofition of the {hipping intereft,
fhould not prohibit the employment of foreign veffels
m conveying the furplus of Sugar, to the foreign
market, this enlarged licence, it has been proved, would
be infufficient as a permanent and radical relief for
their diftrefles.

I mAvVE now examined, fingly, each of the prin-
cipal meafures which has been brought forward as a
remedy for the deprefied ftate of the Sugar market,
In entering upon this examination, I admitted, that
if any meafure thould be found, calculated perma-
nently to anfwer the end expected from it, without
unjuftly raffecting the intereft of other clafles of fo-
ciety, fuch a meafure ought undoubtedly to be adopted.

But

* Brougham on Colonial Policy, vol. 1. page 520,
1 Sir William Young, page 83.
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But no fuch meafure has been as yet propofed. An
inveftigation of the whole of them has confirmed the
deduction of theoretical principle—that the only ra-
dical remedy for the difirefs of the Wefe India Planters,
as jor them to retrace the fieps by which their prefent
embarraffments have been occafioned. Eight or nine
years ago they began to increafe the produétion of
Sucar, for the fupply of a demand thzn firft created.
This demand no longer exifts. They muft, therefore,
if they wifh to regain their priftine profperity, reduce
the produce of Sugar to nearly its former rate. For
20 years prior to 1798, the average annual export of
Sugar from the Britilh Weft India colonies to Britain
did not exceed the home confumption 12,000 hogl-
heads. Whereasatprefent,and henceforward, their pro-
duce may be eftimated at 100,000 hogtheads annually
above the home confumption; and {o long as we re-
tain the conqguered colonies the total furplus preduce is
140,000 hogtheads, As we have {hewn that no mean
exifts of profitably difpofing of this excefs, the only
alternative which remains to the Weft India Planters
is to decreale their cultivation of Sugar, {o as to bring
to market at leaft 100,000 hogfheads lefs than they
now do.
But the Weft India Planters will inquire,—* How is
this to be effected ?”” 1 anfwer, in three {everal ways:
on each of which I fhall make a few obfervations.

1, If the efprit de corps were as powerful in induc-

ing men to facrifice their {elf-intereft for the geueral
good as in leading them to combine for the purpofe
of ebtaining advantages for their particular body, at
the expenfe of their fellow-citizens, a meafure might
be found which would at once -relieve the -diftreffes

of the whole body of Planters.—As the caufe of their
" evils
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evils is fimply the! growth of 140,000 hogtheads of
Swgar more than there 1s a demand for, if each
Planter would engage, in proportion to the extent of
his eftate, to reduee his cultivation of this article, until
no more than 150,000 hogfheads were produced, the
fitvation of the whole would be at once relieved, with-
out the ruin of one individual. But utepian, tndeed,
muft be his opinion of human nature, who can be-
Jieve for an inftant the practicability of fuch a fcheme,
Though the Weft India Planters as a body are in dif-
irefs, yet the degrees in which different individuals
fuffer, are very various; and {fome, indeed, are even
now able to cultivate their eftates with profit. While
the generality of plantations are cultivated at an
average expenfe of 20s. 6d. per cwt., fome are {o
favourably eircamnftanced as not to exceed 14s. 2d.: %
and from the jealoufy with which the old eftablifhed
Planters of the Britith Weft India iflands feem to
regard the fpeculators in Demerara and Surinam,+ we
may conclude that the latter bring their Sugar to mar-
ket at lefs expenfe than the former, and are confe-
quently notfuffering pofitive lofs, even at the exifting
low prices. It can never, therefore, be expedied, that
thofe Planters who even now are not {uftaining lofs,
and who have a well-founded profpect of greater gains,
when the hard gripe of neceffity thall have diminifhed
the produce of Sugar, fhould voluntarily relinquifh
any portion of their actual benefits for the good of
their {uffering brethren. They willingly join thefe
nnfortunate members of their community 1n demand-
ing relief for the whole, butit is in vain to atk of them,

for this end, any facrifice of their own profits.
2. It

» .Evidence of Mr. Wedderburne before the Weft India Com=
tnitree.

* 4 Sir William Young, page 58,
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" o, It would be abfurd, therefore, to expect that the
‘requifite decreafe in the cultivation of Sugar can be,
biought about by any  convention amougfi the
Planters.—This curative meafure may be effected alfo
by leaving things to take their own courfe, and {nch
an inactive mode of cure will be in the end infallible.
In the human frame, difeafes-occur which alike baffle
the art of medicine, and the wvis medicatrix nature ;
but in commnerce, no diforder is {fo powerful as not
finally to be eradicated by its inherent fanative prin-
ciple. Now that the cultivation of Sugar is become
fo generally a lofing concern, a diminution in the
quantity produced will gradually take place. If fuch
of the Weft India Planters as are moft unfavourably
circumftanced—thofe, whofe eftates produce the
loweft priced produce, orare cultivated at the greateft
expenie—will not be content to withdraw, from under~
takings fo rninous, that part of their capital which is
converlible inte money, abandoning their fixed ca-
pital, but perfift in abiding the refult; a few years
continuation of their prefent loffes will throw them
into the hands of their creditors : and all thofe, it 1s
plain, whofe {peculations liave been undertaken with
o borrowed capital, muft fpeedily undergo the fame
hard fate. Thus, no other plantations will long con-
tinue to be cultivated, except thofe which at prefent
are moft favourably circumftanced with refpect to fer-
tility of foil, &c. ; and fuch as remain in the hands of

proprietors {ufficiently rich to bear the lofles which.

muft be {uftained in waiting for better times. When
{fo many plantalions have been abandoned, as that
ihofe which are moft unfavourably fituated begin to
afford a profit, no further facrifices will be required,
and the evil will be remedied,

Certain,
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“ (lertain, however, as it is, that the prefent difeafed
ftate of the Weft India trade will eventually work its
own cure, it muft not be concealed that the progrefs
of this cure will be exceedingly flow, if the Planters
liften to the pleafing but delufive ftatements of thofe
who maintain that any other {pecific can be of fer-
vice to them than the one I have pointed out. If
they deceive themfelves with the hope that any ar-
rangements of Government, or that the attainment
of peace, promife to afford a remedy for their cala-
mities, buoyed up with thefe delufions, each indi-
vidual will procraftinate his acquiefecence in the harfh
meafures which prudence enjoins, until neceffity has
forced him to adopt them. The Sugar market will
ftill continue to be glutted—for ten years to come, pro-
bably, the greater part of what is fold, will-be fold
for lofs ; and the final re-eftablifhment of a profitable
trade will be effeéted only by the fucceffive bankruptcy
of thofe who in turn become unable to fuftain fur-
therfacrifices.—The aggravated evils arifing from this
falfe eftimate of things has been duly appreciated by
a Weft India Planter* himfelf, who in his evidence
before the Committee made the following juft obferva-
tions : “ Unfortunately, the holders of fuch eftates
as have become unprofitable, and which ought in pru-
dence to have been early abandoned, have lingered
on in hopes of better times, and from the exireme
reluétance of making the facrifice which inevitably
attends an abandonment, ’till their credit as well as
property is gone, and the abandonment, inftead of
being voluntary, is enforced by creditors.” -

3. The modé in which the cultivation of Sugar can
be diminifhed in the requifite proportion, with the
' fmalleft

oy

. Jofm Blackburn, Efq.
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{malleft lofs to thofe who muji eventually be the fuf-
ferers, and with the fpeedieft reftoration of the prof-
perity of the whole, is that, of whi¢h the preceding
obfervations of Mr. Blackburn thow him to be aware,
and which it is one of the prineipal objedts of this
publication to point oat: namely, the abandonmens,
Sforthwith, of all thofe plantations which ave mofi un-
profitable; by thofe Planttrs who are poffeffed of the
[malleft capital. _

Har(h as this prefeription may appear, its proptiety

will not be difputed by thofe who admit the truth of

the fadts on which its neceflity is founded. 1 have
{hewn that no radical cure for the diftrefles of the
Planters exifts, except the diminution of the quantily
of Sugar at prefent brought to market. 1f {uch as
cultivate the moftunprofitable eftates with ‘the {malleft
capital, do not voluntarily abandon them, their fuc-
ceflive and fpeedy bankiuptey will inevitably enfue.
They have, theretore, to choofe between this fate, at
the end of no very long period of painful fuffering,
and the abandonment of a portion of their capital at
prefent, with the prefervation of a part of it. 'Can
they hefitate as to their choice’? Surely the proprietor
of a plantation muft fee that 1t is the part of a wife
man at once to abandon half of the capital which is

invefted in it, retaining the other half, rather than

to fubject himfelf to'a {eries of loffes, which in the
end muft wreft the whole from him.

Although in entering upou the confideration of the
meafures propofed for the relief of the Planters, in
order that I might concede as much as poffible in their
favour, [ admitted as accurate the ftatement which
they have repeatedly made, namely, that the whole
of their capital is fo fixed 1 the Weft Indies, that no

,portion of it can be withdrawn for other purpofes;

yet,
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- yet, it is clear that this admiffion ought ftriétly to be

made with confiderable refervation. Though in thefe
times of depreffion, the land and the buildings on a
plantation cannot be difpofed of, and, confequently,
the gapital {unk in their purchafe and ereétion muft
be wholly loft, if the eftate be abandoned ; yet, the
moveable property, the flaves and the cattle, can un-

~ doubtedly be fold. Now the latter form the mofi

valuable portion of the capital vefted in a Sugar plan-
tation. By the evidence of Mr. Wedderburne before
the Committee of the Houfe of Commons, it appears
that the value of the flaves and cattle on an eftate in
which a capital of £. 40,000 is employed, is £.23,000:
while the value of the land and buildings is not more
than £.17,000. The Planter, therefore, who aban-
dons fuch an eftate, it is evident need not lofe his
whole capital. He will lofe the value of his land and
of the buildings upon it, but he may certainly fell
his flaves and his cattle. The latter being an article
of conftant {fupply, muft be -always wanted by more
profitable eftates. And the former, if the reprefenta-
tions of the Planters as to the neceflity of an annual
freth fupply, be well founded, muft have their value
greatly enhanced by the late abolition of the traffic by
which they were procured. Even if there be not a
demand in our own iflands for all the flaves which a
general abandonment of unprofitable eftates might
bring to market, they will fell, as formerly,-to other
nations ; and though this trade is at prefent wifely
prohibited, yeta temporary permiffion to fell our {fur-
plus ftock to foreigners might doubtlefs be obtained.

I fhall be told, perhaps, that this prefervation of part
of the capital vefled in their plantations is not prac-
ticable to a large proportion of the Weft India
Planters, who have bought their land and erected

their
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their buildings with money borrowed on mortgage;
and, confequently, that whatever they may obtain for
their moveable property, will revert to their creditors,
and their own ruin be complcte. 1 am fully aware
that many of the Weft India Planters are in this de-
plorable fituation, and I confefs that my advice does
not firitly apply to them. Their fituation cannot be
worfe than it is; for if they are already ruined, any
further lofs which may attend their perfifting to cul-
tivate their eftates, will fall only upon their creditors.
Yet every honeft man will admit that it is the impe-
rious duty of fuch perfons, now that no longer any
hope of extrication from their difficulties remains,
without delay to furrender their property aslittle as
poflible impaired, to thofe who have a legal claim
upon it.

In thort, by whatever means it is accomplithed,—
whether now by the energetic facrifices which pro-
dence demands, or, in future, after a tedious courfe
of fuffering, prolonged by the temporary noftrums
which the Weft India Planters are blindly demanding,
there exifts no effectual, no permanent cure for their
diftrefles, but the reduction of their cultivation of
Sugar to that quantity which is requifite for the {up-
ply of the home market,—then, and not until then,
whether they obtain bounties or blockades in their
favour, will their profits reach that amount, and be
placed upon that ftaple foundation which they have a
right to look for: and whether they choofe to haften
this period by painful facrifices now, or procraftinate

it in the hope of prefent relief, muft be left to their

own difcretion. In whatever way they aét, I venture
to predict, that eventually they will be fenfible of the
truth of the doétrine delivered fome years ago before

the Houfe of Commons, by the enlightened Infpector
/7 of
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of Imports and Exports, Mr. Irving, which, indeed,
bitter experience, notwithftanding its apparent ab-

furdity in the eyes of Mr. Edwards, is now verifying ;

namely; “ that the extenfion of the cultivation of the

Weft India iflands beyond that degree which is '1°equi- b |

fite for fupplying Great Britain, and her immediate de-
pendencies, with the prineipal articles of their produce,’
28 by no means likely to promote the interefts of the
empire.”

; R e '

y

IN concluding this part of my fubje&, I beg to
make a few remarks for the information of {fuch of my
readers as are not particularly converfant with mer-
cantile affairs.

Such petrfons may conceive, from the preceding de-
tail, that the diitreffes of the Weft [ndia Planters are
of an unufual and anemalous defcription ; and that,
m confequence of the rarity of their occurrence, and
the extent of their preflure, if no indireét mean of
relieving them can be found, at any rate a dire¢t com-
penfation to the fufferers, from the funds of Govern-
ment, may be expedient. But'fuch premifes, and
fuch a conclufion, would be equally erroneous. The
diftrefles of the Weft India Planters, though more ex-
tenfive than ufual, ave only fuch as are infeparable
from a ftate of fociety where commerce is made a
primary object, and has elevated to a higher pitch than
ordinary the fpeculative or gambling difpofition fo
inherent in man. Of fimilar mifery, occalioned by
this caufe, we have had ample and frequent experience
on a large fcale ; and of individual viétims to the fame

Apirit,

a ol e

* Edwards’s Hiftory of the Weft Indies, val. ii. p. 450..
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fpirit, our Gazettes afford us weekly a long enumes
tion. Many a man has at this moment caufe to
lament the folly of his anceftors in embarking an
ample fortune in the ruinous Soulh-Sea bubble: and
many a man will in future have to rue the mad {pecu-
lations of his relatives to Buenos Ayres. Does a fcanty
harveft raife the price of grain, and make importation
profitable to thofe who have firft engaged in it—im-
mediately numbers eagerly follow their example :
the market is overftocked—the price greatly falls, and
hundreds of merchants are ruined.—Does a rife in
the price of cottons make their manufacture more
profitable than ordinary—at once {pinning mills
and manufadlories {pring up on all fides~—~more is
manufactured than can be fold—the price falls below
prime coft, and many of the fpeculators lofe every
tarthing of their property. Inftances of diftrefs, fuch
as thefe, occafioned by caufes precifely fimilar to thofe
which have brought about the mifery of the Weft
India Planters, are occurring every year in this com-
mercial country. And if their frequency be fuch, it
is evident that the Government can never with pro-
priety interfere, except to grant temporary relief, fuch
as the remiflion of heavy duties for a time, upon
imported articles, when no fale can be made ; or, the
advance of loans for a while, on the fecurity of pro-
perty which is fure eventually to find a market. For
if the Government were once to begin to make up the
lofles of unfortunate fpeculators, there would be no end
to demands upon it ; and as it would be impofiible to
draw any line of diftinction between different cafes of
this fort, encourdagement would be given to a moit
pernicious excels of gambling. If the moft frequent
experience, of the extended mifery which a fpirit of
fpeculation is every now and then caufing in this

Fg country,
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country, is infufficient to warn other adventurers from
fimilar extravagance, what fort of {fpeculations might
we not expect, when it was once underftood that the
Government is to make good the lofs of {fuch as prove

unfortunate? If the loffeb of the Weft India Planters
are to be made good, by the fame rule fhould the lofles
of the wild adventurers to Buenos Ayres; and if the

“ latter, why may not every bankrupt corn-dealer and

ruined cotlon-fpinner, as well as every unlucky lot-
tery adventurer, claim a reftoration of their pro-
perty.?

Nor ought thofe, who are unacquainted with the
fub_je(‘ft, to conceive, that the Wefi India Planters,
prior to the events which have occafioned their imme-
diate diftrefs, were in a ftate of general profperity ;
and that the facrifices which a large proportion of
their body will be now. obliged to make are unpre-
eedented. This is by no means the cafe. The culti-
vation of Sugar has always been a gambling {pecula-
tion ; and, in conlequence,at all times multitudes of
thofe who have engaged in it have been ruined.®* So
long ago as 178a, when almoft the whole of the pro-
duce grown in the Weft Indies was conlumed at
home, and when, therefore, if ever, we might have
expected. the body of Planters to have been in prof-
perity—even then it appeamd from ftatements laid

by

¥ For a vivid pi&ture of the fatal confequences which have
at all times attended a great proportion of Weft India {pecula-
tions, caufed by “ the fluétuating nature of their returns,”” and
alfo of the rapacity with which many of thofe concerned in this
trade firft lead the unwary adventurerinto embarraffiment, and
then, like ¢ Cornith peafants,” haften to plunge him into utter
ruin that they may participate in the {poi, I 1efer the reader to
the evidence of Bryan Edwards.—Hift. oE the Weft Indies,
vol. ii. p. 263.
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by the council of Jamaica before the privy-council,
that the average profits of the whole capital em-
barked in that ifland was only four per cgnt., and this
not a regular ordinary profit, for while fome were
gaining 15 or 20 per cent., others were lofing as
much. At the fame time it appeared, that in 20 years,
from 1760 to 1780, there had been no lefs than eighty
thoufand executions in the fheriff’s court, amounting to
the immenfe {fum of £.22,500,000 fterling. And, in
the fame period, nearly one half of all the Sugar eftates
in Jamaica were thrown up as not worth cultivating,
orwere in the hands of creditors or mortgagees, or
were fold for their benefit. It is clearly evident, there-
fore, that the prefent mifery of the Weft India Plant-
ers, far from being an unheard-of occurrence amongit
them, is only more extenfive juft now than perhaps it
ever was before. And can we in firiét juftice even
greatly commiferate the fate of men, who, with the
foregoing fadls ftaring them in the face, chofe to em-
bark their property in fo hazardous a concern. If a
{peculator will inveft his capital in a lottery, where
even in its moft favourable ftate the chauces are againft
lim, he cannot complain if he draws a biank ; nor is
it realonable that he fhould call upon the reft of the

community, who had no chance of fharing in any prize

he might obtain, to make good his lofs.

To fum up in brief the pofitions which the preceding
inveftigation has been intended to eftablith :—The
radical and {ole caufe of the diftrefles of the Welt India
Pianters is, their continuing to grow a furplus of Sugar
abaove the home con{'umption, for which there 1s not a
profitable demand in the foreign market. If any juft,
politic, and permanent remedy for thé evils from this
caufe which opprefs the Planters could be difcovered,
humanity to our countrymen would demand its adop-
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tion. But, on examination, all the meafures which
have been propofed for this end have been found to
be either impracticable in themfelves, unjuft to other
branches of .the community, or hoftile to eftablithed
principles of policy ; and all, in fact, merely temporary.
Inveftigation, therefore, obliges us to. revert to the
remedy which theory had prediéted to be alone efli-
cient, and it has been fhewn that the diftrefles of the
Planters can be effectuaily and permanently relieved
only by retracing their fteps, and ceafing to grow
more Sugar than our own confumption requires. Laftly,
it has been thewn, that the mode in which this can be
effected with the leaft eventual {ufiering to individuals,
and the moft fpeedy relief to the whole body of Plant-
ers, is, the immediate abandonment of the eftates which
are moft unprofitable.

T xow proceed to a confideration of the ftatements
made by the advocates of Lhe caufe of the Weft India
Planters, relative to .

The value of the Weft India trade, in &

national point of view.

The writers who have laid the cafe of the Weft
India Planters before the public, and whofe object it
has been to point out the neceflity and the mode of
relieving their diftrefles, have been aware, that of late
the value of colonial poffeflions has not ranked fo
high in the public opinion as in former times. They
know that the enlightened landed intereft of the pre-
fent day are much lefs inelined to believe that the beft
way of promoting their own good is to grant all the
requefis of the mercantile body, than their fimple

3 ' grandfathers
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srandfathers were. Thefe gentlemen have, therefore,
very rationally taken much painsin endeavouring to
fhow that the Weft India trade contributes more
largely than any other branch of commerce to the
revenue, to the wealth of the community, and to the
{fources of our naval power; and, confequently, that
the intereft of every individual of fociety is concerned .
in promoting, as much as poffible, the intereit of the
Weft India Planters. If this ftatement were accurate
in all its parts, the confequence which has been de-
duced from it would naturally follow: but to- me
much of it appears inaccurate, and many of the infe-
rences which are drawn, by no meauns legitimately ta
flow from the premifes which are made to fupport
them. Thefe authors feem to me to confound two
things eflentially different, when they make nodiftine-
tion between the neceflity of retaining {fuch a portion
of the Weft India trade as is requifite for our own
fupply of Weft India produce, and the propriety of
retaining fuch an extent of this trade as we now
pollefs. On their own premifes, theretose, they by no
means make out the neceflity, in a national point of
view, of relieving at all events the diftrefles of the
Planters. But befides this, in my judgment, they
greatly overrate the value of the Weft India trade in
peneral. I fhall advert to thefe two points 1n order.
—In the firt place, I fhall endeavour to thow, that,
allowing the utmoft value to the Weft India trade as a
fource of wealth, of revenue, and of naval power, 1t i$
not neceflary, in order to retain thefe benefits, that any
remedy fhould be applied by Government to the
ditrefles of the Planters.

Of thofe who have given their fentiments to the
world on the fubjeét of the Weft India trade, Mr.
Lowe is the author who has moft decidedly infifted,

B4 . that
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that the interefis of the nation require immediate re-
lief of fome fort to be given to iis prefent depreflion.
The works of Sir William Young * and of Mr. Bofan-
quet  are intended to point out the importance of our
Yeft India trade by authentic documents, and rea-
{foning founded upon them ; and, for the moft part,
they leave their readerto form his own conclufions, as
to the propriety of upholding the profperity of thofe
concerned in fo valuable a branch of commerce. To
the opinions of thefe gentlemen I fhall have occafion
to advert in the fequel. Butthe “ Inquiry”} of
Mr. Lowe, goes a ftep farther ; and 1 fhall therefore
here chiefly attend to his affertions on this point.
Founding his arguments upon the faéts difplayed by
his predeceffors, he deduces from them, in the very
outfet of his work, this conclufion :—“ The queftion
therefore is reduced to this—the country muft either
effentially amend tlle condition of the perfons engaged
in the Weft India trade, or renounce that trade for
ever,” (page 15.) Then, after attempling to (how
that the Weft India colonies pay direétly and indi-
rectly ten millions to the public revenue, he concludes
this part of his Inquiry with exclaiming—“ What
would be the feelings of the country, if we knew that a
calamity impended over us which, if not effectually
guarded againfi, would add two hundred millions to
the amount of our national debt, and dblige us to {ub-
mit to an accumulation of new burthens equal to halp
the permanent taxes impofed for the laft 15 years ?

Yet

* ¢ The Weft-India Common-place Book.”

+ « Thoughts on the Value to Great Britain of Commerce in
general, and on the Value and Importance of the Colonial Trade
in particular.” 3

1 “ An Inguiry into the State of the Britifh Weft Indies.™
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Yet fuch is the alternative for which we muft be pre -
pared, if we do not fpeedily and effectually {fuccour the
Weft India Planters,” (page 14.) Again, towards the
clofe of his chapter on the “ confequences of the ruin
of the Britifh Weft Indies,” which ruin he afferts will
enfue from inaltention to the ftate of the Planters, he
afks—“Who will replace to the manufaéturers an an-
nual blank of fix millions in the amount of their ex-
ports? Can the fkill of our financiers make good a fud-
den deficiency of five millions in direét and five mil-
lions of indire¢t revenue? What will become of
1,000 fail of {hipping and 25,000 feamen?” {page 43.)
Now a very flight confideration will fhow that this
15 all mere declamation, and, to fay the beft of it, very
1dle declamation.—In order to prove that all thefe
horrible confequences will refult from inattention to
the diftreffes of the Weft India Planters, Mr. Lowe
{hould have fhewn that fuch inattention will induce
the total lofs of our Weft India trade. But he has
never attempted to prove this; and who, indeed, does
not {ee, that he was wife in not making an attempt
which muft have failed? Does Mr. Lowe mean us
to underftand, that if the Weft India Planters are not
enabled to grow a larger quantity of Sugar than our
home confumption requires, that they will ceafe to
grow even the quantity required for the home de-
mand :—that if they cannot find a profitable fale for
280,000 hoglheads of Sugar, they will, with one ac-
cord, ceafe to grow even the 150,000 hogfheads which
our home confumption requires ? If he does not mean
this, it is difficult to guefs what he means; for it will
be afterwards fhewd, that all the public, all the private
wealth derived from the Weft India trade, arife from
that portion of it only, which fupplies the home
demand. ’
But

2
i
Ti
B
1
g
¢
i
i
!
i
i
}
|
1
1
i
"1
&
|
}
i
e
i
1
{
-z
!
|
P{
!
!

!
é




T s et b

|
|
|
|

-

F 74 4]

But who can believe, that becaufe the Weft India
Planters are in difirefs, theywill, with one mind, agree
to abandon the cultivation of our colohies?! Was there
ever an inftance of all the growers of an article, with
which the market happened to be overftocked, deter.
mining one and all to ceafe the growth of it altogether ¢
When the high price of hops for a year or two has
caufed fuch an increafe of hop-grounds that the market
becomes glutted, and the price does not pay for the
duty and expenfe of cultivation, do «// the hop-
planters immediately refolve to grub up their hop-
bines? What fhould we think, if, in fuch an ever-
{tocked ftate of the hop-market, a writer were to ad-
drefs the public in behalf of the hop-planters, and fay—
“The growers of hops are lofing by their bufinefs. If
{peedy meafures bc not taken for their relief, the hop
trade muft be renounced for ever: and how mll the
government make up a deficit of £.200,000 w hich it
deuves from this fource i Sheuld we not anfwer an

appeal fuch as this, by obferving— This is all very
abfurd. If the hop-planters are in diftrefs becaufs -
they have overflocked the market, the evil will foon
remedy itfelf, Some of them will convert their hop-
grounds to other purpofes; or, if this be not pradtica-
le, their lofles muft {peedily ruin {o many of them,
that the quantity grown will be adapted to the demand.
Then their diftrefs will ceafe ; and you eannot make
us believe, that they will diminifh the culture of this
article below the demand, or that the Government
will ceafe to derive the uinal yrevenue upon this quan-
tity, which is all it has reafon to expeét.” Precifely
in the fame manner will the prefent diftrefles of the
Weft [ndia Planters operate. They will, if left to
work their awn eure, reduce the cyltivation of Sugas

to the cuunnty which can be profitably difpofed of,
This
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This quantity is the amount of the home confumption ;

and this quantity will always continue to be produced.

So long as the produce {o greatly exceeds the home
demand, bankruptcies and abandonments will take
place; but fome individuals muft hold out longer than
others ; and when the {upply is no more than the de-
mand, this corps de referve will immediately emerge
from diftrefs into profperity.

If then the fuppofition that Mr, Lowe meant to
aflert, that the delay of relief to the Weft India
Planters would caufe the total abandonment of our
colonies, be {o very prepofierous, we muft have re-
courfe to another explanation of his meaning; and
one ounly, as far as I can fee, remains. Mr. Lowe
muit mean, that if the cultivation of the colonies is
not kept up toits prefent height—if we do not enable
the Planters to grow 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar
more than our own con{umption requires, but {uffer
their diftreflfes to force them to reduce their produce
to 150,000 hogfheads only—that then, {fuch a dimi-
nulion of our Weft India trade, will caufe “ a blank
of fix millions in the amount of our exports, a defi-
ciency of five millions in direét, and five millions of
indireét revenue, a lofs of 1,000 fail of {hipping and
25,000 {eamen.” |

But an examination of {uch a fuppofition will {how
it to be nearly as unfounded as the foregoing.—To
efiimate what lofs we fhall {uftain by decreafing our
Weft India trade to the fupply of the home market
only, we malft calculate the amount of public revenue,
of private wealth, and of naval power, which we derive
from the furplus Weft India produce which we are
now obliged to export, and which portion alone of our
Weft India trade, inattention to the diftrefles of the

Planters will deprive us of. In the firft place then,

what
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what advantage does the revenue derive from the
140,000 hogfheads of Sugar which we now annually
mmport above our own wants andre-export ? Not one
fixpence. On the contrary, at the prices which Sugar
has borne for many months, the revenue has fuftained
adead lofs of 2s. upon every cwt. of raw Sugar ex-
ported ; a bounty of that fum being granted when the
Gazette price of Sugar is 4o0s. or below. Every
farthing of the three millions which the revenue de-
rives from Sugar, is paid by that portion which is con-
fomed at home. And fince I have {hewn that we fhall
always continue to produce the quantity required for
the home market, it 1s clear the revenue will not be
m the flighteft degree injured, though the diftrefles of
the Planters fhould oblige them to ceafe entirely their
growth of Sugar for exportation—2. What is the pri-
vate wealth which the Planters gain by this portion of
their produce? By their own ftatements, none at ali:
on the contrary, they lofe confiderably by this as by all
the reft of their Sugar.—3. What 1s the profit gained
by the manufa&urers of the articles which the growth
of this furplus makes it neceffary to export? As the
value of our whole export to the Weft Indies is about
fix millions, we may fairly eftimate this diminution of
our exports at about one-third, or two millions. Now
to know what lofs the nation would fuftain by being
deprived of a market for ‘exports to this amount, we
muft inquire what profi¢ the artifans and manufacturers
may be reafonably fuppofed to gain upon this export :
and 1f we eftimate the profits of all concerned at 20
per cent., it will, in thefe times of competition, be
amply fufficient. Tn this point of view, then, we might
Jofe the profits on an export of two millions, which
are £. 400,000, if we ceafed to grow the Sugar which
requiresthis export.—Laftly, we muft inquire what lois -
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the thip-owner would fuffer, if the demand for thip-
ping now required by the 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar,
which we import above our home confumption, were
done away; and alfo the injury which would be fuf=
tained by our naval power, from f{uch a diminution of
the exifting nurfery for feamen. The freight of
140,000 hogfheads of Sugar, at gs.a cwt., is £.819,000.
All this however is far from being profit ; and if we
eftimate 20 per cent,® or a fifth of it, as the lofs which
our fhip-owners would {uftain, by having fuch a fource
of employment for their fhips taken from them, we
fhall probably exceed the truth. However, to in-
clude the outward freight, let us call the profit, which
the fhip-owners would lofe if the import of Sugar
were 140,000 hogfheads lefs than now, £.200,000.
In eftimating the injury which our naval intereft would
fuffer by a diminution of our ufual import of Sugar, we
have to determine to what extent we fhould thereby
lofe employment for our feamen. As the number
of feamen which the Weft India trade employs is
17,700, we cannot {uppole that more than one-third
or 6000 would bg thrown out of employ, if we were to
import 140,000 hogfheads of Sugar lefs than at pre-
fent. But this will be efieemed no {erious evil, when
we confider that juft now our Navy would gladly re-

' ceive

* The writers on the Weft Indiatrade have a knack at dealing
in grofs fums. They feem to wifh to have it confidered by the
fhip-owners, that the whole amount oi the freight which they

receive from this trade is clear gain to them ; but this is plainly
contrary to the fact. The fhip-owner juftly complains, that
his heavy wages, high infurance, and increafed expenfss, leave
them but little profit ; and the grofs amount of his freight is no

proof that he is getting rich by the trade. He would prefera -

freight of £.3500 from the Baltic, to one of £.10c0 from the
Weft Indies.
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ceive even a greater number of hands, and that, int
time of peace, new branches of trade, or at any rate
the wife meafure which Mr. Lowe recommends, of
keeping a peace eftablithment of 60,000 feamen, would
“ readily abforb them.*

Thus, then, the utmott lofs which the nation would
{fuffer by reducing the growth of Sugar to our own fup-
ply, even if the {urplus quantity were fold abroad at
prime coft, is the lofs of the profits of the manufac-
turers and the fhip-owners, which together amount
to £.600,000. But we muft not forget, that the Weft
India Planters lofe by all the Sugar which they fell :
in order, therefore, to determine accurately the na-
tional profit by that branch of this trade now under
confideration, we muft fet the individual lofles on one
fide, againft the individual profits on the other, and
fee which fide preponderates. Now Mr. Lowe tells
us, that on all the inferior Sugar, which conftitutes
the bulk of what is brought to market, and confe-
quently of what is exported, the Planter lofes 8s. 6 d.
per cwt.f If, then, 140,000 hogtheads, of 13 cwt.
each, be annually exported, the Planters lofe by this
quantity £.773,500. So that, {o far from the nation
gaining by that quantity of Sugar which is brought to
market above our own fupply, it in fa& lofes confi-
derably by it. :

From the preceding confiderations it follows, that
admitting the utmoft value to the Weft India trade as

| a fource

B e e
o o — = 3

i
|

* I purpofely omit eftimating the commiffion of the Weft
India Merchant, and the profit of the Underwriter, upon our
furplus import of Sugar ; for noone will be fo abfurd as to main-
tain, that we ought to continue a lofing trade for the fake of
favouring the intereft of thefe defcriptions of perfons.

1 Inquiry, page 39.
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a Tource of revenue, of private wealth, and of naval’

power, none of thefe advantages would be leflened by
our fuffering the exifting diftrefles of the Planters to
take their own courfe, and to effeét the natural and
only confequence which can refult from inattention to
them, namely, a reduétion of our produce of Sugar
to the meafure of our own wants. Thus, on the very
~ premifes with which Mr. Lowe fets out, he has com-
pletely failed in the objeé of his work. He has nei-
ther fhewn that,  if the country does not effentially
amend the condition of the perfons engaged in'the
Weft India trade, it muft rcnounce that trade for
ever ;"—nor that, if we perfilt inthis neglect, we {hall
have to replace a blank of fix millions in the export of

our manufactures, to provide for a lofs of 10 millions *

in dire& and indireét revenue, and of employ for 100e:
fhips and 25,000 feamen.

Among the confequences of inattention to the dif-
ficulties of the Weft India Planters, which, in Mr.
Lowe’s opinion, we fhall have to lament, he particu-
luly dwells upon the lofs which we fhall {uftain by the
emigration of our Planters « to feek a better fortune
in the colonies of our enemies.” On this {ubject he
fays, « The Planter, whofe property has been {old by
public auétion, can tranfport only himfelf; but his
{kill and acivity are not only loft to his country, but
gained to her enemies. The remeoval of negroes will
be a no lefs ferious calamity. He who ftill pofiefles, in
a Britith colony, a mixed property of land and ne-
groes, will fell his land, or if, as is likely under prelent
circumftances, there is no one to buy it, he will aban-

don it ; but his negroes he will retain and carry into

banithment along with him.” ¥—But to deplore the
| Jofs

* Inquiry, page 42.
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Tofs of men, of whofe fervices the nation has no need,
is to take a romantic rather than a folid view of the
fubjeét. It is doubtlefs defirable for a country to re-
tain as many labourers in any branch of indufiry as
are required for fupplying its wants: but, when their

number has fo greatly increafed as to force them to -

underfell each other, and the whole body is in mifery,
it 1s childifh to regret the lofs of the furplus members.
As the growth of more Sugar than our home confump-
tion requires, is not confiftent with the intereft of the
Weit India Planters, the nation cannot in juftice re-
pine that fo many of them as contribute to overftock
the market fhould betake themifelves to regions where
there is ftill an opening for the profitable employment
of theirinduftry. And as we have evidently more ne-
groes than the cultivation of our own fupply of Sugar
requires, it is defirable, rather than the contrary, that
the furplus number thould accompany their emigrac-
ing mafter. We fhall always retain both planters and
negroes {ufficient for thatextent of cultivation in our
colonies which we have any reafon Lo keep up, thatis,
fo much as is neceffary for the ample fupply of our
home con{umption.

IN the fecond place, 1 proceed to ftate the reafons
which lead me to think that Sir William Young and
Mr. Bofanquet, as well as Mr. Lowe, have greatly
overrated the importance of that part of our Weft
India trade which docs contribute largely to the pub-
lic revenue ; and that the wealth of the nation is by
no means fo greatly increaled by it, as they would
have us imagine. In examining this queftion, the
limits of a pamphlet will prevent my taking that

extended
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extended view of it, which, to fet it in a proper light, it
“ would require. If, therefore, my train of reafoning
fhould any where appear to want continuity, I muft
refer my reader for a more detailed elucidation of my
opinions to a work in which I have treated on the
value of commerce in general. *

The authors above named, in order to imprefs upon
~ their countrymen the importance of the Weft India
trade, firft eftimate the grofs value of all the produce
annually imported from thence; which they rightly
calculate at 16 or 17 millions. Of this they fhow
that five millions are abforbed by the revenue—four or
five millions paid to the manufacturer in return for ma-
chinery, clothing, &c. exported-=three millions more
paid to the owners of fhips for freight, the under-
writers for infurance, & c.—and the remaining three or
four millions left with the Weft India Planter for the
intereft of his capital and profit of his eftate.f Hav=
ing made this enumeration, they then infer that the
fums thus gained by the revenue, the manufacturer,
the fhip-owner, the underwriter, and the planter, are
all brought into exiftence by the Weft India trade—s
that in proportion to the annual aggregate amount of
thefe feveral gains, is the wealth of the nation an-
nually augmented—and, confequently, that a cefla-
tion of the trade from which they fpring, would caufe
a deficit to this amount in the national income.—£1=

lowing the aceuracy of thefe premifes, I deny the
| truth

» « Britain independent of Commerce; or, Proofs, deduced
from an Inveftigation into the true Caufes of the Wealth of Na=
tions, that our Riches, Profperity, and Power are derived from
Refources inherent in ourfelves, and would not be affected
even though our Cominerce were annihilated.” 3s. Cadell and
Davies, 1807.

+ Sir William Young, page 87.—Mr. Bofanquet, page 64
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truth of the inferences drawn from them ; and con-
tend, as I thall now endeavour to thow, that however
great may be the value in Britain of our Welt India
produce, that but a very {mall portion of this value
is any addition to our national wealth; and that the
nation would be juft as rich as it is now, if nine-tenths
of this trade were annihilated.

In eftimating the addition which is made to the
national wealth, by the profits of any branch of trade,
we ought certainly to inquire from whence thefe pro-
fits are derived. For, however large they are, if they
be merely transferred from one branch to another, of
the fame community, it is incorreét to fay that the
wealth of that community is increafed by fuch pro-
fits ; fince, in proportion as the one branch is richer,
the other is poorer, and the grofs riches of both united
remain the fame. Reverfing, then, the vulgar mode
of confidering every acquifition of private riches as
an increafe of public wealth,in order to determine
how far we are indebted to the Weft India trade, let us
inquire from what {feurce the feveral advantages which
are faid to arife from it fpring.

. Firft, then—W hence come the five millions which
are paid to the revenue by Weft India produce? Is
this fum eventually paid from the funds of the Plant-
ers? Certainly not. They themfelves will allow that it
is not paid by them when they are in a ftate of prof-
perity ; and itis to this ftate, not to their prefent de-
prefled condition, that my obfervations now refer.
They advance it in the firft inftance, but they are re-
imburfed for their advance.—Is any part of it paid
by foreigners ? At the utmoft about £.17,000, or 55
part of the whole. Formerly, indeed, for a few years,
we forced our foreign cuftomers to pay us a much
larger proportion of this fum, or nearly 5% of its

3 amount ;
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amount; butthey have long fince ceafed to fubmit
to this impofition, and they will not now give us
even prime coft for what they once, in addition to a
profitable price, paid a duty of 7s. per cwt. upon.—
From whom, then, is the revenue from Weft India
produce derived ? Undounbtedly from the confumers
of that produce in this country ; who annually pay
in taxes, upon the Sugar which they ufe, nearly
&£.3,000,000 ; upon the Rum which they drink, up-
wards of &£:1,500,000 ; and upon other articles, nearly
«&£.500,000 more,

If, then, the whole of the immenfe fum which the
revenue derives from Weft India produce be paid by
the Britith confumers of that produce, it muft ftrike
any reafonable mind, that it is to thefe confumers, not
to the Weft India irade, we are to give the credit of
bearing fo large a fhare of the public burthens. Will
any one be fo abfurd as to fay, that the confumers of
Rum, Sugar, and Coffee, would not have the power
of contributing as largely to the revenue as they do at
prefent, if they were to give up the ufe of thefe
luxuries ? On the contrary, nothing can be more
clear than that as thefe articles are no way neceflary to
comfortable exiftence, the confumers of them might,
if they chofe to ceafe confuming them, confiderably
augment their contribution to the revenue. If my
family annually confumes a hogfhead of Sugar, for
which I pay £. 40, the duty on this quantity is about
£.18, and fo much I contribute yearly to the revenue
by my confumption of Sugar. But, {urely, my power
of contributing £.18 yearly to the revenue, does not
depend upon my ufing £. 40 worth of Sugar. If I
can afford to pay £.18 to the revenue, when charged
as a tax upon Sugar, I could afford to pay the fame

fum, although I uled none of this article. Indeed, if
G 2 I wholly
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I wholly gave over its ufe, I could then without im-
jury contribute more largely to the wants of the fiate;
for as Sugar is no neceflary of life, I thould, in that
cafe, be able to {fpare the whole of the £.40 which I
had been accuftomed to fpend in this luxury.—1t will
be faid, perhaps, that there would be great difhiculty
in raifing, by any other mode, the fum which the re-
venue now derives from Weft India produce; and
this I readily admit. If the ufe of fuch tempting
fuxuries as. Rum and Sugar were given up, it would
not be eafy to force their former confumers to pay
the fame taxes on articles net {o attractive to the fenfe
of tafte. But this confideration does not alter the
pofition which I maintain, namely, that the revenue is
indebted for the five millions which it annually derives
from the Weft India trade, not to that trade which is
merely the medium through which it is paid, but to
the Britith confumers of Wefi India produce, from,
whofe pockets this fum is taken.

* In the fecond place.—~Whofinally pays for the four
millions of manufaétured articles, neceflaryin the culti-
vation of Sugar, fuch as mill-machinery, clothing for
the negroes, &c. which are annually exported from
Britain to the Weft Indies? Does the Weft India
Planter ? No ; he advanees the coft of thefe articles
in the firfl inftance, but their value is refunded to him
in the price of his Sugar, his Rum, &ec.; in calculat-
ing the expenfe of produeing which, he always in-
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* In this, and the two fucceeding inquiries, I leave out of con-
fderation the profit on the manufactured articles which our pre-
fent importation of a furplus of Sugar above our own wants
requires to be exported, as well as the freight, &c. which is paid
on this quanrity, becaufe I have already thewn that a national
Jefs is fuftained by this branch of our Weft India trade. -
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_cludes the coft of thefe manufadtures. By whom then
is the value of thele articles eventually paid ?  Clearly
by the Britifh confumers of Weft India produce ; and
it is to them that the Britith manufacturer is indebted
for the profits retained in the fale of {o large a quan-
tity of his manufaétures. The Britith confumers of
Wett India produce, in the price of this produce re-
fund the whole fum which has been advanced for thefe
exported manufactures by the Weft India Planters :
and may be regarded as commiffioning the latter to
tranfmute for them into Sugar, by the procefs of ex-
portation to the Weft Indies, a quantity of cottons,
iron, &c. which are more than they need. Every
confumer of £.10 worth of Sugar 1s, in faét, paying
about £.2 of this fum towards the value of the ex-
ports to the Welt Indies; and heis thus as effentially
contributing to the profperity of the manufacturers of
thefe exports, as if he had direétly purchafed an equal
amount of their articles athome.—But,it may be afked,
“ Could the manufacturers of four millions of goods,
exported to the Weft Indies, obtain direéily from the
home confumers the {fame demand for the produce
of their induftry, as ithey now receive indirectly by the
intervention of the Weft Indies !” 1 believe fo. If
there were ne home demand for Sngar or, for Rum,
there would not be manufactured fo many of thofe
particular articles which are required for the Welt
India market as at prefent. But a greater confump-
tion of other articles would take place, and as much
encouragement be given to our manufacturers. If the
confumers of Rum and Sugar in this ifland were to
ceale the ufe of thefe luxuries, which now coft them
annually 8 or 10 millions, they certainly would have
the inclination as well as the power to {pend the fums
thus faved in other gratifications, which the Britifh

manufacturer would prefent to them, )
i Thirdly,
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- Thirdly—From whence fprings the three millions
which the fhip-owners and the underwriters derive
trom the Weft India trade? Precilely the fame
anfwer muft be given as before—From the Britifh
confumers of Weft India produce.

And, lafily—From what {fource arife the two or three
millions which, when their affairs are in profperity, the
Weft India Planter, the mortgagee, and the annuitant,
gain by this trade ? Once more I give the fame reply,
From the Britifh confumers of Weft India produce.

If, then, it be the fact, that the wealth which ac-
crues from the Weft India trade to the public revenue,
to the manufaturer of exports, to the fhip-owner
and underwriter, and to the planters, is (witha very
flight exception which I fhall afterwards point out)
wholly derived from the Britifh confumers of Weft
India produce, With what propriety can it be faid that
any national wealth, anyreal addition to the annual
revenue of the fociety, is brought into exiftence by
this trade ? It i1s true that it enriches fome clafles of
fociety, but precifely in proportion to their gains are
the loffes of other claffes of fociety. Itis true that
the revenue, the manufaturer, the fhip-owner, the
underwriter, and the planter, all derive a great annual
accellion of wealth from this trade ; but as all this
wealth comes from the pockets of the Britith con-
fumers of Weft India produce, their gains do not, in
the flighteft degree, angment the capital, or the annual
revenue of the country.—The truth of this deduion
will be fiill more apparent, if we attend to the aétual
fiate of the Weft India trade. The Planters tell us,
that juft now the whole of their Sugar which is con-
fumed in Britain is fold for 35s. per cwt. lefs than
what it ought to be fold for, to afford them the rea-
fonable profit of 10 per cent. on their capital : con-

fequently,




[ 87 1

fequently, as the annual Britifh confumption of Sugar
is 150,000 hogfheads, of 13 cwt. each, the Weft India
Planters are noew actually receiving the vaft fum of
&£.3,412,500 lefs than they ought to receive, if Sugar
were fold at a fair price. Now, if the ftatement of
" the Weft India Planters, as to the wealth which the
nation derives from their trade, were accurate, if it
were true that their profits are national profits—the
nation would this year be £.3,412,500 poorer than if
Sugar were at g7 s. which they juftly {fay is only a fair
price. But will the confumers of Sugar admit that the
nation isimpoverifhed, becaufe they now pay annually
lefs for their Sugar, by three millions and a half, than
the Weft India Planters fay they ought to pay? Will
a man, whofe family confumes yearly a logfhead of
Sugar, for which he now pays £.40, admit that the
grofs revenue of the nation is £. 20 lefs' than if he paid
£ 60 for it? Surely not. Every unprejudiced judge
mulft clearly fee, that the wealth of the nation is in no
wife influenced by the gains of the Planters. If they
get three and a half millions lefs for their Sugar than
they ought to have, then the confumers of Sugar are
three and half millions richer than if they paid its
proper price. Andif, by diminithing the production of
Sugar to the home demand, its price were raifed to
g7 s. inftead of 60s., and the Planters received, as
andoubtedly they ought to receive, three and a half
millions for it more than at prefent ; in that cafe the
confumers of Sugar would be fo much poorer than
they now are: but the grofs wealth of the nation
would in either cafe remain juft the fame.*

Hence,

» After having made thefe remarks, I accidentally ftumbled
apon the following confirmation of them, which, as coming from

a Weft India Planter, will deferve the greater weight:
: G 4 = a4 In
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Hence, too, we fee the incorreéinefs of the reafoning
by which the advocates of the Weft India Planters
endeavour to perfuade us, that great injury will enfue
to the revenue, to a large body of manufadturers, and
to the community in general, on acecount of the di-
minifhed expenditure of the Planters, now that the
low price of Sugar deprives them of any income.
Lamentable as is their cafe,and unjuft as it would be, if
this effeét had not been brought about by their own
imprudence, that they thould not receive prime coft for
the Sugar, in raifing which they employ their capital
and their time, yet it is clear their misfortunes do not
affeét the intereft of fociety at large. Though their
expenditure is thereby greatly leflened, yet the ex-
penditure of the confumers of Sugar is increafed by
the very fame caufe. If a poor man now buys a pound
of Sugar for 6d. for which, if the Weft India Planters
recelved their juft profits, he ought to pay gd., then,
he now expends in fome other article the 3d., of
which the Planters ought te have the {pending ; but
the effeét on the profperity of the nation is juft the
fame, whether this fum is expended by one defcription
of perfons or another.

Were the importance, which the authors whofe
opinions I am combating attach to the Weft India
trade as a {fource of national riches, well founded, then
it would follew, that if the whole body of thofe who
confume Weft India produce had imbibed the notions
of a few enthufiaftic individuals, who fome years back

fancied

“ In the aCtual confumption of the commodity (Sugar)
within the kingdom, the money which it cofts isonly transferred
from the hand of one inhabitant into that of another : hence, be
the price high or low, the nation at large is not one fhilling the
richer or the poorer on that account,”’==Edwards’s Hift. of the
Welt Indies, vol. ii. page 431.
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fancied every lump of Sugar and drop of Rum were
tinged with human gore, and had followed their ex-
ample in totally giving up.the ufe of thefe polluted
luxuries, we muft by {fuch a procedure have fuftained a
national lofs of many millions. But, in fa&, no fuch
- confequence would have followed. The only refult
which would have enfued from fuch a non-confump-
tion refolution would have been, that the confumers of
Rum and Sugar would have kept in their pockets the
ten millions which they now expend in the gratification
of their palates. The revenue, indeed, would have
fuftained a lofs for a time, until a new mode of raifing
the fame {um, which is now levied on thefe articles,
could have been adopted. Many of the-body of fhip-
owners would have been thrown into great difirefs—
and the Weft India Planters would have been com-
pletely ruined. But ftill all thefe calamitous confe-
quences would not have diminifhed the real national
wealth, or the revenue of the fociety.

Even if it be admitled, therefore, that it is proper
the difireffes of the Weft India Planters thould be re-
lieved, it is clear that thofe who have infified on this
propriety have occupied ground which is wholly un-
tenable, when they have aimed to intereft the com-
inunity in the attainment of their object, by infifting
that the national wealth is greatly augmented by the
Weft India trade. To have been accurate, inflead of
addrefling them{elves to the pockets of their readers,
they ought to have appealed to their palates. As
Mr. Lowe infifts that, if fomething be not done for the
Planters, ¢ the Weft India trade muft be renounced
for ever,” he might on this ground with confiftency
have afked the confumers of Sugar—“ How will you
relifh your momming and evening beverage when its
barfh aftringency 1s unqualified with the delicious

{ubftance
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fubftance with which we now fupply you? How will
you ever be able lo endure the grating {enfation which
your teeth will experience, when the acidity of your
fruits is no longer modified by the juice of our canes?”
And, to the confumers of Rum he might have {aid—
“ Think what will be the dreadful confequence to
your health, and how many years of your exiftence
will be fhortened, if you are forced, by our ruin, to
drink the fiery brandies of France inftead of the ¢ Rum
mellowed by its long paffage, and the moft wholefome
of {pirits’ with which we now fupply you ?”—But to
be ferious on a fubjeét, where nothing but the anxiety
of the Weft India Planters to have the confumers of
their produce believe that they are enriched by fpend-
ing money in Sugar and Rum, and that they would be
ftill more enriched by paying twice as much for thefe
luxuries as they now pay, could have made me other-
wife, 1 proceed to the confideration of an objeétion
which will be made, and to which an anfwer is requifite,
in order to give complete ftability to the preceding
arguments. .

It may be faid : ¢ Admitting that the money which
the revenue, the thip-owner, the planter, &c. gain by
the Weft India trade, is merely transferred from the
pockets of the confumers of Weft India produce, yet,
fince thefe confumers receive a value for their money ;
—fince, for every £.10 that they fpend in Sugar or
Rum, they receive £.10 worth of Sugar or Bum, they
cannot firiétly be faid to be poorer in proportion to the
gain of the Planters, c. : nor can the wealth of the
nation be faid to remain the {ame, fince £.10 worth
of Sugar is brought into it from its Weft India colonies
which did not before exift.”—In anfwer to this fup-
pofed obje&tion—I admit that the confumers of Weft
India produce receive a value for their money, and I

§ admit
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admit alfo, that if this value were of a permanent and
durable defcription, they might ftill be as rich as before
the exchange. But the reafon why I maintain an
oppofite opinion with refpeét to Weft India produce,
is, becaufe the great bulk of that produce is of fo
tranfient or fugitive a nature, that in a very fhort pe-
riod no trace of its exiftence remains; and confe-
quently the confumers of this produce only retain
pofleffion of a value in return for their money for an
inftant. Thus, if, inftead of the Rum and Sugar for
which the conlumers of Weft India produce now pay
ten millions annually, they were accuftomed to expend
the fame fum in articles as durable as the mahogany
which is imported from Jamaica, I fhould certainly
allow that fuch a traffic did not impoverith them, in
proportion to the gains of thofe who fupplied them
with fuch permanent commodities. For, after having
fpent ten millions in articles of this defcription, the
purchafers would retain them for vears, perhaps for
half a century, and would be able, in any part of this
period, to obtain by felling them at leaft a portion of
their original coft. But what have the confumers of
Rum and Sugar to thow for the hundreds of millions
of pounds which they have {pent in thefe articles for
the laft fifty years; or what have they to thow for the
ten millions of thefe luxuries which they confumed
laft year?! Nothing. Not the flighteft veftige of the
value which they received for their money now re-
mains; and confequently, as the wealth which the
Weft India Planters received for their Rum and Sugar
has been merely transferred from the pockets of the
confumers of thefe articles, who have not in exiftence
a particle of what they received in exchange for their
wealth, the grofs national riches cannot have been =
ereafed by this branch of the Weft India trade.

To
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To make thefe inferences ftill more clear, let us at-
tend a moment to the illuftration which a parallel cafe
will afford. A nobleman, who fpends £. 500 a year in
the cultivation of pine-apples, accurately reprefents
Britain with refpect to her confumption of Sugar and
Rum. As the Britith confumers of thefe luxuries tran{-
fer,in return for them, a portion of their wealth to the re-
venue, the manufaéturer, the fhip-owner, and the plant-
er, {o, in like manner, the nobleman, in return for his
pine-apples, transfers a portion of his riches to the coal-
dealer, who {upplies him with fuel for his ftove ; to the
tanner for his refufe bark ; and to his gardener for his
ikill and labour: and ke, allo, may be faid to receive a
value for his money. But would any one pretend that
the national wealth is increafed by fuch a transfer of
money for pine-apples; and that the intereft of the
community is involved in the exiftence of all the
pineries which are to be found in Britain? Surely not.
The nobleman transfers £. 500 yearly to the coal-mer-
chant, to the tanner, and to the gardener, in return for
a momentary gratification of his appetite. They are
confequently richer than before; he poorer, than if
his avarice had induced him to deny himfelf fuch a
luxury. And as no trace remains with the eater of
pine-apples of the value which he receives for his
money, the national wealth is not in the flighteft de-
gree increafed by this procefs : which precifely applies
to the home confumption of the ftaple produce of the

Weit India trade *,
Another

*® 1t is truly aftonithing, that while fo many important difco-
veries have within thefe fifty years been correétly laid down in
the chart of political economy, no attention fhould have been
paid to the effential diftinction which exifts between durable
and tranfitory wealth, All now agree that gold and filver are

but
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Another objection may be made. Since, as the Weft
India Planters have, with juftice, contended their trade
1s a home trade, and by no means to be confidered in
the fame view with foreign commerce ;—fince the cul-
tivation of Sugar is as certainly a branch of national
agriculture as the cultivation of wheat ;=—Iit may be
afked, “ Where is the difference between the wealth
which all allow is brought into exiftence by the
growth of corn, and that which is brought into
exiftence by the growth of Sugar? Food is as little
entitled to be regarded as permanent wealth as

Sugar ;

but one fort of wealth, and thata very unimportant one=that a
nation is rich in proportion to the extent of its cultivated land,
the number of its houfes, its machines, its fhips, its roads, its
canals, and the multiplicity of conveniences which civilized life
requires; and that, in proportion as its ftock of thefe is greater,
will be its accumulation of real wealth. Yet we continue, juft as
formerly, to believe, that if we can export one defcription of
wealth, ne matter how permanent, and import in exchange for
it another defcription, no matger how fugitive, which will fel
at home for more money, we fhall have increafed the wealth of
the nation juft as much asif we had experted perithable articles,
and imported in return durable commodities. But how prepof~
terous is this mode of thinking! Can any man in his fenfes con.
tend, that if England fupplied France with fteam-engines in re-
turn fer wine, that fuch a trade would be as profitable to her as
to France, or that, in faét, the would make any addition to her
national wealth by the exchange ? When we fee an individual
fpending his income in the luxuries of eating and drinking, we
fay at once he can never fave a fortune; yet we contend that
Britain gets rich by {fpending annually ten millions in Sugar and
Rum, five millions in Tea, and five millions in Wine, Brandy,
Tobacco, &c.! She may increafe her emjoyments by this traffc,
and as fhe creates from her foil an annual revenue of 120 mil.
lions, and can thus very well afford to indulge her appetites, it
may be very proper that the thould do fo ; but to fay that fhe
thereby increafes her wealth, is furely a moft egregious perver-
fion of language.
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Sugar; why not then admit, that the Sugar-planter
contributes to the national wealth, as well as the
farmer ’—=Many words will not be required to
do away the apparent force of this objection. The
fimple reafon why the produétion of Sugar or Rum
has not the fame title to be regarded as an increafe
of national wealth with that of wheat or potatoes,
is, that the latter ferve as the food of man, and
that by performing this valaable fervice they may be
tranfmuted into the moft permanent wealth; whereas
the former merely ferve as a temporary gratification
of the palate, and leave no trace of their exiftence
when confumed. Thus the wheat and the beef which
the farmer annually produces, by ferving for the food
of labourers and artifans, may be converied into a pa-
lace, a canal, a bridge, or a fleet of fhips; and, without
the aid of this food, none of thefe permanent defcrip-
tions of wealth could ever exift. But what return of
this kind do we get for the Ram and Sugar which we
annyally confume? If it were the cuftom for people to
live wholly or in part upon Sugar, as doubtlefs they
might do, if we had realized Dr. Darwin’s {peculation,
and chemically learnt to fabricate it from 1ts prin-
ciples ; or if it could be fhewn that thofe who confume
Sugar, confume on that account a lefs quantity of
other kinds of food, I thould then readily admit that
our national wealth was augmented by its production.
But neither of thefe provifoes can be realized.—The
apparent weight of the ohjection 1 am now confider-
ing, arifes from the prevalent but erroneous idea, pro-
mulgated by the French economifts, that the national
wealth receives a permanent augmentation by every
_ thing which is raifed from the foil, when, in fa&, no
addition to the capital or ftock of the nation is made
by a very large proportion of the projeéis of agricul-
ture.
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ture. Thus the nation is not at all enriched by the oats
which are yearly raifed for the food of horfes merely
kept for pleafure, nor by the barley which is diftilled
into alcohol. The growers of thefe produétions are en-
riched by their fale, but it is at the expenfe of the
confumers of them. Whereas, at the {fame time that
the grower of the barley or the wheat, which is con-
fumed by thofe who are emploeyed in building a palace
or making a canal, is enriched by the fale of this food,
the confumers of it, or he who advanced it to the con-
fumers, has received in return for it a palace or a
canal, which may continuea portion of national wealth
for ages.

Let it not be fuppofed that in combating the pofi-
tions maintained by the advocates of the Weft India
Planters, relative to the vaft national wealth derived
from their trade, it is my objeé to fhew that we thould
be wife in abandoning this trade ; or that it is defirable
we (hould diminifh our confumption of Sugar andRum,
and the other produce of Weft India agriculture. In
2 nation, as well as in an individual, I{hould deem it
the height of folly to make the acquifition of wealth,
- rather than of happinefs, its ultimate objeét. And
fince we fancy that our happinefs is increafed by the
ufe of Rum and Sugar, by all meanslet us ftill continue
to indulge in thefe luxuries. All that I contend for is,
that things fhould be called by their proper names :—
that the Weft India Planters have no reafon for ele-
vating a branch of agriculture, which is merely a
fource of convenience and of luxurious gratification,
into an inexhauftible mine of riches ;—and that the
Britifh confumers of Wefi India produce, from whom
Aprings all the wealth acquired by thofe who are con-
cerped in the Weft India trade, fhould not be told

that
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that the fate of themfelves and of their country de-
pends upon the profperity of this branch of com-

merce.

——— et

Tuouvcu I have thus endeavoured to prove that the
national wealth has never been increafed by the Weft
India trade to any fuch extent as Sir Wm. Young, Mr.
Bofanquet, and Mr. Lowe have contended, yet I do
not deny that fome national wealth, as well as {fome
advantages, do {pring from this fource : and as it is
my wifh to form a correét eftimate of the value of our
colonial pofleffions, not to depreciate them unjuftly, I
proceed to enumerate thefe favourable items of the
account.

1. I admit that the national wealth has been aug-
mented by the profits which have been gained on our
re-export of Weft India produce; and if there were
any profpect that we fhould in future continue to
carry on this branch of commerce profitably, I fhould
grant that to this extent the Weft India trade would
il be a fource of riches. When the demand for Weft
India produce was fuch on the Continent that it was
purchafed of us at a profitable price, we doubtlefs
gained an addition to our national ftock of riches by
the fale ; for fince, in that cafe, the profit of the ma-
nufaGurer, the fhip-owner, and the Weft India
Planter, were all paid by foreigners, the profits of
thefe individuals were national profits. But though
‘we have gained wealth from this fource, we neither
now gain, nor fhall we in future gain wealth from it.
I have already fhewn, that for the time to come we
have no reafon to expeét that we fhall have any pro-

fitable foreign demand for the main ftaple of the Weft
Indies
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Indies~Sugar ; and the ftatement which I havegiven
in the preceding part of this difcuffion abundantly
proves that we do not a¢ prefent gain any national
wealth by what we export of this article. Itis on this
laft account that, in examining the pofitions of Sir
‘Wm. Young and Mr. Bofanquet, I adverted folely to
the home confumption of Weft India produce, from
which alone any increafe of national wealth eould pof-
{ibly be derived. Befides Sugar, we alfo annually

export a large quantity of Coffee: and if the Weft |

India Planters gain a profit upon the fale of this arti-
cle, then, certainly, to this extent are the national
riches augmented by this branch of the Weft India
trade. But I greatly fear that we have little reafon to

eftimate the value of this {ource of riches at any high

rate. The whole amount of our export of Coffee
does not much exceed £. 1,000,000 in value ; and we
are told that its price at prefent is much too low to af-
Jord a reafonable profit to the Planter. Indeed how
fnould it be otherwife, if it be true, as has been af-
. {erted, that the Americans fupply the Continent with
Coffee at from 20s. to 30s. per cwt. lefs than we can
with propriety fell ‘at.
2. From one of the minor articles imported from the
Weft Indies our national riches certainly gain a flight
addition. I 'allude to Cotton, which we annually

import from thence to the vatue of £.1,000,000. Now,

as a confiderable proportion of this is manufactured
and afterwards exported, and as the foreign purchafer
eventually pays the freight, duty, and profit of the
Planters charged upon the raw material, I admit that
an addition to the national wealth is made by a portion
of the profits upon this article. But we f{hould egre-
gioufly deceive ourfelves if we were to follow fome of
the Weft India Planters in eftimating the national
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cain from Cotton at the grofs amount of the articles
manufaétured from it. It muft be confidered, that
we dre not dependent on our Weflt India colonies for a
fupply of the raw Cotton required in our extenfive
manufactores. We could always get fupplied with
what we want from other quarters. The national gain,
therefore, from our Weft India Cotton is' merely the
amount of the profits of the fhip-owner, the under-
writer, and the planter, on that portion of our import
which ferves for the bafis of our exported Cotton ma-
nufactares. 'We may alfo negatively gain by the
Cotton whichwe manufacture for own ufe. If Cotton
of equal quality coft 2s. a pound, when imported from
~the Brazils, Georgia, &e. and only 1s. '104d. to the
Weft India Planter, then, though he may fell it at
home for 2s5. a pound, yet the nation faves 2d. a
pound by its fale ; becaufe this difference is paid to
our own {ubjects, not to the natives of Portugal or
Georgia—Thefe confiderations prove that the ntmof
which the nation can gain by the growth of Cotton in
the Weft Indies is £.300,000, ot £.400,000, an-
nually; and to this amount, it is poflible, the ‘does
gain,

3. A fimilar train of reafoning to that juft ufed will
ifhow that, to a certain extent poflibly, the national
viches are negatively increafed by the Sugar with which
the Weft India colonies furnith us. As there is no
caufe for fuppoling that we thould not confume this
luxury, though we had no colonies of our own, we
fhould in that cafe purchafe it of other nations. Now,
if we paid for it the fame price as we do at prefent,
the protits which the Britith Weft India Planters now
derive from its fale would be received by the Planters
of France or of Spain. On fuch a fappofition thefe

~ profits would go out of the country, whereas at prefent
they
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they remain in it, and the nation may be therefore
faid to be negatively richer by having colonies of her
own, inafmuch as fhe would be pofitively poorer if the
were forced to buy her Sugar of foreigners. This ad-
miflion, however, entirely depends upon the fa&,
whether we do or do not. buy as cheap of our own co-
lonies as we could of foreign ones ; for if we could buy
of the latter for a price lefs than what we now pay by
the amount of the Britith Weft India Planter’s 1)1'0.?it,
in that cafe, the national wealth, on either {u ppofition,
would remain the fame. Thus, if it coft the Britith
Planter 20s. 6d. to raife a cwt. of Sugar in the Britifh
colonies, it cofts the nation fo much, and the nation
would be juft as rich as now, if it were to buy all the
Sugar it confumes, at that price, of the French or
Spanifh colonies, But, as the cultivators of Sugar
muft, in the long run, in every quarter, gain a profit
on their produce, it is certainly more for our intereft
to buy of the Britifh Weft India colonies at 25s., than
of the foreign' colonies at the fame price ; becaufe, if
bought of the former, the 4s. 6d. per cwt. profit is
retained in the mals of national riches—it is merely
transferred from the confumers of Sugar to the Weft
India Planters ; whereas, if bought of the latter, it is
entirely loft to Britain, and goes to increafe the wealth
of the Planters of France or Spain. On this head,
therefore, we cannot come to a precife determination,
without a knowledge of facts which are not within our
reaclf, If the price which the Weft India Planters
ought to receive for their Sugar, in order to leave
them a reafonable profit, be not higher than that
which we fhould have to pay the foreign Planter, if
we pofleffed no colonies of our own; then, the whole
of thefe profits are fo much negative gain to the na-
tion, on the principle that ¢ a penny faved isa penny
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got;” and, confequently, the pofleffion of our Weit
Tndia colonies is of great advantage to us. But if, on
the contrary, we might buy our Sugar of foreigners at
a lefs price than that which we pay the Weft India
Planter, then the national gain by our colonies is
only the difference between that price and the prime
coft of our produce from thence: and if we could buy
of foreigners at as low a price as it now cofis us to
preduce our Sugar, no addition to the national wealth,
either pofitively or negatively, is made by this produét
of our colonial pofleffions, and we fhould, in this re-

{peét, be juft as well without them.

4. It is by no means my intention to deny that
fome important national advantages are derived from
our Weft India trade. Of thefe by much the moft
valuable is the nur{ery which it affords for our feamen :
and as defence is doubtlefs of far more moment than
riches, I allow that it is true policy to procure our
Sugars at ahigher price from our own colanies,whence
we can tranfport them in our own thips, manned by
Britifh failors, rather than to buy them of any foreign
colonies, if obliged at the fame time to receive them
in foreign veflels. But though I admit the value of
the Weft India trade as an auxiliary to naval power, I
cannot follow the Planters in deducing from this con-
fideration the inference, that we are, at all events,
and whatever may be the coft, to keep up this nurfery
to the extent which it has now unnaturally and forcibly
reached. I allow that our Navy derives great benefit
from the Weft India trade, and, to enfure a continuance
of this advantage, the facrifice of a few fhillings per
ewt, in the price of our own confumption of Sugar
cannot be objected to ; but where would be the wif{dom
of continuing to grow a furplus of Sugar for the foreign
market, where it muft be fold at 40 per cent. lofs to

' 7 the




Nl o Yl
the nation, merely for the fake of retaining the em-
ployment of 5,000 or 6,000 feamen? For, if the
Weft India trade were contraéted to its proper limits
to-morrow, the Navy would gladly receive, during the
remainder of the war, all the feamen that could pof-
fibly be thereby thrown out of employment; and if,
on the recurrence of peace, our exifting branches of

commerce are not fufficiently extenfive to abforb all .

the difbanded failors, we had better employ them in
conveying fea-fand from John-a-Groat’s houfe to the
Land’s End, and back again, than in bringing Sugar
for the fupply of the Continent, to be fold at lefs than
prime coft.

Havine thus enumerated the modes in which,

according to my opinion, we can alone gain any
acceffion of national wealth from the Weft India
trade, and alfo the moft important of the benefits
which we confefledly derive from it, it will be necef-
fary to fum up the refult of our inveltigation,—to
place the D and Cr fides of the account in oppofition,
and to firike the balance of real and {olid advantage
for which we are indebted to this fource.

We have fhewn, then, on the one hand, that no
increafe of national wealth or revenue is derived from
the home confumption of Sugar and Rum, which
articles form nine-tenths of the produce of the Wefi
Indies:—the coft of the manufactures exported for
the purpofe of raifing thefe products,—the duties
levied upon them at the cuftom-houfe, and excife-
office,—the profits of the fhip-owners, and of the Wett
India Planters, being all eventually paid by the Britifh
confumers of thefe articles, who are exaltly poorer in
proportion to the gains of thofe concerned in bringing
them to market. We have fhewn, alfo, that though

national

e o e o e T U el o e e o S e e et i i) s e s & - "




E
|
4
{

[ sag4

national profit has been and might be gained by the
{ale of our {uperfluous produce of Sugar to foreigners,
yet that, in confequence of the favourable circum-
ftances of the foreign colonies, we do not at prefent,
nor bhave we any rationgl profpect that we {hall in
future, gain any acceffion of wealth frem this branch
of our Welt India trade. — On the other hand, we have
allowed that :f the Weft India Planters gain any thing
by the £. 1,000,000 of Coffee which they are in the
habit of exporting, fuch gain is national gain ; that
an increafe of national wealth to the amount of
£.300,000 or £.400,000 is probably derived from the
Cotton which is imported from the Weft Indies ; and
that, provided the price paid for the Sugar and Rum
of our own colonies is not more than what we thould
be obliged to pay to foreign colonies, in that cafe
we fave the amount of the profits of the Weft India
Planters. The importance of our Weft India colonies,
as a nurfery for feamen, has been alfo admitted.
Thus, then, inftead of being a fource of national
wealth annually to the amount of fixteen or feventeen
aillions, theWeft India trade, when rigidly {crutinized,
is found to add direcily to the riches of the ftate, not
more, at the very utmoft, than a million per annum,
but probably not more ‘than half this fum; and it
inay alfo anpually fave to the nation one or two
millions more. Call the national gains from this
fource, pofitive and negative, three millions. This
fum is in itfelf confiderable, and, to many of the petty
{lates of Europe;whofe whole revenue does not amount
to fo much, the lofs of fuch a trade as that from
which it is derived might be fatal. In their {vftem
it might be a main artery, whofe rupture would be fol-
léx\'ea with the moft terrible confequences.l But of
how finzll importance is fuch a trade to a nation

which
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which every year derives an abfolute creation of?
wealth from its foil to the amount of one hundred.
and twenty millions,—which annually pays in taxes. -

to the government upwards of fifty millions! In the
{yftem of Britain, the Weft India Trade is but one of
the finer veins, which may be punétured without fear
of any fatal refult.  So. long as we can, without enor-
mous expee, retain pofleflion of our Colonies, there
is no reafon to abandon them; but if, by a fuperior
power, they were wreited from us to-morrow, or by a
convulfion of nature {funk into the ocean, we fhould
full continue rich, fiill powerful, and independent of
the world !*

¥ WHEN two-thirds of this work were printed, a pamphlet
was publithed, entitled, ¢ A permanent and effetual Remedy
for the Evils under which the Britith Weft Indies now labour;”
~—in‘'which, T am happy to find, the accuracy of the reafoning
made ufe of in the firlt part of this work, ftrongly confirmed by
a Welt-India Merchant; whofe remedy is in {ubftance, the
famz as that on which T have here infifted.

Printed by Luke Hanfard & Sons,
near Lincoln’s-Inn Fields.
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BRITAIN
INDEPENDENT OF COMMERCE:

OR,

PROOES deduced from an Inveftigation into-ihe
true Caufes of ilm‘Wealth of Nations, that ous
Riches, Profperity, and Power are derived from
Refources inherent in. ourfelves ;. and would not
be affeéted even though our Commerce were-

annihilated.




